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GENERALIZATION OF LYAPUNOV CENTER THEOREM FOR

HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS VIA NORMAL FORMS THEORY

ANNA GOŁȨBIEWSKA1) AND SŁAWOMIR RYBICKI2)

Abstract. In this article we formulate and prove sufficient conditions for the existence
of trajectories of nonstationary periodic solutions of autonomous Hamiltonian systems
in a neighbourhood of equilibria. It is worth pointing out that assumptions of some
well-known theorems imply that of our main results. We obtain our results with the use
of the theory of normal forms for Hamiltonian matrices and global bifurcation theory for
autonomous Hamiltonian systems.

1. Introduction

The main aim of this paper is to prove some results of the type of the Lyapunov Center
Theorem for Hamiltonian systems. We consider the system

ẋ(t) = J2NH
′(x(t)), (1.1)

where J2N = [ 0 IdN−IdN 0
] is the standard symplectic matrix, Ω ⊂ R2N is an open set

containing the origin and H ∈ C2(Ω,R) satisfy H ′(0) = 0. Our goal is to study the existence
of connected sets of closed trajectories of solutions of the system (1.1), emanating from
the origin.

Obviously, this is a classical problem which goes back to the time of Poincaré, mainly
with reference to the equations of celestial mechanics. The well-known result concerning
the existence of periodic solutions is the celebrated Lyapunov Center Theorem proved in
1907, see [20]. It states, that if there exists a pair λ1 = λ2 of purely imaginary eigenvalues

of J2NH ′′(0), satisfying the so-called nonresonance condition, i.e.
λj

λ1

∉ Z, where λj , j =
3, . . . ,2N, are other eigenvalues of J2NH ′′(0), then there exists a connected branch of
closed trajectories of solutions of the system, emanating from the origin.

It is known, that if the nonresonance condition does not hold, it can happen that the
system does not have nonstationary periodic solutions, see Example 9.2 in [22]. Therefore
the problem of formulating conditions implying the existence of nonstationary periodic
solutions in the neighbourhood of the origin has been studied by many researchers, among
others Weinstein (see [28]), Moser (see [24]), Fadell and Rabinowitz (see [11]) and Bartsch
(see [3]). The assumptions of the theorems in these papers are given in terms of eigenvalues
and eigenspaces of the matrix J2NH ′′(0). It is easy to observe that in all the above

Date: June 21, 2024.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 37J46; Secondary: 37J20.
Key words and phrases. periodic solutions, Hamiltonian systems, equivariant bifurcations.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.14053v1
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mentioned articles the considered eigenvalues have to be semisimple and the equilibrium
is assumed to be nondegenerate. The case of the isolated degenerate equilibrium has been
considered by Szulkin, see [26], who has proved the existence of the sequence of solutions,
converging to the equilibrium.

The main result of our paper is Theorem 3.1, which is of the type of the Lyapunov Center
Theorem. We emphasize that it can be applied also in the case of degenerate equilibrium
without semisimple eigenvalues of J2NH ′′(0). Moreover, we obtain the existence of the
connected set of solutions, not only the sequence, emanating from the origin.

The assumptions of our result are formulated with the use of the normal form of the
matrix J2NH ′′(0), see condition (3.2). To formulate it we use the classification of normal
forms of Hamiltonian matrices given in [9] and count the numbers of indecomposable
blocks of odd dimension, see Definition 2.10.

We realize that verifying condition (3.2) requires the determination of normal form
of the matrix J2NH ′′(0), which in the general case can be complicated. However we
observe that condition (3.2) follows from easier to verify assumptions of theorems of
Lyapunov, Weinstein, Moser, Fadell and Rabinowitz, Bartsch, see assumptions (A0)-(A4)
in Section 3.1. We emphasize that our theorem can be applied also in the situation when
the assumptions of these theorems are not satisfied. Namely, in Example 3.5 we discuss
the Hamiltonian system whose linearization does not have semisimple eigenvalues and
assumptions of our theorem are fulfilled.

The second aim of our paper is to prove the global bifurcation theorem for parametrized
Hamiltonian systems, see Theorem 3.15. We claim that the condition similar to (3.2)
implies the global bifurcation of nonstationary 2π-periodic solutions of such system.

Our article is organised in the following way. In Section 2 we introduce the necessary
notation and definitions. The main results of our paper, i.e. Theorems 3.1 and 3.15, are
formulated in Section 3. Moreover, we discuss there the assumptions of these theorems.
Their proofs are given in Section 4.

2. Basic definitions

The aim of this section is to introduce the notation that we use in our article. In partic-
ular, we discuss the concept of the normal form of Hamiltonian matrix and describe the
notion of local and global bifurcation of nonstationary periodic solutions of autonomous
Hamiltonian systems.

2.1. Normal forms of Hamiltonian matrices. One of the main tools that we use to
prove our results is the theory of real normal forms of Hamiltonian matrices. From now
on all the considered matrices are assumed to be real.

The theory of normal forms of linear Hamiltonian systems has been developed by many
authors, see discussion in the Bibliographical Notes in Chapter 2 of [9]. In our paper we
use the approach presented in Chapter 2.6 of [9]. Below we recall some elements of this
theory.
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Definition 2.1. A (2N × 2N)-matrix S is called symplectic, if STJ2N = J2NS−1 or equiv-
alently S−1J2N = J2NST . A (2N ×2N)-matrix M is called Hamiltonian (or infinitesimally
symplectic) if MT = J2NMJ2N .

Remark 2.2. It is known that the matrix M is Hamiltonian iff M = J2NA, where A is a
symmetric matrix.

Definition 2.3. The Hamiltonian matrix M defined on a symplectic vector space (V,J2n)
is called decomposable if V = V1 ⊕ V2, where V1 and V2 are proper, M-invariant and J2N -
orthogonal (i.e. vT

1
J2Nv2 = 0 for all v1 ∈ V1, v2 ∈ V2) symplectic subspaces of V . M is called

indecomposable if A is not decomposable.

Definition 2.4. Two Hamiltonian (2N × 2N)-matrices M1 and M2 are called symplecti-
cally similar if there exists a symplectic matrix S such that M2 = S−1M1S.

Remark 2.5. Obviously, the symplectic similarity is an equivalence relation. Moreover,
using Theorem 6.13 of [9] we obtain that each Hamiltonian (2N × 2N)-matrix M is sym-
plectically similar to the matrix of the form

[ diag (D1, . . . ,Ds) diag (B1, . . . ,Bs)
diag (C1, . . . ,Cs) diag (−DT

1
, . . . ,−DT

s ) ] , (2.1)

where

(1) Bj ,Cj ,Dj are (Nj ×Nj)-matrices, BT
j = Bj,C

T
j = Cj , j = 1, . . . , s,

(2) N1 + . . . +Ns = N ,

(3) Mj = [ Dj Bj

Cj −DT
j

] is one of the Hamiltonian matrices listed on pages 118-122 of [9].

In particular, Mj is indecomposable.

The matrix in the form (2.1), being in the equivalence class of matrix M , is called the
normal form of M .

