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Abstract

In the present paper, we build up trace formulas for bothitteal Hamiltonian systems and Sturm-
Liouville systems. The formula connects the monodromy ixafra symmetric periodic orbit with the
infinite sum of eigenvalues of the Hessian of the action fionei. A natural application is to study
the non-degeneracy of linear Hamiltonian systems. Prgcibg the trace formula, we can give an
estimation for the upper bound such that the non-degeng@rasgrves. Moreover, we could estimate
the relative Morse index by the trace formula. Consequeatleries of new stability criteria for the
symmetric periodic orbits is given. As a concrete applamtithe trace formula is used to study the
linear stability of elliptic Lagrangian solutions of theaskical planar three-body problem. It is well
known that the linear stability of elliptic Lagrangian sttuns depends on the mass paramgtet
27(mmy + mpmg + memy)/(my + My + mg)? € [0,9] and the eccentricitg € [0,1). Based on the
trace formula, we estimate the stable region and hyperbagion of the elliptic Lagranian solutions.
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1 Introduction

In the study of symmetric periodic solutions or quasi-pdidcsolutions inn-body problem, it is natural to
consider thes-periodic solution in Hamiltonian system

2(t)
Z(0)

JH'(t, b)), (1.1)
S4T), (1.2)

whereJ = IO _(;” ] Sis a symplectic orthogonal matrix @?", andH(t, X) € C2(R?"1: R). Please refer
n

[4], 8], [8] and references therein for the backgroundsgberiodic orbits inn-body problems. For the so-
lution z of (T.IfI.2), lety = y,(t) be the corresponding fundamental solution, tha{is= JB(t)y(t), y(0) =
lon, whereB(t) = B(t)T = H”(t, z(t)). y(T) is called the monodromy matrix.
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The linear stability ofS-periodic solutiorz(t) depends on the location of eigenvaluesse{T)(see e.g.
[14]). But due to the non-commutativity, in general, thedamental solution could not be obtained directly.
In the present paper, we obtain a kind of trace formula foedmHamiltonian system. Using the trace
formula, we can estimate the relative Morse index, and hemased on the theory of Maslov-type index
[18], we give some new stability criteria for Hamiltoniansggm. Finally, the trace formula will be used to
study the stable region and hyperbolic region of Lagrang@utions in planar three body problem.

Fork e N, F = R or C, let M(k, F) be the set ok x k matrices orF¥. We denote by Spi@d = (P €
M(2k,R),PTIP = J} the symplectic groupS(k) the set ofk x k real symmetric matrices an8(k) =
C([0, T]; S(k)), the space of continuous paths onTQof matrices inS(k). For B(t), D(t) € 8(2n), consider
the eigenvalue problem of the following linear Hamiltongrstems,

J(B(t) + AD(D)z(1), (1.3)
SAT). (1.4)

(1)
Z(0)

Denote byA = —J&, which is densely defined in the Hilbert spage= L%([0, T]; C2") with the domain
Ds = {(t) e W"([0, T]; C*") | (0) = SAT)}.

B is a bounded linear operator defined lB2)(t) = B(t)z(t) on E. ThenA is a self-adjoint operator with
compact resolvent; moreover fare p(A), the resolvent set ok, (1 — A)~ is Hilbert-Schimidi.

As above, lety,(t) be the fundamental solution df {1.3). To state the tracenfba for Hamiltonian
system, we need some notations. Whte= Syo(T) andD(t) = yg (t)D(t)yo(t). Fork € N, let

T t1 1
My = f D) [ ID@)--- f IDE)dt - - - dtodlty,
0 0 0
and
G = MM (M = €Tlz) "

Theorem 1.1. For v € C such that A- B — vJ is invertible, we have for any positive integer m,

m M (=1)K
T (D(A-B-v) ) |=m>] %[ > TG Gy (1.5)
k=1 jite+jk=m

There are two reasons why we consider the paramatelheoreniLIL. Firstly, for a giveB € B(2n),
we can not expect that — B is invertible. However, for every € C except countable point#y, — B — vJ
is invertible. Secondly, the operatB(A — B — vJ)~ comes from the following boundary value problem
naturally

J(B(1) + AD(D)() (1.6)
wSAT), (1.7)

«t)
20)

wherel € R \ {0} andw = €. In fact, if we setA,, = —J5 with the domainDs = {2(0) = wSAT)| 1) €
w2([0, T]; CZ”)}, thene™A,e' = A—vJ. Thusz € ker(A, — B — AD) if and only if e TZ(t) € ker(A —
vJ — B — AD), which is equivalent to tha% is an eigenvalu®(A — vJ — B)™! provided thatA — vJ — Biis
invertible.



Remark 1.2. (1). Form= 1, D(A—vJ-B) tis not a trace class operator but a Hilbert-Schmidt operator
And hence T(D(A - vJ — B)™}) is not the usual trace but a kind of conditional trace[14].

(2). Form=> 2, (D (A-vJ- B)‘l)m are trace class operators. By the preceding argumeig,a nonzero
eigenvalue of systern (1.6)-(IL.7) if and onlj i an eigenvalue of QA — vJ — B)™1. And hence, if we
let {1;} be the set of nonzero eigenvalues of the sydtem (1.6)-(1.7),

Tr[(D(A—B—vJ) iim - i(T Z Tr(Gj, - Gj)] m=2  (1.8)
j=1 J k=1 ji+e+jk=m

For largem, the right hand side of (11.5) is a little complicated. However m = 1,2, we can write it
down more precisely.

Corollary 1.3. For v € C such that A~ B - vJ is invertible,

Tr[D(A-B-vd)™?|=-Tr[J f ! 76 ODM)yo(t)dt- M(M — €7 150) 7], (1.9)
0
and
Tr([D(A-B-vJ)1?)
T S
= =211} [ 730POR0I [ 739D(ro(gdsdt: MM - eTlon) |

T 2
+Tr|(3 fo 76 ODA)yot)dtM(M — & 120) ™). (1.10)

Especially, in the case that M +l5p,

+ evT

Tr[(D(A-va-B) )] = oy

:
Tr(3 fo Y (SD(Syo(9d9 . (1.11)

In some concrete problem, such as the estimation of hygertegion of elliptic Lagrangian solution,
the trace formula for Lagrangian system is more convenieriet used. In order to introduce the trace
formula for Lagrangian system, it is natural to considerftiewing eigenvalue problem of Sturm-Liouville
system WithS_—periodic boundary condition

- (Py+Qy) + Q'Y+ (R+AR)y=0, y(0)=SYT), ¥0)=SYT), (1.12)

whereS is an orthogonal matrix o®", LR R, € B(n), Q € C([0, T]; M(n,R)). Instead of Legendre
convexity condition, we assume for anyg [0, T], P(t) is invertible. Moreover we assume

SRT)=P(0)S and SQT) = Q(0)S. (1.13)

Such a boundary value problem with conditibn (1.13) comésrably from the study of symmetric periodic
orbits inn-body problem.

By the standard Legendre transformation, the linear sygieh®) corresponds to the linear Hamiltonian
system,

7=JB()z  z(t) = SqzT), (1.14)
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with

S (S On (1.15)

Sq = —), and Bﬁ(t):(

P1(t) -P1Q(t) )
Ohn S '

—QMTPH) Q)P (1)Q() - R(t) — ARu(t)

Obviously, S4 is a symplectic orthogonal matrix dk?", and the eigenvalue problefi (1114) is a special
case of the eigenvalue problem{(L[.3}1.4). Without confusfor Lagrangian system, denote py(t) the
fundamental solution of {1.14).

Using the notations in Theorem 1.1, taRe= ( O On

0n —Rl
systems is non-degenerate, that is, 0 is not the eigenval@eld), which is equivalent to that 1 is not the
eigenvalue oM = Sqyo(T).

). Temporarily, we assume the unperturbed

Theorem 1.4. Let{A;} be the eigenvalues for the boundary value problem {1.18} th

1 o (-1
Zj: am - mé T[ j1+';k:mTr(Gjl -Gy )|, ¥yme N, (1.16)
especially for m= 1,
Z 1 -Tr[3 f ! 5 OD®yo(t)dt- M(M = I20) ] (1.17)
1 o Yo Yo 2n) | .

f J

It should be pointed out that from Proposit[on]3.5, ioe 2, the trace formuld(1.16) is a special case of
the formula[(I.B). However, fan = 1, the meanings of the formula{1.9) afd (1.17) are totalffecént. In
fact, Tr(D(A - B—vJ)~!)is a kind of conditional trace. Details could be found in Rekifa8. The formula
(I.17) is proved for Sturm-Liouville system, and we do nobwrfor general Hamiltonian system whether
it holds true or not. Fortunately, (1J17) is easy to be cal®d.

