arXiv:1805.03355v1 [math.DS] 9 May 2018

Exponential Stability Estimate of Symplectic Integrators for

Integrable Hamiltonian Systems

Zhaodong Ding* Zaijiu Shang! Bo Xiet

Abstract

We prove a Nekhoroshev-type theorem for nearly integrable symplectic map. As an
application of the theorem, we obtain the exponential stability symplectic algorithms.
Meanwhile, we can get the bounds for the perturbation, the variation of the action
variables, and the exponential time respectively. These results provide a new insight
into the nonlinear stability analysis of symplectic algorithms. Combined with our
previous results on the numerical KAM theorem for symplectic algorithms (2018), we
give a more complete characterization on the complex nonlinear dynamical behavior

of symplectic algorithms.

1 Introduction

After the pioneering work of Channel (1983), Feng Kang (1985, 1986) and Ruth (1983),
the symplectic integrator has become a widely interested subject on the problem of numer-
ically solving Hamiltonian systems. Extensive computer experimentation, by some typical
models of Hamiltonian systems, has shown the overwhelming superiority of symplectic
algorithms over the conventional non-symplectic ones, especially in simulating the global
and structural dynamic behavior of the systems (e.g. see [I4] and [II]). The symplectic
algorithm, which applied to integrable Hamiltonian system, may be characterized as a
perturbation of the phase flow of the integrable system. Here the smallness of the per-
turbation is described by the time-step size of the algorithm which also enters into the

frequency map of the integrable system. Therefore numerical stability problem arises.
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We consider a nearly integrable symplectic map C : (I,0) — (f , é) generated by an
analytical function in action-angle variables of the form H(I,8) = Ho(I) + h(I,6) which
is defined on G x T, where actions space G is an open and bounded domain of R™ and h

is a small perturbation, of size e. The symplectic map C is given implicitly by

I=1-0dn1,0),

0 =0+ 0Hy(I)+ d1h(1,0) .

It is clear that the symplectic map is integrable when the perturbation h vanishes.
In this case the dynamics of the symplectic map is trivial. The action variables remain
constant for all iterative times and the angle variables vary linearly with respect to the
iteration steps. However, a perturbed symplectic map may generate very complicated
dynamics in general when the perturbation h is non-vanishing. It is believed that there
exists unstable motions. For example, Arnold diffusion may take place if the degrees of
freedom are higher than two in mapping case [2].

By KAM theorem, nevertheless, most of motions are perpetually stable for sufficiently
smooth nearly integrable Hamiltonian systems, and these stable ones form a Cantor set
with large measure in the phase space [Il 2I]. On the other hand, all motions are ex-
ponentially stable if the systems are analytic and the unperturbed integrable part of the
Hamiltonian satisfies the so-called steepness condition by Nekhoroshev theorem. The re-
sult was first proved by Nekhoroshev for nearly integrable Hamiltonian systems and are
also called effective stability in literature. More precisely, he proved for sufficiently small

¢ and for all initial values I(0) in action space, one has
[I(t) — I(0)]y < Ce for |t| <Tpexp(e ?),

with constants C, Ty, a, and b, provided the steepness conditions are fulfilled for Hy.
Further improvements on the stability exponents a and b were made by Pdschel [19],
Lochak [16, I7] and Bounemoura [5].

In his paper, Nekhoroshev conjectured similar result will hold for the nearly integrable
symplectic map. Later, Kuksin and Péschel [I5] gave a proof about the exponential sta-
bility of nearly integrable symplectic maps by proving the existence of a non-autonomous
analytic Hamiltonian system interpolating a symplectic map and applying the Nekhoro-
shev theorem of the Hamiltonian case. However, the proof is an existence one and there is
not explicit estimate about the small perturbation. In 2004, Guzzo [12] proposed a direct
proof of the Nekhoroshev theorem for nearly integrable symplectic maps. This result is
very important and valuable, but his estimate for the perturbation is not suitable to be
applied to the small twist problem and thus the symplectic integrator. Here we get a dif-

ferent estimate of the perturbation so that it can be applied to the small twist maps and



symplectic integrators. In [23], Nekhoroshev stability of symplectic algorithms has been
considered. But there the Nekhoroshev stability can be obtained only when the order of
the algorithm is greater than 2. In this article we completely solve this problem.

In the present paper, we obtain an exponential stability result by construction, and
provide explicit estimates of the involved quantities for the nearly integrable symplectic
map, then apply it to the cases of small twist maps and symplectic integrators. Following
the original idea of Nekhoroshev [1§], the proof of the main theorem is divided into three
steps. First, normal forms of the nearly integrable symplectic map are constructed on
some subdomains of phase space that are known as resonant blocks. Second, these normal
forms lead to stability estimates on the corresponding subdomains. The third step is to
give a geometric construction which guarantees the whole action space can be completely

covered by such resonant blocks.

1.1 Notations

We introduce some notations used in this paper, most of which are from [9]. Given

p=(p1,p2) >0 (i.e. p; >0, j=1,2), we first introduce the sets
Vo (G):={I €C" | |I = I'|y < p; for some I' € G},

and
Wy, (T") :== {0 € C"/(2nZ"™) | Ref € T", |ImB| < p2},

where |- |2 and | - | denote, respectively, the Euclidean norm and the maximum norm for
vectors; Ref and Imf denote the real part and the imaginary part of 6 respectively. Then
define

Dy(G) ==V, (G) x W, (T") .

Several kinds of norms are used along this paper. First, we consider functions of
the n action variables. Given a (real or complex) function f(I), defined on a complex

neighborhood V;(G), we introduce the supremum norm

(fla.n = sup [f(D],  [fle:=Iflc.0-

1€V,(G)

In this way, the subscript 7 is removed from the notation if 7 = 0. This remark applies
throughout this section.

In an analogous way, we consider the supremum norm for vector-valued functions, i.e.,
vectorfields. Given F :V,(G) — C" and 1 < p < oo, we define

‘F‘Gvn,p ‘= sup ’F(I)‘Iﬂ ‘F‘Gm = ‘F‘GJLQ'
1€V, (G)



In this definition, | - |, means the p-norm for vectors in C", i.e. |v[, = (327, v P)1/P for
1 <p < oo, and |v]ee = maxi<j<p |vj].

Next we consider functions of the action-angle variables. For a given complex function
f(1,0) (2m-periodic in #) defined on the neighborhood D,(G), p = (p1, p2) > 0, we may

consider its supremum norm
\fla,p == sup [f(1,0)].

But if f is analytic on (a neighborhood of ) the set D,(G), we may define an exponentially
weighted norm in terms of the Fourier series of f. Writing f(1,0) = >, cpn fe(1)e™?, we

introduce

||f||G,p = Z |fk‘|G,p1 . e\khpz .

kezn
Note that |f|G,p < ||f||G,p .
Exactly in the same way as before we may extend the definitions of the norms to the

case of vector-valued functions. Given F': D,(G) — C" and 1 < p < oo, and writing
F(I1,0) = > cpn Fr(1)e™? where Fy, : V,, (G) — C", we define

k
Flle, p.p = Z |Fk|G7P1,p'€‘ ez, 1Flle, o = [|Fllc,p,2 -
kezZm

The Cauchy estimates about the Fourier norms are provided by [19]. That is, if f
analytic on D,(G), for 0 < § < p one has

1% <o |5 < —=flle.,-

HGv(plﬂsl,Pz)voo HGv(phpz*lsz),l

Finally, for Df = (0f/0I, 0f/00) we introduce the vectorfield norm

1211 e = mex (55 L. Al )

where ¢ > 0 is a parameter to be fixed in subsequent sections.