The condition that Mj is indecomposable Hamiltonian matrix implies that its spectrum
can have only one of the following forms: {0},{±α},{±βi},{±α±βi} and the elements of
such spectrum are the eigenvalues of M . The most important situation from the point
of view of our computations is the case of matrices Mj such that σ(Mj) = {±β0i}, β0 > 0.
For such matrices the normal forms depend on the parity of Nj . Moreover, both in
the cases of Nj odd and even, there are two possible normal forms. Following the lists
of such forms given in [9], we consider four possible forms of the matrix Mj such that
σ(Mj) = {±β0i;β0 > 0}, which can be described in the two following cases:

(C1) Nj is odd. In this case there are two possible normal forms, for ǫ = ±1, given by
Mj,ǫ = J2Nj

H ′′ǫ (0) where

Hǫ(x1, . . . , xNj
, y1, . . . , yNj

) =
= −ǫβ0

Nj−1

2∑
i=1
(−1)i+1(xixNj+1−i + yiyNj+1−i) +

Nj−1∑
i=1

xiyi+1 + 1
2
ǫβ0(−1)[Nj

2
]+1 (x2

Nj+1

2

+ y2Nj+1

2

) .
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Then

Mj,ǫ =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

0 −ǫβ0

1 0 ǫβ0⋱ 0 ⋰⋱ ǫβ0

1 0 −ǫβ0

ǫβ0 0 −1−ǫβ0 0 −1⋰ ⋱−ǫβ0 ⋱ −1
ǫβ0 0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (2.2)

For Nj = 1 this matrix coincide with the one given in List I (3) on page 119 of [9],
while in the case Nj > 1 with the one in List II (5) on page 121.

(C2) Nj is even. In this case there are two possible normal forms, for ǫ = ±1, given by
Mj,ǫ = J2Nj

H ′′ǫ (0) where

Hǫ(x1, . . . , xNj
, y1, . . . , yNj

) = β0

Nj/2∑
i=1
(x2i−1y2i − x2iy2i−1) +

Nj−2∑
i=1

xiyi+2 − 1

2
ǫ(x2

Nj−1 + x2

Nj
).

Then

Mj,ǫ =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

A2

I2 ⋱⋱ ⋱
I2 A2

A2 −I2⋱ ⋱⋱ −I2
ǫI2 A2

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

, (2.3)

where I2 = [ 1 0

0 1
], A2 = [ 0 −β0

β0 0
] , see List II (4) on page 120 of [9].

Remark 2.6. Note that for a given indecomposable Hamiltonian matrix with spectrum{±β0i} the normal form can be explicitely determined with the use of the construction
given in [7].

Remark 2.7. We are aware that one can consider also another normal forms for matrices
with purely imaginary eigenvalues, see for example [19, 23]. Obviously, for a given Hamil-
tonian matrix, its normal forms presented in [9] and [19, 23] are symplectially similar.

Below we classify purely imaginary eigenvalues of a Hamiltonian matrix M .

Definition 2.8. The eigenvalue ±β0i ∈ σ(M) is called

1) simple if there is only one block Mj corresponding to ±β0i in the decomposition
(2.1) and Mj is of dimension two,
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2) semisimple if all the blocks Mj corresponding to ±β0i in the decomposition (2.1)
are of dimension two,

3) partially semisimple if in the decomposition (2.1) there are at least two blocks
Mj1,Mj2 corresponding to ±β0i of dimension two and greater than two, respectively,

4) strictly nonsemisimple if the dimension of any block Mj in the decomposition (2.1)
corresponding to ±β0i is greater than two.

Remark 2.9. Let C(M) be the complex Jordan normal form of the matrix M and let
β0i ∈ σ(M). Then

(1) the eigenvalue β0i is simple iff there is exactly one elementary Jordan block of the
matrix C(M) corresponding to β0i and it is of dimension one i.e. the algebraic
multiplicity of β0i equals one,

(2) the eigenvalue β0i is semisimple iff the dimension of any elementary Jordan block
of the matrix C(M) corresponding to β0i is equal to one i.e. the algebraic multi-
plicity of βi equals its geometric multiplicity,

(3) the eigenvalue β0i is partially semisimple iff there are elementary Jordan blocks of
the matrix C(M) corresponding to β0i of dimension one as well as greater than one
i.e. the algebraic multiplicity of β0i is different from its geometric multiplicity and
there is at least one elementary Jordan block of the matrix C(M) corresponding to
β0i of dimension one,

(4) the eigenvalue β0i is strictly nonsemisimple iff the dimension of any elementary
block of the matrix C(M) corresponding to β0i is greater than one.

Our main results (see Section 3) are formulated with the use of the number of blocks
described in case (C1), i.e. the number of the blocks with Nj odd. Additionally, we

distinguish situations of even and odd value of
Nj + 1

2
, and moreover of positive and

negative value of ǫ. Below we introduce four numbers depending on these values.

Definition 2.10. Fix ±β0i ∈ σ(M). Denote by

(1) o±(β0,M) the number of (2Nj × 2Nj)-blocks Mj,ǫ in the decomposition (2.1) such

that Nj is odd,
Nj+1
2

is odd and ǫ = ±1,
(2) e±(β0,M) the number of (2Nj × 2Nj)-blocks Mj,ǫ in the decomposition (2.1) such

that Nj is odd,
Nj+1
2

is even and ǫ = ±1.
Remark 2.11. Note that if Mj,ǫ is one of the blocks corresponding to the semisimple

eigenvalue ±β0i (and therefore Nj = 1), then
Nj+1
2
= 1 is odd. Therefore the number of

blocks corresponding to the semisimple eigenvalue ±β0i equals o+(β0,M) + o−(β0,M) and
e+(β0,M) = e−(β0,M) = 0. However, we emphasize that we do not restrict our attention
only to the symplectically diagonalizable case i.e. when all the blocks corresponding to
purely imaginary eigenvalues are of dimension two.

2.2. Global bifurcation. The method that we use to study the existence of periodic
solutions of the system (1.1) is to change the problem to bifurcation one and study the
phenomenon of global bifurcation. In this subsection we introduce the notion of bifurca-
tion.
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Consider a Hamiltonian H ∈ C2(Ω,R), where Ω ⊂ R2N is an open subset, satisfying
condition (H ′)−1(0) ∩Ω = {s1, . . . , sk}.

We investigate the existence of 2π-periodic solutions of the following family of Hamil-
tonian systems:

ẋ(t) = λJ2NH
′(x(t)), (2.4)

where λ > 0.
Put C2π(Ω) = {u ∈ C([0,2π],Ω);u(0) = u(2π)}. We consider 2π-periodic solutions of the

system (2.4) as elements (u(t), λ) ∈ C2π(Ω)× (0,+∞). Moreover, identifying s1, . . . , sk ∈ Ω
with constant functions in C2π(Ω), we define two subsets T ,N ⊂ C2π(Ω) × (0,+∞) as
follows T = {s1, . . . , sk} × (0,+∞),

N = {(u(t), λ) ∶ (u(t), λ) is a nonstationary 2π-periodic solution of (2.4)}.
The elements of T are called trivial solutions of the system (2.4) and elements of N

nontrivial ones.
Fix (sk0 , λ0) ∈ T . If (sk0 , λ0) ∈ T ∩cl(N) denote by C(sk0 , λ0) the continuum (i.e. closed

connected component) of cl(N) containing (sk0 , λ0), where the closure of N is taken in
C2π(Ω) × [0,+∞). For (sk0 , λ0) ∉ T ∩ cl(N) we define C(sk0 , λ0) = ∅.
Definition 2.12. A point (sk0 , λ0) ∈ T is called

(1) a local bifurcation point of nonstationary 2π-periodic solutions of the system (2.4)
if (sk0 , λ0) ∈ cl(N), i.e. C(sk0 , λ0) /= ∅,

(2) a branching point of nonstationary 2π-periodic solutions of the system (2.4) ifC(sk0 , λ0) /= {(sk0 , λ0)},
(3) a global bifurcation point of nonstationary 2π-periodic solutions of the system (2.4)

if either the continuum C(sk0 , λ0) is not compact in C2π(Ω) × (0,+∞) or it is
compact and C(sk0 , λ0) ∩ (T ∖ {(sk0, λ0)}) ≠ ∅.

Remark 2.13. In other words, by a local bifurcation phenomenon we understand the
existence of a sequence {(xp(t), λp)} ⊂ N converging (in L∞- norm) to (sk0, λ0), whereas
by a branching phenomenon we understand the existence of a closed connected set of
nontrivial solutions containing (sk0 , λ0). On the other hand, when a global bifurcation
phenomenon occurs, this emanating set either is not compact or it is compact and touches
the set of stationary solutions in more than one point. Obviously, a global bifurcation point
is a branching point. Moreover, it is evident that a branching point is a local bifurcation
point.

