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Averaging and passage through resonances in two-frequency
systems near separatrices”

Anatoly Neishtadt and Alexey Okunev

Abstract

The averaging method is a classical powerful tool in perturbation theory of dynamical
systems. There are two major obstacles to applying the averaging method, resonances and
separatrices. In this paper we obtain realistic asymptotic estimates that justify the use of aver-
aging method in a generic situation where both these obstacles are present at the same time,
passage through a separatrix for time-periodic perturbations of one-frequency Hamiltonian
systems. As a general phenomenon, resonances accumulate at separatrices. The Hamiltonian
depends on a parameter that slowly changes for the perturbed system (so slow-fast Hamilto-
nian systems with two and a half degrees of freedom are included in our class). Our results can
also be applied to perturbations of generic two-frequency integrable systems near separatrices,
as they can be reduced to periodic perturbations of one-frequency systems.
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1 Introduction

Small perturbations of integrable Hamiltonian systems is an important class of dynamical
systems encountered in various applications. Far from the separatrices of the unperturbed
system one can use the action-angle variables of the unperturbed system. The values of action
variables slowly change for the perturbed system and their evolution can be approximately
described by the averaged system that is obtained by averaging the rate of change of the action
variables over all values of the angle variables. For perturbations of one-frequency systems,
the averaged system describes the evolution of the action variables for all initial data with
accuracy O(g) over times ~ e~ ' ([1], [2]). Here ¢ is the small parameter of perturbed system.

For two-frequency systems, the averaged system describes the evolution of most initial
data (except a set with measure O(y/€)) with accuracy O(y/g|In¢|) over times ~ e~' ([3],
see also review [41] and references therein and earlier work [5], where two-frequency systems
were studied under a condition that prohibits capture into resonances). Resonances between
two frequencies of the problem are possible, and, as these frequencies change along solutions
of the perturbed system, it is possible that the ratio between the frequencies remains near a
resonant value for times ~ e~ *. This phenomenon is called capture into resonance, and there
are examples (e.g., in [4]) when this happens for a set of initial data with measure ~ /e
Capture into resonances is the reason for the exceptional set with measure O(y/€). Most
trajectories are not captured into resonances, but still passing through resonances leads to a
jump of order /e (for most trajectories), this is called scattering on resonance. This is why
accuracy of averaging method is only O(y/eln¢€) (extra logarithm appears because for some
trajectories outside the exceptional set scattering is larger than O(/¢)).

Results that hold for multi-frequency systems are weaker. Very general results [6, 7] about
averaging in slow-fast systems imply that for any p > 0 the measure of the set of initial
data such that accuracy of averaging method is worse than p is o(1).—o. Restriction of the



generality allows to estimate how this measure depends on p and € ([8, §6.1.9] and references
therein).

The phase space of the unperturbed system is often divided into several domains by separa-
trices. Solutions of the perturbed system can cross separatrices of the unperturbed system and
move between these domains. Effects of separatrix crossing are well studied for one-frequency
systems ([9] and references therein). Importantly, separatrix crossing leads to probabilistic
phenomena. For example, trajectory of a point moving in a double-well potential (unper-
turbed system) with small friction (perturbation) eventually exhibits separatrix crossing and
remains bounded in one of the two wells. Trajectories caught in each well are finely mixed in
the phase space when friction is small, thus capture in each well can be considered a ”random
event” with definite probability (see the discussion in [10], [9]). One can modify averaged
system to cover trajectories crossing separatrices: when the solution of averaged system in
some domain reaches the separatrices (and thus averaged system in this domain is no longer
defined), one can write averaged system in another domain bounded by the same separatri-
ces and continue this solution using averaged system in the other domain. When capture in
several domains is possible after separatrix crossing, there are modified averaged systems de-
scribing capture into each such domain. The evolution of most initial data (with exceptional
set having measure O(e") for any r > 0, this set corresponds to solutions that come too close
to the saddle of perturbed system) is described by a solution of modified averaged system with
accuracy O(e|lne|) ([9]).

Separatrix crossing is much less studied for perturbations of Hamiltonian systems with two
and more frequencies. Separatrix crossing for time-periodic perturbations of one-frequency
systems of special form (periodically forced by a single harmonic and weakly damped motion
in a double-well potential) is considered in [11] under an assumption that periodic forcing is
sufficiently small so that captures into resonances close to separatrices do not occur. Authors
use multiphase averaging between resonances and single-phase averaging near resonances to
obtain formulas for the boundaries of the sets of initial data captured in each well (without rig-
orous justification). Stochastic perturbations of time-periodic perturbations of one-frequency
systems were studied in [12].

The goal of this paper is to obtain realistic estimates for the accuracy of averaging method
for time-periodic perturbations of one-frequency systems with separatrix crossing. The un-
perturbed Hamiltonian can depend on a parameter that slowly changes for perturbed system.
This is a generic situation when there are both resonances and separatrix crossing. Pertur-
bations of generic two-frequency systems can be reduced to this case, see Section 3.5 below.
Phase angle on the closed phase trajectories of the unperturbed system and time are two
angle variables, and resonances between their frequencies are possible. Far from separatrices
results on two-frequency systems mentioned earlier are applicable. Resonances accumulate on
separatrices and resonances near separatrices have to be studied separately. We prove that
accuracy of averaging method O(y/g|Ine|) holds for most initial conditions, the exceptional
set has measure O(+/€|In®¢|). We also prove formulas for ”probabilities” of proceeding into
different domains after separatrix crossing similar to the formulas that hold in one-frequency
case [9].

A natural and frequently encountered in applications subclass of systems we consider is the
motion of a particle in a double-well or periodic potential with small friction and time-periodic
forcing (there might also be a slow change of parameters). One example of such system is the
system describing planar librational movement of an arbitrary shaped satellite in an elliptic
orbit (cf., e.g., [13, Problem 1.2.19]; dissipation caused by tidal friction can be added to this
problem). More examples can be found in [11].

Perturbations of two-frequency Hamiltonian systems can be reduced to our case, cf. Sec-
tion 3.5. Examples of two-frequency integrable systems with separatices include Euler top,
geodesic flows on ellipsoid or a surface of revolution [14], Neumann problem [15] (i.e., movement
on a sphere in a quadratic potential). One can also consider Kovalevskaya top (a 3-frequency
integrable system), the coordinate corresponding to rotation around vertical axis is cyclic, so
if the perturbation does not depend on this coordinate, the problem is reduced to a pertur-
bation of a two-frequency system. Integrable systems with separatrices often appear as model
problems arising after an asymptotic approximation in the study of non-integrable systems,
e.g., a rigid body with vibrating suspension point ([16] and references therein), normal forms
near equilibria and periodic trajectories ([3, §8.3, §8.4] and reference therein), Hamiltonian
systems near resonances (e.g., [17] and references therein).

An important application of separatrix crossing is multiturn extraction in accelerator
physics [18]. Consider a particle beam moving in a circular accelerator in horizontal direction
(vertical direction is ignored in this problem). Accelerator tune measures the number of oscil-
lations the beam makes on each pass around the accelerator. The idea of multiturn extraction
is to vary the tune near a resonant value (e.g., 1 : 4), this generates several well-separated
beams of particles. The dynamics is represented by iterations of one-turn transfer map, some
power of this map (4th power for 1 : 4 resonance) is close to identity. This power of the
transfer map can be written as unit-time flow of a vector field that slowly depends on time (as
the map itself slowly depends on time) with small perturbation depending on time fastly and



periodically. Initially, phase portrait of the unperturbed vector field has no separatices, but
then, as the tune slowly changes, saddles connected by separatrices appear near the origin and
domains bounded by these separatrices begin to grow, capturing the initial beam of particles
into different domains bounded by separatrices and splitting it into several smaller beams.
Thus the splitting of particle beam can be modeled by separatrix crossings for time-periodic
perturbations of one-frequency systems. See also [19], where possibility of extending the re-
sults of adiabatic theory from differential equations to quasi-integrable area-preserving maps
is discussed.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we discuss averaging method and two
main obstacles to its use, resonances and separatices. Then we discuss results of this paper in
a less formal manner. In Section 4 we briefly discuss main ideas of the proofs and differences
between resonance crossing far from separatices and near separatices. Then in Section 3 the
results are stated. The rest of the paper contains proofs, plan of these parts can be found in
Section 5.

2 Averaging, resonances, separatrix crossings

2.1 Averaging method
Consider a Hamiltonian system

OH OH
= 0H 9, 21
=3, p 94 z (2.1)
Here p, g € R™ and the Hamiltonian H(p, ¢, z) depends on a scalar or vector parameter z. We
will call (2.1) the unperturbed system. Suppose that this system is completely integrable (this
always holds if m = 1) and in some domain of the phase space one can introduce action-angle
variables I € R™, ¢ € T™ = R™/27Z™. Then (2.1) rewrites as

1=0, ¢=w(,z), 2=0,

where w = %—II{ is the vector of frequencies. We will call the system (2.1) m-frequency system.

Let us add a small perturbation e f:

. OH . OH .
q_aip'i_‘ffq(paqazﬂf% p__87q +5fp(p7q7275)7 z—Efz(p,q7z,8).

This rewrites in the action-angle variables as

I=cfil,p,ze), ¢=wl,z2)+efo(l,p,2,6), z=cf:(I,p,2), (22)

where fr, fo, f. are the components of f in the action-angle variables:
Oy dy 9y
=72 Y =1 0.

We see that I and z are slow variables of the perturbed system (f, Z = O(e) far from separa-
trices), o is fast variable. Evolution of slow variables can be approximately described using
averaged system ]

I'=¢e(fi(1,¢,2,0))p, z=¢e(f2(I,0,2,0)).
Here (), denotes averaging over the angle variables ¢. For perturbations of one-frequency
systems far from separatices this works for all initial data with accuracy O(g) for times ~ e+
(11, 12)).

There are two major obstacles to the use of averaging. First, when the number of frequen-
cies is at least two, resonances between frequencies of unperturbed system are possible, then
the values of ¢ for solutions of unperturbed system do not span the whole T™. Second, so-
lutions of perturbed system can cross separatrices of unperturbed system and move from one
domain foliated by Liouville tori I = const to another such domain. One action-angle chart
cannot cover such trajectories; moreover, action-angle variables are singular on separatrices.
In the following two subsections we discuss each of these obstacles in more detail.



2.2 Separatrix crossing in one-frequency systems

Figure 1: The unperturbed system.

Consider one-frequency systems, i.e., in (2.1) p, ¢ € R. Suppose that for all z the unperturbed
system has a saddle C(z) with two separatrix loops I and l> forming a figure eight (Fig-
ure 1). Solutions of perturbed system can cross separatrices of the unperturbed system. Set
h(p,q,2) = H(p,q,2) — H(pc(z),qc(2), z), where (pc,qc) = C(z) is the saddle. Then h =0
on separatrices, assume h > 0 in the domain Bz (outside separatices) and h < 0 in the domain
B1UB> (inside). We can use energy h instead of action I, then h, z are new slow variables (let
us call them energy-angle variables). We can write averaged system in this varables. Gluing

Figure 2: Phase space of averaged system.
Adapted from [9].

together averaged systems in Bz and Bi (or Bz2) by h = 0 (cf. Figure 2), we obtain averaged
system describing transition from Bz to B (or Ba).

Averaging method works ([9]) for most initial data with measure of exceptional set O(e"),
where r can be as large as needed. Accuracy of averaging method O(e) before separatrix
crossing and O(e|Ineg|) after separatrix crossing holds for initial data outside the exceptional
set (again for times ~ £7'). This means that after separatrix crossing evolution of slow
variables is approximately described by averaging system describing either transition to B; or
to Bz. Let us note that the exceptional set is formed by points passing very close to the saddle
of perturbed system and the number r above can be set as large as needed, but larger r gives
worse constant in the estimate O(e|lne|) for accuracy of averaging method.

Let us say that the outcome of separatrix crossing for some initial data in Bs is 1 if the
corresponding solution of perturbed system moves to By and 2 if it moves to Bz. Initial
data in Bs with different outcomes are finely mixed, O(e) change in initial data is enough to
change the outcome. Thus outcome of separatrix croissing is often treated in literature as
”random event” with some ”probability”. We state one precise definition of such probability
in Section 3.4 below, see also [9] for another definion of such probability and more discussion
of this topic.

Particular case when perturbed system is also Hamiltonian (e.g., slow-fast Hamiltonian
systems can be written in form (2.1) if slow variables are treated as parameter z) is very im-
portant and frequently encounered in applications. For this case the action I (in one-frequency



case that we consider 2] is the area bounded by closed trajectory of unperturbed system)
remains constant along solutions of averaged system, so it is called adiabatic invariant. Sep-
aratrix crossings are still possible, as the area bounded by separatrices changes for perturbed
system due to the change of z. Separatrix crossing leads to a jump of adiabatic invariant.
This jump has magnitude O(e|lne|), there are formulas [20, 21, 22, 23] for the value of this
jump.

2.3 Two-frequency systems far from separatrices

Starting with two-frequency systems, resonances between the frequencies are possible. Recall
that the evolution of fast variables (for two-frequency systems) is given by

¢1=wi(l,2), 2 = w2(l, 2),
where I = (I, I2). Resonances are given by
wz/W1282/81, S1€Z>o, So € 7.

For each (s1, s2) such relation holds on a subset of the space of slow variables (11, I2, z) that
is called resonant surface. When slow variables are on a resonant surface, the evolution of
fast variables for unperturbed system does not span the whole T2, but a one-dimensional
curve on T2. This leads to deviations of the evolution of slow variables from trajectories
of averaged system. Most solutions of perturbed system passing through a resonant surface

escape

resonant surface resonant surface

\ capture "‘\.s,cattering

Figure 3: Capture into a resonance. Figure 4: Scattering on a resonance.
Reproduced from [24].

exhibit scattering on a resonance: “random” jump of slow variables of magnitude O(y/e).
Some solutions may be captured into a resonance: the solution stays near the resonant surface
for time ~ e ~!. Such solution can deviate by 1 from trajectories of averaged system. However,
measure of initial data that can be captured into resonance is small and evolution of most
initial data is still approximately described by averaging method. Under some genericity
condition

e Accuracy of averaging method O(+/€|In¢|) holds for most initial data for times ~ ™!

e Exceptional set has measure O(y/¢).

This is proved in [3], see also review [1] and references therein and an earlier work [5], where
two-frequency systems were studied under a condition that prohibits capture into resonances.

2.4 Two-frequency systems near separatrices (our case)

We consider small time-periodic (with period 27) perturbations of one-frequency systems with
separatrices. Unperturbed system is as in Subsection 2.2 (cf. Figure 1), while the perturbation
now depends on time:

. OH . oH .
q= aip +€fq(p? q7z7ta€)a P=——F5" +5fp(pa q,z,t,E), z = sfz(p7Q7z7t7E)7

Oq
where fp, fq, f- are 2m-periodic in ¢. The time ¢ together with the angle ¢ of the unperturbed
one-frequency system form two angle variables of the perturbed system. This is the simplest
case where both resonances and separatrix crossing are encountered. Perturbations of generic
two-frequency systems can be reduced to this case, see Section 3.5 below.
As for one-frequency systems near separatrices, let us use h instead of I, then h and z are
slow variables of perturbed system. Averaged system is given by

h = €<fh(h7 », 2, 0)>4P7t7 z= €<f2(ha @, Z7O)>&P7f7

where (fn, fs, f-) is the perturbation written in variables (h, ¢, z). As for one-frequency sys-
tems, we can glue averaged systems in different domains and obtain averaging systems de-
scribing transition from Bs to Bi and Ba.

We assume that (full list of assumptions can be found in Section 3)



e H and f are analytic

e h decreases along solutions of averaged system (thus we have transitions from Bz to Bi
and B2)

e some genericity condition similar to the one needed for two-frequency systems far from
separatrices holds.

We show that (see Section 3 for precise statement of results)

e Evolution of most initial data in Bs is described by averaged system describing transition

from B3 to Bi or to Bz with accuracy O(y/€|Ineg|) over times ~ ™.

e Exceptional set has measure O(1/g|In® ¢|).
e Formulas for probabilities of capture in B; and Bs similar to one-frequency case hold.

e Resonances near separatrices have smaller effect on the dynamics. Consider a part of
a resonance surface with h ~ ho, then it can capture measure O(v/eho) (up to some
power of In hg) and the size of scattering on such resonance for trajectories not captured
is O(v/zho|Ing|) (up to some power of In ko).

3 Statement of results

3.1 Our setting

Consider a Hamiltonian system with one degree of freedom

OH OH
,_oH o oH 3.1
=7, p 9 (3.1)
where p, ¢ € R and the Hamiltonian H(p, ¢, z) depends on a vector parameter z = (z1,...,2,) €

R™. We will call this system the unperturbed system. Denote by Zo C R™ an open set of pa-
rameters, we will only consider z € Z,. We assume that for all z € Z, the Hamiltonian H has
a saddle C'(z) with two separatrix loops l1(z) and l2(z) forming a figure eight (Figure 1) and
C' is a non-degenerate critical point of H. Denote by B C Rg’q X Zp some open neighborhood
of U,ez, l1(2) Ula(2).

The separatrices |J, . z, l1(2) Ul2(2) cut B into three open domains: B1 and Bz inside each
separatrix loops and B3 outside the union of the separatrices. Denote

h(pa q, 2:) = H(pa qu) - H(C(Z),Z)

Then h = 0 on the separatrices for all z. We will assume

e h>0in Bs and h < 0 in By U By (if the sign is opposite, one can change the sign by
exchanging p and q)

e [3; are foliated by the level sets of H. This means that, with a slight abuse of notation,
we may write (h, z) € B;

e H is analytic on some compact set B with B C int B and B is also foliated by the level
sets of H.

Take a compact Z C Zp. Then for small enough cp,c. > 0 for any z. € Z for any h, z
with |h| < cn, ||z — 2«|| < ¢z we have (h, z) € B.
Consider the perturbed system

. OH

q= Tp +5flI(p7quvA76)7

. OH

p__87q+5fp(p7q>z7)‘>8)7 (32)
Z‘IEfz(p7q,Z,)\,E)7

A=1.

Here

e The perturbation depends on the time A\. We used the notation t before, A is introduced
to distinguish the time A the perturbation depends on from the time ¢ of the unperturbed
system that will be used below to parametrize trajectories of this system

e fp, fq, f» are 2m-periodic in A
 fp, fa, [ are C? in B x Ry x [—&o, 0] for some g9 > 0

e for £ = 0 the functions f;, fq, f- are real-analytic in B x Ry.



3.2 Averaged system

The rate of change of h along the solutions of the perturbed system is € f5, where
oh oh oh
fn= afpfp + aquq + &fz-

The variables h and z are slow variables of the perturbed system, their evolution can be
approximately tracked using averaged system. In each domain B; denote by T'(h,z) and
w(h, z) the period and the frequency of the solution of the unperturbed system (3.1) with
given h, z. The averaged system is given by the equations

h=cfuo(h2), F=cfolh,2), (3.3)

where

2m 27
fh,() 271'T ffh|5 Ddtd)\ fz,O 27'I'T/ ‘%szs Odtd)\

denote averages of fj, and fz over the angle variables ¢, A\. The inner integrals above are taken
along the closed trajectory of the unperturbed system given by h = h, z = % (inside B;) and
this trajectory is parametrized by the time ¢ of the unperturbed system. Recall that I; and [2
denote the separatrices of the unperturbed system. Denote

27
z>=*%/ f Fule=o(®(t), q(t), 2, NdtdX  fori=1,2%;  ©3=01+6s. (34)
0 1;

(the separatrices are parametrized by the time ¢ of unperturbed system). These integrals
converge, see [J, Section 2.2]. We will assume ©; > 0, ¢ = 1,2,3. Note that near separatrices
we have T'fr0 =~ —©; in B;. Thus near separatrices h decreases in all B; along the solutions
of averaged system. Moreover, for some Kp, > 0 for small enough |h| > 0 we have

fro < —Kn|ln7'h| < 0. (3.5)

Once solution of the averaged system in B3 reaches h = 0, one can continue this solution
using the averaged system in By or Bz (cf. Figure 2). We will say that such ”glued” solutions
correspond to capture into By or Ba, respectively. This is discussed in more detail in [9, Section
2.3].

3.3 Condition B’

Let ¢ be the angle variable (from the pair of action-angle variables) of the unperturbed system
defined in Bs. Pick the transversal (to the solutions of unperturbed system) ¢ = 0 so that
for all z it is a smooth curve that crosses {1 at some point a1(z) # C(z). It is easy to check
that the transversal p = 7 crosses l2 at some point that we denote by a2(z). Let us define the
coordinates t1, t2 on /1 and Iz as the time (for the unperturbed system) passed after the point
a1 and ag, respectively.

Denote

M;(Q) = / fr(h=0, z, t;=t, \=t—Q,e=0)dt fori=1,2.
L

This is the famous Melnikov function [25] used to describe separatrix splitting, it is 27-periodic.
Given s = (s1, 52) € 72, set

Fiu@2) = (2m) (M@ - 20 L)) for i = 1,2

7j=0,...,50—1

Fis(@2) =Fia(@.2) + Fop(@+ 2 02 2),

Here {-} denotes the fractional part and ((j));=0,....k—1 denotes the average
The functions F;;(Q) are periodic with period 27r/52

For a function F(Q, z) set Vr(Q, z) fo dQ We will need the following
Condition B’(V). All extrema of the functlon V(Q) are non-degenerate (i.e. for all ¢ such

(04 (e—1)
. :

that % = 0 we have % # 0). Moreover, at different local maxima of V' the values of V are
different.

Condition B'(s, z,1). The function V(Q) = Vix (Q, z) satisfies the condition B'(V) above.
For fixed s this is a codimension one genericity condition on (fp, fq, f-) and z.

Condition B'(z,i). For any s = (s1, s2) condition B’(s, z,) holds.

The lemma below means that B’(z,i) is also a codimension one genericity condition on
(fos fa» f=) and z, as V@ has no extrema if F' > 0 and thus satisfies condition B'(V).

Lemma 3.1. Given a uniform bound
O; _ .
folloz I falloz s I fzllce < K, 5= > K Y fori=1,2,3

(K > 0), there exists S(K) such that F; > K~ '/2 if so > S(K).



Proof. We have fr(C(z),z) = 0 by [9, Lemma 2.1]. For definiteness, consider the separatrix
l1; let (p(t1), g(t1)) denote the point on {1 with given value of ¢1. As (p(t1), g(t1)) exponentially
converges to C for t1 — 400 and t1 — —o0, there exists 71 such that

—T1 (e}

/ max | fr(h=0,t1, )| +/ max | fr(h=0,t1, \)| < K~'/100. (3.6)
t1=—o0 A t1=T1 A

For |ti1| < T (i.e. far from C) the transition between coordinates h, ¢, and p, ¢ is smooth, so

frn(h=0,t1, ) is a smooth function of ¢, A with bounded C*-norm. We have

T j T1
/ <fh (h:Oaz7t17)‘:t1_Q+2ﬂ—7)> dtr = / <fh(h:O,Z,t1,)\)>)\ + 0(52_2)7
T §=0,...,50—1

S2 -7

as averaging over j gives trapezoidal rule approximation for averaging over A. The integral on
the right-hand side is approximately —@; with error at most K /100 by (3.6). Take S such
that the O(s;?) term is less then K ~'/100, then for s with sz > S we have [2nF; — ©1] <
3K ~'/100. We can obtain similar estimate for |2mF; 5 — ©2|, together they yield the estimate
on |2mF; 3 — O3] O

3.4 Main results
Denote X = (h,2), A; = B; x [0,27]x, A = B x [0,27]. Take a point
Yo = (Eo,%o) € B3

and A > 0. .

For ¢ = 1,2 denote by X,;(\) the solution of averaged system (3.3) describing capture from
Bs to B; with X;(0) = Xo. Denote by Zg C Z the set of z that satisfy condition B’(z,1) for
all i =1,2,3.

Suppose that, in addition to assumptions from Subsections 3.1 and 3.2,

1. w decreases along solutions of the averaged system: g—:fz,o + g—‘;fh,o < 0in B1 UB2 U Bs;

2. solutions of averaged system stay in B, i.e., there exists ¢g > 0 such that for any A €

[0,e7'A] the points X;()\) are in B and at least cs-far from the border of B;

3. solutions of averaged system cross separatices, i.e., X1 (EflA) € B, Xa2(e*A) € Ba.
4. separatrix crossing happens when z € Zg. To state this more precisely, denote by A.

the time when X; cross separatrices (i.e. hi(A.) = 0) and set z. = Z;(A\«) (note that .
and z,. are the same for i = 1,2). Then z. € Zp;

5. For some small enough® A; for i = 1,2 the solutions X; satisfy condition B from [4,
Section 2] for> A € [0,Ax — e 'As] and A € [A + & 'Aq,e7'A]. This is a genericity
condition, as explained in [4].

Let B, (X) C ]RZ:I denote the open ball with center X and radius r. Denote
A (X) = B,(X) x [0,27]3 ., C A.
Denote by m the Lebesgue measure on R 2 x [0, 27],.

P,q,%
Theorem 3.2. There exist C,r > 0 such that for any small enough ¢ there exists

ECAXo)CAs  with m(E)<CVeln’e

such that the following holds for any Xo € A, (Xo) \ €.

Set Ao = A(Xo). Denote by X (X) the solution of the perturbed system (3.2) with X (o) =
Xo. Then X (Mo +e7'A) € A; for some i = 1,2. Denote by X ()\) the solution of the averaged
system (3.3) describing transition from Bs to B; with X (Xo) = (h(Xo), 2(X0)). Then for any
X € [Mo, Xo + e A] we have

IM(X(N) — h(XW)| < Cvellnel,  =(X(N) - 2(XW)|| < CVel el (3.7)

This theorem is proved in Section 6, it is reduced to technical Theorem 6.1 below on crossing
a small neighborhood of separatrices.

