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Abstract. We derive a sufficient condition for topological horseshoe and uniform
hyperbolicity of a 4-dimensional symplectic map, which is introduced by coupling
the two 2-dimensional Hénon maps via linear terms. The coupled Hénon map
thus constructed can be viewed as a simple map modeling the horseshoe in higher
dimensions. We show that there are two different types of horseshoes, each of which
is realized around different anti-integrable limits in the parameter regime.
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1. Introduction

Horseshoe dynamics is known to be a source of chaos in dynamical systems. The most
well-known and the simplest system modeling the horseshoe dynamics would be the
Hénon map [1,2], which is a 2-dimensional quadratic map defined on R In the 2-
dimensional plane, the horseshoe-shaped deformation is obtained by first stretching
some initial domain in the unstable direction and then contracting it in the stable
direction after folding back the stretched domain.

Suppose that the horseshoe-shaped domain, in both forward and backward
iterations, intersects the original domain with two distinct regions, each of which is
completely penetrated without lateral overhang. In this case, we say that the dynamics
exhibits topological horseshoe [3,/4]. When the topological horseshoe is realized, the
intersection of the iterated domain with the original domain, which generates the
two disjoint strips in the case of a once-fold dynamics, is always mapped into the
previous intersections, meaning that the width of each strip gradually decreases in time.
Furthermore, if the contraction in the domain of interest is exponentially fast, each strip
will eventually shrink to a string. If this is also the case in the backward iteration, the
strings formed in the stretching and contracting directions iterates intersect to give a
set of points. It then leads to the conjugation relation between the original and the
properly introduced symbolic dynamics. The so-called Conley-Moser theory concerns a
sufficient condition to have the symbolic dynamics based on topological horseshoe and
uniform hyperbolicity [5].

For the Hénon map, Devaney-Nitecki first developed such an argument and gave a
sufficient condition such that the Hénon map exhibits topological horseshoe and uniform
hyperbolicity as well [6]. Later, it was proved that the parameter locus satisfying uniform
hyperbolicity can be extended to the situation where the first homoclinic tangency
happens using the complex dynamics technique |7] and computer-assisted proof [8}9)].

There is another, even simpler approach to capturing the existence of chaos.
Suppose that the system has a certain parameter whose limiting value kills the dynamical
relation between successive time steps, resulting in an infinite sequence of numbers or
symbols. Such a limit is called the anti-integrable limit [10-12]. Suppose there exists a
suitable (discrete) Lagrangian. Then one can find a one-to-one correspondence between
a sequence of numbers in the anti-integrable limit and an orbit generated by the actual
dynamics whose parameter is close to the anti-integrable limit. The proof is based on
the global implicit function theorem and the contraction mapping principle can be easily
generalized to a wide class of systems. Moreover, since a close analogy exists between the
orbits in dynamical systems and the equilibrium states of a class of variational problems
in solid-state systems, one can relate the uniform hyperbolicity of the dynamics with
the existence of phonon gap in the solid state problem [13].

The topic we would like to discuss in this article is the topological horseshoe and
uniform hyperbolicity in higher dimensional symplectic maps. Among a variety of
choices [14-30], we here take the coupled Hénon map, which will be introduced below. As
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in the case of 2-dimensional polynomial maps [31], there is a derivation of normal forms
of quadratic symplectic maps due to Moser [32], which provides a canonical model to be
studied in detail [29,30]. Indeed, it was shown in [30] that the normal form introduced by
Moser can be decoupled into a pair of uncoupled quadratic maps under an appropriate
choice of parameters, so our map should be a reduced version of the general normal
form.

An advantage of starting with the coupled Hénon map to examine topological
horseshoes and uniform hyperbolicity would be that one can find anti-integrable limits
in the parameter space rather easily. As mentioned above, one would expect uniform
hyperbolicity, and perhaps also topological horseshoe as well in the vicinity of anti-
integrable limits [34},38-41]. There indeed exist some works in which topological
horseshoe together with uniform hyperbolicity manifests in the region close to the anti-
integrable limit [36,37].

Here we provide a sufficient condition for topological horseshoe and uniform
hyperbolicity for the coupled Hénon map, using essentially the same strategy as
Devaney-Nitecki [6]. In particular, we study topological horseshoe and uniform
hyperbolicity around the two different anti-integrable limit, each of which is derived
by taking certain parameter limits in the coupled Hénon map. The first type can be
shown to be conjugate with the symbolic dynamics with four symbols, while the second
one is described by the full shift with two symbols. As will be briefly explained and
thoroughly discussed in the following paper, their folding natures are different from each
other. Especially the first type is so unique that it appears only in 4-dimensional space.

