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Exponentially small asymptotic formulas for the lengthatpem in some billiard tablés
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Abstract

Letq > 3 be a period. There are at least twod}tperiodic trajectories inside any smooth strictly conbdkard table, and all
of them have the same length when the table is an ellipse acle.cMWe quantify the chaotic dynamics of axisymmetriciditil
tables close to their borders by studying the asymptoti@bieh of the diterences of the lengths of their axisymmetricq)t
periodic trajectories ag — +co. Based on numerical experiments, we conjecture that, thithard table is a generic axisymmetric
analytic strictly convex curve, then theséfdiences behave asymptotically like an exponentially sfaelbrq=—>e"9 times either a
O constant or an oscillating function, and the expomastalf of the radius of convergence of the Borel transforrthefwell-known
() ‘asymptotic series for the lengths of the @f-periodic trajectories. Our experiments are restrictedame perturbed ellipses and
circles, which allows us to compare the numerical results wome analytical predictions obtained by Melnikov methadd
A “also to detect some non-generic behaviors due to the preséextra symmetries. Our computations require a muligpkzision

arithmetic and have been programmed in PAFH.

s‘ Keywords: Billiards; Length spectrum; Exponentially small phenomgdumeric experiments; Melnikov method
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1. Introduction

Billiards as a dynamical system go back to Birﬁhﬂ].

plane. The Birkhé billiard models the motion of a particle in-
side the region enclosed Y. The particle moves with unit
velocity and without friction following a straight line; ieflects

elastically when it hit9Q. Therefore, billiard trajectories con-

differenceamong lengths off, g)-periodic trajectories is the
non-negative quantity

APD = supAP9 — inf APD,

Many geometric and dynamical properties are encoded in
the length spectrunf.S(Q) and the dferences\(P9.
An old geometric question isDoes the setL.S(Q) allow

sist of polygonal lines inscribed i whose consecutive sides one to reconstruct the convex curve @he length spectrum

geodesics. SeE[@—4] for a general description.

. ‘'obey to the rule “the angle of reflection is equal to the angleand the Laplaciands_fectrum with Dirichlet boundary coodisi
<I" of incidence.” Such trajectories are sometimes called dmok are closely relate

[5]. Therefore, the question above @n b
colorfully restated as [6]Can one hear the shape of a drum?

A (p, g)-periodic billiard trajectory forms a closed polygon We refer to the book [7] for some results on this question.

_F! of g sides that makegturns before closing. Birkh‘ﬁ[lﬂ] proved
= that there are at least twoftirent Birkhdf (p, g)-periodic bil-
'>2 liard trajectories inside& for any relatively prime integerp
« andgsuchthat & p<aq.

Thelength spectrunof Q is the subset dR, defined as

©

LS(Q) = INU U APIN,
(p.9)

wherel = Length@Q) andA®P® c R, is the set of the lengths

of all (p, g)-periodic billiard trajectories insid®. Themaximal
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The diferenceA®9 is important from a dynamical point
of view, because it is an upper bound of Mathex®/,/q. In
its turn, AW,q is equal to the flux through the(q)-resonance
of the corresponding billiard maE| [@11]. Thus, the vaoati
of A9 in terms of the rotation numbe/q € (0, 1) gives in-
formation about the size of theftérent chaotic zones of the
billiard map. See Sectidd 2 for a more complete descriptfon o
these ideas.

Here, our main goal is to gain some insight into the billiard
dynamics close to the boundary of the billiard table. We $ocu
on the (1q)-periodic billiards trajectories; that is, we et 1.
We want to determine the asymptotic behavior of

A(va) — SupA(va) —inf A(va)

asq — +oo.
Let L&9 ¢ A9 pe the length of a (I)-periodic billiard

trajectory insideQ. It does not matter which one. Marvizi and

Melrose ] proved that ifQ is smooth and strictly convex,
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then there exist some asymptotic fiaentsl; = 1;(Q) such  for someu € {0, 1}, some amplitude # 0, and some phases

that _ ¢j € R, when these singularities are
LD =<3 g2, g oo, (1)
=0 +6i (ifand only if u = 1), £81 £ 6i,..., £B3 £ di.
For instancelo = | = LengthQ) andl; = —% (fQ k%3 ds)s, For instance, the limit Hamiltonian flow for the standard map

wherex and dsare the curvature and the length elemen@of is @ pendulum, sei/2 are the closest singularities to the real
respectively. The symbot means that the series in the right axis and the “splitting size” is the so-callédzutkin constant
hand side is asymptotic 1d-9. The asymptotic caficientsl; ~ wo ~ 1118827706 times-2e™ /", seel[22].

can be explicitly written as integrals ov@rof suitable algebraic Itis also known that, usually,= p/2, wherep is the radius
expressions of and its derivatives. The first five cfieients  of convergence of the Borel transform of the divergent asymp
can be found i [13]. The asymptotic serigks (1) does not disperfotic series that approaches the separatrices [21, 24-26].

on the choicd 9 ¢ A9 g0 By looking at our billiard problem from the perspective of
those results (and others not mentioned here for the sake of
lim gtA®® =0, vk > 0. brevity), it is natural to make the following conjecture. i¥h
g—+o0

conjecture is strongly supported by our numerical expentne

That is, the diferences\(*9 arebeyond all ordersn g. In fact,
they satisfy the followingexponentially small upper bourid
the analytic caséIi4]. IQ is a closed analytic strictly convex
curve, then there exist constamtsgy, @ > 0 such that

Conjecture 1. If Q is a closed analytic strictly convex curve,
but it is neither a circle nor an ellipse, the asymptotic sei{l)
diverges for all period ge N, but it is Gevrey-1, so its Borel
transform
AGD < Ke 2 Yg > qo Z [t = i (4)
= 9 = . ]ZO J 9 ] (2J _ 1)| )

The exponentr is related to the width of the complex strip
where a certain 1-periodic angular coordinate is analytic.
a billiard map (or any analytic exact twist map) has a rotetlo
invariant circle of Diophantine rotation numbey there exist A = A 3e ™,
other exponentially small upper bounds %9 (or for the
residues of b, q)-periodic orbits) wherp/q — w. Seel[16-17].  for some function £g) that is either constant: &) = a/2 # 0,

Similar singular behaviors have been observed in problemsr oscillatory:
about the splitting of separatrices of analytic m@—BD
these splittings are not exponentially small in a discrégepl- J
rameterq € N, but in a continuous small parameter> 0. AQ) = pa/2 + az cos(Zp;q), (6)
Namely,his the characteristic exponent of the hyperbolic fixed =1

point whose separatrices split. Thus, we may thinklthatl/q withu € {0,1),a# 0, J> 1, and0 < B; < - -- < B;. The cases

for comparison purposes. The splitting size in many anmalyti A(Q) = a/2 and Aq) = acos(Zp) take place in open sets of the
maps satisfies the exponentially small asymptotic formula space of axisymmetric algebraic curves. All the other cases
phenomena of co-dimension one.

If Q is a generic bi-axisymmetric algebraic curvél9 has
the previous asymptotic behavior when q is even and goo,
@9 = O(q2e %9) when q is odd and g +co.

has a radius of convergenges (0, +0). Setr= p/2.
If Q is a generic axisymmetric algebraic curve, then

q— +oo, 5)

“splitting size” < A(1/h)h™Me™"/", h—0Y (2

for some exponent > 0, some powem € R, and some func-
tion A(1/h) that is either constant or oscillating. The exporrent butA
and the functiorA(1/h) are determined by looking at the com-

! - X - We stress that the oscillating functidg (3) has some phases,
plex singularities closest to the real axis of the homoclsuo-

- - >SSt but there are no phases in the oscillating functidn (6). This

lution of a limit Hamiltonian flow related to the map. Such phenomenon is not new. The asymptotic formulas for the ex-

methodology ha§ been rigorously established for the Stdnd_aponentially small splittings of generalized standard maitk

map [22], the Hénon map [24], and some perturbed McMil-tjqonometric polynomials do not have phases eithér [26].

lan maPS@_kﬂﬂS]- It has also been numerically checked = A ¢y rve isaxisymmetriavhen it is symmetric with respect

in certain billiard maps [25] and several polynomial m@,[z to a line, andi-axisymmetrisvhen it is symmetric with respect

but there are other maps where it falls|[29]. Let us briefly %o two perpendicular lines. A planar curvesigebraicwhen its

call some claims about polynomial standard maps containefyints are the zeros of some polynomial in two variables. We

n [1¢, @] Firstr = 276, where¢ is the distance of these (oqjire strict convexity, since it is already an essentjidih-

singularities to the real axis. Besides, esis in the smooth setup. We only consider algebraic curyes b
3 comparison with the above results about polynomial stahdar

A(L/h) = pa/2 + az cos(ZB;/h + )), (3) maps. Our algebraic curves have no singular points, because

=t we ask them to be closed and analytic.



If Qis a circle of radiugy, all its (p, g)-periodic billiard  information whem is odd andy even;A®9 = 0 in such case.
trajectories have lengthrgysin(rp/q), so AP@ = 0 for all ~ See Propositiof2 for details.

p/q € (0, 1), and the asymptotic seri¢s (1) becomes Which is the relation between the asymptotic formi{la (5)
i 241 and the first order Melnikov computa’giolﬁl (8)? The answer is
L@9 — 2roqsinge/a) = 2foZ ()'n -2j, thatr # candm, # -3, sothe Melnikov method does not
(2j+1)! accurately predict the singular behavior 8f-9. Nevertheless,

>
=0 lim._or = ¢, so some information can be retrieved from the
which converges for al. In particularp = +co. Ellipses have Melnikov method, at least for perturbed ellipses.
analogous properties. This has to do with the fact thattalip The case of perturbed circles is harder. See Selction 6.
and circular billiards are integrable. A conjecture atitéd to Symmetriesre another reason for the choice of tablés (7).
Birkhoff claims that the only integrable smooth convex billiard On the one hand, symmetries greatly simplify the computa-
tables are ellipses and circlés|[30]. Following the disimsen  tion of periodic trajectories. To be precise, we just coreput
the Mathers-function contained in_[13], this old conjecture is the signed dferenceD, between two particular axisymmetric
reformulated asThe series in[{1) converges for some period(1, g)-periodic trajectories, instead of*% or AW, . Clearly,
g e Nifand only if Q is an ellipse or a circle. IDgl < A®9. Often,|Dg| = AP = AW, . See Propositiof 2.