1.2 Main Result

The main theorem for nearly integrable symplectic map can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1. Let H(I,0) = Ho(I) + h(I,0) be analytic in D,(G), where G is an open

A

bounded domain of R”, and o = (071, 09) is positive. Let w(I) = dHy(I) satisfying

m|ly — Ials < |w(l1) —w(l2)l2 < M| — Iz (1)



for I, Is € V,, (G) with positive constants m, M.
Assume
e = [|hllg,» < mineo, o),
where s 4
M=o}
72(21n + 30)2 [(EL)n . n']

€) =

b=2(n*>+n+2)and oy < 37 .
Then the symplectic map C which generated by H(I’, ) satisfies

[I(t) —Ipla <A for [¢t|<T and IlheG-—A,

where (I(t),0(t)) = C'(Ip,0p) (t is viewed as iterative times),

8nM
A = COE% with ¢o = n—(?m + 2)0’1 ,
3m
_ 3 ceh . _ (QM) 0102 02
T = TQE 4601 with TO = T and Ccl1 = ﬂ .

The rest of this paper is devoted to the proof of the main theorem. In Section 2,
the analytic part is presented which concerns the construction of the normal form with
exponentially small remainder on resonant blocks. The geometric part, in Section 3,
concerns the covering of the whole action space G by a family of resonant blocks. In Section
4, the proof of Theorem 1 is finished through making choices for the free parameters.
Finally, as applications of the main theorem, we consider the stability of the small twist
type symplectic map and symplectic integrator which applied to the integrable Hamilton

system in Section 5.

2 The Analytic Part

At first, we transform the mapping C by the partial coordinates stretching W/,
(z,y) = (1,0) = (yz,y) , and obtain a new mapping T, = Wt o Co W, : (2,y) — (&,7)
to be defined in the new phase space G, x T™ by

H)

{:E:x—aF( ,Y)
g=y+0F(2,y)

where

F(xay) - FO(x) +f(1',y)



is well defined on G, x T™ with

Fy=~""Ho(yz), flz.y)=~""h(yz,y)

and
Gy ={z eR" | vz € G}.

For the time being, v is considered as a free parameter. F(z,y) is real analytic in

1oy and &9 = 0. Accordingly, the frequency

D3(Gy), where o = (01,02) with o1 = 7~
map of the integrable mapping associated to the generating function Fp turns into w(z) =

O0Fp(z) and the condition satisfied by the map @ turns out to be
ym|zy — woly < |W(w1) — O(w2)]2 < yMw1 — 222 (2)

for z1,x9 € V3 (G,) . In addition, we have

= —1 -1
€= [[fllg,,a =7 llhllg.c =7 €.
From now on, we fix y = SM !, where 8 > 0 is a parameter to be determined later.

Denoting p = 77, we have
Bulzr — w2z < w(x1) — w(@2)|2 < Bloy — w22 (3)

In order to transform the generating function F(x,y) = Fo(x) + f(x,y) of Ty to the
normal form, we need seek for a suitable canonical transformation ®, that is constructed
iteratively as a product of the successive approximately identical canonical transformation
M), @ . . In doing that, one meets the small denominators 1 — ¢’*¥(®)  which in
general vanish in a dense subset of G,. These resonances are given by the equations
k-@(x)+2rl =0, for k € Z", | € Z. As usual, the small denominators 1 — e**“(®) should
been excluded in the process of constructing the normal form. However, it is not necessary
to take care of all the small denominators. We can do that in a certain subdomain which
can guarantee |1 — e*“®@)| > o for |k| < K and k ¢ M, where a and K are independent
parameters and M is a given sublattice of Z".

Next we give the related notations in detail. Let M be a sublattice of Z". We only
consider the maximal ones, that is not properly contained in any other sublattice of the
same dimension. A maximal sublattice M with dimM = r, is said K-lattice if it admits a
basis (k... k")) satisfying |k)|; < K for j < r holds, and such a basis will be called
a K-basis ([3]). A function g(x,y) is said to be in a normal form with respect to M of
degree K if its Fourier series expansion in the angular variables is restricted to the form

9(@,Y) = Xpem, k<K gr(z)e*¥. We express this by writing ¢ € R(M, K). Note that

6



a function is in the normal form with respect to the trivial modulo M = 0 if it does not
depend on the angular variables.

We restrict ourselves to a subset G C G, where the frequency vectors w(x) is allowed to
satisfy some resonance relations corresponding to a fixed sublattice M, but a neighborhood
of all other resonances of order less than or equal to K are excluded. In precise, a subset
G C Gy is said to be a, K-nonresonant modulo M if

11— e*“@| > forall keZl\M and z € G,

where Z%}, :={k € Z" | |k) < K}.

A special situation arises when M is the trivial sublattice © of Z™ containing only 0.
In this case the set G is said to be completely «, K-nonresonant. In the corresponding
normal form, ¢ is independent of the angle variables. Naturally, the analysis of this case
is simpler than in the presence of resonances.

The nonresonance condition on the set G can be extended to a complex neighborhood

of small enough radius p;.

Lemma 2.1 Let Fy(x) be a real analytic function in V,, (G), and let & = 0F,. Assume
that G is o, K-nonresonant modulo M (0 < o < 1), and w satisfies [@). If

P1 S L’
4K

then V, (G) is «/2, K-nonresonant modulo M.
Proof. Vx € V,, (G), there exists & € G such that |z — Z| < p; by definition. Because
|1 = 0@ > |1 - O] _ |hdla) _ k(@)
> — |0 <k 5(3) - D) > |,

where for the last inequality we have used the mean value theorem with z. € V, (G).
Thus, there exists 2’ € G, s.t. |z, — 2|2 < p1 and |Z, — Z'|a < p1, where T is the complex

conjugation of x. Noting that 2/ = 7/, we have |z, — Z.|o < 2p;. Therefore,

‘eik@(x*) < lHima()le < - 2l < KB < 9

and ‘eika(x*) <k, o(z)—w(z) > ‘ <2Kfp1 < 5. That completes our proof. O

Next we state the Normal Form Lemma as follows.

