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Abstract

In this paper we consider orbit pairs contributing in the third or-
der of the spectral form factor in the Hadamard-Gutzwiller model.
We prove that periodic orbits including two 2-encounters in certain
structures have partner orbits. The action differences are estimated
at In(1 + u1s1)(1 + uasa) with explicit error bounds, where (u1,s1)
and (ug, s2) are the coordinates of the piercing points. A new sym-
bolic dynamics for orbit pairs via conjugacy classes is also provided.
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Introduction

In quantum chaos, there is considerable interest in understanding statistics

associated to periodic orbits since these are related to eigenvalue statistics

through trace formulae. Special attention has been given to the spectral form
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factor, which is expressed by a double sum over periodic orbits

K(r) = <TLH D A, eSS0 (5 - SR
VY
where (-) abbreviates the average over the energy and over a small time win-
dow, T denotes the Heisenberg time and A,, S,, and T, are the amplitude,
the action, and the period of the orbit ~, respectively.

The diagonal approximation v =+’ to (ILI]) studied by Hannay/Ozorio
de Almeida [9] and Berry [2] in the 1980’s contributes to the first order term
27; see also [15]. The efforts of researchers have been to understand higher
order effects. To the next orders, as i — 0, the main term from (1) arises
owing to those orbit pairs 7 # 7' for which the action difference S, — S
is ‘small’. In 2001, an influential heuristic work of Sieber and Richter [22]
who predicted that a given periodic orbit with a small-angle self-crossing in
configuration space will admit a partner orbit with almost the same action.
The original orbit and its partner are then called a Sieber-Richter pair. In
phase space, a Sieber-Richter pair contains a region where two stretches of
each orbit are almost mutually time-reversed and one addresses this region as
a 2-encounter or, more strictly, a 2-antiparallel encounter; the ‘2’ stands for
two orbit stretches which are close in configuration space, and ‘antiparallel’
means that the two stretches have opposite directions. It was shown in [22]
that Sieber-Richter pairs contribute to the spectral form factor (ILI]) the sec-
ond order term —272, and it turned out that the result agreed with what
is obtained using random matrix theory [5], for certain symmetry classes.
The work by Sieber and Richter has led to the important and difficult prob-
lem of understanding this phenomenon is more detail and more rigorously
in particular classes of systems. Until 2012, Gutkin and Osipov [7] anal-
ysed Sieber-Richter pairs for the Baker map, which admits very transparent
symbolic dynamics, in a combinatorial way.

Most contribution in this subject matter is Miiller et al. In a series of
works [ITLI7HI9], the authors provided an expansion to all orders in 7

K(r) =21 —7In(1+27) =27 — 272 +27° + ...

for the symmetry class relevant for time-reversal invariant systems, by in-
cluding the higher-order encounters also; see also [8/[I6]. It was shown in [I1]
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that there are five families of pairs of orbits responsible for the third order
73, namely three families of orbit pairs differing in two 2-encounters and two
families of orbit pairs differing in one single 3-encounter. Periodic orbits
with encounters have partners obtained by reconnections stretches inside en-
counter area owing to the hyperbolicity. However, the existence of partner
orbits and estimates of the action differences are still missing.

To establish a more detailed mathematical understanding, it is necessary
to consider the classical side and try to prove the existence of partner or-
bits and derive good estimates for the action differences of the orbit pairs.
For 2-antiparallel encounters this was done in [12[14], where the authors
considered the geodesic flow on compact factors of the hyperbolic plane; in
this case the action of a periodic orbit is half of its length/period. It was
shown in [I2] that a T-periodic orbit of the geodesic flow crossing itself in
configuration space at a time 77 has a unique partner orbit that remains
9| sin(¢/2)|-close to the original one and the action difference between them
is approximately equal In(1— (14 e~7)(1+e~T="))sin?(¢/2))) with the er-
ror bound 12sin?(¢/2)e~", where ¢ is the crossing angle, and this proved the
accuracy of Sieber/Richter’s prediction in [22] mentioned above. For higher-
order encounters, Huynh [13] shows that there exist (L — 1)! — 1 partner
orbits for a given periodic orbit with an L-parallel encounter such that any
two piercing points are not too close and provided estimates for the action
differences.

In the present paper we continue considering the geodesic flow on com-
pact factor of the hyperbolic plane, which is a compact Riemann surface
of constant curvature of genus at least two. In the physics community this
system is often called the Hadamard-Gutzwiller model, and it has frequently
been studied [4[IT,21]; further related work includes [8,[19/23]. We prove
the existence of the partner orbit which differs in both encounters for a given
periodic orbit including two 2-encounters with piercing points having coordi-
nates (uq, s1), (u1, u2) in certain distributions. The action differences of orbit
pairs of all cases are estimated at In(1 4 uys1)(1 4 ugsy) with explicit error
bounds. This paper also provides a new symbolic dynamics for orbit pairs
via conjugacy classes.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall background



and materials, including Poincaré sections, the Anosov and closing lem-
mas, conjugacy classes and rigorous definitions of encounters, partners in
the Hadamard-Gutwiller model. Section 3 considers periodic orbits with one
single 2-antiparallel encounter. In the last section we consider periodic orbits
with two 2-antiparallel encounters serial, with two 2-parallel encounter inter-
twined, and with one 2-parallel encounter and one 2-antiparallel encounter
intertwined. In each case, we prove the existence of partner orbits, estimate
the action differences as well as provide symbolic dynamics for orbit pairs.

2 The Hadamard-Gutzwiller model

The Hadamard-Gutzwiller model is the geodesic flow on compact Riemann
surfaces of constant negative curvature. It is well-known that any compact
orientable surface with constant negative curvature is isometric to a factor
'\H?, where H? = {z = 2 +iy € C: y > 0} is the hyperbolic plane endowed
with the hyperbolic metric ds? = dxzy%df and I is a discrete subgroup of the
projective Lie group PSL(2,R) = SL(2,R)/{x+E>}. The hyperbolic plane

has constant Gaussian curvature —1. The group PSL(2,R) acts transitively

az+b
cz+d”

then the factor I'\H? has a Riemann surface structure. Such a surface is a

on H? by Mobius transformations z If the action has no fixed points,
closed Riemann surface of genus at least 2 and has the hyperbolic plane H?
as the universal covering; so the natural projection 7 : H? — T'\H?, mp(z) =
Iz, z € H? becomes a local isometry. This implies that T'\H? also has
constant curvature —1. The geodesic flow (7' );cr on the unit tangent bundle
X = THT\H?) goes along the unit speed geodesics on I'\H?. On the other
hand, the unit tangent bundle 7% (I'\H?) is isometric to the quotient space
MPSL(2,R) = {I'g,g € PSL(2,R)}, which is the system of right co-sets
of I in PSL(2,R), by an isometry =. Then the geodesic flow (o7 );er can
be equivalently expressed as the natural “quotient flow” ¢;(I'g) = I'ga; on
X = T'\PSL(2,R) associated to the flow ¢©®(g) = ga; on G := PSL(2,R) by
the conjugate relation

¥ =Zlop,0Z forall teR.