Let us now discuss ”probabilities” of capture in A; and A2. Given Xo = (po, o, 20, Ao) €
As and small 6 > 0, denote Ip = I(po, 0, 20), Yo = ¢(po, qo, z0), ho = h(po, qo, z0) (here I, ¢
are action-angle variables of unperturbed system in A3z). Let us define the set U 5 c Az by

U’ ={I,z,0,)) : [T —Io|, ||z — 2ol , I = @ol, A — Xo| < 5}

Tt should be so small that if X is e~TAj-close to A«, we have |h;(\)| < ¢,/2 and ||Z5(\) — 2«|| < cz/2, where
cp, ¢z should be so small that we can apply Theorem 6.1 below.
2In the notation of [4] these solutions should not cross the set 6.



Solutions of the perturbed system with initial data in U® \ € are described by solutions of
averaged system describing transition to By (we say that such initial data is captured in A;)
or transition to Ba (we say that such initial data is captured in As). Denote by U, U c U°\&
the sets of initial data captured in A; and A3, respectively.

Definition 3.3 (V.I. Arnold, [10]). The probability of capture in B;, i = 1,2 is

i T A7)
(X0 = fn iy T

Proposition 3.4.
Pi(Xo)IGi(z*)/eg,(z*), 1= 1,2.

Here z. is the value of z when the solution of averaged system with initial data (ho, z0) crosses
separatrices.

This proposition is proved in Section 14.

Remark 3.5. Resonances near separatrices have smaller effect on the dynamics. Consider a
part of a resonance surface with h ~ ho, then it can capture measure O(v/eho) (up to some
power of Inhg) and the size of scattering on such resonance for trajectories not captured is
O(Veho|Inel|) (up to some power of In ho).

This informal statement is stated more precisely in Section 8.5 as Remark 8.10 and proved
there.

Remark 3.6. Our results are applicable for Hamiltonian systems with two and a half degrees
of freedom, i.e., with the Hamiltonian

H(p7 q, y7:c>t) = H(](p7 q,Y, .CU) + 5H1(P>(17y»$7t)7

where Hy is 2r-periodic in time t. Here pairs of conjugate variables are (q,p) and (e 'z, y);
(¢,p) are fast variables and (z,y) are slow variables. Indeed, we can take z = (z,y), then
Hamilton’s equations will be of form (3.2). Then the action I(h, z) is the adiabatic invariant,
it stays constant along the solutions of averaged system. Theorem 3.2 shows that for most
initial data I is preserved after crossing separatices with accuracy’® ~ /g|Ine|.

For this case the values ©;, i = 1,2 can be computed as ©;(y,z) = {Si, H(C)} ([8]), where
S; 1is the area of the domain B; (c¢f. Figure 1), H(C) = H(pc, qc,y, ) denotes the value of the
Hamiltonian H at the saddle C(y,z) = (pc(y,x),qc(y,x)), and { , } is the Poisson bracket
in the variables y, x.

In [5] two-frequency systems (far from separatrices) were considered under the following
condition prohibiting capture into resonances: w < C < 0 along the solutions of perturbed
system. This condition cannot hold near the separatrices, as w is undefined on the separatrices,
but a similar condition can be that f, < 0 except in the saddle, where f, = 0.

Remark 3.7. Suppose fn(p,q,z,\)|e=0 < 0 for all X\ if (p,q) # C(z). Then Theorem 3.2
holds with stronger estimates: for any r > 0 we can take exceptional set with measure O(e"),
then accuracy of averaging method (i.e., rhs in (3.7)) O(y/€) holds for initial data outside
exceptional set.

A sketch of proof of this remark is given in Section 15. Note that the exceptional set in
this remark is formed by initial data near separatrices of the saddle of perturbed system
(these separatrices wind around the figure eight and are present even far from separatrices of
unperturbed system). Estimate for accuracy of averaging method in Remark 3.7 cannot be
improved, as scattering on resonance of amplitude ~ /¢ is possible.

3.5 Two-frequency systems
Consider an integrable two-frequency system

. OH . O0H . 0H . 0H c—0

ql_aplv q2_6p27 pl__aql, p2__8q27 =
with Hamiltonian H (depending on a parameter z) and another first integral F. Denote
by v the Hamiltonian vector field given by H. Separatrices are singularities of the Liouville
foliation. An isoenergy level {H = h} is called topologically stable [26, §3.3] if for sufficiently
small variations of energy level { H = h+4§} the Liouville foliations on these isoenergy levels are
equivalent (i.e., there exists a diffeomorphism that maps one foliation into another). Consider
perturbed and averaged systems. By separatrix crossing we mean that solution of averaged
system crosses a singular leaf H = ho, F' = fo, 2 = zp of the Liouville foliation. Suppose that
separatrix crossing for averaged system happens on a topologically stable energy level H = hy,
z = z0. We assume that the restrictions of F' on isoenergy surfaces are Bott functions, such
singularities are typical in real problems in physics and mechanics ([26, §1.8.1]).

3Far from separatrices this follows from the statement of Theorem 3.2, as % = w1 is bounded. But this also
holds near separatrices, as in the proof of this theorem the difference in I is estimated, cf. Section 9.
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Under these assumptions perturbation of two-frequency integrable system near separatrices
can be reduced to a periodic perturbation of one-frequency integrable system depending on
an additional parameter (it is denoted by h in (3.8) below). Thus Theorem 3.2 can be applied
to perturbations of two-frequency systems.

Lemma 3.8. There exist (z-dependent) new canonical coordinates (p,q,h,s), s € [0,27] and a
cover (a bijection or a double cover) C : p,q,h, s,z v~ p1,p2,q1,q2, 2z defined in a neighborhood
of the singular leaf {H = ho, F = fo, z = 20} such that the dynamics of (p,q, h, s, z) given by
the unperturbed system with s as new time is

8,:1 h/:0 / 85’ /765’

with some Hamiltonian S(p,q, h, z) depending on parameters h and z, here -’ denotes the
derivative with respect to s.

This lemma is based on the description of two-frequency integrable systems in [20], its proof
(by A.V. Bolsinov) is presented in Appendix E. In this appendix we also write perturbed
system in the new coordinates, it has the form (3.2).

4 Scheme of proof

4.1 Far from separatrices

Let us recall the scheme of proof of the result on averaging in two-frequency systems far from
separatrices from [1]. More details can be found in [4, Section 5]. General two-frequency case
is reduced to time-periodic perturbations of one-frequency systems. Denote by w the frequency
of unperturbed system. Effect of a resonance w = s2/s1 is determined by Fourier coefficients
frs, s = (s1,82), k € Zso of the perturbation f(p,t) = (fn, fs, f-). As Fourier coefiicients of
analytic functions decay exponentially, effect of resonances also exponentially decays when s
grows. It is enough to consider ~ In? & resonances with |s1],|s2| < |Ing|, as total effect of other
resonances is negligebly small. Let us represent each of these resonances by a point s2/s1 on
the line of possible values of w (cf. Figure 5) and surround it by a resonance zone with width

of order
—K|s
ds = Veas/s1 +esn, as = e Kol

Here K > 0 is some constant; |s| = |s1]|+|s2|; the numbers a,s are bounds on Fourier coefficients
fs. Two neighboring resonant zones A, and A, 41 given by w = & and w =~ &1 (&7, &1 € Q)
are shown in Figure 5 together with a non-resonant zone A, 11 between them. Total width
of all resonant zones is O(1/¢).

A Arcr+1 A?‘-0—1

& £ w

Figure 5: Resonant and non-resonant zones.
Adapted from [4].

It is assumed that w decreases along solutions of averaged system. Dynamics between
resonant zones is described by standard coordinate change used to justify averaging method.
We will discuss methods used to study dynamics inside resonant zones in Subsection 4.3 below.
It turns out that there are only finitely many resonances such that capture into resonance is
possible (as for capture we should have as ~ 1) and each such resonant can capture measure
O(y/e) with scattering of order y/¢|Ine| for the remaining trajectories. The size of scattering
on other resonances is of the same order as the width of corresponding resonance zone. Thus
total scattering on all resonances is O(y/¢|lngl).

4.2 Resonant zones near separatrices

Near the separatrices the angle variable ¢ behaves badly, as solutions of unperturbed sys-
tem spend most time near the saddle C. Many functions used in the averaging method are
unbounded (e.g., f, in (2.2)). Also, for a smooth function v(p,q, z) after transition to the
energy-angle variables the partial derivative g—f can be unbounded, as it is taken for fixed .
Estimates on these functions are required to use the averaging method.

Estimates on Fourier coefficients of the perturbation f are needed to determine resonant
zones. Denote Y = (p, q, z). For fixed h, z we prove that the function Y (¢) can be continued
to the complex domain

|Imp| Sw~ |[In"' A (4.1)
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This gives estimates on Fourier coefficients of f (cf. Lemma 8.1 below). Then we define
resonant zones and non-resonant zones between them. The definition is same as far from
separatices, but the width of resonant zones is different:

0s ~ \/ebsh—1 + eh~11n? g,

where ~ means that this formula holds up to multiplying both summands by some powers
of Inh, and by = e~ “F*2 with some constant C is a bound on norm | fs|| of the Fourier
coefficient. Full formula for §, is given below, cf. (8.4). The formula above is for the width of
resonant zones in w, the width in h can be computed using g—z ~h7tIn"2h, it is (up to some
powers of In h)

8sn &~ Vebsh +eln’e.

We see that the width of resonant zones in the phase space decreases near separatices. Further
differences in the structure of resonant zones compared with what happens far from separatices
are as follows.

e We consider resonances with |s1], |s2| < In? e, their number is ~ In*e.

e There are infinitely many resonant zones w = sa/s; such that capture into resonance is
possible (i.e, number of such zones grows when ¢ — 0). Capture is only possible when
|s2] is small, but |s1| can be large.

e Total width (in h) of all resonant zones is still O(y/€), as far from separatices.

e Methods describing passage through resonant zones work when |h| > ¢|In® ¢, passage
through the zone |h| < e|In’¢| is thus considered separately (we call it immediate
neighborhood of separatrices). We only consider resonant and non-resonant zones with

|h| 2> ] In® €.
Dynamics in non-resonant zones is studied with help of the standard coordinate change used
to justify averaging method, as in [4]. This coordinate change is written using decomposition

of the perturbation f in Fourier series, estimates on Fourier coefficients follow from analytic
continuation in the domain (4.1). We use estimates on components of the perturbation in
energy-angle and their partial derivatives obtained in [27].

Dynamics in the immediate neighborhood of separatrices might be complicated, as different
resonant zones begin to overlap when h < ¢ In? e. Resonance overlap is the celebrated Chirikov
criterion for chaotic dynamics [28]. However, this zone is small, and a volume argument based
on the fact that the flow of perturbed system changes volume slowly (as perturbation has
divergence O(g)) can be used to show that most solutions leave the zone |h| < ¢|In® | after
time O(e~Y/?|In¢|) passes, thus leading to O(y/€|Ine|) deviation from the solution of averaged
system. This argument is where exceptional set of measure O(+y/€|In® €|) appears, the power
of logarithm comes from technical details of the proof and might potentially be improved (but
still exceptional set should have measure at least O(y/|In¢|), as estimates far from separatices
cannot be improved [4]).

The hardest part of this paper is the study of dynamics in resonant zones near separatrices.
Let us first recall how resonant zones far from separatices are studied and then comment on
the differences arising near separatrices.

4.3 Passage through resonant zones far from separatrices

Dynamics near resonances can be reduced to an auxiliary system. This approach is widely
used (cf. references in introduction of [4]), our exposition loosely follows [4] with some parts
modified to be closer to the way we treat resonance zones near separatrices in the current
paper. Consider the following simplified case, where parameter z and dependence of the
perturbation on ¢ are removed.

I=cefi(l,o,t), ¢=w)+efo(l,o,1).

Fix rational &, consider resonance w ~ &. Define I by w(I) = &. Let us introduce new
variables

v = —uwt, J=1I-1
dw

Near the resonance J,y ~ 0. Denote 35 = g—“}”j. We have

A . o ; . co

Y =w—@+0(e) = B—U;J+O(5)+O(J2), J=cfi(I, v+t t) =efi(I,y+it, t)+O0(e]).
Set o = 4/ ¢ %, B = 5% ~ e, P=J/a, Q@ =~. Assume P < 1 (as we consider only

what happens near resonance, this shows why width of resonant zones is O(/£)). We get
Q=pP+0(),  P=pfi1,Q+it1)+0()
We see that t is fast variable compared with P,Q. Let us apply averaging over ¢, we omit

justification of the use of averaging method here (it goes close to the standard justification of

12



averaging using coordinate change) and simply replace the true system by averaged system.
Denote F(Q) = (fr(I,Q + &t,t))ic(0,2x)- We get the system

Q=BP+0(s), P=BFQ)+0().
Taking new time 7 = 5t and denoting a’ = %%, we get an auxiliary system describing dynamics

dar
near the resonance:
Q@ =P+0(E), P =F@Q)+0(). (4.2)
Here
e F(Q) is 2m-periodic
e P=(I—-1)/\/¢ g—‘}’ measures how far we are from the resonance.

We will call the system (4.2) auxiliary system describing passage through resonances. This
system can be considered as a simple Hamiltonian system

Q=P P =FQ

describing a movement of a unit mass particle with coordinate ) and velocity P under the
force F(Q) with extra perturbation of order /. There are two possibilities. First, F(Q)

Figure 6: Possible phase portraits of unperturbed auxiliary system.
Adapted from [4].

can have the same sign for all @, the case F' > 0 is depicted in Figure 6, left. Then capture
into resonance is impossible and trajectory leaves resonant zone |P| < 1 after time O(1)
for auxiliary system, corresponding to time O(1/+/¢) for initial system and evolution of slow
variables of order O(1/z). We will say that such resonances are weak*. The second possibility
is that F' changes sign. Points with F' = 0 correspond to equilibria of unperturbed auxiliary
system. An example is depicted in Figure 6, right. Some of these equilibria are saddles, and
crossing separatices of these saddles due to perturbation can lead to capture into resonance.
For example, in Figure 6 (right) a trajectory going near separatrix of the right saddle can cross
this separatrix and enter the dashed domain, staying in the dashed domain. This trajectory
of auxiliary system corresponds to a trajectory of the initial system staying O(y/€)-close to
resonance.

4.4 Passage through resonant zones near separatrices

As in the previous subsection, we discuss simplified case without the parameter z to make main
ideas more transparent. The perturbation f grows near separatrices in variables I, ¢, but the
divergence of f remains O(1), as the coordinate change p, ¢ — I, ¢ is volume-preserving. This
allows us to separate the perturbation (in action-angle variables) into a Hamiltonian part that
grows near separatices and a non-Hamiltonian part that is bounded even close to separatrices.
The Hamiltonian part of perturbation has amplitude O(y/e/h) (up to multiplying by some
power of Ine) and the non-Hamiltonian part has amplitude O.(veh) (here and thereafter the
notation O, denotes that the estimate holds up to multiplying by some power of Inh).

Then rescaling near resonance together with averaging over the remaining fast variable is
applied. As the Hamiltonian part of the perturbation is fairly large, estimates on accuracy
of single step of averaging method are not enough, for example, to get good estimates of
measure captured into resonances: the small parameter for averaging method is ~ /¢/h,
while we want estimates with accuracy ~ Veh. However, it is possible to use many steps of
averaging method instead of just one to get better accuracy. We use the result [29] on many-
step averaging. This result needs estimates for complex continuation of the pertubation in
action-angle variables, we obtain such estimates. This allows to get auxiliary system describing
dynamics near resonances.

4We adapt the terminology from [4] so that it can be used near separatices. In [4] resonances were diveded into
high-order, weak, and strong, and capture was possible only into strong resonances. We drop high-order resonances
and divide resonances simply into strong (capture is possible) and weak (capture is impossible).
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The resulting auxiliary system is similar to auxiliary system far from separatrices. The
unperturbed system is the same, but the perturbation is now divided into O.(y/e/h) Hamilto-
nian part and O*(\/STL) non-Hamiltonian part. Hamiltonian perturbation alone does not lead
to capture into resonances, as separatrix loops (cf. Figure 6) survive. So amplitude of non-
Hamiltonian perturbation determines the measure of captured trajectories, this measure is
O.(Veh). The magnitude of scattering on resonances is O.(vh|Ing|), as width of resonance
zones near separatices is O.(veh).

Finally, let us mention one of the technical details. Certain condition on non-degeneracy of
unperturbed auxiliary system should hold for all strong resonances, it is needed for estimates
on passage through resonance zones. Far from separatrices there are only finitely many strong
resonances, so for generic systems this condition is satisfied for all strong resonances. But
strong resonances accumulate on separatrices and their number grows when ¢ — 0. To deal
with this problem, we show that there are only finitely many limit auxiliary systems near
separatices.

5 Plan of the rest of the paper

In the rest of paper we prove Theorem 3.2. In Section 6 a technical theorem on crossing a
small neighborhood of separatrices is stated (Theorem 3.2 follows from it, as dynamics far
from separatrices is covered by [4]) and this technical theorem is splitted into three lemmas
on approaching separatrices, crossing separatrices, and moving away from separatrices. In
Section 7 estimates on functions describing the perturbed system in action-angle variables
and their complex continuation are gathered. In Section 8 estimates on Fourier coefficients
of the perturbation are obtained, resonant and non-resonant zones are defined, and lemmas
on passage through resonant and non-resonant zones are stated. Then these lemmas are used
to prove Lemma on approaching separatrices in Section 9. Lemma on moving away from
separatrices can be proved in the same way. In Section 10 Lemma on crossing non-resonant
zones is proved. In Section 11 auxiliary system describing movement in resonant zones is
obtained and in Section 12 lemmas on crossing resonant zones are proved. Lemma on passing
separatrices is proved in Section 13, thus completing the proof of the technical theorem. In
Section 14 formula for probabilities of capture into different regions (Proposition 3.4) is proved.
Finally, in Section 15 we sketch a proof of Remark 3.7, where our main results is strengthened
for a special class of perturbations such that capture into resonance is impossible.

6 Approaching separatrices and passing through sep-
aratrices

In this section we state a technical theorem on crossing a small neighborhood of separatrices
and reduce Theorem 3.2 to this technical theorem. Then we split the technical theorem
into three lemmas on approaching separatrices, crossing separatrices, and moving away from
separatrices.

e For given X;nit € Az, denote Ainit = A(Xinit) and let X(\) be the solution of the
perturbed system (3.2) with initial data X (Xinit) = Xinit-

e Given Xo € Rj*! and Ao, denote by X(X) the solution of the averaged system (one
needs 7t0 specifl in which domain B; or in which union of these domains) with initial
data X()\o) = Xo.

Theorem 6.1. Given any z.« € Zg, for any small enough c.,cp > 0 for any Co, A > 0 there
exists C > 0 such that for any small enough € there exists £ C Az with

m(€) < Cv/e|In® ¢

such that the following holds for any Xini € Az \ E.
Suppose at some time
Ao € [Ninit, Ninit + 6_1A}
the point Xo = X (Xo) satisfies

Xo € As, HZ(X()) - Z*H <ce, h(Xo) = c.
Then there exists i = 1,2 and A1 > Ao such that
X(A) e A, WX (M) =—cn.
Take any X € RZ:I with
[ X0 — (h(Xo), 2(X0))|| < Cove|lne]

and consider the solution X (\) of averaged system corresponding to capture from Bs to B; with
initial data X (o) = Xo. Then for any A € [Ao, \1] we have

h(X(N) ~ A(XW)] < CVElInel,  [[2(X(N) — (X)) | < Cvel el (6.1)
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Let us now prove the main theorem using the technical theorem to cover passage near
separatrices and [4, Theorem 1 and Corollary 3.1] far from separatrices. Let us now state this
result from [4] using our notation.

Theorem 6.2 ([1]). Pick fg and A > 0. Suppose that solution of the averaged system X with

initial data X(0) = Xo stays far from the separatrices for A\ € [0,e"'A] and satisfies certain
conditions (discussed right after the statement of theorem).

Then for small enough r > 0 for any small enough € > 0 there exists £ C A.(Xo) with
m(E) = O(y/€) such that for any Xo € A-(Xo) \ £ we have

|[R(X () — h(X(N)| = O(Ve| Inel), |2(X (X)) — 2(X(N))|| = O(Ve|Ine|)

for X € [Ao, do + 6_1A}, where \o = A(Xo), X(N) is the solution of perturbed system with
wnitial data X (No) = Xo and X (N) is the solution of averaged system with initial data X (Ao) =
(h(X0), 2(X0)).

For a full statement of the conditions, we refer the reader to [4, Section 2]. When we apply
this theorem below, these conditions are satisfied, the conditions in Section 3.4 are written for
this purpose.

We will also need the lemma below, it is proved in Appendix D.

Lemma 6.3. For any A > 0 there exists C' > 1 such that the flow g™ of (3.2) satisfies the
following. Take open A C ]Rgfq’fz x [0, 27]x with m(A) < co. Then for any A € [~ *A, e 'A]
we have

m(g*(4)) < Cm(A).

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Take cp,c. > 0 such that we can apply Theorem 6.1 with these con-
stants. Recall that ?1(/\) = (ﬁi(/\),%i(/\)) denotes the solution of averaged system describing
capture in B; with il(O) = io. Define A+ by ﬁl()\+) = ﬁQ()\+) = 2¢,/3 and A_; by
ﬁi()\,,i) = —2¢p /3,4 =1,2. The number A; from the conditions for the main theorem is such
that if X is 7' Aq-close to ., we have |ﬁl()\)| < ¢cp/2 and H?Z(A) — z*H < c./2 fori=1,2.
Thus

A <A —e 'A< A+ e AL <A

This means condition B from [4, Section 2] is satisfied for

XiA),A€[0,04]  and XA, A€ [A_yie "AL

For small enough 7 solutions Y/()\) = (E/()\),E'()\)) of averaged system with any initial condi-
tion X (0) € B.(Xo) satisfy

R (As) € len/2,3en/4],  hi(A_.) € [~3cn/4, —cn/2). (6.2)

By [4, Corollary 3.1] we have (3.7) for A € [0, A\4], given that Xy is not in some set &;
of measure < /. Together with (6.2) for small € this implies h(X (Ao + A1)) < 4en/5. By
continuity we have h(X (Ao+ X)) = ¢, for some A € [0, \]. Thus we can apply Theorem 6.1
(with Ao in this theorem equal to Ao + A/;). This theorem gives (possibly after reducing r) a
set & of measure < \/E| In® e| such that if Xog & & U &z, there is ¢ = 1,2 and /\Lyi such that
X(Xo+X_;) € Ai, with R(X(Xo + AL ;)) = —cn and (3.7) holds for A € [Ao + A, Ao + A ).
We have hi(Xo + A\ ;) < —4cp/5, by (6.2) this implies A’ ; > A_; and so (3.7) holds for
A= Do+ A

Denote R R R R

Y_’l :yl()\_J), y_,g :YQ(A_’Q)‘

By [4, Corollary 3.1] there exist r_ and £ ;,4 = 1,2 with m(£_ ;) = O(y/€) such that for

i = 1,2 solutions starting in A,_(X_;) \ £ ; are approximated by solutions of the averaged
system (with the same initial h,z) with error O(y/elne). Let £_; be the preimage of £’ ;
under the flow of perturbed system over time A_ ;, we have m(£_ ;) = O(y/€) by Lemma 6.3.
We can now write the exceptional set in the current theorem: & = & U & UE_1 UE_ .
Reducing r if needf}d, we may assume that soluAtions of averaged system describing capture in
B; starting in A,(Xo) at A = Ao are in A,_2(X_;) at A= Xo + A_; for i = 1,2. Thus X(})
is O(y/€|Inel)-close to the solution of averaged system with initial data

X (Ao + A=) = (WX (Ao + A ), 2(X (Ao + A-i)))

for A € Mo+ A—i, A0 + 5711\]. The difference between this solution of averaged system and
X;(A\) at the moment A = Ao+ A_; is O(\/€| In¢|), it stays of the same order, as the dynamics
in slow time takes time O(1) and the averaged system is smooth far from separatrices. Thus we
have (3.7) for A € [Ao+A—,i, Ao +e 'A]. Now we have proved (3.7) for all A € [Ao, Ao+ A],
as required. O
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Let us now split Theorem 6.1 into a lemma on approaching the separatrices, lemma on
crossing immediate neighborhood of separatrices, and lemma on moving away from the sepa-
ratrices.

e Take p =5, suppose we are given C, > 0. Denote h, = Cpe|In’¢|.
The immediate neighborhood of separatrices is given by |h| < h«(e).

Lemma 6.4 (On approaching separatrices). Take any z« € Zp, any small enough cp,c. > 0,
any large enough C, > 0. Then for any Co, A > 0 there exists C > 0 such that for any small
enough € there exists £ C As with

m(€) < Cv/e

such that for any Xinit € As \ € the following holds.
Suppose that at some time

X0 € [Ninit, Ainit + & Al
the point Xo = X (Xo) satisfies
Xo € Az, h(Xo) = cn, ||2(Xo0) — 24| < cz.
Then at some time A1 > Ao we have
X (A1) € As, h(X (A1) = ha(e).
Take any Xo € RZ:I with
[ X0 — (h(Xo), 2(X0)|| < Covellnel.

and consider the solution X (\) of averaged system in Bs with initial data X (X\o) = Xo. Then
for any X € [Ao, A1] we have

(X (V) = (X(N)| < CVellne],  [[2(X (V) — (X)) < CVe|Inel.

Moreover, -
|h(X()\1)) - h(X()\l))| < C\/g.
This lemma will be proved in Section 9.

Lemma 6.5 (On moving away from separatrices). Take any z. € Zp, any small enough
Ch,cz > 0, any large enough C, > 0. Then for any Co, A > 0 there exists C > 0 such that for
any small enough € there ezists € C Az with

m(€) < Cv/e

such that for any Xinit € Az \ € the following holds.
Suppose that for i =1 or i = 2 at some time

X0 € [Ninits Ainit +2 A
the point Xo = X(Xo) satisfies
Xo € A, h(Xo) = —h«(e), 12(Xo) — 24| < c..
Take any Xo = (ho,Zo0) € RZ:I with
[ho — h(Xo)| < Cove, 20 — 2(Xo)|| < Cov/e|Ine]

and consider the solution X (\) of averaged system in B; with initial data X (Xo) = Xo. Then
for any X € [Ao, Ainit + 5711\] we have

(X (X)) = (X)) < CVellne],  [[2(X(N) = 2(X(N)|| < CVe|Ine].