In this paper, we present several numerical experiments andn the other hand, bi-axisymmetric curves are a very paaticu
some analytical results that support Conjecfure 1. Fordke s class of axisymmetric curves, so our model tables may displa
of simplicity, all numerical experiments are carried ouings other asymptotic behaviors wheris even. We will check that
the model tables this expectation is fulfilled. Concretely,

Q= {(x, y) e R?: X2 + y?/b% + ey = 1}. (7) ALY < |B(g)lg%e¥9, g - +oo,

Here,b € (0, 1] is the semi-minor axis; € R is the perturbative  for some constant or oscillating functi@(qg) whenn is even
parameter, and € N, with 3 < n < 8, is the degree of the andqis odd. This asymptotic behavior has severéiedences
perturbation. We will refer taQ as a perturbed ellipse when with respect to the generic one conjectured[ih (5). Both the
0 < b < 1 and as a perturbed circle when= 1. Next, we exponentin &% and (if any) the frequencies9p; < --- < f3;
explain the four main reasons for this choice of billiardiésb ~ are doubled, the power i is increased by one, etcetera. We
As a first reason, we know that all the billiard tablels (7) arethink that this new asymptotic behavior is generic among bi-
nonintegrablefor n > 3 and 0< € <« 1, and so the dynamics axisymmetric algebraic curves when the perigd odd.
inside them should be far from trivial. The question of which ~ The last reason for the choice of such simple billiard tables
perturbed ellipses give rise to integrable billiards isradded is to reduce the&omputational gort as much as possible. In
in [31]. Theorem 4.1 of that paper imply that the tab[gs () ar particular, we limit the degree of the perturbation to thege
nonintegrableif < b < 1,n > 4 is even, and is small enough. 3 < n < 8 for this reason. Recall that each 2€t9 is con-
This result can be extended, after some technicalitiesdtb o tained in an exponentially small (i) interval, so the compu-
degrees. Furthermore, all integrable deformations ops#  tation of AG® (or Dg) gives rise to very strong cancellations.
of small eccentricities —this includes, of course, cireleare  This forces us to use a multiple-precision arithmetic to €om
ellipses l[__312], so the tablelsl(7) are nonintegrable#f1,n > 3,  pute them. We have performed some computations with more
ande is small enough. than twelve thousand digits, based on the open source/BARI
The second reason is that we want to use sdMetikov  system([35]. Similar computations in the setting of spiiftiof
methodsthat are well suited for the study of billiards inside separatrices of analytic maps can be found in[[24 25, 26].
perturbed ellipses and perturbed circles [33, 34]. We f¢al Finally, we recall that the exponents found by looking at
A% = 0 for anyq > 3 in elliptic billiards. Thus, since the the complex singularities of the homoclinic solution of mili
differenceA®9 = AL9(¢) is analytic ine and vanishes at= 0,  Hamiltonian flow in many cases of splitting of separatrices.
we know that Does such kind of limit problem exist in our billiard settihg
Unfortunately, we do not have a completely satisfactoryweens
AT = AT () = eAlH? + O(e?), yet, but we propose a candidate in Secfibn 3. It is empiicall
_ wa o derived by using the Taylor expansions of the billiard dynam
for some cofficientA] Y ¢ R that can be computed explicitly. jcs close to the border given by Lazutkin [36]. Lés) be
To be precise, it turns out that ifOb < 1 then the curvature of) in some arc-length parametee R/IZ. Let

R/Z be a new angular variable defined b
A(11,q) = Mng™e o, q— +co, ®) ¢(eR/ g y

for some Melnikov exponertt > 0 not depending on, some C;ES = ?¥(9), C= sz/s ds. )
Melnikov powerm, € Z, and some Melnikov constaM,, # O. Q

These three Melnikov quantities can be explicitly computedLet § be the distance of the set of singularities and zeros of the
but we have carried out the computations only for the cubicurvature«(¢) to the real axis. We thought that 276, but our

(n = 3) and quartict = 4) perturbations for the sake of brevity. experiments disprove it. We have only obtained that 276,
Besides, lilg_,; ¢ = +o. The Melnikov method provides no the equality being an infrequent situation. But there armeso
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good news about our candidate. First, the Melnikov exponent

isc = 275, whenQ = {(x,y) € R? : X% + y?/b? = 1}, with

0 < b < 1. See Propositidi 4. Second, we have also seen that (1)
if b = 1 andn > 3 is fixed, then there exist some constants

Xn»n € R, xn < nn, such that

loge
llogel

|
_ | Or?e' fyn+0(l), 215 =

n +0(1),

ase — 0*. The second formula is proved in Propositidn 7, the
first one is numerically checked in Sectigh 6. Therefore, our
candidate captures exactly the logarithmic growth of th@oex
nentr for perturbed circles. Third, our experiments suggest that
r = 2z5 whenb = 1,n € {5, 7}, ande € (0,1/10).

The paper has the following structure. Secfibn 2 contains
the dynamical interpretation of MathersW,,q. We discuss Note that, although the series fa[x] may be divergent;
our candidate for limit problem in Sectigh 3. The axisymritetr only involves two terms of the series, andW is well deflned
tables and their axisymmetric periodic billiard trajegtsrare If O = {(Xj, ¥j)}jez is a (p, @)-periodic orbit off, then
presented in more detail in Sectigh 4. The main results about
perturbed ellipses and perturbed circles are describe@ddn S
tions[3 andb, respectively. All proofs have been relegated tso there are only different terms in the action functiondl,
the appendices. which encode thep, g)-periodic dynamics. In particular, any
(p, 9)-periodic orbitO = {(x}, y;)}jez is in correspondence with
a stationary configuration = (Xo,...,Xq-1) € R9?! of the
(p, g)-periodic action

We recall some results about exact twist maps and billiards. |, (p.)rv1 _

We refer to the book$[21-4] and the surveys [10, 11] for a more WETDA = o, xa) + 0, o) +-

(s)
Figure 1: The billiard mag (s, r) = (s1,r1).

tBW

h(Xjrq, Xj+q+1) = N(Xj + P, Xj+1 + P) = h(X;, Xj+1),

2. Twist maps, actions, Mather’s AW, and billiards

-+ h(Xg-1, %0 + p). (10)

detailed exposition. We say thawP9[O] = WPD[x] is the (p, g)-periodic action of
LetT = R/Z andl = (y-,y;) Cc R for some-co <y_ < the (p,g)-periodic orbitO. The Birkhdf (p, g)-periodic orbits
Vi < +00. Letw = dXxA dy be the canonical area form dihx |. provided by the Poincaré-BirklfioTheorem correspond to the
Note thatw = — d, whered = ydx. A smooth difeomorphism  minimizing and minimax stationary configurationswf?®.
f:TxIl — Tx I is anexact twist mapvhen it preserves, Mather defined the quantitgW,,q > O as the action of
has zero flux, and satisfies the twist conditigh > 0, where the minimax periodic orbit minus the action of the minimiz-
F:RxI - RxI,F(xY) = (x,VY1), is a (fixed) lift of f. ing one l[}]. Mather'sAW,,q has a nice dynamical interpre-

We also assume thdt can be extended as rigid rotations tation. It is equal to thélux through any homotopically non
of angleso. to the boundarie€. = T x {y.}. We know that trivial curve without self-intersections passing throwahthe
o- < o, from the twist condition. Lep andq be two relatively  points of both the minimizing and the minimag, @)-periodic
prime integers such thai/q € (0-,0+) andq > 1. A point  orbits. This is thevlacKay-Meiss-Percival action princip[@].
(x,y) € Rx | is (p, g)-periodicwhenF9(x,y) = (X+ p,y). The  Thus,AW,q gives a rough estimation of the size of thg ¢)-
corresponding point(y) € T x | is ag-periodic point off that ~ resonance of the twist map. We also recall that the hyperboli
is translatedp units in the base by the lift. Ap, q)-periodic  (respectively, elliptic) periodic orbits in a given resoca are
orbit is Birkhgff when it is ordered around the cylinder in the generically minimizing (respectively, minimax).

same way that the orbits of the rigid rotation of angje. The Next, we adapt these ideas to billiard maps.
Poincaré-Birkh@ Theorem states that there exist at least two  Let Q be a smooth strictly convex curve in the Euclidean
different Birkhdf (p, g)-periodic orbitstEO]. plane. For simplicity, we assume thiat= Length@Q) =

LetE = {(x, x1) e R?: o_ < X, — X < 0,}. Thenthere exists Lety : T — Q, s+ (), be an arc-length counterclockwise
a functionh : E — R such thah(x+ 1, x; + 1) = h(x, X;) and parametrization of. The bounce position of the particle inside
Qs determined by the arc-length parametefhe direction of
yidxs —ydx = dh(x, x1). motion is measured by the angle of incidenee(0, 7). Let

This function is called_agrangianor generating function It f:Tx(0,7)— Tx(0,n), f(sr)=(s1,r1), (11)
is determined modulo an additive constant. Twist mapsfgatis
the following classical Lagrangian formulation. Their tsb
are in one-to-one correspondence with the (formal) statipn
configurations of thaction functional

be the correspondirgjlliard map. Figure[1 illustrates this map.
The coordinatesyr) are calledirkhgff coordinates

Let £(s, s1) = |y(s) — y(s1)| be the Euclidean distance be-
tween two impact points 0. It is easy to prove that

R% 5 X = (X)) jez — W[X] = Z h(X;, Xj1).

%( ) = —cosr ﬁ( ) = cosr
= 338,51 = , 95 S &) = 1.



(p’ q) H®.9 E(®.9 AWp/q T : : :

1,2) 4000000 3828482 0171577
(1,4) and (34) 5594652 5536901 (057751
(1,3) and (23) 5115169 5112940 (0002229
(3,8) and (58) 14773311 14772302 (0001009
(5,12)and (712) 23151909 23150969 0000940
(3,10)and (710) 15925337 15924445 0000892
(1,6) and (56) 5904338 5903527 (0000811
(2,5) and (35) 9.366997 9366503 (0000494
(1,8) and (78) 6024507 6024232 (000275
(3,7) and (47) 13455442 1355236 (000206 - -
(1,5) and (45) 5785133 5785011 (0000122 ; : :

0 /4 1/2 3/4 I
Table 1. The biggest Mathers\W,q for the billiard insidex? +y? +y*#/10 = 1.