The necessary condition for the existence of a local bifurcation of nonstationary 2π-
periodic solutions of the system (2.4) is well-known, see for example Remark 3.4 of [10].
For the completeness of the paper, we recall it below. Put

Λ(sk0) = {mβ ∈ (0,+∞) ∶ ±iβ ∈ σ(J2NH
′′(sk0)), β > 0,m ∈ N} .

Fact 2.14. If (sk0 , λ0) ∈ T is a local bifurcation point of nonstationary 2π-periodic solu-
tions of the system (2.4), then λ0 ∈ Λ(sk0).



PERIODIC SOLUTIONS OF HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS 7

To study the sufficient condition of global bifurcation we use the theorem proved by
Dancer and the second author in [10]. This result is formulated with the use of the
bifurcation index. Below we recall this notion.

Let j ∈ N, si ∈ {s1, . . . , sk} and λ ∈ R. Define a (4N × 4N)-matrix TN
j (λ,H ′′(si)) by

TN
j (λH ′′(si)) = [ −

λ
j
H ′′(si) J2N−J2N −λ

j
H ′′(si) ] (2.5)

Choose µ > 0 such that [λ0 − µ,λ0 + µ] ∩ Λ(sk0) = {λ0}. Note that since the set Λ(sk0)
does not have finite accumulation points, such a choice is possible.

Define a bifurcation index BIF(sk0 , λ0) ∈ ∞⊕
j=1

Z as follows

BIF(sk0 , λ0) = (η1(sk0, λ0), . . . , ηj(sk0 , λ0), . . .) ∈ ∞⊕
j=1

Z, (2.6)

where

ηj(sk0 , λ0) = iB(sk0 ,H ′) ⋅ (m−(TN
j ((λ0 + µ)H ′′(sk0))) −m−(TN

j ((λ0 − µ)H ′′(sk0)))). (2.7)

In the above formula iB(sk0 ,H ′) stands for the Brouwer index of sk0 and m−(A) denotes
the Morse index of a symmetric matrix A.

Moreover, set Θ = (0, . . . ,0, . . .) ∈ ∞⊕
j=1

Z.

In the theorem below we describe properties of continua of nonstationary periodic so-
lutions of autonomous Hamiltonian systems. This theorem is a reformulation of Theorem
3.3 of [10]. In particular, to make the formulation of the theorem more readable, we use
the space of continuous functions rather than the Sobolev space H1

2π.

Theorem 2.15. Fix (sk0 , λ0) ∈ {sk0}×Λ(sk0) satisfying BIF(sk0 , λ0) ≠ Θ. Then (sk0, λ0) ∈T is a global bifurcation point of nonstationary 2π-periodic solutions of the system (2.4).
Moreover, if the continuum C(sk0 , λ0) is compact in C2π(Ω) × (0,+∞), then

(a) C(sk0 , λ0) ∩ T is finite,

(b) ∑
(ŝ,λ̂)∈C(sk0 ,λ0)∩T

BIF(ŝ, λ̂) = Θ.

Remark 2.16. To prove Theorem 3.3 of [10] we have considered the 2π-periodic solutions
of the family (2.4) as critical points of a family of S1-invariant C2-functionals Φ ∶ H1

2π ×(0,+∞) → R defined by the following formula

Φ(x,λ) = ∫ 2π

0

(−Jẋ(t), x(t)) − λH(x(t))dt.
In other words, to study properties of sets of 2π-periodic solutions of the family (2.4) it
is enough to study the set of solutions of the following equation

∇xΦ(x,λ) = 0.
Applying the Amann-Zehnder reduction, see [2], we have reduced the problem to a finite-

dimensional one with S1-symmetries and variational structure. Finally we have applied
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the finite-dimensional version of the degree for S1-equivariant gradient maps, see [12], to
prove the global bifurcation theorem for S1-equivariant gradient maps.

In 2011, see [14], we defined the infinite-dimensional generalization of the degree for
S1-equivariant gradient maps. That is why we can prove Theorem 3.3 of [10] without
the Amann-Zehnder reduction, working directly in infinite-dimensional spaces. The proof
would be in spirit the same as the proof of the famous theorem due to Rabinowitz, see [25],
where the Leray-Schauder degree was applied as the topological tool to prove the existence
of phenomenon of global bifurcation.

Remark 2.17. It is worth to point out that, in 1953, Krasnosel’skii used variational
methods to prove that if a Fréchet differentiable operator A ∶ H → H is the gradient of a
weakly continuous functional in a Hilbert space H and A(0) = 0, then each characteristic
value of A′(0) is a local bifurcation point of the equation A(x) = λx, see [8], [17], [18].
Using the Conley index, Ize also proved this theorem, see [16]. This deep result has
stimulated a lot of contributions in variational bifurcation theory. The following question is
important: Is there a continuum of nontrivial solutions emanating from each characteristic
value of A′(0)? The answer is No. Relevant examples were discussed in [1], [6], [16], [21],
[27].

Remark 2.18. Note that

(1) Although the situation in Theorem 3.3 of [10] is slightly different, we claim that
Theorem 2.15 is a reformulation of this result. Let us first consider the case
Ω = R2N . In Theorem 3.3 of [10], a global bifurcation is considered in the space
H1

2π × (0,+∞), where the Hilbert space H1

2π is endowed with a scalar product

⟨u, v⟩H1

2π
= ∫ 2π

0

(u̇(t), v̇(t)) + (u(t), v(t))dt. However, since we study the continua

of solutions of the system (2.4), we can formulate this result in the space of contin-
uous functions C2π(R2N) with the supremum norm ∥ ⋅ ∥∞. First of all, we consider
the set N ⊂H1

2π × (0,+∞) ⊂ C2π(R2N) × (0,+∞) of nontrivial solutions ot the sys-
tem (2.4). It is worth to point out, that the closure of N in both spaces consists of
solutions of (2.4), and consequently these closures coincide.

Moreover, the compactness of the continuum C(sk0 , λ0) in the space H1

2π×(0,+∞)
is equivalent to the compactness in C2π(R2N) × (0,+∞). Indeed, since the em-
bedding H1

2π ⊂ C2π(R2N) is continuous (see Proposition 1.1. of [22]), if the setC(sk0 , λ0) is compact in H1

2π × (0,+∞), then it is also compact in C2π(R2N) ×(0,+∞).
To prove the latter implication, we take the sequence {(un, λn)} ⊂ C(sk0 , λ0) ⊂

cl(N ) ⊂H1

2π×(0,+∞) ⊂ C2π(R2N)×(0,+∞). If C(sk0 , λ0) is compact in C2π(R2N)×(0,+∞), then we can choose the subsequence {(unk
, λnk
)} convergent to (u⋆, λ⋆) ∈

C2π(R2N) × (0,+∞). We will show that ∥(unk
, λnk
) − (u⋆, λ⋆)∥H1

2π
×(0,+∞) → 0. This

is a consequence of the fact that continuum C(sk0 , λ0) consists of solutions, and
H ′ is a C1-function. Therefore,

∥u̇nk
− u̇⋆∥∞ = ∥λnk

J2NH
′(unk

(⋅)) − λ⋆J2NH
′(u⋆(⋅))∥∞ → 0
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and in consequence, since ∥u∥L2 ≤ 2π∥u∥∞,
∥unk

− u⋆∥2H1

2π

= ∥u̇nk
− u̇⋆∥2L2 + ∥unk

− u⋆∥2L2 → 0,

hence ∥(unk
, λnk
) − (u⋆, λ⋆)∥H1

2π
×(0,+∞) → 0.