This lemma is proved similarly to the previous one, thus we omit the proof. In the proofs
of these two lemmas we estimate the difference between solutions of perturbed and averaged
system in the chart w = (I,z), and this distance is O(y/€|In¢|). This and the estimate
I gT}Z | =O(@n'h) in Lemma 7.1 below explains why near separatrices (when Inh ~ In¢) the
distance in h is O(y/€), while far from separatrices this distance is O(y/¢|Inel).

Lemma 6.6 (On passing separatrices). Take any z. € Z, any small enough c. > 0, any large
enough C, > 0. Then for any A > 0 and v € R there ezxists C > 0 such that for any small
enough € > 0 there exists a set £ C Az with

m(€) < CVe|ln” " el

such that for any Xinit € Az \ € the following holds.
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Suppose that at some time
Ao € [Ninit, Ainit +€ 1A
the point Xo = X (Xo) satisfies
Xo € As, ||2(Xo0) — 24| < ez, h(Xo) = h«(e).
Then at some time A1 > Ao with
e(M1 = Xo) < Velln gl

we have
X (A1) € A1 U A, h(X (A1) = —hi.

This lemma will be proved in Section 13.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Suppose that c? is small enough for all three lemmas, take in the
theorem ¢, = Cgo) /3. Take cp in the theorem such that

e it is small enough for all three lemmas;

e while any solution of averaged system describing passage from Bs to Bi or By passes
from h = ¢, to h = —2¢p, the total variation of z is at most c¢./3. This can be done, as
dz __

&% = O(In h) for solutions of averaged system.

Take C), large enough for all three lemmas. Take A such that solutions of averaged systems
describing capture in B; and Bs starting with h = ¢, reach h = —2¢;, after time less than
e A passes. We will apply the three lemmas with A greater than given in the theorem by
A,

Given Cp and A, Lemma 6.4 gives us C, £ that we denote by CV, €M), For X;,.; € A3\ EW
the solution X (\) reaches h = h.(e) at some moment that we denote A, For A € [Ao, A(V]

we have (6.1) with C = CY). Note that HZ(X(/\<1))) fz*)
to (6.1) and Hz(Y(W)) _ 2,

Apply Lemma 6.6 with v = 1, ¢, = cio), Co = CW, it gives us C, & that we denote by
CP® £D | For Xini € As\ (EVUED) the solution X () reaches h = —h. () at some moment
that we denote A®. We have e(A® — X)) < \/g|Ine|. The change of h, z, h,z during this
time is bounded by C®/g|Ing| for some C® > 0. Then for A € [\, A?)] we have (6.1)

with C = CW +20® . As above, we get Hz(X()\(2))) — Z*H <O,
Finally, apply Lemma 6.5 with ¢, = c§°> and Co = CV 4+ 20W | it gives us C, € that we
denote by C® £®) Set £ in the theorem equal to EM UEPD UED) . For Xini € Az \ € the

solution X ()\) reaches h = —c;, at some moment that we denote A, For A € [A®,A®)] we
have (6.1) with C' = C®. Take in the theorem C' = C® 4+ 20® 4203, O

< c,(z0> for small enough & due

< ¢5/3 (this holds by our choice of ¢,).

7 Analysis of the perturbed system

We now focus on the proof of the lemma on approaching separatrices. Let us consider the
perturbed system in As.

7.1 Action-angle and energy-angle variables

In the domain Bs let us consider the action-angle variables I(p, g, 2), ¢(p, q, z) of the unper-
turbed system. We choose the angle variable in such a way that ¢ = 0 is given by an analytic
transversal to one of the separatrices that is far away from the saddle. In the energy-angle
variables h, ¢ the perturbed system rewrites as

}.7‘ = gfh(hyz7¢7A76)7
z= Efz(h,27 @7)‘75)7
¢ w(h7z)+€f¥’(h727§07>\7€)7

A=1

(7.1)

We will denote by % the partial derivative for fixed h, ¢ and by %p . the partial derivative
for fixed p,q. We will often use the action [ instead of h, then the perturbed system rewrites
as

i= efi,z,¢,\€),
z=cf.(I,2,0,)\¢),
o=w(l,2)+efo(I,z,0,\ &),
A=1,
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where fr = %fh + %fz. We will denote w = (I, z) and f = (fr, f=). Then the system above
rewrites as

w=cf(wp\e),  p=ww)tefo(w,pAe),  A=1 (7:2)
Denote
fO = <f(w7§07)‘a0)>¢7)\7 fz,O = <fz(w7§07)‘a0)>¢7)\7
fro={fr(w,0,\,0)ox,  fro=(fr(w,,A,0))p.x
Here ()(¢, A)) denotes the average =5 O% 0277 P (p, \)dpdA. Note that this gives the same

fro and f. o as the formulas in Section 3.2. The averaged system can be rewritten using [
instead of h as follows

W = ¢ fo(W). (7.3)
As 22 ~ A7 'In"? h > 0 (see (7.8) below), (3.5) implies that close enough to separatrices for

some K, >0
ow

ow ow —1 -3
= fo= =2 —fe0 < —Kuh™'|L : 4
900 = g Mot g, f0 < A HIn"? Al <0 (7.4)
This means that near separatrices w decreases along the solutions of averaged system.
The following estimates on the connection between I and h will be proved in Appendix C.
Denote v = (h, z).
Lemma 7.1. We have
oh 87111 0f:0
v ow

_ _ on _ —1, -3
=W =O0(Inh), 0 5w I’ O(h™ "In"" h).

H Oh

H =O(In""h), Hafm

7.2 Complex continuation

Taking a finite subcover, it is easy to prove that there is K7 > 0 such that the function H and
the unperturbed system (3.1) can be continued to the set

Uk,(B)={v+v,v=(pqz2) €B, v e (CZ];,QZ, HU/H < K1},
while the functions fp|c=0, fq|e=0, fz|s=0 can be continued to

Uk, (A) = {X + X", X = (p,q,z,\) € A, X' e C}F2 | [|X'|| < K1}

P,q,2,\?

Let us now discuss analytic continuation of the angle variable near the separatrices. The proofs
of the statements below can be found in Appendix A.

For given & define h(z) by the equality w(h, z) = @.

Lemma 7.2. For any c1 > 0 there exists ca > 0 such that for any (ho, z0) € Bs with 0 < ho <
c2 the following holds. Set & = w(ho,z0) and T = T'(ho, 20). Then h is uniquely defined for
all z with ||z — zo|| < c2 and the period T'(h,z) can be continued to

{(h,2) € €™, ||z = 20l < c2, |h = h(2)| < e2lh(2)]}

with )T(h, z) — T‘ < aiT. Moreover, in the neighborhood above we have T = A(h,z)Inh +
B(h, z), where A and B are bounded analytic functions with A # 0 and In is the branch of the
complex logarithm obtained by analytic continuation of the real logarithm.

Lemma 7.3. Denote r(h,z,¢) = (p,q). Then there is ¢ € (0,c2) (here cz is the constant
from Lemma 7.2) such that for any zo and any & € (0,c) with (h(z0),z0) € Bs the function
r(h, z,¢) can be continued to

D= {(h,z,¢) €C"", ||z — 20| <ec, |h— h(2)| < clh(2)], |Im | < aw}

with (r,z) € Uk, (B) and r(h, z,¢) = r(h, z, o + 27).

Let us now consider a resonance given by w = §2/51 for coprime positive integers s1, s2. Set
W = s2/s1. Given a function ¥(h, z), we denote 9(z) = (h(z), z). Take zo with (h(z0), z0) €
Bs. By Lemma 7.3 the system (7.1) can be continued to the complex domain

Do = {z,h,gp, Ae " |z — 20| < Ceonts |h—iL(Z)| < ccom|iL(z)|, Im | < Ceontw, [ImA| < ccom}
(7.5)
for some ccont > 0. The function T'(h, 2) also continues in this domain with [T'(h,2) — T <
deontT', where T' = 27r/<21 and dcont > 0 can be made as small as needed by reducing ccont, by
Lemma 7.2. The constants ccont and deont are uniform, they do not depend on sz, s1, ho, 20-
Finally, we need the following technical lemma.
Lemma 7.4. Consider an analytic function ¥ (p,q,z,A) (such that ¢ can be continued to
Uk, (A)) such that ¢ =0 at C(z) for all z and X. Rewrite this function in the chart h, z, p, A.
Then for any (h, z, 0, A) € Do with Re o € [0, 27] we have

%0
w™! ¥(h, 2,0, N)dp = O(1).

=0

Here the integral is taken along any path homotopic to the segment [0, po].
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7.3 Estimates

Lemma 7.5. We have the following estimates and equalities valid in Do, the constants in
O-estimates below do not depend on s1, S2, ho, 2o.

oT oT

T~nh, o ~hT e = O(Inh),

%‘; ~h 'In % h, ;;gz = O(h 'In"2h), 227‘;’ = O(h2In"2h),

gi; ~htInT?h, ?;TU; =0(h 2 In""h), (7.6)
T

% —w gi % B %’Z (2 wtydt = O(1),

%Z = O(hInh).

Here and below in this paper we use the expressions y = O(x) and y ~ x for negative or
complex x and y as a shorthand for |y| = O(|z|) and |y| ~ |z|.

Proof. We have 2 51 1 = w from the Hamiltonian equations in the coordinates I, ¢. The estimates
for T and w and thelr derivatives follow from the last part of Lemma 7.2 and the formula for
‘g? The formula for 2 & is well known. It can be found, e.g., in [9, Corollary 3.2], where the
estimate a = O(1) is proved in the real case. In the complex case this estimate follows from

the formula for % by Lemma 7.4.

o

: oh 9o _ Bw Oh | Ow dh _ _ _
Let us prove the estimate for 7. We have 0 = 37 = 3757 + 57, thus 2 5y = 2 —

g

O(hInh). Here we use the notation 9)(z) = ¥(z, h(z)).
O

Let us move on from estimates on the complex continuation of the perturbed system to
estimates on the real perturbed system. We will use the notation O.. A precise definition can
be found in [27, Table 1]. Roughly speaking, g = O.(h®In® h) means that gh~*In""h = O(1)
and fastly decreases near the saddle C. We will need the following fact ([27, Lemma 11.1])

27
/ O.(h*In® h)de = O(h“In®~" h). (7.7)
0

Lemma 7.6. Let ¥(p,q,z) denote any smooth function such as® fn or f.. Then we have in
the real domain B3

fw = o*( “tIn72h), O(nh),  fao~In™'h,  fro=0(),  f.0=0(1),
af Ow
ow

dh
These estimates hold with O-estimates bounded from above by uniform constants that depend
only on the system and the domain B3 and ~-estimates bounded from above and from below
by uniform constants.

11 71h) H

O(In""' h).

H =O0.(h "In""h), ~h 'In"%h, H

(7.8)

Proof. For the proofs of these estimates (except the estimate for g—i) see [27, Table 1] and the
references within. We have %= = w%= = O, (h™'In"? h) and
of1 9 1 ~10/fn —1 —1q -1
— || £ = R ACRT = O,(h™ In" " h).
| %] = gr 0] = o % + | = 0.0t
In the same way we get H% = O(1) and H% = O(w™'). This implies the estimate for
or, O

8 Resonant and non-resonant zones

8.1 Fourier series
Denote by fm, m = (mi1,m2) € 72 the Fourier coefficients of the vector-valued function fle=o:
f(w, ¢, A, 0) Z fom(w 1(m1sa+m2>\).
|m|#0

The following lemma will be proved in Appendix B, using the results on complex continuation
stated in Subsection 7.2.

5We can ignore that f;, and f. also depends on )\, as we can just use the estimates on 1) for each fixed value of .
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Lemma 8.1. There is Cr such that for any m € 72 we have in Bs

[ma |

1l % 0 ( = Crlna| - i 221). (5.1

Moreover,

PP ——

92 | < exo(-crlma,

For given N that will be chosen in the lemma below let us denote

Ry f(w,0,0) = > Fin(w)eimreFma),

|m|>N
Lemma 8.2. There is N ~ In*¢ such that for h > ¢ we have |Ry f|| < .

Proof. Ash > ¢, wehave T' < |Ing|. Hence, we can take N ~ In” ¢ such that Cr N/T > 2|In¢|,
then exp(—Cp|m2| - Cr %) < &2 for any m with |m| > N. From this it is easy to obtain
[Rn fll <e. O

8.2 Non-resonant zones

A resonance is given by w(h,z) = £ > 0, where £ = s2/s1 with s = (s1,82) € Z2;
|s| = |s1] + |s2] < N and the numbers s; and s are coprime. Assume that the resonances
are enumerated in such a way that & > & > & > .... Let s, denote the vector (s1,s2)
corresponding to &.. Take small k¥ > 0 and denote by Bs,. C Bs the set of points (h, z) that
satisfy ||w(h,z) — w(h=0, z.)|| < k. The value of k is picked so that Bs,. is far from 9B. The
constants cp, c. in Theorem 6.1 are small enough; we will assume that Bs . contains the set
given by h € (0,2cn), ||z — 2z«|| < 2¢.. Let us fix v = 5 and consider the sets

II ={(h,z) € B3« : h > 2¢|In" e}, Ol = {(h,z) € B3« : h=2¢|In" ¢|}. (8.2)
Inside TT (and also inside the zone IT defined below in Section 10) we have (for any a > 0)

e/h<|n el <1,  |lnh|<|lne, b '|ln"%h| < lln*“*“)s‘. (8.3)

For a resonance s denote bs = e~ P2 < 1, where CF is defined in (8.1). Recall that when s
is fixed, h(z) denotes the resonant value of h given by w(h(z),z) = s2/s1. Set

8s(2) =\/ebsh='In"*h+ech™*|In"% h|In®e. (8.4)

Take any large enough Cz (it should be greater than some constant Kz which will be deter-
mined in the proof of Lemma 8.6). For each resonance given by s = (s1, s2), define its inner
resonant zone

Z(s) = {(h,z) eIl w(h,z) — s2/s1| < Czds(z)}.

Set Z, = Z(s,). Such resonant zone has width ~ v/eh in h if s2 ~ 1 and h > eln®e.
The following lemma shows that the value of h stays roughly the same between two neigh-
boring resonances for fixed z.

Lemma 8.3. Let & > &-41 be ngighboring resonances. Fix z and let iLT > szH be the
corresponding values of h. Then if hr41 > €| In” €|, we have

by < (1 +O(|n! e|))h,«+1. (8.5)

Proof. As w ~ In"'h, hpyr > e|In” ¢| implies &41 2 |[In"'el. As &' and §T__&1 are two

neighboring rational numbers that can be written as ;/32 with [s1] 4 |s2] < N, N ~ In®¢,
taking fixed s2 &~ N&,/3 and changing s1 &~ N/3 with unit step gives the estimate
& — &l S5zt~ (&N) TS I el
Integrating the equality %(wil) ~ h™1, we get
|Inhy —Inhega| ~ 1670 = 625 S [In el
Taking exponent gives (8.5). O

Lemma 8.4. For any Cz > 0 for all sufficiently small € each point w € II lies inside at most
one zone Zy.
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Proof. Take two resonances s and s’. We have
[s2/s1 = /81| = 51" (s1) 7" = sz (s2/51)(s1) " 2 sz In e
and (as bss3 = O(1))
(65/]s2/51 — s5/s1))> <eh "In"*hIne <In* e

with the last inequality following from (8.3). Similarly, we have (8, /|s2/s1—55/51])*> <In* Ve,

Thus for 2 > 2 and small enough & these resonant zones are disjoint. O
Remark 8.5. Tuoke an integer k ~ Ine, % = %, % = k#“ We have
/
So S2 1 -3
= == ~1 €.
st si| Rk+1) T

As bs ~ 1 (and even as ~ 1 for as defined later in Subsection 10) and lnh ~ wl ~1n €, we

have
ds > Veh~lln *e.

To avoid s5/s] being inside the resonant zone of sa/s1, we need h 2, eln®e.

Denote by Z, ,+1 C II the zone between two neighboring resonance zones Z, and Z,41,
&r > &r4+1. For a more formal definition we need to denote by S, C II the set of all w € II with
given z. The intersection Z, 41 NS, is defined as the segment between Z,.N S, and Z,11 NS,
if both are non-empty. If one of these sets is empty, we take the segment between the other
set and an endpoint of the segment S.. If both these sets are empty, Z, 41 NS is also empty.

8.3 Lemma on crossing non-resonant zones

It is convenient to use action-angle variables to describe crossing non-resonant zones. We
will denote W = (w, ¢, A). Take some initial data Winit = (Winit, Qinit, Ainit) € Asz. Let
W(A) = (w(A), (M), A) be the solution of the perturbed system (7.2) with this initial data.
Let us also denote by w(\) some solution of the averaged system (7.3) with wW(Ainit) close to
w(Ainit). We will use the notation h(\) = h(w(N)), h(A) = h(@(N)).

Along the solution of the averaged system w decreases due to (7.4). Until this solution
reaches JII, it passes the zones in the following order: Z1, Z1,2, Z2, Z2,3,.... The evolution of
slow variables given by the perturbed system w(\) passes the zones more or less in the same
order, but as it oscillates, it can leave and reenter the zones. The lemma below covers the
times from the first entry to Z, 4+1 until the first entry to Z,4+1 (or reaching OII).

Lemma 8.6. Fix z. € Z, then there exist y1, Kz > 0 such that the following holds for any
Cz > Kz for some Cg,C7,Cy > 0 and any small enough c,wo,e > 0. Suppose at some time
Ao > Ainit we have

’w(>\0) (S Z/r"/y‘+17 w(w()\o)) < wo-

a) Then there exists A1 > Ao such that w(A1) lies in OII or on the border between Z,,i1 and
Zri1.

b)
e(A1 = Xo) < Ci(&r = &rv)h(A1)[In® B(A1)|.

C) h()\) < gh()\o) fOT‘ A E [Ao,)\l].
d) Assume that for some Ao1 € [Xo, A1] we also have

]’L()\(n) > 05}1()\01), h(Ao) < 2h(/\0) (86)

Denote bs, = eiCFsz, where £ = s2/s1. Denote bsr+1 by the same formula with & replaced
by &r41. Then for all X € [Xo, Mo1] we have (in the error term below we denote h = h(\1))

lw(X) =B < o€ 4 flu(Xg) = (o)l + Cr(v/bey + 1 /be, 11 )VeRInA| + Cre|In™ e].
(8.7)

8.4 Outer and middle resonant zones

Suppose we are given Cz,C%, with C%, > Cz > 0 and numbers D’(s) for each resonance
s = (81, 82). Define the outer resonant zone

Z'(s) = {(h,z) E11: |w(h,2) — sa/s1] < C'Z6s(z)}.

Fix some resonant & = sa/s;. Given a function 1 (h, z), denote ¥ (z) = 1 (h(z), z). Denote

a(z) = as(z) = “s/g;‘; ~ Vehn® h.
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Let D(h, z) = Ds(h, z) be defined by
I(h,2) = I(2) + Da(2)V.
The middle resonant zone is defined in terms of D as
77 (s) = {(h, 2) e l:|D(h,2)| < D’(s)}.

Set Z* = Z™(s,) and Z, = Z'(sr).

Lemma 8.7. Given K,S> > 0, there exists K1 > K such that for any Dp o > K1 we can pick
C% > Cz > K and functions D,(s,z) such that for small enough e for any s we have

o Z(s)C Z™(s) C Z'(s),
e D,(s,2) < Dpo and Dy(s,z) = Dpo if s2 > Sz,
e Dy(s,z) =c1Dppo (\/E—&- \/eh(z)~1In"! h(z) In? 5) for some ¢1 > 0.
Proof. Denote
Z(s,C) = {(h,z) €Il: |w(h,z) —s2/s1]| < C(SS(z)}.

This gives inner resonant zones for C' = Cz and outer resonant zones for C' = C7%. Let Ds(z,0)
be the width of this zone in D. It is easy to check that ds(z) = O(In"*¢) if (hs(2),2) € II, so

for fixed z the values of h in Z(s,C) differ by o(h). This implies 22 ~ % in this zone (for
any C this holds for small enough ¢).

As v > 2, we have eh ' In"?hiIn%e < Veh~'In~*h. Denote 6s = Veh—'In~*h. We have
0s < C16s for some C7; > 0. We have

Ow Ow 8s
Dy(2,C) ~ Cds/(ga\@) ~ Cés/ eoré ™ cg.
Take d'(s) = Cl_lés/gs < 1if s > S5 and d'(s) = 1 otherwise. Note that ds ~ ds if 82 < S
as bs ~ 1 for such s. Then for some Cs > 1 we have

Dy(z,C) € [CCy *d'(s),CCad/(s)]  for all s.
Note that the value of C'> does not depend on K and D, o, it only depends on Sz. Take
Cz=DpoCy',  Cy=DpoCa,  Dy(s) = Dyod(s)
and K so large that Dy o > K; implies Cz > K. We have
Ds(2,Cz) < CZCle(S) = Dpyod/(s) = D;(s), Ds(z,C/Z) > C'ZCfld'(s) = Dp,od/(s) = Dfa(s).

This implies Z,(s) C Z7*(s) C Z;.(s). O

8.5 Lemmas on crossing resonant zones

We will call a resonance high-numerator if so < S2 and low-numerator otherwise. The constant
S is picked in the proof of Lemma 8.8 below. Denote by B,(O) the open ball with center
O and radius 7. The lemma below covers crossing middle resonant zones of high-numerator
resonances.

Lemma 8.8. Given z. € Z, for any Cs;, > 0 and D, > 1 for any large enough S2 there
exist C,,C > 1 such that for any small enough c.,wo,e0 > 0 for any & = s2/s1 € (0,wo) with
s2 > So and 51 < Cs, In” € we have the following for any D, € (0,D,]. Take some initial
condition Xo = (po, qo, 20, \o) with

|1(Xo) — I(20)] < D a(z0)@”?, 20 € B, (2+), h(Xo) > Cpe|lne®|.

Denote by X(\) the solution of the perturbed system with this initial data. Then this solution
crosses the hypersurface
I=1(2) — Dya(z)&"®

at some time A1 > Ao with
e(Ad1— o) < CD;,a(zo)dzO'S 4+ 27msi€.

This lemma is proved in Section 12.1.
The next lemma covers crossing middle resonant zones of low-numerator resonances.
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Lemma 8.9. Given z.« € Zg, for any Cs,, Dpo, A > 1 there exist
Dy > Dy, Cp,,C>1

such that for any small enough c,,wo,e > 0 for any & = sa/s1 € (0,wo) with s1 < Cs, In¢
we have the following. Set

ax = max «az).
Be, (2x)

Then there exists a set E; C As with
m(Es) < Cs10 ' o

such that the following holds.

Take some initial condition Xinit = (Dinit, Qinit, Zinit, Ainit) € A3z \ . Let X (\) be the
solution of the perturbed system with this initial data. Suppose that this solution crosses the
hypersurface

I =1(z) + Dya(z)@"®
at some time Ao > Ainit With €(Ao — Ainit) < A, 2(Xo) € Be, (2+) and h(Xo) > Cpe|ln €5|. Then
this solution crosses the hypersurface

I =1(z) — Dya(z)@"®
at some time \1 > Ao with
(A1 — Xo) < Ca(z0)|Inel@®® < Can|Ing|w’®.

This lemma is proved in Section 12.5.

Remark 8.10. Resonances near separatrices have smaller effect on the dynamics. Namely,
exceptional set in Lemma 8.9 has measure O(v/eh.) (up to some power of Inh.), where h, =
ming,__(-,) h(z). Time spent in resonant zone (i.e. between two hypersurfaces with given I)
in Lemma 8.9 and Lemma 8.8 is O(+\/h«/€) (up to some power of Inh. ). The change of slow
variables h and z while inside resonant zone is O(\/ehy) (up to some power of Inh. ).

Proof. The first two estimates (on measure of exceptional set and time spent in resonant
zones) follow from a ~ VehIn®h and Lemmas 8.8 and 8.9. The estimate on the change of
slow variables follows from the estimate on time spent in resonant zones, as the rate of change
of slow variables is O(e). O
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9 Proof of the lemma on approaching separatrices

9.1 Picking constants and excluded set £

Considerations for non-resonant zones give us Cs,; and some bound from below Kz on Cz.
Lemma 8.9 gives us the value of Sz. Lemma 8.7 (with K = Kz and Ss fixed above) gives us
Dy0. Apply Lemma 8.9 (with this Dj0) to get Dy. Plug K1 = D, in Lemma 8.7 to get C% >
Cz > Kz and D, (s,z) < D, (and D, (s,z) = D, if s is a low-numerator resonance). Now
resonant (inner, outer, middle) zones and non-resonant zones (zones between inner resonant
zones) are defined. Pick c., wo so that lemmas 8.6, 8.8 and 8.9 hold with this wo and with ¢,
in these lemmas equal to 2c,. Pick A > 0 so that any solution of the averaged system under
consideration starting with A = Ao crosses h = —cy, after time less than e 'A. Let &£ be the
union of excluded sets & for all low-numerator resonances provided by Lemma 8.9 and & be
the union of all middle resonant zones of all low-numerator resonances. Define the excluded
set £ byf/':é’l Ué&s.

9.2 Passing resonant and non-resonant zones

Consider solutions X (\) of (3.2) and X()) of (3.3) as in the statement of Lemma 6.4 (then
X (Xinit) € Az \ €). Denote

w(A) = (I(h(X), 2(N), 2(N) = w(X(N), @A) = (I(h(A),Z(N)),Z(N)) = w(X (X))

In this subsection we introduce the quantities d, and d, 41 that measure how much w and w
can deviate from each other when w(A) passes through Z* and Z, 41, respectively. Denote

h* = hs 5 * = s .
() = max  hs(2),  auls)=  max  as(z)

For resonant zones, Lemma 8.9 and Lemma 8.8 provide estimates for the time of resonant
crossing, let us now estimate how much w can deviate from w using that @ and w are bounded.

Lemma 9.1. For some Cres > 1 the following holds. Suppose that Xinix € Az \ € and at
some time \g with

E()\() — )\init) < A7 Z()\o) S BQCZ (Z*)7 OJ()\O) < wp

w(\) reaches the border of Z™(s) given by I = I(z)+ Dj(s,2)a(z). We assume s1 < Cs, In?¢.
Then w(\) exits Z™(s) at some time A1 > Ao via the other border I = I(z) — Db (s, z)a(z)
and we have the estimate

[w(A) —wA)] < [[w(ho) —w(Ao)l + d(s),

where
d(s) = Cresax(s)|Ine|/s1/s2 for low-numerator resonances (9.1)

and

d(s) = CresVbs s (s)V/s1/s2 + Crese| In® e| for high-numerator resonances.