Figure 2: The biggestp g)-resonances of the billiard maf{s,r) = (s1,r1)
. . _ inside the perturbed circl® = {(x,y) € R? : X% +y? + y*/10 = 1}. We recall
If we consider the coordinates, /) = (s, — cosr) € Tx(-1,1), thatl = Length@Q). All (p, g)-resonances with odd periafihave 2j elliptic

then the billiard mag becomes a smooth exact twist map with islands due to the bi-axisymmetric character of the curvenbottom to top:
Lagrangiarh(x, x1) = —¢(s, s1) and boundary rotation numbers (1.8), (1.6), (15), (14), (310), (13), (38), (25), (512), (37). (1L 2), and
o. = 0ando, = 1. Thatis, the action of a periodic billiard €' @~ p.q) symmetric counterparts.

trajectory is, up to the sign, its length. In particular, Mets
AW,q is the length of the, g)-periodic billiard trajectory that
minimizes the action (and so, maximizes the length) minas th
length of the minimax one. Generically, To begin with, we recall how to obtain the limit problem
for the splitting of separatrices of the generalized stathdzap

f(xy) = (X1, y1) given by

3. A candidatefor limit problem

AWp/q = HPa _ E(P»Q)’

whereH®9 andE(P9 are the lengths of the hyperbolic and el-
liptic (p, g)-periodic billiard trajectories insid®. For instance,

_H(l_’z) = 4a, E_(l’z) = 4b, andAW,,; = 4(a - b) for the billiard oy simplicity, we assume tha(x) is a polynomialp(0) = 0,

inside the ellipse?/a® + y?/b’ = 1with 0<b < a. andp’(0) = 1, so the origin is a hyperbolic fixed point df
Note that any g, )-periodic billiard trajectory gives rise to yith eigenvalued = € andA~! = e, wheree = 4 sinff(h/2).

a ( - p. q)-periodic one by inverting the direction of motion. There is numerical evidence that the splitting size in thisilof

This means thatWyq = AW(q-p)/q for all p/g € (0,1/2). polynomial standard maps satisfies the asymptotic forn@la (
We have listed the biggest Mather8\,, 4 for the billiard 5 some exponent > 0, some powem € R, and some con-

inside the perturbed circle? + y* +y*/10 = 1. See Tabl&ll. giantor oscillating functioA(1/h). We determine the exponent
The rest of Mather'ssW,,q are smaller that 1@. The values following [23].

X1 = X+ Y1, y1 =Y+ €ep(X). (12)

in the table suggest that the, @)-resonance and botp,4)- First, we transform the original map into the map
resonances should be the most important ones. This piadicti
is confirmed in Figurgl2, where we display the biggest reso- X1 = X+ uz1, 7 =2+ up(2

nances of the billiard map insidé + y* + y*/10 = 1.
Mather's AW,q allow us to single out the most important by means of the scaling=y/u, whereu = ye. Note thaju < h

resonances, but they do not give an exact measure of thefsizease — 0*. The dynamics of this map for smallresembles

resonances. To begin with, there is not a unique way to definde dynamics of th@-time flow of the HamiltoniarHo(x, 2) =

such size. A choice is the arég,q of the Birkhdf instability 22/2—f p(x) dx. Besides, the origin is a hyperbolic equilibrium

region that contains thep(qg)-resonance. MBirkhgf instability ~ point of the Hamiltonian system

regionis a region of the phase space delimited by two rotational

invariant curves (RICs) without any other RIC in its interitf X =0Ho(x2) =2 Y =-0dxHo(X 2 = p(X).

we have a twist map with gp(q)-resonant RIC, theaW,,q =

O(e) andAlI_EaLIq7 = O(€'?) under generic perturbations of order

O(e). Seel[37]. This shows up a cleafféirence between these - .
two quantities. For instance, the billiard map inside thelei and we get a homoclinic solutiond(£), zo(¢)) that can be seen

%2 +y2 = 1 has a (12)-resonant RIC, which is destroyed under @S the limit of the map on its separatrices wlker 0. Such
the perturbation® + y2/(1 — €) = 1 ,However this perturbed homoclinic solution is determined, up to a constant timétshi
billiard table is integrable (it is an ellipse), so both gtites by imposing

can be analytically computedsWy, = 4e andAy, = 8€Y/2.
We omit the details.

If the singular level sef(x,2) € R? : Ho(x,2) = Ho(0, 0)} con-
tains a separatrix to the origin, then we compute the flow on it

X5 (€) = p(xo(£)), .,:ETW Xo(é) = 0.



It turns out that there exists > 0 such thatxy(¢) is analytic  approximated the billiard dynamics by theime of the Hamil-
in the open complex strigs = {¢£ € C : |34 < 6} and has tonian flow withy = 1/9. Any (1, g)-periodic trajectory gives
singularities on the boundary @f. Thenr = 276. This claim  one turn aftery iterates of the billiard map, so the varialie
is contained in|E3], although a complete proofis still peigd ~ should be increased by onedis increased by = Length@Q).
However, Fontich and Simo proved the following exponélytia Therefore,

small upper bound i [18]. I& € (0, 6), then there exist some

constants, hy > 0 such that C- Cf' % e f K23(s) ds = fK2/3 ds (14)
ds
0 0 Q

“splitting size”< Ke™/" V0 < h< h,.
Relation [9) is obtained by joining equatiofs](13) dnd (14%
We want to emphasize an essential, but sometimes forgottes,= s)(¢) be the inverse of the solutiah = &y(s) of the dif-

hypothesis of the Fontich-Simbd Theorem. Let ferential equation{9) determined, for the sake of defiritsn
by the initial condition&,(0) = 0. By abusing the notation,
a0(é) = (%(£), Yo()) let k(&) = x(so(¢)) be the curvature in the new angular vari-

able¢ € R/Z. Thenk(¢) is a 1-periodic real analytic function

be the original homoclinic solution. The generalized stadd . )
. . . which does not vanish on the reals. Let us assume that there
map [12) should have an analytic extension to a complex neigh

. — ) . existss > 0 such thak(¢) is analytic and does not vanish on
borhood inC? of oo(Z,,). If p(x) is a polynomial, therf can ; ; -
@ ' the open complex strips and has singularities afat zeros on
be extended to the whol€? and this hypothesis is automati- b P Ps g ot

) . ; the boundary of/ 5. Note that we are avoiding not only singu-
cally fulfilled. On the contrary, it remains to be checked whe larities but aBI/so ;eros of the curvatw) Or?the oneyhan?:l
p: R — Ris just a real analytic function. : '

. . the results found by Marvizi and Melrose only hold for smooth
Next, we adapt the_se |d_eas to our billiard problem. . strictly convex curves, so the zeros of the curvature areiecgo
Let Q be an analytic strictly convex curve in the Eucl!dean of potential problems. On the other hand, several positie a
plane. Sel = LengthQ). Let«(s) be the curvature oQ in negative fractional powers of the curvature appear in tlee pr
some arc-length parametsre R/IZ. Not_e thatk(s) > O for vious computations (see also below), and such powers are not
all se R/IZ. Letp(s) = 1/«(s) be the radius of curvature. We

. ) . . analytic at the zeros of the curvature.
are mtergstgd in the dynamics of the billiard _W@ (11) W"“@_“ t Following the numerical evidences in the splitting probéem
angle of incidence tends to zero. More precisely, we consider

of the polynomial standard maps, we thought that 26, but
thatr = O(.l/ andg — +co. . our experiments disprove it. We have obtained that?zé, the
Lazutkin [36] gave the Taylor expansion equality being an infrequent situation.
_ 2 S SR 3 An explanation of such discrepancy is the following one.
%= Sr2Erro, nErm ORI setye) = (6 o), role) = uW@/2 = CKE 26,
for the dynamics of the billiard map{lL1) around= 0. Once  We know that the billiard majp (11) can be analytically extehd
fixed a periodq > 1, we takeu = 1/q < 1 as the small 10 (R/IZ) x [0,7); see [14, Proposition 5]. However, we do

parameter. Then we transform the previous expansioninto Not know whether it can be analytically extended to a complex
neighborhood inC/1Z) x C of o¢(Z,) asa — ¢~ andq — +co

_ 1/2 2 ., 2, /2 2 or not. Hence, the inequality < 276 does not look so bad
S1= S+ ue(SVIEHOW), vi=v 3t (v + O, in the light of the previous discussion about the FonticmdSi
Theorem. In fact, it is commonly accepted that the magnitude
involved in the exponent of the exponentially small fornsula
for splitting problems is not the minimum distance to thel rea
line of the set of singularities of the time parametrizatibithe
separatrix but the minimum distance to the real line of the se
of singularitiesof the perturbation of the system when evaluated
on the time parametrization of the separatr&ee [20] 38] for
some examples. It seems reasonable to think that one has to
We compute the flow on the level stk := {Ho(s V) = 5C%),  compute the singularities of the Lagrangian evaluated en th
for some constar€ > 0. If (s,v) € Hc, then the first equation  selution of [9), which, in its turn, reduces to the study dé th

by means of the change of variables = 2r/u. The billiard
dynamics for small: resembles the dynamics of tpeflow of
the HamiltoniarHo(s, v) = 30(9)v*/2. That s, theu-flow of the
Hamiltonian system

s =p(s9V?, V= —%g’(s)vw.

of the Hamiltonian system reads as singularities ofy(so(£)). This is a work in progress.
ds _, _ 12 _ ~,2/3
@ S TV =Cas), 4. Model tables
or, equivalently, as We restrict our study to the perturbed ellipses and pertiirbe
Cg = 23(s) (13) circles given implicitly in[T). To be precise, the algeloraiirve

ds x?+y?/b?+ey" = 1 has several real connected components when
We only need the following observations to determtheWe  nis odd. Henceforth, we only consider the one that tends to the
are looking at the (ig)-periodic trajectories insid®. We have ellipse (or circle)x® + y?/b? = 1 ase tends to zero.