(2) Since the celestial mechanics provides a variety of examples, where the Hamiltonian
H is not defined on the whole space R2N , we consider the space C2π(Ω) instead of
C2π(R2N). It is easy to observe, that our assertion remains valid in this case,

(3) the continuum C(sk0 , λ0) does not reach the level λ = 0, i.e. C(sk0 , λ0) ∩ (C2π(Ω) ×{0}) = ∅, see Step 2 of the proof of Theorem 3.3 in [10],
(4) if sk0 is a nondegenerate critical point of H, then computing the bifurcation index

reduces to a linear algebra problem; otherwise we additionally have to compute the
Brouwer index iB(sk0 ,H ′) of a degenerate critical point sk0, which is not an easy
task,

(5) condition (b) of the above theorem implies that in some cases one can prove that the
continuum C(sk0 , λ0) is not compact by showing that all the nontrivial coordinates
of bifurcation indices have the same sign.

3. Main results

In this section we formulate and discuss the main results of our paper. The proofs of
these theorems are postponed to the next section.

In particular, in Subsection 3.1 we formulate a generalization of the Lyapunov Center
Theorem, see Theorem 3.1, and present an example, see Example 3.5, of Hamiltonian
system with strictly nonsemisimple eigenvalue of even multiplicity, for which assumptions
of this theorem are fulfilled. Moreover, we show that assumptions of some famous theo-
rems imply the ones of Theorem 3.1, see Propositions 3.6 - 3.9 and Remarks 3.10, 3.12.
Additionally, we show that these classical theorems cannot be applied to the study of
periodic solutions of the Hamiltonian system considered in Example 3.5. In Subsection
3.2 we formulate a global bifurcation theorem for autonomous Hamiltonian systems and
discuss its assumptions.

3.1. Lyapunov-type theorem. In this section we formulate results concerning the ex-
istence of nonstationary periodic solutions in a neighborhood of a stationary one of the
following Hamiltonian system

ẋ(t) = J2NH
′(x(t)), (3.1)

where Ω ⊂ R2N is open, H ∈ C2(Ω,R) and 0 ∈ Ω is an isolated critical point of the
Hamiltonian H .

The following theorem is a generalization of the Lyapunov Center Theorem. The non-
resonance condition, see condition (A0) in the discussion below, is replaced by the more
general condition (3.2). Recall, that the numbers o±, e± have been introduced in the
Definition 2.10 and iB denotes the Brouwer index.
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Theorem 3.1. For an open subset Ω ⊂ R2N consider a Hamiltonian H ∈ C2(Ω,R) such
that 0 ∈ Ω is an isolated critical point of H and iB(0,H ′) ≠ 0. If there exists a pair ±β0i

of purely imaginary eigenvalues of the matrix J2NH ′′(0) such that

o+(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) − o−(β0, J2NH

′′(0)) − e+(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) + e−(β0, J2NH

′′(0)) ≠ 0, (3.2)

then there exists a connected set Cβ0
⊂ Ω of closed trajectories of solutions of the system

(3.1) emanating from the origin. Moreover

∀ǫ > 0 ∃δ > 0 ∀u0 ∈ Cβ0
if ∥u(⋅, u0)∥L∞ < δ then ∣ T (u(⋅, u0)) − 2π

β0

∣< ǫ, (3.3)

where u(⋅, u0) is a solution of the system (3.1) with the initial condition x(0) = u0 and
T (u(⋅, u0)) is a period of u(⋅, u0).
Remark 3.2. Note that the period T (u(⋅, u0)) in the above theorem doesn’t have to be
minimal. However, we can obtain the result concerning minimal periods of solutions
assuming an additional nonresonance condition. Let B = {β1, β2, . . . , βk} be such that β1 >
β2 > . . . > βk > 0 and σ(J2NH ′′(0)) ∩ iR = {±β1i, . . . ,±βki}. We say that a nonresonance

condition for βk0 ∈ B holds if
βj

βk0

∉ Z for j = 1, . . . , k0 − 1. Assuming additionally in

Theorem 3.1 that the nonresonance condition holds for β0 we obtain the condition (3.3)
with T (u(⋅, u0)) being the minimal period of u(⋅, u0).
Corollary 3.3. The above remark allows us to distinguish, in a small neighbourhood of
the origin, connected sets of solutions by the minimal periods. Using this fact we can
obtain the following result concerning the multiplicity of sets of solutions. Let B be the
set defined as in the above remark. Denote by Bn the set of numbers βl ∈ B such that
the nonresonance condition for βl holds. Then in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of
0 ∈ R2N there exist at least cardBn of connected sets of non-constant periodic orbits of the
system (3.1) emanating from the origin.

Remark 3.4. Note that the condition (3.2) can be verified directly if we know the normal
form of the matrix J2NH ′′(0). In the example below we illustrate Theorem 3.1. Notice
that in this example the spectrum of J2NH ′′(0) is the set {±β0i} and the eigenvalue β0i

is strictly nonsemisimple and of even multiplicity. Obviously, a similar example with
partially semisimple eigenvalue can be easily constructed.

Example 3.5. Let H ∈ C2(R2N ,R) be such that H(0) = 0 and H ′(0) = 0, i.e. H(x) =
1

2
⟨H ′′(0)x,x⟩ + h.o.t. Assume moreover that σ(J2NH ′′(0)) = {±β0i}, where β0 > 0, and

J2NH ′′(0) is in the normal form (2.1) with s = 3,N1 = 4k + 1,N2 = 4k − 1, k ∈ N, N3 even
and N = N1 +N2 +N3. Therefore, J2NH ′′(0) is of the form:

J2NH
′′(0) = [ diag (D1,ǫ,D2,ǫ,D3,ǫ) diag (B1,ǫ,B2,ǫ,B3,ǫ)

diag (C1,ǫ,C2,ǫ,C3,ǫ) diag (−DT
1,ǫ,−DT

2,ǫ,−DT
3,ǫ) ] ,

(1) Bj,ǫ,Cj,ǫ,Dj,ǫ are (Nj ×Nj)-matrices, BT
j,ǫ = Bj,ǫ,C

T
j,ǫ = Cj,ǫ, for j = 1,2,3,

(2) Mj,ǫ = [ Dj,ǫ Bj,ǫ

Cj,ǫ −DT
j,ǫ

] is an indecomposable nonsemisimple Hamiltonian

(2Nj ×2Nj)-matrix, for j = 1,2,3. Moreover, since N1,N2 are odd and N3 is even,
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the matrices M1,ǫ,M2,ǫ are given by the formula (2.2) and the matrix M3,ǫ is given
by the formula (2.3).

Putting

(1) ǫ = −1 in M1,ǫ,
(2) ǫ = +1 in M2,ǫ,
(3) ǫ = +1, in M3,ǫ,

we obtain

(1) o+(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = 0, o−(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = 1,
(2) e+(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = 1, e−(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = 0.

Consequently, we obtain

o+(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) − o−(β0, J2NH

′′(0)) − e+(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) + e−(β0, J2NH

′′(0)) = −2.
Since sign detH ′′(0) = 1, iB(0,H ′) = 1. We have just shown that the assumptions of

Theorem 3.15 are fulfilled.

We emphasize that from the assumptions of the vast majority of results on bifurcations
of nonstationary periodic solutions of Hamiltonian systems it follows that there is at least
one semisimple eigenvalue of the matrix J2NH ′′(0) and that the origin is a nondegenerate
critical point of the Hamiltonian H . We discuss this phenomenon in Propositions 3.6 -
3.9.

Moreover, in these propositions we show that the assumptions of some well-known
theorems imply that of Theorem 3.1. It is important to note here that these assumptions
are easy to verify. Here and subsequently sign (H ′′(0)) stands for the signature of H ′′(0)
i.e. sign (H ′′(0)) =m−(−H ′′(0)) −m−(H ′′(0)).