Proof. Low-numerator resonances. By Lemma 8.9 such A; exists and

e(A1 — Xo) S au(s)|Inel|y/s2/s1.

As w and W are bounded by O(e™") = O(es1/s2) (we use Lemma 7.1 to estimate the rate of
change of w), this gives the estimate (9.1).

High-numerator resonances. We argue in the same way as for low-numerator resonances,
but apply Lemma 8.8 instead. We have (we use the formula for Dy, (s, z) from Lemma 8.7 and

the estimates a(z0) ~ \/eh(z0) In® h(z0) and s1 < In%¢)

e(M1 = Xo) S Dy (s, 20)a(2(X0))@”® + es1 < Vbwan +¢|In’ ¢l

~

We will use the notation d, = d(s,) for shorthand.
Passing non-resonant zones is described by Lemma 8.6. Denote by

dr,r+1 = CnonTes \V Eh* (87-)‘11'1 h* (sr)l( bsr + \/ bsr+1) + Cnonres€| ln’h E|~

Here we pick large enough Chonres s0 that the last term in (8.7) is bounded by dy.r4+1 (as long
as z(w(A)) stays in Bac, (2«)). This is possible, as for fixed z by Lemma 8.3 the values of h in
Zrr+1 are close to each other, so we have in the last term of (8.7) h ~ hs,.(2) < hi(sy).
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9.3 Estimating sums over resonant vectors s

Lemma 9.2. For any a,b € R and ¢,d > 0 we have (sums are taken for all s = (s1,52) € N?)

D7 oha(s)st ST, Y ha(s)bistsy S,

s:59<So

S oastSVE Y bla(o)sish S Ve

s:59< S

Proof. The period T depends on h and z: T = —a(h, z)Inh + b(h, z) by Lemma 7.2. From
this we have .
Inh=—a"(T—b), Inhs(z)=—-a'2ro " —b).

Thus for some ¢; > 0 we have
1

ha(s) Se 1@ . (9.2)

If s < S5, we also have
hai(s) S e 2%

where ¢z = ¢1/S2. This implies the upper left estimate.
As for any f we have

he(s)/?(81/52) ~ hu(5)/*|Inf ho(s)| S 1, b22s = emdOr2/26] <1,
the upper right estimate follows from

D hals)7?08? = 0(1). (9.3)

Let us now prove this estimate. Recall the notation |s| = s1 + s2. Either @' = s1/s2 = /5]
or s2 > +/|s|. But h decreases exponentially with the growth of &@~! by (9.2) and bs decreases
exponentially with the growth of so. Therefore, we have h.(s)/2b%? = O(e~3VI*!) for some
cs, which implies the required estimate (9.3).

Finally, the lower estimates follow from the upper estimates if we take into account

a ~ y/eh.(s)In® h.(s) ~ \/Eh* (s)s3s52.
O

By Lemma 9.2 we have m(&1) < > m(&s) = O(v/€). As the width of low-numerator reso-
nant zones in h is ~ y/ehs, the width in I is ~ v/ehss1/s2 and thus m(Z™(s)) = O(v/ehss1).
By Lemma 9.2 we have m(&2) < > m(Z™(s)) = O(y/€). This implies

Lemma 9.3.

> dr S Ve|Inel.

Proof. The sum over low-numerator resonances is O(y/¢| ln¢|) by the bottom left estimate of
Lemma 9.2. The sum of the terms Cies \/Eoz* (s)v/s1/s2 over high-numerator resonances is
O(+/€) by the bottom right estimate of Lemma 9.2. Finally, as the number of resonances is
bounded by some power of Ing, the sum of the terms Cyese|In® g is also O(1/€). O

Lemma 9.4.

Z drr41 = O(Ve).

Proof. Firstly, the sum of the terms ¢|In"* ¢| is O(y/€), as the total number of resonances is
bounded by some power of Ine. Secondly, we have h.(r + 1) ~ h.(r) by Lemma 8.3, thus it is

enough to prove
> Vhe(r)In b (r)[y/bs, = O(1).

This estimate follows from Lemma 9.2, as | In h.(r)| ~ (s1/52)]s=s,.- O
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9.4 End of the proof

Lemma 9.5. For any large enough C > 0 there is Ay such that h(A\f) = C+/e. For all
X € [Xo, Af] we have h(X) > C\/e and

lw(d) =WV < O(Ve|Inel).

Proof. Set Ay equal to the first moment such that h(A;) = C/€ or |h(Af) — h(Af)| > 0.5C/E
or ||z — zi|| = 2¢s or [[w(Ar) —w(h=0,z.)|| = k or Af = Ainiz +e7'A. For A < Ay we can

apply the last part of Lemma 8.6 and we have h ~ h.

Consider the trajectory w(A) for A < Ay. We will apply Lemma 9.1 to cover the moments
from the time w(A) first enters Z;* until w(A) reaches the border of Z* (with w < @(sr)).
We will apply Lemma 8.6 from this moment until w()) first reaches Z™!. Let us renumerate
the resonances in such a way that the point w(\o) is either in non-resonant zone Zi2 or in
high-numerator middle resonant zone Zi" (it is not in low-numerator resonant zone, as low-
numerator resonant zones lie in £). In the latter case, by Lemma 9.1 this solution enters the
non-resonant zone Zi2 and the difference between w(\) and w(\) accumulated is < di. Thus
we can assume that w(\) starts in Zi2 at ¢ = 0 with

01 = [w—w| < di + O(Ve|Inel).

Then w(\) passes Z12 and approaches the second resonance zone Z3*, on entering this zone
by Lemma 8.6 we have
”w *EH < 516@3(&1*&2) + dia.

On leaving Z3" into Z> 3 we have

b2 = ||w — || < 8:e“E ) 1 gy 5 4 do.
After passing Z»> 3 and Z3", on exit from Z3" we have

s = ||w —w| < 61751 753) 4 (dy o + do)e 278 4 dy 5 + da.
Continuing like this, we get the estimate
o < (O(Ve|lnel) +di +dio+da+ -+ dy—1,4, + dy;) x 778 (9.4)
As we have £ = O(1), by Lemma 9.3 and Lemma 9.4 this gives us
3k < Vellnegl.

This implies that we cannot have ||z(Af) — z«|| = 2¢z, as ||z(Xo) — 2z«|| < c.. Similarly, we see
that ||w(Af) — w(h=0,z.)|| # k, as near separatrices the solution of averaged system is close
to w(h=0, z.). From (9.4) and || 2% || = O(In~" h) (this is proved in Lemma 7.1) we have

|h(X) — R(N)| £ Ve|Ine|[In~! A(N)].

This means that for large enough C' we cannot have [h(Af) — h(Af)| = 0.5C/e. This also
means h(\;) > 0, thus we cannot have \; = Ao + e 'A. This leaves just one possibility:

h(Af) = Cy/e. O
Remark 9.6. By Lemma 7.1 we have H%H = O(In"t'h). Taking this into account, in
Lemma 9.5 we have

[h(Ar) = h(Ap)[ = O(Ve),  llz(As) —=Z(Ap)ll = O(Ve[lnel).

Lemma 9.7. Assume that for some Ay we have
A =CVE M) =R = 0(A),  [I=(N) ==V = O(VZ/Ine]).
Then there is A > A¢ with h(w(An)) = 2eIn” e such that for all X € [Af, A
A — R < OE),  [12(0) — 2Vl < O(VE| Inel).

Proof. Denote v = (h,z), v(A) = v(w(A)) and v(A) = v(w(N)). Set Am > Ay be the first
moment such that v(Arm) € I or ||2(An) — z«|| = 2¢; or ||lw(An) — w(h=0,z)|| =k or An =
Xinit + € 'A. Consider v(A) for A € [Ay, An).

The solution v(\) subsequently passes non-resonant and resonant zones, and the behaviour
in these zones is described by Lemma 8.6 and Lemma 9.1, respectively. The total time Ao
between Ay and Aq is split into the time A,.s spent in resonant zones and the time Anonres
spent in non-resonant zones. By Lemma 9.3 we have eAyes S \/§|1n ¢|. By Lemma 8.6 we have
EXnonres S Nmaz In? €, where Aimqs is the maximum value of h()\) for A € [As, An). Indeed, in
our domain we have In h ~ Ine and the sum of all terms &, — §,41 is O(lnf1 €). As hmaz < VE,

we have
6)\15015 S \/EIHQ e.
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As ||v], HEH S e, for t € [Ag, An] all the values of v(A) and T(\) differ from each other for
different A by at most O(y/€1n*¢). Thus we cannot have

llz(Amn) = z«]| = 2¢. or [[w(An) — w(h=0,z.)|| = k or At = Xinit +& A

(in the last case we would have h(An) = —cp, and this is impossible). The remaining possibility
is h(Am) = 2eIn” e.

The estimate on the change of z(\) allows us to show that h(\) decreases exponentially
with the growth of T'(v(\)). The period T depends on h and z: T = —a(h, z) Inh + b(h, z) by
Lemma 7.2. From this we have

Inh=—a (T —b).

As h and z change by at most O(\@{lnz s’), for some constants ao, bo we have
a(h,z) = ao + O(Ve|ln®¢|), b(h,z) = by + O(Vz|In’ ¢]),

SO
h = (1+ O(Ve|ln® |))e % (T=00),

Now we can get a better estimate for Anonres. Denote w, = &(sy), Tr = 27/wy, let h, be
the value of h when entering Z, ,4+1. By Lemma 8.6 we have

Enonres S D (Wr—wry)he n® he = 207 1) Y wrwri 1 (Trsr =Ty )he 10 by ~ >~ by In by (Trga = T).

>70 T>70 >70

It is easy to see that T,41 — T, are bounded, e.g. we can take resonances w = 1/n, then
T = 27n (up to T = 27N ~ In?¢). As h(T) decreases exponentially, we have elnonres <
hro+1lInhrg41] S Amaz|Ine| ~ /g|lne|. So we have

5)\tot ,S \/g| ln5|.

We have E < s‘lnfl 5{. Similarly, for any A1, A2 € [As, An] we have
Az |
hdX < (X2 — A1)e|ln" | + O(e),
A1
as the integral of A during one period is O(e) and T ~ |Ine|. Hence,
|R(A) = h(N)| < [R(Af) — h(Ap)| + O(e|In™" e[) Aot + O(e) < O(VE).

As 2,Z = O(e), we have

IZQ) = 2N < [Z(A5) = 2(Ap)II + O(e) Aior < O(Ve[Ine).

Together Lemma 9.5 and Lemma 9.7 imply Lemma 6.4.
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10 Crossing non-resonant zone: proof

This section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 8.6. Let us define the function
fm6i<m1 o+ma))
O S SR iy
1<|m|<N,mez2 Z(mlw(w) + mQ)
Given w, let & = 22 be the nearest resonance to w(w). Let us also denote A = |w(w) — &|.

Lemma 10.1. Denote

T(w)

Then inside I1 we have (provided that s2/s1 is the nearest resonance to w(w))

as(w):ea:p(fC’F@fCF ), bS:ea:p(fCFSQ), 0<as <bs <l.

lu|l < ass7 'AT  +1n’e,

% < a55231_1A_1 +1In? g, Hg—: < asA”t + | ln35|,
% Sbssith ' In PR ATHAT 4 Ink)) 4+ A InT RInt e,
Ou —1y -1 —1 a1 4

5% Sbesy |Inm Al AT (AT + |Inh|) +1In"e.

This lemma is proved in Appendix C.

Take small k > k (here k is from Section 8.2) and denote by Bs. C Bs the set of points
(h, z) that satisfy |Jw(h, z) — w(h=0, z..)|| < k. The value of & is picked so that Bs . is far from
OB. Let us consider the sets

I={(hz) €Bs.:h>elln e}, O = {(h,z) € By : h =¢|In" ¢}

where y > 2 is the same as in (8.2). We have IT C II. The (large enough) constant C; €(0,Cz)
will be chosen later in Lemma 10.5. For each resonance & = s2/s1 define the zone Z, by the
condition

7, = {(/3, ) ell: |wh,2) —&| < 0253(2)}.

Denote by Zr,r+1 the zone between two neighboring zones ZT and Zr+1, & > &rq1. We have
Zrr+1 C Z,‘,T-H. As the zones Z differ from Z only in the values of constants, the properties
of the zones Z discussed in Section 8.2 also hold for the zones Z for large enough C;. Let
us also note that in Z~T,r+1 for s corresponding to the nearest resonance (&, or &-+1) we have
(recall that by Lemma 8.3 we have he,, ilgr+1 € [0.9h,1.1h))

ATt <20\ hIn*h/(ebs),  AT'<2C;'e 'hlnPhlnTCe. (10.1)

Lemma 10.2. There is Cy > 0 such that for large enough C; the following estimates hold in

Zrrs1 for all v (with s corresponding to the nearest to w(w) resonance)

o [leul| < CuCL'VbsehIn® h+ Cyueln®e < min(0.1h,[In"'¢|),

NEYRE

du
@
Moreover, the coordinate change

124 <016t

U:w, o, — 0+ eu(w, e, A), p, A (10.2)

is invertible in (Zr r41) % [0, 277]2.

Proof. First, let us prove that inside Z,,;1 we have (for s corresponding to & or &r11)
51 =0(n""h). (10.3)

By (8.5) we have &, &1 ~ —In"! h, s0 57 = 556, = O(In"' h), where 71 =7 or i = r+1.
The estimates on u and its derivatives follow from Lemma 10.1 and from (10.1), (10.3)
and (8.3). To estimate the I-derivative, we use % = w%.
Denote Y = (i, ¢, \). From the estimates on the derivatives of u we have ¢ || 9%|| < 0.5,

so the coordinate change U is invertible.

Lemma 10.3. Take some W € Zrr11, ¢, A. Set w = w+eu(w, ¢, \). Let h = h(w), h = h(D).
Then we have Hh — BH < min(0.25h, | In" ! ¢|).
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Proof For v € [0,1] let us denote wa = W + acu(w, ¢, /\), ha = h(wa). Take largest possible
o such that we have |ho — h| < 0.25h for all @ < o'. We have hq/ — h = e }504 u with

some £ € [, W + o/u]. As we have h € [0.75h,1.25h] in [, ® + o/u), Lemma 7.1 gives
|hat — h| = O(In"*h)u < O(In~* A) min(0.1h, | In"'¢|) close enough to the separatrices by
Lemma 10.2. Thus we actually have o/ = 1 and the estimate for hos gives |h(w) — h| <
min(0.25h, [ In ! ¢l). O

Recall that the zones Z, depend on the constant C'z.
Lemma 10.4. Given Cj, there is Czo > 0 such that for any Cz > Cz, for all sufficiently
small e and we have the following. Take the map U defined by (10.2). Then for all v
Zyri1 X 0,20 C U(Zpri1 % [0,27]%).
Proof. For wy € ZTJ_H denote ho = h(wo). Set
R(wo) = e mazy [[u(wo, o, M|, B(wo) = {w € Zrrs1 : |lw — wol| < R(wo)}.
Let us note that by Lemma 10.2 we have

sup R(wo) — 0 for e — 0.
wOeUrZ'r','r~+1

By Lemma 10.3 we also have
[h(w) — ho| < 0.25h0 for w € B(wyo). (10.4)

As we have Z,,,41 C Zrr41 (due to Cz > Cj), it is enough to prove that for any wo €
GZTJH the ball B(wg) does not intersect Zy r41.

First, we may have wo € 9B, with |Jwo — w(h=0, z.)|| = k. Then for w € B(wo) we
have ||w — w(h=0, z.)|| = k + o(1) > k for small £, thus the ball B(wo) does not intersect
B3« D Zrrti.

Second, we may have wo € 911 with ho = ¢|In"¢|. By (10.4), for any (h,z) € B(wo) we
have h < 1.5¢|In” |, so B(wo) does not intersect I D Z,. ;1 1.

Finally, we may have |w(wo) — & = C50¢, (z0) (or the same for 741 instead of 7, this case
is treated in the same way). We will write ¢ instead of ¢, for brevity. By (10.4) we have
h € [0.25ho, 1.25ho] in B(wo). By Lemma 8.3 this implies h(z(w)) € [0.5ho, 1.5ho] in B(wpo).
So in <-estimates below we will write h for both h(w) and h(z(w)) for w € B(wo). This also
means §(z) € [0.50(20),20(20)] in B(wo).

Denote Aw = |w(w) — w(wo)|. It is enough to prove that there is a constant ¢; > 0 (that
does not depend on r or wp) such that Aw < ¢18(z0), then we can take Czo = 2(c1 + C3)
and have

|w—&r] < (1 +Cz)d(20) <2(c1 +C3)d(z) < Czd(z)
in B(wo). Hence, B(wo) does not intersect Z, 1.

We have Aw < || 2 (wint)|| R(wo) for some wint € [wo, w]. We have || 22| < hg' In™? ho.

We will use that
R(wo) < ebssy "0 H(wo) + eln’ e

by Lemma 10.1. Hence we obtain using (10.3)
|Aw|| <ebsh™ In"*h 6 ' (wo) 4+ eh ' In"? hin®e.
We have eh ™' In"® hln? & < §(wo). We also have
ebsh ™ In" h 6 (wo) < 6(wo),
as 8(wo) > /ebsh=1In~* h. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 10.5. For some Cg > 0 and for large enough value of the constant C; defined
above the following holds. Inside Z, ,41 the change of variables w = W + eu(w, p, X) takes the
perturbed system (7.2) to the form

W = e fo(w) + &8,
¢ =w(W + eu) + eg(d + eu, p, A, €), (10.5)
A

where B is a smooth function of W, p, \ that depends on € and
18] = O(bsA™*h™ ' In"*h) + O(bsA™"h ' In"*hIn®e) + O(h ' In"® h1n® &) (10.6)
here s corresponds to the nearest to w(w) resonance). Moreover, for small enough € we have
g

e 18Il < CsC3% (10.7)
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and

_ dh
—1.5¢Kp|In" ' h| < () —0.5eKp|In"" A,

dA
—1.5eK,h M In? Al < d&w) < —0.5eK,h™ | In? Al (10.8)
do(@) | . db, (2()
oo D) , et
where %2 s given by (10.5).

Proof. From [4, Proof of Lemma 7.3] we have

el = <(E + 62:;))71 — E) (fo(2) +eB1) + b

with
6/31 = [f(w7 P, Av 6) - f(’LU, P )‘7 0)] + [f(ﬁ} + eu, 2 )‘70) - f(’LZJ, P )‘7 0)]
RS = e fo = gLl -+ 2u) — (@)
Note that as w € II we have |Inh| < |Ing|. As w is bounded, 1 < A™' < A™2 For
a vector function g(w) = (g1(w),...gn(w)) denote (g—i)mt = (891 (171) . aw (nn)), where
M,---,NMn € [w, w + u] are some intermediate points. By Lemma 10.3 the values of h for the

points n; are in [0.5h(w), 2h(w)]. We have the following estimates (using the estimates from
Lemma 10.1, Lemma 8.2, (7.8) and (10.3)).

871 Hf(w7 ®s )" E) - .f(wa @, )‘7 0)” = O(ln h)7

(@ + eu, 0, M, 0) — f(, 0, A, 0| = H (gi

w/ int
e |Rafll <1,
‘(%f@ =0 'In )b AT+ O(h T InT 2 hin®e),

- u[w(zDJrsu — w(W)]

Ou _
dy a
=O(h 'In " h) (bﬁA—Q + b, A I z—:|) +O(h "I~ hin®¢).

H znt

This gives (we use |Ine| 2 |In k| to simplify the expression below)
181 <O " In " h)b2A 2+ O(h ' In"* Aln® )b A" + O(h™ ' In"? hIn® &).
As HE%H < 0.5 and || fw,0l| = O(1), we have the estimate

0
18I S 181 + 11 fol || 2

As we have the estimate

ou
ow

<Sbsh ' InTtR(AT2 4 Inh|ATY + R In 2 hin' e,

by Lemma 10.1 and (10.3) (we use 3% = w2%), this implies (10.6).

From (10.6) and (10.1) we have (10.7), the estimate for the second and third terms of (10.6)
uses (8.3). Here we use that v > 2 and so |Ine|*™7 < 072 for small e.

As % = O(In"' h) by Lemma 7.1, for large C5 we have || “ | Cs C < 0.5K3|In"* A|.
Then (10.7) and (3.5) imply the first part of (10.8). For some ¢; > O we have Ha“’ H <
cath™*In"%h in 33,*. For large C; we have C@C’ZTQQ < 0.5K,. This (together with (10.7)
and (7.4)) means that the second part of (10.8) also holds.

We have 226 — O(h1nh) by (7.6). =0(y/e/hIn®¢). As & = O(e), this
means dgir = O( 3/2p=1/21n%¢). By the estimate on 9« this implies the last part of (10.8).

O

Lemma 10.6. There is a constant c1 > 0 such that the following holds. Assume that a solution
(@(N), o(N), A(N)) of (10.5) stays inside Zr,r+1 for X € [M1, A2]. Denote h(X) = h(w(N)). Then
we have h(X2) > c1h(A1).

Proof. By (10.8) both h and w decrease along our solution and % ~ h7'In"? h. This gives
%(wil) ~ h~!. Afterwards this lemma is proved like Lemma 8.3, but we integrate the

derivative - (w™") along our solution instead of the partial derivative for fixed 2. O

30

u ‘ =0 ' In?h)bs AT +O(h InT hin®e),



Let us say that a domain D C R™ is L-approximately convex (L > 1), if any two points
w1, w2 € D can be connected by a piecewise linear path with length at most L w1 — wo|| that
lies in D. In such domain any vector-function 1 (w) satisfies the estimate

l¥(wr) — (w2 < L max

0
oo = war

We will need the following lemma. It is well-known for convex domains (with L = 1) and
generalises straightforwardly for L-approximately convex domains, using the estimate above.

Lemma 10.7. Consider two ODEs
w1 = a(w), w2 = a(wz) + b(A)
defined in some L-convex domain D. Consider two solutions w1 (), w2(\) with
[wi(Ao) — wa(Ro)]| <0

that exist and stay in D up to the moment T. Assume that in D we have the estimate
L Hg—g“ < A. Then for any X € [Ao,T) we have the estimate

A
s(A) — wn (V)] < AO) (6 +f

=X

NGl ar).

Lemma 10.8. There exists L > 1 such that for all ho > 0 the domain {w € Bs . : h(w) > ho}
is L-approzimately convez.

Proof. Let us build a path connecting wi with wa. We assume I(w1) < I(w2). Let L, and
Imin be the maximum and minimum of I(ho, z), where z lies in the segment connecting z(w1)
and z(wz). If I(w1), I(w2) > Imae, we can connect w1 and we by a segment. Otherwise, we
have I(w1) < Imqz. Then we connect by a segment w1 with (Imaz, 2(w1)), then (Imaz, 2(w1))
with (Imaz, 2(w2)) and, finally, (Imaez, z(w2)) with w2. The length of this path is bounded by
(Imaz —Imin) + ||Zl — Z2|| + (I(wg) — I(wl)) if ](’lUQ) > Imas and by Q(Imaz — Imin) + ||Z1 — ZQH
otherwise.
Let us prove that for some Lo we have

Imae — Imin < Lo |21 — 22|| - (10.9)
As 2L = ™! for any 2/, 2" € [z(w1), 2(w2)] we have
[I(ho,2") — I(ho,2")| < |1(0,2") — I(0,2")|4+ € A %ufl |2 = 2"|| dh1 < ||z" = 2" .
This gives (10.9). So our domain is approximately convex with L = 2Lg + 2. O

Lemma 10.9. There exist Cs,C; > 0 and v1 € R such that the following statement holds.
Assume that for some Ao > 0 and Wy we have

wO € Zr,'r+1~

a) Then for any o € [0,2n] there exists \1 > Ao such that the solution X(\) of (10.5) with

X(Ao) = (o, o, Xo) is defined for all X\ € [Xo, M1]. This solution satisfies W(\) € Zr,r41 and
w(A1) lies on the boundary of Zyry1: in OIL or on the border with Z,11.
b) Denote h(\) = h(w(X)). Then

(A — o) < Cel&r — &) (M) In® B(A)]. (10.10)
¢) Denote h(\) = h(W(N)). Assume that for some Ao1 € [Ao, \1] we have
h(Xo1) > 0.25h(No1),  h(Xo) < 3h(Xo). (10.11)
Then for all X € [Ao, Ao1] we have (we use the notation h = h(A1) in the formula below)
) = OV < e Ji(ha) — B0 +O(VERIH(v b, + b 2) + O ™ ).
(10.12)

Proof. By (10.8) the value of |w — &-| — Cz s, increases with the time, so the solution w(\)
does not cross the border of ZT and Zr,r+1- This proves the first statement of the lemma.

As w decreases with the time, we can take w as an independent variable. From (10.8) we
have

% ~ e 'hin®h, (10.13)

" A — o = O(e'hIn® h) (w(ho) — w(Ar)).
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As w € [&r41,&r], this gives (10.10).

Let us now prove the estimate for ||@w(A) — wW(A)||. Note that by Lemma 10.6 and (10.11) the
values of () for different A € [Ao, Ao1] differ at most by a constant factor between themselves
and also with A(w(A)). Thus we will simply write h in O-estimates (for definiteness, set
h = h(A1)). Let us use Lemma 10.7 with D = {w € G : h(w) > c1h} for ¢1 > 0 chosen to
cover all the values of h discussed above. This domain is L-convex for L chosen in Lemma 10.8.
We have a = (ef1,0,f2,0). By Lemma 7.1 we have L H%H <A~ 5h71|ln73 h|. By (10.10)
for some Cs > 0 we have

AX = Xo) < Co(&r — &ri1)-

We have b()\) = 2. For some 71 we get from (10.6) the following estimate for 3
18] = O(bsA™2h™ " In~*B) + O(h™ | In" " &) (bsA™" +1).
Denote wo = w(Ao), w1 = w(A1), we have wp > w1. By (10.13) we have
A A1 3 w(
[ weiar< [ e < chlm®al [ 8] o
T=A0 T=MAg w1
We will use (10.1) in the estimates for the integrals below. Clearly,

wo
/ bsA"?dw < bs, A (wo) + bs, AT wi) = O(y/R|In* k| /€)(\/bs, + \/bs,11)

and
/ (bsA™ 4+ 1)dw < (|In A(wo)| + | In A(wi)]) 4 (wo — wi) = O(Ine).