During the study of the above trace formula, thanking for @jahun Zeng's suggestion, we can find
the original work by Krein[20, 21] in 1950s. In fact, Kreinrtsidered the following system

Z(t)
Z(0)

AID()(), (1.18)
—AT), (1.19)

whereD > 0 andfoT D(t)dt > 0. The system{1.1B-1.119) is a special case of our systerl(4)3 For the
system[(T.18-1.19), Krein proved that liry, 1 =0,and

—)ool/lj|<r ]

1 T? 2
ZF = S Tr(AuAz - AD). (1.20)
j
_ . Aal Az ) 4 (T
whereq; are the eigenvalues for the systdm (1.1841.19), a[/l Ao =T fo D(t)dt. Moreover, under
21 A2

the conditionD > O, foT D(t)dt > 0, Krein gave an interesting stability criteria:

T2 )
ET r(AllAzz - A12) <1

Obviously, by taking’ = 0 andM = —I, in the formula[(T.I1), it is easy to see that Theotem 1.1 gdizes
Krein's formula [1.2D).



Remark 1.5. Krein considered the simplest Hamiltonian system with sgmeeial conditions suchas ® 0

and fOT D(t)dt > 0. For the system coming from n-body problem, the conditioasnat satisfied. Hence,
Krein’s trace formula can not be used to study the n-body lprob However, Krein’s trace formula is a
powerful tool to study the stability. Itis surprised thatthe best of our knowledge, there is no further study
along this line.

Next, we will introduce some applications of the trace folanAs one application, we will give some
estimations on the non-degeneracy of the linear systens Wtell-known that the system preserves the
non-degeneracy under small perturbations. A natural ourestill be arisen: can we give an upper bound
for the perturbation, such that, under the smaller pertisbathe systems preserve the non-degeneracy?
By the trace formula, we can answer this question partlyaiBetould be found in Section 4. As another
application, the trace formula could be used to estimatedlative Morse index for Hamiltonian systems
and Morse index for Lagrangian systems. It is well-knowrt tha relative Morse index (or Morse index)
is equal to the Maslov-type index for path of symplectic ncats and the Maslov-type index is a successful
tool in judging the linear stability [18][112]. In Sectifh By using the trace formula, we can give some new
stability criteria.

Before giving the further application of the trace formula mbody problem, we want to interpret
the proof of the trace formula intuitively. For a matrx to calculate the trac& rF™ for m > 0, the
most dfective method is to consider the determinant ldet¢F), wherel is the identity matrix andr is a
parameter. In the case of trace formula dfeliential equation, the idea does work too. From this viempoi
Hill-type formula is the cornerstone to get the trace formaurhe study of such a formula begins with the
original work of Hill [10] in 1877. In his study of the motiorf éunar perigee, Hill considered the following
equation:

(1) + O)X(D) = O, (1.21)

whered(t) = 3, ejer V=1t with 6o # 0 is a realr-periodic function. Lety(t) be the fundamental solution of
jez

the associated first order system[of (1.21), that is,

( 0 -6(t)

(1)

¥(0)

1 O

2.

] y(b),

Suppose = e V-1, p 1= V=17 gre the eigenvalues of the monodromy mairix). In order to com-
putec, Hill obtained the following formula which connects the mfe determinant, corresponding to the
differential operator, and the the characteristic polynomial:

d2 _ d2
et (- =5~ 0) (- 55 -0)] (1.22)

sin?(%c) ~
SirP(Z60)

where the right hand side df (1]22) is the Fredholm deterntin®/e should point out that the right hand
side of the original formula of Hill[10] is a determinant af afinite matrix. In [10], Hill did not prove the
convergence of the infinite determinant, and the convemyaras proved by Poincarié [26]. The Hill formula
for a periodic solution of Lagrangian system on manifold wa&n by Bolotin[2]. In [3], Bolotin and
Treschev studied the Hill-type formula for both continueusl discrete Lagrangian systems with Legendre
convexity condition. For the periodic solution of ODE, thél4ype formula was given by Denk[7].
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For S-periodic orbit of Hamiltonian system, the Hill-type fortauvas given by the first and the third
authors[[14], forB, D € 8(2n)

det[(A— (B+ D) - vJ)(A+ Po) | = C(S)e™" det©ya(T) — & ln). (1.23)

whereC(S) > 0 is a constant depending only & andwy,(t) satisfiesy,(t) = J(B(t) + AD(t))y.(t), and
v.(0) = lon. The equality [[T.23) is our starting point to get the traceniala of Hamiltonian system. In
fact, both sides of (1.23) are analytic functions.briThen, by taking Taylor expansion and comparing the
codficients on both sides of (1.23), we get the trace formula inofdm[1.1. Based on this idea, in order
to obtain the trace formula for Lagrangian system, in thegmepaper we will get the following Hill-type
formula.

Theorem 1.6. Let{4;} be the nonzero eigenvalues for the boundary value protilef@)then

[1a- %) = detGuy(T) - I2n) - detGuyo(T) - 1n) %, (1.24)
j

wherey, is the fundamental solution of the systém (1..14).

Remark 1.7. The Hill-type formula for periodic orbits of Lagrangian $gm with the Legendre convex
condition was given by Bolotirn 2] in 1988, and Theoreml 1.& ¢t& considered as a generalization of
Bolotin’s work to indefinite Lagrangian systems.

At the end of this paper, we will study the stability of Laggém orbits in planar three body problems.
In 1772, Lagrange [15] discovered some celebrated peramlidions, now named after him, to the planar
three-body problem, namely the three bodies form an egudhtriangle at any instant of the motion and
at the same time each body travels along a specific Kepleliigticeorbit about the center of masses of
the system. All these orbits are homographic solutions. MWhe& e < 1, the Keplerian orbit is elliptic,
following Meyer and Schmidt[24], we call such elliptic Lagngian solutionlliptic relative equilibria
Specially where = 0, the Keplerian elliptic motion becomes circular motior dnen all the three bodies
move around the center of masses along circular orbits Wwéhsame frequency, which are calledative
equilibria traditionally. Moreover, Meyer and Schmidt (cf._]24]) uskédavily the central configuration
nature of the elliptic Lagrangian orbits and decomposeduhdamental solution of the elliptic Lagrangian
orbit into two parts symplectically, one of which is the saasethat of the Keplerian solution and the other
is the essential part for the stability.

For the planar three-body problem with massgsm,, mz > 0, it turns out that the stability of elliptic
Lagrangian solutions depends on two parameters, namelyndiss parametet € [0, 9] defined below and
the eccentricitye € [0, 1),

27(mmy + MM + Mpig)
(M +mp+mg)?

In the current paper, the fundamental solution of the lizedr Hamiltonian system of the essential part of
the elliptic Lagrangian orbit is denoted by (t) for t € [0, 27], which is a path of 4« 4 symplectic matrices
starting from the identity. The Lagrangian orbits is caligectrally stable (or elliptic) if all the eigenvalues
of yz.e(27) belong to the unite circl®, is called linear stable if moreoveg ¢(27) is semi-simple. In contrast,
Lagrangian orbits are called hyperbolic if no eigenvalug{2r) locates oriJ.

The linear stability of relative equilibriae(= 0) were known more than a century ago and it is due to
Gascheau [(]8], 1843) and Routh ([29], 1875) independefily.the elliptic relative equilibriag> 0), the
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linear stability problem is diicult, many interesting results could be found[in/[24].1[42B], [28]. For the
historical literature on linear stability of Lagrangiarbiis, readers are referred fo [11]. Recently, Y.Long,
S.Sun and the first author introduced Maslov-type index grataior theory in studying the stability im
body problem[[111]([I83]. In[[11], the authors gave an analytioof for the the stability bifurcation diagram
of Lagrangian equilateral triangular homographic orhitthie 3; €) rectangle [09] x [0, 1) and proved that
bifurcation curve is real analytic. But it isfeicult to estimate the bifurcation curve.

