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Abstract

Consider the spatial restricted three-body problem, as a model for the motion
of a spacecraft relative to the Sun-Earth system. We focus on the dynamics
near the equilibrium point L1, located between the Sun and the Earth. We
show that we can transfer the spacecraft from a quasi-periodic orbit that
is nearly planar relative to the ecliptic to a quasi-periodic orbit that has
large out-of-plane amplitude, at zero energy cost. (In fact, the final orbit
has the maximum out-of-plane amplitude that can be obtained through the
particular mechanism that we consider. Moreover, the transfer can be made
through any prescribed sequence of quasi-periodic orbits in between).

Our transfer mechanism is based on selecting trajectories homoclinic to
a normally hyperbolic invariant manifold (NHIM) near L1, and then gluing
them together. We provide several explicit constructions of such transfers,
and also develop an algorithm to design trajectories that achieve the shortest
transfer time for this particular mechanism.

The change in the out-of-plane amplitude along a homoclic trajectory can
be described via the scattering map. We develop a new tool, the ‘Standard
Scattering Map’ (SSM), which is a series representation of the exact scatter-
ing map. We use the SSM to obtain a complete description of the dynamics
along homoclinic trajectories. The SSM can be used in many other situations,
from Arnold diffusion problems to transport phenomena in applications.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the spatial circular restricted three-body prob-
lem (RTBP for short), as a model for the motion of spacecraft relative to
the Sun-Earth system. We focus on the dynamics near the equilibrium point
L1 located between the Sun and the Earth. We show that we can transfer
the spacecraft, at zero energy cost, from a quasi-periodic orbit that is nearly
planar relative to the ecliptic to a quasi-periodic orbit of large out-of-plane
amplitude. That is, we can achieve a change in the out-of-plane amplitude of
the orbit of the spacecraft simply by choosing suitable initial conditions and
letting the gravitational fields of the Sun and the Earth drive the motion.
Moreover, we provide several explicit constructions of such trajectories, and
also develop an algorithm to design trajectories that achieve the shortest
transfer time. Our algorithm is flexible and can be applied to other systems
besides Sun-Earth.

For illustration, Figure 1 shows the initial and final segments (in blue
and green, respectively) of the fastest transfer trajectory between one quasi-
periodic orbit with small vertical amplitude, and another with large vertical
amplitude.

The model that we consider is a 3-degrees of freedom Hamiltonian system.
We construct trajectories that follow closely geometric structures that orga-
nize the dynamics. The main geometric object near L1 is a center manifold on
which the dynamics is nearly integrable. More precisely, in a neighborhood
of L1 the Hamiltonian can be approximated by a high-order Birkhoff normal
form, which is an integrable Hamiltonian. In terms of the normal form, the
center manifold is represented by a 4-sphere, which is foliated by a family of
2-dimensional invariant tori. The sphere can be parametrized by a system of
symplectic coordinates consisting of two action variables (Ip, Iv) and two an-
gle variables (ϕp, ϕv), with each torus corresponding to a pair of fixed values
of the two actions. The action Ip describes the horizontal amplitude (relative
to the ecliptic) of an orbit lying on a 2-dimensional torus, and Iv describes
the vertical amplitude. Restricting to an energy level close to that of L1

amounts to fixing the action variable Ip. This yields a 3-dimensional sphere
which is filled with 2-dimensional tori. Each torus is given by a fixed value of
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Figure 1: Initial segment (blue) and final segment (green) of the fastest transfer trajectory
between a quasi-periodic orbit with small vertical amplitude (small Z-oscillation), and
another with large vertical amplitude (Z-oscillation of amplitude 0.001, roughly 150000
km). The complete trajectory (not shown here) is very complicated, and goes through
many homoclinic jumps. This trajectory is computed in Section 11.2. (See also Figures 22
and 23).
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the remaining action variable Iv. A change in Iv corresponds to a change in
the out-of-plane amplitude of the orbit. Since the tori are invariant, by using
only the ‘inner flow’ restricted to the 3-dimensional sphere, the out-of-plane
amplitude of orbits remains constant. In order to change the out-of-plane
amplitude, we need to use the ‘outer dynamics’, described below.

The 3-dimensional sphere is a normally hyperbolic invariant manifold
(NHIM), and has stable and unstable manifolds which go around the Earth
and intersect transversally along trajectories homoclinic to the NHIM. By
taking repeated excursions along the homoclinic trajectories, we show that
it is possible to achieve large changes in the out-of-plane amplitude of orbits.
However, if we would pick at random which homoclinic trajectories to follow,
sometimes we will obtain a growth in the out-of-plane amplitude, and other
times we will obtain a decay. In general, one expects that the values of Iv
will follow a stochastic process, e.g., a Brownian motion with drift [1, 2].
To consistently achieve a growth in the out-of-plane amplitude, we need to
carefully select which homoclinic trajectories to follow.

The tool that allows us to systematically select suitable homoclinics at
each step is the scattering map. This is a map defined on the NHIM, which
relates the past asymptotic of a homoclinic point to its future asymptotic.
The scattering map was introduced in [3, 4, 5] in the study of Arnold diffusion.
When restricted to a suitable 2-dimensional Poincaré section, the scattering
map turns out to be symplectic [6, 7]. An additional advantage that we
exploit in our model is that we obtain two scattering maps, which give us
more options in the selection of suitable homoclinics. In general, Hamiltonian
systems similar to the one we consider here exhibit multiple homoclinics and
associated scattering maps.

In perturbative problems, the scattering map can be computed analyt-
ically via perturbation theory [6]. However, the problem that we consider
is not perturbative. For such problems, the only available methods up to
now to compute the scattering map have been numerical ones [8, 9]. Yet,
the purely numerical approach is computational intensive and offers little
insights into the geometric structures determined by the scattering map.

The highlight of this paper is that we provide an analytical approxima-
tion of the scattering map for the spatial circular RTBP. We describe the
scattering map via a generating function depending on old and new vari-
ables. Then we approximate the generating function using a Fourier-Taylor
expansion. As it turns out, the numerical computation of the scattering map
at a few points can be used to compute the coefficients of the Fourier-Taylor
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expansion, up to some suitable order, and thus to obtain an analytical for-
mula for the generating function, up to some small error. The outcome of
this approximation is referred to as the Standard Scattering Map (SSM). It
is given explicitly as a perturbation of an integrable twist map. As such, the
phase space of the scattering map is organized by KAM tori, elliptic islands,
hyperbolic periodic orbits and their stable and unstable manifolds, and res-
onant zones. See Figure 16. The rich geometric structure unveiled by the
analytical approximation of the scattering map was not available through
previous approaches. Similar computations of the generating function of the
scattering map and of its phase space were obtained purely analytically in un-
coupled pendulum-rotor systems subject to small perturbations of a special
type [10, 11]. However, as the unperturbed pendulum-rotor systems consid-
ered in these papers are uncoupled, the phase shift phenomenon [12] does
not take place, and the unperturbed scattering maps are just the identity.
In particular, they are not twist maps, which makes the dynamics different
from those considered in this paper.

The main application of the Standard Scattering Map is that it offers an
explicit method to find pseudo-orbits of the iterated function system con-
sisting of the scattering map and the inner map (induced by the inner flow
on the Poincaré section), along which the orbit out-of-plane amplitude Iv
grows consistently. The method is versatile, in the sense that one can choose
the starting and ending points of such pseudo-orbits. As mentioned earlier,
in this paper we compute two scattering maps, and we compare them in
terms of the fastest trajectory to achieve the desired change in out-of-plane
amplitude.

It is important to note that the pseudo-orbits of the scattering maps are
not equivalent to true trajectories of the system. Rather, we can approximate
a segment of a homoclinic trajectory by a concatenation of a finite orbit of
the inner dynamics, followed by an application of a scattering map, followed
by another finite orbit of the inner dynamics. We refer to the map that
assigns to the starting point of this concatenation of orbits its ending point,
as the transition map. The transition map is a map on the NHIM, and each
application of the transition map corresponds to a segment of a homoclinic
orbit to the NHIM. Since we have constructed two scattering maps, we have
two corresponding transition maps. To obtain approximate trajectories that
change the orbital out-of-plane amplitude, we consider the iterated function
system consisting of the two transition maps and the inner map, and we
search for optimal trajectories.
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Towards this goal, we leverage the classic Dijkstra algorithm for finding
shortest paths in a graph. A surprising finding is that for an optimal pseudo-
orbit of the iterated function system, rather than always selecting a transition
map that grows Iv, sometimes we must select a transition map that decreases
Iv, in order to arrive to a place where the next application of a transition map
yields a large increase in Iv. Another surprising finding is that an optimal
pseudo-orbit involves very few applications of the inner map.

Our construction described so far is based on approximating the Hamil-
tonian near L1 by a Birkhoff normal form. Since the approximation is quite
accurate, the true dynamics associated to the original Hamiltonian follow
closely the normal form dynamics. In particular, the trajectories of the true
inner dynamics stay close to invariant tori, and the scattering map for the
true dynamics is close to the scattering map derived from the normal form
approximation. This implies that there exist diffusing trajectories – that
change the orbital out-of-plane amplitude by a significant amount – for the
original Hamiltonian system.

Our results are related to the Arnold diffusion problem for Hamiltonian
systems, claiming that integrable Hamiltonian systems subjected to small
perturbations of generic type have ‘diffusing orbits’ along which the action
variable changes by an amount independent of the smallness of the perturba-
tion [13]. Arnold illustrated this phenomenon for an uncoupled pendulum-
rotor system subject to small perturbations of special type. To prove the
existence of diffusing orbits, he constructed transition chains of tori, which
are sequences of invariant tori with consecutive heteroclinic connections be-
tween consecutive tori. Arnold conjectured: “I believe that this mechanism
of instability is applicable to the general case (for example, to the problem of
three bodies)". This conjecture has witnessed significant progress in recent
years, including [14, 15, 3, 16, 17, 18, 4, 5, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26,
27, 28, 29, 30, 31]. Some of the progress has been geared towards proving
Arnold diffusion in concrete models, under explicit, verifiable conditions on
the perturbation. This direction opened up the possibility of implementing
Arnold’s mechanism of diffusion in applications, such as to Celestial Me-
chanics. Notably, some papers, including [32, 33, 34], succeeded in providing
analytical proofs of Arnold Diffusion in some models of the three- and four-
body problem. These papers rely on perturbative methods, and therefore
they need to assume that certain parameters (such as ratios of the masses of
the bodies, or ratios of the semi-major axes of the orbits) are very small, in
fact much smaller than those observed in solar systems. Another line of ar-
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guments combine analytical methods with numerical computation (including
computer assisted proofs) to show Arnold diffusion in models with realistic
parameters, see, e.g. [35, 1, 36].

Our paper follows this latter approach. To construct orbits that change
their out-of-plane amplitude over time we implement Arnold’s mechanism
of transition tori via analytical tools and numerical methods. We use the
scattering maps described above to construct heteroclinic chains of invariant
tori that lie inside the NHIM, such that the action Iv changes significantly
along these chains. Since the model that we consider is not perturbative, we
cannot say that this change is by an amount independent of some smallness
parameter, but we can argue that the change is as large as the geometric
mechanism on hand allows. Specifically, we show that the action changes
over the whole domain of the scattering map, which covers about 70% of the
region where primary homoclinics exist. (See Section 3.3).