Lemma 2.2 (Normal Form Lemma) Let M C Z" be a K-lattice, 0 < a < 1 and
B < a. F(x,y) = Fo(x) + f(x,y) is analytic in D,(G), p = (p1,p2). Suppose that V, (G)

7



is a, K-nonresonant modulo M and the frequency map w satisfies ([3]). If

ap1

Dfllg, pe < = ;
IDfllc, p,e CAK

(4)

where C = 21n +30, A =1+ %eKﬁpl and p; < min(ﬁ,l), then there exists a real
analytic canonical transformation ® : D, (G) = D,(G) such that the conjugate sym-
plectic map T = ® 1o T, 0 ® : D, (G) — D,(G) is generated by the analytic function
F' = Fy+ Z + R with Z € R(M, K). Moreover, the following hold

1) [IDZ]lg g, <2lDfllg,p,c-
_Kpa
2) (DRIl 5.0 < 3¢ B Dfllc.pe-
3) |Pp®— id|G7g <5,
where P, denotes the projection onto x-coordinates.
In order to prove the Normal Form Lemma, we need some technique lemmas.

Lemma 2.3 [9] Let f be an analytic function in D,(G). For 0 < § = (61, 02) < p and

¢ > 0 given, let us denote

A~

dc := min(dy, cda) .

Then,

@) [Dflle, p-s.c < 5l
(b) D )le, p-s.c < e 2D fllc, pc, where f75(z,y) = 3 fr(a)e™.
|kl1>K
The following lemma is similar with Lemma 6 in [12], and the way of the proof can be
found there.

Lemma 2.4 [12] Let T, and ® be symplectic maps which generated by analytic functions
F and x respectively. T, ® : G x T™ — G x T™ defined by

®:(a,0) = (z,y)
{ x = a+ dx(a,y)
y=¢—0oix(a,y)



*1oTvo<I> :

Then one of the generating functions of the conjugate symplectic map 7 = ®
- X((Z, y) )

(a,0) = (a,9) is
Fla,p)=a-p—a-y+a-g—a o+&-y—=2-§+F@y)+x(a7)
where variables x, Z, vy, 9, a, ¢ are functions of the independent variables a, ¢
Lemma 2.5 Let x(z,y) be analytic in D,(G), and given positive numbers o
then the symplectic transformation ¢ gener-

(61,82) < (prp2). Assume [|Dxlc e < &,
ated by the function x is well defined in D,_5(G). Furthermore, one has
(G) and @ 1D, 5(G)) C D, s (G).

#(D,-5(G) €D, s
p—5(G) = C" | |v]|g, p—s5 < %2} It is easy to know that
v)(z,y) =

Proof. Let Aj, 5, = {v:
As, 5, is a closed bounded subset of a Banach space. Now consider the map F(v)(z,y)
which is well defined for any v € Ay, 5, and maps the space into itself from

8X(:r7ya*v(:v,y))
the fact that .
1 e 02
_s < —||D < =< =,
1Ml s < DX e < 52 < % @
Moreover, for any vi,vs € Aj, s5,, one has
Ox(z,y —wi(2,y)  Ox(z,y —va(z,y))
IF@9) = Fla) @ ylle,ps = || 2 s
O*x(x,y*)
N H axﬁy (= UQ)HG,p—é

15l = el s

1
< §||Ul —valla, p—s -
C(xy) —

This shows that the map F : As, s, — As,, 5, is contractive. Therefore, there exists a
) = v* and the symplectic transformation ®

unique v* € A, 5, such that F(

(Z,7) can be expressed explicitly in the form
8 _ *
gy @y =)
dy
G=y ox(z,y —v")
N ox
It is easy to show

which is well defined and real analytic for any (x,y) € D,—5(G)
5 (@) by means of () and

I(ﬂp—é(G)) C ﬂp__
*)
< l}
H I X||G pc < 2

G7 0_67

H@x(m,y—v
y



In similar way, we can prove that ®~1(D,_s(G)) C D, s(G). Specifically, denote the
2

set .Zgh(;Q ={u: D, s(G) = C" | ||lullg, p—s < %2} and consider the map F(u)(z,y) =

Mﬁgig(f’y)’y) , which is well defined in .Z51752 . O

Lemma 2.6 Let F'(2,y) = Fo(2) + f(2,y) be analytic in D,(G) with w(x) = 0Fy(x)
satisfying (B). Given positive numbers § = (1, d2) < (p1, p2), if

[\3|°ﬂ>

02
PIS@ and [|Dfl|a,p,c <

then the symplectic map 7%, generated by F' is well defined in D,_5(G) and

T,(D,5(G)) € D 5 Q). Ty'(D,s(@) D

5
p1—4,p2—2 v

92 (G)

o1
p1—g,p2—F

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.5, we know that for any (z,y) € D,_s(G),
there exists a unique & € Vpl,il(G) such that =z — %@’y). Therefore, y =y + w(Z) +
2

% is also well defined in D,_5(G). Moreover, when (z,y) € D,—5(G),

A of
IIm (§ — y)|oo < [Im@(2)|q, p,— 51/200+“3 HG P, 00
a(f)—w(ﬂ?)‘
< ~||D ¢
< 5 Gp1—51/2,oo+CH fHGw,
Bz 02
< — — —_— .
< glE—2l+ 5

Due to & € Vm—‘s—l(G)’ there exists 2’ € G such that |# — 2/|s < p1. Thus
2

, L 5
y@—@bgy@—x’yzﬂm/—@yzézmsﬁ.

Therefore, |Im (§ — y)|oo < 302, and we get

T’Y(DP*(S(G)) cD 91 92 (G) .

P1l=5 P23

In similar way, one can prove that T,Y_l(Dp_(;(G)) CD 5 (G) . O

p1—3:p2—F

Combing Lemma 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6, we have
Lemma 2.7 Consider the generating function F'(&,y) = Fo(z) + f(Z,y) and x, which
are analytic in D,(G). let w(x) = 0Fy(x) satisfies [@]). Given positive numbers § = (01, d2)
such that 30 < p. Suppose
02

< —=, |IDfllg,pe<

e
63’ 2

3
and [IDxle,pe <

10



Let T, be the symplectic map generated by F', ® by x and T = ®1oT,0®. Then T
and T§_1 are analytic and symplectic diffemorphisms which defined in D,, 25, p,—36, (G).
It is

TA//(Dpl—251,p2—352 (G) €D, _s 45, (G),

P1—5 P23

and

-1
Té (D01—2517p2—352 (G)) - Dpl 521 7p2_4_152 (G) :

In addition, the conjugate symplectic map Tf{ can be generated by a function F which is

analytic in a domain containing D,_35(G) .

Now, we state and prove an iterative lemma, which is then used in the proof of Normal
Form Lemma.