6



Let e, = &n(b) be the maximal positive parameter such that n q Examples of APTs with minimal periods

Qs analytic and strictly convex for adl € |, := (0, &,). (15)

On the one hand,, = (0, +«) whenn is even. In such cases,

we will reach the value = 1 in some numerical computations.  oyen x4+ 1
On the other hand, ifi is odd, the algebraic curve defined by

X? + y?/b? + ey" = 1 has a singular point on theaxis when

€= e = e(b) = 2(n—2)V& In"2p™, (16)

Thus, Q is no longer analytic whea = &,. Our computations
suggest thaé, = &, SO we restrict our experiments to the range
0 < € < &. We note thats(b) ~ 0.3849b?, e5(b) ~ 0.1859/b°,
ande(b) ~ 0.1232/b’. We also restrict our experiments to the
degrees X n< 8.

The symmetries of our model tables simplify the search of
some periodic trajectories. ifis even,Q is symmetric with
respect to both axis of coordinates,@as bi-axisymmetric. If
nis odd,Q is symmetric with respect to theaxis only, soQ
is axisymmetric but not bi-axisymmetric. We say that a &iti
trajectory isaxisymmetriowhen its corresponding polygon is
symmetric with respect to some axis of coordinates. We only
compute axisymmetric periodic trajectories, APTs for shor even X

First, let us focus on the case oddThe axisymmetric tra-
jectories inside€ are characterized as the ones with an impact
point on or with a segment perpendicular to traxis. The
APTs are characterized as the ones satisfying twice theefiorm
condition. Thus, there are four kinds of APTs insiQe Be-
sides, only two of these kinds are possible depending on the
(parity of the) periody.

The classification for evemis richer because the symmetry
with respect to thec-axis plays the same role. See TdHle 2. odd Xx+1

We wanted to study the fierences\(-® and the Mather’s
AWyq, but instead we will compute the signedfdrencedDy
between the lengths of the,d)-APTs. Clearly,Dqy| < AL,

In some cases, all periodic trajectories are axisymmeinid,so
A®9 = AW, q = |Dy|. See Propositiol 2.

We will fix the semi-minor axid and the degrea in our
numerical experiments. That is, we will study the dependenc
of Dy = Dg(€) on the perturbative parameteand the period,.
The quantityDq(e) is analytic ate = 0 because all (Ij)-APTs
are so. On the contrary, the periqds a singular parameter of
this problem because, is exponentially small im. Thus, we
will deal with:

even &+2

RN
Y

odd X

VAN
[ NU/ANSY

e Theregular case, where we study the asymptotic behav- o st @) deb §
; o fi . Table 2: Classification of (1))-APTs inside bi-axisymmetric and axisymmetric
>
ior of Dq(e) whene — 0 andq 2 3is fixed; and billiard tablesQ. In each case, theftierenceDy is the length of the (Ig)-APT

o Thesingularcase, where we study the asymptotic behav-'n red minus the length of the (&)-APT in blue. The gray lines denote the axis

; . g of symmetry.
ior of Dg(€) wheng — +co ande € R is fixed.

We will see that the classical Melnikov method is suitableg  pertyrped dlipses
to study the regular case but it is not so to study the singular
one. Besides, the Melnikov method gives more information on  In this section we restrict ourselves to the case b < 1.
perturbed ellipses than on perturbed circles. The singuiae  We begin with the regular case, so the semi-minor axithe
is only studied numerically. degreen > 3, and the period, > 3 are fixed, whereas — 0.
Since the quantitp>® = A9 (¢) is analytic and vanishes at



€ =0, then for any fixed but small enough> 0.
ACD = A9 4 o(e?), (17) We should computa®® /A for big periodsq in order
to answer this question, but instead we compDig/eAl™?.

for some COﬁ‘lCiemA(qu) € R. This coficient can be com- oth quotients coincide ¥ is small enough, see Propositidn 2
puted by using a standard Melnikov method. In fact, the mode\ﬁ/ q gan, P -

(La) i ;
tables[[T) have been chosen in such a way that the asymptotlce do th computGDqliz)Al for the cubic perturbation and
behavior ofA™? can be determined. The analytical results for€Ve" periods, becausg™? = 0 forn = 3and ever.

A(ll"*) in the cubic and quatrtic perturbations are stated below, bu[t We. ShO.W the results obtalned for the CUb'(.: and quartllc per-
: S urbations in Figurgl3. These figures are obtained by takiag t
we need to introduce some notation first.

Givenm € [0, 1), thecomplete elliptic integral of the first semi-minor a.‘X'?b - .4/5' Other values for the semi-minor axis
give rise to similar figures.

kindis /2 The Melnikov method does not predict the asymptotic be-
K =K(m) = f (1 - msir?6) Y2 do. (18)  havior of A®9 in the singular case. That s, limiE{R21) does not
_ 0 hold. Indeed, if we fix any > 0, then the quotieanl/eA(ll’Q)

We also writeK” = K’(m) = K(1 —m). drifts away from one ag grows. The drift appears earlier for

Proposition 2. If b e (0,1)and g 3, the following properties odd periods in the case of the quartic perturbation.eAgets

hold. smaller, the drift appears at larger periafgsSince the com-
puting time grows quickly whery grows, the computations to
1. A(ll’q) = 0, for odd n and even g. see that drift wher is very small are unfeasible with our re-
2. There exist some constantdWiz, M4, K4 > 0, depending ~ sources. This happens, for instance, when4 ande = 1073
only on b, such that See Figur€l3.
Based on these numerical experiments, we guess that there
Mae™°q, forn=3and odd g, exist some critical exponentg > 0 such that

A < IKsqe2d, forn=4andoddg,  (19)

Mpegq™e 4, for oddn and oddg,
Myge©d,  forn=4andevenq, n<d .

ALD = AQD () < 1K eq™e 29, for evenn and oddy,

when g— +o0. Besides, K= 2M,4, and Mnhegq™e 4,  for evenn and every,
7K(b?) 7K’(1-b?) whene = O(q™), g — +c0, andv > v,. Here,M,, Ky, m,, and
c= 2K(1 - b?) = 2K(1-b2)° (20) ¢ are the Melnikov quantities introduced in Propositidn 2 and

Remarkl. We do not give an asymptotic behavior whes
3.1fn = 3and g is odd or if n= 4, then there exists odd andyis even because we do not have any Melnikov predic-
& = &l(b,q) € I, such that all(1, g)-periodic billiard  tion for that case. Results about exponentially small aggtig
trajectories inside(7]) are axisymmetric wheae (0,&,).  behaviors based on Melnikov predictions are common in the

In particular, A®9 = AW; 4 = |Dgl for all € € (0, &). literature. For instance, the rapidly forced pendulum isl&td

Sed Appendix A for the proof. The explicit values I, :2 E a;]]d some perturbed McMillan maps are studied

and Ms can be found in[{A.J0). Related computations can be Nevertheless, we are interested in a more natural problem.

found in [34). Namely, the asymptotic behavior af*9 whengq — +co and

€ is fixed. As we have said before, we compute the signed
differenceDy instead ofA9. We have numerically checked
that, if e is small enough, then there exist a constant 0, a
powerm € Z, and an exponemt> 0 such that

. Mn,g™e ¢, for oddnand oddy, Dq = Aq"e™, (22)
A(l D~ JK,g™e 29, for evenn and oddy,
Mn,g™e ¢4,  for evenn and every,

Remark 1. Similar results hold for any degree> 5, although
it is more cumbersome to compute thielnikov constants i
(andKy if nis even) and th&lelnikov powers msuch that

asq — +oo. In fact, the real behavior is slightly more compli-
cated, since these three quantities depend on the padtyaé

asq — +oo. TheMelnikov exponent does not depend am summarize our results as follows.

Numerical Result 3. Fixb € (0,1)and n> 3. Let I, be the
maximal interval defined i C(15). There exigts= én(b) € I,
lim [A(l,q)/EA(l,q)] -1, such that the billiard insid€7) verifies the following properties
-0 ! for all € € (0, &). The Borel transforni{4) has a radius of con-
vergence € (0, +0). Setr= p/2. There exist two constants
A, B # 0 such that

From the first order formul&{17), we deduce that

for any fixedq > 3. Next, we wonder whether the rolesecdind
g are interchangeable; that is, if

Bg2e 29, for evenn and odd,q

23
Aq3e™, otherwise (23)

g—+o0

lim [At9/eAl?] = 1, (21) Dgq = {



1.02

1.015

1.01

1.005

0.995

0 2000 4000 5000 8000
(@) n= 3 and odd periods. Red:= 10710, Blue: e = 1073°,

15

14"

121, % /s

11t g

0.9 0

250 500 750 1000

(b) n = 4 ande = 10710, Red: odd periods. Blue: even periods.

1.02

1.015

eses e o o
eessec®®

1.01

1.005

0.995

0 2000 2000 5000 8000 10000
(c) n =4 ande = 1020, Red: odd periods. Blue: even periods.

1.02

1.015

eses e o o
eessec®®

1.01

1.005

0.995

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

(d) n =4 ande = 10°3°. Red: odd periods. Blue: even periods.

Figure 3: The quotieﬂDql/eA(ll’q) versus the period for b = 4/5.
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Figure 4: The normalized ﬂﬁerencesﬁq tend to a constant wheq) — +co
in the ranges 12 < b < 9/10 and O< e < 1/10 for the cubic and quartic

perturbations. Iin is even, then we have to study the even and odd periods
separately.



as q — +oo. The quantitiep, r, A, and B depend on k, 22
and n. The constant B is defined only when n is even. Besides,
lim.or = c, where cis the Melnikov exponent define@a).

We stated in Conjectulé 1 that the functibfm) that appears
in the exponentially small asymptotic formuld (6) is consta
when the billiard table belongs to a certain open set of theep
of axisymmetric algebraic curves. Thus, the previous nicakr
result fits perfectly into the conjecture.

Itis interesting to compare the Melnikov formulfs](19) with
the asymptotic formulag (23). The asymptotic behaviobgf
does not depend on the parity @fwvhenn is odd. The expo-
nentsc andr play the same role. Finally, the factars’ andg
in (Z3) can not be directly guessed from the Melnikov fornsula 085 0.05 o1

Let us describe our numerical experiments. First, once the
exponent is determined (see next paragraph), we compute the
normalized diferences

(@ n=3.