The construction in this paper can be potentially adapted to astrody-
namics applications. Sometimes, a satellite (which typically carries little
fuel) ends up on a wrong orbit, and one tries to correct the orbit by ex-
ploiting the gravity of Earth, Sun, Moon as much as possible, and firing the
satellites’ thrusters as little as possible; see, e. g., [37]. While our methodol-
ogy to change the out-of-plane amplitude of a satellite orbit may be too slow
from a practical point of view, by combining zero-cost geometric routes with
small thrusts, one may be able to design useful trajectories. Moreover, our
methodology can be applied to build transfers involving two or more NHIMs
connected by heteroclinic orbits, e.g. the NHIM around L1 and that around
L2 [12, 38].

2. Setup

2.1. The Spatial Circular RTBP
We consider the spatial circular RTBP as a model for the motion of

a satellite under the gravitational influence of the Sun and the Earth. In
this model, two heavy bodies (referred to as primaries) move in the same
plane along circular orbits about their common center of mass, while a third,
infinitesimal body (referred to as secondary) moves in space under the grav-
itational influence of the heavy bodies, without affecting their orbits. It is
convenient to use a co-rotating frame XY Z whose origin O is set at the
center of mass of the system, such that the orbits of the primaries lie in the
XY -plane, and the out-of-plane component of the motion of the secondary
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is given by the Z-coordinate. The units are normalized so that the masses
of the primaries are µ1 and µ2, with µ1 + µ2 = 1, the distance between the
primaries is 1, the period of the motion of the primaries is 2π, and the grav-
itational constant is G = 1. Denoting the smaller mass by µ = µ2 and the
larger one by 1 − µ = µ1, the larger body is located on the X-axis to the
right of O at P1 = (µ, 0, 0), and the smaller body is located on the X-axis to
the left of O at P2 = (µ− 1, 0, 0) (see Figure 2).

In the case of the Sun-Earth system µ = 3.040423398444176× 10−6.
The motion of the secondary relative to these coordinates is given by the

autonomous system of equations:

Ẍ − 2Ẏ = ΩX ,

Ÿ + 2Ẋ = ΩY ,

Z̈ = ΩZ ,

(1)

where the effective potential Ω is given by

Ω =
1

2
(X2 + Y 2) +

1− µ

r1
+

µ

r2
,

with r1, r2 representing the distances from the secondary to the larger and
the smaller primary, respectively:

r1 = ((X − µ)2 + Y 2 + Z2)1/2,

r2 = ((X − µ+ 1)2 + Y 2 + Z2)1/2.

The phase space is 6-dimensional.
The system has an integral of motion (referred to as the Jacobi integral)

given by:
C = 2Ω− (Ẋ2 + Ẏ 2 + Ż2).

Equivalently, the equations (1) can be described as a 3-degree-of-freedom,
autonomous Hamiltonian system given by the Hamiltonian function:

H =
1

2
(P 2

X + P 2
Y + P 2

Z) + Y PX −XPY −
1− µ

r1
− µ

r2
, (2)

where X, Y , Z are the generalized coordinates, PX = Ẋ − Y , PY = Ẏ +X,
PZ = Ż are the generalized momenta, and the symplectic form is:

dPX ∧ dX + dPY ∧ dY + dPZ ∧ dZ.
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Figure 2: Schematic location of the Sun (in yellow), the Earth (in blue), and the equilib-
rium point L1.

The Hamiltonian function and the Jacobi integral are equivalent integrals
of motion, since

H = −C

2
.

As the Hamiltonian (and, equivalently, the Jacobi integral) is preserved
along the solutions of the system, each trajectory lies on a 5-dimensional
energy manifold Mh corresponding to some energy level h, that is,

Mh = {H(X, Y, Z, PX , PY , PZ) = h},

or, equivalently, on the level surface of the Jacobi integral

Mh = {C(X, Y, Z, Ẋ, Ẏ , Ż) = c = −2h}.

The system has 5 equilibrium points, denoted L1, . . . , L5. Here we adopt
the convention that L1 is located between the primaries (see Figure 2). The
equilibria L1, L2, L3 are of Saddle × Center × Center – linear stability type,
and the equilibria L4, L5 are of Center × Center × Center – linear stability
type (provided that µ is less than Routh’s critical value µcr, which is always
the case for the planets in our solar system).

A general reference for the RTBP is [39].

2.2. Local Dynamics around L1

For the purpose of this paper, we focus on the dynamics near the equi-
librium point L1 (a similar analysis can be performed near L2 and L3). The
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quadratic part H2 of the Hamiltonian H given in (2), can be written, via a
symplectic coordinate change

(PX , PY , PZ , X, Y, Z) 7→ (y1, y2, y3, x1, x2, x3),

as
H2 = νhx1y1 +

νp
2
(x2

2 + y22) +
νv
2
(x2

3 + y23),

where
±νh,±iνp,±iνv, with νh, νp, νv real and positive,

are the eigenvalues of the linearized system near L1.
The coordinates x1, y1 represent the hyperbolic directions of motion, while

x2, y2, x3, y3 represent the center directions. The quantities νh,−νh represent
the exponential expansion and contraction rates in the hyperbolic directions,
while νp, νv represent the frequencies of the planar and vertical components
of the motion, respectively. By the Center Manifold Theorem (see e.g., [40]),
there exists a 4-dimensional invariant center manifold that is tangent at L1

to the generalized eigenspace corresponding to ±iνp,±iνv.
The Hamiltonian H can be expanded about L1, via a symplectic coordi-

nate change

(y1, y2, y3, x1, x2, x3) 7→ (Jh, Jp, Jv, ϕh, ϕp, ϕv),

as a Birkhoff normal form

H(N) = H2 + Z(N) +R(N),

where H2 now denotes the quadratic part of H expressed in terms of the new
variables, Z(N) is a polynomial of degree N that Poisson-commutes with H2,
and the remainder R(N) is small in a neighborhood of L1 (more precisely, of
the order of the (N+1)-th power of the distance to L1). We refer to Jh, Jp, Jv
as the action variables, and to ϕh, ϕp, ϕv as the angle variables. The above
power series expansion is not convergent in general, but only asymptotically
convergent.

The truncated normal form depends only on the three actions Jh, Jp, Jv,

H(N)
trunc = H2 + Z(N) = νhJh + νpJp + νvJv + Z(N)(Jh, Jp, Jv),

which are integrals of motion for H(N)
trunc.
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The variables (Jh, ϕh) correspond to the hyperbolic component of the
dynamics. In fact, Jh = x1y1, where x1, y1 are the unstable and stable
coordinate, respectively. The center manifold around L1 corresponds to Jh =
0. The pair (Jp, ϕp) corresponds to the planar component of the motion (thus
the subscript p), while (Jv, ϕv) corresponds to the vertical component (thus
the subscript v).

A useful reference for the derivation of such a normal form is [41]. In [9],
we performed the computation of this normal form for the spatial circular
RTBP up to order N = 16. We will use this computation in this paper.

The truncated Birkhoff normal form H(N)
trunc represents an approximation

of the original Hamiltonian H, and therefore the invariant objects for H(N)
trunc

give approximations of the corresponding invariant objects of H (throughout
the paper, we will provide error bounds on the approximations of specific
objects). In particular, we consider the center manifold W c(L1) for the trun-
cated Birkhoff normal H(N)

trunc. This center manifold is completely foliated by
2-dimensional tori which can be parameterized using two action-angle pairs:

W c(L1) =
{
(Jp, Jv, ϕp, ϕv)

}
. (3)

By comparison, the center manifold of L1 corresponding to the full Hamil-
tonian H contains a large family of 2-dimensional KAM invariant tori, with
the gaps between tori of exponentially small size with respect to the actions
Jp, Jv (see [42] for quantitative estimates). Therefore, the trajectories in the
central manifold for H closely follow those for the truncated normal form
approximation (3), for the times considered in this paper.

The order N = 16 of the truncated normal ensures that the error between
the true dynamics in the NHIM and the dynamics of the Birkhoff Normal
Form is within machine precision. See Remark 4.

From now on, we only use the truncated Birkhoff normal formH(N)
trunc as an

approximation of the dynamics near L1. That is, when we refer to W c(L1), or
to a normally hyperbolic invariant manifold (obtained by intersecting W c(L1)

to an energy level), we consider those manifolds as derived from H(N)
trunc. Sim-

ilarly, the stable and unstable manifolds of a normally hyperbolic invariant
manifold, or of its invariant tori, are computed by integrating the equations
of motion with initial conditions given by H(N)

trunc.
We fix the energy by fixing the Jacobi constant C. The energy condition

{C = c} yields Jp as an implicit function of Jv, ϕp, ϕv, c. It is known that
the restriction of the center manifold Wc(L1) to the energy level {C = c} is
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a 3-dimensional normally hyperbolic invariant manifold (NHIM):

Λc = Wc(L1) ∩ {C = c} .

The NHIM can be parametrized by

Λc =
{
(Jv, ϕp, ϕv)

}
.

For each fixed value of the vertical action Jv = J̄ = const., there is a unique
invariant torus for the normal form

TJ̄ =
{
(Jv, ϕp, ϕv) ∈ Λc | Jv = J̄

}
.

Each of these objects W c(L1), Λc, TJ̄ , have associated stable and unstable
(or asymptotic) invariant manifolds of one more dimension than the object
itself. The truncated normal form provides a very accurate approximation
to the local asymptotic manifolds in a neighborhood of L1.

Let Υs = Υu = (0, v) be a small interval in the stable (respectively unsta-
ble) coordinates x1, y1. (In practice, we take v = 10−3). The 4-dimensional
local stable and unstable manifolds of Λc are given by

W s
loc(Λc) = Λc ⊕Υs, W u

loc(Λc) = Λc ⊕Υu.

2.3. Scattering Map
One of the main tools that we use in this paper is the scattering map.

This is an effective tool to quantify the effect of homoclinic excursions to a
NHIM. It can be computed either perturbatively or numerically.

We recall the definition of the scattering map following [6]. We consider a
general setting of flow on a manifold M , and assume that there is a normally
hyperbolic invariant manifold Λ for the flow. We will assume that the flow
as well as the geometric objects referred to below are differentiable enough,
without formulating specific assumptions on regularity. (In the case of the
spatial circular RTBP the flow is real analytic, and the geometric objects of
interest are at least C1-differentiable, but not necessarily analytic.)

As a consequence of normal hyperbolicity, the stable manifold W s(Λ) and
the unstable manifold W u(Λ) are foliated by stable and unstable manifolds
of points W s(y), W u(y), respectively, for y ∈ Λ. This implies that for each
x ∈ W u(Λ) there exists a unique x− ∈ Λ such that x ∈ W u(x−), and for
each x ∈ W s(Λ) there exists a unique x+ ∈ Λ such that x ∈ W s(x+). These
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correspondences are described via the wave maps Ω+ : W s(Λ)→ Λ given by
Ω+(x) = x+, and Ω− : W u(Λ)→ Λ given by Ω−(x) = x−, respectively.

Assume that W s(Λ) and W u(Λ) intersect transversally along a homoclinic
manifold Γ, that is, for each x ∈ Γ ⊆ W u(Λ) ∩W s(Λ), we have

TxM = TxW
u(Λ) + TxW

s(Λ),

TxΓ = TxW
u(Λ) ∩ TxW

s(Λ).