To the best of our knowledge, we don’t know any result beforedtimate the stability region. For the
hyperbolic region, till now, we only know two results. Flystit was proved in[[11l] that the Lagrangian
orbits is hyperbolic fos = 9 (equal mass case) with any eccentriagtg [0,1). Secondly, based on the
result in [11], it was proved by the second autHor! [25] thajdamgian orbits are hyperbolic fgr > 8.
However, forg near 1, we know nothing about the estimation of the hypetbelijion before. In the present
paper, based on works in [11],]13] and via trace formula, st@r&te the stability region and hyperbolic
region for the elliptic Lagrangian orbits.

Theorem 1.8. The elliptic Lagrangian orbits is linear stable if

e< _r B €[0,3/4),

1+ f(8,-1)%

or

e< min s ﬂ€(3/4,l),

1 1
VIG.-D 14 \[r(s 6 Vo)

where (8, ) is a function or{0, 9] x U given by [5.IB). Lef (8) = sup f (8, w), w € U}, then forg € (1,9],
Yp.e is hyperbolic if

e< f(B)2. (1.25)

It will be seen thatf (8, w) is a elementary function determined by the trace formukaTBeoreni 1B,
we can draw a picture as follows.

0.5
3
0.45- —
0.4~ —
r
0.35 01 —
0.3 —
© 0.25F H -
0.2 \y B
0.15 —
01F s 2 fa B
0.05 5 B
0 S 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Figure 1: The stable region S and hyperbolic region H giveiithgyoreniLB.



In Figure 1, the point®; ~ (0,0.3333),0, ~ (0.873Q0 0.0504),03 ~ (9,0.4907). The curves

r1={(ﬁ,e) |e=1/(1+ m),0s5s3/4}, Fzz{(ﬁ,e) |e=1/x/f(ﬂ,—1),3/45ﬁs 1},

and

e=1/w/f(ﬁ),1§,8§9}.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give tteofpof the trace formula for linear
Hamiltonian systems. Moreover, some application of theetfarmula on the identity which related to the
Zeta function is given. In Section 3, we prove the Hill-tyerfiula and trace formula for Sturm-Liouville
systems. The applications of the trace formula on the stfidiability for Hamiltonian systems are given in
Section 4, where we estimate the relative Morse index (Mioidbex for Sturm-Liouville systems) and some
new stability criteria will be given. The study of stabiliof elliptic Lagrangian solutions will be given in
Section 5.

s = {(ﬁ, S

e= 1/(1+ f(8,6V2r),3/4 < B < 1}, 4= {(ﬁ,e)

2 Trace formula for linear Hamiltonian system

In this section, we will give the proof of the trace formula fimear Hamiltonian system. As been pointed
out in the introduction, we will consider the Taylor expamsifor the conditional Fredholm determinant
of Hamiltonian system and the Monodromy matrices sepagrate$2.1 and§2.2. Based on it, we prove
Theoren 11l ir§2.3, some example on infinite identity and relation with tletaZfunction is discussed.

2.1 Taylor expansion for conditional Fredholm determinantof the linear perturbation of
Hamiltonian system

In this subsection, we will mainly consider the Taylor exgian of the conditional Fredholm determinant
for linearly parameterized Hamiltonian system. Bét) : Q — C([0, T], M(2n, C)) be an analytic function.
For that & — B — vJ) is invertible, denote by

p(a) = det(id - (B, — Bag)(A— Bay - vJ) ™).

Notice that B, — B,,)(A - B,, — vJ)~1is not trace class but Hilbert-Schmidt. Hemaf) is not the usual
Fredholm determinant, but a kind of conditional Fredholedainant. The theory of conditional Fredholm
determinant was studied in[14]. For readers convenieneageaall it briefly. For integeN > 0, let Py be
the projection onto the subspace

Wy= (P ker(a-v).

vea(A),lvI<N
We need the following definition, which comes from[14].

Definition 2.1. For a Hilbert-Schmidt operator F, it is said to have th@ace finite conditionif the limit
|\I|im Tr(PnFPy) exists, which is called the conditional trace and denoted ki) without confusion.



Obviously, if F is a trace class operator, then the conditional trace atéscivith the traditional trace.
Moreover, if bothF andF have the trace finite condition, th&n+ F has the trace finite condition. Now, for
a Hilbert-Schmidt operatdf with trace finite condition, by [14], the limit

det(d + F) = lim det(d + PNFPy)

is well defined, which depends ¢Ry} and is called th&€onditional Fredholm Determinardf id + F.
By [14], Corollary 3.4], we know thap(e) is analytic onQ2. Now, for B, D € 8(2n), let B(a) = B+ aD,
we have the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let f(a) = det|(A - B - aD - vJ)(A + Po)™|, suppose A B — vJ is invertible, then the

Taylor expansion of f dis f(a) = i bma™, where
m=0

By = ?n—“l“ det((A — B = vJ)(A + Pg) D),
and
Tr(F) m-1 - 0
Tr(F%) Tr(F) -~ O
am = (1) det : : . : , (2.1)
Tr(i:m) Tr(F™Y) .. Tr(F)

with F = D(A-B—-vJ)™L.
We first prove the following simple lemma.
Lemma 2.3. Let B(e) : Q — C([0, T], M(2n, C)) be an analytic mapping. Write
pr(@) = det(id — Py(Bo — Bao)(A — Bay — vJ)~*Py),
then py(a) is analytic onQ.

Proof. Let {ej}‘;‘;1 be an orthonormal basis, defined by the eigenvectors Sfet
F(@) = (By — By)(A— By — vI) 2,

thenF(a) can be considered as an infinite matrpF(a)e;j, g ))i j. Notice that{ F(a)e;j, & ) is an analytic
function onea, which implies thatPy F(«)Py is an analytic function o®2. By the definition ofpy(a), we
know thatpy () is analytic. m]

To prove Theorem 212, write
f(a) = det(id — aPyD(A - B - vJ)"*Py).

Firstly, please note thafy(a) is analytic. Secondly, we will show that there is a subsaqgeaeof{ fy(a)},
which is convergent uniformly on any compact subse®ofObviously, fy(a) — f(a) point-wisely onQ.
Thirdly, by the theory in[[3D], we will give the expansion ff(«). Finally, by the convergence df («), we
get the Taylor expansion df(«@).



To prove that there is a subsequencéfaf@)}, which is convergent uniformly té(«) on any compact
subset, we will recall some properties of conditional Fadahdeterminant and conditional trace.

Recall that, ifF is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, theitl(+ F)e" — id is a trace class operator, thus, we
can define

deb(id + F) = det(d + F)eF).

In the classical settings, i is trace class, then géid + F) = det(d + F)e 7). Inspired from this, in the
case thaf has the trace finite condition, we proved[in[[14],

deb(id + F) = det(fd + F))e ™" (2.2)

still holds, however, wher&r(F) = Jim Tr(PNFPy) is the conditional trace.

The conditional Fredholm determinant preserves almoghalproperties that the determinant of matrix
has. Such as, the multiplicity of the determinant. DeandF be two Hilbert-Schmidt operators which have
trace finite condition. Then

det(d + D) det(d + F) = det(d + D + F + DF), (2.3)

where “det” represents conditional Fredholm determinaimilar to [14, Proposition 3.2], we have the
following lemma. The proof of the lemma is almost the samehas was given for([14, Proposition 3.2],
and we will omit the proof.

Lemma 2.4. Under the assumption of Leminal2.By} is a normal family, that is, for any sequence{ i}
there is a subsequence which is uniformly convergent on ampact subset df.

Forv e C such thatA — B — vJ is invertible,
(A-B-aD-vJ)(A+Pg)™t=(d-aDA-B-vI)™)A-B-vI)(A+ Pyt
Now set
g(e) = det(d — aD(A - B—-vJ)™),
where the “det” is the conditional Fredholm determinantg an
on(@) = detfd — PND(A - B - vJ)1Py).