The structure of the paper is as follows: Section 2| introduces our coupled Hénon
map, which is obtained by coupling a pair of 2-dimensional Hénon maps, and has
three parameters: the two nonlinearity parameters and the coupling strength. Then
we show that two anti-integrable limits exist in the current form of the coupled Hénon
map. Section |3| gives the main results of this paper, providing a sufficient condition
for topological horseshoe and uniform hyperbolicity around each anti-integrable limit.
Section {4 presents the existence domains in which the non-wandering set is contained.
This part corresponds to the proof of the first part of the main theorems. Section [5|gives
a sufficient condition for uniform hyperbolicity of the coupled Hénon map. To derive
uniform hyperbolicity, we examine the cone field condition. In particular, we will use a
sufficient condition for uniform hyperbolicity in higher dimensional settings, which have
been introduced by Newhouse [42]. Section [6]is devoted to proving the main theorems.
Section |7| summarizes the results and provides some outlooks.
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2. Coupled Hénon map and anti-integrable limits

2.1. Coupled Hénon map

The coupled Hénon map is introduced as

Tt Tn g — T} — Zn + (Tn — Yn)

Yn+1 _ 7 Yn _ | @~ Y — Wn — c(Tp — Yn) : (2.1)
Zn+1 Zn, Tn

Wn1 Wn Yn

where ¢ > 0 is assumed. The inverse map f~! is

Tn—1 Ty, Zn
Yn—1 -1 Yn W,

— = . 2.2
Zn—1 / Zn ap — 22—z, + (2, — wy) (2:2)
W1 wy, a1 — Wi — Yo — (2 — wy)

Here a¢ and a; are parameters that control the nonlinearity, and the parameter c gives
the coupling strength between the two Hénon maps [6]. For ¢ > 0, the replacement of
the variables as (z,y, z,w) — (2, w, x,y) transforms the map f into its inverse f~!.

X r+y
Y 1| z—y
B 2.3
Z 2| z+w |’ (23)
w z—w
the form (2.1)) can be written as
X1 X Ag— (X2 +Y?) - Z,
Y, Y, A —2X,Y, — 2cY,
n+1 —F n _ 1 nin Wn + 2¢Yy, (24)
Zn—l—l Zn X’fl
Wn+1 Wn Yn
where o+ a S
Ay =Tt @ 4, =% 1
2 2
The inverse map F~! is also rewritten as
Xn—l XTL ZTL
Yn—l —1 Yn Wn
=F = . 2.5
7o Z, Ay — (22 +W2) — X, (2:5)
| W, Ay = 22,W,, =Y, + 2cW,

2.2. Anti-integrable limits for the coupled Hénon map

Here we show that two types anti-integrable limits exist in the coupled Hénon map. For
simplicity, we consider the case with a = ag = a;. Let us introduce new parameters
€ =+/1/a,u = ex and v = ey and rewrite the coupled Hénon map |D as

{ €Unir =1 — (up)? — €up_1 + ce(u, — v,), (2.6)

Vg1 = 1 — ()% — €vp_1 — ce(u, — vy,).
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(A) Anti-integrable limit with four symbols
The first type of anti-integrable limit is given by letting a — oo with ¢ being fixed.
In this anti-integrable limit, the coupling between two Hénon maps can be neglected

and ([2.6) tends to
0=1- (u,)?
{ 0=1-(u,)’ 27
which lead to

{ un = £, (2.8)

v, = £1.

The four solutions (u,,v,) = (+1,+1), (+1,—1),(—=1,4+1), (=1, —1) provide symbols of
the symbolic dynamics around this anit-integrable limit.

(B) Anti-integrable limit with two symbols
The second type of anti-integrable limit is given by letting a — oo with ¢/\/a =
const = «y being fixed. In this limit, the two Hénon maps are strongly coupled and the

relations ([2.6)) tend to
0=1~ (up)?+v(un — vp),
2.9
{ozl—<vn>2—v<un—vn>, 29

which lead to the four solutions in the form (u,,v,) = (+1,+1),(y — /1 =%~ +
V1=, (v++1—=7%7v—+1—72) and (—1,—1). For 1 < |v|, the two solutions are

complex, while for 1 > |v| all the solutions are real.

3. Main theorems

In this paper, we will give sufficient conditions for topological horseshoe and uniform
hyperbolicity around the anti-integrable limits (A) and (B), respectively.

Theorem 3.1. As for the anti-integrable limit of the case (A), the following holds.
A-1) For —1 < Ay, the non-wandering set Q(f) satisfies

Qf) € Vi, (3.10)
where

Vi =A{(z,y,z,w) ||z, [yl |2], lw] < r}. (3.11)
Here, 7 = 2v/2(1 + /T + Ay).

A-2) If the parameters satisfy the following conditions, f shows topological horseshoe.

1
0<Z§+%—@+%3@:QD, (3.12)

0<r*=2(c+1)r—a; (i=0,1). (3.13)
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A-3) In addition to the conditions and , if the parameters satisfy the
following condition, Q(f) is uniformly hyperbolic.

—c+ /A2 +4(a; — (c+2)r)
2 )

44c<

(i=0,1). (3.14)

Theorem 3.2. As for the anti-integrable limit of the case (B), the following holds.
B-1) For —1 < Ay, the non-wandering set Q(f) satisfies

Q(f) C Vr, (3.15)

where
Z+w
2

Tty
2

VF = {(m,y,z,w) ‘

where R =14+ +/1+ Ap.

B-2) If the parameters satisfy the following conditions, f shows topological horseshoe.