Lemma 2.8 (Iterative Lemma) Consider F(z,y) = Fy(z) + Z(2,y) + R(%,y) real
analytic in D,(G) and V,, (G) is «, K-nonresonance modulo M, Z € R(M, K). Let the
symplectic map T : (x,y) — (Z,9) be given by the generating function F(Z,y), and let
w(z) = 0Fy(z) satisfying the condition (B]) where 8 < a. Assume

~

ad,
1DZ)6,p.c+ IDRllGpe < G5 with 352, pr < i (£2,1) (8)
where A = 1 + %eKﬁpl. Then, there exists a real analytic canonical transformation

® : (a,¢) — (v, y) such that the conjugate symplectic map 7. = ®~1oT, 0 is generated
by F(a, @) = Fo(a) + Z(a, ¢) + R(a, ¢) with Z € R(M, K) and F is analytic in a domain
containing D,_35(G). In addition, ones have

(a) IDZllG, p-35,c < IDZllc,p.c + |IDRllG, pre -

(b) IDRllcp-ss < {#(1+ 2)[21(1DZll6poc + DRIl p.c) + € %] - | DRllG, p.c +
22(1D 2|6 pre + |IDRll6: p.c) + e~ + 22} || D6, ., where

2A 2 A /BA
N = —+ —
! ad; 01 eaég( 8+ )
n+2 A n-+1 nA /BA 1
Ao — L2
2 01 a+ 01 +ea52( +8+ )

(c) |P® — id’G,pf?oé < AHDRHG,%C'

Proof. We define the transformation ® : (a,¢) — (x,y) implicitly with the help of a

undetermined generating function y by
z=a+0x(a,y), y=¢-0ix(a,y).

11



Because of Lemma 2.7, we have the generating function F (G, ) of the conjugate symplectic
map Té and F is analytic in domain containing D,_35(G).

We choose x satisfying the linear functional equation:
R=" 4 x(a,y +&(a)) — x(a,y) = g(a,p)  for some g€ R(M,K),

where RSX denotes the terms restricted to |k|; < K in the Fourier expansion of R. By

means of the Fourier expansions of R, x and g, ones have the solutions:

Bl k¢ M, |k, < K.

Xela) = { T
0 else.
and
or(0) Ri(a) keM, |kl <K.
k pu—
0 else.
where
=3 @, g=3" xpla)e.
keZm kezn
Thus, x(a,y) = > % €Y and
k¢M
lkh<K
kRy(a) _ 1
Bxlloor = 2 [Tl O < g l2RllG
k M b b
\kﬁSK

where in the last inequality we have used the nonresonance condition. Because

_ 0Ry(a) k(@) [0, R),0
Oxk(a) = [ k@ + (1= oty for k ¢ M, |kl < K,

where we have used that [0aR]; = iRy (a)k (differentiating the Fourier expansion of R).
As before, [Imw(a)|q, p, 00 < Bp1. Thus

1 p
0X1(0) 61,00 < ~ORK(@)G,pro0 + 23 P [0 Rli,
Moreover,
1 p
10,0 < =IO RIG, o0 + 25X 02l 11

Therefore, we have

1 e
I1DXllG,p.e < (= + =€) - |IDRl|c, p,
AO( (0% (9)
£ Z||DRlc.p.c

12



with A =1+ Beekoe,

Let B = Ry o® 10T, 0® : (a,¢) — (a,$) where Ry is a integrable rotation on G x T™
with frequency map w, i.e. Ry(a,p) = (a,p +w(a)), and B can be expressed implicitly as

follows:

On the other hand, let Z(a, ) = Z(a,¢) + PrTi R(a, ), where PpgTx R denotes the
terms restricted to k € M and |k|; < K in the Fourier expansion of R, and assume that
the map @' o T, o ® has the form:

Then, B has the form:

(11)

Combining (I0) and (III), we have

102R(a, 9)l|c, p-35,1 < lla — a+ 02Z(a, )|, ps,1
= |102x(a,y) — D2x(d,5) — 02(Z + R)(&,y) + 22 Z(a,9)|lc, ps,1
<h+DLb+I3+ 14+ Is+ I,
101R (@, 9)|c. p-s35,00 < 1 — ¢ — D1 Z(@,9)l|6, ps, 0
= ||0ux(a, ) — dix(a,y) + 01(Z + R)(&,y) — () + & ()
- 812(&, ‘P)HG,/HXOO
< +Jo+J3+Jy+ J5+ Jg+ Jr7.

13



Iy = [|0ax(a,9) — O2x(a, 9)llc, p—s,1 5

Ir = ||02x(a,9) — dax(a,y +@(a))llG, p-6,1 5

I3 = ||02x(a,y + w(a)) — dox(a,y) + % (R(a,y) — PmTr R(a,y)llc, p—s,1

Iy = ||0eR(2,y) — o R(a,y)||G, p—5,1

Is = |0:Z(2,y) — 02Z(a,y)l|c, p-0,1 + ||02PMm T R(a,y) — O2Pm T R(a, y)lla, p-s,1 5
Is = [|02Z(a,y) — 022(a, 9|, p-6,1 + [|02PM Tk R(a, y) — B2PMmTrR(a, ¢)l|, p—6,1 5

( (@, 9)lc, p—s, 00 »
Jo = ||01x(a,9) — Oix(a,y + w(a))lla, p—s 00 »
(a,y +w(a)) — Oix(a,y) + 0w(a)O2x(a,y + w(a))
+ 01(R(a,y) = PrmTrR(a,y)lla, p—s,.00
= [|01R(2,y) — 01 R(a,y)l|c, p—5,00 »
Js = |0 Z(2,y) — hZ(a,y)llc, p—s,00 + [[O1PMTK (R(a,y) — R(a,y))llc, p—s,00 »
Jo = ||o1Z(a,y) — 012(a,¢)l|c, p-5,00 + 11 PrTr (R(G,y) — R(a, ¢))llc, p—6,00 »
Jr = ||o(2) — w(a)l|a, p—s,00 + 10w(a) - O2x(a,y + &(a))llc, p—s,00 -

(@
(a

Note that all the concerned variables are in D,_s5(G) and we are able to get the following

estimates by middle value theorem and Cauchy estimates.
1 .
I < 5_1||82X||G,p,1 “lla = allg, p-5,1
1 ~ ~ ~ > A~
< 51Xl p.e - (lla = a + 022(a ¢)lle, a1 + 1022 (@ ¢)lle, p-61)

A ~ ~ ~ =~ A
< - gllDRHG,p,c “(Jla —a+02Z(a,9)l|la, p—s,1 + 102Z(a, ¢)||a, p—5,1) »

1
01
where in the last inequality, we have used (3.
1 . -
Iy < —102xllcp,1 - 1§ —y — w(a)lle, p-s,
652
1 N -
< _||DX||G7P7C : ||y —Yy—- W(Q)HG’,p—é,oo .
652
Note that

19 =y = @(a)lla, p-s.00 = [|0(2) = w(a) + 01 (Z + R)(%,y)llc, p-5,00
< B-llE —allg, p-5,1 + 101(Z + R)(Z, )lla, p-6,00 »
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and & = a + da2x(a,y) — (Z + R)(Z,y), so
12 = allg, p—s5,1 < 192xllG, p-5.1 + 102(Z + R)l|c, p—s6,1-

Thus,

N ~ 1
19 =y = w(allle,p-5,00 < BUIDXIlG, p-5,c + ID(Z + R)ll, p-5,c) + _[ID(Z + R)llG, p-s,c -