By Lemma[Z.4,fy and f are entire functions, and there is a subsequéigg which is convergent td
uniformly on any compact subsetfn Set

Fn = PND(A-B—vJ) 1Py,

then all of Fy are finite-rank operators, hence they are trace class opgray [30, Theorem 5.4], we have
the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let gy(@) = det(d + a(—Fn)). Then the Taylor expansion ne@for gy () is

(@) = ) aManm/m,
m=0

10



where

Tr(FN) m-1 0 0
Tr(F3) Tr(Fy) m-2 .- 0
anm = (-1)" det
Tr(FY Tr(FR2 -+ Tr(Fn) 1
Tr(FM  Tr(FRY) - Tr(FR) Tr(Fn)

Let h, be a sequence of analytic functions, which is convergehtuniformly on any compact subset.
Write the power series expansions as

hn(a) = Z chme™  and gla) = Z Cma™,
m=0 m=0

then, it is easy to see thaty, converges t@, asn — co.

Proof of Theoreri 2]2Now, notice thaF = D(A — B - vJ)~! is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with trace finite
condition, hence the conditional trace

T(F) = lim Tr(Fy).

Set
Tr(F) m-1 ... 0
2 = (1) det Tr(:Fz) Tr:(F) O |
Tr(ﬁm) Tr(F'm‘l) Tr'(F)

Thenaym tends toay asN — co. By Lemmal2.4, there is a subsequemgpg(e) of gn(e), which is
convergent t@(a) on any compact subset. Then

S
o) = ) g™
m=0

Since
f(a) = g(a) det((A - B—vI)(A+ Po) ™),
we have
f(@) = ) ™23 det(~ B vI)(A+ Po) )]
m=0 ’
The proof is finished. m|

Note that fore small, by [30, p.47, (5.12)], for a matri,
_ N (_1)m+1 m m
det( + D) = exp(; ——a™Tr(D )). (2.4)

Thus fora small enough, writg () = €N, then

(o)

(@) = D (1™ dm(N)a™/m,

m=1

11



with dn(N) = Tr((-Fn)™). On the other hand, sinc& & B—vJ) is invertible, henced — «D(A—- B -vJ)™t
is invertible in a neighborhood of 0. It follows thgfe) vanishes nowhere in a neighborhood of 0. Write
g(e) = €@ near 0 with

(o)

h(e) = Z(—l)m”dmam/m

m=1

be the Taylor expansion fdn(«). Sincegy converge tog and is normal family, we have thakt, =
(-1)™T r(F™). We get the following theorem, which is the main result iis tection.

Theorem 2.6. Under the above assumption, we have

f(@) = det((A - B - vJ)(A+ Po)™) exp| i bma™},

m=1
where b, = —2Tr(F™).
Notice thatF is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with trace finite conditionerte, Tr(F) is not the usual
trace ofF, but the conditional trace. However, in |30, Theorem 34§ a trace class operator, and then
Tr(F) is the usual trace.

2.2 Taylor expansion for linearly parameterized Monodromymatrices

SetB, = B+ aD, for a € C, lety, be the corresponding fundamental solutions, that is
7a(t) = JBa(t)ya(t)-
Fixedag € C, direct computation shows that

Yar()I(Ba(t) = Buo(1))ya(t)

I (Ba(t) = Bag(®)vao )72y M)7a (1))
(@ = @0)I(7a, (DD ()Ya0 (1) Yz (70 D).

Without loss of generality, assumag = 0. In what follows, write

d
50 Oa(0)

Yalt) = v5 Oya (D),

and
D(t) = g () D(t)yo(t),
thus
900 = aIDOTa (0. (2.5)

To simplify the notation, we use®” to denote thek-th derivative ona. Taking derivative on for both
sides of [[2.b), we get

S50 = DO + 2D, 0FV0). (26)
12



By takinga = 0, yo(t) = lon, We have

50 =3 f t D(s)ds

Now, taking derivative o for both sides of[(2]6), we get

S50 = 2000990 + JDOIP0).

Takea = 0, and we get

O = 23 f B(97(9ds
By induction,
d.
370 ® = kDO,

and
90 = k3 f B(97(9ds

Fort =T, by Taylor's formula,

Jo(T) = lon + a¥5UT) + - + 58 (T) k1 +
where

= [ " 3Bt

and

9m/K = fo IDOFE W)/ (k- 1)dt k € N.

By induction, we have

T t1 o1
F9m/K = f JD(t1) f ID(ty) - - - f ID(t)dt - - - dtpdty, k € N.
0 0 0

Obviouslyy,(T) is an entire function on the variabde We summarize the above reasoning as the following

proposition.

Proposition 2.7. Let B, = B + aD, v,(T) be the corresponding fundamental solutions. Wyite= 7(_)17a/-

Then, the Taylor expansion for,(T) atOis
FalT) = lan + @UT) + - + 5P (T)/K +-

where

T tL -1
’?(Ok)(T)/ld — f JD(ty) f JD(tp) - - - f JD(tK)dty - - - dipdty, k € N,
0 0 0

13



In what follows, to simplify the notation, set
M(@) = 7a(T). Mo=l2n and M;=3(T)/jl, jen,
then .
M(a) = Z a M.
=0
Direct computation shows that
M(@)"IM(a) = I+ aC1 + a’Co + - - - + X C + - --

whereCy = M{J + JMy, C; = MJ J + IM, + M{ JMy, and in general

k

Ck = Z M}I—J M-, ke N.
=0

By the fact thatM(a) € Sp(), M(a)"IM(a) = J, thusCyx = 0 for k € N. We have the following
proposition.

Proposition 2.8. Under the above assumptions
k
D IM[IMcj =0, Vkel. (2.7)
=0
Please note that, by taking= 1 in (2.7), we have
IMy + M{J =0, (2.8)

which coincides with the fact thatM; is a symmetric matrix. Now, multiplying-J on both sides of(2]17)
and taking trace, we have

Corollary 2.9. Under the above assumptions
m
D TH=IM]IMy ) = 0, YmeN.
=0
Especially, form = 2, we get
2Tr(M2) = Tr(IM] IMy) = Tr(M2).

SetM = Syo(T), thenSy,(T) = MM(a). Fora € C, which is not an eigenvalue &, by some easy
computations, we have that

detSya(T) — Alzn)

detMM() — Al2n)
detM — Aoy + MMy + - - + XMMy + - - )
detM — Alop) det + - - - + (M = Algn) MMy + - - -).

Let Gk = (M — Alon) TMMy,
f(a) =det( +---+ Gy +---),
14



which is an analytic function o€. Next, we will compute the Taylor expansion fo(e). Let G(a) =
> ¥ 1Gy, then fore small enough, by(214), we have
k=1

fle) = det +aG(a))
1 \ym+l
= exp(n;%amﬂ(e(a)m))
_ o (L™t m N k=1~ \M
= exp( ), — " 2,06 )
m=1 k=1

o 4yl oo
= exp(r;( 1% [k _;m:lwk“”*k‘“Tf(le"‘Gm)])- (2.9)

Since f(e) vanishes nowhere near 0, we can wiife) = €9, then by [Z.D), some direct computation
shows that

m  1\k+l
gmoym =Y S 16, -65) 210)
k=1

jitetji=m
Fora small enough, leg(@) be the function satisfying
A" detSya(T) — Alzn) = 27" detM - Al2n) - exp@()), (2.11)

then the cofficients ofg® (0)/k! could be determined by {Z.1.0). And we have the followingptieen, which
is the main result in this subsection.

Theorem 2.10. Under the above assumption, € be the function in[(2.11). Let(@) = i cma™ be its
m=1
Taylor expansion. Then

G = Z (—1l3k+1( Z THGj, -+ Gy))

k=1 jite+jk=m

We only list the first 4 terms

gM(0) = Tr(Gy),

1
9@(0)/2 = Tr(Gy) - STr(G),
g®(0)/3! = Tr(G3) - Tr(G1Gy) + %Tr(ei),

g?(0)/4! = Tr(G,) - %Tr(G%) ~ Tr(G1Gs) + Tr(G2Gy) - %Tr(G4).

By the definition ofGy,

Tr(Gy) = Tr(MIM(M = Al20) ™) = Tr(J fT D(ds: M(M — Al2,) ),
0
15



Tr(G) = Tr(MaM(M = Al) 7Y = Tr(J fT D(s)J fsf)(o-)do-ds- M(M — mzﬂ)-l).
0 0
Generally,

T tt -1 m
Tr(Grk")zTr([fo Jf)(tl)fo JD(tz)--.fo ID(t)dt - - - dtodty - M(M = A120)*]),

andTr(G;j, - -- Gj,) could be given similarly.

2.3 The proof of the Trace formula for Hamiltonian system

In this subsection, we will give proof of Theordm11.1.