5, = {qzequ Dy, for evennand odd, (24)

°¢9D,, otherwise

We have checked that these normalizefiedence, tend to
some constant ag — +oco in the ranges 12 < b < 9/10 and
0 < € < 1/10. Figurd® shows that behavior on threffatient
scenarios fob = 9/10 ande = 1/10.

Let us explain how to compute the exponent r(b, €, n).
First, we assume that the exponentially small asymptotic fo
mula [22) can be refined as

Dy = q"e ™ Z dig?, 0 0.05 01
0 (b)n=4.

for some asymptotic cdiécientsd; € R with dop = A # 0. This  Figure 5: The exponemtversus the perturbative parameteWe also display
assumption is based on similar refined asymptotic formalas f the points (Oc) in solid circles, where is the Melnikov exponent. We note

the splitting of separatrices of analytic malps [22, 27]. &ing Lh?tjlimfﬁ oS F;e<11:o b= 1/2. Greenb = 3/5. Blue: b = 7/10. Magenta:
logarithms, we find the asymptotic expansion = 4/5. Black:b = 9/10.

1 e ) 1 dj | _ aj depict the Melnikov exponentat e = 0 in full circles. Note
q'°9 (q Dq) =r+g o [Z(; _21] = Z Qai+l’ that lim._or = c andr is decreasing if.
= Next, let us relate the exponenwith the radius of conver-

for some cofficientsej € R. Therefore, we can compute  gencep of the Borel transforni{4). Once fixduk (0,1),€ € R,
by using a Neville extrapolation method from a sequence ofindn > 3, we compute = p(b, €, n) as follows.
difference®,. The longer the sequence, the more correct digits ~ First, we compute the lengtt*? of one of the (10)-APTs
inr. We obtain 15 correct digits with the following choices. We inside Q for the same sequences of periodg (1sed for com-
fix the perturbed ellips®, that is, we fixb € (0,1),e € R, and  puting Dg. We use a precision of 3000 correct digits in these
n > 3. Second, we fix the class of periogsso that we are computations. The choice of the APT does not matter, since
on one of the cases of Talllé 2. Thatis= q(k) = 2k + 1,  |Dgl < 10730 for any periodqg > go. Second, we obtain the
g=0qk =4k+2,q=qKk) =4k orq =gkl = 2k. Then, first asymptotic coficientsl; in the expansiori{1) by using the
we computeDg with at least 400 correct digits on an increasing Neville extrapolation method again. Third, we determine th
sequence of 500 periods= q(k;), with k; = ko+10i. The initial ~ number of correct digits in each ddieientl; by comparing the
periodqy is chosen to be big enough so thag,| < 103°%. In  results obtained with two fierent sequences of periods. The
fact, we perform the Neville extrapolation with twofidirent — number of correct digits il decreases asgrows. We always
sequences of 500 periods each which allows us to determirget at least 1500 correct digitslinand at least 40 correct digits
the number of correct digits in the final result. The powee  in lsso.
{—2, -3} is found by trial-and-error. Itturns out that the caicientsl; increase at a factorial rate,

In Figure[3, we display the exponent= r(e) for several so the asymptotic seridg (1) is Gevrey-1 and diverges fogany
values ofb for the cubic and quartic perturbations. We alsoIndeed, we have found that there exist a radius of convesgenc

j=0
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Figure 6:|fj/fj+1|1/2 versusj for b = 9/10,¢ = 1/20, andn = 4. The dashed  Figure 7: The exponent (continuous lines with points) and the quantitys2

line corresponds to the limit valyeobtained by extrapolation. (continuous lines) versusfor b = 4/5. Red:n = 3. Blue:n = 4.

p = p(b,e,n) >0 and a constant = y(b, €, n) > 0 such that Proposition 4. Let be (0,1). Letx(s) be the curvature of the
. R _ unperturbed ellipse E {(x,y) € R? : x> + y?/b? = 1} in some
li =y~ J = Foo, arc-length parameter s. Let € R/Z be the angular variable

defined by[{9). Let be the distance of the set of singularities
and zeros of the curvaturg¢) to the real axis. The@rs = c,
where c is the Melnikov exponent definedda).

providede is small enough. That is, the Borel transfofrh (4) has
a singularity a = p. In particular,

s s 112
p= llﬂl, [T This proposition is proved B. _
We have numerically checked that the inequality 276
We see this asymptotic behavior in Figlite 6. holds in the ranges/2 < b < 9/10 and 0< e < 1/10 for the
The rough approximation cubic and quartic perturbations. The céise 4/5 is displayed
in FigurelT.

~ ~ 1/2
p= ||449/|450| .
) o ~ Remark 3. The distancé is numerically computed as follows.
only gives about 3 correct digits. If we use an extrapolationgjyst we write the curvatureand the length elementsaf the

method based on the asymptotic expansion perturbed ellipse[{7) in terms of the vertical coordingtelt
coro 2 i turns out that there exist three polynomie(g), p(y) andq(y)
/sl = 4 D0, such that
i>0 2/3
. . - PRds=gly)dy:= PP g
the radius of convergence is improved up to 8 correct digits. Jry)aly)

This is the limit value plotted in Figuild 6. We stress thas thi
asymptotic expansion in powers pft is probably wrong since
the extrapolation becomes unstable after a few steps.

The radius of convergengedoes not depend on the parity
of the periods of the sequenag)( Thus, the value gf obtained

by sequences of fierent parities must coincide. This provides a 2/3 4o Ve ™
another validation to the number of correct digitpof C= fQK ds= ny 9(y) dy. & = 0 9(y) dy.

Remark 2. Taking into account relation= p/2, we have two andy, # y. is the root ofp(y), q(y), orr(y) that gives the closest
different ways of computing the exponenthe direct method singularityé, € C/Z to the real axis. That isj, minimizess.

and the Borel one. The Borel method is computationally muchThe path fromy = 0 toy =y, in the second integral should be
cheaper. Indeed, the precision required to compute tfierdi contained in an open simply connected subset of the complex
encedy, increases along the periogisvhereas itis fixed when  plane where the functiog(y) is analytic. Seg Appendix]C for
computing the lengthis®-). more details about the functigfy) and their domain of analyt-

, , i ) icity, although that appendix deals with perturbed cirdeby.
At this point, we have established the relations among the

Melnikov exponent, the exponent, and the radius of conver- We note that the cusp that appears in the graphréff@r
genceo. Next, we relate with the distance provided by our  the quartic perturbation correspond to a perturbativerpatar
candidate for limit problem, since we are only able to analyt e for which two diferent roots ofp(y), q(y), or r(y) give rise to
cally computes for unperturbed ellipses. the same = |3&,|/C.

11

For instancer(y) = 1 — y?/b? — ey" and degp] = degf] =

2n — 2. Lety. be the roots of (y) that tend ta+b whene — 0.
The points (Qy.) are the vertices on the vertical axis of the
perturbed ellipsd{7). Theh= |3&,|/C, where



6. Perturbed circles Numerical Result 6. Fix n > 3. Let I, be the maximal interval
defined in[(Ib). lfe € I,, then the Borel transforni) has a
radius of convergencg € (0, +) . Setr= p/2. There exist
two non-zero quasiperiodic functiongg) and B(q) such that

In this section, we takb = 1 in the model table§17). This
setting is harder than the one of the perturbed ellipses iboth
the regular and singular cases. Let us explain it.

We begin with the regular case, so we fix the degree3 {B(q)q—ze—qu’ for even n and odd,q
and the period > 3 whereag tends to zero. First, we note that Dgq =
the Melnikov exponent in (20) tends to infinity ab tends to
one, sinceK(0) = 7r/2 and limy_,1- K(M) = +c0. This suggests
that the Melnikov method gives little information for pentbed
circles. Infact, in@], it is proved that the first order ¢idaent |lo

A(g)g3eT, otherwise

as g— +oo. Besides, there existg € R such that

_ |loge|
A(ll’q) in (I7) vanishes for every periafl¢ Q,, where T n +xn +0(1) @7)
_ ase — 0. Finally, there exist a partition| = C, U P, U R,
{3,5,...,n—=2,n}, for oddn,
Qn = 2.4 n-2.nui23 n/2), for evenn satisfying the following properties.

1. C, and R, are open subsets of,lwhereas Ris a set of
isolated perturbative parameters.
2. If e € Cy, both functions £q) and Bg) are constant.
ALD = fALD 4 ok, 3. If € € Py, both functions £g) and Bq) are periodic.
Namely, they have the form

We might use a higher order Melnikov method to look for an
orderk = k(n, g) € N such that

with A(kl’q) # 0. This Melnikov computation is not easy so we _
have performed a numerical study instead. As before, we do A(0) = acos(zpq), B(g) = b+ bcos(4q),

not studyA9 but the diferenceDy. _
a for some averagé # 0, some amplitudes,& > 0, and

Numerical Result 5. Set some “shared” frequencg > 0. We note thab # b/2.
1+ 2[%1 for odd nand odd g, All these numerical results strongly support Conjecfdre 1.
k =k(n,q) = 2[q/2n, for odd nand even,q For instance, we conjectured that the functidfu) is either
’ 2q/nl, for even n and odd.q constant:A(q) = a/2, or periodic:A(g) = acos(23q) in open

sets of the space of axisymmetric algebraic curves, whaleas
other cases are phenomena of co-dimension one. This claim
If n > 3and g> 2, then there existsyd= di(n, ) # 0such that  agrees with the fact that, and P, are open subsets df,
whereasR, only contains the perturbative parameters where a
transition between constant and periodic cases takes.place

This numerical result has two nice consequences on the 1he functionsA(q) andB(q) and the exponentdepend on
breakup of the resonant caustics of the circular billiardam the degree and the perturbative parametetalthoungB(q) IS
the perturbation? + y2 + ey = 1 with any fixed degrea > 3. defined only fqr evem. E}oth functionsA(q) and_B(q) share
First, all (1, g)-resonant caustics break upecause, once fixed (he frequency in the periodic case. To be precise, the frenue
the periodg > 2, A9 % 0 for e small enough. Seconthere of B(q) is tW|c_e the frequency_ of\(q). It makes_s_ense because
are breakups of any ordebecause the map— k(n, q) € N is the exponentin the asymptotic _formula containing the fiomct
exhaustive. B(q) is also twice the exponent in the one containk{g).