Here a; € PSL(2,R) denotes the equivalence class obtained from the matrix
ot/2
At - ( 0 67(2/2 ) S SL(2,R)
There are some more advantages to work on X = I'\PSL(2,R) rather

than on X = T*(I'\H?). One can calculate explicitly the stable and unstable
manifolds at a point z = I'g € X to be

W3(z) ={Tgbs,s € R} and Wy(z) = {T'gcy,u € R},

where by = {£B,},c, = {£C,} € PSL(2,R) denote the equivalence classes
obtained from By = ( (1] 1) Cu=( i (1) ) € SL(2,R). If the space X is
compact, then the flow (;);cr is a hyperbolic flow.

There is a natural Riemannian metric on G = PSL(2,R) such that the
induced metric function dg is left-invariant under G. We define a metric

function dx on X = I"'\PSL(2,R) by

dX(x17x2) = inf dG(’Ylgla%gz) = inf dG(917792)7
r vyel’

Y1,72€

where x1 = I'gy, x5 = L'gs.
General references for this section are [I6], and these works may be
consulted for the proofs to all results which are stated above

2.1 Poincaré sections

It is well-known that the Riemann surface I'\H? is compact if and only if the
quotient space X = I"\PSL(2,R) is compact.
First we recall the definitions of Poincaré sections in [12]13].

Definition 2.1. Let 2 € X and € > 0. The Poincaré sections of radius € at
x are defined by
P.(x) = {Tgeyubs : |u| <e,|s| <e},

and
Pl(x) = {Tgbsc, : |s] <&, |u| < e},

where g € G is such that z = I'g.



If z =Tgc,bs € P(x) (resp. z = I'gbse, € Pl(x)), we write z = (u, $),
(resp. z = (s,u)’). Note that the couple (u, s) are not unique. As we will
see below, if X is compact and ¢ is sufficiently small, then the uniqueness of
couple (u, s) is obtained.

Lemma 2.1. If the space X = I'\PSL(2,R) is compact, then there exists
oo > 0 such that

dc(v9,9) > 09 for all v €T\ {e}. (2.1)
See [20, Lemma 1, p. 237] for a similar result on I'\HZ.

Lemma 2.2 ( [13]). If the space X = I'\PSL(2,R) is compact and ¢ € (0, %),
then for each z € P.(x) there exist a unique couple (u.,s,) € (0,£)? such that
z = I'gey,bs., where g € PSL(2,R) is such that x = T'g, and we call (u,,s.)
the coordinates of z.

2.2 Conjugacy classes

Let I" be a discrete subgroup of PSL(2, R).

Definition 2.2. (a) An element v € I" is called primitive if v = (™ for some
¢ € I implies that m =1 or m = —1.
(b) The conjugacy class of v € T' is defined by

{7} = {oyo™t:0 €T}

The collection of all conjugacy classes of primitive elements in I' \ {e} are
denoted by €r; here e = [Es] denotes the unity of PSL(2,R).

For g = [G] € PSL(2,R),G = (¢ Z) € SL(2,R), the trace of g is
defined by tr(g) = |a+d|. If the action of I' on H? is free and the factor I'\H?
is compact then all elements g € I' \ {e} are hyperbolic |20, Theorem 6.6.6],
ie. tr(g) > 2.

Denote by POx the set of all periodic orbits of the flow (p;)cr. We
define a mapping

q: POX — ¢p (22)



as follows. Take a periodic orbit ¢ of the flow, any point x on ¢, and let T" > 0
be the prime period for x. Then p(z) = x, and the definition of the flow
implies that there are ¢ € PSL(2,R) and v € T" such that = IIp(g) and
v = garg™t, due to Tgar = war = pr(x) = x = ['g; note that v # e, since
otherwise ap = e so that 7' = 0. Then put ¢(c) = {7}

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that all elements in I'\{e} are hyperbolic. Then the
mapping < defined by (Z2) is a bijection between the periodic orbits PO x
of the flow (py)er and the collection of all conjugacy classes of primitive
elements Cp in '\ {e}.

2.3 Anosov closing lemma, connecting lemma

The next two results are illustrated in Figure [[l(a). For proofs, see [12/[13].

Lemma 2.4 (Anosov closing lemma I). Suppose that ¢ € (0,1), v € X,
T > 1, and or(x) € P(z). If or(x) = (u,s), € P(x), in the notation from

Definition 21}, then there are o' = (0,1), € Pa-(x) and T" € R so that

or () =12" and dx(oi(x), o(2") < 2lul+ | < 4e  for all t€[0,T].

Furthermore,
T —-T
5 In(1 +us)| < 5usle”™
and
3
lo| < 2ule™, |n| < %

Remark 2.1. According to the proof of the Anosov closing lemma I in [12]
Theorem 2.3], © = I'g,g € PSL(2,R) and ¢ € I is such that gar = (gc,bs
then gc,b,ar = (gc,b,. This yields that the periodic orbit of 2’ = I'ge,b,
corresponds to the conjugacy class {(}r, provided that all elements in I"\{e}
are hyperbolic.

Using the other version of Poincaré sections, we have a respective state-
ment for the Anosov closing lemma which will be also useful afterwards.



Lemma 2.5 (Anosov closing lemma II). Suppose that ¢ € (0,1), v € X,

T > 1, and prp(x) € Pi(x). If pr(x) = (s,u), € P.(z), in the notation from
Definition [2.1), then there are o' = (n,0),, € Ps.(x) and T" € R so that
or(x) =z and dx(px), (') <2Jul+ |n| < 4e  forall te]0,T].