Therefore,

A
22Dl e+ (5 + HID(E + R)lce

A
I, < ——||DR
» < = IIDRllG .
Similarly, we have

I3 < ||82R>K||G p—6,1 < ||DR>K||G p—é,c <e K52||DR||G piCH

I4§5_1"82RHG7/),1'Hi'_aHG,pfzg,lS_HDRHG7p7c'<EHDRHG’,/),C+HD(Z‘FR)HGJ),c)a
1 .
15§5—1H@2ZHG,@1'H —allg, p- 51t 5 \!52RHGp, |la = alla, p—s,1
1 X ~ ~
S(S—IHDZHvavc —HDRHG pret 5 HDRHG e (la—a+dZllg 51+ 1022llc,p,1)
1

A
6 < =+ =Dl pc (||DZ||a,p,c+ IDRIlc. )

By means of the condition () and above estimates, we get

1 ~ 24 2
§||a—a+822(a,go)||c,p_5,1§[<—5+a ea52(5 + 8+ ))-(HDZHG,p,C

#IDRl6.c) +¢ %] - IDRlG e
Thus,
102R(a, ¢)||c, p-35,1 < 2[21 - (IDR|G, p,c + IDZ|c, p,c) + e 5%2] || DRI, e

BA
where Al a51+51+eo¢62(o¢ +B+%)

By estimating Ji, k = 1,...,7 in a similar way to the above and making use of the

15



previous estimates, we obtain

1 .
Jp < 5—1!\31XHG,p,oo “|la = allg, p—s,1

1 A A _ _
< o —[IDRl[G,p,c - (la —a+ 0 Z)lc. ps.1 + 102Z]lc ps.1) »

1 X N
Jo < —|lowxlla,p - 117 —y — @(a)llG, p—s,00
6(52

n

2Rl (DR e+ (34 DIDE + Rlp.e).

IN

1 _
Js IR 6,y < TIIDR g0 < 2 X% DR]lc e
n A
J1 < —=|IDRlG . (—HDRHapw HD<Z+R>Ha,p,C)7

1 R ~ ~
J5§E||DZ||G,p,C _||DR||Gp,c+ ||DR||Gp, ([la — a+ 822]|c, p-s,1 + 1102Z]|G, p,1)

1 A
o —lIDEllG,p.c - (IDZllG.p.c + [IDRllG, p.c) »

A
J7 < 28|[02xllc, p—6,1 <28 a||DR||G,p,c-

Js

IN

Combining the above estimates, we get

=~ . 1 A R -
cl|O1R(a, p)llc, p-36,00 < {5—(1 + —) Na—a+0Zl|g, p—s5,1+ D2 ([[DZ]|c,p,c + [IDR||, p,c)

_ 2B Ac
LK p }'HDRHG,p,ca
where
2 A +1 A A 1
A2:n+ 24l + = (5—+5+—>.
01 o 01 eads \ @ c

Because 91 < 1, we have

IDR||c, p—35,c < max (||02R|G, p—36.1, /|01 R||c, p—36,00)

2 A -
< {20+ D) [Ba(1DFe e + 1Dl ) + 5] IDR .

_ 2B Ac
+ 8o(|[DZ|, p,c + [IDRlG, p.c) + € KMBT}

|IDR[g,p,c-

Finally,

. A
|Pe® —id|G, p-35 < ||02xlG,p-6.1 < IDXllG.p.c < —[IDEllG,p,c-
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2.1 Proof of Normal Form Lemma

As the Hamiltonian case, we shall construct a series of symplectic transformations ®®,
each of which reduces the norm of remainder by factor % After applying Iterative Lemma
N times, we can get an exponentially small remainder by choosing N = N(K) adequately.

Let N > 1 be an integer to be chosen below. Denoting p(*) = p — 3id, with § = &
Obviously, p® = pli—1) — 34.

Next we apply Iterative Lemma N times, and obtain a series of symplectic transfor-
mations ®() : D, (G) = D,a-1(G) for 1 <i < N. Let T =00 o -1 o...0 00,
ngi) S TORES T, o ¥ and the generating functions FO = Fy + Z®) + R of the
symplectic map TASZ') with Z() € R(M, K).

Now, we are going to show that if %% > 2 then the claims below are true for 1 <7 < N.

. i1 .
(a) 1029 o, < ZOHDR(“HGJ,(J-),C-
j:

(b) ||DR(i)||G,p(i),c S %HDR(Z'_UHG,p(i*l),C .

The proof is done by induction.
Setting R = f and Z© = 0, and we choose the parameter ¢ = % = §_1 so that
5e = 61 = ¢dy. Due to i < 5% and C > 30, we have

apt _ _ _api ady b,

D e < = < —= =—< .
121l CAKpy — 120AN 20A ~ 60A

Note that
« apy  ade - 09

PLS IKG S 18NF 83 68’

Thus, Iterative Lemma can be applied with 5= gn instead of . Due to p; < ﬁ, we have

A—1+6 Kﬁpl<1+£<1+ <9

2Kpy =

(12)

and 284
ﬁc<

1
o Kpo

< % (13)

By means of @) and (I2), we get

n+2 n+1 n 1 1
IDRY ||G,,1>c_(ea+ 5t os T Tt ) IPflles

< 2D flle, e

The claim (a) is obviously true for i = 1.

17



For 1 < i < N, note that

_ DR |, o ade
|IDRC 1)||G,p(¢*1),c < #p <|IDflla,p,c < GOA’
and
—2 065
IDZ5 Dl im0 e < D INDRDllg 0 o < DRl pre < 555 -
7=0

Thus, Iterative Lemma can be applied with g5 instead of 6. The claim (a) is easy to

prove, and the claim (b) can be proved by the following estimates:

. 9 A . . _
IDRD ||y, < {5_1(1 + =) [AI(HDZ(Z Dlg, pi-v,c + [IDRED||g ion o) +e Kﬂ'

IDROD]lg, o1 o + 82(1DZ Vg o o +IPRED]l i)

s 2BAC .
+e Koo + T} : ||DR( 1)||G,p(i*1),c

2 A _ K\ || D
g{5—1(1+5)(A1 2([DfllG,p.c + e eN)mHAzHDfHGw

_EKpp 1 i
+e N +ﬁ} . HDR(Z 1)HG,p(i—l)7c

1 i
< —|IDRC 1>||G,,J<z~fl>,c.

Now we may choose N = [Kp 2] 12 . After iterating N times, the

exponential small remainder is given by

’ 920

Df el _Kpa
IDEllg, 5.0 = IDRVllg 5, < 1PIMG0e < 5o~ D).

The conclusion 3) is obtained from the fact that

|P(I)_Zd|G’E<Z|P(I) —id|g, pi <Z—|IDR IIG,,mc_ IIDfIIGp,
=1 =1
P1
Sﬁa

where the last inequality is a consequence of () and C > 48. Here we remark that if
Kps <12, all results are obvious if we take ® as the identity map.