Proof of Theorerh 1]11We begin with the formula
det((A— B—aD - vJ)(A+ Po) ™) = C(S)e™" detSy,(T) - €7 l2n).
On the one hand, by TheorémR2.6,
det((A - B— aD - vJ)(A+ Po)™) = det((A — B— vJ)(A+ Po)™*) exp| Z brma™},
m=1

whereby, = —%Tr((D(A — B-vJ)™})™). On the other hand, by Theorém 2.10,

C(S)e™T det©Sya(T) - €7lzn) = C(S)e ™ detSy(T) - € l2n) - exp( i Cma™),
n=1

where

m(_l)k+1
Cn= ) — > THG, -Gy

k=1 jite+jk=m

Since
det((A — B - vI)(A+ Po) ™) = C(S)e™T detGy(T) — €T lop),

we have thab,, = ¢, that is

m  1\k+l
TR BN = Y (D TG, 6y)

k=1 K j1tseent jk=M
It follows that,
m o (-1
Tr|(D(A-B-v3) )] = mZ T[ Z TG, -Gy (2.12)
k=1 jite+jk=m
The proof is completed. m|

By the equation[{2.12), theoretically, we can calculatetthee of[D(A — B - vJ)~1]™, at least, numer-
ically by computer. Notice that the right hand side[of (2.2 kind of multiple integral, and it is a little
complicated. Next, we will write down the first four terms.

16



Proposition 2.11.

Tr(D(A-B-vJ)™) = —Tr(G).
Tr([D(A-B-v) ™) = Tr(G) - 2Tr(Gy).
Tr([D(A - B=v3)™°) = =3Tr(Gs) + 3Tr(G1Gy) - Tr(G3).

Tr([D(A- B—vJ) ") = —4Tr(Gy) + 2T1(G) + 4T1(G1G3) — ATr(G2G,) + Tr(GY).
Moreover, for the first two terms, we can write it more prelgise
Tr{D(A-B-vd)™] =-Tr(J f ! 75 (ODE)yo(t)dt- M(M — €T I5)7?), (2.13)
0
and
Tr([D(A-B-vJ)™]?
T S
= -2T1(3 [ 73 0PW®3 [ ¥ (9D(o(gdsdt: MM - eT1z) )
0
+Tr([3 fo Y8 ()D(t)yo(t)dtM(M — evT|2n)-1]2), (2.14)

which are[(1.P) and(1.10) in Corollafy 1.3.

It is worth to be pointed out that, on the left hand side_of 8. the trace is the conditional trace, and on
the right hand side of it, it is the trace of matrix 6". Next, we will consider some special cases.

Proposition 2.12. Assume that @) = By is a constant matrix and S =l,,, then,
T
Tr(D(A-B-vJ)™) = -Tr(J f D(t)dt- M(M — €7 l50)7?).
0

Proof. SinceB(t) = By, obviouslyyp(t) = €', thusyo(t) commutes withyo(T) and also commutes with
M sinceS = +l,,. Easy computation shows that

T T
Tr(J fo D(t)dt- M(M - €712,) ") Tr( fo e BID()e’™ dt- M(M — e lo) ™)

.
Tr( f e BIDMOM(M — €7 I5) e’™dt)
0

T
Tr(J f D(t)dt- M(M = €7l50)7?).

0
By (2.13), the proposition is proved. m|

The following proposition considers the case that = JM, MT = M.

17



Proposition 2.13. 1f MJ = JM, MT = M, then
.
Tr(DA-vI-B)™?) = Tr|(J f D(s)ds- M(M — evT|2n)—1)2]
0
T, 2
-Tr|(3 f D(9)ds) M(M — T la0) ™.
0
Proof. SupposeMJ = JM, M = MT then

Tr(MaM(M = wlan) ™) Tr(=IMaIM(M — € T15)™h

Tr(-M(M - €T lz)tIM] J)
Tr(=IMJ IM(M — €T lz)™).

By Propositio 2.8
M]J+ JIMy =0,
and
-IM]J + My = IM] IMy.
Thus

2T1(Gy)

Tr(IM[IM MM — €T I5,)7?)
Tr(MEM(M — €T12) )

T

Tr[(3 f ﬁ(s)ds)zM(M —eTlan) Y.
0

By the formula[[Z.14), the proposition is proved.

Some easy computation shows that, if moredMecommutes with] fOT D(s)ds then

Tr((D(A-vJ - B) ™)

-

eTTr(3 f [“)(s)ds)ZM(M —eTlzn) ).
0

More specially, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.14. If M = «l,y,, then

+eT

T 2
azey 0 fo 75 (9D(9y0(97ls) |

Especially in the case B 0, D = D and S= +lon,

Tr(D(A-vJ - B)™Y)?) =

+ vT T
Tr(D(A =)~ 1)2)—(e—vT)2Tr[( f D(9ds)’].

Notice that[(2.1b) is just the formula(1]11) in Corollar3\1.
18
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Example 2.15. In the case [t) = lon, thenD(t) = yg(t)yo(t), so we have

Tr(A-B-vd) ™) =Tr(J f ' 75 (970(9ds- M(M - €7lz) ),
0

and for k> 2,
r(a-s-w= 3 %
= 4

whereA; are eigenvalues of A B — vJ. From the trace formula, we have

i i =mi %[ Z Tf(Gjl“‘ij)], vm> 2. (2.18)

k=1 jite+jk=m
The equation[(Z.18) has its own interests. In fact, we cancedome interesting equalities from this.

Example 2.16.LetB=0, D =15, S= I, and T = 1. Then, for each fixed € C, it is easy to check that the
eigenvalues for A vJ — a are {2kr + V=1v — alk € Z}. Forv ¢ 21 V=1Z — @, A— vJ — « is invertible, and
the left hand side of (2.18) is

-my _ 1 1
TH(A=vI-a) )_é(zkﬂ «/—_1v—a)m+é(2kn—«/—_1v—a)m’ et

where for m= 1, the infinite sum in the right side is understandﬁlilyl Yk For the right hand side,

the traces T(G;j, - - - Gj,) can be calculated directly. We only list the first 3 equaditi¢or m= 1, direct

computation shows that T@1) = msﬁ% thus we have

Z 1 N Z 1 B —2¢’ sina
o+ V-Iv—a & 2kr- V=Iv—a (cosa - €)2+sirfa

For m= 2, by (2.I5%), direct computation shows that

—2¢’(cosa(l + €”) — 2¢")
€’ cosa(4e” cosa — 4e%” — 4) + (1 + )2
1 - coshv cosa
(cosa — coshy)?’

Tr((A-vl-a)?) =

thus we have the identity

Z 1 +Z 1 3 1 - coshv cosa (2.19)
L (2kn + V=Iv - )2 & (k- V=1v—a)?  (COsa — coshy)?’ '

Especially in the case = 0,

1
Tr((A-vJ)™?) =2 ,
(A =vd)) ;Z(Zkﬂ+\/j.v—a/)2

and the right hand side of (2.119) is reduced(—f_é%, thus we have the identity

Z 1 _ 1l+cosV-1v
& (2kn + V=12 2sirf V=1v
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Similarly, for m= 3, we get

2 : ) .

& (2kr+ V=-Iv—a)® & (k- V-1v-a)3
~ 1/2 sina(costt v + coshy cosa — 2)
" costv — 3cosk v cosa + 3coshycofa - coa’

The equality in the above example can be deduced by usingitees in complex analysis. However,
the above example is only a kind of easiest case. If we takeaaostant patiB, then the formula will be
far from trivial.

Remark 2.17. Recall that, in[1], Atiyah, Patodi and Singer defined a kirfdzeta function for self-adjoint
elliptic differential operatorA(the operator may be not positive). L{a} be the eigenvalues fof, then

na(9) = ) (signd)|al™>,

A#0

for R€s) large, and it can be extended meromorphically to the whotdase. Now, for the dierential
operator A, if we can take some proper B, D and S in our framkwsuich thatl are the eigenvalues of
A =DYA-B-vJ)is real, then by the trace formula, we can obtain the values;#{(s) at odd integers.