Further, assume that the intersection of the manifolds satisfy a strong
transversality condition, that for each x ∈ Γ we have

TxW
s(Λ) = TxW

s(x+)⊕ Tx(Γ),

TxW
u(Λ) = TxW

u(x−)⊕ Tx(Γ).

Then, the restrictions ΩΓ
+, ΩΓ

− of Ω+, Ω−, respectively, to Γ are local dif-
feomorphisms. We can always choose Γ so that ΩΓ

+, ΩΓ
− are diffeomorphisms

onto their images. A homoclinic manifold Γ for which the corresponding
restrictions of the wave maps to Γ are diffeomorphisms is referred to as a
homoclinic channel.

Definition 2.1. Given a homoclinic channel Γ, the scattering map associated
to Γ is the diffeomorphism

SΓ = ΩΓ
+ ◦ (ΩΓ

−)
−1

from the Dom(SΓ) := ΩΓ
−(Γ) ⊆ Λ to the Im(SΓ) := ΩΓ

+(Γ) ⊆ Λ.

That is, if x ∈ Γ is a homoclinic point and ΩΓ
±(x) = x±, then SΓ(x−) =

x+. In general, the domain and range of the scattering map are proper
subsets of Λ. There are examples where the local domain of the scattering
map cannot be extended to a global one, that is, on the whole Λ, as moving
along a loop in Λ leads to lack of monodromy (see [3]).

The scattering map depends on the choice of the homoclinic channel
Γ. When we flow the homoclinic channel Γ to Φt(Γ), the corresponding
scattering maps are conjugate by the flow (see [6, Section 2.3]):

Sϕt(Γ) = ϕt ◦ SΓ ◦ ϕ−t. (4)

Of course, when Γ and Φt(Γ) overlap, for x ∈ Γ∩Φt(Γ), we have Sϕt(Γ)(x−) =
SΓ(x−). This means that SΓ can be continued to Sϕt(Γ) for some interval of
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times t, for as long as the corresponding homoclinic channels are well defined
and can be continued into one another. We will regard the result of such
continuation to the maximal domain as a single scattering map.

When the choice of the homoclinic channel Γ is evident from the context,
we drop the superscript from the notation SΓ.

In the case of a discrete-time dynamical system, the scattering map can
be defined in a similar fashion.

A remarkable property of the scattering map is that it is exact symplectic,
provided that the manifold and the flow are exact symplectic. We refer to
[6] for details.

As we shall see in Section 3.3, in our model we can construct two scat-
tering maps that are defined on a whole annulus inside the NHIM. In this
sense, the scattering maps are globally defined on the annulus. Each of this
scattering maps is obtained by a continuation of a locally defined scattering
map to a maximal domain. In our model, the scattering map extended to its
maximal domain satisfies the monodromy condition, as moving around on a
non-trivial loop inside the annulus does not yield a multi-valued map.

2.4. Reduction of the Scattering Map to a Poincaré Section
In our previous paper [9], we showed that, in the case of the spatial cir-

cular RTBP, the unstable and stable manifolds of Λc intersect, giving rise to
homoclinic orbits to Λc. We can select a homoclinic channel Γc and consider
the corresponding scattering map

S : Dom(S) ⊆ Λc → Im(S) ⊆ Λc.

As described in Section 2.3, the scattering map assigns to a point x− ∈ Λc

another point x+ ∈ Λc whenever there is a homoclinic point x ∈ Γc such that
the orbit of x tends to the orbit of x− in the past and to the orbit of x+ in
the future.

To reduce the dimensionality of the scattering map, we consider the
Poincaré section Σ = {ϕp = 0}, with associated first return map F : Σ→ Σ.
Let ΛΣ

c denote the intersection of the NHIM with the Poincaré section:

ΛΣ
c = Λc ∩ Σ.

The manifold ΛΣ
c is diffeomorphic to the 2-dimensional sphere, and can be

parametrized by

ΛΣ
c = {(J := Jv, ϕ := ϕv) : J ∈ [0, Jmax], ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)},
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where Jmax is given by the energy condition {C = c} and Jp = 0.

Remark 1. In this paper we focus on the action-angle pair (Jv, ϕv). For ease
of notation, we will simply write (J, ϕ) for (Jv, ϕv).

We have shown in [9, Section 3.2] that ΛΣ
c is a normally hyperbolic

invariant manifold for F , which we call the reduced NHIM. Accordingly, the
full scattering map induces a reduced scattering map σ,

σ : Dom(σ) ⊆ ΛΣ
c → Im(ΛΣ

c ) ⊆ ΛΣ
c .

For each fixed value of J = J̄ = const., there is a unique invariant curve
for the normal form

TΣ
J̄ =

{
(J, ϕ) ∈ Λc | J = J̄

}
.

One can derive the reduced scattering map σ from the full scattering
map S as follows. Let x± be two points related by the scattering map:
x+ = S(x−). Then we flow x− backwards to the Poincaré section Σ, obtaining
a new point (J−, ϕ−) ∈ ΛΣ

c . Similarly, we flow x+ forwards to Σ, obtaining
(J+, ϕ+) ∈ ΛΣ

c . The reduced scattering map σ takes (J−, ϕ−) to (J+, ϕ+).
Just like S, the reduced scattering map σ is also exact symplectic, since

it inherits the exact symplectic property from F . (See [6]).

Remark 2. A scattering map is not unique: it depends on the chosen ho-
moclinic channel. In this paper, we will show that there exist two different
channels, and thus two scattering maps defined on a common domain A
inside the NHIM ΛΣ

c . The domain will be made explicit in Equation (7).

Remark 3. When it is clear from the context, we will abbreviate ‘reduced
scattering map’ to just ‘scattering map’.

2.5. Transition map
From the definition of the scattering map associated to Φt, it follows that,

if x ∈ Γc is a homoclinic point and

S(x−) = x+, where x± ∈ Λc

then

d(Φ−t−(x),Φ−t−(x−))→ 0, as t− →∞,

d(Φt+(x),Φt+(x+))→ 0, as t+ →∞.
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For a given δ > 0, we can choose T−, T+ as the smallest positive reals t−,
t+, respectively, for which

d(Φ−t−(x),Φ−t−(x−)) < δ, d(Φt+(x),Φt+(x+)) < δ. (5)

Thus, the homoclinic orbit segment from Φ−T−(x) to ΦT+(x) is an approxi-
mation of the pseudo-orbit ΦT+ ◦S◦ΦT−(x−). The former is an orbit segment
in the manifold Mh, while the latter is given by an orbit segment of the inner
dynamics ΦT−

|Λc
, followed by one application of the scattering map S, followed

by another orbit segment of the inner dynamics Φ
T+

|Λc
.

This correspondence represents the so called transition map (see [6])).
This is a map τ = τT−,T+ defined on a suitable domain in Λc given by

τ = ΦT+ ◦ S ◦ ΦT− .

The transition map depends on the choice of the times T−, T+.
In the case of the reduced scattering map – corresponding to the dynamics

of the first-return map F to the section Σ – the transition map can be defined
in a similar fashion. Let x̂ ∈ ΓΣ

c = Γc ∩ Σ be a homoclinic point and

σ(x̂−) = x̂+, where x̂± ∈ ΛΣ
c .

In terms of the notation and the coordinates from Section 2.4, we have x̂− =
(J−, ϕ−) and x̂+ = (J+, ϕ+). For a given δ > 0, let K−, K+ be the smallest
positive integers k−, k+, respectively, such that

d(F−k−(x̂),F−k−(x̂−)) < δ, d(Fk+(x̂),Fk+(x̂+)) < δ. (6)

Then the transition map is given by

τ = τK−,K+ = FK+ ◦ σ ◦ FK− .

Since the dynamics along the hyperbolic manifolds W u,s(ΛΣ
c ) is much

faster then the inner dynamics F|ΛΣ
c
, it is possible that for some suitable δ,

in order to satisfy condition (6) one can choose K− = K+ = 1. In this case,
the transition map is given by

τ = τ1,1 = F ◦ σ ◦ F .

Indeed, the transition map used in this paper will be of this type.
In either the flow case or the first return map case, since both the scat-

tering map and the inner dynamics are exact symplectic, it follows that the
transition map is also exact symplectic (see [6]).

16



3. Numerical Scattering Map on a Grid for C = 3.00088

Using the methodology presented in our previous paper [9], we compute
an accurate numerical approximation to the NHIM Λc and its stable/unstable
manifolds. In this section, we show that the asymptotic manifolds intersect
transversally along two homoclinic channels, giving rise to two different scat-
tering maps. We compute the scattering maps numerically at a grid of points;
they are shown in Figure 9.

For the purpose of this paper we will use the energy value C = c :=
3.00088. This value is chosen after the appearance of the equilibrium point
L1 (c1 := 3.00090), but before the appearance of halo orbits (chalo := 3.00082).
The choice of energy is motivated by two reasons.

Firstly, c is close enough to c1 so that the dynamics around L1 is almost
integrable. Thus, the (integrable) Birkhoff normal form H

(N)
trunc provides a

good approximation to the local dynamics. (Remark 4 quantifies the normal
form error).

Secondly, c is close enough to c1 so that we are in the setting of a priori
chaotic Arnold diffusion (see, e.g., [29]). Assume that for the exact RTBP
(not the truncated normal form) there exists a NHIM that is close to Λc, and
is almost filled with invariant tori. (This was proven for the planar RTBP
in [43]). Then the tori do not separate the phase space, so there may exist
trajectories that escape a given neighborhood of L1. Proving the existence
of such orbits is a classical problem that has attracted lots of attention.

In this paper, we provide new tools to study the problem of Arnold dif-
fusion. We hope that this will lead to the explicit construction of diffusion
orbits, as well as explicit bounds on their diffusion time.

Fixing the energy value c = 3.00088, the NHIM Λc consists of a continuous
family of 2-dimensional invariant tori around L1, which we parametrize by
the vertical action J . The vertical action increases along the family from
J = 0 to J = Jmax := 0.052. Correspondingly, the planar action Jp decreases
from 0.05029 to 0.

Figure 3 shows some tori in the NHIM Λc.

• J = 0 (i.e. Jp = 0.05029) corresponds to the unique planar Lyapunov
orbit in this energy level.

• J = 0.052 (i.e. Jp = 0) corresponds to the unique vertical Lyapunov
orbit in this energy level.
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Figure 3: The NHIM Λc consists of a continuous family of invariant tori around L1. The
endpoints of the family are the planar and vertical Lyapunov orbits (shown in red and
black, respectively). In between, there are 2-d tori of increasing vertical amplitude J . (For
clarity, only two of them are shown). The transfer trajectory shown in Figure 1 starts at
an initial condition very close to the blue torus I = 1 and ends very close to the green
torus I = 7.
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• Every intermediate action J ∈ (0, 0.052) corresponds to a 2-dimensional
torus located between the planar and the vertical Lyapunov orbits.

As seen in Figure 3, the NHIM Λc spans a spherical region of radius 0.002
Astronomical Units (AU), or roughly 300000 km around the equilibrium point
L1.

Remark 4. The accuracy of the Birkhoff Normal Form (BNF) expansion has
been tested against numerical integration of the RTBP equations, following
the same procedure as in [40]. Compute an initial condition on Λc by evalu-
ating the BNF up to order N = 16. This initial condition is integrated for π
units of adimensional time using two different methods:

1. Using the BNF. No numerical integration is needed. As the Hamilto-
nian is integrable, and we have it integrated, we simply tabulate the
solution at time π.