Y Y

r—Yy
92 )

Z;w‘ < R}, (3.16)

Al < R < C, (317)
R < Ay— (W*)? =R, (3.18)
W* <R. (3.19)

2R— A
Here, W* = max(| 2i 5 ), and 2* = /A — (W) — 2R

2(c— R
B-3) In addition to the conditions , and , if the parameters satisfy

the following condition, Q(f) is uniformly hyperbolic.
Ate< 25— W (3.20)

—2R — A4

)

4. Non-wandering set

4.1. Some lemmas

To prove topological horseshoe and uniformly hyperbolicity for the coupled Hénon map
we take a similar strategy similar to Devaney-Nitecki [6]. In the following, we prove
some lemmas using the parameter:

R=1++1+A4,€R. (4.1)

Lemma 4.1. R satisfies the following
R* - 2R — Ay =0. (4.2)

Proof. Self-evident. ]
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Figure 1: Sketch of f = Ay — (X()? — 2Xj.

Lemma 4.2. a) For any C > 0, if | Zy| < C is satisfied, the following holds:

Ag— (ZF+WH -C <X, < Ay — (Z2+ W)+ C. (4.3)
In addition, if | Xo| < C, then |Z,| < C holds.
b) For any C >0, if | Xo| < C is satisfied, the following holds:

Ag— (X2 +Y2)—C<Z <Ay — (X2, +Y2) +C. (4.4)
In addition, if |Zy| < C, then |X_1| < C holds.

Proof. 1t is easy to check both of them. O

Lemma 4.3. a) If Xy < min(—|Zy|, —R), then X; < Xy follows. The equality holds
when (Xo, Yo, Zo) = (—R,0,—R).
b) If —|Zo| < Xo and Zy < —R hold, then Z_y < Zy and |Zy| < |Z_4] follows. The
equalities hold when (Xo, Zo, Wo) = (=R, —R,0).
Proof. a) If Xy < min(—|Zy|, —R) holds, we find that
X, —Xo=Ao— (XZ+YP) — Zp — Xo

< Ao — X§ — Zo — Xo

< Ag — X§ + 12| — Xo

< Ap— X¢ —2X,

= Ay — (Xo+1)>+1. (4.5)

Since Xy < —R, we have a condition for X, as

Xo<—R=-1-+1+A4,<-1. (4.6)

Then, Ag — (X + 1)*> 4+ 1 takes the maximum value at Xy = —R (see Fig. [1)). Thus, we
have

X, —Xo< Ay — (=R)>=2(—R) =0. (4.7)

Here we have used lemma [.1] The equality holds when (X, Yy, Zo) = (—R,0,—R) is
satisfied.



Coupled Henon Map, Part I: Topological Horseshoes and Uniform Hyperbolicity 8

Figure 2: Sketch of g = Ag — (Zy)? — 2Z,.

b) Assuming —|Zy| < Xy and Zy < —R, we find that

Za—Zy=A0— (ZZ+W}) — Xo — Z
SAO_ZS_XO_ZO
< Ay —Z3+ | Z| — Zy
= Ay — Z3 — 22,
=Ay— (Zo+1)* + 1. (4.8)

In the same way as above, since
Zy<—-R< -1 (4.9)

holds, Ay — (Zy + 1)? + 1 takes the maximum value at Zy = —R (see Fig. [2). Hence, we
have

Z1—Zy<Ag— (—R)> —2(—R) = 0. (4.10)
Since Zy < —R, |Z_1| > |Zy| also follows. The equality holds when (X, Zy, W) =
(—R,—R,0) holds. O

4.2. Decomposition of domains and transition rules

In the following, we study the coupled Hénon map in the case where R takes a real
value. For this purpose, we introduce the following domains (see Fig. [3)):

Ny ={(X,Y, Z, W) [ X < min(—|Z], =R)}, (4.11)
Ny ={(X,Y, Z,W)[X > =R, |Z] < R}, (4.12)
Ny = {(X,Y,Z,W)| X > —|Z|, Z > R}, (4.13)
No={(X,Y, Z,W)|X = —|Z|, Z <R}, (4.14)

(4.15)
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Figure 3: Illustration of domains and their boundary lines in the (X, Z)-plane.

Proposition 4.4. If Ay > —1, the following holds:

a) Under the iteration of F, the coordinate X strictly decreases in Ny except for
(X,Z)=(—R,—R).

b) F(N;) C Ny.

c) F(Ny) C Ny U Ny and F(N3) C Ny U Ns.

d) Under the iteration of F~', the coordinate Z strictly decreases in N, except for
(X,Z)=(—R,—R).

e) F~Y(N3) C Ny and F~'(N,) C Ny.

f) F71(Ny) C Ny U N3 U Ny.

Proof. a) Self-evident from lemma |4.3]a).
b) For (Xo, Yo, Zo, Wo) € Ny, Xi < X, follows from a). From Eq. (2.4), we have
Z1 = Xo < —R < 0. So, we have —|Z;| = X, which leads to the inequality X; < —|Z;].
In addition, X; < Xy < —R follows from a). Combining these, (X1, Y1, Z1, Wi) € Ny is
satisfied, i.e., F/(Ny) C Ny holds.
c¢) Using lemma {4.2| by setting C' = R, the region specified by |Z| < R, which covers the
domain N, is mapped to the horseshoe-shaped domain (see Fig. 4)):

Ag— (ZF+WH —R< X, < Ay — (Z24+ W3+ R. (4.16)
The right boundary is expressed as

Xy =Ay— (Z3+ W)+ R. (4.17)
Since W is real, X; is bounded as

X, <Ay—Z°+R. (4.18)