We will consider the following assumptions.(A0) (Assumptions of the Lyapunov Center Theorem, see Theorem 1.6 of [5], and also
[20]) Let λ1 = β0i, λ2 = −β0i, λ3, . . . , λ2N be the eigenvalues of the matrix J2NH ′′(0), where

β0 > 0. The following nonresonance condition holds true:
λk

λ1

/∈ Z for k ≥ 3.
(A1) (Assumption of the Weinstein theorem, see Theorem 2.1 of [28]) The Hessian H ′′(0)
is positive definite.(A2) (Assumptions of the version of the Fadell-Rabinowitz theorem discussed in [5])
The Hessian H ′′(0) is nondegenerate, the signature signH ′′(0) is nonzero and there is
T0 > 0 such that any nonzero solution of the linearized system ẋ(t) = J2NH ′′(0)x(t) is
T0-periodic.

To formulate the next two assumptions, we need to represent R2N as a direct sum of two
symplectic subspaces. Assume that R2N = E1⊕E2, where E1,E2 are symplectic subspaces,
invariant for the flow given by the linearized system ẋ(t) = J2NH ′′(0)x(t). Additionally
assume that the following condition is fulfilled

(C) there is T0 > 0 such that all the solutions with initial data in E1 are T0-periodic and
there are no T0-periodic solutions in E2 ∖ {0}.

Define a Hamiltonian Hi ∶ Ei → R as follows Hi(xi) = 1

2
⟨H ′′(0)xi, xi⟩ for i = 1,2.
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(A3) (Assumptions of the Moser theorem, see Theorem 4 of [24]) The Hessian H ′′(0) is
nondegenerate, the condition (C) is fulfilled and the Hessian H ′′

1
(0) is positive definite.(A4) (Assumptions of the Fadell-Rabinowitz theorem, see Theorem 8.4 of [11] and the

Bartsch theorem, see Theorem 1.1 of [3]) The Hessian H ′′(0) is nondegenerate, the con-
dition (C) is fulfilled and the signature sign H ′′

1
(0) is nonzero.

Proposition 3.6. If the assumption (A0) is satisfied, then ±β0i ∈ σ(J2NH ′′(0)), β0 > 0,
is a simple eigenvalue and iB(0,H ′) = ±1. Moreover, the condition (3.2) is fulfilled. Hence
all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied.

Proof. From the nonresonance condition of the assumption (A0) it follows that ±β0i

is a simple eigenvalue of the matrix J2NH ′′(0) and detH ′′(0) /= 0. It is known that
detH ′′(0) /= 0 implies iB(0,H ′) = ±1. Since ±β0i is of multiplicity one, Remark 2.11
implies that e±(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = 0 and
either

o+(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) = 1 and o−(β0, J2NH

′′(0)) = 0
or

o+(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) = 0 and o−(β0, J2NH

′′(0)) = 1.
In both cases the condition (3.2) is fulfilled, which completes the proof.

�

Proposition 3.7. If the assumption (A1) is satisfied, then the spectrum σ(J2NH ′′(0))
consists only of purely imaginary semisimple eigenvalues and iB(0,H ′) = 1. Moreover, for
arbitrary eigenvalue ±β0i ∈ σ(J2NH ′′(0)), β0 > 0, the condition (3.2) is fulfilled. Thus all
the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied.

Proof. Since the Hessian H ′′(0) is positive definite, from Theorem 8 in [15] we obtain
the existence of the linear symplectic map L ∶ (R2N , ω) → (R2N , ω) and the numbers
0 < β1, . . . , βN , such that

1

2
⟨(LTH ′′(0)L)(x, y)T , (x, y)T ⟩ = 1

2

N∑
j=1

βj(x2

j + y2j ). (3.4)

Hence the normal form of J2NH ′′(0) is given by J2N(LTH ′′(0)L). Moreover, since L is
symplectic, σ(J2NH ′′(0)) = σ(J2N(LTH ′′(0)L)) and therefore ±iβj are the eigenvalues of
σ(J2NH ′′(0)). Taking into consideration formula (3.4) we obtain that all the eigenvalues of
JH ′′(0) are purely imaginary and semisimple and for any eigenvalue ±β0i ∈ σ(J2NH ′′(0))
with β0 > 0 we have

1) o+(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = e+(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = e−(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = 0,
2) 2 ⋅ o−(β0, J2NH ′′(0)) = µ(β0) > 0, where µ(β0) is the multiplicity of β0 considered

as an eigenvalue of the matrix LTH ′′(0)L
This implies condition (3.2). Additionally, again from formula (3.4) we obtain iB(0,H ′) =
sign detH ′′(0) = 1. Summing up, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are fulfilled.

�
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Proposition 3.8. Assume the Hessian H ′′(0) is nondegenerate and of nonzero signature
sign (H ′′(0)). If all the eigenvalues of the matrix J2NH ′′(0) are purely imaginary and
semisimple, then there is an eigenvalue ±β0i ∈ σ(J2NH ′′(0)), β0 > 0, such that the condi-
tion (3.2) is fulfilled. Moreover, iB(0,H ′) = ±1. Therefore all the assumptions of Theorem
3.1 hold true.

Proof. First of all notice that iB(0,H ′) = sign detH ′′(0) = ±1, since H ′′(0) is nondegen-
erate.

Denote the eigenvalues of the matrix J2NH ′′(0) by ±β1i, . . . ,±βN i, where β1, . . . , βN > 0,
and note that it can happen that βj = βj′ for j ≠ j′. Since all these eigenvalues are purely
imaginary and semisimple, there is a symplectic linear map L ∶ R2N

→ R2N such that
the Hamiltonian corresponding to the normal form of J2NH ′′(0) is given by the following
formula

1

2
⟨(LTH ′′(0)L)(x, y)T , (x, y)T ⟩ = 1

2

p∑
j=1

βj(x2

j + y2j ) − 1

2

N∑
j=p+1

βj(x2

j + y2j ) ,
see [2], [15].

Set σ(J2NH ′′(0)) = {±βj1i, . . . ,±βjsi}. We claim that o+(βj0, J2NH ′′(0)) /= o−(βj0 , J2NH ′′(0)),
for some j0 ∈ {j1, . . . , js}.

Suppose, contrary to our claim, that for any jr ∈ {j1, . . . , js} the following equality holds
true o+(βjr , J2NH ′′(0)) = o−(βjr , J2NH ′′(0)).

Thus it is easy to see that for any jr ∈ {j1, . . . , js},
µ(βjr) = 2 ⋅ o−(βjr , J2NH

′′(0)) = 2 ⋅ o+(βjr , J2NH
′′(0)) = µ(−βjr),

where µ(±βjr) is the multiplicity of ±βjr considered as an eigenvalue of the matrix
LTH ′′(0)L.

Consequently, using the fact that by Sylvester’s law of inertia we have m−(H ′′(0)) =
m−(LTH ′′(0)L), we obtain

m−(−H ′′(0)) = s∑
r=1

µ(βjr) = s∑
r=1

µ(−βjr) =m−(H ′′(0)),
which implies sign (H ′′(0)) = 0, a contradiction.

Summing up, there exists j0 ∈ {j1, . . . , js} such that

o+(βj0, J2NH
′′(0)) /= o−(βj0 , J2NH

′′(0)),
e+(βj0 , J2NH

′′(0)) = e−(βj0, J2NH
′′(0)) = 0.

Note that we have just shown, that all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are fulfilled for
β0 = βj0 . �

Let us remind that R2N = E1⊕E2, where E1,E2 are symplectic subspaces, invariant for
the flow given by the linearized system ẋ(t) = J2NH ′′(0)x(t). Set dimEi = Ni, i = 1,2 and
consider the linearized Hamiltonian systems ẋi(t) = J2Ni

H ′′i (0)xi(t) on R2Ni for i = 1,2,
where the Hamiltonian Hi ∶ Ei → R is given by the formula Hi(xi) = 1

2
⟨H ′′(0)xi, xi⟩.