2. Integrate the RTBP equations using a Runge-Kutta-Feldberg numerical
integrator of order 7-8, with local error at each step within 10−14.

Then compare the two final conditions.
This test has been performed for several initial conditions on Λc. In all

cases, the difference in the Euclidean norm for the final condition is less
than 10−12 adimensional RTBP units. Thus the initial condition was very
accurate, in the sense that it is very close to one of the tori computed by the
BNF.

In fact, it is known that, due to the hyperbolicity of orbits around the
collinear point, errors increase by a factor close to 1500 after π units of
time. Therefore the error in the initial condition is less than 10−12/1500
adimensional units, close to machine precision.

3.1. Homoclinic Orbits
In [9], Section 4.3, we explained in detail how to compute the intersection

of the stable and unstable manifolds W s(Λc)∩W u(Λc) restricted to a suitable
surface of section S .

Using this procedure, we find that the asymptotic manifolds do indeed
intersect transversally, giving rise to families of homoclinic orbits from Λc to
itself. These homoclinics will later be encoded in two scattering maps.

Roughly speaking, the numerical procedure to compute each homoclinic
consists of finding two initial conditions y−, y+ on the local unstable resp.
stable manifolds, and a point x ∈ S such that: (1) Φt(y−) = x; and (2)
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Φ−s(y+) = x. Then x is a homoclinic point, generating a homoclinic orbit
segment from y− to y+.

We would like to emphasize some aspects of this computation:

• The initial conditions y−, y+ are taken at a distance v = 10−3 of the
NHIM along the unstable/stable coordinates. This guarantees that
they are inside the domain where the normal form is accurate.

• At the same time, these initial conditions are sufficiently far from the
NHIM so that the homoclinic orbit segment does not wind around L1

more than once.

• All homoclinics take 5.936738 ≤ t+s ≤ 6.000688 time units to go from
y− to y+. We will refer to t + s as the ‘flight time’ of the homoclinic.
The shortest and longest flight times correspond to the two homoclinics
of the Lyapunov orbit. See Figure 4.

Remark 5. The section S corresponds to crossing the XZ-plane (with pos-
itive Y velocity) in co-rotating SCRTBP coordinates. The choice of the
section is somewhat arbitrary; it is only related to the numerical computa-
tion. We consider only the first intersection of the stable and unstable
manifolds with S . The ‘primary’ homoclinic connections generated in this
way travel around the Earth once. There exist subsequent (second, third,
etc.) intersections with S , but they are not as interesting for applications,
since these homoclinic connections are longer (they travel around the Earth
twice, thrice, etc.). For more details, see [9, Section 4.3].

Following the decomposition of Λc into invariant tori, we first study ho-
moclinic orbits from each TJ to itself. Later we will study homoclinic orbits
from TJ to all nearby tori.

• When J = 0, the invariant manifolds W u(T0) and W s(T0) have two
transverse intersections in the section S . That is, the planar Lyapunov
orbit T0 has two homoclinic connections with itself. See Figure 4.

• For every fixed J ∈ (0, 0.01), the invariant manifolds W u(TJ) and
W s(TJ) have eight transverse intersections. That is, every torus TJ

in this domain has eight homoclinic connections with itself.
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Figure 4: Planar Lyapunov orbit (solid line), and its two ‘primary’ homoclinics (dashed).
Both homoclinics travel around the Earth once (located at X = −1 + µ).

• In contrast, for action values J above 0.01, the invariant manifolds
W u(TJ) and W s(TJ) cease to intersect (at their first intersection with
the section S ).

Remark 6. The planar Lyapunov orbit has two ‘primary’ homoclinics that
travel around the Earth (see Figure 4). However, one of them makes a longer
excursion than the other: the green homoclinic has flight time 5.936738,
while the blue one has flight time 6.000688.
Remark 7. Each of the two intersections in W u(T0)∩W s(T0) gives rise to four
intersections when we increase the dimension of the manifolds W u(TJ),W

s(TJ)
by one. This is expected by Morse theory [44].

Every transverse intersection

x ∈ W u(TJ) ∩W s(TJ)

implies that there exists a pair of points x−, x+ ∈ TJ such that W u(x−)
intersects W s(x+) at the homoclinic point x. Since this is an open condition,
we can define a local scattering map on some open set containing x− by
x− 7→ S(x−) := x+.
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Figure 5: Action of the scattering map S1 on the torus TJ with J = 0.001. S1 maps the
purple set to the green set. When the ‘source’ and ‘destination’ tori TJ have the same
action (J = 0.001 in this picture, corresponding to the translucent plane), S1 maps the
four points xi

− ∈ TJ to xi
+ ∈ TJ . Fixing the source torus TJ and varying the destination

torus TJ′ to action levels J ′ near J , the scattering map S1 is continued to the purple and
green sets.

In fact, we find that these local scattering maps can be continued to form
two global scattering maps, which we will denote S1 and S2. They determine
the reduced scattering maps, σ1 and σ2 (see Section 2.4).

3.2. Extending the Scattering Map
Let us explain how S1 is numerically constructed. (S2 is constructed

analogously). The general idea is to compute S1 on several tori TJ (for
example J = 0.001, 0.002, . . . , 0.007). Given that the NHIM Λc is the union
of all tori, this provides a coarse representation of S1 on a whole annulus A
inside Λc (see Equation (7)).

To compute S1 on a given torus TJ , fix an action J ∈ (0, 0.007]. As
explained above, W u(TJ) has eight transverse intersections with W s(TJ) in
the surface of section S . Four of them, which we will denote xi for i =
1, 2, 3, 4, give rise to four pairs of points associated by the local scattering
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Figure 6: Action of scattering maps S1 and S2 on the torus TJ with J = 0.001. S1 maps
the purple set to the green set, while S2 maps blue to orange.

maps:
xi
+ = S(xi

−) for i = 1, . . . , 4.

Figure 5 shows these four pairs of points: xi
− in the domain are plotted in

purple, while xi
+ in the codomain are plotted in green.

Keeping the action of the source torus fixed to J , vary the action of the
destination torus to a new value J ′ close to J , and recompute the intersec-
tion W u(TJ) ∩W s(TJ ′), giving rise to four new homoclinic points and four
corresponding pairs of points associated by S1. Continue this procedure until
the manifolds W u(TJ) and W s(TJ ′) cease to intersect, effectively extending
the domain of the scattering map S1 from four points to the purple set in
Figure 5, and the codomain to the green set.

The continuation procedure is actually performed in two directions: First
increase J ′ from J , producing the portion of the green set located above the
translucent plane, until the manifolds cease to intersect (J ′ ≈ 0.00125 in the
Figure). Then decrease J ′ from J , producing the portion below the plane,
until the manifolds cease to intersect (J ′ ≈ 0.0008 in the Figure).

Remark 8. Starting with the other four homoclinic points, xi for i = 5, 6, 7, 8,
and applying the same procedure, gives rise to a different scattering map S2.

23



0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2 0
1

2
3

4
5

6
7

0
0.001
0.002
0.003
0.004
0.005
0.006
0.007

ϕp

ϕv

Jv

Figure 7: S1 acting on several action levels: J = 0.001, 0.002, . . . , 0.007.

See Figure 6. S1 and S2 are fundamentally different, they are not conjugated
by the flow (see (4)).

Finally, we repeat this procedure for several tori (J = 0.001, 0.002, . . . , 0.007).
See Figure 7.

Remark 9. As J → 0, the torus TJ degenerates into the horizontal Lyapunov
periodic orbit T0. The four homoclinic points xi converge to a single homo-
clinic point x for T0. Similarly, the four pairs xi

−, x
i
+ converge to a single pair

x−, x+ of points associated by S1. Figure 7 shows x−, x+ as straight lines (all
angles ϕv ∈ [0, 2π) are identified for J = 0).

Notice that one could extend S1 from the purple set to the whole NHIM Λc

using the conjugacy property of the scattering map by the flow (4). However,
we will use the reduced scattering map σ1 instead. Recall from Section 2.4
that the reduced scattering map can be obtained from the full scattering
map simply by flowing the points x−/x+ backwards/forwards to the Poincaré
section Σ = {ϕp = 0}.

Flowing the purple set backwards to Σ, we obtain a mesh
{
(J, ϕ)

}
dis-

cretizing the reduced NHIM ΛΣ
c . Flowing the green set forwards to Σ, we

obtain the image set
{
(J ′, ϕ′)

}
under σ1, also on ΛΣ

c . This way, we have
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Figure 8: Action of scattering maps S1 and S2 on the action level J = 0.009. S1 and S2

have “merged”, and they can not be extended to the whole torus.

extended the local scattering maps onto a global (reduced) scattering map
σ1 on ΛΣ

c .
Figure 9 (top panel) shows the image set of the global scattering map σ1.

For example, the green set in Figure 5 (J = 0.001) corresponds to the lowest
curve in Figure 9 after flowing it forwards.

3.3. Domain of the Global Scattering Map
As discussed above, the global scattering maps σ1, σ2 are well defined on

an annulus A inside ΛΣ
c given by

A = {(J, ϕ) : J ∈ (0, 0.007] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)}. (7)

For 0.007 < J < 0.01, we find that the scattering maps can not be defined
on the whole torus TJ . For illustration, Figure 8 shows the continuation of
all eight local scattering maps when J = 0.009. Notice that the purple
and blue sets (which belong to the domain of S1 and S2 respectively) have
become connected, and they form two contractible circles. Moreover, the
purple and blue sets do not cover all angles ϕv ∈ [0, 2π) as before. Thus
one can not extend Si to the whole torus TJ by the flow using the conjugacy

25



property (4). Equivalently, the reduced scattering map σi is not defined on
the whole invariant curve TΣ

J .
For the purpose of this paper, we will restrict the domain of the global

scattering maps σ1, σ2 to the annulus A.
Remark 10. The domain A is quite large, in the sense that it contains most
actions J ∈ [0, 0.01] for which there exist ‘primary’ homoclinics.

4. Series Representation of the Scattering Map

The goal of this section is to introduce a series representation of the
(global, reduced) scattering maps σ1 and σ2. This finite series expansion
consists in Equations (9)-(11) and (15) below. It is a more efficient represen-
tation than the numerical scattering map computed in the previous section,
since it is limited to a small number of terms. Moreover, it allows us to
evaluate σ at any point of its domain.