The boundary of Eq. (4.18)), namely,
X, =Ay— 7} +R, (4.19)
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Figure 4: The blue region shows the horseshoe region obtained by setting C' = R in
(4.3). The red curve is the parabola in Eq. (4.19).
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F(Ns) F(V2) TN\ X

//
R

Figure 5: The iterated domains. The red curve represents the rightmost curves for the
regions F'(Ny), F(Ns) and F(N3).

is shown by the red curve in Fig. [dl Using lemma [£.0] it is easy to check that the
point (Xy, Z1) = (— R, £R) satisfies Eq. . Therefore, the horseshoe-shaped region,
specified by Eq. , lies completely inside the left-hand side of the red curve expressed
by Eq. (4.19), and the red curve passes through the conner points (X1, Z;) = (—R, £R)
of Ny. Thus, F(N;y) C Ny U Ns is concluded. It is also easy to show that the line Z = R
is mapped to the leftmost curve shown in Fig. . As a result, F(N3) C Ny U N, follows
(see Fig. ). d) Self-evident from lemma [4.3b).

e) Note that the domain N3 in (X, Z)-plane is expressed as

Ny={(X,Y,ZW)|Z=-X +~,v>0, Z>R), (4.20)

thus it is mapped by F~! as
FUN) ={(X,Y,Z,W)|Z=A— (X*+Y*)+X —v,v>0, X > R}). (4.21)
For v > 0, we find that Z = Ay — (X?*+Y?) + X —v < Ay — X?+ X < —R. Here we
have used lemma [4.1] and X > R in the region F~'(N3). Since the points in F'~*(N3)

satisfy X > R and Z < —R, F~1(N3) C N, holds.
In a similar way, the domain N, is expressed as

Ny={(X,Y, ZW)|Z=X~~,Z <R,y >0}, (4.22)
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F-YN,)

F~Y(Ns) _ F~1(N3)

Figure 6: The inverse images of each domain. The same set of parameters is used as in
Fig. . The blue curve represents the uppermost situation.

thus it is mapped by F~! as

FUN) ={(X,Y,ZW)|Z = A~ (X*+Y?) =X —9,720, X < —R}. (4.23)

For v > 0, we find that Z — X = Ay — (X?4+V?) - X —7—- X < A;— X?-2X <0.
Here we have again used lemma and X < —R in the region F~'(N,). Since the
points in F~1(V,) satisfy X < —R and Z < X, F~'(N,) C N, holds.

f) It is easy to see that F'~'(NN) is contained in the region |X| < R. Combining these
facts with the definitions of Ny, No and N3, one can show that F~1(Ny) € Ny U N3 U Ny
holds (see Fig. [6). O

4.3. Existence domain of the non-wandering set: proof of Main theorem A-1) and
Main theorem B-1)

In this section, based on Propositon [4.4] we specify the domain containing the non-
wandering set (2(F'). As illustrated in Fig. 7| the flow of dynamics, regardless of whether
the flow from N, to N, exists or not, an orbit launched in the domain N3 does not return
back to the vicinity of the initial point. Propositons a) implies that the coordinate
X of the points contained in N; are strictly decreasing, and also d) implies the
coordinate Z of the points contained in N, are strictly increasing, so they do not return
back to the vicinity of the initial points as well. This argument holds for the backward
iteration F~!. Tt follows that the points of the non-wandering set Q(F) do not exist in
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Figure 7: The flow of dynamics. The dashed line shows that the flow can exist, but its
proof is not given here. The red and blue arrows indicate a monotonic shift to the left
and upward, respectively, in each region.

the domains N7, N3 and Ny, and thus the non-wandering set Q(F') should be contained
in the domain Ns.

Since Q(F) C N, the non-wandering set can be expressed as Q(F) = A C
Mo F¥(Ns), thus Q(F) € F~*(Ny) N Ny N F(N,) holds. Note here that we do
not know whether the non-wandering set is empty or not. In the following, we use
this condition to further specify the existence domain of the non-wandering set. More
specifically, we will provide a hypercube containing the region F'~1(Ny) N Ny N F(Ny).

First, note that the non-wandering set Q(F') should be located in the region | Z| < R,
since Q(F) C F~1(No)NNoNF(N,). From the mapping rule (2.5), | Zo| < R immediately
leads to |X_;| < R. Therefore, the condition Q(F) C F~'(N,) implies that | X| < R
must be satisfied for the points in Q(F) (see Fig. [6).

Next, we recall , which tells us the maximum value of X in the region F'(N,),
that is,

Xi=A— (Z;+W})+R

<Ay —WZ2+R. (4.24)
The condition | X;| < R, obtained above, leads to
~R< Ay —WZ+R, (4.25)

which implies that |[IW;| < R must be satisfied for the points in Q(F) (see Fig. [§a)).
Again, it follows immediately from the mapping rule (2.5)) that |Yy| < R.
As a result of these arguments, we can conclude that
O(F) C Ve = {(X,Y, Z,W)||X], Y], |Z],W| < R}. (4.26)
We then consider the hypercube V; in the original coordinates (x, y, z, w), which contains

the region V. The slice of V; by (x,y)-plane is illustrated in Fig. |§|, and we have
Qf) € Vy = {(z,y,2,w) | |z],]yl, |2, [w| < 2V2R}. (4.27)
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Figure 8: The domains mapped by F and F~!. (a) The green curve shows the leftmost
parabola for which Ny N F/(Ny) # (). (b) The green curve shows the lowest parabola for
which No N F~1(Ny) # (.