Furthermore,

T -T
’ 5 ’ < 4lusle "

and .
ol < 2ule™, ol < 2.

Lemma 2.6 (Connecting lemma). Let x; € X be T;j-periodic point of the flow
(pi)ter for 7 =1,2 and Ty + T > 1 and let € € (0, i) If x5 = (u1,81)e, €
P.(x1), then there are x € X and T > 0 such that ¢r(x) = x,

dx(pe(x), (1)) < 5 forall €0, Th],

dx(perr (), pe(22)) < Be forall t€[0,T3], (2.4)
and (T AT
# —In(1 +us)| < Tus|(e™ ™ 4 e 2). (2.5)

Furthermore, if x; = I'g; for some g; € PSL(2,R), then x = I'gicye-11 50y,
where o,m € R satisfy
3
o] < 2pule ™™, g < 2 (2.0
and the orbit of x corresponds to the conjugacy class {y1y2}r, where yy,vo € T’
such that grar, = Y191, gaar, = Yage, provided that all elements in T'\{e} are
hyperbolic.

See Figure [[I(b) for an illustration.

Proof. For the existence of a periodic point z and (2.3))-(2.6]), see [13| The-
orem 2.6]. For the last assertion, we can choose g1, g2 € PSL(2,R) such that
x =Tg,y =gy and go = g1¢,bs. According to the proof of the previous



lemma in [I3, Theorem 2.6], if 71,72 € ' such that giar, = 7191, g207, = V292
then gic,e-m 4 obpar = vgicye—1 4 by With

Y = Gobo s ATy 4Ty b (1 To)C (1T ) AT C—uGr
9201, _ -2 b_ (1 -\ C 1 ~T1)C i Oy 7
g2am,b_sc_ugy '
72925—sc—u91_171

= N

This implies that the orbit of x corresponds to the conjugacy class

{vertr = {nredr.

(©)

Figure 1: (a) Anosov closing lemma  (b) Connecting lemma  (c¢) Orbit
with a self-crossing

2.4 Self-crossings

Recall that X = TY(T'\H?) denotes the unit tangent bundle of the factor
[\H?; see Figure[l(c) for an illustration for the next result.

Lemma 2.7 (Self-crossings, [12]). Suppose that all elements of I' \ {e} are
hyperbolic and let T € R, L > 0,60 € (0,7), and x € X be given. The orbit
of x under the geodesic flow (gof)teR crosses itself in configuration space at
the time 7, at the angle 0, and creates a loop of length L if and only if

either Tga,y ; =Tga.dy or Tg,.p=Tga,d g (2.7)
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holds for any g € PSL(2,R),'g = =Z(x). Furthermore,

et < cos? (g) (2.8)

2.5 Encounters and partner orbits

Definition 2.3 (Time reversal). The time reversal map T : X — X is
defined by

T(pag) - (_pag) for (p>€) € X.
The respective time reversal map on X = I'\PSL(2,R) is determined by

T(z) =Tgd, for z=Tg¢€X,

where d, € PSL(2,R) is the equivalence class of the matrix D, = ( ol ) €
SL(2,R).

Using Lemma below, we have
oi(T(x)) =T (p_¢(x)) for € X and teR. (2.9)

Next, we recall the notions of orbit pairs and partner orbits. Roughly
speaking, two periodic orbits are called an orbit pair if they are close enough
to each other in configuration space, not for the whole time, since otherwise
they would be identical, but they decompose to the same number of parts
and any part of one orbit is close to some part of the other. The following is
a rigorous definition of orbit pairs, which is recalled from [13].

Definition 2.4 (Orbit pair/Partner orbit). Let ¢ > 0 be given. Two given
T-periodic orbit ¢ and T"-periodic orbit ¢ of the flow (¢;);cr are called an
e-orbit pair if there are L > 2, L € 7Z and two decompositions of [0,7] and
0,7]:0=ty<---<tp=Tand 0=ty <--- <t, =T and a permutation
o:{0,1,...,L—1} —{0,1,..., L—1} such that for each j € {0,..., L—1},
either

dx (Pere; (), Prver (') <e forall te0,tj41 —t]

or

dx (athj (), (T(a")) <e forall te0,t;11 — 1]

o(j)+1
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holds for some = € ¢ and 2’ € ¢/. Then ¢ is called an e-partner orbit of ¢ and
vice versa.

Definition 2.5 (Encounter). Let € > 0 and L € Z, L > 2 be given. We say
that a periodic orbit ¢ of the flow (y;)cr has an (L, )-encounter if there are
x1,...,2p € ¢ such that for each j € {2,..., L},

either x; € P.(x1) or T(x;) € P(z1).

The point o, ...,z are called piercing points. 1If either z; € P.(z1) holds for
all2=1,...,Lor T(z;) € P-(z) holds forall j = 2,..., L then the encounter
is called parallel encounter; otherwise it is called antiparallel encounter.

2.6 Auxiliary results

The next result is a decomposition of PSL(2, R).

Lemma 2.8 ( [12]). Let g = [G] € PSL(2,R) for G = ( Z ) € SL(2,R).
(a) If a # 0, then g = c,bsay for

t=2Inla|l, s=ab, u=-.
a

(b) If d # 0, then g = bsc,ay for

b
t=—=2In|d], s= 3 U= cd.
Lemma 2.9. The following relations hold fort € R:
atdw - dﬂa'—ta bth( - dwc—ta Ctdﬂ' - dwb—t- (210)

Proof. In SL(2,R) we calculate

et’2 0 0 1 0 et/?
4D = < 0 et ) ( -1 0 ) N ( —e 20
0 1 e t2 0
- <—1 0)( 0 etﬂ):D“A‘t

which upon projection yields the first one. The argument is analogous for
the others.
O
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Owing to the hyperbolicity, the flow (¢;);cr is expansive, i.e., two orbits
cannot stay too close together without being identical; see [3, Lemma 1.5].
For periodic orbits, we have the following property; see [12, Theorem 3.14]
for a proof.

Lemma 2.10. Let X = I'\PSL(2,R) be compact. Then there is €, > 0 with
the following property. If € € (0,¢e.) and if x1,29 € X are periodic points of
(¢7%),er having the periods Ty, Ty > 0 such that |Ty — Ts| < v/2¢ and

dX(ath(xl), <th(:£2)) <e forall te[0,min{Ty,T5}],

then Ty = Ty and the orbits of x1 and x5 under (cpf()teR are identical.