As it turns out, J and ϕ have different scales: J is of order 10−3, while
ϕ is order 1. In order to improve numerical conditioning, it is convenient to
scale the J coordinate as follows:

I = 1000J. (8)

From now on, we will work with the scaled coordinate I instead of J .
The most classical way to represent a symplectic map (I, ϕ) → (I ′, ϕ′)

is by a generating function depending on old and new variables. In [12],
the scattering map on Lyapunov periodic orbits was shown to be a phase
shift (I, ϕ) → (I, ϕ + ∆(I)). Thus, in our setting it is natural to look for a
generating function of the form

L(I, ϕ′) = Iϕ′ + Ω(I) + L̃(I, ϕ′),

which will at least be valid for small values of I. The generating function
L(I, ϕ′) is split into its average term (with respect to ϕ′) Ω(I) and its oscil-
latory term L̃(I, ϕ′), satisfying

∫ 2π

0
L̃(I, ϕ′)dϕ′ = 0.

Hence, the equations for the scattering map (I ′, ϕ′) = σ(I, ϕ) are given
implicitly by

ϕ =
∂L
∂I

(I, ϕ′) = ϕ′ + ω(I) +
∂L̃
∂I

(I, ϕ′) (9a)

I ′ =
∂L
∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ

′) = I +
∂L̃
∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ

′), (9b)
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where ω(I) = Ω′(I).
We will approximate both L̃(I, ϕ′) and ω(I) in Equation (9) using fi-

nite series expansions. Firstly, we approximate the function L̃(I, ϕ′) using a
Fourier-Taylor expansion

L̃(I, ϕ′) = −
N∑

n=1

Bn(I)

n
cosnϕ′ +

N∑
n=1

An(I)

n
sinnϕ′, (10)

where

An(I) =
L∑
l=0

a
(n)
l I l and Bn(I) =

L∑
l=0

b
(n)
l I l. (11)

The goal is to find the coefficients a(n)l and b
(n)
l . In Section 3, we obtained

numerically the scattering map σ on a grid of equispaced (I, ϕ) points. See
Figure 9. It is a simple matter to fit the coefficients to this data, as explained
in Section 4.1.

Remark 11. The spatial RTBP is invariant with respect to the transfor-
mation (Z, Ż) → (−Z,−Ż). Thus, every trajectory passing through the
point (X, Y, Z) has a symmetric trajectory with respect to the XY plane,
which passes through the point (X, Y,−Z). In particular, every heteroclinic
trajectory from torus I to torus I ′ has a symmetric heteroclinic trajectory
from torus I to I ′. In normal form coordinates, the symmetry Z → −Z
corresponds to ϕv → ϕv + π. This translates to the following fact for
the scattering map of the flow. Suppose that S(Jv, ϕp, ϕv) = (J ′

v, ϕ
′
p, ϕ

′
v).

Then we have S(Jv, ϕp, ϕv + π) = (J ′
v, ϕ

′
p, ϕ

′
v + π). Equivalently for the

reduced scattering map: Suppose that σ(I, ϕv) = (I ′, ϕ′
v). Then we have

σ(I, ϕv + π) = (I ′, ϕ′
v + π). This implies that the image under the scatter-

ing map of any torus is a π-periodic curve (see Figure 9). Indeed, we have
checked that the curves in Figure 9 are π-periodic up to a tolerance of 10−6.
From this point on, we will plot all figures involving ϕv in the domain
[0, π) only.

4.1. Fourier-Taylor Approximation of the Generating Function
Let I be fixed, and consider equation (9b):

I ′ = I +
∂L̃
∂ϕ′ ,
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Figure 9: Image under the scattering map of several tori (I = 1, 2, . . . , 7). Above: action
of σ1, below: action of σ2. A torus {(I, ϕ) : I = const, ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)} and its image are
plotted using the same color. Notice that the curves are π-periodic.
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Figure 10: Decay of Fourier coefficients (log-log plot) for the scattering map σ1 (above)
and σ2 (below).

where
∂L̃
∂ϕ′ =

N∑
n=1

An cosnϕ
′ +

N∑
n=1

Bn sinnϕ
′. (12)

Given a set of (I ′, ϕ′) values on a grid (data points composing one curve
in Figure 9), we use the discrete Fourier transform to obtain the Fourier
coefficients An, Bn.
Remark 12. Since we have 128 (I ′, ϕ′) data points for each torus, the maxi-
mum possible degree of the Fourier expansion (10) is N = 64.

Next, let I vary to obtain the Fourier coefficients An(I), Bn(I) for each
torus I = 1, 2, . . . , 7. Figure 10 shows the decay of these Fourier coefficients
for each torus.
Remark 13. We know from Remark 11 that the scattering map is π-periodic.
Thus, for each torus I = const, its image is a π-periodic curve I ′ = γ(ϕ′),
and the odd Fourier coefficients should all be zero: A2k+1(I) = B2k+1(I) = 0
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for k = 0, 1, 2, . . . . Of course, in Figure 10 they are not exactly zero because
the numerical data is not exactly π-periodic. From now on, all odd Fourier
coefficients are set to zero, to obtain a model that satisfies the theoretical
π-periodicity of the scattering map.

Let now the index n of the Fourier coefficient be fixed, and consider
the Taylor (polynomial) approximation of An(I) and Bn(I) given in equa-
tion (11). Alternatively, given a set of L+1 data points (I0, An(I0)), . . . , (IL, An(IL)),
we will express the polynomials (11) in Newton’s form

An(I) =
L∑
l=0

ã
(n)
l Nl(I) and Bn(I) =

L∑
l=0

b̃
(n)
l Nl(I), (13)

where ã(n)l , b̃
(n)
l are the divided differences, and Nl(I) are Newton’s basis poly-

nomials

N0(I) = 1, Nl(I) :=
l−1∏
i=0

(I − Ii) for l = 1, . . . , L.

Given the values An(I) at I = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 7 obtained in the previous step
(resp. Bn(I)), we use polynomial interpolation (Newton’s ‘divided differ-
ences’ algorithm) to obtain the coefficients ã

(n)
l (resp. b̃

(n)
l ). The divided

differences of the first eight Fourier coefficients are listed in Table 1.
Remark 14. Since we only have 8 data points for each Fourier coefficient, the
maximum possible degree of the Newton expansion (13) is L = 7.

Remark 15. The constant terms ã
(n)
0 , b̃

(n)
0 of the Newton expansion are all

zero, since ã
(n)
0 = An(0) = 0 and b̃

(n)
0 = Bn(0) = 0 for all n.

4.2. Taylor Approximation of the Frequency ω(I)

Finally, we approximate the frequency ω(I) in Equation (9).

Frequency ω(I) at I = 1, 2, . . . , 7

For action levels I = 1, 2, . . . , 7 we have scattering data (I, ϕ) → (I ′, ϕ′)
available, and the frequency ω(I) can be obtained from Equation (9a) as

ω(I) = ϕ− ϕ′ − ∂L̃
∂I

(I, ϕ′). (14)

In an exact calculation, ω(I) should be independent of ϕ. Numerically, using
Equation (14) to approximate the value of ω(I) would yield slightly different
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n ã
(n)
1 ã

(n)
2 ã

(n)
3 ã

(n)
4 ã

(n)
5 ã

(n)
6 ã

(n)
7

2 0.178180 -0.020025 0.000401 -0.000251 0.000046 0.000019 -0.000022
4 0.011726 -0.004878 0.001114 -0.000129 0.000039 -0.000006 0.000001
6 0.000712 -0.000519 0.000295 -0.000065 0.000004 -0.000000 -0.000001
8 0.000147 -0.000064 0.000027 -0.000012 0.000002 0.000000 0.000000

n b̃
(n)
1 b̃

(n)
2 b̃

(n)
3 b̃

(n)
4 b̃

(n)
5 b̃

(n)
6 b̃

(n)
7

2 -0.097275 -0.005156 0.002856 -0.000574 0.000143 0.000003 -0.000016
4 -0.017677 0.003403 0.000242 -0.000067 0.000004 -0.000000 -0.000003
6 -0.002965 0.001408 -0.000332 0.000035 -0.000008 0.000002 -0.000000
8 -0.001045 0.000566 -0.000206 0.000053 -0.000009 0.000002 -0.000000

(a) Scattering map σ1.

n ã
(n)
1 ã

(n)
2 ã

(n)
3 ã

(n)
4 ã

(n)
5 ã

(n)
6 ã

(n)
7

2 0.136664 -0.019375 0.001251 -0.001067 0.000499 -0.000153 0.000031
4 -0.020745 0.001757 0.000921 -0.000221 0.000089 -0.000028 0.000006
6 -0.004644 0.001886 -0.000222 -0.000027 -0.000001 0.000001 -0.000000
8 -0.000049 0.000048 -0.000051 0.000015 0.000000 0.000000 -0.000000

n b̃
(n)
1 b̃

(n)
2 b̃

(n)
3 b̃

(n)
4 b̃

(n)
5 b̃

(n)
6 b̃

(n)
7

2 0.253827 -0.011566 -0.001286 0.000406 -0.000226 0.000067 -0.000018
4 0.034009 -0.008888 0.000925 -0.000160 0.000086 -0.000022 0.000006
6 0.000823 -0.000764 0.000505 -0.000121 0.000025 -0.000008 0.000001
8 0.000400 -0.000113 0.000069 -0.000035 0.000007 0.000000 0.000000

(b) Scattering map σ2.

Table 1: Divided differences ã
(n)
l , b̃(n)l of the first Fourier coefficients An(I), Bn(I). All

odd Fourier coefficients are zero and thus not listed (see Remark 13). All constant terms
of the Newton expansion ã

(n)
0 , b̃(n)0 are zero, and thus not listed (see Remark 15). Notice

that the two coefficients ã21 and b̃21 (in red) are much larger than the rest of coefficients
for both scattering maps σ1, σ2. For the scattering map σ1, the coefficient ã22 (in blue) is
much larger than the rest of coefficients in the last six columns, i.e. ãnj for j ≥ 2. For the
scattering map σ2, the two coefficients ã22 and b̃22 are much larger than the rest with j ≥ 2
.
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Figure 11: Function ω(I = 2, ϕ′). In an exact calculation, ω(I, ϕ′) should be constant and
equal to the average ω(I).

Figure 12: Frequency function ω(I) for σ1 (in green) and σ2 (yellow).

values for ω(I) depending on the data point (I, ϕ), and indeed depending
on ϕ. Thus, we will compute ω(I) as the average of Equation (14) over all
ϕ ∈ [0, 2π).

To give an idea of the numerical error in determining ω(I), Figure 11
compares the frequency ω(2, ϕ′) of torus I = 2 to its average ω over all
available ϕ′ values. Their discrepancy is less than 0.002 radians.

Frequency ω(I) at an arbitrary I-value
Similarly to what we did in Section 4.1 with the Fourier coefficients An(I),

Bn(I), we use the Newton series representation of ω(I):

ω(I) =
L∑
l=0

c̃lNl(I). (15)
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c̃0 c̃1 c̃2 c̃3 c̃4 c̃5 c̃6

2.027748 0.046673 0.001164 0.000489 -0.000046 0.000016 0.000003

(a) Scattering map σ1.

c̃0 c̃1 c̃2 c̃3 c̃4 c̃5 c̃6

3.555994 -0.046434 -0.001651 -0.000143 -0.000115 0.000046 -0.000026

(b) Scattering map σ2.

Table 2: Divided differences c̃l of function ω(I). Notice that the coefficient c̃0 (in red) is
much larger than the rest of coefficients of this table, and larger than those of Table 1, for
both scattering maps σ1 and σ2. Notice also that c̃1 (in blue) is much larger than the rest
of coefficients of the last five columns, i.e c̃j for j ≥ 2, of this table, and larger than the
double of those coefficients of the last 6 columns of Table 1 for both scattering maps σ1

and σ2.

Given the values ω(I) at I = 1, 2, . . . , 7 obtained in the previous step,
we use polynomial interpolation to obtain the coefficients cl. The frequency
function ω(I) is plotted in Figure 12.
Remark 16. Since we only have 7 data points for ω, the maximum possible
degree of the Newton expansion (15) is L = 6.