We numerically compute the ordkin (25) by noting that The logarithmic behavior of ;he exponerdtated in[(2]7) is

closely related to the asymptotic formula]26). Indeed, & w
K~ ( Dq(€) ) roughly try to fit the regular behavidr (R5) when- 0 with the
Dqy(e/e)) singular behavioDy = O(q™e™") wheng — +oo, then we get

For instance, ifh = 7, q = 36, ande = 10°%°, then we obtain 0O(q"e ™) = Dg = O(X) = O(e¥™) = O(e™d109</m),
the approximation

[q/ni, for even n and even q

Dg(€) = dke® + O(e“*). (25)

so we guess that=~ |loge|/n. This reasoning is informal but it
k = 5.99999999999999999401., is confirmed by our experiments. Let us describe them.
We have set € I, N Q in all the experiments. First, we
do so because our multiple-precision computations become a
bit faster for rational perturbative parameters. There $e@
ond reason for that choice. Namely, we change the precision
2q/n, for evennand oddy, very often along our computations, and rational values arfe
(26)  not atected by such changes, because they are stored as exact
numbers. We have also tried to deal with “big” perturbations
asq — +oo. Next, we focus on the singular case. order to stress that our results are not perturbative, buewa|
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sok = 6. We have tested the formulas listed in Numerical
Resul{’ for all degrees 8 n < 8 and all periods X g < 100.
Note that, once fixed,

g/n, otherwise,

k:Mmmx{
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Figure 8: Examples with a constant asymptotic behavior @ftbrmalized dTerencesﬁq.
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Figure 9: Examples with a periodic asymptotic behavior eftlormalized dferencesliq;We recall thatA(q) = acos(28g) andB(q) = b+ b cos(43q). Besides,
a~ 294849 ang3 ~ 1/8 in Figure[9(G)a ~ 53.2369 ang3 ~ 0.04614 in Figur¢ 9(f); ant ~ —4.9257,b ~ 7.80853, an¢B ~ 0.04614 in Figur¢ 9()).
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thate should be smaller than the singular vall€] (16) whés  are the following ones. First, we confirm that the frequenfcy o
odd. the periodic functiorB(q) is twice the frequency of the cosine

First, we compute the exponent p/2 by using the Borel waveA(q). See Figureg 9(k) and 9(h). Second, the average of
method, since it is computationally cheaper than the domet  B(q) is not zero. This is a surprise, because both the periodic
See Remark]2. Besides, it is not clear how to adapt the dire¢tinctions obtained in similar splitting problems and thegaic
method when the function&(q) andB(q) oscillate. We follow  functionA(q) obtained in this billiard problem have generically
the same steps as in the case of perturbed ellipses. Howlaver, zero average. Thirdd(q) = b+bcos(4sq), butb # b/2, which
Neville extrapolation is more unstable for perturbed eisclin  sets another éierence with the known asymptotic behaviors for
order to overcome this instability, now we take sequenggs ( splitting problems.
of 1000 periods such thiDg,| < 10-0%, Next, we present some results about the transition between

Once we find', we compute the normalizedffia'rencesﬁq the two generic —“constant” and “periodic”— asymptotic be-
already introduced if(24). We have checked that there exigtaviors of the normalized ﬁérencesﬁq. That is, we intend to
two non-zero quasiperiodic functiodgq) andB(q) such that visualize what happens at somes dC,, N 9P, C Ry.

We focus our attention on the sixtic perturbation:= 6.

~ _ |B(g), forevennand oddy, Then the normalized ffierences have “constant” and “periodic”
a- A(qg), otherwise asymptotic behaviqrs far= 1/10 ande = 1, respectively. We
study the quantitieBq in a fine grid of perturbative parameters
asq — +oo. in the interval [¥10, 1]. Both functionsA(q) and B(g) change

Some paradigmatic e>§amples of the asymptotic behavior cft the same transition value Indeed,
the normalized dierence® are displayed in Figurgs 8 afH 9.
All these examples are generic in the sense that a small ehang [1/10,23/200]c Ce, [3/25,1] C Pe,
of the perturbative parametedoes not produce any qualitative
change in the pictures. A

Forinstance, we see three examples wiikytends to some
constantag — +oo in Figure[8. The constantisin the second : S ‘ g
and third subfigures, arBlin the first one. whose complex singularities allow us to determine anajliic

We display a first example of periodic asymptotic behaviort_he transition _values. An example of such analytical comput
in Figure[9(@) for the cubic perturbation amd= 1/3. This  tions for splitting problems can be found m@ 26]. |
valuee = 1/3 is relatively close to the valug(T) ~ 0.3849 Therefore, we only display the normalizedfarencesDq
where the algebraic curvé + y2 + ey® = 1 becomes singular. [OF € = 23/200 ande = 3/25 in Figure§ 10 and 11 to see the
Next, we compute the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) of thdransition of the functioné(q) andB(q), respectively. o
last terms of the sequenéﬁ. To be precise, the terms in the Let us present some numerical results about the logarithmic
range 10006 q < 12000 fom = 6 and evem, and in the range growth [27) of the exponemt We have computgd the exponent
5000< q < 6000 otherwise. We discard the first terms becausé = #/2 by using the Borel method for$ n < 8 in a sequence
f)q = A(g) and f)q = B(q), so the last normalized fiérences of perturbative parameters qf thg foen= 271/10 with j > 0.
are closer to the periodic functions we want to determine. Ve have plotted the resuits in Figlre 12. On the one hand, the

The DFT of the normalized fierence®, suggests that the CUNVes In Figurg 12(R) look like straight lines with slopgs,1
periodic functionA(q) has a dominant harmonic with amplitude @S €xpected. On the other hand, the curves in Flgure]12(®) ten
a ~ 294849 and frequencg ~ 0.375 = 1/8 whene = 1/3 to some constant valugg > 0. This ends the numerical study
andn = 3. See FigurE9(b). This explains why we see eight°f Such phenomenon. _ o
waves in Figurg 9(a), each one with frequeigy 1/8). This Finally, we see that our candidate for limit problem capsure
situation is a source of problems for the following reasoat L this logarithmic behavior, although it may not give the exac
us assume that, due to time or computational restrictioes, wValue of the exponenmt

only compute the normalizedftiérences for periods of the form Proposition 7. Letn> 3ande € |,. Let«(s) be the curvature
Gi = Go + 8i. In that case, we would only see one wave and Wy the strictly convex curve © {(x,y) € R? : 32 +y2 + ey = 1)
would get a wrong frequency. The moral of this story is thatj, some arc-length parameter s. Lete R/Z be the angular
we have to compute the normalizedfdrences fogll periods.  \ariable defined by{9). Let be the distance of the set of sin-

Then we compare the normalizedfgrence®q with the cosine  jarities and zeros of the curvatur€) to the real axis. There
wave A(q) = acos(28q) asq — +co. The amplitudea and existsi, € R such that

the frequencys are determined by mixing several tools: the
DFT, some direct algebraic computations, etcetera. Thiemplo

so the transition takes place at some (23/200, 3/25).
Unfortunately, a more precise computationepis beyond
our current abilities, because we do not have a limit problem

[logel

— 2/n
Figure[9(c) shows that 210 = 1+ O loge), (28)
Jim_(Bg - A@) = 0. ase - 07
— +00
The proof of this proposition is placed[in Appendi} C.
We study the casa = 6 ande = 1 in Figured 9(d)=9(). The constant, in (27) is always smaller than (or equal to)

The most interesting phenomena shown up by those picturehe constang, in (28). We compare both constants in Tdlle 3.
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(a) e = 23/200. (b) € = 3/25.
Figure 10: Transition of the functioA(q) from constant to periodic. We plot the normalizemdiencesﬁq versugg for n = 6 and even periods.
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n xn n Appendix A. Proof of Proposition[2

3 030... 11358418243.. . . . . . .
4 017... 10703321545 . We will use many properties of elliptic functions listed in
5 015 0.1488295936 the books|[42| 43], a couple of technical results about llip
6 0'15' o 1.0385641059“ tic billiards contained in[[44, 45], and the subharmonic Mel
- 0‘18. . 0.1823551667. ' nikov potential of billiards inside perturbed ellipsesrattuced

8 019... 10332248276.. in [34].

We consider the unperturbed ellipse

2.2/,2 2
Table 3: The constantg, andny, with yn < nn, that appear in formula§(R7) E= {(X’ y) e R x7/a + yz/b = 1} ’ O<b<a (A1)

and [28), respectively. . . . .
It is known that the convex caustics of the billiard insiEeare

6 , , : : : the confocal ellipses

2 X2 %
C,]Z{(X,y)GR:m-Fm:l}, O<a<h.
There is a uniqueg, g)-resonant elliptic caustic, for any rela-
tively prime integerg andg such that 1< p < g/2. The caustic
parameter of theg, g)-resonant elliptic caustic is implicitly de-
termined by means of equatidn (A.3).
Thecomplete elliptic integral of the first kinid

/2
K = K(m) = fo (1 — msir? ¢)"Y2 dg.

. . . . . Its argumenin € (0, 1) is called thgparameter We also write
2 4 6 8 10 12 1 K’ = K’(m) = K(1 - m). Theamplitudefunctiony = amt is
defined through the inversion of the integral

Figure 13: The exponent (dashed lines with points) and the quantitys2
(continuous lines) versudoge|. Red: n = 3. Green:n = 4. Blue: n = 5.