1

By the estimate on ||3|| this yields

wo
/ 18]l dw = O(e™*h™"*[In"2 h|)(v/bs, + 1/bs, 1) + O(h™ [ In" 3 ¢]),

1
wo
/ b(7)|dr = O(" >R *[In h]) (v/bs, + 1/bs,4,) + O(e| In" €]).

1
Finally, in Lemma 10.7 we take § = [Jw(Xo) —W(Ao)||. Then this lemma gives the esti-
mate (10.12). O

Proof of Lemma 8.6. Let us start with fixing the values of the constants C;, Kz. Take C; as
needed by Lemma 10.5. Then pick Kz so that Lemma 10.4 holds for all Cz > Kz.
Consider the coordinate change U given by (10.2). By Lemma 10.4 we have

Zrri1 X [0,27)° C U(Zrri1 x [0,27]°).
Define @(\) by the formula
(@A), p(A); A(N) = U™ (w(A), p(A), A(N) € Zrria x [0, 2]
Set
h(A) = h(w(N),  h(N) = k@),  h(X) =h@N)).
By Lemma 10.3 we have
h(X) € [0.5h(X), 1.5A(\)], h(X) € [(2/3)h(N), 2h(N)]. (10.14)

Let us apply Lemma 10.9, this lemma gives some moment A; that we denote by A1 to avoid
the conflict with A; from the current lemma. From Lemma 10.4 and the continuity of w(A) if
@(A1) is in OII or on the border between Z, and Z, 1, for some A; < A; the point w(A;) is in
OII or on the border between Z, and Z,11. We have proved that A1 exists.

The estimate on A1 — \g follows from the estimate on 5\1 — Ao provided by (10.10) and
from (10.14).

The estimate h()\) < 3h(X\o) follows from Lemma 10.3, as h()\) decreases: we have

5
3

By (8.6) and (10.14) we have
h(Ao1) > 0.5h(Ao1) > 0.25h(Xo1),  R(Xo) < 2h(Xo) < 3h(Xo).

Hence, we may apply the last part of Lemma 10.9 and obtain an estimate for ||@(\) — w(\)]
for all A € [Ao, Ao1]. By the estimate on eu in Lemma 10.2 we have

@) =@ = w(X) =T S (Vs + 1/bs,42)y/eh(X) In® A(X) + e In” e.

Hence, the estimate from Lemma 10.9 means that for all A € [Ag, Ao1]
lw(X) = D] < €“E 1 [w(Xo) = B(Ao)l[+O(/bs, +1/bs, 11 )Veh|lnh|+O(e| ™ e]).

We have proved the estimate (8.7). O
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11 Auxiliary system describing resonance crossing

11.1 Transition to auxiliary system: statement of lemma

In this subsection we state lemmas on the auxilliary system describing passage through reso-
nances. These lemmas will be proved in the rest of the current section. Denote

az) = E/% ~ m, B(z) = \/Eg—é}} ~Veh-1In73 h. (11.1)

We have e = af. For given resonance s = (s1, s2) denote & = s2/s1 and let h(z) be given by
wlh,z) =w
Lemma 11.1. There exists dz > 0 such that for any & = s2/s1 and zo such that (h(z0), 20) €
B for any z € C™ with ||z — zo|| < &dz we have
|A(2) = h(z0)| < h(20)/10,  |a(2) = a(z0)| < a(20)/10,  |B(2) — B(20)| < B(20)/10.
(11.2)

Lemma 11.2. For any Cs; > 0 for any large enough Cy > 0 there exist C,Cp,cz > 0 such
that for any small enough € > 0, any zo, and any resonance s = (81, $2) with

|s1] < Cs, In”¢, (h(20),20) € B, h(z0) > C,e|In® €]

after a coordinate change (p,q) — (P, Q) depending on X (with period 2ms1) and z, and the
time and coordinate change given by

dr ~—0.5

— a1
v B(z), Z =& (z—z0) (11.3)
the perturbed system (7.1) can be rewritten as
o OH
P = —F,(Q,20+0Z) — & s 58Q7(PQ Z) + aup(P,Q, Z,T,¢),
n—2 8H7 ~_0.5
Q =P+& " s Bop (PQ@2)+ab™ " ue(P,Q, 2,7,¢), (11.4)
Z' = o "Pu. (P, Q, Z,7,¢€),
/
T =1
in the domain
D= {Z PQ.T eR™: | Z] < ez, [P < &, @ < & C }

The values of a and B in (11.4) are taken at z = z0 + ©Z. The function FS(Q, z) s described
by Lemma 11.4 below. We have the estimates

H7ll o2, [ugl, [u:| < C, lup| < Co™*
and

071 = D) = VBP(,7,2,8)] < Clsiad™Bl, v =aQ( 7,28 < Clsifl,  (115)

where v = ¢ — (s2/51)A.

Lemma 11.3. Denote D(P,Q,z,\) = o ‘& %51 — f), then this function is 2mws1-periodic in
A and we have
oD

D—-P
D-Pl|%

< Clsiw~ ", ’——1’<C|slw—lm, H H<C|s 57208
(11.6)
Lemma 11.4.
o Fi(Q,2) is 2mw-periodic in Q.
e F, can be continued to
Dr ={Q,z €[0,2r] x C" : |z — 20| < 0.5c},
where c is the constant from Lemma 7.3, it does not depend on s. The function Fs is
uniquely determined by s and the perturbed system in the action-angle variables (7.1).

e For any §, > 0 there exist S, d2 > 0 such that for any sz, s1 with s2 > S and s2/s1 < 62
we have

OFs 003
0z 0z

< 0 in Dp

cl

I1Fs = ©5() [ < 61,

(recall that Oz is given by (3.4)).

o For each so there exist finite set Fs, such that we have

or. _oF
0z 0z

min ( ) —0 in Dr.
§1—00

FEFs,
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11.2 Rescaling the action

In this subsection we start the proof of Lemma 11.2, this proof continues till Subsection 11.5.
Lemma 11.1 is obtained as a byproduct in this subsection.

First, we use Lemma 7.3 to continue the perturbed system in the complex domain Dy given
by (7.5), we will use the notation ccont from (7.5). As w is bounded in B, for small enough dz
we have Odz < ceont for all s. By (7.6)

oh
dz

For any K > 10, reducing dz if needed, we get

=O(hInh) in Dyo.

|h(z) — h(z0)| < h(z0)/K.  if |z — 20| < &dz

This clearly implies the first estimate in (11.2), other two estimates also follow by (11.1). This
proves Lemma 11.1.

Let us continue the proof of Lemma 11.2, we will assume below that ¢z in this lemma
satisfies 8¢, < dz. We will use the notation 1)(z) = (2, h(z)). Let us replace the energy
variable h by the rescaled action J that will be defined shortly. First, note that the action

I(h, z) can be continued to Dy by the formula I = f%op&p dep, where p(h, z,¢) and q(h, z, p)

are defined in Do by Lemma 7.3. As by (7.6) we have 2 # 0in Dy, 1/ 2% is uniquely continued
from the real square root). Hence, o and 3 are correctly defined by (11 1) even for complex
z. Let us define (in Do) the rescaled action J by the formula

J=a '(I-1),
then 5 5
I=I+al, =o'
tad Hr T e
Denote by %J the z-derivative for fixed J, <p,)\. Denote by f; = %fh + %fz the J-
component of the vector field f, here % = a 'w™!. Denote
3fz fe | Ofs
di = = 4+ ==
ivy f = —|— g + EYi

Lemma 11.5. divy f = O(1) + a(2) f» with a(z) = O(&™ ') in Do. Thus, divy f = O(@™1).

Proof. We need the following formula [see page 15 of http://owlnet.rice.edu/ fjones/chap15.pdf]
for the divergence in curvilinear coordinates. Let Z; be curvilinear coordinates and x; be carte-
sian coordinates, let F; and F; be components of a vector field F' in these coordinates. Let D
be the Jacobian of the map T given by = T'(Z). Then

OF; OF; _1x— = 0D
8301- 8@1 Z 6~z
Let us apply this formula to coordinate systems & = (J, ¢, 2) and x = (p,q, z) (for fixed

A). The map (I,¢) — (p,q) is volume-preserving for any fixed value of z, so for fixed z the
map (J, ) — (p,q) has Jacobian equal to a(z). Thus, we have D = a(z).

. 1, 0
Oy , Bfa , OF: =divs f +a(2) lfza—a
s h w 2w 2w h - -
Using that 2% = O(hInh) by (7.6), we get 22 — 2% 4 2°99h _ (=1 In~" h) by (7.6).

As we can write o = 61/2@71/2%

2
, where only the last multiplier depends on z, we have

9 ajpgrpde 0 b
0z oh 0z Oh

Thus divy f = O(1) + a(z) f. with a(z) = a™* gj =O(Inh) =0(G™1). O

=aO(Inh).

; : of _ 81 , 81 0h _ OI
Let us prove some estimates that will be used later. We have 5- = 5. + 575, = 2, +

O(hln*h). As 2L ~ 92 = O(lnh), we have 2 (I —I) = O(h — h)Inh + O(hIn*h) =
O(hIn?h) in Dy. Thus we have in Dy (as I — I = O(hInh))
9T _ 019 (1 -1y —a 2%~ [y = O(hIn? h)a" + O(n h)a~ (I — 1)

9" o 9z T oL
=O(hIn*h)a~ ' =0(n~ " h)g~".
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Denote

Dio = {z, Jop, A € crte . |z — 20| < dewd, |J] < Ccont,Jﬁ_l In—2 fz, |Im | < Ceont@, [ImA| < ccom},

D, = {z,J,Lp,/\ €T 1 |z — 20| < 2cu®, |J] < c°°+“5*11n*2 h, [Im | < CC;’%, Im A| < CC;’“ }

Here the constant ccont,s > 0 is chosen so that the image of Do under the map J, z, o, A —
h,z,p, A lies in Dy. We will use the domain D; below, the domain D; o is needed to obtain
Cauchy estimates in D;. The width of these domains in J is O(athinh) = O(Ve-thln ' h) =
OB~ '1In~2h).

We have 9= ; = O(Inh) in D1 by Cauchy formula. However, we have weaker estimates

]
O.(h™h) for 88%;" and % (this is not used later, so we skip the proof). Let us set

7

=0

We have f; = % fule—o + 2L f.|.=0 = O(Inh)a™" + O(In"' h)B~" = O(Inh)a~'. By the
estimates above we have [ 27 f.d = O(F~ In" h) = O(a™"). As 32 =w™la™!, we have

Iy &L fudip = ! wa71¢ frndt = O(a™!) by Lemma 7.4. Thus we have IS fody = O(a™") for
any . This implies

(f1)e :O(a_l)a H, :O(Ol_l) in Ds. (11.9)

We can compute

)
= fo *f¢|¢:0+/w_0 (aaj;ZJ —divs f+ %<fJ>w)dw-

Hence, we have

fr= =G4 BN+ BUneNe, fo= Gk s,
where
fr=(frle=0)e
F o ® 8fz . 0
fo= (fw‘«pzo - /wzo ( 9 g divy f + w(ﬁ;)w)dw) . + (fp — fole=0), (11.10)
fr=11=file=o.
By (11.9) we have f; = O(a™!). We also have
%(f,r)w = (divy f — an;z J>‘P = O(Inh). (11.11)

Note that ﬁ,, is clearly 2m-periodic. Let us also set fz = f..

Lemma 11.6.
file=o = fr=0(h)B,  fole=o— fp = O(ch™ ' In"?h).

Proof. Denote f = (fp, fq, f-). The maps f — fs and f — fo are linear. As ﬂszo—f: O(e),
the lemma follows from the estimates f; = O(Inh)a and f, = O(h™'In~? h) that hold for
any f. O

As ¢ = 0 is given by a transversal to one of the separatrices that is separated from the
saddle, the time t = w™ 'y is a smooth function of the coordinates p, ¢, z near ¢ = 0 (we treat
values of ¢ near 27 as negative values near 0). Therefore, from ¢ = wt we get
dp ot dp dp

— — -1 - — -1 —_r
dq ¢:o_w8q t=0 O(n™"h), Op t=0 O(n™"h), 0z

Lo
wZO_ dp

ot

_ ot _ -1
w:o_wﬁ‘z O(ln™" h).

t=0

Hence, fo|p—0 = O(In"'h). We have by Lemma 11.5 (we use the notation a(z) from this
lemma, with a(z) = O(Inh))

@ ¢
[ divs g~ tivs £)ode =00) +a(e) [ (f = £C)) = (7 = O

Pp=0 Pp=0

This is O(1), as the integral above can be estimated by Lemma 7.4. By (11.10) this implies
fo = 0O(1) (note that f,|c—o — f, = O(1) by Lemma 11.6, as h > eln®¢).
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The system (7.1) rewrites in D; (we use the notation w(J, z) = w(h(J, 2), z)) as

J == v eFa s +eho s ),
: = ~Z Ja ) 7)‘3 )
i=elllae a;) (11.12)
¢ = w(‘L Z) + 687(]1 + 5ﬁP(Ja 2P >‘7€)7
A=1.
11.3 Transition to resonant phase
It will be convenient to use new angle variables -, u given by
y=¢ = (s2/s1)\, p=N/s1; p=7+s2p, A= s1p. (11.13)

Note that % = %, as both these derivatives are taken for fixed A and p. After the coordinate
change (J,z,¢,\) — (J,2,7,1) and the time change ¢’ = % = s11) the system (11.12)

rewrites as

H,
Oy

2 = siefs,

J = —s1¢e + siefs + s1efy,

/ aHl r3
7 = sw s+ sie5 +sief,
w =1

The coefficients of this system are 27-periodic in v and u and also are invariant under the
translation (v, u) — (v — 2732, + i—’;) Set

~ J ~ ~
Hy(J, 2,7, 1) :Oé(Hl(J,Zﬁ-FSw,SlM) - ’VfJ(O,Z,Slﬂ)) +571/ (w(J,2) — s2/s1)dJ.
0

Note that Hs is 2w-periodic in u. Set

gJ(J,Z,"Y,,U/,E):f](.],Z,Slu)—fj(o,z,81ﬂ)+fj, gz(‘LZ?f%/j“va):fz, gw(J7277:M:5)=fw~

Then our system rewrites as

OH
J = —s1872 + s1eqy,
Oy
7 = si1eg., (11.14)
v = 51822 4 s1eg .
= 5185+ + 51690,
oJ
w =1

We will consider the Hamiltonian part of this system (i.e. without the g. terms) in the
domain

Do = {50,791 € % s |2 = 20] < 2e, 1] < 1, [Im| < S5, [Res| < oy [lmp] < 2,
1

where C,, > 0 should satisfy C';, > @ccon:. Note that we have ,3_1 In"3h > 1 for small
enough ¢ given h > ¢|lne|” for p > 1. Thus, the image of this domain under the map
J, 2,7, @ = J, 2,0, X lies inside D;. Using the estiINnates (7.6) on g—‘}’, ‘327;’, we can compute
B Hw(I=I+aJ)—s2/s1) = J+O(BIn®h). As Hy, f5 = O(a™") by (11.9), we have Hz = O(1)
in Dy (also for p > 1). We also have g5 = O(In h); gy, g- = O(1) in the real part of D,. Indeed,
the estimates on f, and f. were obtained above and the estimate on gs follows from (11.11)
and Lemma 11.6.

As we have aH; = O(1) in D; by (11.9), we get Cauchy estimate % = O(BIn?h) in
Ds. This allows us to separate the main part of Hy: in Dy we have

Hy = J?/2+ Hapo(z,7v, ) + BIn* h Ho1(J, 2,7, 1), where

) R (11.15)
Hao = aHi(z,7 + s2p, s1p) — yafs(z, s1p), Hz1 = 0O(1).

11.4 Averaging over time

Let us state the following lemma that follows from [29].
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Lemma 11.7. Consider a Hamiltonian system with the Hamiltonian ¢H (p,q,t) periodically
depending on time t (with the period 2w ) and slow variables p,q:

. OH
q= Eaip(p7Q7t)7

s _oH (11.16)
P="%, (p,q,1),

t=1.

Assume that the Hamiltonian eH (p, q,t) is defined for (p,q) in a complex neighborhood Us of
some real domain U C R? of width § > 0: Us = U+{p,q € C%;|p|, |q| < 6} andt € S} =R/27Z
and we have |H| < Cg in Us x St. We assume H to be analytic in p,q and continuous in t.

Then there is C > 0 depending only on Cg and § such that for all e € (0,C') there are new
canonical variables p(p, q,t), ¢(p,q,t) with

|ﬁ(p7 q, t) _p‘ < 0_157 |lj(p7Q7t) - q| < C_lg

such that in these coordinates our system is defined in V = Uyss x St and is given by the
Hamiltonian
eH(p,q) +eAH(p,q,t)
with
[H(5.0) = (H(p, ¢, )elp=pa=all, <C 7', [|AH[ly, < exp(-Ce™).
Let us obtain explicit dependence of the estimates in this lemma on the width of the complex
domain where the system is defined.

Corollary 11.8. Consider the system (11.16) with the Hamiltonian e H periodically depending
on time t (with the period 27 ) and slow variables p,q. Assume that the Hamiltonian e H(p, q,t)
is defined for (p,q) in a complex neighborhood Us, s, of some real domain U C R of width
0p, 0p € (0,1) in p and q, respectively:

Us,.s, = U+ {p,q € C*|p| < &y, lq| < &,}

and t € S} = R/2nZ and we have |H| < Cqu in Us, s, X Si. We assume H to be analytic in
P, q and continuous in t,

Then there is C' > 0 depending only on Cu such that for all e € (0,Cdp04) there are new
canonical variables p(p, q,t), ¢(p,q,t) with

lp(p,q.t) —p| < C e, lalp,g.t) —ql < C s, !

such that in these coordinates our system is defined in V = Uo.sép,o,séq X Stl and is given by
the Hamiltonian

eH(p,q) +eAH(p,q,t)
with

Hﬁ(ﬁa q) — (H(p,q, t)>t|p:ﬁ»q:§HV < 07155;16;17 ”AHHV < eXp(*C5p5q571)~

Proof. Let us make a coordinate change p = d,p’, ¢ = J,¢'. The Hamiltonian in the new
coordinates is €(d,0,) " H. Denote ¢/ = £(8,0,)", then the new system is given by the
Hamiltonian &' H. This system is analytic for (p’,q’) in a complex neighborhood U] of some
real domain U’ with width 1 in both p’ and ¢’. The domain U’ is large, but the constant C
in Lemma 11.7 does not depend on U’ and Uj, it only depends on the width §. Lemma 11.7
gives us new coordinates p',q with [’ —p'|,|§’ —¢'| < C™'¢’. In the coordinates §',q the
system is given by the Hamiltonian ¢/ H’ (p',q)+AH' (P, ,t) with

—
HH (pl7q/) - <H(pa q, t)>t|p:6pﬁ’,q:5qq’

< C7tes, ot HAH’HU&

S 1
Ub s xS} 5%5;

Set p = 6,5, G = 6,4 and let H(p,q), AH(p,d) be H and AH’ written in these coordinates.
It is easy to check that the estimates above imply the estimates in the statement of this
corollary. O

11.5 After averaging
Let us recall the system (11.14)

OH.
J = —s1872 + s1eq7,
oy
7 = sieg.,
OH
v = 51587; + 51€Gy,
w =1
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The Hamiltonian part of this system is defined in

Ccont

@, [Rey| < Cy, [mp| < <o }
481

Dy = {z,J,’y,u €T |z — 20| < 2¢2@, |J| <1, |Imy| <

and the whole system is defined in the real part of this complex domain. Let us apply
Lemma 11.8 to the Hamiltonian part of (11.14), with ¢t = pu, U = (-0.5,0.5); x (=C, +
CC"Z’“;’ ,Cy — Cw;t@)% 65 =0.5,0, = BC"Z”@ and €1 = s13. Here we denote by €1 the € variable
used in Corollary 11.8 to distinguish it from € in (7.1). This corollary gives new coordinates
that we denote P, Q. Corollary 11.8 is applied separately for different values of z, but it is
easy to check that the construction in [29] gives P(J,~, z, 1) and Q(J, 7, z, i1) that are analytic
in z. Let us make a scale transformation

this will simplify the main part of our system that will be written later. By Corollary 11.8 we
have

J=VaoP(J,7,2,8)| = O(s107'8), |y —@Q(J,7,2t)| = O(s18). (11.17)

In P, Q coordinates the system (11.14) without g is given by the Hamiltonian

_E[(I:)’ Q7 2, :u’) = slﬁﬁ3(P7 Q~7 Z) + S%®71ﬂ2ﬁ4(Pa Q7 Z) + Slﬂexp(_ca)s;lﬁil)ﬁ5(ﬁa Q~7 2, /1‘)7
FI3(P7Q7Z) = <H2(J777Z7M)>H|J:13,7:Q~7
Hs, Hy, Hs = O(1).

Denote by H(P,Q, z, 1) the new Hamiltonian after scaling, we have H = & 150, Hence, in
the P, Q coordinates this rewrites as

H =& ""s18Hs(P,Q,2) + 510 *"F*Ha(P,Q,2) + @~ s1fexp(~Clsy ' 87" Hs(P, Q, 2, ),
H3(P,Q) = <H2(J777H)>M|J=\/5P,7=®Q7

Hs, Hy,Hs = O(1).

This system is defined in the domain (we reduce this domain a bit to have a shorter formula,
taking into account that Cy > Ceont@)

A—0.5 ~—1
w C,w
5 [Re@ < =

Dy = {Z,P,Q,,LLE Cn+2XR: |Z—ZO‘ < 2CZL:], |P‘ < ) |ImQ‘ < %}

Let us also consider real domain

D= {2 PQueR™ |2 - 2| < cz0, |P| < wz's, Q| < wail}
and the same domain rewritten using Z = &' (z — ) instead of z:
D={2PQueR"": |2 <cs, |P| < O o)< Cvffl 3
We have Cauchy estimates valid in D
|Hillos = O(1)  for i = 3,4,5. (11.18)
Denote Cuy = w5518 exp(—C&Jsfl,B_l). For large enough C, we have
Cs107 '8 < |In""¢|/4 (11.19)

and thus Cr, = O(¢%). By (11.18) this means that the corresponding terms in Hamiltonian
equations are also O(e?).

Let us now include the terms appearing after we reintroduce the terms sjeg in (11.14)
rewritten in the new coordinates. Denote

0P 0P 0P i 00l
UP—ang"‘a’yggo"_azgz Chys] € w 90’
90 L8 oQ 1 1. 0H

Uy = Gs.
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From the estimates g; = O(Inh), g,,9- = O(1) we get up = O(Inh), ug,u. = O(1) (we
use that W = 0(1), W = O(ln"t¢) for = J,v,z in D4 by the Cauchy formula
and (11.17) and (11.19)). Now the system (11.14) rewrites as

H. H.
P = o582 (p Q. 2) - w28 A (.. 2) 4 51207 Pup(P.Qu 20,
oQ oQ
o OH . OH .
Q =0 (PQ,2) + 7 S B (PQ,2) + 5180 ug(P,Q, 2, ),
oP oP
Z, = SlSUz(P, Q7 Z, ,LL),
’
w =1
After the time change Z—; = 5107%%8(2), % = &7 %%3(2) we obtain the system (we recycle ’
to denote also the derivative with respect to the new time 7)
P == 20 (P.Q.2) - 0B (P.Q.2) + aun(P. Q).
/ ~—1 8H5 ~A—2 8H4 ~—0.5
= P ip P
Q=07 TR (P.Q) + 6 2B (PQ,2) +ab Pug(P,Q.5,7),

Z/ - awO‘suz(Pa Q: Z, 7_)7
!
T =1.
Let us now use (11.15) to separate the main part of this system. We replace
Hs = <H2(J7 Y %, H))H‘J:\/EP,W:&JQ
with its main part (corresponding to J?/24 Haz o(z,, 1) from (11.15)) that we denote Hg and
add the remainder to Hy4 (this sum is denoted H7). We have in Ds

p? _
Ho(P,Q) = & +(H20)ulr=00,  H1(P,Q) = Ha(P,Q)+0(s; NHz1)ul o vzpaeag = O1).
(11.20)

Denote
.—10Hg

Fs=w 90

, (11.21)

Then the system above rewrites as

OH7

oQ
;o .2 OH~ ~—0.5
Q _P+w Slﬂ 8P (P,Q,Z)‘i‘aw UQ(Pvaz’T)7

2 = a®u, (P,Q,z,71),

=1

P,:—FS(Q,Z)—(I)7251Q (P,Q,Z)+QUP(P,Q7Z,T),

This system is defined in the domain Ds; using Z instead of z gives the system (11.4) defined
in D. As H7 = O(1) in D3, in D we also have ||Hz||, = O(1) by Cauchy formula (moreover,

86% = O(V@)). Thus we have in D:
[Hrllc2 s luellc s [luzllc = O),  lluplo = O(nh).
This completes the proof of Lemma 11.2. O

Proof of Lemma 11.3. As D depends 2n-periodically on p, it depends 27s1-periodically on A.
As D = J/\/&, by (11.17) we have

|D—P|=0(s1&""°8)  in Ds.