3 Periodic orbits with one single 2-antiparallel
encounter

Let us first recall from [I4] periodic orbits with one single 2-antiparallel
encounter. It was shown that a given periodic orbit including one single
2-antiparallel encounter has a partner orbit. The action difference between
the orbit pair is estimated with an exponentially small error bound. Periodic
orbits having small-angle self-crossing are special cases of this phenomenon.
The results in this section will be applied for the main results in Subsection

1

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that X = I'\PSL(2, R) is compact and let e € (0, %2).
If a periodic orbit ¢ of the flow (p1)er on X with period T' > 1 has a (2,¢)-
antiparallel encounter, then it has a partner. Furthermore, let x,y € c,
T(y) = (u,8), € P(x) and or,(x) = y,0 < Ty < T. Then the partner is
e'-partner with ¢ = ¢ + 2(Ju — se™ 11| + |s — ue™'~T|) < 8 and the action
difference between the orbit pair satisfies

T -T
—In(1 4 us)| < 12e*(e™™ + 77T, (3.1)

where T" is the period of the partner. If e € (0
UNIQUE.

,%2), then the partner orbit is

12



Proof. For the existence of a T'-periodic point v, whose orbit under the
flow (¢¢)ier is a ’-partner orbit, see [I4, Theorem 9]. It was shown that the
action difference satisfies

T —-T

—In (14 (u—se ™) (s — ueTl_T))‘ < |(u—se ) (s —ue 1) T,

which implies (BI]). For the last assertion, it follows from (B.1) that |1 —
T'| < 3022 Suppose that there is another partner orbit which has the same
property, i.e., it is also 8s-close to the original one and its period called T”
satisfies |T” — T'| < 30e2. Then these two partner orbits are e,-close to each
other for the whole time and their periods satisfy

7" —T'| < |T" = T|+ |T" = T| < 60e* < V/2¢,.

By Lemma .10 the partner orbits must coincide. O

Figure 2: Periodic orbit with a single 2-antiparallel encounter has a partner
orbit.

Remark 3.1. According to the proofs of [I4, Theorem 9] and the Anosov
closing lemma I, we have v = I'ga_r,c -1, ,b,, Where To =T —T,0,n € R
satisfy

In — 8| < 28%al +2|3le”” and |o| < 2lale” (3.2)

Ty

with §=u—se ™ and @ = s — ue~ S

The next result is a new view of symbolic dynamics.

Theorem 3.2 (Symbolic dynamics). In the setting of Theorem[31), let g, h €
PSL(2,R) be such that x = T'g,y = Th and hd, = I = ge,bs. If y1,72 € T
such that v1 = gap,h™ and v, = har,g™', where Ty = T — Ty, then the
original orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class {y172}r and the partner
orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class {7 72 }r.

13



Proof. Note that due to ¢, (z) = y and ¢r,(y) = z, there are 71,79 € T’

! 1 as assumption. Since x = I'g is a

such that v; = gap,h™" and v, = harp,g~
T-periodic orbit, we have

v = garg™*
for some v € I', and by Lemma[2.3] the orbit through z (called ¢) corresponds
to the conjugacy class {7}

Y172 = (gar,h ) (har,g™ ') = garg™" = 7.

This means that the orbit c¢ corresponds to the conjugacy class {y} =
{my2}p. Next, let ¢ € T' be such that

¢ =garb_gc_y @)_1

for g = gcya_r, = Wb_sar,. According to the proof of Theorem Bl and
Remark 2] the partner orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class {(}r. Now,

¢ = hb_,a g arb_(y—g-T1)C_(5—ye-T2) AT, c_ug
h,aTl b—se*Tl b—(u—s’Tl YO (s—ue=T2)Cope—T2 a'ng_l

/ -1
harb_,c_sar,g

= 71_1727
noting Wap, = 7;'¢’ owing to gar, = y1h. Therefore, the partner orbit ¢

corresponds to the conjugacy class {C}r = {77 '72}r, completing the proof.
U

4 Periodic orbits including 2 encounters re-
sponsible for the third order term

Let us first review orbit pairs responsible for the cubic contribution to K (7).
Note that a sufficiently long periodic orbit has a huge number of self-encounters
which may involve arbitrarily many orbit stretches. Heusler, Miiller et al.
[11,19] show that only orbit pairs differing in two 2-encounters or in one
single 3-encounter are responsible for the third order. There are two ways
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of connections of orbit stretches forming two 2-encounters, namely serial
and intertwined, whereas the two stretches of each encounter may be either
close in phase space (depicted by nearly parallel arrows — or ><), which
is called parallel encounter, or almost mutually time-reversed (like in == or
> ), which is called antiparallel encounter. In each way, therefore, there are
three possibilities: both 2-encounters are parallel-encounters , one 2-parallel
encounter and one 2-antiparallel encounter, and two 2-antiparallel encoun-
ters, i.e. there are totally six cases. Only three of them lead to (genuine)
periodic orbits: two 2-antiparallel encounters serial, one parallel-encounter
and one antiparallel encounters intertwined and two anti-parallel encounters
intertwined, which are responsible in the cubic order to the form factor. The
others form pseudo-periodic orbits and do not contribute to the spectral form
factor.

In this section we only consider periodic orbits including two 2-antiparallel
encounters contributing to the third term of the spectral form factor. The
case of one 3-parallel encounter is rigorously done in [13, Section 3.3]. Orbits
with a single 3-antiparallel encounter can be done analogously.

Throughout this section, we assume that the space I'\PSL(2, R) is com-
pact.

4.1 Periodic orbits including two 2-antiparallel encoun-
ters serial

In this subsection we consider periodic orbits having two 2-antiparallel en-
counters serial, which is so called antiparallel-antiparallel serial (aas for short)
in [T9]. Periodic orbits with either two small-angle self-crossings in configura-
tion space (>< and ><) or one small-angle self-crossing and one anti-parallel
avoided self-crossing (> and =), or two anti-parallel avoided self-crossings
(= and =) in configuration space are special cases of aas.