®
)

z—y ’
2J B

Figure 9: Domains containing the non-wandering set Q(F).

The proof of our Main theorems A-1) and B-1) is thus completed.

5. Sufficient condition for uniform hyperbolicity

5.1. Cone field condition

We introduce here the cone field condition , which leads to a sufficient condition for
uniform hyperbolicity.

Definition 5.1. Let E; C R"™ and Ey be a proper subspace and its complementary
subspace, respectively. i.e., R" = E; & Ey. The standard unit cone determined by the
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subspaces 1 and Eqy 1s given by the set,
K(Ey, Ey) = {v = (v1,v2) [y € Ey, 03 € By, [v2| <[]} (5.1)

Definition 5.2. A cone in R™ with core E,, denoted by C(E,), is the image
T(K(Ey,Ey)). Here T : R" — R"™ is a linear automorphism such that T(E,) = E;.
By a cone C in R™ we mean a set C(Ey) for some proper subspace E; of R™.

Definition 5.3. A cone field C = {C,} on a manifold M is a collection of cones
Co € T,M forx C M.

Definition 5.4. For a given cone field C = {Cyg}zen and a diffeomorphism h defined
on the manifold M, let

: |Dhg(v))|
e = =(h) = f — 5.2
mC7 ma ( ) 've(lfil\{()} ‘,v‘ ( )
| DRy (V)]
my .. =mw.(h inf — @71 5.3
C,x Cm( ) ’U¢Ch(m) |’U| ( )

We call me 5 and mg, , the minimal expansion and minimal co-expansion of h on C,
respectively.

Definition 5.5. We say that h is expanding on the cone field C if

Dhy
inf me(h) >1 <= inf inf [Dha(v)| > 1. (5.4)
zeh vEAwelz\{0} ||
Similarly, we say that h is co-expanding on the cone field C if
Dhy
inf mg ,(h) >1 <= sup sup [Dha(w)) < 1. (5.5)
zeA T €A weDhy, L (CF 0 |u|

Definition 5.6. We say that the cone field C, has constant orbit core dimension on A
of

dimE, = dimEj,,) (5.6)
holds for all x € A. Here E, and Ey) are the cores of Cy and Cps), respectively.

Based on these notions, Newhouse has derived a necessary and sufficient condition
for uniform hyperbolicity.

Theorem 5.7 (Newhouse). A sufficient condition for A(h) to be uniformly hyperbolic
is that there are an integer N > 0 and a cone field C with constant orbit core dimension
over A(h) such that h™ is both expanding and co-expanding on C.

Here we can show the following.

Corollary 5.8. If there exists a standard unit cone field C, on A(h) with h-invariant
cones, i.e., Dh(E;) = Epzy, Vo € A(h), such that h is both expanding and co-expanding,
then A(h) is uniformly hyperbolic.

Proof. Since E, is invariant under h, it has constant orbit core dimension. The fact
that for any = € A(h) A < me, and A < mg, imply that h is both expanding and
co-expanding. Hence h is uniformly hyperbolic.

O
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5.2. Sufficient condition for uniform hyperbolicity: the case with four symbols in the
anti-integrable limit

We first derive a sufficient condition for the case whose anti-integrable limit has four
symbols. The Jabcobian for the forward and backward iterations is respectively given
by

—2r +c¢ —c -1 0
B —c —2y4+c 0 -1
Ih = 1 0 0o 0 |’ (5.7)
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
Jf = 5.8
! -1 0 —-2z+4c —c ( )
0 -1 —c 2w+ ¢

The following lemma will be used in the subsequent argument.

Lemma 5.9. Let

Glz,y) = ( _Qf: ‘ _2;(;0 ) : (5.9)
where x,y € R satisfy the condition 2\ + 2 + ¢ < |z|,|y|. Then, for any vector
wy = (&,n)", the following holds:

(2A + 2)|wo| < ||, (5.10)
where wy = G(z,y)wy.
Proof. In the case || < |&]|, we have

w1 > |&
= [(=2z + ¢)&o — cnol
> | = (22 = ¢)&o| — |enol
= (22 — )|[&o] — ¢[mo|
> (2|z] = ¢)[&o| — c|nol
> 2(|z] — ¢)[&l
= (lz] = )(I€] + [&l)
> (|| = ) (ol + |mol)
> (|z| =)
> (2X 4 2)|wy).

|wy|

Similarly, for || < |70l,

lwy| > |
=|—c&+ (=2y + c)mo
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> | = (2y — ¢)no| — |c&ol

= |(2y — )lImo| — c[&ol
> (2ly| = ¢)no| — c[&ol

> 2(ly| — ) |nol
= (ly| = e)(Inol + [nol)
> (ly[ = ) (1l + |mo])
> (Jy[ = ¢)|wo|
> (2X 4 2)|wy).