3 The Geometry of Resonances

In this section, we concern the covering of the whole action space G, by a family of

resonant blocks associated to different lattice M. For the symplectic map, the original

18



geometric construction in [3] requires some modifications (see also [12]). Here in addition
to K, our geometric construction will be characterized by 2n positive parameters 0 <
ag=a; <ay <--- < a, <1and d,0d2, - ,d,. More precisely, for any choice of these
parameters, for each K-lattice M C Z" with dimM = r, and some | = (I1,...,l,) € Z",
we define:

i) Resonant manifold
Ry ={re Gy KV . &(x)+2rl; =0, j=1,...,r}

where k... k(") is a K-basis.

ii) Resonant zone

ZM {x € Gy;

kU . w(x)+2nlj| <oy, j=1,...,7}

where k... k(") is a K-basis.
Note that, for r = 0, K-lattice ./\/( is trivial, and Zy is defined as coinciding with the

whole action space G,. Denoting by Z, 1 < r < n, the union of all resonant zones with

-U U TZM’

I dim(M

the same dimension r, i.e.

and set 2, | = 0.

iii) Resonant block

85\4 - Zjlvl \Z

Especially, By = Zy\Z}. The dimension r of M will also be called the multiplicity of the
corresponding resonant manifold, zone or block.

iv) Cylinder

First, let I1y((z) be the hyperplane through x parallel to M with the same dimension-
ality, and denote its d, neighborhood by IIp4, s, (), i.e.

Mags, (z) = {Z € R™; dist(z, O (z)) < 6, ).
Then, for z € Bl , the cylinder is defined by
Chu.s. (@) = Mg, 5, () () Za

a5, (%) (V0Zpm -
v) Extended resonant block

Bis. = |J Chus (@)



Remarks: 1. In the definition of the resonant zone, we make the point that [ is
bounded because of |k|; < K and the boundedness of w(z) and a. In addition, the

resonant zones with the same lattice M don’t intersect for different I.

2. The resonant blocks 85\4 constitute a covering of the action space G, that is

Gy = U Upm Bl -

Now, we shall prove some properties of the geometry construction.

Proposition 3.1 (i) For any 2 € Bl with dim(M) =r € {0,1,...,n — 1}, if k €
L} \M, then |k - W(x) + 27nly| > ay4q for any ly € Z. In particular, for any = € By it is
|k - w(x) + 2mly| > ay for any k € Z}\{0}, Iy € Z.

(i)

U U Bﬂ\,l:Z:\ :+1-

[ dim(M)=r
(iii)
gv\ :+1:U U 85\/1-

I dim(M)<r
(iv) If M is r-dimensional K-lattice, 1 <r < n, then for any x € BY,

or K1
Bu

diam(CﬂVl,ér () < =0, +

Q.

=

Proof. In order to prove the statement (i) by contradiction, assume that there exist
lp € Z and = € Bl such that |k - &(z) + 27lo| < 41 for any k € ZE\M. Note
that o, < a,11, then we obtain that there exists a r + 1-dimensional K-lattice M’ and
I' = (I,1y) such that = € Z%,. However, z ¢ Zr | in view of the definition of B),. We

get the contradiction.

For the properties (ii) and (iii), it is readily to obtain from the definitions. In fact,

U U su=U U &)

I dim(M)=r I dim(M)=r

:<U U Z.l/\/l>\2:+1

I dim(M)=r

:Z:\ :Jrl,
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and

J U BM U(U USBM)

[ dim(M)< s=0 | dim
U (z\2)
5=0
=G\Z 1
Finally, before proving the statement (iv), we need a technique lemma which refers to [3].
Lemma 3.1 [3] Let ED k@ ... k() be linearly independent vectors of Z" with
|k®)|; < K, and w € R™ be any linear combination of 1), k) ... k(") satisfying |w-k?)| <

a, (i=1,...,r) then one has
wls < 7K™ o

Let’s continue the proof of Proposition 3.1 (iv). For any z1,25 € C}, 5. (¥) with z €
B, there exist x7, 23 € I r(x) such that |2} — z1]2 < 6, and |23 — 22]2 < 6, . Due to the

convexity of the function Fy, we conclude that
Bular — xa|3 < [(@(x1) = D(w2)) - (w1 — 22)]
< |(@(@1) = B(x2)) - (21— 27)| + |(@(21) — B(@2)) - (a7 — 23)]
+ (@ (1) — &(x2)) - (25 — z2)|
< 2B|wy — waly - 6 + (@ (1) — D(w2)) - (] — a5)] . (14)

Note that x] — 23 parallel to M, so

|(@(21) = B(22)) - (2] = 23)] = [Pm(@(21) — &(x2)) - (2] — )] (15)

where Py denote the projection of a vector onto M. Moreover,

— 1‘1 ‘ + ‘,PM ) — &(.%’2)) . (.%'1 — .%'2)|
+ [Pr(@(a1) — D(22)) - (22 — 23)|
§2B|$1 — $2|2 -0, + |PM(L~U($1) — (:J(xg)) . (231 — $2)‘ . (16)
Let kU k@ ... k() € Z" be the K-basis of M. Since z1,29 € Z,, for each i €
{1,2,...,r}, there exists l; € Z such that {k(z w(x1)+27l;| < oy and {k(z &(x2)+2ml;| <

a, . Thus, we have

‘PM((TJ(QJ ) — w(x2)) | = ‘ ) —w(xg)) - k:(i)|
:‘k(i) cw(zy) + 27l — k() cw(xg) — 27Tll" < 2a, .

21



From Lemma 3.1 it follows:
|Pm(@(z1) — @(22))], < K" a, . (17)
Combining ([I4) — ([T), we get
Bulzr — 2|5 < 4B|71 — 2|2 - 0 + 2r K" Ly - |z — 222 -

That is
orKr—1

B

4
|z — @2|2 < pér + Q.

4 The Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we will complete the proof of Theorem 1. Now, we have to make
a choice for free parameters K, aq,- - ,qa, and 01, -+ ,d, in order to satisfy two impor-
tant properties which are crucial points in the following proof. First, there is no inter-
section among the extended blocks with the same dimensional lattices. More precisely,
Vs, (Blv.5.)N zh =0 for any M’ # M with dim(M) = dim(M’) = r, and I’ € Z7, that
is called the condition of nonoverlapping of resonances [3]. Second, if action variables can
leave the initial cylinder in an exponentially long time, they must enter some resonant
block associated to a lower dimensional lattice.

Obviously, the condition of nonoverlapping of resonances is equivalent to the following

form:
k- @(x) + 2nlg| > o for all € Vs (Blys), k€Zj\Mandly € Z.
In order to satisfy the above condition, we can make choice

INT r(r—1)
oy = (—) rlK—2 o, r>2
I

Q.

=355

Indeed, one can remark that for any x € V;, (85\4 5.), there exists z. € Bﬂvt such that
|x — zu|o <O + %& + 2rg;_lar by the definition of the extended block and Proposition
3.1 (iv). Therefore, for any z € V5, (B, 5.)s k € L \M, and ly € Z, we have

- @(a) + 2mlo] > |k - B(a) + 2nlo| — [k - (@() — B(x.)

> app1 — KBlr — 242

orKT1
o).