This completes the series representation of the scattering map, consisting
of Equations (10)-(11) and (15).

4.3. Applying the Scattering Map
We plan to use equations (9) to apply the scattering map (I ′, ϕ′) = σ(I, ϕ).

However, it must be stressed that these equations do not give I ′, ϕ′ explicitly
as functions of I, ϕ. On the contrary, I ′, ϕ′ are given implicitly. However, ϕ′

can be obtained from Equation (9a) as a fixed point of

ϕ′ = f(ϕ′; I, ϕ) = ϕ− ω(I)− ∂L̃
∂I

(I, ϕ′).

We simply use fixed point iteration, starting with the initial approxima-
tion ϕ′

0 = ϕ − ω(I). We require an absolute error smaller than 10−5 in the
fixed point to stop the iteration. There is no point in requiring higher pre-
cision, because the error of our series representation in the angle variable is
larger than 10−2; see Table 4 (bottom panel).

Once ϕ′ is known, I ′ is obtained directly from Equation (9b).
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5. Approximation Error

Now we have two different representations of the scattering map:

• The numerical scattering map σ(I, ϕ) was obtained in Section 3
using normal forms and numerical continuation of the invariant mani-
folds. It was calculated on a relatively coarse grid of points (Figure 9).

• The scattering map series σ̃(I, ϕ) consists in the Fourier-Taylor ap-
proximation (10)-(11) and (15). The series approximation has been
derived from the numerical map in Section 4, so it is not as precise.
However, it has the advantage that it can be evaluated at any desired
point (I, ϕ).

To measure the quality of the series approximation, we do the following:

1. Read the numerical scattering map from file as a table:

(I ′, ϕ′) = σ(I, ϕ).

We only have its values on a coarse grid of points (I, ϕ).
2. Compute the scattering map series on the same grid :

(Ĩ ′, ϕ̃′) = σ̃(I, ϕ).

3. Find the approximation error, defined as the maximum over all grid
points of

(ϵI , ϵϕ) =

(∣∣∣Ĩ ′ − I ′
∣∣∣ ,∣∣∣ϕ̃′ − ϕ′

∣∣∣) .

Of course, the approximation error depends on the chosen degree (N,L)
of the Fourier-Taylor approximation. For illustration, Figures 13 and 14
compare the quality of a low order versus a high order approximation.

We will distinguish two different settings. In the local setting, one is
interested in an accurate representation of the scattering map in a neighbor-
hood of I = 0, whereas in the global setting, one is interested in an accurate
representation in the whole domain of the global scattering map.
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Figure 13: Image of the numerical scattering map (points) versus the scattering map series
of degree N = 2, L = 2 (lines).
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Figure 14: Image of the numerical scattering map (points) versus the scattering map series
of degree N = 4, L = 5 (lines).
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L

N 0 1 2 3

2 0.540000 0.134772 0.041698 0.037342
4 0.540000 0.145286 0.019337 0.011640
6 0.540000 0.151078 0.019536 0.013382

L

N 0 1 2

2 0.156427 0.052403 0.015123
4 0.156427 0.049706 0.016311
6 0.156427 0.049634 0.016270

Table 3: Local approximation error ϵI (top panel) and ϵϕ (bottom panel) as a function of
N,L for the first scattering map σ1.

5.1. Local Approximation Error
For definiteness, let’s fix the local domain to be

Aloc = {(I, ϕ) : I ∈ (0, 3] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)}.

We have computed the approximation error over the local domain Aloc as
a function of the degree (N,L) of the Fourier-Taylor expansion; see Table 3.
Remark 17. Only the grid points (I, ϕ) belonging to the local domain (i.e
tori I = 1, 2, 3) are used in the computation of the local approximation error.

The error of the Fourier-Taylor model decreases as N and L increase,
but not monotonically. If we want an approximation error ϵ = max{ϵI , ϵϕ}
less than 0.05, then it is enough to take N = 2 and L = 2. Notice that
the improvement is mild beyond that point. Indeed, Figure 13 shows that
N = L = 2 gives a good approximation in the local domain Aloc.

Thus, it is natural to choose N = L = 2 to obtain an accurate model
for the local scattering map. In fact, as discussed before (Remark 13), we
neglect the odd Fourier coefficients A1(I) and B1(I) due to the symmetry of
the problem, and just keep the even ones A2(I) and B2(I).

Therefore, in the local setting, an accurate model for the scattering
map is given by the Fourier-Taylor expansion

L̃(I, ϕ′) = −B2(I)

2
cos 2ϕ′ +

A2(I)

2
sin 2ϕ′,
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L

N 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

2 0.680000 0.963414 0.495653 0.261042 0.385496 0.131751 0.219163 0.094550
4 0.680000 0.975219 0.618115 0.276085 0.387552 0.087317 0.156552 0.021123
6 0.680000 0.996139 0.656461 0.266668 0.381078 0.107612 0.144998 0.013382
8 0.680000 1.003501 0.657922 0.287596 0.367730 0.110813 0.148937 0.013159
10 0.680000 1.007927 0.647908 0.287781 0.356098 0.105846 0.149545 0.012512

L

N 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

2 0.449508 0.268271 0.157380 0.065119 0.148788 0.068206 0.121809
4 0.449508 0.270152 0.169874 0.074112 0.150692 0.085074 0.132709
6 0.449508 0.269731 0.169564 0.076822 0.153570 0.083003 0.132714
8 0.449508 0.269683 0.169068 0.079125 0.155540 0.083914 0.131502
10 0.449508 0.269748 0.169407 0.080213 0.157050 0.085329 0.131450

Table 4: Global approximation error ϵI (top panel) and ϵϕ (bottom panel) as a function
of N,L for the first scattering map σ1.

where

A2(I) = ã
(2)
0 + ã

(2)
1 I + ã

(2)
2 I(I − 1)

B2(I) = b̃
(2)
0 + b̃

(2)
1 I + b̃

(2)
2 I(I − 1),

ω(I) = c̃0 + c̃1(I − 1) + c̃2(I − 1)(I − 2),

consisting of only nine coefficients. These coefficients were given in Tables 1
and 2.

5.2. Global Approximation Error
Suppose now that we are now interested in an accurate representation in

the whole domain of the scattering map

A = {(I, ϕ) : I ∈ (0, 7] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)}. (16)

The approximation error over the global domain is given in Table 4. If
we want an approximation error ϵ = max{ϵI , ϵϕ} less than 0.1, we need to
increase the degree of the Fourier-Taylor series to N = 4 and L = 5. Indeed,
Figure 14 shows that N = 4, L = 5 gives a good approximation in the global
domain A.
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From now on, we will use N = 4, L = 5 as our model for the global
scattering map σ1.

A similar analysis suggests to use N = 4, L = 6 for the global scattering
map σ2.

6. Inner Map

Recall that the inner flow refers to the restriction of the RTBP flow to
the normally hyperbolic invariant manifold Λc, while the inner map refers to
the restriction of the first return map F to Λc. Abusing notation, the inner
map will still be called F .

As explained in Section 2.1, the RTBP flow on the center manifold W c(L1)
consists simply on a translation on the 2-torus,

J̇p = 0, ϕ̇p =
∂H
∂Jp

=: νp(Jp, Jv),

J̇v = 0, ϕ̇v =
∂H
∂Jv

=: νv(Jp, Jv).

The value of the planar and vertical frequencies νp, νv of the torus are ob-
tained differentiating the Hamiltonian in normal form.

Upon restriction to the NHIM Λc, we get rid of the planar action Jp,
which can be recovered if necessary using the energy condition, so the inner
flow is

J̇v = 0, ϕ̇p = νp(Jv), ϕ̇v = νv(Jv). (17)

Finally, the first return map of the inner flow to the section Σ is

J ′
v = Jv, ϕ′

v = ϕv +
2πνv(Jv)

νp(Jv)
.

In terms of the scaled coordinates I, ϕ, the inner map F : ΛΣ
c → ΛΣ

c is given
by

I ′ = I, ϕ′ = ϕ+ ν(I), (18)

where we have introduced the new function

ν(I) :=
2πνv(I/1000)

νp(I/1000)
.

As seen in Figure 15, the inner shift ν(I) decreases almost linearly with I.
In particular, this shows that the inner map F is a twist map.
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Figure 15: The inner shift ν(I).

7. Phase Space of the Scattering Map

In Sections 4 and 5, we have obtained a series representation of the scat-
tering maps σ(I, ϕ) with small approximation error. This representation is
valid on an annulus A inside the NHIM (see Equation (16)). Thus we can
now iterate the scattering map in A.

To explore the global phase space of the scattering map, we perform
the following experiment: take 100 initial conditions equi-distributed on the
line

{
I ∈ [0, 7], ϕ = 0

}
, and iterate each initial condition 1000 times by the

scattering map. The resulting phase space portrait is shown in Figure 16.
Notice that the scattering map (9), rewritten as

ϕ′ = ϕ− ω(I)− ∂ L̃
∂I
(I, ϕ′) (19a)

I ′ = I + ∂ L̃
∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ

′) (19b)

can be seen as a perturbation of the integrable map (I, ϕ) 7→ (I ′ = I, ϕ′ =

ϕ − ω(I)), as long as the derivatives of L̃ are small enough. The frequency
−ω(I) represents the phase shift of the map (I, ϕ) 7→ (I ′ = I, ϕ′ = ϕ−ω(I)).
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Figure 16: Phase portrait of the scattering maps σ1 (above) and σ2 (below).
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Since ω′(I) ̸= 0 (see Figure 12), the integrable map (I, ϕ) 7→ (I, ϕ−ω(I))
is a twist map. Below we check that the scattering map is also a twist map.
(See ‘Twist Condition’).

By KAM theory (for an area preserving map given by its generating
function; see, for instance, [45, 46]), when the derivatives of L̃ are small, we
expect that many of the invariant tori of the integrable twist map persist.

Phase Shift
The phase shift of the scattering map (19) is ϕ′ − ϕ = −ω(I)− ∂ L̃

∂I
(I, ϕ′).

The divided differences of ω(I) are listed in Table 2. From these data we see
that |c̃0| ≫ |c̃1| ≫ |c̃j| for j = 2, . . . , 6. Comparing with Table 1, we notice

that |c̃0| ≫ |ãnj |, |b̃nj |, j = 1, . . . , 7, n = 2, 4, 6, 8. This implies that
∂L̃
∂I

is
much smaller than ω(I), which is non-zero, at least for I small enough. This
argument could be used to assert that the phase shift is non-zero in the local
domain Aloc.

To deal with the global domain A, we determine the range of I values
where the phase shift is non-zero. The phase shift is bounded by

−ω(I)−max
ϕ′

∣∣∣∂ L̃∂I (I, ϕ′)
∣∣∣ ≤ −ω(I)− ∂L̃

∂I
(I, ϕ′) ≤ −ω(I) + max

ϕ′

∣∣∣∂ L̃∂I (I, ϕ′)
∣∣∣ .

We have computed these bounds explicitly, using the series expansions of
ω(I) and ∂ L̃

∂I
(I, ϕ′). The result is shown in Figure 17. Note that the phase

shift for σ1 is non-zero for all I ∈ (0, 7], while the phase shift for σ2 (modulo
π) is non-zero except possibly for a small range of I values close to I = 7.