3 Hill-type formula and Trace formula for Sturm-Liouville s ystems

In the study ofS-periodic orbits in Lagrangian systems, it is natural tosider the standard Sturm systems:

~(PY+Qy) +Q'y+Ry=0, y(0)=SYT), ¥(0)=SyT), (3.1)

whereS is an orthogonal matrix o®". We assumeP(t) is invertible for anyt, which is a more general
condition than the usual Legendre convexity assumptioesio2Q = P-1(Q" - Q- P), R= P }(R- Q).
Obviously, the systeni (3.1) is equivalent to

— A(t) + QM) z(t) + R(t)z(t) = 0, (3.2)
200) = S4T), 20) = SzT). (3.3)

Please note that (f) satisfies the equatiof (3.2) wik0) = e TSZ(T), 2(0) = e’TSHT), thenz(t) =
e"'2(t) satisfies the following second order ODE

0, (3.4)
Sz(T). (3.5)

_ (dgt + y)zz(t) + Q(t)(dgt + v)z(t_) + R(t)z()
Z(0) = S4T), Z0)

Lety(t) = z(t) + vz(t), then we can write (3]4-3.5) as the following first order ODE

y ) Q) -v R [ y@d)

( Z(t) ) - ( In -y ]( Z(t) )’ (3.6)
y(0) S 0, y(T)

( z(0) ) ( O S )( Z(T) ) (3.7)
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For simplicity, we denote

é(t)=[ U ] s‘dz(s ‘;—) and x(t):(y(t)]_

-Q(t) -R() On (1)
The system[(3]16-317) can be written as the following Hamilia system,
X(t) = J(B(t) + vI)x(t), (3.8)
X(0) = Sgx(T). (3.9)
_ _ _ _ Zt) +vz(t) ) . _
It follows that z(t) is solution of [B.4=3.b) if and only ik(t) = ) is solution of [3.H-3.0).
Therefore, we have
dim ker( - (E + v)2 + (j(t)(E +v) +R(t)) = dim ker( - P vJ). (3.10)
dt dt dt

Now, we will give the Hill-type formula for indefinite Lagrgiman system. FoN € N, let

W= @D ker(S o)

VEO'((%),IVISN

and denote by the orthogonal projection ontdly. ThenQ(t) (§ + v)_l is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator
with the trace finite condition with respect tBn). We define the conditional Fredholm determinant with
respect tdPy,

de( - (_ vla) +Q(t)(dﬂt ivlo)+ R(t)).(_(dﬂt )Y

At first, we recall Hill-type formula for linear Hamiltoniasystems[[14]. FoB € C([0, T]; M(2n, C)),
which is not have to be real symmetric, we have that

de(( J_ -B- VJ)( - \]dgt + po)_l) - C(S)et Jy TrOBm)dt T det(Sy(T) B evT|2n)’ (3.11)

wherey is the fundamental solution correspondingdoWe firstly prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. For v € C such thatd% + vl is invertible, we have

def( - J— -B-J)(- Jd% - vJ)_l]

- def(- (_ el 4 Q(t)(dﬂt +vln) + RO)( - (dﬂt ) (3.12)
In On
Proof. LetKj =( 0 O ] note that
~ag K ) Eeh (3.13)
dt n - (dgt + Vln) On ’ "

It follows that & + vl is invertible if and only if-J$ - vJ - Ky, is invertible; moreover

(—JE—VJ—Kn)_lz[( On _(‘%”I”):J.

dt d%—i—vln)_l —(d%—i-vln)

21



It follows that

Kn—B)(~ 32 —v3-k) = > 4y
(Kn=B)( = 3G —vI=Kn) "= RO(S +vin)  ~OO(& +v1n) —RO(S +vl)

Thus we have

def( - J— -B-vJ)(- ;ldg —Kp— vJ)_l]

= det|id - (B- KnB)( - JE—VJ Kn) ]

detfid - Q(t)(— Fylg) - R(t)(d—t i) ]

= def(- (— + vln) + Q(t)(dgt +vin) + RO)( - (d% + v|n)2)‘1]. (3.14)
Now, direct computation shows that,
det]( - Jdgt —Kn—vJ)( - J% —v3) =1
Therefore,
d - d 1
det[(—Jd—t - B—vJ)(—Jd—t -vJ) |
= def(- Jd% -B-J)(- Jd% —Kn - vJ)_l] det|( - I = Kn=2J3)( = I= - vJ) |
= def(- Jd% -B-J)(- Jd% — Kn— vJ)_l] (3.15)
Combining [3:1%) and (3.15), we have the desired result. i

ForR; € B(n), let B (t) = ( _(Ijn(t) _R() _Ozp—lRl

tions. With the above preparation, we have the followingthen.

), lety, be the corresponding fundamental solu-

Theorem 3.2. For v € C such thatd + vl is invertible, we have

def(~ (S +vin)” + QO + 1) + RO)(~ (5 + 1)) ]
= &% b MO detSe7o(T) - & lon) detg - € Tlon) (3.16)

Proof. By the multiplicative property of conditional Fredholm daninant
def( - J— -B-vJ)(- Jd% - vJ)_l] = def(- J— -B-vJ)(- ;ldE + Po)_l]

def( - J— +Po)( - Jd% -vJ) ] (3.17)

By the Hill-type formula for Hamiltonian systerh (3]11), wave that

def( - J— -B-vJ)(- Jd% + Po)_l] = C(Sy)e b TrQWdtg T det(Sao(T) - €Tlzn)  (3.18)
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and

def (- J% +Po)(— 32 )]

= [def|( - Jﬂt ) (=92 e

d dt
= C(Sqg) e detSq — € lon) (3.19)
Substituting[(3:19) and (3.118) intb (3117), by Proposifill we have the result. i

We come back to the Lagrangian systems. To simplify the iootalet

AW) = _(dgt + V)(P(% +v)+Q)+ QT(dgt +v) +R().

Theorem 3.3. Under the condition[(1.13), for anye C such thatA(v) is invertible,
det|(A() + R)AX) ™| = detSaya(T) - €7 l2n) - detSayo(T) - €7 lzn) ™, (3.20)
wherey,(t) is the fundamental solution df (1]14).

Proof. Please note thaf = Ry A(v)™! is a trace class operator, thus dt¢ F) is the usual Fredholm
determinant. Therefore

det(d + F) = det(d + P"FP),
hence
det{(A0) + R)AW) ™| = detPHAW) + R)AK) ] = def|(PHA0) + Ro)(PA0) |

Easy computation shows that

PLAW) = —(d% + v)2 + Q(dgt +v)+R

where® = P1QT - Q-P), R= P1(R- Q). By the multiplicative propertyi{23) of Fredholm detenait,

det|P{AG) + RY(PLAW) | = det|P{AG) + Ry)( - (OIEt )]

det|(P10) - (- ()] (3.21)
Substituting[(3.16) intd (3.21), we have
det|(A() + R)A) ™| = detSq91(T) — € In) - detGafo(T) — € lan) ™ (3:22)

To prove the theorem, we will make clear the relationshipveeny,(T) with y,(T). Let n(t) =

( Pt) Q)

0 : ] then direct computation shows that
n n

d
d—t(n(t)%(t)n(o)_l) = IBi(On()7(Bn(0)

which impliesy,(t) = n(t)y.(t)n(0) L. Moreover, from [LI8)Sqn(T) = n(0)Sy, easy computation shows
that
Saya(T) = n(0)Suya(T)n(0) ™. (3.23)
It follows that
detSaya(T) - €T lan) = detSq7a(T) - €7 l2n).
Combining with [3.2R), we have the desired result. m|
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Obviously, by taking = 0 in Theoreni_3.13 we have Theorém]1.6.
To get the trace formula, letR; take place oR; in the Hill-type formula[[3:2D), and we have

det(d + ARLA() ™) = det(Sgya(T) - €7 l2n) - det(Sayo(T) - € |2n)‘1 . (3.24)

Almost the same as the proof of Theoreml 1.1, the trace forfioulhagrangian system could be obtained
by taking Taylor expansion on the variableand comparing the cdigécients ofA" on both sides of(3.24),
and the proof will be omitted. We have the trace formula foglamgian system, fan e N,

1qmy m (_1)m+k
Tr([RuAM) ™ )_mz » |
k=1

> TG, Gy, (3.25)

jite+jii=m
. On Op . , .
where for Lagrangian system, we always denote 0 R | Gy is defined in Theorein 1.4.
n —™1
SinceA(v)! is a trace class operator, lgt} be the nonzero eigenvalues@{y)y + ARy = 0, then for
positive integersn,

3 = 0" Te (Rue) ). (3.26)
j J

Combining [3.2b) and_(3.26) we prove Theorem 1.4.
Especially,

-
TriRWAM) ™Y = Tr(J f ¥4 OD®)yo(t)dt - M(M — evT|2n)—1). (3.27)
0
Comparing with the Trace formula in Hamiltonian systems haee

Corollary 3.4. For positive integers m,
1™ Tr[(RuAM) )| = Tr|[(DA - Bo - v3)Y)"]. (3.28)

Oh  On

here D=
wher (On R,

], By is defined in[(1.15) and A —;ldﬂt with Sg—boundary condition.