The estimates of Lemma 11.3 in D4y C D3 follow by Cauchy formula. O

11.6 Main part of the Hamiltonian
In this section we prove Lemma 11.4. By (11.21), (11.20), (11.15) and (11.13) we have

._10H, 0 2
R BQG = —a%<H1(z/y + saps, s10) — v fr (2, 511)) ulr=0-

2| -
7 07 lpu=const

As % and (-),, commute and f7 = (fs), by (11.10), this rewrites as

i’
9¢ I X\=const

P = a{( = 5o Mo ) + (e 0))

p=s2u+0Q, =51 u>u

From (11.8) we obtain

—F; = O£<fJ(Z, W:SQ.U’_H;}Q7 )\:SLU,, 6:()))# = a(fJ(Z, ®, )\:L:}_I()O—Q, 6:())><P€[0v2527"] .
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Let us again use the notation t = @™ ¢ = (s1/s2)¢ for the time for the unperturbed system.
We have afJ = dflfh —|—ag—‘z]fz. Denote (we reuse the notation g already used in Section 11.3,

as g from Section 11.3 is not mentioned in the current section) g = (fh + djag—zfz)|5:0. We
have af; = @~ 'g. We have the estimate (11.7) 2. = O(hIn® h a™ ), thus

g=fn+O(nh)f.  inDy. (11.22)

We will write g(z,t,\) = g(z, p=wt, ). Let us rewrite

soT
—Fo =& Hg(2,0, A =0 0—Q)) pe(0,2997] = (27r52)_1/ g(z,t, \=t—Q)dt.  (11.23)
t=0

Let us denote by lp and [; the separatrices, let Iy correspond to ¢ =~ 0 and l; to ¢ ~ w. Let
us split the phase curve of the unperturbed system for given h, z into 2 pieces le7 I1 close to
the separatrices. We cut the phase curve by the line y = = (cf. fig. 8). Let us define the
coordinates to = t, t1 =t — 0.57 on lo and il, respectively. These coordinates are defined up
to adding iT, ¢ € Z and are given by the time passed after crossing the transversals ¢ = 0
and ¢ = m, respectively. One may check that for h — 0 these transversals approach some
limit points on the separatrices, so the coordinates to,t1 can be continued to the separatrices

themselves. Note that i7" = 27ri;—21. We can split the integral above as

52 1 .
—F, = 27‘(‘52 / Z , to=to, )\:t0+2ﬂ_13717Q) dto +
lo i=o 52
(2i + 1)81
S2

52 1
+ (27s2)” / Z ti=t1, \=t1+7m —Q)dtl.

lle

1 ) —1 . .
As s1 and s2 are coprime, we have {is1/s2 mod 1};27" = {i/s2 mod 1}{2;" and this rewrites
as

FS = — (zﬂ)il/ <g(2’,t0:t0,)\:to+2ﬂ'i—Q)> dto
i S2 i=0,...,80—1

lo

_(zn)—l/ <g(z,t1:t1,Aztﬁ—i—?—l—%ré—@)%zo i

ohy >~ s 52 //li=0,.,
Taking the derivative of the expression above yields

((?)g = (27r)_1/ <g)\ (Z to=to, A= t0+2ﬂ—7—Q)>@:0 82*1dt0

.....

+en” [ (R en-nomnsPaarioq)) | do

)

(11.24)

Note that as w(iz,z) = s2/s1, we have h — 0 for s2/s1 — 0. For fixed value t of ¢y or t1
by (11.22) and using that the coordinates h, ¢t do not have singularities on the separatrices (i.e.
p(h,t) and g(h,t) are smooth) we have

g(z,to=t, \) = fu(h=0, 2, to=t, \) + O(hIn h),

g(z, t1=t,\) = fu(h=0,z,t1=t,\) + O(hInh).

As fr(C) = 0, the values of maxy |f(h=0, z, to=t, A)| and maxy |fr(h=0, z, t1=t, \)| exponen-
tially decrease when |¢t| — co. Hence, the formulas above imply C°-convergergence in

) .
Fs —>C - (277)71/ <fh(h:07Z7t0:t07)\:t0_Q+27rL7E:0)> dto
s2/s1—0 lo S2 i=0,...,80—1
- (27r)*1/ <fh (h:O,z,tlztl,A:t17Q+2WM+2wi,5:O)> dt
I 259 S2 i=0,...,59—1

(11.25)

in the domain
Dro={Q,z€[0,27] x C" : ||z — 20| < c}.

We can check that —Z2Es converges to the Q-derivative of the right-hand side in the same

oQ
way, using (11.24). Note that 8fh % (C) = 0 and, similarly to (11. 22) we have % = % +
O(hlnh) %J;Z Finally, by Cauchy formula aF = and 8 £s converge to 5~ and a < respectively,
of the right-hand side of (11.25) in Dp. Slmllaurly7 W converges to the m of the right-

hand side of (11.25). This shows that Bais converges in C to the z-derivative of the right-hand
side of (11.25).
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Proof of Lemma 11.4. The first and the second parts of Lemma 11.4 follows from (11.23).
Periodicity follows from the fact that g()) is 2m-periodic. As the right-hand side of (11.23) is
defined in Dy, we can continue Fs in the domain Dp.

By the estimate for the error of the trapezoidal integration rule we have

<fh (h:o, 2, to=to, A:to+2nsi—Q) > _20 = (fa(h=0, 2, to=to, \))x + O(s32).
2 1=

Together with (11.25) this implies ||Fs — ©3]|o0 — 0 in Dpg for s — 00,s2/s1 — 0. By

293 o%F. _ 9203ll 0 in Dp. We
0

Cauchy formula this also means H %

— 0 and H - 5.2

oo
have

sg—1

=0 oA 1=0 ’

8Q<fh(h 0, 2, to=to, \= t0+27r——Q)> T <afh (h 0, 2, to=to, \= to+27r——Q)>

Applying trapezoidal rule argument again yields H oF, 0 7 0 in Dp,o for so — 00, 82/81 — 0.
Cauchy formula implies H gQIg; . 0 in Dp, this proves the third part of the lemma.
c

The last part of the lemma follows from (11.25) and C*-convergence of z-derivatives in this
formula established above. As the right-hand sides of (11.25) depend on s1 mod 2s2 and not
on s1, there is a finite set of possible right-hand sides and we take this set as Fs,. O
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12 Crossing resonant zones: proofs

12.1 High-numerator resonances: proof

Proof of Lemma 8.8. Let us apply Lemma 11.2 with zp as in the statement of lemma and
Cy > 8m. By (11.1) and the bound on s; from the statement of lemma we have

W %s18(20) S C, 0. (12.1)

This means that for large enough C, the terms containing H7 in (11.4) are small. The terms
containing u are also small for small enough e. For large enough S there exists § > 0 such
that Fs > § if so > S> (by Lemma 11.4). This means P’ < —0.56 in (11.4).

Lemma 11.2 gives the domain D. We need (11.2) to hold in this domain. This holds if
cz < dz, where cz is from Lemma 11.2 and dz is from Lemma 11.1. We reduce cz if needed
so that ¢z < dz. Denote D(I,z) by the equation I = I(z) + Da(z)0%°. This also gives the
function D(P,Q, Z,7) defined in D. By (11.5) we have

|ID - P|=0(s10""°8) <V inD. (12.2)

Denote by D' C D the subdomain given by the additional restriction |P| < D, + 1.
Denote Y = (P,Q, Z,7) and consider a solution Y (7) of (11.4) with the initial condition Yp,
Yo = (Po, Qo, Zo, 7o), obtained from Xy after the coordinate change of Lemma 11.2. We can
add 27k to ¢(Xo) so that v = ¢ — (s2/s1)\ € [—m, 7], then by (11.5) and (12.1) we have
Qo € [~1.17& ™1, 1.1~ ). By this estimate on Qo and (12.2) Yo € D’ for small enough w.

As P’ < 0, the solution Y (7) cannot leave D’ through P = D,+1. Time 7 required to leave
D’ without reaching the hypersurface D = —D,, — 1 (i.e., via || Z|| = ¢z or |Q| = &~ C,/4) is
> @' by (11.4). On the other hand, after time 7 < D, we will have P < —D,, — 1, thus (for
small enough wp) the solution Y (1) leaves D’ through P = —D,, — 1. Denote the time A when
this happens by Aout. At the moment Aoyt we have P = —D, — 1 and thus D < —D,, < —D;.
Hence, A1 < Aout.

Let us now obtain estimate for the time passed before crossing D = —Dj, i.e. for Ay —
Ao. Such estimate can be obtained from (12.2), but we need better estimate. Given A2 €
[Ao, Aout — 27s1], set A3 = A2 + 2ms1. Denote by A7 the time 7 between A2 and A\s. We have
AT ~ 5107%56(20). Let us compare D(A3) with D(\2). We have from (11.4)

P(Xg) < P(A2)=0.56A7, [P(A3)=P(A2)|+]Q(As)=Q(A)l S AT, [[2(s) = 2()l| S a(z0)0™ A

By (12.1) and (11.6) we have 22 > 0.9 for small enough wo. Together with the estimates

above and (11.6), this implies
D(X(X\3)) < D(X(\2)) — A7 (0.55 + O(s107 " B(20)) + 0(3103—45)) < D(X(\2)) — 0.255A7.

As § ~ 1, this gives the estimate for A1 — Ao from the statement of the current lemmas:

A — Ao — 2781 S 51D, /AT ~ D% °B(20) Tt ~ D™ e a(20).

~

12.2 Lemma on model system

In this subsection we state a general lemma that will be later applied to study resonance
crossing described by (11.4). Consider a system

/

OH
p = 787q(p7qaw) =+ vp(p,q,w,T),

, OH
g =, P aw)+valp,gw,7), (12.3)
w' = vu(p, ¢, w, 7),
=1,
where
H=Ho+AH(p,q,w),  Ho=p"/2+V(q),
and
AH g2 < e, lvpll o s lvallco s lvwllco < €2 (12.4)
and
V(q) = Veq + Vper(q), (12.5)

where V. > 0 is a constant and Vjer(q) is 2m-periodic. We will call the system (12.3) the
perturbed system. We will call this system without the v terms the intermediate system. It is
an autonomous Hamiltonian system with the Hamiltonian H(p, ¢, w). We will call the Hamil-
tonian system given by Hy the unperturbed system. One can find analysis of the unperturbed
system in [4, Section 9.2]. We will assume that the function V satisfies Condition B’ intro-
duced in Subsection 3.3. Note that the saddles of the unperturbed system correspond to the
local maxima of V. This also holds for the intermediate system if €; is small enough.
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Lemma 12.1. Fiz V(q) as above. Then for any small enough 1 > 0 and any large enough
Dy1,Dp2 > 0 with Dp1 < Dyo for any large enough (compared with Dy 2) Cp for any large
enough (compared with Cp) Cy there exists C > 1 such that for any cz > 0 and any €2 > 0
with

g2 < €1, 82(1+‘1n€2|)<0.5czc_1

the following holds.
Consider the unperturbed system in the domain

D= {’w,p,q77' € Rn+3 : Hw” S Cz, P € [_CP7CP]7 q € [_C‘HC‘I}}‘

For any AH, vy, vg, vw that satisfy (12.4) in this domain with £1, €2 fized above, also consider
the intermediate and the perturbed systems in this domain. Let

XO - (p07 qdo, Wo, TO)
denote some initial data with
po € [Dp1,Dp2l,  qo € [-m ],  |lwol <0.5cz.

If V has no local mazima, set Ahg = 1. Otherwise, let C;(w) be a saddle of the intermediate
system such that H(C;(wo),wo) is as close as possible to H(po, qo, wo) and set

Aho = |H (po, qo, wo) — H(Ci(wo), wo)|-

We will assume
Ahg > 2Ces.

Let X(7) = (p(7),q(7),w(7),T) denote the solution of the perturbed system with initial data
Xo. Then there exists 71 > 19 such that

p(r1) = —Cp, 1 — 70 < C(1+ |InAhg|)
and for any T € [10,71] we have

X(r)eD, |H(X(r))— H(X(70))| < Cea,  |w(r) — w(ro)|| < Cea(1+ |InAhg)).

12.3 Proof of the lemma on model system

Let us state a lemma that will be used to prove Lemma 12.1. Denote by U some neighborhood
of (0,0,0) with diam U < 1. Consider the Hamiltonian system given in U by the Hamiltonian
H= p2/2 —ag® + AH(p,q,w), a > 0 and its perturbation given by a vector field wu:

. OAH
p= 2aq - Tq(pv q, ﬂ]) + up(p7Q7wat)7

. O0AH
q= p+ T(p,Q7w) + Uq(p, q7w7t)7
P
w = uz(p,q, w,t).
Assume that in U we have
[AH|[g2 < e, lupllco s lugllco s luwllco < €2. (12.6)

The constants €1 and €2 are assumed to be small enough compared to min(a,ail). The
Hamiltonian system has a saddle C(w) = (pc(w), gc(w)) with pe,gc = O(e1). Assume
C(w) € U for all values of w encountered in U. Denote h(p,q,w) = H(p, ¢, w) — H(C(w), w).

Lemma 12.2. There exists C1 > 0 such that for any AH, up,uq,uw as above the following
holds. Given any initial data (po, go, wo,to) in U such that

|h(p07Qwa0)‘ > Ché2,

consider the solution p(t), q(t), w(t),t of the perturbed system starting at po,qo,wo,to. Then
this solution exits U at some time t1 > to and for any t € [to, t1] we have the estimates

[R(p(t), q(t), w(t)) — h(po, g0, wo)| < 0.5C1e2, t1 —to < C1(1 + [In|h(po, go, wo)|)-

Proof. We will assume H (po, go, wo) > H(pc(wo), gc(wo), wo), the proof is similar when the
opposite inequality holds. All O-estimates in this proof will be uniform in po, qo, wo, AH,
Up, Ug, Uw. Denote p = p — po(w), § = ¢ — go(w). Let us denote by H the Hamiltonian
H — H(pc(w), go(w), w) rewritten in the shifted coordinates. We can write H = p%/2 — ag® +
(P, 4, w), where ¥ = O(e1). As at the points (0,0, w) we have H =20 — 95 _ g 4 does

o5 aq
not contain constant or linear terms with respect to p,§. Hence, we have
e . o oY 2 2 Oy Oy S
H=p"/2—a§ —— =10 —, == =10 . (12,7
p / aq +¢(p:q7w): ¢7 w €1 (p +q )7 8ﬁ7 aq« €1 (|p|+|QD ( )
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Denote §(t) = p(t) — po(w(®), d(t) = a(t) — go(w(t)) and () = F(E(E),d(6),w(t)). Let us
take the largest t2 > to such that for any ¢ € [to,t2) we have

(p(t),q(t),w(t)) €U,  h(t) > e2.
Then for any ¢ € [to, t2] at the point (p, ¢, w) = (p(t), ¢(t), w(t)) we have
h=h(t)=(1+0(1))p /2 — (a+ O(e1))§"

Hence,

5| > V/ag? + h > c1 max(|q|, v/2)
for some ¢ € (0,1). Hence, p(t) has the same sign for all ¢ € [to, t2]. Without loss of generality
we will assume it to be positive. We have § = %—g +ea(ug— ‘?—fuw) =p+e10(|p|+1q]) +O(e2).
Therefore,

G>0.25¢(|p| + 1)),  §>0.5v/ag? + h. (12.8)
By (12.7) we have ‘%{ 9| < O(1)(|p| +d]) and thus ' 2 G121 = O(1). As ¢ >0,

we can use ¢ as an independent variable instead of . Denote by ' the derivative with respect
to g. We have

H@(uq 4G, +571@(UP _ 4Gy

- o
h=a dq dw " dp dw uw) + gt = Ole2):

ow
Thus for ¢t € [to,t2] we have the estimate |h(t) — h(to)] = O(e2) and this estimate does not
depend on t2. Denote ho = h(to). We have

ho = H (Po, o, wo) = H(po, go, wo) — H(Cp(wo), Cq(wo),wo) > Crea.

Hence, for large enough C1 we have h(t2) > 0.5ho > 0 and thus the solution exists U at the
time t2. This means that t1 exists and t; = t2. This also proves the estimate for the change
of H.

Using (12.8), we can estimate (the details are given below)

q(t1) dg 5 0.5
nto= [0 <o [+ 0510) %7 = Ol + 1)
q(to) 4

The estimate for the integral above can be obtained by splitting it into two parts, with || <
Vho and with |G| > vho. When |§| < v/ho, we use (ag® + 0.5h0) 7% = O(hy°®), so this part
is O(1). When |G| > vho, we use (ag” 4 0.5h0) %% = O(G™'), so this part is O(|lnho| + 1).
This gives the estimate for ¢1 — to and thus completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 12.1. We will consider the case where the unperturbed system has saddles,
the other case is much simpler. Let us first consider the unperturbed system in

{w,p,q, 7 €R"™: JJw|| < ez}

Note that for p > 0 the value of the function L = p?/2 + Viper(q) = Ho — Veq decreases along
the solutions of the unperturbed system, L = —pV, < 0. For small enough &; (this implies
that AH and v are small) and p > 1 we also have L < 0 along the solutions of intermediate
and perturbed systems. The function L is 27-periodic in ¢ and its contour lines such that
p > 1 on the whole contour line provide transversals to solutions of all three systems.

Let us take a contour line D, of L such that p > 1 on this line, let D, ¢ be the maximum of
p on this line. We assume Dy 1 > Dpo. Given D, 1 and Dy o, take C, > D, o such that there
is a contour line of L with p € (Dp,2,Cp) on the whole contour line. This guarantees that a
solution (of any of the three systems) starting with p < D, > does not cross the line p = Cp.
Let us now restrict to the domain

Dy = {w,p,q,7 €R": |lw| < ez, |p| < Cp}.
By (12.4) the set
H(w,AH) = {H(p,q,w) : (p,q,w,7) € Dy, q € [-m,7]}
is bounded (uniformly in w and AH). We will assume €1 < 0.25V.. Then we have
H(p,q+2m) > H(p,q) + 7Ve.

As H is bounded, this means that the values of |g| on the contour lines given by H(p, ¢, w) =
ho + h1, ho € H, h1 € [—1,1] is bounded by some constant (uniformly in w and AH), take C,
equal to this constant. This choice of C; gives the following property that will be used later:
if we start in D4 with ¢ € [—m, 7], and the value of H changes by at most 1 (while still being
in D), the value of ¢ stays in (—Cy, Cy).
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Fixed points of the unperturbed system correspond to extrema of V, with maxima of
V' corresponding to saddles and minima of V corresponding to centers. For each saddle
Cv,i = (0, gc,;) of the unperturbed system let us fix a small neighborhood U; in the space with
coordinates p, ¢, w (these neighborhoods will respect 2m-periodicity of the unperturbed system,
i.e. neighborhoods of saddles that differ by 27k will be shifts of each other; this means that
we only need to construct such neighborhoods for saddles with gc,; € [0,27]) in the following
way. First, let us fix preliminary neighborhoods U; 0 = Uy x {w : |lw|| < cz} such that there
is €sep > 0 such that the values of Hy inside different U; o are separated by at least csep. Now
for fixed i let us define U;. Let ¢; = ¢ — qc.i, we can write V = V(qc,i) — aiq? +O(¢3). We will
now use Lemma 12.2 together with the notation defined there, we add tilde to expressions from
this lemma to distinguish them. Let us apply this lemma to § = ¢;, p = p, W = w, @ = a; and
U= Ui.o, it gives us €1 such that the lemma can be applied if in U; o we have HKF/I‘

< é7.
Ca
Now take U; C Us,o such that inside U; we have HV —Vige,:) + aiquC,2 < 0.5€71 and assume
€1 < 0.5¢1 (note that this restriction on 1 depends only on V, this will also hold for further
restrictions on e1). Denote by C;(w) the saddle of the intermediate system near Cy,;. If
needed, let us futher increase 1 so that we have C; € 0.5U; for any AH that satisfies (12.4),
here 0.5U; is the image of U; under w-dependent homothety with center C;(w) and ratio 0.5.
Take .

AH = AH 4V —V(qc,i) + aiq?

and @& = v, we have Ho + AH = p*/2 — aiq? + AH + const in U;. As AH satisfies (12.6) in
U; (with €1 instead of €1), we can apply Lemma 12.2 to describe the movement inside U; for
small enough e3. The words ”small enough” here give another upper bound on €;.

By the choice of U; the values of Hy in different sets U; are separated by at least csep. For
small enough €1 the values of H in different sets U; are separated by at least csep/2. Take
small enough hy € (0, csep/8) such that for any ¢, AH,w the set |H — H(C;(w),w)| < 2hy
intersects QU; by four disjoints sets near intersections of separatrices of C; with 9U;.

Let us suppose we are given some initial data. Denote

h(pqu ’LU) = H(p, q, w) - H(Cz(w)7 w)‘

We will assume ho < hy, the case hg > hy (meaning the initial condition is far from separatrices
of the intermediate system) is easier and we omit it. We consider the case ho > 0, the proof
is similar when ho < 0. Let Z be the stripe given by

7 = {(p,q,w,T) €D: he [O.5ho,2hb]}

(cf. Figure 7). For small enough hy we have ¢ € (—Cq,Cy) in Z. Also, as 2hy < cCsep/4, the

Zy

Figure 7: The zones Z;.

Z

zone Z does not intersect U; for j # 1.

We can split Z into a union of three zones Z; , Z;", Zs far from C; and two zones Zy , Z3
inside U;. Solutions of the intermediate system visit these zones in the following order: Z,
Z5, Zs, Z3, Zi. Thus, for small €2 solutions of the perturbed system starting in each zone
can only leave this zone into the next zone or through the boundary of Z, but not into the
previous zone.

Take one of the zones Z; ,Zs3,Z;. It is easy to show that solutions of the perturbed
system starting at any point inside this zone exit it after time O(1) passes. As h' = O(e2) and
w’ = O(g2), both h and w change by at most O(g2) while passing this zone.
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Now take one of the zones Z, , Z;‘ inside U;. When selecting U; above, we have checked
that Lemma 12.2 can be applied to describe the solutions of the perturbed system inside U;.
By this lemma any orbit starting in our zone leaves this zone after time O(|In ho| + 1) passes
and h changes by O(e2). From the estimate on the time spent in this zone we conclude that
w changes by at most O(|In ho| + 1)ea.

Thus the total time spent in Z and changes in h and w before leaving Z are bounded by
O(|Inho| + 1), O(e2) and O(|Inho| 4 1)e2, respectively. Take 71 to be the moment when the
solution leaves Z. Taking C much greater than the (uniform) constants in these O-estimates,
we obtain the estimates for 71 — 79 and the change in h and w from the statement of the
lemma. For large enough C' we also have h(1) € [ho — Ce2,ho + Ce2] C (0.5ho,2hs) and
lw(T) — wo|| < C(|Inez| 4+ 1)e2 < 0.5¢z (due to the inequalities on ez from the statement of
the lemma) for large enough C. Recall that we have g(7) € (—Cy,Cy) in Z. This implies

that our solution can only leave Z by crossing one of the lines p = C,, p = —C},. However,
the choice of C), above prohibits crossing p = C)}, thus the solution crosses p = —C}. This
completes the proof. O

12.4 Applying the lemma on model system

In this section we apply Lemma 12.1 to system (11.4) (with P,Q,Z in (11.4) corresponding
to p,q,w in (12.3) in the same order) in such a way that the estimates of this lemma will be
uniform for all resonances close enough to separatrices. We also take care of the fact that the
main part of the Hamiltonian in (11.4) depends on Z by taking its value at Z = 0 as the main
part and considering the difference as part of the Hamiltonian perturbation.

We will use the notation Vr introduced in Subsection 3.3. Without the w terms the
system (11.4) is Hamiltonian with the Hamiltonian

H.(P,Q,Z) = P*/2+V(Q, 20+ &Z) + & *s18Hx, (12.9)
where V = Vp,.
Lemma 12.3. Given z« € Zpg, for any Cs, for any large enough Dy 2 > Dy 1 > 0 there exist
Cp > Dy o, C,,C,Cq > 1, Cy,Cz,wo,E0 >0
such that for any zo with ||zo0 — z«|| < ¢ for any @ = s2/s1 € (0,wo), and € < g9 with
|s1] < Cs; Ine, h(z0) > C,e|In® €]

we have the following.
1. We can apply Lemma 11.2 and the system (11.4) given by this lemma is defined in the
domain
D={(Z,P,Q,7) R ||Z| <cz, |[P|<Cp, Q] <7~ " +Cy},

where Z = &~z — 20).
2. Set ea = Ca(zo0)w™ . Let
Xo = (Po, Qo, Zo, T0)

denote some initial data with
Py € [Dp1, Dy 2], Qoel-o'r—1,0" '+ 1], 1 Zol| < cz/2

If Ve, (Q,2«) (here Fy is from (11.4)) has no local mazima, set Ah.o = 1. Otherwise, let
Ci(Z) be a saddle of the intermediate system such that H(C;(Zo), Zo) is as close as possible
to H(po, qo, Zo) and set

Ahyo = |Hr(po, qo, Zo) — Hr(Ci(Z0), Zo)|.

We assume
Ahyo > 2Ces.

Let X (1 ) (P(7), Q(7), Z(7),T) denote the solution of (11.4) with initial data Xo. Denote
hy (1) = H-(P(7),Q(T), Z(7)). Then there exists T1 > 1o such
)=

P(7'1 D> T1—T0<C(1+‘1HA]”LT,0D
and for T € [0, 1] we have

X(r)eD, |H-(X (7)) — Hr (X (10))] < Ceg, 1Z(7) — Zo|| < Cea(1+ |InAhypol).

Proof. We apply Lemma 11.2 with Cy > 87. This lemma gives us the values of the constants
(we add * to the names of this constants)

éz,C,C,.
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Fix ¢z = ¢z and assume C, > C'p. We apply Lemma 11.2 with z¢ as in the current lemma.
For small enough wp the conditions on s; and zp in Lemma 11.2 are satisfied and the domain
D lies in the domain provided by Lemma 11.2.

Let us now build a finite set F such that elements of this set approximate the functions
F, for any s as in the statement of lemma. Denote Vo = Vp, where F' = ©3(z). Let us apply
Lemma 12.1 to Vo (Q, z+), denote by £1,0 the largest value of €1 allowed by this lemma. Apply
Lemma 11.4 with 2o in that lemma equal to z. and with 61 = 0.5min(e1,0, minz, O3(z)). This
lemma gives S, ¢ and a set F;, for each sp < 5, take

F={03}U(Usy<sFs,), Fu={F(Q,z.): F€F}.

Let us now determine the constants used to define the domain D. We will assume ¢, < 0.5¢
and wocz < 0.5¢, then estimates of Lemma 11.4 are valid for z = 2o + ©Z with | Z|| < cz. Let
€1,1 be so small that Lemma 12.1 can be applied to all functions Vg, F; € F, with €1 =€1,1.
Clearly, €1,1 < €1,0. Let us apply Lemma 12.1 to the functions Vr,, F; € F. with €1 = €10
for Vo and €1 = €1,1 for other VF,. We can take the same values of Cp, Cy for all V, fix these
constants.