Proposition 3.9. The following statements hold true.
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(1) Assume that the Hessian H ′′(0) is nondegenerate and that the Hessian H ′′
1
(0) is

positive definite. If σ(J2N1
H ′′

1
(0)) ∩ σ(J2N2

H ′′
2
(0)) = ∅, then for arbitrary eigen-

value ±β0i ∈ σ(J2N1
H ′′

1
(0)), β0 > 0, the condition (3.2) is satisfied. Moreover

iB(0,H ′) = ±1. Therefore all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied.
(2) Assume that the Hessian H ′′(0) is nondegenerate, and all the eigenvalues of the

matrix J2N1
H ′′

1
(0) are purely imaginary and semisimple, and that the signature

signH ′′
1
(0) is nonzero. If σ(JH ′′

1
(0))∩σ(JH ′′

2
(0)) = ∅, then there is an eigenvalue±β0i ∈ σ(J2N1

H ′′
1
(0)), β0 > 0, such that the condition (3.2) is fulfilled. Additionally,

iB(0,H ′) = ±1. That is why all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are fulfilled.

Proof. (1) Since the matrix H ′′
1
(0) is positive definite, repeating the reasoning from the

proof of Proposition 3.7 we obtain that for any eigenvalue β0i ∈ σ(J2N1
H ′′

1
(0)) the following

conditions hold true o−(β0, J2N1
H ′′

1
(0)) > 0 and

o+(β0, J2N1
H ′1(0)) = e+(β0, J2N1

H ′′1 (0)) = e−(β0, J2N1
H ′′1 (0)) = 0.

Finally taking into account that σ(J2N1
H ′′

1
(0)) ∩ σ(J2N2

H ′′
2
(0)) = ∅ and σ(J2N1

H ′′
1
(0)) ∪

σ(J2N2
H ′′

2
(0)) = σ(J2NH ′′(0)), we obtain

o±(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) = o±(β0, J2N1

H ′′1 (0)), e±(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) = e±(β0, J2N1

H ′′1 (0)).
Hence we have proved that condition (3.2) is satisfied. Summing up, since iB(0,H ′) =
sign detH ′′(0) = ±1, all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are fulfilled.
(2) Since signH ′′

1
(0) /= 0, repeating the reasoning from the proof of Proposition 3.8 we

obtain that there is a purely imaginary semisimple eigenvalue ±β0i ∈ σ(J2N1
H ′′

1
(0)), β0 > 0,

such the following conditions hold true
o+(β0, J2N1

H ′′
1
(0)) /= o−(β0, J2N1

H ′′
1
(0)), e+(β0, J2N1

H ′′
1
(0)) = e−(β0, J2N1

H ′′
1
(0)) = 0.

Finally taking into account that

σ(J2N1
H ′′

1
(0)) ∩ σ(J2N2

H ′′
2
(0)) = ∅ and σ(J2N1

H ′′
1
(0)) ∪ σ(J2N2

H ′′
2
(0)) = σ(J2NH

′′(0))
we obtain

o±(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) = o±(β0, J2N1

H ′′1 (0)), e±(β0, J2NH
′′(0)) = e±(β0, J2N1

H ′′1 (0)),
which completes the proof. Summing up, since iB(0,H ′) = sign detH ′′(0) = ±1, all the
assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. �

Remark 3.10. Note that

(1) The condition that spectrum σ(J2NH ′′(0)) consists only of purely imaginary se-
misimple eigenvalues is equivalent to the condition that all the solutions of the
linearized system ẋ(t) = J2NH ′′(0)x(t) are periodic.Therefore the assumptions of
the Fadell-Rabinowitz theorem (A2) are stronger than the assumptions of Propo-
sition 3.8, because we do not assume that all the solutions of the system ẋ(t) =
J2NH ′′(0)x(t) are of the same period T0 > 0. Summing up, from Proposition 3.8
it follows that the assumption (A2) implies the assertion of Theorem 3.1.

(2) In the same way, the assumptions of the Moser theorem (A3) are stronger than the
assumption of Proposition 3.9(1) and the assumptions of the Fadell-Rabinowitz and
Bartsch theorems (A4) are stronger than the assumption of Proposition 3.9(2).
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Remark 3.11. Summing up, under one of the assumptions (A0) − (A4), the origin is
a nondegenerate critical point of the Hamiltonian H and there exists at least one purely
imaginary semisimple eigenvalue ±β0i of the matrix J2NH ′′(0) such that condition (3.2)
is satisfied. Under one of these assumptions, in the papers [3], [11], [24], [28] the authors
have proved a lower estimations of the number of sequences of nonstationary periodic
solutions of the system (3.1) emanating from the origin. The important point to note here
is that assumptions of these theorems imply that of Theorem 3.1. On the other hand, our
results are of a different nature. Namely, we study the existence of closed connected sets
of nonstationary periodic orbits of the system (3.1) emanating from the origin.

Remark 3.12. Another result concerning the existence of nonstationary periodic solutions
of system (3.1) in any neighborhood of the origin has been proved by Szulkin, see [26].
The result in the case detH ′′(0) /= 0 is given in Theorem 4.1 of this paper. Note that
assumptions of this theorem imply the condition (3.2). Therefore our result generalizes this
theorem, since we prove the existence of connected set of solutions, not only the sequence.
On the other hand, Theorem 4.4 of [26] concerns the situationwhen 0 is an isolated,
degenerate critical point of H. In this case it is additionally assumed that cq(H,0) /≈ 0 for
some q, where cq(H,0) is a critical group. It can happen, that in such situation iB(0,H ′)
is trivial. However, if we additionally assume that iB(0,H ′) /= 0, then assumptions of
Theorem 4.4 imply the condition (3.2).

Remark 3.13. Note that if ±βoi ∈ σ(J2NH ′′(0)) is of odd multiplicity then assumptions of
Szulkin’s theorems are fulfilled, see discussion below Proposition 3.6 of [26]. Observe that
in Example 3.5 we consider the case of the eigenvalue of even multiplicity. In other words,
Theorem 3.1 can be considered a generalization of the Lyapunov Center Theorem for
Hamiltonian systems, which in some cases is valid for strictly nonsemisimple eigenvalues
of even multiplicity and with the origin being isolated degenerate critical point of the
Hamiltonian H with nontrivial Brouwer index.

Remark 3.14. The results concerning the emanation of nonstationary periodic solutions
of Hamiltonian systems in the special case of planar and spatial systems with Coriolis
forces, have been obtained by direct calculation in [13]. Note that these results can be
obtained as a direct consequence of Theorem 3.1.

3.2. Global bifurcation theorem. In this section we formulate sufficient conditions for
the existence of global bifurcations of nonstationary 2π-periodic solutions of the following
system

ẋ(t) = λJ2NH
′(x(t)), (3.5)

where Ω ⊂ R2N is open, H ∈ C2(Ω,R) and (H ′)−1(0) is finite. In other words, we study
properties of continua (i.e. closed connected sets) of 2π-periodic solutions of the system
(3.5).

The main result of this section is Theorem 3.15. We obtain this theorem as a direct
consequence of Theorem 2.15. Let us remind that the study of the nontriviality of the
bifurcation index given by the formula (2.6) consists of two steps, see the formula (2.7).
On the one hand, we have to show the nontriviality of the Brouwer index of the equilibrium
point sk0, on the other hand, we have to prove a change of the Morse index of the family
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of symmetric matrices TN
j (λH ′′(sk0)), when the parameter λ crosses the value

j

β0

. In

theorem below we express a change of the Morse index of the matrix TN
j (λH ′′(sk0)) in

terms of the numbers o±, e± given in Definition 2.10.