Theorem 4.1. Let € € (0,5%) and let ¢ be a T-periodic orbit of the flow
(pt)ter on X having two (2, €)-antiparallel encounters serial. More precisely,
let x,y,z,w € ¢ and Ty, Ty, T35, Ty > 0 be such that Ty + 1T + 13+ T, =T,

e (2) = ¥, 01,(y) = 2, 01,(2) = w and pp, (w) =, and T(2) = (u1, 1), €

15



P.(y), T(w) = (ug, s2): € P.(x) satisfying
lui| > 6ee™ 2, |s1| > 30e® 4 13ee™ Tt + Bee ™2 4 3ee ™15, (4.1)

Then ¢ has a 20e-partner orbit which differs in both encounters of the original
orbit and the action difference satisfies
T -T

SR In(1 4 uys;)(1 4 upsy)| < €*(21e™™ +30e™ 2 + 12e7 75 4 19e ).

(4.2)

In addition, if € € (0,%5), then the partner is unique.

Proof. The sketch of the proof is as follows; see Figure 3 for an illustration.
First, we apply Theorem [B.] for the left encounter to have one partner orbit,
which is depicted by the dashed line in Figure Bl(b). Next, we show that the
new orbit admits one 2-antiparallel encounter; see Figure Bl(c). Finally, we
apply Theorem [B.1] again to get a partner orbit depicted by the dashed line
in Figure Bl(d).

Figure 3: Construction of partner orbit for a given periodic orbit with two
2-antiparallel encounters serial.

Let © = I'g,y = T'h,z = Tk,w = T'l for some g, h,k,l € PSL(2,R) and
set ¢ = gdr,h' = hd., k' = kd,,l" = ld,. By hypothesis, ¢r,,(z) = w and
T(w) = (s2,u2), € Pe(x), where Tio3 = T + T3 + T3. Due to Theorem B.1]
there are 2 = I'l'b_g,a_1, ¢y, by, = I'gey,a_1,¢,,by, € X and T > 0 such that

T-T
—5 = In(1 4 upsy)| < 122(e™ 7 4 e~ 1123), (4.3)

Furthermore,

dx(0i(Z), pr(w)) < Te for te€[0,Ty (4.4)
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and

dx(pi(Z), pe(2")) < Te for te [Ty, T). (4.5)
Next we show that the orbit of & possesses one 2-antiparallel encounter.
We write
T(é) = OTA4T (j) = Fl/b—sza—ﬂCUz bnzaT4+T3

/
I'l b_82 A73ChyeT3+Ty bn267T3—T4
/
Fl aTS b—82€7T3 CUQ€T3+T4 bn2€7T37T4

/
= Ik b_s2e—T3 CooeT3+Ty bmengfTAl s

using o7, (T (w)) = T(2) and bsa; = aghge—t, cuay = aycyer for all u, s, t € R.
Then
z= FkCS26—T3 b_o.2eT3+T4C_7726—T37T4; (46)

recall (Z9). Now,

T(ﬂ) = PTu+T5+Ts (57) = Fh,b_swangg6026T2+T3+T4 bn267T2—T37T4
= (chslbul)b_sze—T27T3Co.26T2+T3+T4 bn267T27T3—T4
= (F/{ZCSQG—TS b_026T3+T4 C_77267T3—T4)
Cn267T3—T4 b026T3+T4 C_szeng,_i_slbul_sQefTQfTS Co.2eT2+T3+T4 bmefTQngszl

= chsge*TB b_026T3+T4 C_n267T3—T4)Cﬁlb§1 Az,

where
~ —T5-T, =T5 To+T3+Ty 1
uy = S;t1mnee — Sa€ + oqe + — X
L+p
X ((s1 = s0€” ) opeTHT (g — s0e72778)
-7 To+T5+T4\ ~

—(s51 = s0e™ "% e 5, (4.7)
~ T35+, —Ty—T —Ty—T5—T.
5 = u1—|—02€3+4—826 2 3_'_7726 2—13—14

+ p1 ((2 + ﬁl)nge_Tz_T3_T4 + ogel3t T gy — sze_Tz_T3)

+ (51 — 897 13) e T30 (1y — 500727 T3) (1 + ), (4.8)

%1 = 211’1(1 +ﬁ1),

with

p~1 — O-2€T2+T3+T4 (0’26T3+T4—|—u1—826_T2_T3)—|-(81—82€_T3)0'26T3+T4 (1+026T2+T3+T4(

17
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owing to Lemma 2.8(a). A short calculation shows that |i;| < 2¢ and
|531] < 2e. This means that

T(G) = o-7(T(9)) = (@1,51)z € Pac(2),

where 7 := ¢z (9). Apply Theorem B.I]to obtain v = Za_4 c_ b, € X

=T ule*%2+01 m
and 7" € R such that

T —T ) o
—In(1+a,5,)| < 28e% (e B Tat g T Tstla=ni=Ty 7226711 30212
(4.10)
and
I — 51| < 2830+ 2/51]e T < 3063 + 10ee 77, (4.11)
loy| < 6ee T, (4.12)

where 1, = §; — ﬁle@_f, $1 =11y — 516_T2. Furthermore,
dx(oi(v), 0(9)) <132 for t € 0,7y

and

dx(pi(v), (T (2))) < 13e for te [Ty, T).

This means that the orbit of v is 13e-close to the orbit of Z. Recalling from
(@4) and ([L3) that the orbit of & is Te-close to the orbit of z, we deduce
that the orbit of v is 20e-close to the original one.

Next, in order to establish an estimate for the action difference, observe

that by (@), [L3),
iy — 51 < Tee ™ 4 2ee™ 5, |5 —uy| < ee” ™ (4.13)
after a short calculation. This yields
|In(1 + @,5,) — In(1 + uysy)| < 21e2e™ ™ 4 112775

and hence

T —T

—In(1 4 uysy)| < 212 4 30e%e ™2 + 11e%e ™ 4 7e2e T4 (4.14)
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using (LI0). The estimate ([£2]) follows from ([A3]) and (ZI4).