]

Suppose that ET,E~ C R? gives R = E- @ E*. For K = K(E*,E™), we can show
the following.

Theorem 5.10. Suppose that the matriz G(x,y) satisfies the condition,
(2A +2)[v| < |G(2, y)v], (5.11)

for some X > 1 and any vector v(€ R?). In addition, Jf and Jf~ are expressed in
terms of the 2 x 2 identify matrixz Iy and the zero matriz Oy as

Jf _ ( G(;‘;y) _0122 ) : (5'12)

4 [ O I
(%) -

then the following holds:
a) For any vector vy € K, Mwvy| < |vy| holds where vy = J f(vy).
b) For any vector vy & K, Mwvy| < |v_y| holds where v_y = Jf~(vy).

Proof. For a), we have

G(ZL’, y)va_ - vO_
vy

|Gz, y)vg — vy | = |vg|

|v1]

G(z,y)vg | = |vg | — |vg |
2\ + Dvg | — |vg |
2)vg |

Alvg |+ |vg )

)\"Uo‘.

AV AV AVARR AVARN AVARR AV

Similarly, for b), we have

( —var—l—GO(z,w)vg )'

lv_y| =
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> |Gz, w)vg — v | = |vg |

> |Gz, w)vg | — |vg | — |vg |
> (22 +1)|vg | — |vg |

> 2\|vg |

> AMJvg | + [vg |)

> )\|’U()|.

O

Theorem tells us that f is expanding and co-expanding. Combined with the
Lemma [5.9 we finally find the following:

Corollary 5.11. If all points in the non-wandering set Q(f), if not empty, satisfy the
condition

s+ < ol yl, |21, hwl, (5.14)

then Q(f) is uniformly hyperbolic.

5.8. Sufficient condition for uniformly hyperbolicity: the case with two symbols in the
anti-integrable limit

Next, we consider a sufficient condition for the case where the anti-integrable limit has
two symbols. The Jacobian after the transformation (2.3)) is respectively given by

If = ( Glr,y) I ) (5.15)

I, O,
-1 02 -[2
Jf = ( L Gz w) ) . (5.16)

The following will be used in the following argument.

Lemma 5.12. Let

~ —2X -2y
GXY) = ( Y —2X +2c ) ’ (5.17)

where X,Y € R satisfy the condition 2\ + 2 + ¢ < |X| — |Y|. Then, for any vector
wo = (£,n)", the following holds:

(2A + 2)|wol < |awi], (5.18)
where wy = G(z,y)wy.
Proof. In the case || < ||, we have

lwy| > &
= [(—2X)& — 2Yno|
> | = 2X&| — [2Y o
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> 2(]X] = [Y])[&l
= (IX[ = YD) (I&l + I€0])
> ([IX] = YD) (1€l + |mo])
> (|X] = [Y])]wol
> (2A + 2)|wy.
Similarly, for |&| < [nol,
[wi| > [m]
=|=2Y& — 2(X — ¢)nol
2 [ =2(X = ||| — | = 2Y]l&|
= 2|(X = )[lno| — 2|Y|&o]
> 2(|X] = ¢)|mo| = 2|Y] &l
> 2(|X| = Y] = ¢)lmol
= (IX] =Y =)(Inol + Inol)
> (|X] = YT = e)(|€ol + |n0])
> (|X] = Y] = ¢)|wol
> (2X + 2)|wo.

Combining Theorem with lemma [5.12, we find the following:

Corollary 5.13. If all points in the non-wandering set Q(f), if not empty, satisfy the
condition

4+ < [X[=[Y][2] = W], (5.19)
then Q(F) and so Q(f) is uniformly hyperbolic.

6. Proof of Main theorems

6.1. The case with four symbols in the anti-integrable limat

Topological horseshoe:

In this section, we provide a sufficient condition for topological horseshoe and uniform
hyperbolicity for the case (A), i.e., the case around the anti-integrable limit with four
symbols. First, we consider the situation in the original coordinate (x,y, z,w). Using
the relation f~!(f(V})) = V}, we find that the region f(V}) is expressed as

2] <,
lag — 22 —x +c(z —w)| <, '

lay —w? —y —c(z —w)| <.
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Figure 10: T, in the (z, z)-plane. The red and blue curves represent ['™# and ['™®
respectively. The green regions show f(Vy) N V7.

We can re-express f(Vy) as

f(vf) = {(ﬁ,y,Z,’lU) | |Z| S r, |w| S r,r = _22 +cz+ag+ «
where |a| < (c+ 1)1,y = —w® 4+ cw + a; + B where |8 < (c+ 1)7}. (6.2)

In this new expression, we have got rid of w-dependence of x or z, as well as the
z-dependence of y or w. Therefore the (x,z)-plane is now decoupled from the (y,w)-
plane. It is therefore valid to consider parabolas in the (x, z)-plane and the (y, w)-plane,
separately.