4
2047"+1_K/8<5r+;5r+ 5/1,
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Thus the nonoverlapping condition of resonances is satisfied only if a1 — K3 (5r+%5r+

2rKr—1
Bu
resonances, we can prove that

ar) > «, through the above choices. By means of the nonoverlapping condition of

‘1 — et > for all x €V, (85\47&) ke Zi\M. (18)

™

+27rl

For this purpose, we can choose [ = [(w, k) € Z such that ‘ € [0, %] Thus,

‘1 — FO@)| = 2gin k-(z) + 2nl > Ak o) & 2l > 2047».
m 2 m
When choosing pgr) = min (4Kﬁ’ ) < d, and pgr) = 09, Normal Form Lemma can

. . . 2 . .
be applied in the domain Vpg*)/z(BM,ér) X pr)/Q(T”) with o = Za,, if the following

conditions are satisfied:

17 <2l (19
G, oW o = 7 CAKP
plr) S 51 9 (20)
r _ gl ) _ oy
where G\ = B) 5, ¢ =
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.3 we have HDfH 0,60 ) S (r) 1fllg,,5 = L&
r y O p2
Therefore, in order to satisfy (I9), we require
(r)
E< 2rP1 (21)
CAK~

According to Normal Form Lemma, there exists a symplectic transformation @ :
Dp(r)/4(G(7")) — Dp(r)/2(G(7")) such that the conjugate symplectic map 77, = P loT,0®
is generated by the analytic function F' = Fy + Z + R with Z € R(M, K) and

w9
IDE] 0y o0 oy <3672 150 €.
4 p2

Claim 1. Under the above conditions, denote by 7, and 7_ the possibly times of escape

of z(t) from ij at positive and negative times respectively. Then for any xg € 85\4 , one

( )
h z i in(7) () = B0 5
as z(t) € Cly 5 (o) if [t| < min(T"), 74, —7_) with T =a -

Consider the action variables of Tf/, it is given by

0Z(a,p) OR(a, )
a—( Oy * Oy >’

a =

23



and consider a auxiliary system

a/ = q — 82(&,@) i
I
After iterating ¢ times, we have a(t) € I1x((a(0)), and

. OR(a, p) r p
la(t) —alt)lz < [¢]- HTHG(H’& S T )HDRHG(MJJZ_”,C(M = 21—4'

4

Thus,

dist ((t), Ta (2(0))) < [x(t) — a(t)]2 + |a(t) — a(t)]2 + dist(a(t), Ha(x(0)))
.
Sostar Tt ?
- 4
That is z(t) € Cf\/wr(xo) if [t| < min(T™), 7, —7_).
Claim 2. Assume 7, —7_ < T(") and there exists t, satisfying z(t,) € Cﬁ\/l,&r (xg), but
x(te +1) ¢ Cf\/[’(» (xo), then z(t, + 1) € Bﬂ(/l, with dim(M’) < r and some '

Note that

ot + 1) — 2(t)]2 < |2(t +1) —a(ts + 1)]2 + H@HGW@J
[, -
P1 pgﬂ
< +2||Df||G(T) p D +3||Df||g(r) P ) elr) +?
(7”)
<? Hovs5. e

P2

where we have used Normal Form Lemma. Because of C > 51, A > 1, a, < 1 and @1,
we have

2 o)1 p”
P S 6%50 o0 S 6x5l’
P2 Kp,

(r)

when K > (r) = 712 Thus, |z(ts + 1) — z(t)]2 < B < %. That means z(t, + 1) €

Vs, (Bl 5.)- At this time there are only two possible cases: x(t,+1) € ZKA for some I' € Z"
or z(tx + 1) ¢ Z* by the nonoverlapping condition of resonances. However, for any I’ # [,
x(ty + 1) ¢ 24, In fact, because x(t,) € 2}, we have kU &(z(t,) +2nli] < o, =
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L,...,7. Thus, for any I} € Z and I # 1,

k9 - S(a(t, + 1)) + 2715 | = [K9) - (@(x(ts + 1)) — D(2(t))) + &Y - B(x(ty)) + 27l
+ 27‘('[; — 27le|

0
ZQﬂ—ar—Kﬁ-Zr

> 1.

Therefore z(t, + 1) ¢ Zf. Because of the property (iii) in Proposition 3.1, one has
x(te + 1) € Bprgy with dim(M') < r. Tt is shown that z(¢) enter some resonant block
associated to lower dimensional lattice, after going out of the original cylinder only through
its base during [t| < T

The stability estimates now apply to all blocks simultaneously, if

M - alpgl)

€= —F €< ==, 22
B " CAKT (22)
Pgn) <o, (23)
< min qoy 24
B < min {oi}, (24)

1 1

gy 09

The ([22) — [23) are satisfied if we require
2

¢ S an 2 2 Y (26)
a, < AK Moy . 27

On the other hand, in order to keep as small as possible for the diameter of the
cylinders, at least the order of K~!, it is convenient to put o, = 4MK "o;. Due to

o1 < 137, S0 @, < 1. Finally, let 8 = 1r<nii£1n{ai} and K = ¢ b with b = 2(n? +n+2).

Then, K > a% when ¢ < Jg.

From the above discussions, it is clear that for any initial value z(, the adapted normal
form can be constructed in the corresponding extended resonant block. The normal form
provides the confinement of the action x(t) in IIx((zg). Moreover, z(t) must enter one
of the other resonant block with lower dimensional multiplicity after out of the previous
one, arrives in the nonresonant block at worst, where it stops. Thus, the stability radius
A satisfies

~ AM onK" 1M

A < (n—l)(ﬁén—{— T an) + Ao,
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where A denotes the deviation of the action variables when them get into the nonresonant
block and [t| < T™. This number can be estimated directly as follows.

According to Proposition 3.1 (i), for any = € By, {k-w )+2ml| > o for all k € Z7\{0}
and [y € Z. Then we can prove

‘1 _ pik@(@)
T

2
> —ap forall z € By, ke Zi\{0}.

by the same technique that be used in the proof of (I8). Furthermore, applying Lemma
2.1 with G = By, p1 = pgl), o= %al, and M = {0}, we have

> M for all x € Vp(1) (Bo), k€ Zg\{0}.
1

‘1 _ ki)
T

. m a
Now, we can apply Normal Form Lemma with G = By, p = %, a = %, and M = {0}
under the condition (26). Then there exists a real analytic canonical transformation
® : D,y 4(Bo) — Dp(l)/z(BO) such that T = ®~1oT, o ® is generated by the analytic
function F'(a, ) = Fy(a) + Z(a, ) + R(a, ) with Z € R(M, K). Due to M = {0}, Z

only depends on the action variables, and the system becames

&_a,_aR(a”SD)
R
_ ., OR(@) | 92() | 0R(a.)
=Yt T o 94

After iterating t times with |t| < T(1),

’f -5
la(t) — 0 |5y, 22
. (1)
<TW . 3¢~ 1 ||Df|| p(21)’c(1)
(1)
P1
< o1

Thus, |z(t) — z(0)|]2 < |x(t) — a(t)|2 + |a(t) — a(0)]|2 + |a(0) — z(0)]2 < ph < §,,. That
means Ao <6, and

Therefore, we have

AM InK" M

|z(t) — 2(0)|2 < n(ﬁé B a,) forall z(0) € G, and |t| < T

Note that I = vz, so

~ 16M  8nM
|I(t)—I(0)|2<7A<n(—+ n )01-6

o=
Il
®)
o
(@)
=
i

3m m
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where ¢y = 2 (3n + 2)0;.