Next we are going to show that the partner orbit is different from the
original one. For, we find a point in the partner orbit which lies in the
Poincaré section of y and is different from y and 7 (z). Letting Ty = Ty — 71,

we have SOT_:FQ(g) = ¢ and goﬂ(g) = Z. Recall v = Za_g,c, b

_F Using
uie T2+0'1
(@4) and Lemma 2.8 (a), we write

m-

b

v o= Za_zc. m

=Ts u167T2 “+0o1

= chsge*TB b_026T3+T4 C_n2e—T37T4 A_Ty+7 Cﬂle,fw2 +o1 bm

= (F]{?CL_T2)05267T27T3 ()_026T2+T3+T4C_77267T27T37T4_,_ﬁlefTQ_,_Ulef%1 bmeﬁ az

= T[hey,bs,anr,,
where
T-Ty—Ty | = —T _F
Uy = spe BTy RE T e Troie T
1+ p,

sy = (=g fope™ 4 nie™p, ) (1 + py),
T, = 2In(1+ p,),

here

Do = (—0'26T2+T3+T4)(—7726_T2_T3_T4 + 1~L26_T2 + 0’16_7:1);

recall 7; from ([£9)). A short calculation shows that
u,| < 62712, |5, — my| < 6ee™ ™1, (4.15)

which imply that © = -, (2) = (v, 5)y € Pe-(y). By assumption, ¢ < ¢
and T (z) = (uy, s1), with

luy| > 6ee™2 > Ju,|.

As a consequence of Lemma 2.2 we get © # T(z). It remains to check that
¥ # y. Recalling that §; = @; — 5,772, it follows from (1)) and (I3) that

Im —s1| < m = 81| +[81 — | + |ag — s
< 30 + Tee™™ + Bee ™2 4 3ee™ 5. (4.16)
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Using ({.10), (410), together with the assumption ([4.1]) we deduce
s = [s1] = [sv = m| = |m — 1| >0,

which shows © # y. Consequently, the orbit of v is different from the obit of
x and its time reverse.

For the last assertion, suppose that there is another 20e-partner orbit
which differs in both encounters of the original orbit. Then the two partner
orbits are 40e-close to each other for the whole time and the period difference
|T"—T"| < 50&2, where T" is the period of the new partner. Due toe < £ the

40
two partners are €,-close to each other for the whole time and |77 —T"| < e;
so they must be identical by Lemma [2.10l The proof is complete. O

Remark 4.1. (a) The orbit of Z is also a partner orbit of the original one,
which is depicted by the dotted line in Figure B(b). However, this partner
orbit differs only in one encounter and this orbit pair only contribute to the
second order term of the spectral form factor as a Sieber-Richter pair.

(b) If we first apply Theorem Bl for the other encounter, then we have
another partner orbit for the original one. This orbit pair also contribute
to the second order term of K(7). Then, using the same argument of the
previous proof, we get the same partner orbit.

The next result provides a new view of symbolic dynamics of orbit pair
in the preceding theorem.

Theorem 4.2. In the setting of Theorem [{.1], let v1,7v2,7v3,74 € I' be such
that gar, = yh, har, = Yk, kar, = v3l,lap, = vy19. Then the original orbit
and the partner orbit correspond to the conjugacy classes {y1v2y3v4}r and
{175 e, respectively.

Proof. First observe that ar, = g 'yih,ar, = h'wk,an, = k7'l ar, =
715,49 leads to

gar = gararar,ar, = g(g~ yh) (R k) (K 3) (17 949) = 1273749

This yields the orbit of 2 = I'g under the flow (¢;);er, which is the original
orbit, corresponds to the conjugacy class {v172v374}r by the definition of the

mapping < in (2.2)).
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Next, due to gar,+r,+1, = 117273l and lag, = 749, the orbit of Z corre-
sponds to the conjugacy class

{Ctr = {(mr2y) b = {3 v ' ade = {2 g s e

by Theorem Similarly, the orbit of v corresponds to the conjugacy class

{&r ={02") " s e = {2 s e = s el
as was to be shown. O

The following corollary considers periodic orbits of the geodesic flow hav-
ing two small-angle self-crossings.

Corollary 4.1. Suppose that all elements in '\ {e} are hyperbolic. Suppose
that T-periodic orbit of the geodesic flow (p;¥),cx on X = TH(T'\H?) crosses
itself in configuration space at a time Ty, at an angle 61, creates a loop of
length Ty and then crosses itself again after a time Ty at an angle 6, and
creates another loop of length Ty with Ty +To+T3+Ty =T. If0 < ¢ < % for
¢ = max{m — 0y, — O}, then it has a 36| sin(¢/2)|-partner orbit; the period
of the partner orbit denoted by T" satisfies

’T’—T

—In (1+ sin®(¢1/2)) (1+ sin®(¢2/2)) ‘
< sin®(¢/2)(21e™ + 3le > 4+ 13e™ ™ + 197 ™). (4.17)
Furthermore, if T\H? is compact and ¢ < st then the partner is unique.

Proof. Let x € X = TYT'\H?) be a T-periodic point of the flow (o7 )cr
and let

(%) =y, ¢L(y) =2 ¢5(2) =w, e7,W)=x (4.18)
Let o1 = 1 — 01,90 = ™ — 02, ¢ = max{¢, P2} and assume that |¢| < é
(P
S1n (5)

holds for i = 1,2. Set z = =(x),y = Z(y),
isometry = : TY(I'\H?) — T'\PSL(2, R)

Then in particular

< 1o (4.19)

= =Z(z), and w = Z(w); recall the
. Tt follows from Theorem 2.7 that

either T'h =Tkdy, or T'h=Tkd_g
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and

either I'l =Tgdp, or T'l=Tgd_y,
with some g, h,k,l € PSL(2,R) such that I'¢g = z,I'h = y,T'k = 2z and
I'l = w. We only consider I'h = T'kdy, and I'l = I'gdp,, the other cases

are similar. Define 2’ = T (z) and w’ = T (w); recall the notation 7 from
Definition 2.3l Then

2 =Thdy—g, =Thdy, and w' =Tgd,_g, =Tgdy,.
For i = 1,2, apply Lemma 2.§(a) to write
dy, = cy,bs,ar,, (4.20)
where
7; = 2In(cos(¢;/2)), wu; =tan(¢/2), s; = —sin(¢;/2)cos(¢;/2). (4.21)
Owing to (4.19), we have !

cos <5) > % (4.22)

Define ¢ = £[sin(¢/2). Observe that

~—

|ui| = [tan(i/2)] < <|sin(di/2)] <&, [si| = [sin(¢i/2) cos(¢i/2)] < |sin(¢i/2)] <,

(4.23)