Twist Condition
Let us compute the twist of the scattering map (19):

∂ϕ′

∂I
(I, ϕ′) = −ω′(I)− ∂2L̃

∂I2
(I, ϕ′)− ∂2L̃

∂ϕ′∂I
(I, ϕ′)

∂ϕ′

∂I
.

Thus
∂ϕ′

∂I
(I, ϕ′) = −

ω′(I) + ∂2L̃
∂I2

1 + ∂2L̃
∂ϕ′∂I

, (20)

provided that the denominator is non-zero.
We have computed the twist (20) explicitly on the global domain A, using

the series expansions of ω(I) and L̃(I, ϕ′). The result is shown in Figure 18.
Note that the twist for both σ1 and σ2 is non-zero in A.
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Figure 17: Enclosure of the phase shift for the scattering map σ1 (above) and σ2 (below).
The phase shift −ω(I)− ∂ L̃

∂I (I, ϕ
′) is enclosed inside the green lines.
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Figure 18: Twist for the scattering map σ1 (above) and σ2 (below).
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8. KAM tori and resonant zones for the Scattering Maps

As seen in Figure 16, the phase portrait of the scattering maps σ1, σ2

is filled up with invariant curves and some resonant zones between them.
Recall from Section 7 that both σ1 and σ2 are twist maps. To compute these
invariant curves, we now introduce the exponential form in the sine-cosine
Fourier expansion (12) of ∂ L̃

∂ϕ′

∂L̃
∂ϕ′ =

N∑
n=1

An cosnϕ
′ +

N∑
n=1

Bn sinnϕ
′ =

N∑
n=−N,n̸=0

Cne
inϕ′

,

where C = (C−n, . . . , C−1, C1, . . . , CN) ∈ C2N satisfies

Cn =
1

2
(An − iBn), C−n =

1

2
(An + iBn) = Cn, for n > 0.

Notice that for L̃ = 0, or equivalently C = 0, any torus I = I0 is invariant
since then I ′ = I0 in the expression (19b) of a scattering map, with an inner
dynamics ϕ′ = ϕ− ω0 given by (19a), where ω0 := ω(I0).

For
∣∣∣L̃∣∣∣ small enough, or equivalently |C| small enough, a lot of these

invariant curves survive. An invariant curve I = I0 + h(ϕ) of a scattering
map (19) satisfies I ′ = I0 + h(ϕ′), that is

h(ϕ′) = h

(
ϕ′ + ω(I) +

∂L̃
∂I

(I, ϕ′)

)
+

∂L̃
∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ

′), where I = I0 + h(ϕ).

Expanding in C and h we get

h(ϕ′) = h(ϕ′ + ω0) +
∂L̃
∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ

′) +O(hC).

Writing h(ϕ′) =
∑N

n=−N,n̸=0 hne
inϕ′ we get∑

hne
inϕ′

=
∑

einω0hne
inϕ′

+
∑

Cne
inϕ′

+O(hC),

which, equating Fourier coefficients, gives

hn = − Cn

einω0 − 1
+O(C2) for 0 < |n| ≤ N.
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For this approximate formula one needs that
nω0

2π
̸∈ Z for |n| ≤ N (non-

resonant condition), and one sees that, up to order O(C2), the coefficients
hn = O(C) are uniquely determined by C. KAM theorem consists in proving
the convergence of these expansions for diophantine frequencies ω0, using that
σ1 and σ2 are twist maps.

Resonant Zones for σ1

Resonant zones for the symplectic map (9), or, equivalently, (19), where
the KAM theorem does not provide invariant curves for small L, appear

around the values I such that
ω(I)

π
is a rational number. In the global

setting,

ω(I) = Ω′(I) ≈
L∑
l=0

clNl(I),

where the coefficients cl are given in table 2 for both scattering maps σ1 and
σ2.

In particular for σ1 (a totally analogous study for σ2 can be carried out)
ω(0)

π
= 0.630128 . . . , which is not too far for 2/3 whose continued fraction is

[1,2], which means that
2

3
= [1,2] =

1

1+
1

2

.

Therefore for I such that
ω(I)

π
=

2

3
, which happens to be I ≈ 2.4175, there

should appear a resonance, indeed the largest one, since the width of the
‘eyes’ of a resonance is related to the denominator, in this case 3.

Other close rationals to 2/3 are given by close modified continued frac-
tions. For instance

[1,2,1] =
1

1+
1

2+
1

1

=
3

4
.

We can compute some of the largest ones, ordered by their denominators:
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I
ω(I)

π
continued fraction

2.4175 2
3

[1,2]

6.5550 3
4

[1,2,1]

5.0752 5
7

[1,2,2]

4.3631 7
10

[1,2,3]

3.9523 9
13

[1,2,4]

The continued fraction of
2

3
can be also written as [1,1,1], and smaller res-

onant values can be obtained for smaller continued fractions like [1, 1, 1, 3] =
7

11
= 0.636363 . . . , etc
For the scattering map σ1, the two main resonances are clearly visible

near I ≈ 2.4175 and I ≈ 6.5550. See Figure 16 (top panel).

9. Heuristic argument for Arnold diffusion

The Hamiltonian that describes the normal form is integrable, and, in
particular, ΛΣ

c is foliated by circles invariant under F . That is, the inner
map F preserves each level set of I in ΛΣ

c . However, by combining the inner
dynamics restricted to ΛΣ

c with the outer dynamics along homoclinic trajecto-
ries we can obtain drift trajectories along which I changes significantly, thus
exhibiting Arnold diffusion. In this section we provide a heuristic argument
for Arnold diffusion in the variable I.

Our argument is based on a result from [47], which was subsequently
extended in [48] and [30]. Let A = [0, 1] × T be a two-dimensional annulus,
where T = R/Z, and (I, ϕ) ∈ [0, 1]× T be coordinates on A.

Theorem 1 ([47]). Let f, g : A → A be two C1-diffeomorphisms of the
annulus that preserve the boundary circles.

Assume the following

(i) f is a twist map;

(ii) g is an area preserving map;

(iii) Every essential invariant circle Γ for f is not invariant under g (we
recall that an essential circle for f is a simple closed C0-curve in A
that is nonhomotopic to zero).
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Then, for every pair of open neighborhoods U0 of T×{0} and U1 of T×{1}
in A, there exists an orbit (zn)n=0,...,N of the IFS generated by {f, g} such that
z0 ∈ U0 and z1 ∈ U1; the orbit if the iterated function system (IFS) is defined
at every step by a choice zn+1 = f(zn) or zn+1 = g(zn).

As the orbits of the IFS are not true orbits of the system, we refer to
them as pseudo-orbits.

To apply Theorem 1 we let

A = {(I, ϕ) | I ∈ [1, 7], ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)}

be the annulus where we want to show diffusion, f be the inner map F
restricted to A, and g be either σ1 or σ2. Recall that F is a twist map. In
Section 7 we verified numerically that σ1 and σ2 are twist maps as well.

As seen in Table 1, the harmonics of L̃ for both scattering maps σ1 and
σ2, particularly those of degree two, are not zero, so that the inner map and
any of these scattering maps can not have common invariant curves, and by
Theorem 1 both the double dynamical systems {F , σ1} and {F , σ2} formed
by the inner map and one of the scattering maps have diffusing pseudo-orbits
along the NHIM.

Even more, for the two scattering maps described in Table 1, one sees
that the difference between the respective coefficients Cn is greater than
0.04 for the coefficients C±1 due to ã1. This, together with the fact that the
magnitude of the denominator e±iω0−1 in the formula of h±1 is much smaller
than 1, prevents the two scattering maps from having common invariant
curves, which, on the other hand, is clearly observed in the juxtaposition
of the curves found numerically for the two scattering maps. This implies
that the double dynamical system {σ1, σ2} also has diffusing orbits along the
NHIM.

We can take advantage of these dynamics to construct fast diffusing
pseudo-orbits obtained from the triple dynamical system {F , σ1, σ2} formed
by the inner map and the two scattering maps. We will give explicit con-
structions of diffusing (pseudo-)orbits, including fast ones, in Section 11.

Once such pseudo-orbits are obtained, the shadowing lemma [49, Theorem
3.7] gives true orbits that shadow the pseudo-orbits, thus achieving Arnold
diffusion.

Note that the above construction of diffusing (pseudo-)orbits assumes that
the inner dynamics is derived from the normal form approximation, which is
given by an integrable Hamiltonian. However, the original Hamiltonian is not
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Figure 19: Image of the action level I = 1 by the numerical scattering map (points) versus
the scattering map series N = 4,M = 5 (lines).

integrable, and the NHIM Λ̃Σ
c for the original Hamiltonian is not foliated by

circles invariant under the true inner map. We will now argue the existence
of diffusing orbits for the original system. Let f = F̃ be the inner map
restricted to the NHIM Λ̃Σ

c for the original Hamiltonian, and let g be either
σ1 or σ2.

Recall that the inner map for the normal form is an integrable twist
map, and the global error in the numerical integration of orbits with initial
condition (J, ϕp, ϕv) is less than 10−12/5000; see Section 3. (We recall J = Jv
is the vertical amplitude of the motion.) Since each level set of J is preserved
by the inner dynamics F for the normal form, and since I = 1000J , it follows
that each essential invariant circle Γ for the inner map F̃ for the original
Hamiltonian is less than 10−9/1500 away from a level set of I.

We also know from Section 3.2 that the scattering maps σ1, σ2 are globally
defined on A. Moreover, for each I in the interval [1, 7], the oscillation

sup
ϕ

σ1(I, ϕ)− inf
ϕ
σ1(I, ϕ)

of σ1 is bigger than 0.2.
To see this, note that the smallest oscillations in Figure 14 happen for the
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action level I = 1. Zooming in that action level (Figure 19), it is clear that
the oscillation is bigger than 0.2, say. Alternatively, approximate the image
of I = 1 by the truncated Fourier-Taylor series consisting of the dominant
coefficients

I ′ = I + ã
(2)
1 cos 2ϕ′ + b̃

(2)
1 sin 2ϕ′,

where ã
(2)
1 = 0.178180 and b̃

(2)
1 = −0.097275 (See Table 1). This function has

oscillations of size twice its amplitude
√(

ã
(2)
1

)2
+
(
b̃
(2)
1

)2
= 0.203003.

Similarly, the oscillation of σ2 is bigger than 0.3.
These facts imply that no essential invariant circle Γ for F̃ is invariant

under σ1 or σ2. Therefore, Theorem 1 applies and there are orbits of the IFS
{F̃ , σ1}, as well as orbits of the IFS {F̃ , σ2}, that go from the lower boundary
of the annulus T× {0} to its upper boundary.

Again, the shadowing lemma [49, Theorem 3.7] gives true orbits that
shadow the obtained pseudo-orbits, thus achieving Arnold diffusion.

10. Time Estimates for Inner and Transition Map

One of our main goals is to estimate the drift time spent by drift orbits,
constructed in Section 11. As an intermediate step, we measure the time
spent on one iterate of the inner map (‘inner time’, or tin), and the time
spent on one iterate of the transition map (‘outer time’, or tout).

In terms of the RTBP inner flow (17), one application of the inner map
corresponds to integrating an initial condition (Jv, ϕp = 0, ϕv) ∈ ΛΣ

c during
the amount of time that it takes to return to the section Σ. Thus, each
iterate of the inner map takes time

tin =
2π

νp
.