Magenta:n = 6. Cyan:n = 7. Black:n = 8. t= f(l — msir? ¢)7l/2 de.
0

Theelliptic sineandelliptic cosineassociated to the parameter

Constantgy,, are computed from the numerical data usedr,n € (0, 1) are defined by the trigonometric relations

in Figure[I2(0). Constants, are computed by using the tech-
nigues explained in Remaltk 3. On the one hand, we obtain just snt = snt, m) = sing, cnt = cn(t, m) = cosep.
two significant digits for the constants. On the other hand,
we can compute, with a much higher precision; here we have If the angular variable changes by 2, the angular variable
just written their first ten decimal digits. We see that< 1 changes by K. Thus, any 2-periodic function inp, becomes
for n € (3,4, 6, 8}). We do not discard the equalitigs = 75 and ~ 4K-periodic int. By abuse of notation, we will also denote
x7 = n7. In order to elucidate them, we compare the exponenthe 4&K-periodic functions with the name of the corresponding
r with the quantity 26, as we have done before for perturbed 27-periodic ones. For example, i{¢) = (acosy, bsing) is
ellipses at the end of Sectiflh 5. The results are displayed ithe natural 2-periodic parameterization of the ellip&e then
Figure[TI38, where we see that our candidate for limit probleng|(t) = (acnt, bsnt) is the correspondingk-periodic parame-
gives the exact exponentn two cases. terization. The billiard dynamics associated to an ellipaus-

To be precise, our numerical results suggest that: tic C, becomes a rigid rotation t + ¢ in the variablet. It

sufices to find the shifd and the parametenassociated to each
e Ifne{3,4,68}, thenr < 2r5foralle € (0,1/10);and  gjliptic causticC,. The parametem s given in [44, Eq. (3.28)]

« It € [5.7), thenr = 2xo for al € (0, 1/10). and the constant st s ghven n [, p. 1542]. We ls he

Lemma 8. Once fixed an elliptic caustic Gvith A € (0, b), the
Acknowledgements parameter nme (0, 1) and the shift € (0, 2K) are

We thank T. M. Seara and C. Simo for very useful remarks 3 a?—b?
and comments. We also appreciate the assistance of A. Grana-M" a2 — 2’

dos and P. Roldan in the use of the UPC Applied Math cluster ) ]
for our experiments. where?d € (0,n) is the angle such thain(@@/2) = A/b. The

segment joining the pointgty and ot + 6) is tangent to G for
allt e R.
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From now on,m and¢ will denote the parameter and the Proof. It follows directly from , Proposition 10]. O
constant shift defined il .{Al.2). Observe that the elliptiosti ) .
C. is (p, g)-resonant if and only if Lemma 11. The following properties hold fqr;(¢) = cos ¢.

1. The Melnikov potential iE'Q)(t) has just two real critical
Qo = 4Kp. (A.3) points (modulo its periodicity), none of them degenerate.
2. There exist an exponetit= {(w.,a,b) > 0 and a quan-

This identity has the following geometric interpretatiéihen tity Q4 = Qa(w., 2. b, . q) > O such that

a billiard trajectory makes one turn arou@gl, the old angular

variablep changes by 2, so the new angular variablehanges AP _ {294e25q, for odd q,

by 4K. Besides, we have seen that the varigbddanges by 0,64 for even g
4 s )

¢ when a billiard trajectory bounces once. Hence, a billiard
trajectory inscribed irE and circumscribed around, makes 1
exactlyp turns afterg bounces if and only if{AI3) holds. 3 ?—igg ;(i:)[i E:{OIE L(Jaf(of’i, t)))\ ;Q)O and®s = @4(a,b) > 0
We consider the elliptic coordinates, () associated to the " uch that 47 AT 4= T4
semi-lengths & b < a. That s, f, ¢) are defined by relations
Ih?,  ifw. €01 )
X = o CcOShu cosyp, y = o sinhusing, (A.4) Qu(w.,a,b,p,q) = {®4qpq i Z © (O NQ
4 « = Ul
whereo = Va? — b?is the semi-focal distance &. The ellipse , ) 5
E in these coordinates readsass uo, Where coshy = a/o 4. (0, a,b) = 7K’(1 - (b/a)%)/2K(1 - (b/8)").
and s?nmo_z b(o-._ Hence, any smooth perturbationBfcan  pyoof, By definition, if u1(¢) = cog ¢, then
be written in elliptic coordinates as

q-1
1= Ho + ua(¢) + O(E), (A5) LPO) = 21 ) erf(t+ jo).
j=0

for some Z-periodic functiornu; : R — R. e o . .
The square of the elliptic cosine is an elliptic function ofler

Lemma 9. Let p and g be two relatively prime integers such two, periods X and X’i, and double poles in the set
thatl < p < g/2. Let G, be the(p, g)-resonant elliptic caustic _ _
of the ellipsel(A]1). Let P =K'+ 2KZ + 2K'iZ.

APD = APD | o2 Besides, the principal part of any pates P is —-m(t — 7)~2.
! In particular,L{*@(t) is also an elliptic function of order two,
be the maximal gierence among lengths @b, g)-periodictra-  and so, it can be determined (modulo an additive constant) by
jectories inside the perturbed ellipSETA.5). eft) be thedK- its periods, poles, and principal parts.

periodic function associated to tl2er-periodic oneus(¢). Let We study the cases odpand everg separately.
If qis odd, thenL'®(t) has periods B/q and X'i and
¢! _ double poles with principal parts2Am™(t — 7)=2 in the set
LPY®) = 24> pua(t + jo). (A.6)

=0 Py = K'i + 2K 7 4 oK.

be the subharmonic Melnikov potential of the caustjcf@r g

the perturbed ellipsé (AL5). If(lﬁ‘”(t) does not have degenerate It is known thatk’(m)/K(m) is a decreasing function such that
critical points ande > 0 is small enough, then there is a one-to- , ,

one correspondence between the critical points(lﬁf‘)(_t) and im KM = +o00, lim K'(m) =

the (p, g)-periodic billiard trajectories inside[{Al5). Besides, m-0+ K(m) m-1- K(m)

(o) _ (p.9) - (pa) Therefore, there exists a uniqog € (0, 1) such that
AT = maxLy™ —minL™Y.

Kq K(m)  K(m) . K

Proof. It follows directly from results contained in [34]. O — = = = g—.
Y hisd) Ka ~ Kimy) ~Tk(m) ~ 9K

We will determine the asymptotic behavior@ip’q). First,
we study the asymptotic behavior of the €)-resonant caustic
C,asp/q— 0.

Henceforth, we write thel = K(m), K" = K’(m), Kq = K(my),
andKg = K’(my) for short. Thus,

Lemma 10. If C, is the(p, g)-resonant elliptic caustic of the LPD() = const+ 24(qKq/K)Z(Mg/m) cré(qKqt/K, my),

ellipse ,thenl < = as 0*, where ) ) . . . .
pse (A1) P/gas pa— which has just two real critical points (modulo its periadiy,

none of them degenerate. Besides

[1]

o _12
=Z(a,b) := abf s(s—-b?) @ -s) ds. (A7)
b2 ( ) AP = maxLPY — min LPD = 2(qKy/K)?(mg/m).
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If p/g - w. € (0,1)\ Q, thenq — +o0 andid — A, € (0,h),
whereC,, is the elliptic caustic with rotation number., so

2 2

a
mﬁm:me(o,l), n‘b—)o“’,
K K K(m) 7
- = = K =.
K K Km) € (0, +0), =3

Using @ 17.3.14 & 17.3.16], we get the asymptotic formula

mg < 1629, wherel := 7K/ /2K.. Finally, we obtain that

(o) _ 8L %9 asp/q— w, andgisodd  (A.8
If qis even, then ctt + q5/2, m) = cré(t, m) and
a/2-1
LPO®) =42 > cri(t+ jo,m),
j=0
soL{P9(t) has periods K/qand &i. In this case,
2
(Pa) - ?:—é;qze‘(q, asp/q— w, andqgis even  (A.9)

Next, we study the case. = 0, when the §, g)-periodic
orbits approach the boundary. In this case,

7K’(1 - (b/a)?)

j— = - 2 2K(1— (b/a)2)
A.=0, m =1-(b/a) 2K(1- (b/a)?d)

¢ =1¢(0,a,b)=

SinceA. = 0, we need the asymptotic behavior of the caustic

parameter asp/q — 0". We recall thail < Ep/qin that case,
whereZ = Z(a, b) is the integral defined i (Al 7). Hence,

3 4n22, 3 4n°Z(a, b)
- mK?  (1- (b/a))K(1 - (b/a)?)?’
and this ends the proof of the lemma.

Iy 04

O

Lemma 12. The following properties hold fqei(¢) = — sine.
1. Ifqis even, then £9(t) = 0andAP? = 0.

2. If q is odd, then [P9(t) has just two real critical points
(modulo its periodicity), none of them degenerate.

3. Let/(w., a, b) be the exponent introduced in Lemma 11.

If q is even, then there exist® = Qz(w.,a,b, p,q) > 0
such that
AP < Qz9, p/g— w. €{0}U((0,1)\ Q).
4. There exisT3 = I's(ws, a,b) > 0and®3; = O3(a,b) > 0
such that

if w. € (0,1)\ Q,
if w, =0.

I'3q,
Osp,
Proof. If g is even, thenp is odd, sn(+ 6/2) = —snt, and
LPV() = -22 5% 5 sn + jo) = 0,

The case odd follows the lines of the proof of Lemnialll.
The constants are

_ 8rd. 3 8rnZ=(a, b)

- ymK,  (1- (b/a)2)Y2K(1 - (b/a)?)’
whereC,, is the elliptic caustic with rotation numbex., m. =
(@ - b?)/(a® - 2?), andK, = K(m,). We omit the details. O
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Qz(w.,b,a,p,q) = {

I3

3

Next, we relate the original perturbed ellipsiels (7) writiten
Cartesian coordinates, to the perturbed ellipSes (A.3jewrin
elliptic coordinates.

Lemma l1l3. SetO < b < a.

1. The perturbed ellipsé_(A.5) wittm(¢) = — sing has, up
to terms of second order i the implicit equation

X2 (y-eb?/a)? _a?-b?
o + 2 + o ey’ =1

2. The perturbed ellipsd {A.5) wittn (¢) = coS ¢ has, up
to terms of second order i) the implicit equation
a2 _ b2

b5 eyt =1,

for some semi-lengths= a + O(¢) andB = b + O(e).

2

X2 y2

¥+ﬂ—2+2

Proof. Itis a tedious, but straightforward, computation. O

Finally, we get the claims stated in Propositidn 2 from the
previous results by using that= a + O(e) andp = b + O(e)
and by takinga = 1. To be precise, then

7K/ (1 = 2
c=c(b) =¢(0,1,b) = %,
~ Cb'@3(Lb)  4nb*E(1,b)
Ms = Ma(b) = 2(1-0?2)  (1-b2)32K(1-b?)’ (A.10)
Ma = Ma(t) = b5@4(L,b)  2x?b°E(L,b)

2(1-0%)  (1-b2)2K(1-D02)2’
where the elliptic integrat = Z(a, b) is defined in[[AY).