Obviously A(v) + AR, is degenerate if only if—Jd% —vJ — Bp — 4D is degenerate, moreover, we have

Proposition 3.5. Letv € C, such thatA(v) is invertible. Then—ﬁ—l0 is an eigenvalue of RA(v)~* of algebraic

multiplicity k if and only h‘ﬁ—l0 is an eigenvalue of GJd% —vJ — Bg)™! of algebraic multiplicity k.

Remark 3.6. 1. For m> 2, notice that botr(Rlﬂ(v)‘l)m and(D(A- B - vJ)‘l)m are trace class, and
hence by Propositidn 3.5 we can get the trace formula for aagran system from that of Hamiltonian
system directly.

2. For m = 1, since the operator DA — B — vJ)~! is not trace class operator, but a Hilbert-Schmidt
operator with trace finite condition. Therefore,

Tr(D(A-B-vJ) ™) = Jim Tr [PND(A-B-v])'Py]. (3.29)

For a general Hamiltonian system, we don’t know whethegfD{A — B — vJ)™1) = ) 71] true or not.

j
It follows that, the trace formuld (3.27) can not be obtaidsdthe trace formula from Hamiltonian
system.
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To prove Proposition 315, we need the following lemma, wlhigchf interest itself.

Lemma 3.7. Let F be a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with trace finite conaiitj andﬁ—l0 is its nonzero eigen-
value. Thenlg is a zero point oflet{d — AF) of degree k if and only i% is an eigenvalue of F of algebraic
multiplicity k.

Proof. SinceF is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, so; = {Tl(J} ando, = o(F) \ o1 are two disjoint closed
subsets of the spectral Bf By Riesz Decompaosition Theorem for operators, let

1
P A-F)da,
1= 5 [@-Fr
wherel is a contour in the resolvent set Bfsuch thaior; in its interior ando in its exterior. TherP; is
its Riesz projection, and l&?, = id — P;. Since/l—l0 is a nonzero eigenvalue, théh is a finite projection,
andP:F = FP;. Now, letF; = FP; andF, = FPy, thenF1F, = 0. By the multiplicative property of
conditional Fredholm determinant,

det(d — AF) = detfd — AF; — AF, — 2F1F») = det(d — AF1) det(d — AF>).

Since/l—l0 is not in the spectrum df,, hence% is not zero point of detd — AF5); moreover, it is not hard to

see that detd — AF;) = (1 - %)k wherek is the algebraic multiplicity of the eigenvaIL#g of F. The proof
is complete.
o

Proof of Propositiol 35By (3.24) and Lemm7—,% is an eigenvalue dR1A(v)~! of algebraic multi-
plicity k if and only if it is a zero point the analytic function dsty,(T) — €Tl»,) of degreek. On the other
hand, by[(1.23) and the multiplicative property, #y defined in[(1.1b) we have

det]( 35 ~v3-B)(~ 35 +Po) ]

det]( - JLPO)( 18 va-By)

= (Saya(T) - €Tlan)(Sayo(T) — €T lzn).

det(id - /ID( - Jd% —yJ- Bo)_l)

Again, by Lemma 37, Mo_is an eigenvalue dD(—Jd% —vJ — Bg)~! of algebraic multiplicityk if and only
if it is also a zero point deSyy,(T) — €T 1,,) of degreek. The desired result is proved. ]

Example 3.8. We will compute the simplest case, thatAlgy) = —(d% +v)?, Ry = —R. Recall that

_ In On _ On Oy
(g oo

o R ] Recall thaty(t) satisfiedyg(t) = JKnyo(t) with yo(0) = lo,. Direct
n

computation shows thak(t) = ( tlln (I)” ) and obviouslyyo(t) ™t = ( ltr; (l)” ] Therefore,
n n —tn n
. ) _tR -R
JID = yo(t) 1JD}/O(t) = ( 2R iR )

thus

T T T

Jf detz(_-|f-()2tht —1fo Rdt].

0 fotht fOtht
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LetST be the transposition &, thenST = S, Forw = &7

v (n= wST)™ On o On
MM = w) ‘( On (n-wST) 1 J| —oTST(Ih—wSTY L 1, )’
and
Gi=| P . S — — . (3.30)
Jo t?Rdt [ tRdt On (In—wS") ~wTST(lh—wSHT 1,
Thus

Tr(Gy) = wTr(T j: Rdt- ST(I, — w§T)—2).
To simplify the notation, we denote by .
Ree=7 [ RO
which is a constant matrix. Then
THRAW)™) = —wT? - Tr(Rave S(S — w) 7). (3.31)
Please note that by take derivative with respeot tm both sides of (3.31), we get
Tr (RA(M)?) = wTT4Tr (RaveS(S? + 4wS + w?)(S - w) ™). (3.32)
Remark 3.9. In [20], Krein also consider the boundary value problem
y’'+ AR(t)y = 0, y(0)+y(T) =y (0)+y'(T) =0, (3.33)

where Rt) € 8(n). Letd;, j € Z or N (assumel; < 1j,1 ), be the eigenvalues of boundary value problem
(3:33), that means the system

Yy’ + iRy =0, y(0)+y(T) =y (0)+y(T) =0, (3.34)

has a nontrivial solution. Each; appears as many times as its multiplicity. To state Kreirdskyset

t
X0 = [ (RS- Rugds+C. (3.35)
0
where C is a constant matrix which is chosen such thas X 0. Krein proved [20]
1 T (7
Y=g ), RO (336)
and
1 T (T T? T 2
> 1_12 =5 fo Tr(X2(t))dt + 4—8Tr[( fo R(t)dt)’]. (3.37)

Please note thaf (3.B1) is a generalization[of (3.36). Réeaste that, in the formuld (1.116), the expression
of /1—12 is different from[3.3]7). The precise generalization with the storma as Krein's formula will be given

in tﬁe forthcoming paper.
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4  Application

The Maslov-type index is a very useful tool in studying thetiplicity and stability of periodic solution in
Hamiltonian system$ [17[,[18]. It is well-known that théat&/e Morse index for linear Hamiltonian system
equals to the Maslov-type index for the corresponding fumelatal solutions. It will be seen that, by the
trace formula, we could estimate the relative Morse indeg, therefore the trace formula could be used to
judge the linear stability via the Maslov-type index. Faader’s convenience, we review the relative Morse
index and stability criteria via Maslov-type index§d.1, details could be found in[12],[18]. The estimation
of relative Morse index by the trace of operator is giveddid, some new criteria for the stability is given
in §4.3, at§4.4, we give some estimation of Morse index for Sturm-Lidlesystems.

In the whole of this section; will be assumed to be an imaginary number.

4.1 Brief review of the relative Morse index, spectral flow ad stability criteria via Maslov-
type index

As we have reviewed if [14], le&, B be bounded self-adjoint operators on Hilbert spécé is a Fredholm
operator and is compact, then the relative Morse indé#, A — B) is defined by

I(A, A - B) = dim (E_(A - B), E_(A)).
whereE_(A) andE_(A - B) are respectively the subspaces on whicdndA — B is negative definite, and
dim (E1, E2) = dim (E1 N E£) - dim (E2 1 E2).

For the Hamiltonian system, lét = —Jd%. Denote byM the linear space generated by the eigenvectors of
A. The 2/2 inner product onM is defined by,

X W12 = (A +id)xy), forx, ye M,

where(-, ) is the inner product ifE. Denote byE the Hilbert space completed byt under the 12 norm.
Let A = (id + |A)"*A, B = (id +|A))~*B;j (j=0,1), then both of them are self-adjoint operatorsoefine

I(A—Bo,A—Bj) = I(A- By, A- By).

The relationship between the conditional Fredholm deteamii and the relative Morse index had been given
in [14].