Theorem 3.15. Suppose that the Hamiltonian system (3.5) satisfies the conditions H ∈
C2(Ω,R) and (H ′)−1(0) = {s1, . . . , sk}.

Fix sk0 ∈ {s1, . . . , sk} and assume that

(1) iB(sk0 ,H ′) /= 0,
(2) there exists a pair ±iβ0 of purely imaginary eigenvalues of J2NH ′′(sk0) such that

o+(β0, J2NH
′′(sk0)) − o−(β0, J2NH

′′(sk0)) − e+(β0, J2NH
′′(sk0)) + e−(β0, J2NH

′′(sk0)) ≠ 0.
(3.6)

Then (sk0 , 1

β0
) ∈ T = {s1, . . . , sk}×(0,+∞) is a global bifurcation point of nonstationary 2π-

periodic solutions of the system (3.5). Moreover, if the continuum C(sk0 , λ0) ⊂ C2π(Ω) ×(0,+∞) is compact, then

(a) C(sk0 , λ0) ∩ T is finite,

(b) ∑
(ŝ,λ̂)∈C(sk0 ,λ0)∩T

BIF(ŝ, λ̂) = Θ.

Remark 3.16. We remind that the formula (3.6) can be verified directly from the normal
form of the matrix J2NH ′′(sk0). Moreover, it results from more readable assumptions(A0)-(A4) discussed in the previous section.

Remark 3.17. The problem of studying 2π-periodic solutions of the family (3.5) has
variational nature, see Remark 2.16. Therefore one can prove the existence of a local
bifurcation of 2π-periodic solutions of the system (3.5), see Remark 2.17. To prove The-
orem 3.15 we have applied the degree for S1-equivariant gradient maps, see Remark 2.16.
The advantage of using the degree for S1-equivariant gradient maps lies in the fact that
a change of this degree along the set of stationary solutions implies the existence of a
global bifurcation of 2π-periodic solutions of the system (3.5). The choice of the degree
for S1-equivariant gradient maps seems to be the best adapted to our theory.

4. Proof of the main result

In this section we prove the main results of our article.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 3.15. Let sk0 ∈ (H ′)−1(0) satisfy assumptions (1) and (2) of
Theorem 3.15 and fix ±β0i ∈ σ(J2NH ′′(sk0)), β0 > 0 such that condition (3.6) holds. We
claim that BIF(sk0 , 1

β0
) ≠ Θ, where BIF(sk0 , 1

β0
) is defined by formula (2.6) and therefore,

our assertion follows from Theorem 2.15.
Let TN

1
(λH ′′(sk0)) be given by (2.5). Define

γ ( 1
β0

) =m− (TN
1 (( 1β0

+ µ)H ′′(sk0))) −m− (TN
1 (( 1β0

− µ)H ′′(sk0))) , (4.1)

where µ is chosen such that [ 1
β0

− µ, 1
β0

+ µ] ∩Λ(sk0) = { 1

β0

} .
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Since, by assumption, iB(sk0 ,H ′) ≠ 0, to complete the proof it is enough to show that

γ ( 1

β0
) ≠ 0. Therefore in the rest of this section we compute a change of the Morse index

of the matrix TN
1
(λH ′′(sk0)) with respect to a positive parameter λ.

Remark 4.1. Note that if Hamiltonian matrices M1 = J2NA1 and M2 = J2NA2 are sym-
plectically similar, then m−(TN

1
(λA1)) = m−(TN

1
(λA2)). Indeed, if J2NA2 = S−1J2NA1S,

then A2 = STA1S and therefore TN
1
(λA2) = STTN

1
(λA1)S, where S = [ S 0

0 S
] . Therefore

the assertion follows from the Sylvester’s law of inertia.

To shorten notation, put A = H ′′(sk0). Taking into account the above remark, from
now on without loss of generality we assume that J2NA is in the normal form.

The following fact is well-known, see for example [4] (or Corollary 11.16 of [13]).

Fact 4.2. The matrix TN
1
(λA) is degenerate iff λ = 1

β
, where ±iβ ∈ σ(J2NA).

Our aim is to study a change of the Morse index m−(TN
1
(λA)) when the parameter λ

crosses the value
1

β0

.

Lemma 4.3. Let A be such that M = J2NA is in the form (2.1) of Remark 2.5 and let

Nj and Mj, for j = 1, . . . , s be given by this remark. Put Aj = J−12Nj
Mj and T

Nj

1
(λAj) =

[ −λAj J2Nj−J2Nj
−λAj

] . Then

m− (TN
1 (( 1β0

± µ)A)) = s∑
j=1

m− (TNj

1
(( 1

β0

± µ)Aj)) . (4.2)

Proof. Set x = (x1, . . . , x2s), y = (y1, . . . , x2s) ∈ R2N = RN1 ⊕ . . .⊕RNs ⊕RN1 ⊕ . . .⊕RNs i.e.
xi, xi+s, yi, yi+s ∈ RNi for i = 1, . . . , s. Let us define Vj = {(x, y) ∈ R4N ∶ xi = 0, yi = 0 for i /=
j, j + s} , for j = 1, . . . , s.

We obtain

(1) R4N = V1 ⊕ . . .⊕Vs,

(2) for j = 1, . . . , s, Vj is an invariant subspace of TN
1
(λA) .

Therefore, there exist an orthogonal change of coordinates transforming TN
1
(λA) into the

matrix diag (TN1

1
(λA1), . . . , TNs

1
(λAs)), which ends the proof.

�

Remark 4.4. For j = 1, . . . , s define

γj ( 1
β0

) =m− (TNj

1
(( 1

β0

+ µ)Aj)) −m− (TNj

1
(( 1

β0

− µ)Aj)) ,
where µ is chosen as in formula (4.1). By Lemma 4.3 and the formula (4.1) we obtain

γ ( 1
β0

) = s∑
j=1

γj ( 1
β0

) . (4.3)
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In view of the above remark, from now on we fix j ∈ {1, . . . , s} and consider Aj given
by Lemma 4.3.

Remark 4.5. From Fact 4.2 it follows that if ±β0i ∉ σ(J2Nj
Aj), then γj ( 1

β0

) = 0. There-

fore, since Mj = J2Nj
Aj is an indecomposable Hamiltonian matrix, what is left is to com-

pute γj ( 1
β0

) for matrices Aj satisfying σ(J2Nj
Aj) = {±β0i}.

Lemma 4.6. If σ(J2Nj
Aj) = {±β0i}, β0 > 0, then

m− (TNj

1
(( 1

β0

+ µ)Aj)) = { 2Nj for µ < 0
2m−(−Aj) for µ > 0 .

Proof. Combining Fact 4.2 and the assumptions we obtain that detT
Nj

1
(( 1

β0
+ µ)Aj) = 0

iff µ = 0. Hence a change of the Morse index of T
Nj

1
(( 1

β0
+ µ)Aj) can occur only at µ = 0.

That is why for µ < 0 the Morse index m− (TNj

1
(( 1

β0
+ µ)Aj)) does not depend on the

choice of µ and its value can be obtained for example for µ = − 1

β0
. In this case we obtain

m−(TNj

1
(Θ)) = 2Nj, where Θ is the zero (2Nj × 2Nj)-matrix.

Suppose now that µ > 0 and note that

m− (TNj

1
(( 1

β0

+ µ)Aj)) = m− (( 1
β0

+ µ)−1 ⋅ TNj

1
(( 1

β0

+ µ)Aj)) =

=m− ⎛⎜⎝
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

−Aj ( 1

β0
+ µ)−1 J2Nj

−( 1

β0
+ µ)−1 J2Nj

−Aj

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
⎞⎟⎠ .