(1) N

and

52

1
5
due to |In(1 + z)| < 2|z for |z| < 1/2. Denote Z = ¢, (z) and © = ¢, (w).
This leads to

[7i| = [In(1 — sin®(¢:/2))| < 2sin*(:/2) <

n (") =TKa_;, =They,bs, = (u1,81), € Pe(y),

= SO_
=p_,(w)=Tla_,, =Tgc,bs, = (uz, 52), € Pe(x),

llSil'lg m Define TQ = T2+T1,T3 = Tg—Tl +T2,T4 = T4—T2,j;1 = Tl. Then
N+ T+ T3+ Ty =T, o, (v) =y, 07,(y) = 2, 07,(2) = 0, and ¢z (0) = =.
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We now apply Theorem BI] with ¢ = £|sin(¢/2)| to have a partner orbit,
which is 33|sin(¢/2)|-close to the original one and has period 7" satisfying

T -T

— — In(L +sin?(61/2))(1 + sin’(9/2)) | < £2(2Le " + 306" + 12¢7 7 + 19¢T4)

<e®(2le™™ +31e™ ™ +13e7 + 197 ),

which is ([AI1T).
For the last assertion, if ¢ < 5, then e = £|sin(¢/2)| < %5 and whence
the partner orbit is unique according to Theorem I} see Figure M for an

illustration. O

Figure 4: A periodic orbit with 2 small-angle-self-crossings has a partner
orbit which has 2 avoided crossings.

Remark 4.2. The existence of the partner orbit in the preceding theorem
does not need the condition that the space is compact. In fact, according [12]
Theorem 3.11] and the proof of Theorem F.1], the partner orbit has a smaller
period T" < T.

4.2 Periodic orbits including two 2-parallel encounters
intertwined

In this subsection we consider periodic orbits with two 2-parallel encounters
intertwined, which is so called parallel-parallel intertwined (ppi for short)

in [19].

Theorem 4.3. Let ¢ € (0, 55). Suppose that a T-periodic orbit ¢ of the flow
(pt)ter on X with period T has two (2, €)-parallel encounters intertwined. For

instance, suppose that there are x,y,z,w € c and Ty, Ty, T3, Ty > 0 such that
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Tl + T2 + T3 + T4 = T; (pTl(z) = y7§0T2(y) = Z, 90T3(Z) =w (Z’fld QDT4(w) =T
with z = (uy, 1), € Pe(x),w = (ug, s2), € P:(y) satisfying

lug| > 9ee™*, |sg| > 723 + Hee ™ 4 2ee7 75, (4.24)
Then ¢ has a 19e-partner orbit of period T' which differs in both encounters
and the action difference satisfies
" —-T 4 o Ty | ~Ty | ~Ts , —T
—In(1 4 sqju1) (1 + soug)| < H4e” +25e(e " +e 2 +e P 4e ).
(4.25)

If e € (0,53), then the partner orbit is unique.

Proof. The construction of a partner orbit is summarized as follows. We
first apply the Anosov closing lemmas for the first encounter to obtain two
shorter periodic orbits, which are expressed by dashed line and dotted line
in Figure Bl(b). We next show that the obtained orbits create a pseudo-orbit
(see Figure[l(c)). Finally we use the connecting lemma to get a new periodic
orbit, which is illustrated by the dashed line in Figure Bl(d).

Figure 5: Reconnection to give the partner orbit for orbit with two parallel
encounters intertwined.

Denote T1s = Ty + Ty and T34 = T3 + Ty. By assumption, pp,(z) =
2z = (uq, 81)z € P-(z). According to the Anosov closing lemma I, there exist
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T =Thb,,c,, € X and T}, € R such that ¢ (7) = 7,

11, — Tiy

5 —In(1 4+ uys;y)| < 5e?e T2 (4.26)

and
dx(oi(T), pe(x)) < 4de, forall tel0,T1+ Tyl (4.27)

The orbit of & is depicted by the dashed line in Figure Bl(b). Observe that
o1y, (2) = v = (—s1,—u1)., € P.(z). Apply the Anosov closing lemma II,
there exist Z = I'lb,.c,, € X and T3, € R such that o7y, (2) = 2,

)T§4 — T4

5 < 4etem B (4.28)

and
dx(0i(2), ¢1(2)) < 4e, forall te 0,15+ T (4.29)

The orbit of Z is depicted by the dotted line in Figure Bl(b).
Next we show that two orbits of # and Z form a pseudo-orbit, and hence it
is possible to connect them to obtain a longer periodic orbit. Using Lemma

2.8(b), we write

o1, (2) =Tlb, co.an, = Tlapd ry = Lkb, —m5c

nze*TS Ccrze nz€ crzeTS
- FhCUZ b82 bnz€7T3 CUZ €T3
= (FhCUz-eTl bnxele )b_nxele CUQ —O'x(iTl b52+77257T3 CO'ZET3
= (The,,emby, -1 )bscutn,
where
T
_ -1 52 + n.e 3
s o= =€ + T —T3)’
1+ (ug — 0.e™)(s9 + n,e15)
T T T -T T T -7
U = (u2 —oget o6+ (ug—oget)(sy+m.e?)ose 3) (1 + (ug — o) (82 + 1€ 3)) ,

T o= =2In (14 (up — o,e™)(s2 4+ n.e7 "))
A short calculation shows that |u| < 3e,|s| < 3e. If we set

y = o () = Lgcg,by,ar, = Lgarc, b, - =The, b, m
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and @ = @p_,(Z), then § = (—u,—s)g € Ps.(w). Apply the connecting
lemma I to obtain a T"-periodic point v = wc—ue*T{erab’? satisfying

" — (T + T3,)

5 —In(1+4 us)| < 63(e T2 4 1) (4.31)
and
In+ s < 28%|u| + 2|sle” T2 < 54e® 4 6ee 2, (4.32)
Furthermore,
dX(QOt(U)>§0t(2)) <15e for t€ [O>T?:,4]
and

dx (¢eyry, (v), @(W)) < 15e for t € [0,T7,].