Appendix B. Proof of Propositiond

We parameterize the ellipse by using the angular variable
That is, we use the parametrizatiofy) = (cosy, bsing). The
curvature of the ellips& at the poinir(y) is

b -
(Sirf ¢ + b2 cog )3/2

1
b2(1 + v sir? ¢)3/2°

k(p) =

wherev = (1 - b?)/b? > 0. The arc-length parametsand the
angular parameter are related by

3—;(90) =l (@)l = \/Sinztp +b2cogy = b\/1+ vsint .

First, we compute the constant

/2
C= sz/s ds= 4b‘1/3f (1+vsin® ) "2 dy
E 0
= 4b 3K (-v) = 4b?3K (1 - b?).

We have usemz, 17.4.17]in the last equality.
Theincomplete elliptic integral of the first kindith ampli-
tudey € (0, 7/2) and parametan € (0, 1) is

F(go|m):f(1—msin29)‘l/2d9.



This definition can be extended to complex amplitudes and angwice with respect tg the implicit relationx? = r(y), we get

real parametemzy Note thé&t(/2|m) = K(m). the auxiliary polynomials
The curvature(p) has no complex zeros but has complex 5
singularities at the points such that%in= —1/v. This equa- ) = _Xad_ZX _ (f'(Y)) _ryry)
tion becomes sirty = 1/v under the change = iy. Lety, be Py, dy? 2 2
the only positive solution of the previous equation. Anygsin = 14 ePrsy™ 2 + epy” + Py 2,

larity of k(¢) has the form q
)=+ [+ = 1) (Y

=1+etny +€ Qanzyz -2,

© =@ 1= iy, +nm, nez.

Let & be the complex singularity of(¢) associated to,

through the change of variables whose cofficients argp,_» = n(n—1)/2, p, = —(n-1)(n-2)/2,
s " ds Pan_2 = —N(N = 2)/4,q, = N— 1, andgz,_2 = n?/4. The length
£= C‘lf K?3(t) dt = C‘lf Kz/s(g)d—(g) de. element and the curvature at the pointy) € Q are
0 0 p
The complex path in this integral is the segment from 0.to _ dx\’ _laly)
. " ds=4|1+(—] dy= []-~=d
Next, we compute the complex singularitigs r(y)
v d?x dx\2) " p(y)
+ _ ~-1 <23 = —2l14+(|= = .
b =C fo (9) (9) do Y ( " ( dy) ] a¥2(y)
_ ~14-1/3
=C b F(iy. + ””| -v) The curvature should be positive, which explains the mimrs s
= 2nC 3K (=) +iC O Y3F (n/2b?) in the formula fork(y). Thus, we can relate any singularity (or
= 2nC 23K (1 - b?) + IC 23K (b?) any zero)ly, € C of the curvature(y), with the corresponding
_ singularities (or zeros3, € C/1Z andé, € C/Z by means of
=n/2+iCTb?°K/ (1 - b?). the formula
By symmetry&, = —£%,. We have used formula [42, 17.4.3] _ fs* 2/3(¢) ds = fy* d
to computeF(iy. + nr| — v), formula [42, 17.4.8] to compute & 0 KH(eds 0 90y .

F(iy.| — v), and formulal[42, 17.4.15] to compU?e{;r/Zle) where

ftr']rhereforte, the dtist{a;]nt&of }he _se_t of singularities and zeros o) = ) ( - pz/s(y)
=K = .
of the curvature(¢) to the real axis is aly Y \% 5)90)
5 = CIH2BK! (1 — b?) = K'(1-b?) _¢/2n. Let R c C be the union of the complex rayayo : « > 0},
4K(1-b?) whereyyg is a root of p(y), q(y) or r(y). The functiong(y) is
analytic inC \ R, so we will avoid the seR when computing
Appendix C. Proof of Proposition[7] the integralf;” g(y) dy along complex paths.

Fix the integen > 3. We consider the perturbed circles ~ -eMmal4. Let0 <e < 1landne Nwithn> 3.

1. The polynomial fy) has n roots of the form

={(x,y)eR2:x2+y2+ey”=1} (C.1)
ze V" 4 O(eYM), 2'=2/((n-1)(n - 2));
where 0< € < 1 is a small perturbative parameter.
Let C = C(e) be the constant defined il (9). df= 0, then and n- 2 roots of the form

Qs a circle of radius one with curvatukes 1, so 26 072) 4 o2y, 72— _(n-1){n-2)/n.

C(0) = sz/s ds= f ds = LengthQ) = 2r. 2. The polynomial ) has n roots of the form
Q Q

-1/n 1/n _ ELY
We note thatf{C]1) is a smooth perturbation of a circle ofuadi ze 7+ O, 2'=-1/(n-1);

one, scC(e) is smooth at = 0 and and n— 2 roots of the form
C = C(e) = C(0) + O(e) = 27 + O(e). (C.2) e V02 4 o), 2% = 4 - 1)/
We introduce the polynomial(y) = 1 — y? — ey". Note 3. The polynomial ¢y) has n— 2 roots of the form

. S . L
that (x,y) € Q if and only if x* = r(y). By taking derivatives 2 U02) 4 02 S g,

and two real roots of the form.y= £1 + O(e).
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Besides, each one of these roots depends on some positive fra  In order to study;, we consider the function
tional power ofe in an analytic way.
, o , h(t) := € " Vi2 + e2/ng(e MMit) = ho(t) + O(¢?™),  (C.3)

Proof. If wp(2) is a polynomial with a simple roa, andw; (2)
is another polynomial, them(z) = Wo(2) +uw1(2) has some root  wherehg(t) = (1 + pni"t")%3(1 + 0,i"t™) 2. The functionhy(t)
of the formz = z + O(u) which depends analytically gn The  is smooth in the interval [G¢] andho(t) = 1. Besides,
rootsy: = +1 + O(e) of the polynomiar(y) = 1 - y* — ey" are )
obtained directly withwo(2) = 1 - 2, w1(2) = 2", andu = e. f=i f (@ @MYV dt = By + E + B+

If we takeu = €/", then 0

(e "2) = 14 poZ’ + p(Pn-22"% + Pon-2Z"77), where
(e Y"2) = 1+ OnZ" + uOon222"2, 2 _ a . L n
& =1 —m iargsinhe™"rp)
and we find then roots with anO(e'/")-modulus ofp(y) and the | Iog .
n roots with anO(e'/")-modulus ofg(y). = +ilog(2ro) + O(e?™),
_ 2/(n-2)
If we takeu = € , then = fro hoft) — N
pup(e M A2) = 2(py + pan-22"?) + p(1+ pn22"?), T ’
/10](6_1/(“_2)2) — Zn(qn + q2n722|1—2) + U, g:l i ffo ho(t) -1 ( t _ 1) dt = O(EZ/n |Og E),
ur(e V™22 = _2(1+ 22 + Ol’o h(t)t ) (t)\/tz + e2n
o —'o _ 2/n
and we find ther — 2 roots with arO(e'/™2)-modulus ofp(y), fr=1 fo V1 eam dt = O(e™"loge).

then— 2 roots with aro(e"/("?)-modulus ofg(y), and then- 2

roots with anO(e*™2))-modulus ofr (y). O  The integrak; is immediate. The integrah does not depend
one. The integralé; is bounded using ideas from the proof
of Lemma 23 inl[45]. The integral; is bounded usind{Cl3).
Hence, we have already seen that there existsR such that

Lemmal5. If0<e< 1, ne Nwithn> 3 andy, € Cisa
root of p(y) or q(y) with anO(e~*/")-modulus, then there exists
a constant, € R such that

|l 09 €l o
|3 = llogdl | 1% + O(e?"loge), 13&11 = +n1 + O(e”"loge).
ase — 0", The study of, andé&; is easier, because
Proof. For simplicity, we assume thagi, is a root ofg(y) such & =&+ 0, & = &3+ O™,

thatRy, < 0andJy, > 0. Other cases require minor changes.
If ro = (n—1)Y"/2,r, = €¥"y,|, andé, = argy,, then
n/2 < 6, < nr/(n+ 1) andr, = 2rg + O(¢#"), because, =
e /"z+ O(e¥") for somez e C such that" = -1/(n— 1) < 0.
We computet, = foy* o(y) dy by integrating over the path
o4 =01 U0 Uog, Where

for some constants andés that do not depend on
For instance¢, depends oe?" in an analytic way, because
the integrandeY/"roe’ig(e V/"roe”) and the argumert, are
both analytic ine?", and all the singularities of the integrand
are far from the integration path. The studyefs similar. [
Finally, if ¢ is the distance of the set of singularities and
o1 ={eMit:0<t <ro), zeros of the curvaturg¢) to the real axis, then

oy ={e Yo i n/2<0<6,),

_ 276 = = min{|J&,] : y, is a root with aro(e¥"-modulug
o3 = (€M g <1 <r,). C

|Ioge|+ 17+ O(e?"loge),
This path only intersects the set of ragsat its endpointy,, € ge
since the 2 roots of p(y) andqg(y) with an O(e*/")-modulus

have pairwise dferent arguments when— 0*.
We writeé, = [ g(y)dy = [ 9(y) dy = &1+&2+¢3, where

where the constant = 1, € R is equal to the smallest constant
15 provided by Lemma5 among all the rootspgf) andq(y)
with an O(e*")-modulus. We have also used relatipn {C.2) in
the last equality.

To
&= f g(y) dy = f e VMig(e MMt o, We do not care about the roogs = =1 + O(e) of r(y),
7 09 since they correspond to points wheris not a true coordinate
&= g(y) dy = f : e Vroefiigle Y roe”) df, over the perturbed circl®. To be precise, the points,{.) are
o /2 the two vertices of over the symmetry lingx = 0}, and the

I ; - curvature has a finite positive value at them. Nor do we care
_ _ =1/n P, i =1/nPyi
§3= . g(y) dy = jr; e eig(e e ar. about the roots whose modulusdge /(")) because

e U2g(e027) = VEO)1o(3) + o(1)),
20



where

205 H(py -+ pan-22 22

= T 2D+ o2

This implies that, ify, € C is one of those farther roots, then

19&,] = € YCO)(y, 1 0(1))

for some constant, € R. That s, the farther roots give rise to
much bigger imaginary parts.
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