Since the Morse index does not depend on the choice of positive µ and the matrix obtained
as the limit for µ→∞ is nondegenerate, we obtain

m−
⎛⎜⎝
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

−Aj ( 1

β0
+ µ)−1 J2Nj

−( 1

β0
+ µ)−1 J2Nj

−Aj

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
⎞⎟⎠ =m

− ([ −Aj Θ

Θ −Aj
]) = 2m−(−Aj)

which completes the proof. �

As a direct consequence of the above lemma we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.7. If σ(J2Nj
Aj) = {±β0i}, β0 > 0, then

γj ( 1
β0

) = 2(m−(−Aj) −Nj).
From the above considerations it follows that to compute γ ( 1

β0
) given by (4.1), it is

enough to compute the numbers γj ( 1

β0
) defined in Remark 4.4. Moreover, taking into

account Remark 4.5 it follows that one can restrict the reasoning to the cases when{±β0i} = σ(J2Nj
Aj). Since the considered Hamiltonian matrices are indecomposable, we
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only have to study cases (C1),(C2) given in Section 2.1. Without loss of generality, in
two following lemmas we assume that sk0 = 0.
Lemma 4.8. Let ǫ ∈ {+1,−1} and Aj = J−12Nj

Mj,ǫ, where Mj,ǫ is given in the case (C1).

Then γj ( 1

β0
) = 2(−1)Nj+1

2 ǫ.

Proof. Define a family of Hamiltonians Hτ(x1, . . . , xNj
, y1, . . . , yNj

), τ ∈ [0,1], by the fol-
lowing formula

Hτ(x1, . . . , xNj
, y1, . . . , yNj

) =
= −ǫβ0

Nj−1

2∑
i=1
(−1)i+1(xixNj+1−i + yiyNj+1−i) + τ

Nj−1∑
i=1

xiyi+1 + ǫβ0

2
(−1)[Nj

2
]+1 (x2

Nj+1

2

+ y2Nj+1

2

) .
By elementary computations and reasoning by induction it is easy to verify that

(1) H1(x, y) = 1

2
⟨Aj(x, y)T , (x, y)T ⟩, where (x, y) = (x1, . . . , xNj

, y1, . . . , yNj
),

(2) detH′′τ (0) = β2Nj

0
for all τ ∈ [0,1],

(3) det(−H′′
0
(0) − λId) = (λ + ǫβ0)Nj−1 (λ − ǫβ0)Nj−1 (λ − (−1)Nj−1

2 ǫβ0)2.
By (2) −H′′τ (0) is a path of isomorphisms and that is why the Morse index m−(−H′′τ (0))

does not change along this path. Hence by (1) we obtain

m−(−Aj) = m−(−H′′1 (0)) =m−(−H′′0 (0)).
In other words we have simplified the computations of the Morse index m−(−Aj).

Taking into account (3) we obtain that

m−(−Aj) = Nj − 1 + (1 − (−1)Nj−1

2 ǫ) = Nj + (−1)N+12 ǫ.

Finally by Corollary 4.7 we obtain

γj ( 1
β0

) = 2(m−(−Aj) −Nj) = 2(−1)Nj+1

2 ǫ,

which completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.9. Let ǫ ∈ {+1,−1} and Aj = J−12Nj
Mj,ǫ, where Mj,ǫ is given in the case (C2).

Then γj ( 1

β0
) = 0.

Proof. In view of Corollary 4.7 it is enough to show that m−(−Aj) = Nj . Define a family
of Hamiltonians Hτ(x1, . . . , xNj

, y1, . . . , yNj
), τ ∈ [0,1], by the following formula

Hτ(x1, . . . , xNj
, y1, . . . , yNj

) = β0

Nj/2∑
i=1
(x2i−1y2i −x2iy2i−1)+ τ ⎛⎝

Nj−2∑
i=1

xiyi+2 + 1

2
ǫ(x2

Nj−1 + x2

Nj
)⎞⎠ .

Reasoning by induction it is easy to verify that

(1) H1(x, y) = 1

2
⟨Aj(x, y)T , (x, y)T ⟩, where (x, y) = (x1, . . . , xNj

, y1, . . . , yNj
),

(2) detH′′τ (0) = β2Nj

0
for all τ ∈ [0,1],

(3) det(−H′′
0
(0) − λId) = (λ + β0)Nj (λ − β0)Nj .
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Repeating the reasoning used in the proof of the previous lemma we obtain

γj ( 1
β0

) = 2(m−(−Aj) −Nj) = 0,
which completes the proof. �

Now we are in the position to complete the proof of Theorem 3.15. To this end we
show that assumptions of Theorem 3.15 imply that BIF(sk0 , 1

β0
) is nontrivial.

Consider η1(sk0 , 1

β0
), i.e. the first coordinate of BIF(sk0 , 1

β0
). Observe that η1(sk0, 1

β0
) =

iB(sk0 ,H ′) ⋅γ( 1

β0
). Since iB(sk0,H ′) ≠ 0, to show nontriviality of BIF(sk0 , 1

β0
) it is enough

to prove that γ( 1

β0
) ≠ 0.

From Remark 4.4 it follows that γ ( 1
β0

) = s∑
j=1

γj ( 1
β0

). Moreover, Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9

provide formulas for numbers γj ( 1

β0
) for each j ∈ {1, . . . , s}. In particular, these lemmas

allow us to split all the matrices Aj in the normal form (2.1) of A into five groups:

(1) matrices with Nj odd,
Nj+1
2

odd and ǫ = +1. In this case, by Lemma 4.8, γj ( 1

β0
) = −2,

(2) matrices with Nj odd,
Nj+1
2

odd and ǫ = −1. In this case, by Lemma 4.8, γj ( 1

β0
) = 2,

(3) matrices with Nj odd,
Nj+1
2

even and ǫ = +1. In this case, by Lemma 4.8, γj ( 1

β0
) = 2,

(4) matrices with Nj odd,
Nj+1
2

even and ǫ = −1. In this case, by Lemma 4.8, γj ( 1

β0
) = −2,

(5) matrices with Nj even. In this case, by Lemma 4.9, γj ( 1

β0
) = 0.

By the definition of numbers o±(β0, J2NH ′′(sk0)), e±(β0, J2NH ′′(sk0)), the number of
matrices in the groups (1)-(4) equals, respectively, o+(β0, J2NH ′′(sk0)), o−(β0, J2NH ′′(sk0)),
e+(β0, J2NH ′′(sk0)), e−(β0, J2NH ′′(sk0)).

Finally, we obtain

γ ( 1
β0

) = s∑
j=1

γj ( 1
β0

) =
= −2(o+(β0, J2NH

′′(sk0)) − o−(β0,J2NH
′′(sk0)) − e+(β0, J2NH

′′(sk0)) + e−(β0, J2NH
′′(sk0))).

Hence, condition (3.6) implies BIF(sk0 , 1

β0
) ≠ Θ. Therefore our assertion follows from

Theorem 2.15.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1. Without loss of generality we assume that (H ′)−1(0) ∩
Ω = {0}. Moreover, using the standard change of variables ũ(t) = u(λt) we can change
the problem of studying 2πλ-periodic solution of the system (3.1) to the study of 2π-
periodic solutions of the family (3.5). In this case it is obvious that we can restrict our
considerations to λ ∈ (0,+∞).

Note that if the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied, then also assumptions of
Theorem 3.15 are fulfilled. Therefore we obtain a closed, connected set of solutions of
system (3.5), bifurcating from (0, 1

β0
). It remains to show that this implies the existence

of the connected set of closed trajectories, emanating from the origin, and such that
condition (3.3) is satisfied. Considering the continous mapping f ∶C2π(Ω)→ R2N given by
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f(u) = u(0) and taking the sufficiently small neighbourhood U of (0, λ0), we obtain the
connected set f(C(0, 1

β0
)∩U) ⊂ R2N . This implies that the set {u([0,2π]);u ∈ C(0, 1

β0
)∩U}

is also connected. It is easy to observe, that for such a set the condition (3.3) is satisfied,
which ends the proof.

Data availability statement.
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