Let I be the parabola with the largest x (rightmost in Fig. , ['™in he the one
with the smallest 2 (leftmost in Fig. [L0):

ey = — 22 ez 4ag+ (c+ Dr, (6.3)
ey = — 22 +cz+ag— (c+ 1)r.,

Furthermore, let S = {(z,y,z,w) € V]|x =r} and S, = {(z,y,z,w) € V |z = —r},
respectively (see Fig. . For the 2-dimensional Hénon map f, the horseshoe condition
is given by the requirement that f N f(V') is decomposed into two disjoint regions. Here
the region V is a region that contains the non-wandering set Q(f). Here we apply
the same condition for the (x, z)- and (y, w)-planes, respectively. First we consider the
condition for the (z, z)-plane. In order for the horseshoe condition to be satisfied in the
(z, z)-plane, as shown in Fig. [10} the following should hold:

1) I'™in intersects S at two points.

2) '™ intersects S at two points.

The first condition holds if

1

102 +ag—(c+1)r>r (6.5)
is satisfied. Since it is assumed that ¢ > 0, the second condition is equivalent to the
condition requiring that z(z = r) < —r and z(z = —r) < —r. The former condition is
written as

—r?ter+ag+(c+r < —r (6.6)

The latter condition automatically holds if the former one is fulfilled.
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The argument for the (y,w)-plane is developed in the same way, again based on
(6.1]), which leads to the conditions
1

ZCQ +a;— (c+1)r >, (6.7)

—r?der+a;+(c+r<—r (6.8)

Due to the symmetry, the inverse map f~! is obtained by swapping (z,y) <> (z,w) in
the map f, thus the same conditions follow for f~!. Thus, the conditions (6.5, ,
(6.7)), and lead to a topological horseshoe. The proof of Theorem A-1) is done.

Uniform hyperbolicity:
Next, we consider a sufficient condition for uniform hyperbolicity. From section [5.2]

to obtain uniform hyperbolicity it is sufficient to show that any point (z,y,z,w) €
f(Vy) N Vy satisfies the condition since Q(f) C f(Vy) NV holds.

Suppose that (z,y,z,w) € f(Vy) NV}, and the conditions and are
satisfied. Let 2* and 2% be the z coordinates of the intersection points between I'p,
and S where z* < 2% is assumed (see Fig. . We can explicitly obtain as

c /e +4(ag — (c+2)r)

2 = 5 : (6.9)

If z* < 0, the following holds:
|2 2 min(|22], [23]) = [22] = —2Z.
Here ¢ > 0 is used to show the first inequality. Hence, if the condition
-2 >4+c (6.10)

is satisfied, then |z| > 44 ¢ holds for all the points in f(V')NV. Note that the condition
(6.10) automatically ensures the condition z* < 0 for ¢ > 0.

We can develop the same argument for the (y, w)-plane, and find that the following
is sufficient to ensure that the condition |w| > 4 + ¢ holds for all the points within

fvynv:

—c+ /A +4(a; — (c+2)r)
2

In a similar manner, the argument for the inverse map f ! provides a sufficient condition

>4+ ¢ (6.11)

to satisfy |z, |y| > 4 + c. Since the inverse map f~! is given by swapping the variables
as (z,y) + (z,w), the resulting conditions are the same as (6.10) and (6.11]). Thus, in

addition to the conditions (6.5)), , , and the conditions (6.10) and (6.11)

lead to a sufficient condition for the non-wandering set Q( f) to be uniformly hyperbolic.
The proof of Theorem A-2) is complete.
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Figure 11: (a) Projection of F(Vp) N Vr onto the (Y, W)-plane (green). The red and
blue curves illustrate T and T2, respectively. (b) Projection of F(Vx) N Vi onto the
(X, Z)-plane. The red and blue curves illustrate '8 and T"#", respectively.

6.2. The case with two symbols in the anti-integrable limat

Topological horseshoe:
We first examine the existence of topological horseshoe. From the definition (3.16) of
Vr and the mapping rule (2.4), we have

F(Ve) Ve ={(X,Y, Z, W) |[X],[Y],|Z], W] < R,
X=-7"-W?+ Ay +5,|s| <R,
Y =A +2(c—Z)W +s,|s| < R}. (6.12)
First, consider the projection of F'(Vr) N Vg onto the (Y, W)-plane. Let
Iy:Y=A4 -2(c—2)W +s, (6.13)

be a set of straight lines in the (Y, W)-plane parametrized by Z and s, where |s| < R,
and let

ry*>:Y =A,4+2(c— R)\W — R, (6.14)
.Y = A +2(c— R)W + R, (6.15)
be the upper and lower straight members of I'y.. I'}*** is attained at Z = R and s = — R,

and ' is attained at Z = R and s = R (see Fig[L1[a)). Since ¢ > R and |Z| < R, we
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know that the slope of I'y is always postive. Solving for W, we get
Y — A1 — S

W=—F—— 6.16
2(c— %) (6.16)
The maximum and minimum values of W, denoted by Wi,.x and Wy, respectively, are
given as
2R— A
Winax = L, attained at Y = R, Z = R and s = —R, (6.17)
2(c— R)
—2R—A
Wonin = L, attained at Y = —R, Z = R and s = R. (6.18)
2(c— R)