Let us now prove that for small enough ¢, and wp for any zp and s we have

||VrFS (Q, zo + Q)Z) — VFS (Q, Z*)HCQ(Q,Z),QG[—Cq,Cq] < 0.2561,1, (12.10)

(here and thereafter we consider all Z with ||Z]|| < ¢z when taking the norm). We use that
[ Fsllor o,y and H%H@(Q@ are bounded by Lemma 11.4. Denote

z=z0+wZ, U(Q’Z):VF:.(Q’Z)_VFé(Q7Z*)

We have (in the formula below zin: € [z z*] denotes some intermediate z)

- - Q - - -
U= / F(Q.2) = Q.2 = | o (@, 20nt(@))dG = Oz — ) = (s + Gez).

We check in the same way that gg, gQZ = O(c: + wez). We have

(@,2)dQ = O(@).

ou .0 Q OF,
87 8 VF:(Q7 )7 /;

We check in the same way that ;ng, ng = O(w), this proves (12.10).

Decompose Qo = Qo,1 +AQ with AQ = 27k, Qo,1 € [~7,7]. To apply Lemma 12.1, we use
shifted variable @ defined by Q = Q + AQ. Set Vr(Q) = Vr(Q)|p—g- Given F from (11.4),

we take Vi, (Q, z.) as V(Q) in Lemma 12.1, where Fj is the closest to F, element of F and set
in Lemma 12.1

AH(P7Q7 Z) = VFS (Q7Z0 +‘Z}Z) - VFi (Q7 Z*) +d1_281ﬂH7(P,Q + AQ,Z)v
(Vp, Vg, v2) = (cup, a®™ " ug, ad™"%u.)|H_a
Py Yqy Yz ) Q> 2)lQ=0+1Q"
We have
”AHHCz(Q,Z),Qe[—Cq,Cq] < VR (Q, 2) — Vr, (Q7Z*)HCZ(Q,Z),Qe[fC’q,Cq]
+ |Vr (@, 2+) — Vr, (Q?Z*)HC’Z(Q),QG[—C‘Q,CQ]

+ Hd)’QslﬂfhHCQ(p,Q,Z),QE[AQ—cq,AQ+Cq] :

The first term is bounded by 0.25¢1,1 due to (12.10). The second term is bounded by 0.5¢1,0
for Vr, = Vo due to item 3 of Lemma 11.4, and by 0.5e1,1 for other Vr, when wp is small
enough due to item 4 of the same lemma. Let us now show that for large enough C), the third
term is bounded by 0.25¢1,1. Indeed, by (11.2) we have \ﬁ(zo + &Z)| ~ B(z0) for complex

Z with ||Z|| < 8¢z, by Cauchy formula this means 327 gzé = O(B(z0)). Together with the
bound on ||H7|| from Lemma 11.2 this implies

lon = 0@ ?s18(20) = O(y/eh~1&1s}) = O(y/eh~1C2,|In’ e]) = O(,/C2, /C)).

Thus, |AH|p2(q, ) is bounded by e1,0 if Vi, = Vo and by 1,1 otherwise. This means

&~ 2s18H7

that we can apply Lemma 12.1 with these AH and v. Recall that we took €2 = Ca(z0)w™
Clearly, for large enough C' we have ||v||o0 < €2. We have

€ = O( €B(Zo)| lIl5 il|)

It is easy to see that e satisfies the conditions in Lemma 12.1 for small enough €¢ and large
enough C,. We can finally apply Lemma 12.1, we assume that C from the current lemma
is greater than the constant C' from Lemma 12.1. Then Lemma 12.1 gives us the estimates
stated in the current lemma. O

47



12.5 Low-numerator resonances: proof

In this subsection we prove Lemma 8.9, thus estimating the measure of initial conditions
captured into resonances and time spent in resonance zones for initial conditions that are not
captured. To prove this lemma we first prove auxiliary Lemma 12.4. Recall that m denotes
the Lebesgue measure on A and B,(O) denotes the ball with center O and radius r. Denote
by m, the Lebesgue measure on R"™.

Lemma 12.4. Given z.« € Zg, for any Cs;, Dpo > 0 there exist
Cz,Wo,E0 > 0, Dp > Dpyo, C, CP,CB >1

such that for any & = s2/s1 € (0,wo), and € < o with |s1| < Cs, In ¢ there ewist a finite
collection of balls B; with centers z; € Be,(z«) and equal radii Ocz such that

UiBsey/a(2) D Be(2), Y ma(Bi) <Cp

and a collection of sets
Vi C Ri,q X B; x [0, 27]x,
such that for any i we have
m(Vi) < Caisi % m.(B;)

(we denote ai; = a(z;)).

These collections satisfy the following: for any i for any initial data po, qo, 20, Ao with

I(po, qo, 20) = I(20) + Dpa(z0)”®, 20 € Biey s2(%i)s h(po, qo, 20) > Cpe| Ine’|

(12.11)

at least one of the following holds.

o The §0lution of the perturbed system (3.2) with this initial data crosses the hypersurface
I =1(2) — Dpa(2)@°® at some time A1 > Ao with
(A1 — Xo) < Cllneld® .
o There exists A1 > Ao with
(M — o) > C 10"y

such that this solution remains in V; for X € [Xo, M].
Proof. Recall that we define D(I, z) by the equality
I =1(z)+ Da(z)a"®.

The values of Dj 1 in Lemma 12.3 should be large enough, we denote by D, ; a constant such
that this lemma can be applied for D, 1 > D, . The coordinate change of Lemma 11.2 (we
do not specify the details yet, this will be done later) gives the variables P, Q. By (11.5) we
have D = P + O(s10~*°B). We have

51078 < Veh TInte < |Ine| % « 1.

Thus we can take Dy > Dpo and Dp 2, Dp1 > Dj, o with Dy o > Dy 1 + 3 such that
e P(I,z,p,\) € [Dp1+1,Dp o —1] for any I, z, o, A with D(I,2) = Dy,
o P(I,z,0,A) = —Dy 2 implies D(I,z) < —D,.

Let us now apply Lemma 12.3 with D, and D, 2 chosen above, it provides us with
constants (we add * to constants provided by this lemma)

CP70P7Cva7EZ7éZ7¢DO7éO'

Set ¢, = &, ¢z = éz, Cp = 2C,.

The existence of Cp and {B;} is obvious, we can place the centers z; in the nodes of a
hyper-cubic lattice (with step ~ @cz). Let us now fix some 7. Assume that condition (12.11)
is satisfied for some initial condition, else we have nothing to prove. Let us apply Lemma 12.3
with zo (from that lemma) equal to z;. The bound on k(z;) required by Lemma 12.3 is satisfied
by (11.2), (12.11) and our choice of Cp.

We will use the coordinates P, Q) provided by Lemma 11.2 applied as a part of statement
of Lemma 12.3. Set

€24 = 26’0@&)717

it is greater that the value of 2 in Lemma 12.3 (Ca(z0)@ ™). We have Inep; ~ Ine. Set
Vo= {(2,P.Q,r) € Di: 2]l < cz, P €Dy, Dyal, Q € [~ = Cyyma™ + Gl },

where D; denotes the domain D from Lemma 12.3. Define V; C l}o,i by additional condition
that the value of the Hamiltonian H, ; defined by (12.9) is at least 2Ce; ;-far from its values
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at the saddles of the Hamiltonian system given by H, ;. Let V; be the preimage of Vi under
the coordinate change of Lemma 11.2.

Take an initial condition satisfying (12.11). Rewriting our initial condition in the new chart
gives Po, Qo, Zo, 7o (there is some freedom, as we can add 27k to vo = ¢(po, qo), this will be
resolved later) By the choice of D, we have Py € [Dp1 + 1, Dp 2 — 1]. We can also achieve
Qo € [-m&™ " — 1,7~ 4 1]. Indeed, by (11.5) it is sufficient to have (0, Ao) € [, ] and
this can be accomphshed by adding 27k to ¢o.

We study the evolution of this initial condition using the system (11.4). As P',Q',Z' =
O(1) in (11.4), solutions starting in Vo ; with || Zo|| < 0.5¢z and P € [Dp1 + 1, Dy 2 — 1] spend
in Vo,; time 7 > 1, thus time A > et Indeed, by (11.3) we have

AN = e tad" AT

If during the crossing of f/o ; the solution is not in V; (at just one time), by Lemma 12.3 this
solution reaches P = —C, < —D, 2 at some point. By the choice of D, this implies D < — Dy,
by continuity at some point before this solution crosses D = —D,,, i.e. I = I(z) — Dpa(z)@%°.
The estimate on the time A before this moment follows from the estimate 7 < |Inez| < |In El
on the time 7 before this moment provided by Lemma 12.3.

Let us consider sections f/i,z of f/z and sections V; . of V; with fixed z. We will also

consider sections f/i,z,T of fil with fixed z and 7. In f/o we have BBH’ P > D, and thus
aalf; > 0.5D, This means that the measures of intersections of Vlyz,T with each segment

where only P varies are O(£2,;)Nsadd, where nsqqq is the number of saddles we need to consider.
When @ is fixed, nsqaq = O(1). Indeed, for fixed @ the range of values of H, is bounded and
so, as (we use notation V. from (12.5)) V. > 0, the number of saddles where the value of H, is
close to that range is also bounded. Thus, as the range of values of Q is ~ ™!, the measures
of Vis.r CR% g are Ofea,07 ") = O(a;0™2).

To estimate the measure of the set V; ., we follow the construction of the coordinate
change of Lemma 11.2 (see the proof of this lemma) in the reverse order. The z-dependent
time change p — 7 does not change the measures of V; .  (for the preimages of these sets y is
fixed instead of 7). As our system is 2m-periodic in ,u, integrating by p shows that measures
of the preimages of VZ z in RP @ X [0,27], are O(a;&™2). Before the scaling P,Q — P,Q the
measures of the preimages of V; . in R% 5 o * [0,27],, are O(a;0™%%). The coordinate change of

Corollary 11.8 is volume-preserving, so the measure of the preimages of f/l 2 in R?M x [0, 27, is
again O(a;&~%®). We project v from R to [0, 27], this does not increase the measures. Before
the change of angular variables the measures in Ry x [0, 271']54, y are O(a;s107%?). Before the
scaling of I the measures in R; x [0, 27]7, \ are O(ajs10™"°).

Finally, moving from I, p-variables back to p, ¢ (this preserves the volume), we get that the
measure of the preimages of V; . in RZ | x [0, 2]y (i.e. Vi) is O(a?s10~ %), Taking union of
these preimages for z € B; gives the estimate on the measure of V;. This completes the proof
of the lemma. ]

Proof of Lemma 8.9. Let us apply Lemma 12.4 to our z., Cs,, Dp o, it gives us
Cz,wo,€0, Dp > Dpo.

Denote by M,; the set of all initial conditions X,ni: such that the second alternative of
Lemma 12.4 holds with this ¢ for some X (A\g) with Ao as above, let m; be the measure of
M;. Set & = U; M;. Then the statement of the lemma holds if X;,it &€ s, it only remains to
estimate the measure of &;.

Denote by ¢* the flow given by the perturbed system. Let A\; ~ e 'a;@%®° denote the
estimate from below on the time spent in V; claimed in the second alternative. Set

Ki=[e "A/Mi] ~ ;'™ 05,

Then we have
Ko
M; C U g (W)
By Lemma 6.3 there is K2 > 1 such that for any A € [0,e"'A] the map ¢~ expands the
volume m by factor at most K>. Thus we have the estimate
m; < KoKim(Vi) < ais1w_lmz(B,-).

As > . m.(B;) = O(1), this gives

~A~—1 ~A—1
m(&s) < E m; S s107 maxa; S s100 Q.
K2

i
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13 Passing separatrices: proof

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Pick Rz ~ |In™" hi| ~ |In"" ¢ such that we have Rz < dzw(h, z) for
all z € Be_(z«) and h € [hs«, 4h.], where the constant dz is provided by Lemma 11.1. Build a
finite collection of balls B; with centers z; € B._(z+) and equal radii Rz such that for some
Cp > 0 we have

UiBr,/2(2:) D Be.(2:), Y _ma(Bi) < Cg

(recall that m, denotes Lebesgue measure on R™). Fix some ¢ and set
Li={X € Br,(2:) xR} ; x [0,27]x : h(X) € [~hs,4h]}.

Let us prove the following alternative: for any Xo with zo € Bg, /2(2:) and h(Xo) = h. (then
Xo € L;) the corresponding solution of (3.2) either reaches h = —h, after time at most A\ or
stays in L£; for time A\, where

AX=e""e|In gl

To prove this alternative, we need to show that this solution cannot leave £; through
|z — zi|] = Rz or through h = 4h,. The first part follows from z = O(e), thus changing z by
0.5 Rz requires time at least ~ sfl/Rz > A

To prove the second part, we find a non-resonant zone Z, 1 such that we have (h, z;) €
Zy.r+1 for some h € [1.4h,,1.6h.]. We can find such non-resonant zone, as different resonant
zones with h ~ h. do not intersect and have width ~ \/h. < h. in h. By Lemma 11.1 (applied
to s, and sy41) for all z € Br, (z;) there exists some h € [1.2h.,1.8h,] with (h,2) € Z, r41.

By Lemma 8.6 if at some time we have X(\) € Z, 41 (this must happen before reaching
h = 4h.), we then reach either OII (then h < h.) or the border of Z, 41 with Z,41 (then h is
again less then in Z, ;1 and the solution must again enter Z, ;1 before reaching h = 4h,).
The third part of Lemma 8.6 gives the estimate h < % X 1.8h. = 3h., so it is impossible to
have h > 3h. while z stays in B._(2z«). The alternative is proved.

Denote by ¢ the flow given by the perturbed system. Set

Ki=[e"A/JAN] ~e %P In7 e
and

Ky
C; = U g AN L).
7=0

This set covers all X;,i: such that second part of the alternative can be satisfied for some g
with z(X(Xo)) € Br,/2(z:). Indeed, if the second part of the alternative is satisfied, we have
X (N\) € L; for all A € [Mo, Ao + AN], thus for some natural & > 0 we have X (Ainit + kAN) € L;
and Xinit € gikA)‘([,i).

By Lemma 6.3 there is K2 > 1 such that for any A\ € [0, *A] the map ¢~ expands
the volume m by factor at most K2. As Ah = h. corresponds to Al ~ h,lne, we have
m(L;) ~ hylnem.(B;). Thus we have the estimate

m(C;) < Ko Kim(L;) S mz(B;)h«1Ine e %7 < \/Elnpfﬁy+1 e mz(B;).

Set £ =UB;. As >, m-(B;) = O(1), this gives

m(€) <> m(Bi) Vel e,

Clearly, if Xo & &5, we have zg € BRZ/Q(ziLXO & &; for some i. But then the corresponding
solution cannot stay in £; for time A\, thus it crosses h = —h.. O
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14 Probabilities

Denote 9
. 1 i .
F(h,z,1) = 2T J, fdlv fdtdX.

The inner integral above is taken along the closed trajectory of the unperturbed system given
by h = h, z = z that lies inside B;, this trajectory is parametrized by the time ¢.

Lemma 14.1. In the assumptions of Theorem 3.2, there exists a set &1 with
m(€r) = O(ve|In’ )

such that if the initial condition is not in E1, for X € [Xo, Ao + e *A] we have

E/}\ div f(X(\)dA=¢ [ F(X(\)d\+ O(Ve|Ine|).

0 Ao

Proof. Set zZ = (2, 2,), fz = (f2,div f). Consider extended perturbed system, where we replace
z and f. by Z and f;. Then along solutions of extended perturbed system we have z, = e div f
and along solutions of extended averaged system we have ?p = F. Note that the right-hand
side of the extended systems (perturbed and averaged) does not depend on z,, the evolution
of all variables except z, is given by the ititial systems. Apply Theorem 3.2 to the extended
system and denote by & the excluded set for extended system. Solutions of perturbed and
averaged system are O(y/e|Ine|)-close to each other. Taking z,-coordinates yields

EA div F(X(A)dA = 2,(\)—2,(Ao) = Zo(\)—Z,(Mo)+O(Ve|Ine|) =& [ F(X(N)dA+O(ve|Ine)).

0 Ao

O

Given a vector vo = (v,...,v§), denote by Cs(vo) the cube with side 26 and center vo.
Set
Wé(fo,ZO) = 05(]0,2:0) X [0,271’]2%>\ C As.

Let WP C W% N & be the subset of initial conditions such that the solution is captured in
A, i=1,2.

Lemma 14.2.

[CHES .

m(Wy?) = / (2 )dpodqodzo +O(Ve|lne)), i=1,2.
wo O3(z4)

Here z.(po, qo, 20) denotes the value of z when the solution of the averaged system with initial

data (h(po, qo, 20), 20) crosses the separatrices.

Proof. This lemma is similar to [9, Proposition 2.4] and can be proved in the same way.
In [9] the proof of Proposition 2.4 is based on Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2. Lemma 5.1 in [9]
is an analogue of Lemma 14.1 above, and we replace the use of Lemma 5.1 in [9] by our
Lemma 14.1. Lemma 5.2 in [9] is a statement about the averaged system (in one-frequency
case). One can obtain averaged system in two-frequency case as follows: first, average the
perturbation over the time A and obtain a system with one frequency (corresponding to the
angle ) and then take average over ¢. Thus, averaged system in two-frequency case is the
same as averaged system in one-frequency system obtained after averaging over A, and the
statement of Lemma 5.2 holds for our case. The rest of the proof of Proposition 2.4 can be
straightforwardly applied to our case, we just need to change the error terms to adjust for the
difference of precision of averaged method and the measure of exceptional set in one-frequency
and two-frequency cases. O

Recall the notation
U° (1o, 20,0, Xo) = Cs(Io, 20, 00, Ao).

Lemma 14.3. We have the following for i = 1,2. Suppose that for (Io,z0) in some open set
U we have

g
lim lim m(W7)

§—0e—0 m(W5) = 9 (lo, 20), (14.1)

where the function 1 is continuous in U and the limit is uniform for all (Io,z0) € U. Then
for any (Io, z0) € U and any ¢o, \o € [0, 27] we have

... m(UP)
%lg%) 213% m(U?)

= ¥(o, 20)- (14.2)
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Proof. Assume w.l.o.g. that i = 1. Suppose we are given some tolerance x and we want to
show that for each small enough & for small enough & we have |m(U{)/m(U°) — 9| < & for
fixed Io, z0 and all pg, Ag. The value of § should be so small that in the set Uy = Cs(lo, z0)
the values of ¢ differ from (1o, z0) by at most /9.

Denote ¢ = (¢, \). Let mg, my, and my. denote the Lebesgue measure on the space
where the corresponding variable(s) is defined: R?, R and R™"!, respectively. Set Qo =
{w(l,z), (I,z) € Up}. Denote by Q(v,04,N) C o the set of all w such that the flow
RL (0, \) = (p4wt, \+1t) on [0, 27°] satisfies the following: for any ¢1, ¢ there exists t € [0, N]
such that

me (064, (61)ARL(Cs, (@))) <ol (14.3)
We have the following
e Q(v,d4,N) is compact.
o limp oo M (v, dg, k) = muw (o) for each v > 0.

The first property is straightforward (we can write Q(x, d4, IV) as intersection of sets such that
the property above is satisfied for each pair (¢1, ¢2), each such set is compact as we can pick
convergent subsequence of the values of ¢). To prove the second property, note that if w is
irrational, we have w € Q(v, §4, k) for large enough k, as orbits of the flow R, are dense. This
gives M, (UxQ(v, 84, k)) = mw(Qo), our statement follows from the continuity of Lebesgue
measure.

Now set §p = d, v = k/100 and Qi = Q(v, 4, k). Take large enough k so that

m{X : w(X) € Qo \ Q}) < k/9 m(W?) (14.4)

(this can be done, as g—;’( is non-degenerate). Each point of Q2 has a neighborhood (a segment
with center at this point) such that (14.3) holds for all w in this segment with the same ¢ but
2v instead of v:

me (05(¢1)AR;(05(¢2))) < 2082, (14.5)

Pick a finite cover a of Q by such segments. Let {I;} denote all segments between endpoints
of the segments from « that intersect (i, the segments I; are disjoint from each other and
their union covers Q. Denote K; = {(I,z) € U : w(l,z) € I;}. We can decompose this
set (except a subset of small measure) as disjoint union of cubes Kj;; with small side 6,,. We
pick ., so small that most of volume of K is covered (except the proportion at most x/9)
and |m(W?)/m(W?) — 4| < k/9 when § < §,, for small enough e. Let us now apply (14.1)
to the set W° = W/! = K;; x [0,2n]3. We obtain for small enough ¢ (in the formula below
and thereafter the lower index 1 denotes that we consider initial data from some set that is
captured in A1)

m(W{")

W € W(L Z) - "{/97 w(lv Z) + "{/9] - [7/)([0, ZO) - 2“/97¢(107 ZO) + 2"{/9]'
Denote by W90 the subset of W7 defined by the condition | — @o, |\ — Ao| < 84, where
(¢0, o) = ¢o. We have (14.5). Thus for small enough £ we have

m(VVj’l"z51 Agé(Wj‘l’¢2)) < 31/62m17z(Wj’l)

for any ¢1, ¢2. Here g denotes the flow of the perturbed system. The set of points captured
in A; is invariant under g!, so the estimate above means that m (W7 ’l’d)) is almost the same
for all ¢, with difference < 3v63my .(W7'). As the average of m(W7h?) /m(W7b?) over ¢ is
m(W{h) /m(W?h), this means (given v = £/100) for all ¢

m(Wi")
— I — I .
m(WJ’l’¢) € [1/1( 0, ZO) 3‘%/97 ¢( 0, ZO) + 3’{/9]
Denote K¢ = K; x Cs(¢). Taking sum over | gives
m(K{?)
W € [w(]o,zo) 45/9,1/]([0,20)“"45/9].
Finally, taking union over j and using (14.4), we get
m(U?)
m(U5) € [1/)([0, Zo) — 5&/9,’;[)(]0, Zo) + 5%/9]
This estimates holds for any x when 6 and e are small enough (and ¢ is small compared with
). This completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Fix any open set U C As that is separated from the separatrices.
By Lemma 14.2 we have

BN m(Wz‘(s)
}13(1) Ehg%) m(W?)
where z, is taken at (o, z0). This holds uniformly in /. By Lemma 14.3 for any (lo, z0) € U
and any g, Ao € [0, 27] we have (14.2). Proposition 3.4 follows from this statement. O

= @Z(Z*)/@g(z*),
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15 Systems without capture into resonances

In this section we sketch a proof of Remark 3.7. The lemma below is used to estimate the
measure of trajectories that come too close to the saddle of perturbed system.

Lemma 15.1. Take small enough R > 0 and define a neighborhood U of the saddle of unper-
turbed system as

{(p.¢,2) - Ip —pc(2)],la — ao(2)| < R,z € Zo}.
Then for any r > 1 there exists C1 > 0 such that the measure of the set of initial data
(p,q,2,\) € U x [0, 27] such that the corresponding solution of perturbed system (3.2) does not
leave U is at most ".

Sketch of proof. Let us use Moser’s normal form near the saddle, it provides us coordinates
x,y such that unperturbed system rewrites as in these coordinates

i =a(h,2)z, §=—alh,2)y, =0, A=1
and perturbed system rewrites as
m.:a‘(hvz)"l"4>5f17 Z./:*a(hvz)y+€fy7 z2=cfz )‘:17

where fz, fy, f- are smooth functions depending on z,y, z,t. We assume that U is covered by
this chart.
The x direction is expanding for the unperturbed system. The cone field

|dz| > /dy? + dz? 4+ d\?

is invariant by the flow of the perturbed system for small enough € and curves tangent to this
cone field are expanded. Take At ~ 1 such that flow over time At expands such curves by a
factor at least e = 2.718....

Take C' > 3rAt. Cut the phase space into curves y,z,t = const parametrized by .
Over time C|lne| (at least 2r [|Ing|] times At) such curves are expanded by a factor at
least e?"1™¢l = ¢=27 This means (we use that curve length is equivalent to the measure of
projection on x axis, as the curve is tangent to cone field) that the length of the part of the
curve that stays in U after such time passes is < €2". Integrating over all such curves and
taking into account €2” < €" gives the statement of the lemma. O

Let us say that a trajectory is captured in U, if (over times ~ 571) at some point it enters
U and then does not leave U for time at least 2C1|Ine|, or leaves U through z € 9Z¢. Let us
show that total measure of initial data captured in U is O(e"). We will say that such points
form exceptional set of initial data and exclude them from consideration.

Let us deduce this from the lemma above. First, it is possible to show that solutions
cannot leave U after time O(|Ine|) via z € 02, as we assume that along considered solutions
of averaged system z stays in Z that is O(1)-far from 0Zy. Thus it is enough to prove simply
that most solutions of perturbed system leave U in due time.

Take C1 determined by Lemma 15.1 so that during one passage through U the measure
of initial data in U that stays there for time at least Ci|lne| is at most "T'. Denote by
V C U this set. If trajectory starting at some point X (possibly outside U) spends time at
least 2C1|Ine| in U, then it spends time at least C1|Ine| in V and thus lies in a preimage of V'
under some iterate of the time C1|lne| flow of perturbed system. We consider times ~ ¢, thus
all initial data such that the corresponding solution stays in U for (continuous) time at least
Ci|Ine| (during times ~ e7!) are covered by ~ ¢ *In"!¢ such preimages. By Lemma 6.3
measure of each preimage is ~ e"t!. This proves the estimate on measure of trajectories
captured in U.

Consider immediate neighborhood of separatrices with width ~ eIn®e. The condition
frn < 0 allows to make a stronger estimate for time of passage through this zone than for
general case. We assume that for all z the neighborhood U of the saddle C' does not conatain
a whole separatrix l; or [y of saddle C. This means that a trajectory of perturbed system
can be split as follows: passage near l; (outside U), passage through U, passage near la,
passage through U, and so on. Each passage through U takes time at most 2Ci|lng| by
our definition of exceptional set. This process can only terminate when the solution leaves
the immediate neighborhood of separatrices. Outside U we have fr, < —c1 < 0 for some
c1 < 0 (by compactness). Thus during each passage near l1 or l2 the value of h decreases
by > e and the number of such passages is < In®e. Passages near separatrices take time
O(1) and passage through U takes time O(ln¢), thus the whole passage through immediate
neighborhood of separatrices takes time O(In®e). As time derivatives of slow variables are
O(e) for both perturbed and averaged systems, passage through immediate neighborhood of
separatrices leads to O(Eln6 ) < 4/ deviation between solutions of perturbed and averaged
system.