This yields that the orbit of v is 15e-close to the orbits of  and Z. Together
with (A27) and ([A29), this implies that the orbit of v is 19e-close to the
orbit of x.
Next, we estimate the action difference. According to the Anosov closing
lemmas,
3 7

3e €
M| < o In.| < o log| < 2ee7 712 || < 2ee

—T3—Ty

Observe that

lu—us| < 9% +2ee7242ee7 1 and  |s—sy| < 3% +2ce 1 42075 (4.33)
imply
| In(1 4 us) — In(1 +uysy)| < 54e* +18c%e ™ 4 6212 418%™ 75 + 6% 1,

and hence
1" =T, — Ty
2

— In(1 + usyss)

< 5det 424%™ 4 246%™ 4 24%e 7T 4 248%e T4
(4.34)

owing to (E3T]). The estimate [25)) follows from ([£20), (£28) and ([E34).
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Next, we are going to show that the orbit of v is different from the orbit
of x. Analogously to the proof of Theorem [A.1] we write
U= CueiT?lA +o-b77
(icaxen bnxe*Tl )bscucue,Té4 +gb77
Che bnﬂceiTl'i'scu—i-ueiTéﬁl—‘,-o‘bn
Lhey,bs,an,

= They,bs,by e-13¢5 013 a_rc,

I'hey,b 75C

— /
s24M2e7 735 T3 4yue 1341 o

= [hey,bs,ar,,

O el1

e T34 +o‘bn
bye-ra_r

where
N o.el 4 ye Tt 4 o
2T 4 (sp e D) (0T + ue Tt 4+ )’
so = (sa+m” +ne ™ +ne p,) (14 pu),
T, = 21n(1—|—pv) -7,

Uy = U

recalling 7 from (4.30); here
o = (52 + e P) (0™ + ue T 4 ),

A short calculation shows that |s,| < 5e and |u,| < 5e. Consequently,
U= @_r (V) = (Uy, 8p)y € Pse(y). We need to check that o # y and 0 # w.
For, observe that

|y — ug| < 9ge™ 1, |s, — 59 — | < 15e%.
Furthermore, it follows from (£32) and ([A33]) that
104 59| < |+ 8|+ |s — 59| < 57> + 5ee ™t + 2ee 5,
Using assumption (£24]), we derive

lwy| > |ug| = |ty — us| > |ug| — 92e™ ™ >0

|sy — so| > [sa| — |8y — 82 — 1| —|n+ 52| > 0.
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g0

This means u, # 0 and s, # s. Owing to ¢ < 3,
hence the orbit of v is different from the orbit of z.

we get 0 # y, 0 # w and

For the last assertion, recall that the orbit of v is 19¢-close to the original

orbit. The uniqueness of partner orbit can be done analogously to the proof
of Theorem .11 O

Remark 4.3. (a) The period of the partner orbit can be explicitly computed
according to the proof of Anosov closing lemmas and the connecting lemma.
The term 33¢? appears when we change the coordinates (u, s) to (us, so) (see
(33)) and it cannot avoid.

(b) Condition ([@24]) can be replaced by

luy| > 9ee™ 3, |s1| > 72e® 4 See T + 2ce 2. (4.35)

Theorem 4.4. In the setting of Theorem [{.3, suppose that x = I'g,y =
Ch,z = Tk,w = Tl for some g,h,k,l € PSL(2,R). If y1,72,73,72 € T
satisfy gar, = yh,hap, = Yk, kap, = vsl,lay, = v49, then the original
orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class {y1v27374} and the partner orbit
corresponds to the conjugacy class {y2y17473}-

Proof. That the original orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class {v1727y374}
can be done analogously to Theorem (4.2l For the last assertion, we can
choose ¢, h, k,l € PSL(2,R) such that k = gc,,bs, and | = hey,bs,. Then
o1, (Lg) = Lgey, by, and gar, v, = yihar, = y172k = 71729Cu, bs, . Simi-
larly, o7y 7, (Tk) = Tkb_s,c_, and ka7, = yslar, = 13729 = Y374kb_s, c_uy.
By the Remark[21] the orbit of Z corresponds to the conjugacy class {172 }r =
{7271 }r and the orbit of Z corresponds to the class {v374}r = {1473}r. The
partner orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class

{vov1vaystrs;

recall the last assertion of Lemma 2.0l O

4.3 Periodic orbits including one 2-antiparallel encounter
and one 2-parallel encounter intertwined

This subsection deals with periodic orbits with one 2-antiparallel encounter
and one 2-parallel encounter intertwined, which is so called antiparallel-
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parallel intertwined (api for short) in [19].

Figure 6: Reconnecting encounter stretches to form a partner orbit in api
case.

Theorem 4.5. Let ¢ € (0,5%). Suppose that a periodic orbit ¢ of the flow
(pt)ter on X with period T > 1 has one (2,¢)-parallel encounter and one
(2, e)-antiparallel encounter intertwined. More precisely, suppose that there
are x,y,z,w € ¢ and Ty, Ty, T3, Ty > 0 be such that Ty +To + T3+ T, =T,
(@) = 1 on(y) = 2 pn(2) = w and pr,w) = o and 2 = (1, ), €
P-(x), T(w) = (uz, $2), € P-(y) and

lui| > 9ee™™3,  |sy| > 723 + Bee Tt 4 2ee7 2. (4.36)

Then ¢ has a 19¢-partner orbit of period T" which differs in both encounters
and the action difference satisfies

T—-T

—In(1 + syuy) (1 + sgug)| < 5de* + 2562 (e + 715 4 o7 11),
If e € (0,5), then the partner orbit is unique.
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Proof. The proof of this theorem is similar to that of Theorem 4.3 Note
that after obtaining two shorter periodic orbits, the dashed and dotted lines,
we consider the time reversal of the former one (Figure [l(c)), and apply

the connecting lemma to have a partner depicted by dashed line in Figure
Gl(d). O

Remark 4.4. Analogously to Theorem 4] in the setting of the previous
theorem, if the original orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class {y1v2v374}r,
then the partner orbit corresponds to the conjugacy class

{(vem) "astr = {11 '3 st

Remark 4.5. (a) The assumption of compactness is unnecessary for the
existence of partner orbits in all cases above. However, we need it for the
uniqueness.

(b) The conditions expressed by the coordinates of the piercing points
(@.1), ([@24), (436) guarantee that the encounter stretches are separated by
non-vanishing loops and whence the partner orbit and the original orbit do
not coincide. A similar condition is needed in physics literature; see [16,[19].

(¢) The approach in the present paper can be applied to consider periodic
orbits responsible for all order in 7 to the spectral form factor K (7).
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