Combining the above discussion, we can choose the stability time 7" = lr<rlj£1 {10} =
<i<n

T Precisely,

W @ Kot 1
p_Pipre Q102 270

27¢ T 9eKM

. 2Ng10
with Ty = (21v12)7n'1 :

. And the perturbation ¢ < min(ep, 03), where
2. 4
M * Ul

72(21n + 30)2 [(2L)n . )]t

€p —

Finally, in order to prevent action variables from going out of G, we restrict Iy € G—A.

5 Application

An application of the above theorem gives the exponential stability of a nearly inte-
grable symplectic map with a small twist, which often comes from numerical discretiza-
tion of Hamiltonian systems. Consider a one-parameter family of symplectic map Cs
with the parameter s satisfying 0 < s < 1 and the analytic generating function Hy =
sHy(I) + sh(I,6). The small twist map is given by

. on(I,0)

I=1- S~

0=0+ saHOA(I) + sah({’ %) :
ol ol

The result can ba stated as follows.

Theorem 5.1 Let H, be analytic in D,(G), where G is an open bounded domain of
R", 0 = (01,09) is positive, and w(I) = dHy(I) satisfying (). Consider the above small
twist symplectic map Cs defined on G x T™. If

e =[|hllg,s < min(eo, 03), (28)
where s
€0 = MZ 71 40
72(21n + 30)2[(ZL)n . pl]

b=2(n?>+n+2) and oy < ﬁ . Then for any 0 < s < 1, the symplectic map Cs satisfies
[I(t) —Iola <A for [t|<T and IpeG-—-A,
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where (I(t),0(t)) = C'(Ip,0p) (t is viewed as iterative times),

8nM
A = COE% with ¢y = n—(3n + 2)0’1 ,
3m
_ -3 c1e_% : _ (ﬁ)nala2 _ 02
T =Tphe e with Ty = BT and ¢ = 94"

Here we only outline the proof of the above theorem since it is almost the same as
the proof of Theorem 1. First, in this case, the small denominators became 1 — et-s@()
Therefore, in order to construct the resonant normal form with respect to the K-lattice
M, we restrict to the subset

Gs={reG,: 1-e**®|>sa, VkeZi\M}.

The corresponding Normal Form Lemma holds if the quantity are sf, sM, sm, sa and

50 instead of f, M, m, o and /3 respectively. That means if s||Df||q, ,,c < gj‘;{” , then
p2

there exists a real analytic canonical transformation @ : Do (G) — D,(G) such that the

conjugate symplectic map 77, = P 1oT, 0 : Dg (G) — D,(G) is generated by the analytic
function F' = sFy+ sZ + sR with Z € R(M, K) and R exponential small. Moreover, the
same estimates about Z and R hold like in Lemma 2.2.

On the other hand, the geometric construction also needs some modifications. Pre-
cisely, the parameter s enters the definitions of resonant manifold, zone, and block. w(x)
and «, should be replaced by sw(z) and s, respectively. Thus we obtain the correspond-
ing resonant manifold, zone, and block. We remark that the arguments of the proposition
3.1 still hold in this case.

Finally, we make the same choices about the parameters «,.,d, (r = 1,...,n) and K
as before, and the desired estimates can be derived. The details are omitted here.

In the following contents, we will discuss the exponential stability of symplectic inte-
grator which applied to the integrable Hamiltonian system by the Theorem 5.1. Integrable
Hamiltonian system is a very important class of dynamic system. In general it possesses
many enough first integrals. Therefore, it exhibits regular dynamic behavior which corre-
sponds to periodic and quasi-periodic motions in phase space through action-angle vari-
ables. However, in many cases the action-angle variables may not be known explicitly.
Then it is difficult to compute solutions of the given integrable Hamiltonian system, and
numerical integration is necessary.

After the pioneering work of Channel (1983), Feng Kang (1985, 1986) and Ruth (1983),
the symplectic integrator has become a widely interested subject on the problem of numer-

ically solving Hamiltonian systems. Extensive computer experimentation, by some typical
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models of Hamiltonian systems, has shown the overwhelming superiority of symplectic
algorithms over the conventional non-symplectic ones, especially in simulating the global
and structural dynamic behavior of the systems (e.g. see [14] and [I1]). The symplectic
algorithm, which applied to integrable Hamiltonian system, may be characterized as a
perturbation of the phase flow of the integrable system. Here the smallness of the per-
turbation is described by the time-step size of the algorithm which also enters into the
frequency map of the integrable system. Therefore numerical stability problem arises.

There has been recently some nice work about the numerical analysis of symplectic
algorithms for Hamiltonian systems, for example, by Benettin & Giorgilli [4], Hairer &
Lubich [I3], Shang [20], and Stoffer [22]. Stoffer proved the numerical solutions is inte-
grable up to a remainder which is exponential small with respect to the step-size when
a symplectic integrator is applied to a integrable system. However, the result requires
that the initial frequency satisfying the strong non-resonance condition. In addition, for
non-resonance time step-size, Shang obtained the existence result of numerical invariant
tori of symplectic algorithms.

We consider a integrable Hamiltonian system (usually not given in action-angle vari-

ables)

oq op

and apply to it a symplectic algorithm G}I‘_I of order r with step size h. For an overview

OHpq) . _0H(pq (29)

on the symplectic integrators see the book of Haire, Lubich and Wanner [I4]. Because of
Arnold-Liouville theorem, there exists a symplectic transformation ¥ : (I,0) — (p, ¢) such
that the new Hamiltonian H(I) = H o ¥(I,6), that only depends on the action variables,
(1,0) € G x T". Here we assume H and H is analytic in D,(G) and V,, (G) respectively.
And w(I) = agy) satisfies the condition (). In the action-angle variables, the equation
[29) takes the simple form

OH(I)

I=0, ézw(I):T. (30)

The symplectic integrator Gf}{ becames éf}{ =¥ lo G}ﬁ oW,

Lemma 5.1 [20] There exists a function f" which depends on the time step h such
that it is well-defined and real analytic in the domain Dg(G) for h € [0,4] with § being a
sufficiently small positive number so that CNJI}{ :(I,0) — (I',0") can be expressed by f" as
follows:

I'=1- h”“iafhég’ 9), 0' =6+ hw(Il')+h"

Moreover, there exists L independent on h such that || f"|| < L.

lafh(I/’ 9)

oI (5D

29



Now the Theorem 5.1 can be applied to C, = C?}{ if h" f" satisfies the estimate (28])

with o = §. Therefore we have the following result.

Theorem 5.2 Under the above assumption on H, apply a symplectic method G}I‘_I of

order r to the equation (29]). Let é}ﬁ generate an orbit (I1,61), (I2,62), ... with any initial

value (I, 6p) in action-angle variables. Then there are positive constants hg, cg, ¢1, Ty such
that for all h < hg, the following estimates hold

L — Io|z < coh’,

for all m with mh < Toh~17e * and b = 2(n? +n +2).
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