It is also possible to improve the estimate on passage through resonance zones. Recall that
width of resonant zones has order d5, where 5 is given by (8.4). Outside the immediate neigh-
borhood (in Bs) of separatrices h solution of perturbed system winds around the separatices,
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during each wind h decreases by ~ ¢ and this wind takes time ~ Inh. Thus on average h
decreases with speed O(lnf1 h). As g—ﬁ ~ h~'In"2 h, this gives w ~eh 1 In"3h (on average).
Thus crossing resonant zone with width ~ J, takes time ~ 571(\/ ebsh1n? h + ¢ In? ¢). Taking
sum over all resonances as in Section 9.3 gives that total time of crossing all resonant zones is
O(e~'/?), which gives total change of slow variables in resonant zones O(+/2).

Combining improved estimates for accuracy of averaging method in immediate neighbor-
hood of separatrices and in resonant zones with estimates for nonresonant zones as for general
case (as done in Section 9 for general case) gives the estimate in Remark 3.7.
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Appendix A Analytic continuation: proofs

Figure 8: The transversals.

Proof of Lemma 7.2. We will use Moser’s normal form [30] in a neighborhood of C'. There are
coordinates x and y such that our system can be written as

z = a(h, z)z,

y = _a(h7 Z)y> (Al)

where a > 0 for real h, z. Rescaling p, q, z, y if necessary, we may assume that new coordinates
are defined for all (z,y) € C? with |z, |y| < 1. Let us consider four transversals I'y,...,T4
given by z = £1 and y = £1 as shown in Figure 8. We can split T' = T12 + T3 + T34 + Tu1,
where T;; is the time from I'; to I';. Note that as all paths connecting (h, z) and (ho, 20)
are homotopic to each other (we assume cz2 < 0.5, then h > 0), the functions T and T;; are
continued as single-valued functions.

The functions T3 and T4; are holomorphic even for h = 0. Let us denote h = ry. As it
is a first integral of (A.1), we have h = h(h,z). Using (A.1), we can compute Tio = Tsy =
—a"'ln l~1; the branch of the logarithm here is obtained by analytic continuation of the real
logarithm. As h = 0 for h = 0, we can write h(h,z) = hho(h,z) with analytic ho and thus
Tio =Ty = —a *Inh —a 'Inho. Thus for z close to zo we have T' = A(h,z)Inh + B(h, z),
where A = —2a~! and B are holomorphic, A # 0.

Let us now prove that fz(z) is uniquely defined for any z close to zp. Fix such z and
denote F(h) = T(h) — Ty and Fi(h) = A(ho,z)Inh + B(ho,z) — To. Let hy be determined
by Fi(hi) = 0. Consider the curve hg = hi(1 + ae’?), where 8 € [0,2n] is a parameter
and o > 0 is a small fixed number. We have |F(hg) — Fi(hg)| = O(alhi])(|Inhi| 4 1) and
|Fi(hs)| = |A(ho, z) In(1 + ae®)| = a. As |hi] is small (we have hy = A (T0=B) here Ty
is large positive number for small ho, B is bounded, and A is close to A(z¢) which is a real
negative number), we have |Fi(hg)| > 2|F(hg) — Fi(hg)|. Thus, by Rouche’s theorem the
equation F(h) = 0 has a unique solution h(z) in the region bounded by hg.

From |h — h| < c2|h| we have

1nh—1n13,:1n(1+ (h—ﬁ)/ﬁ) = O(c»)
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and
T(h, z) = O(c2)+A(h, 2) In h+B(h, z) = A(h, z) In h+B(h, 2)+0(c2) (14| In h|) = To(140(c2)),

as claimed above.
Finally, the action I(h, z) is defined by I = [ pdg. O

Proof of Lemma 7.3. Let us first state some helper statements. The local uniqueness and
existence theorem (see e.g. [31, Theorem 1.1]) claims that in a small neighborhood of any initial
condition yo, to the solution of a complex ODE ¢ = g(y, t) exists and depends holomorphically
on the initial condition. From this we have the following corollary.

Corollary A.1. For any complex ODE y = g(y,t) for any point yo there are At > 0, Ay > 0
such that for any y1 with |y1 — yo| < Ay the solution y(t) with y(0) = y1 exists for all complex
t with |t| < At.

By a compactness argument we get

Corollary A.2. Consider a compler ODE y = g(y,t) in some open domain U. Consider a
compact set V. C U. Then there is At > 0 such that for any yo € V the solution of our ODE
with the initial condition y(0) = yo exists and stays in U for all t with |t| < At.

We are now ready to prove Lemma 7.3. We will use the notation of the proof of Lemma 7.2
such as I';, a and T;;. Given (h,z) € 7D (here 7 is the projection along the ¢ axis), let us
consider a continuous piecewise-linear path ¢, : [0,1] — C with

to =0, t1/a =Tia(h, 2), t1jo =Tio + To3, taju =Tio +Tos + T34, t1 =T

that is linearly interpolated between the points 0,1/4,1/2,3/4,1. Then if we consider the
cycle r(ts) lying in the complex solution of the unperturbed system with given h, z starting
with r(to) € I'1, the path r(ts) then crosses I'z,I's, I'4 for s = 1/4,1/2,3/4 and returns to the
same point on I'; for s = 1.

Let us check that the segment [0, T lies in co-neighborhood of the path ts with the constant
c2 > 0 that can be made as small as needed by reducing c. Pick a € C,|a|] = 1 such that
aTi2 = aT34 € R. As Tos and Ty are analytic functions of h, z, we have Im aT;; < O(c). This
means that ImaT = O(c) and Imat, = O(c) for all s, so [0,T] lies in O(c)-neighborhood of
the path ;.

Let us choose a neighborhood V' (in the space with coordinates p, g, z) of the union of the
real separatrices of the system for z = zg such that r(ts) € V for all considered h, z. We take
any V that contains the set given by z,y € [—1,1] for all z with |z — z0|] < ¢2. This implies
that r(ts) stays in V for s € [0,1/4] and s € [1/2,3/4]. For other values of s the point r(ts)
also stays O(c)-close to the union of the real separatrices of the system for z = zo, so for small
enough c it lies in V.

Now we apply Corollary A.2 (with y = (p, g, 2), Z = 0) to the closure of V, it gives us some
At. Denote by t = % the time for the unperturbed system. Let us continue r(h, z, p(t))
as a function of ¢. Clearly, it is defined for ¢t € {ts}. By Corollary A.2 it can be continued
to At-neighborhood of {ts}. We have proved above that for small enough ¢ we have that
At/2-neighborhood of {ts} covers [0,7]. This means that A¢-neighborhood of {¢s} covers
At/2-neighborhood of [0, 7], so r can be continued to the latter neighborhood. Returning to
¢, we get that r can be continued to wAt/|T|-neighborhood of [0, 27]. As from Lemma 7.2 we
have |T'| ~ T(ho, 20), this estimate proves the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 7.4. We can rewrite
1 %o to
w” / Y(h, z, 0, \)dp = / P(h, z,wt, \)dt,
©=0 t=0

where to = wyo. Let us again consider the contour {¢.} introduced in the proof of Lemma 7.3.
As shown in this lemma, §-neighborhood of {t;} covers [0, 7] for some § = O(1). As we have
|w™!| Im(po) = O(1), we can connect the point to with the point w™' Reo € [0,7] and then
with some point ¢s, on {ts} by a path of length O(1) on the complex plane of the values of ¢.
As 1) is bounded, we have ftioo 1dt = O(1). Thus, it is enough to show that

tsg
/ Pdt = O(1)
t=0

along the contour {ts,0 < s < so}. This contour is split into up to four parts by the transversals
T'; (cf. Figure 8). For the parts when the solution is far from the saddle, the integral along
these parts is O(1). Let us prove that the integral along the parts near the saddle is also O(1).
For defineteness, let us consider the part between I'y and T's (or some fragment of this part if
it is included in our contour only partially). During this part the solution is near the saddle,
and we can use the x,y chart (A.1). As ¢(C) =0 (C corresponds to z = y = 0), we can write
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Y(z,y,z,\) = 2z + Yoy, where 5,1, are analytic. As & = ax, we can write (we omit the
limits of integration, as they are not important for the O(1) estimate)

/wxdt =a ' /wxdx =0(1).

Similarly, we have [ yi,dt = O(1). Thus, f:;?) dt = O(1), as required. O

Appendix B Estimates on Fourier coefficients

Lemma 7.3 can be used to estimate Fourier coefficients near the separatrices. Let V(p,q, 2, A)
and 1o(p, q, 2z, A) be analytic functions in B with 19 = 0 at the saddle C(z) for all A, 2.

Corollary B.1. There is K > 0 such that for any real (h,z) € B, X € [0,27], k € Z we have

27
[ bz | < K exp(elkl/ TR, 2),
. 0
‘ Yo(h, @, z,)\)eik“pdcp‘ < KT "(h, z) exp(—cl|k|/T(h, z)).

0
Proof. The first inequality is proved exactly like the exponential decay of Fourier coefficients
of an analytic function. We can move the contour of integration up (assuming k > 0, otherwise
down) by adding ic/T'(h,z) to ¢. By the periodicity it will not change the integral. But for
the new integral |e**¢| = exp(—ck/T'(h, z)) while |¢)(h, ¢, z, \)| is bounded, as ¥ is bounded
in the compact set B.

The second inequality is proved by the same shift of the contour of integration, but we
now take into account that 1o is small near C. Denote ¢(t) = 2m(t + 2)/T, ¢(t) = 2nt/T.
Rewriting our integral as integral dt, we get

T
w/ KT g =R/ T (hy @, 2, A)dt. (B.1)
0
In a neighborhood S of C given by |z|, |y| < 1 we can use (A.1). Solving this system, we get
a(t) = e a(te),  y(t) =e T Vylto).
Here @ > 0, as h and z are real. Taking ¢t — to = ic/(2m), we get |z(¢)| = |z(@)| and

ly(p)] = |y(@¢)|- Let us now show that the integral of |¢)o| inside S is O(1). Indeed, as
Po(C) = 0 (C corresponds to x = y = 0), we can write Yo(z,y, 2z, \) = Ty + y1by, where
1, 1y are analytic. Let [t1,t2] C [0,7T] be a segment such that the solution (z(p(t)), y(¢(t)))
is in S for all ¢ € [t1,t2]. Then (z(4(t)),y((t))) is also in S. We may use x = z(p(t)) as an
independent variable, from & = ax we have dt = dz/(ax). Thus we have

z(t2)

/ (@) (B)dt = / " e (@l (@)t = 0" / e (3)|dz = O(1).

t1 t1 z(t1)

Similarly, we have f:f’ lyyy|dt = O(1). Thus, fttlz [1o]dt = O(1), as required.

It is clear that the integral of [¢o| outside S is also O(1), as the solution only spends time
O(1) there. Thus, [ |[¢o()|dt = O(1) and [ |[¢o(p)|de = O(T~"). Together with (B.1) this
yields the second inequality. O

Corollary B.2. There are C1,C2 > 0 such that for any (h,z) € B, k,l € Z we have

27 27 ] )
/ w(h, o, 2, A)e”wel“d@d*‘ < Cyexp < — Gl - 02%),
0 0

27 27 ] )
/ vo(h, @, 2, A)e”““’e”*dwdA‘ <O T exp < — Cali| - cg%).
0 0

Proof. Let us prove the second part, the first one can be obtained similarly. Denote by L the
left hand side of the second line of (B.2). It is enough to obtain two separate estimates
_ _ k
L<CT 1exp(—2 Call)), L<CT lexp(—QCQ%).
Shifting the contour of integration in A by c¢i (as in the usual argument for the exponential

decay of Fourier coefficients of an analytic function that we have already used in Corollary B.1),
we get

27 27
LSexp(—e) [ [ nlhpz A+ eildpdn
0 0

Arguing as in the proof of Corollary B.1, we can show that for all A we have f027r [Yo(h, @, 2, \+

ci)|de = O(T™'). This means L < T~ " exp(—cl) and thus the first required estimate holds.
Multiplying the estimate from Lemma B.1 by ¢** and integrating by A, we obtain the

second required estimate. O
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Proof of Lemma 8.1. As % = w™!, the Fourier coefficients of f; can be expressed via the
Fourier coefficients of fr: frm = wilfh m- Thus the first part follows from Corollary B.2.

Let us prove the second part. Let us first estimate afh ™. We have
27 27 27 2m
Hafh,m H ~ / afh —1(m1<p+m2>\)d>\d<pH 5/ / 8fh 7zm2Ad)\H d(p

oh
By (7.8) we have gi, % = O.(h ™ 'In"*h). Note that these expressions do not depend on
Aand [Z7O0.(h ' In"'h)dp = O(h™'In"2h) by (7.7). As Y = 9nop 4 9 89 e may

dop Oh dq Oh’
continue the estimate above as follows.

8fh m -1, -2 /27r afh —imag 8fh —7,’m A
L ) G gmima 2
‘ oh H ~ ! mgx 0 Op ¢ aq

as the Fourier coefficients of smooth functions % and %}h decrease exponentially. As fr.m,m =

dA S h7'In"? h exp(—Cr|mal),

+

W™ fr.m, this gives

Ofr,m “1||0fnm -1 17 -1
’ < > m < 1 .
2] <ot |2l ™) S 07 0 B e~ Crfmal)
The estimate H % < h7'InT2 h exp(—Cr|msz|) is obtained in the same way as the estimate
for H B7h,m H O

Appendix C Proof of estimates on u

The following three lemmas will be used to prove Lemma 10.1. Fix a resonance sz/s1. In
all three lemmas we will assume that sz/s1 is the nearest to w resonance. We will use the
notation m = (m1, ma) € 7Z2. In summation over m we will often need to skip the vectors m
that are equal to (vs1, —vs2) for some v € Z. This will be denoted by an upper index s in the
summation symbol.

Lemma C.1.

) _
D Ifmllfmaw +ma| ™ (Ima| +1) S [s1] + | lnh|In|Ing|. (C.1)

1<|m|<N

Moreover, this holds not only for the Fourier coefficients fm,, but for any non-negative numbers
| finll with || frm]] S e=CF ™2

Proof. Denote by Sp,, the part of the left-hand side of (C.1) with this m2. Note that we have
miw + ma # 0. For fixed my let mf (m7 ) be the values of m; corresponding to the smallest
in absolute value positive (negative) value of miw + mo. Here we consider all integer values
of m1, including the ones with |m1| > N, so we may have |mi | > N. Let A}, (A;,,) denote
the corresponding term in Sy, if it exists (i.e. 1 <|m| < N), or 0 otherwise. Denote by By,
the sum of all other terms, Sy, = A:;Z + A, + Bm,.

As in [ Proof of Lemma 7.1], for all 1 < |m| < N we have |miw + ma| > (4s1)~". This
means Al < s1(|ma| + 1)e"“FIm2l and 3° Am2 < s1. Similarly, 7, An, < si

For fixed mg set k(m1) = m1 —mj for m1 > m{ and k(m1) = m] —mi for mi < mj.
We have |miw + ma| > wk, so

2N
B, S 20 (Ima| + 1)e” MY "k Sw ™ | Ing| (mo| + 1) F 2!
k=1
and 33, Bm, S wtn|lng|. O
Lemma C.2. For the Fourier coefficients f., of f we have
(%) _
ST fnll [maw + ma| " ma | S Js1nh| + 1n® Aln | Inel. (C.2)

1<|m|<N,

Proof Let us argue as above, adapting the notation Am2 and B, to the corresponding terms
n (C.2). We now have (we use |mfw +ma| < w, so /m{ +w 'ma| <1)

A:ZQ < S1|m1+|e*0p\mz\ < 81(w71\m2| I 1)efcp|mQ|

and > Am2 S [silnh|. Similarly, 35 A, < |silnhl.
We also have
mi

- ———— | ST+ | Ime|jmaw + mo| !
miw + ma

1 mgcuf1
miw + ma

o7



Thus we can split Bm, < Bi,m, +Bg ,ms, Where the two summands correspond to the summands
w™t and w™ma|lmiw + me| ! above (in this order). By the estimate (8.1) for f,, we have

2 iml<N Hf(mwnz H < e CFlim2ly,=t ) thus Yoy Bims S w ~2. Denote by B the terms B
n (C.1). The estimate >, Bm, Swlin ln5| from the proof of (C.1) gives 37, Bam, S
w2In|lneg|. O

Lemma C.3. For the Fourier coefficients f., of f we have

(s) _
S ol I + ma| ~2fma| S |lnh|In'e. (C.3)

1<Im|<N

Proof. Let us once again argue as in the proof of Lemma C.1, adapting the notation Am2 and
B, to the corresponding terms in (C.3). As in the proof of Lemma C.2, we have

Al < stmale” CFIm2l < g2, |my|e = CF M2l

Thus, >, Am2 < |Inh|ln*e and, similarly, >° , Amy S| Inh| In*e.
To estlmate B, let us reuse the notation k from the proof of Lemma C.1. Recall that
|miw + ma| > wk. We have

By < Ne Crlmal Z Imiw + m2|—2 < e~ CFlm2lpr ,—2 Zk_2 < e~ Crlmalpy =2

m1
This implies > Bm, < In? hln?e. O
Proof of Lemma 10.1. We have u = A + B with

A= Z(S)

1<|m|<N, mez2

i(m1p+mad)
e NS>
t(miw + mo)

1<|vs|<N, vEZ

iv(s1p—saA
fuse (s1p—s2X)

ww(siw—s2)

We have s1 < N <Inc and w ~ Inh <ne. By (C.1) we get ||A|| < Ine. As A = |w — &,
we have |siw — s2| = s1A. We also have from (8.1) that || fus]| < a¥! a, < e9F < 1. Hence,
IB|| < ass7"A™!. This gives the estimate on ||u|.

Taking 8‘1 or 8‘9 of the terms in A multiplies them by ms2 or m1, respectively. The estimates

on 22 and 8‘: follow from (C.1) and (C.2), respectively. We also have H H assasTPAT?

and H H < asA7L.

Taking -2 5 of A or B creates two terms. In one of them f,, are replaced by 2 ah , denote
this term by Ap1 or Bp,1. By Lemma 8.1 and Lemma C.1 we have Ap1 S h™ "n~thln2e.
By Lemma 8.1 we also have Bj,1 < bssflh_1 In'hATL.

For the second term we have

Ow (s) fmmae
Ah 2 = *% Z

’ ; 2
I<fmien Hmw+ma)

i(m1p+mad) dw fussleiV(SuP*Sz)\)
, Bhro=—— —_

)

<foen w(siw — s2)2
We have 92 ~ h™'In">h. By (C.3) we have [|An2| < |22|Inhln*e < h™'In""hln'e. As
I fosll S b‘ul we have || By 2|l < bs52s7 TAT2

ou

The estimate on 57 is obtained in the same way. (I

Proof of Lemma 7.1. From the Hamiltonian equations we have % = w. By [9, Corollary 3.2
we have

oI oI 01
— =0(1), =— =0(nh), =— = 0(1).
5, = O(), g =0(nh), o =0(1)
As % = w1, the first estimate implies H%—f” = O(Inh). We have %Izconst—i—(%)h:mnst =0,
this gives (%)I:CM“ = O(ln_1 h) and H%H = O(ln_1 h).
We have o1 a1
fro= %fh,o + Efz,o-
This rewrites as a1
fro= (27r)’17§fhdt+ 5,120 (C.4)
The contour integral is taken along the closed trajectory of the unperturbed system given by
the values of h,z and this trajectory is parametrized by the time ¢. By [9, Lemma 3.2] we

have

ffhdt:ou), %}{fhdt: O(Inh), %ffhdt:

Plugging the first estimate in (C.4) gives fr,o = O(1). From [9, Lemma 3.2] we also have

8fh,O 8fz,O _ O(h—l ln—2 h), H afh,O = 0(1)

6h  Oh 0z

_ -1 afz,O
=O(In" " h), Hiaz
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Plugging this in the derivatives of (C.4) gives

Ofr,0 —1, -2 O0fro
———= =0(h" "1 h — 1| = O(1).
o = Ot R, 0z W)
As §& = O(In™" h), we have HL(?;L;O = H aglh’o Shoy B(J;IZ’O 2211 = O(h~"In"%h). The estimate
for H 65;’0 is obtained in the same way. O

Appendix D Proof of auxiliary lemma

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Recall that the divergence of a vector field v with respect to a volume
form « is a function div, (v) such that £,(a) = diva (v) - « (here £ denotes the Lie derivative).
Let o = dp A dg N dz A dX be the volume form. Set

b(X, ) = ((¢")"a)x /ax,

i.e. we take pullback of a by the flow and divide it by « at the point X. This gives a number,
as the space of n + 3-forms on n + 3-manifold in the given point is one-dimensional. By
definition of Lie derivative the number b(X, \) satisfies
PN _ iy (g (X)) (X, N),
dX
where v is the right-hand side of (3.2). As the Hamiltonian terms have zero divergence and
A = 1, we have divv = edivf = O(g). This shows that for A with |[A] < e A we have
b(X, ) € (0,C] with C = exp(Amax|div f|). Integrating over all X € A gives the required
estimate. O

Appendix E Reduction of two-frequency systems to
periodically perturbed one-frequency system

In this appendix we present the proof of Lemma 3.8. This proof was kindly communicated to
us by A.V. Bolsinov. Then we show how this lemma can be used to reduce perturbations of
two-frequency integrable systems to time-periodic perturbations of one-frequency systems.

Proof of Lemma 3.8. We will consider the case without the parameter z, as with z one can
simply construct the new coordinates separately for each z as described below. The proof is
based on results presented in the book [26].

Let L denote the singular leaf of the Liouville foliation (i.e., the foliation of the phase space
into Liouwville tori given by H = Hy, F' = Fy; each Lioville torus is parametrized by the values
Hy, Fo of the two first integrals) and let Q® denote the isoenergy level that contains L. By [26,
Theorem 3.2] there exists a periodic integral s1 defined in a four-dimensional neighborhood
V(L), i.e. afunction s; that is smooth even on separatices and is such that the flow of the vector
field sgrad s; is 27-periodic (we use the notation sgrad U for the Hamiltonian vector field of
the function U, it is determined by w(v, sgrad U) = dU (v), where w is the symplectic structure,
v is arbitrary tangent vector and dU(v) denotes the derivative of U in the direction v). The
periodic integral s; allows to define the structure of a Seifert fibration in a neighborhood
U(L) C @ of the singular leaf L, the fibration of U(L) by the orbits of the flow of sgrad s1
([26, Theorem 3.3]).

As shown in [26, Chapter 3], there are two cases:

1. one can take a two-dimensional surface P C U(L) that intersects each leaf of the Seifert
fibration once;

2. one can take a two-dimensional surface P C U (L) that intersects each regular leaf of the
Seifert fibration twice and each singular leaf once.

By [26, Proposition 5.4] topological stability of the isoenergy level Q* implies that P and P
can be taken transversal to sgrad H. On Q® the vector fields sgrad s; and sgrad H are tangent
to Q. Thus we can continue P and P to 3-dimensional transversals P?, P® C V(L).

Let us consider the first case and construct a phase variable ¢ conjugate to s1. To do so,
we set @1 = 0 on P® and propagate it along the leaves of Seifert fibration. Indeed, we want
{¢1,81} = 1 (here {-, -} denotes the Poisson bracket), this condition can be rewritten in the
following way: the derivative of ¢1 along sgrad s; is 1 and used to define ¢1. As trajectories
of sgrad s1 are 2m-periodic, this correctly defines the angle variable 1.

In the second case we can construct ¢; in the same way, the difference will be that ¢
will be defined on a double cover. We will consider the lift of the unperturbed system to the
covering space instead of the original unperturbed system in the rest of the proof.

Let us now define variables p, g so that s1,p, ¢1, g are canonical variables. Fix variables p, ¢
on some two-dimensional section {¢1 = 0,s1 = §1} so that these variables are canonical with
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respect to the restriction of the symplectic structure to this section. Spread these coordinates
on the whole V(L) by the flows of sgrad s; and sgrad o1 (these flows commute, as {¢1,s1} = 1).
As these flows are symplectic, we have {q,p} = 1 on V(L). By construction we have {a,b} = 0,
where a = ¢1,s1 and b = p,q. Thus s1,p, ¢1,q are canonical variables.

In these new variables the dynamics of the unperturbed system rewrites as

. OH . 0 . OH . OH
= —, s1 =0, = —-—=, = —.
L ds1 ! p dq 4 Op
Take @1 as a new independent variable (new time). Denote ¢’ = %. Denote h = H and
take h as a new variable that replaces s;.
According to general formulas of isoenergetic reduction [32, §9.45.B], the dynamics of p

and ¢ with respect to the time ¢1 is given by the Hamiltonian S(p, ¢, h) = —s1(p, ¢, h). Finally,
denote s = 1. We have transformed the unperturbed system to the form

08 08
p = aq’ q = op

In the coordinates of Lemma 3.8 the perturbed system rewrites as

s/:1+8f57 h/:tha p/:_%"_gflh q/:%+5fqa Z/:Efz

where (fs, fa, fo, fq, 2) is the lift of the perturbation f under the cover

(5:}%17,(172) = (p1,p2,q17q2,Z)-

This vector field is smooth. Taking s as new time gives (denoting a = ‘;—‘;).

s=1 h=e¢ '——8—34—8 '—8—5—&—5 z=¢€
=4 = €Gh, b= aq 9p> q= ap 9q> = €0z

where

gh = fh/(1+€f5)7

gr = (1 +5f8)_1(fp + %ﬁ)a

gq = (1 +5f3)_1(fq - g%fS):
g = f/(1 +&fs).

Thus perturbed two-frequency system is reduced to time-periodic perturbation of one-frequency
system with Hamiltonian depending on additional parameter h (that can be included in the
vector z).
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