Since we have imposed the condition (3.19), we see that the projection of F(Vg)
intersects Vr completely in the Y-direction, and the width of F(Vg) N Vp, as measured
in the W-direction, is strictly less than 2R (see Fig[11|(a)).
Next, consider the projection of F'(Vg) N Vg onto the (X, Z)-plane. Let
Iy:X=-2>-W?4 Ay + 5 (6.19)
be a family of parabolas in the (X, Z)-plane parametrized by W and s’, where |W| < W*
and |s'| < R. Let
e X = —Z% 4+ Ay + R, (6.20)
et X =722+ Ag— (W*)? - R, (6.21)
be the rightmost and leftmost members of I'y. Note that ['{** is attained at W = 0
and s’ = R, and T'#™ at W = W* and s’ = — R (see Fig. [L1[b)). For I'#**, notice that
when Z = £ R, we have
X=-R*+A+R=-R (6.22)
Therefore, ['¥** intersects with boundary of Vp at its two corner points, namely,
A= (—R,R) and B = (=R, —R) in Fig. [L1|(b).
In the meantime, for ', we examine the location of its vertex, denoted by V in
Fig. (b) The vertex is attained by setting Z = 0, which leads to

Xy =Ag— (W*)? - R.
Since it is imposed in (3.18]) that
Ay — (W*2 - R >R,

we obtain Xy > R, i.e., the vertex of I'#" is located on the right side of (R,0), as
illustrated in Fig. [L1|(b).

As a result, the region in between I3 and I'"#™ gives rise to a topological binary
horseshoe in the (X, Z)-plane. Thus, we know that the non-wandering set Q(F) is
non-empty and is at least semi-conjugate to a full shift with two symbols.

Uniform hyperbolicity:
Next, we will show uniform hyperbolicity on Q(F). From section , we already know



Coupled Henon Map, Part I: Topological Horseshoes and Uniform Hyperbolicity 23

102,

c 1ot

4 symbol Horseshoe

e 4 symbol Horseshoe and Hyperbolicity
2 symbol Horseshoe

@ 2 symbol Horseshoe and Hyperbolicity

0
10100 10t 10? 103

a

Figure 12: For the anti-itegrable limit with four symbols, the region satisfying the
topological horseshoe is shown in light orange, and the region satisfying both topological
horseshoe and uniform hyperbolicity is shown in orange. For the the anti-itegrable limit
with two symbols, the region satisfying topological horseshoe is shown in light blue, and
the region satisfying both topological horseshoe and uniform hyperbolicity is shown in
blue. @ = ag = a; are taken.

a sufficient condition for uniform hyperbolicity in Corollary [5.13. Here we show that
this is indeed the case for points in F/(Vp) N Vp.
Notice that for any point in F'(Vr) N Vg, we have

\Z| > 77, (6.23)
where Z* is the Z-coordinate of the point C' in Fig[11|(b). Thus,

Z| - W|>Z"—=|W|>Z"—-W* (6.24)
holds. Since it is imposed in that Z* — W* > 4 + ¢, we immediately obtain

Z| — |W|>4+c. (6.25)

Due to the symmetry of the mapping equations, F'~! can be obtained from F by
swapping (X, Z) with (Y, W), thus we obtain,

X| = Y| >4+c (6.26)

as well. The uniform hyperbolicity on Q(F") thus follows.

Finally, we check that the parameters leading to the anti-integrable limit satisfy the
sufficient condition obtained above for topological horseshoe and uniform hyperbolicity.
The case (A) is given by taking the limit of @ = ay = a1 — oo. This limit implies
that 7 — 2v/2a, so it turns out that the conditions in A-2) and A-3) in Theorem [3.1
hold. For the case (B), the anti-integrable limit is obtained by taking the limit of
a = ayg = a; — oo and 7 — oo with ¢ = vy/a being fixed. In this case, R — +/a,
W* — 0 and Z* = y/a follow, and the conditions in B-2) and B-3) in Theorem are
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satisfied. Figure[12]illustrates the parameter regions in which topological horseshoe and
uniform hyperbolicity hold.

7. Summary

We have derived a sufficient condition for topological horseshoe and uniform
hyperbolicity of the coupled Hénon map around the anti-integrable limits. The coupled
Hénon map introduced here has at least two types of anti-integrable limits, which were
obtained by taking appropriate limits on the nonlinear parameters ag, a; and a coupling
strength c¢. The strategy of specifying the existence domain of the non-wandering
set, and showing topological horseshoe and uniform hyperbolicity is a straightforward
generalization of the approach taken in Ref. [6]. It is specific to higher dimensional
maps to have different types of horseshoe, and it does not happen in 2-dimensional
maps. In a subsequent paper [33], we will further introduce topologically different types
of horseshoe that are impossible in two dimensions by studying a family of Hénon-type
mappings.

Since the conditions obtained are sufficient ones, as in the case of the 2-dimensional
Hénon map [6], one can expect that the parameter domain with topological horseshoe
and uniform hyperbolicity must be further extended, possibly to the situation where
an analog of the first tangency happens [7,43]. A plausible approach to this problem
would be to use a computer-assisted proof developed in Refs. [8,9]. Furthermore, it is
interesting to investigate the transition between the two types of horseshoes found in
the present work. Such a transition, if it exists, will induce a kind of bifurcation in
higher dimensions.

Another question to be addressed in the future is whether other types of horseshoes
exist in the parameter space. We have studied here only in the symmetric situation
ap = ap, but it is by no means obvious whether the situation associated with three
symbols appears or not. If this is the case, this also provides a new type of horseshoe,
which appears only in higher dimensional maps.
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