Numerically, we find that 2.0764 < νp(I) < 2.0781, and therefore the inner
time is bounded by

3.0235 < tin < 3.0261.

In terms of the RTBP flow, one application of the transition map cor-
responds to a (segment of) a homoclinic trajectory from y− ∈ W u

loc(Λc) to
y+W

s
loc(Λc). As noted in Section 3, the flight time of homoclinic segments is

bounded by
5.936738 ≤ tout ≤ 6.000688.
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Therefore in our setting we find that outer times tout are approximately twice
as long as inner times tin.

11. Drift Orbits

In the previous section we provided some heuristic arguments for the
existence of trajectories that undergo Arnold diffusion in the sense that they
drift in terms of the scaled out-of-plane amplitude I (see (8)). Our arguments
only show that such drift orbits exist, but do not provide a way to find them.
Moreover, they do not provide methods to find orbits that drift ‘fast’.

In this section, we propose different algorithms to produce drift orbits,
i.e., orbits of the iterated function system (IFS) consisting of the inner and
outer map, whose action variable I increases from I = 1 to I > 7. We
produce two different type of orbits:

• Orbits of the iterated function system {F , σ1}, {F , σ2}, or {F , σ1, σ2}.
These orbits are a realization of the existence Theorem 1. We look for
short orbits, i.e. we try to minimize the number of iterates. However,
it is important to realize that these orbits do not directly trans-
late to pseudo-orbits for the R3BP flow. The reason is that the
scattering map is not dynamically defined; it is geometrically defined
instead (i.e. one iterate of the scattering map does not correspond to
a segment of homoclinic trajectory).

• Orbits of the iterated function system {F , τ1}, {F , τ2}, or {F , τ1, τ2}.
These are also a realization of the existence Theorem 1, and they di-
rectly translate to pseudo-orbits of the R3BP flow. Each iterate
of the transition map corresponds to a segment of homoclinic trajec-
tory. Using the time estimates of Section 10, we can estimate the total
drift time of the pseudo-orbit as:

t = n0tin + n1tout + n2tout,

where n0, n1 and n2 denote the number of iterates of F , τ1 and τ2
respectively. Keeping an eye on Astrodynamics applications, we want
to minimize the total drift time.
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11.1. Double Dynamical System {F , σi}. Greedy Algorithm.
In Section 8 we already established that σi (i = 1, 2) has many invariant

curves. All iterates of σi either belong to an invariant curve, or are confined
between two invariant curves. Thus it is not possible to cross from I = 1 to
I > 7 using just one scattering map σi.

However, according to Theorem 1, one can combine the inner and outer
map to produce drift orbits. Now we will explicitly construct such drift orbits
for the double dynamical system {F , σi}.

Let us partition the domain A of the scattering map into three sets:

A = A− ∪ A0 ∪ A+.

A+ denotes the subdomain where σ gains action, A− where it looses action,
and A0 where it neither gains nor looses action:

A+ =
{
(I, ϕ′) | I ′ − I > 0

}
=
{
(I, ϕ′) | ∂ L̃

∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ
′) > 0

}
A− =

{
(I, ϕ′) | I ′ − I < 0

}
=
{
(I, ϕ′) | ∂ L̃

∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ
′) < 0

}
A0 =

{
(I, ϕ′) | I ′ − I = 0

}
=
{
(I, ϕ′) | ∂ L̃

∂ϕ′ (I, ϕ
′) = 0

}
.

These sets are readily identified in Figure 20. For the first scattering map,
A0 roughly consists of two vertical lines at ϕ′ ≈ 0.5 and ϕ′ ≈ 2, and A+

roughly consists of the vertical strip (I, ϕ′) ∈ (0, 7]× (2, 0.5). For the second
scattering map, A0 roughly consists of two vertical lines at ϕ′ ≈ 1.25 and
ϕ′ ≈ 3, and A+ roughly consists of the vertical strip (I, ϕ′) ∈ (0, 7]×(3, 1.25).

A simple strategy to produce drift orbits is to always apply the scatter-
ing map if it increases the action (even if the action gain I ′ − I is small).
Otherwise, apply the inner map.

This ‘greedy’ algorithm is guaranteed to produce a drift orbit indepen-
dently of the initial condition, due to the following simple observations: In
our model’s domain A of validity,

• The inner map (I ′, ϕ′) = F(I, ϕ), given in Equation (18), is a twist
map with frequency ν(I) ≈ 6.1 on the universal cover (see Figure 15),
or ν(I) ≈ −0.2 on the base space (where angles are identified modulo
π). Thus the angle ϕ decreases approximately by 0.2 radians at every
iterate of the inner map.
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Figure 20: The function ∂ L̃
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52



• Hence, for any given point (I, ϕ) ∈ A, its forward orbit by the inner
map eventually enters A+.

• If (I, ϕ) already belongs to A+, we apply the scattering map, increasing
the action. Else, we apply the inner map until the orbit enters A+, and
then apply the scattering map.

For example, Figure 21 shows the drift orbit produced starting from the
initial condition (I = 1, ϕ = 0). Notice that the drift orbit produced by
{F , σ1} is much longer than the one produced by {F , σ2}. However, as
explained before, these orbits do not directly translate to pseudo-orbits of
the RTBP flow, and we don’t have control over their drift time.

11.2. Triple Dynamical System {F , τ1, τ2}. Shortest-Time Algorithm.
The algorithms described in previous sections are relatively simple to

implement, but they yield sub-optimal pseudo-orbits in terms of their drift
time. Now we focus on finding the optimal drift time. This is specially
challenging when combining three dynamical systems (inner map, transition
map 1, and transition map 2) to construct the pseudo-orbit. Obviously we
can’t consider all the possible combinations of {F , τ1, τ2}, since this number
grows exponentially with respect to the length of the orbit. The main idea
is to leverage the classic Dijkstra algorithm [50] for finding shortest paths in
a graph.

First we partition the domain A into a uniform grid of m × n two-cells
(rectangles) of equal size by dividing I ∈ (0, 7] into m intervals and ϕ ∈ [0, π)
into n intervals. (In practice, we will use m = n = 30, so the grid consists of
900 small cells).

We introduce a directed graph G =< V,E > whose vertices V represent
the different cells. An edge e ∈ E from u ∈ V to v ∈ V means that the center
point (I, ϕ) of cell u is mapped into cell v either by F , τ1, or τ2. In each case,
the edge records the ‘distance’ between cells, defined as the integration time
corresponding to applying F , τ1, resp. τ2.

More precisely, an edge from u to v is a pair e = (map, distance), where

• e = (F , tin) if (I, ϕ) is mapped into v by the inner map;

• e = (τ1, tout) if (I, ϕ) is mapped into v by the first transition map;

• e = (τ2, tout) if (I, ϕ) is mapped into v by the second transition map;
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Figure 21: Drift orbit of {F , σ1} (top panel) and {F , σ2} (bottom panel) using the greedy
algorithm. Green points correspond to iterates of the inner map; blue (resp. red) points
correspond to iterates of the first (resp. second) scattering map. Iterates have been joined
by line segments to make the orbit more visible. For reference, the orbit is shown against
a background consisting of the phase space of the scattering map.
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• e = (∅,∞) if (I, ϕ) is not mapped into v by neither map.

On rare ocasions, τ1 and/or τ2 can map the center point (I, ϕ) to the
same cell as the inner map. If this happens, the inner map is prefered since
it takes shorter time, so we set the edge to (F , tin).
Remark 18. The image (I ′, ϕ′) of (I, ϕ) by the transition map may be outside
A. However, this can only happen when I ′ > 7 (by construction, I ′ < 0 can
never happen). In this case, we associate u with the closest cell v to the
point (I ′, ϕ′), namely the cell containing (7, ϕ′).

Given a source cell s and a destination cell t, Dijkstra’s algorithm applied
to G provides the shortest (directed) path in the graph from s to t in
terms of the distance defined above.

Notice that this path does not exactly correspond to an orbit of the IFS,
since we have only considered iterates of center points to construct G (and
the orbit does not necessarily pass through center points, but rather through
arbitrary cell points). However, this path clearly informs the choice of map
{F , τ1, τ2} that we should apply when the orbit passes through a given cell.

For example, suppose that the current iterate is inside cell u, and the
shortest path from u to t starts with, say,

u
(τ1,tout)−−−−→ v −→ · · · −→ t.

Then, the best choice given the available information is to apply the first
transition map to the current iterate.

Our algorithm to construct optimal orbits (shortest drift time) is given
next.

Figure 22 shows the shortest-time orbit from x = (I, ϕ) = (1, 1.5) to a
neighborhood of y = (I, ϕ) = (7, 1.5). The corresponding pseudo-orbit for
the RTBP flow takes time 34tin+17tout ≈ 204 RTBP time units, i.e. about 32
years (optimal drift time). Compare this to the orbits obtained in previous
sections.

Notice that the optimal orbit uses all three dynamics (F , τ1 and τ2) for
maximum flexibility.

Notice that some iterates actually decrease the action. The key point is
that, sometimes, one needs to take an iterate that decreases action in order
to quickly move to a region where it later increases sharply. This way the
pseudo-orbit’s time is globally optimized.
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Algorithm 1 Shortest-Time Algorithm
1: procedure OrbitShortestTime(x, y) ▷ Shortest-time orbit from

point x ∈ A to (a neighborhood of) point y ∈ A
2: t← cell(y) ▷ Destination cell
3: orbit← x ▷ Initialize orbit with x
4: while x /∈ neighborhood(y) do ▷ End when close enough to y
5: u← cell(x) ▷ Update current cell
6: path← Dijkstra(u, t) ▷ Shortest path from u to t
7: if path starts with F then
8: x← F(x)
9: else if path starts with τ1 then

10: x← τ1(x)
11: else ▷ path starts with τ2
12: x← τ2(x)
13: end if
14: orbit← concat(orbit, x) ▷ Add iterate x to orbit
15: end while
16: return orbit
17: end procedure
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Finally, from the orbit of the IFS {F , τ1, τ2} we can construct a pseudo-
trajectory by concatenating segments of trajectories of the RTBP flow. Each
iterate of the inner map F corresponds to its flow suspension, which is in-
tegrated using the normal form. Each iterate of the transition map τ1 or τ2
corresponds to a finite piece of homoclinic trajectory, which is computed by
continuation of those previously found in Section 3.

Figure 23 illustrates the construction of the pseudo-trajectory correspond-
ing to the orbit in Figure 22: First, τ1 is applied once; this corresponds to the
blue homoclinic segment. Then, F is applied three times; this corresponds
to the green segment. Next, τ2 is applied once; this corresponds to the red
homoclinic segment. Notice that all segments start and end on the Poincaré
section Σ (endpoints are marked with squares). This construction would
continue until the whole pseudo-trajectory is obtained (not displayed).

It is important to remark that we obtain a pseudo-trajectory, not a true
trajectory of the RTBP. In other words, endpoints of consecutive segments
do not exactly match in positions nor velocities, but the discontinuities are
small (as it is apparent in Figure 23).

Of course, from this pseudo-trajectory one could find the true RTBP
trajectory that shadows it. For applications, however, obtaining the pseudo-
trajectory is often the crucial step, since it is ultimately refined in a much
more realistic model than the RTBP, e.g. using JPL’s Ephemeris.
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