On the other hand, the relative Morse index could be definesplygtral flow([[12]. As is well known,
spectral flow was introduced by Atiyah, Patodi and Singeiifltheir study of index theory on manifolds
with boundary. It is a very useful tool to understand thetiataMorse index. LefA(d), 0 € [0,1]} be a
continuous path of self-adjoint Fredholm operators on &éttl spaceH. Roughly speaking, the spectral
flow of path {A(6),6 € [0, 1]} counts the net change in the number of negative eigenvalu@gop as 6
goes from 0 to 1, where the enumeration follows from the ruéd €ach negative eigenvalue crossing to the
positive axis contributes-1 and each positive eigenvalue crossing to the negativecarisibutes—1, and
for each crossing, the multiplicity of eigenvalue is couht®lore precisely, as shown inl[1], let

o= o(A0)).
0<[0,1]
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where o (A(0)) is the spectrum foA(d), thengp is a closed subset of thé,)-plane. The spectral flow
S f({A(0)}) is defined to be the intersection numbergpfvith the linea = —e with respect to the usual
orientation for some small positive Obviously,S f({A(9)}) = S f({A(0) + €id}) if id is the identity operator
onH, and 0< € < ¢ for some s#iciently small positive numbet.

We come back to the Hamiltonian systems, sup@(set) € C([0, 1] x [0, T], S(2n)). Forse [0, 1], let
Bs € 8(2n). For such two operato& — Bp andA — B;, we can define the relative Morse index via spectral
flow. In fact, by [12], we have,

I(A-Bo, A—Bi) = =S f({A - B(s), s€ [0, 1]}).
For Bg, By, By, then
[(A-—Bg,A—B1) +I(A-Bi,A-By) = I(A- By, A- By).

Let D = B; — By, and we can simply leB(s) = By + sD. The next proposition is obvious from the definition
of spectral flow.

Proposition 4.1. Letk = {s € [0, 1], ker(A — B(sp)) # 0},
I(A-Bo,A-By) < ) dim ker(A - B(s0).
SpEK

It is not hard to see that, © > 0, thenl(A - B,A- B- D) > 0. By careful analysis[12], the crossing
form

I(A-B,A-B-D)= > dim ker(A- B(s)). (4.1)
spexN[0,1)
Similarly
I(A—B,A-B+D)=— Z dim ker(A — B(so)). (4.2)
SoexN(0,1]

Thus we have
Corollary 4.2. Suppose B< D < Dy, then
I(A-B,A—B-D;) <I(A-B,A-B-D)<I(A-B,A- B-D,). (4.3)
To get the stability criteria, we consider the following Héonian system,

Z(t) JB(t)z(t)
20) = wSAT).

DenoteA,,, B,, be the operators correspondingAoB respectively under theS-boundary condition, then
A, is a self-adjoint operator with the domdy,s. Sincev is an imaginary numbeg’ is a unitary operator
on E ande"'Ds = D,s. Simple calculations show that''A, et = A - vJ. Thus we have

1(Aw, Ay — B,) = (A= v A= vJ - B). (4.4)

To judge the stability, we use the Maslov-type indgky), which is essentially same as the relative
Morse index[[18]. Roughly speaking, for a continuous p&th € Sp(21), w € U, the Maslov-type index
i,(y) is defined by the intersection numberyoénd S@(Zn) = {M € Sp(2n) | det(M — wl2,) = 0}. Details
could be found in[[16].[18], some brief review could be foundd3]. For simplicity, we assumg = I
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Proposition 4.3. Suppose S |2, then, for imaginary number such thatw = €T € U \ {1}, we have

I(A,A-B) =i1(y) +n.
and

(A= vIA—vI-B)=i,(y). (4.5)

Proof. From [12, Theorem 2.5 and Lemma 4.5], we have

(A, A-B) =ii(y) +n,
and

(Aw, Aw — Bo) = iu(y), w € U\ {1}.

By (@.4), we havel(4]5). i

We will continue to review the stability criteria by the Masttype index. Details for the stability
criteria and the Maslov-type index are given[inl[18]. koe U, the unit circlew = €% with 6y € [-n, 7],
let U, = {€%,6 € [—|60l,|60]]}, denote bye, (M) the total algebraic multiplicities of all eigenvalues Mf
in U,. We also simply denote bg(M) the total algebraic multiplicities of all eigenvalues lgf on U.
Obviously, for M= y(T) if (M) = 2n then M is spectral stable.

For a bounded variation functiag{w) defined on some closed interval p], we define its variation by

ke
var(g(w), [a, b]) = sup Z 19Wj11) = gW)l [@=Wo < ..... < Wk = b is any partitior).

J:

=

Notice thati ,,= is a bounded variation function on,[®]. And the next proposition can be proved easily
by the property of Masolv-type index (readers are referodd 8] or [12]).

Proposition 4.4. Lety be an arbitrary path irSp(21) connecting 4, to M,
€,(M)/2 > var(iyv=(y), 6 € [0, fo]). (4.6)
Corollary 4.5. With the notations as above ,
e(M)/2 = var(i4y=:(y), 0 € [0, 7]).

Obviously, forw # {1, -1}

e&M)/2 > fi_1(y) — i)+ li2(y) —i()I. (4.7)

Especially,
€,(M)/2 > liy(y) — i1yl (4.8)
e&M)/2 > fi_a(y) — iz(¥)l. (4.9)

Remark 4.6. All the above results, for that the relative Morse index dgtiaMaslov-type index and for the
stability criteria, could be proved for any S boundary cdiw with S € Sp(21) N O(2n), and details could
be found in[[12].
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4.2 Estimate relative Morse index by trace formula

In this subsection, we will give the application of the trémamula on the estimation of the non-degeneracy.
Moreover, we will estimate Maslov-type index by using thectr formula. Supposa& — vJ — B is non-
degenerate, we will estimate the relative Morse ind@x- vJ — B, A— vJ — B - D). Firstly assumé® > 0,
thusl(A-vJ-B,A-vJ-B-D)>0.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose D> 0, v is an imaginary number, then all the eigenvalues ¢AB vJ — B)™! are
real.

Proof. Let D'/2 be the unique positive operator such tBat’D/2 = D, thenD(A — vJ — B) L is similar to
DY2(A - vJ - B)"1DY2, which is a self-adjoint compact operator. Hence

o(D(A-vJ-B)™Y) = o(DY*’(A-vJI-B)"IDY?) cR.
O
Let 71] be the eigenvalues @(A — vJ - B)™L. By Lemmd 4.V 1; € R, we can make the order such that
<A77 <0< <25 <
Moreover, we have

Lemma 4.8. Suppose D> 0, thenlim AT = +oc0 and lim A7 = —co.

]—00 J ]—00 J

Proof. We will use the contradiction argument. Suppose theng isuch that, for each € N, /lj+ < 5. We
claim that
o(A-=vJ-B—1{D) c (—,0].

In fact, notice that
oc(A-vl-B- /lgD) C (-0,0]

if and only if
(D" 2(A—vJ - B)D"? — A3) C (=00, 0].

Moreover, it is easy to see that
(D 2(A-vJ-B)D %) = {A;)

and hence
(D 2(A—vJ - B)D"? — A3) (=00, 0].

Now, notice thatA is an unbounded operataf- is the limitation of its eigenvalues, and — B - 4] is a
bounded operator. By the spectral theory for unboundedatgewith perturbation by bounded operator,
we have that

o(A) c {/1| |4 = 0| < [IvJ - B— A3|l, for somedo € o(A - vJ - B— A3D)}.
This is a contradiction. The other part of the lemma can beqaaimilarly. m|
Recall the formula{1]8) that,

Tr[(D(A-v3-B)™! i im m> 2 (4.10)
=1 J
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Proposition 4.9. Suppose D> 0, we have that, fovk € N
(A= vJ—B,A-vJ - B-D)+dimker(A—vJ - B-D) < Tr((D(A - vJ - B)")%).

Proof. From Lemma&4.]74; are real numbers, and hentj%‘ > 0. By Lemmd4.B and{4.10), we have

Tr((D(A-vJ - B H& > Z . VkeN.

14j1<1 7]

Obviously, 3, 7%; is no less than the total multiplicity of eigenvalues with| < 1. Please note that
[Aj1<1 7

2j € D(A—vJ - B) tif and only if ker(A — vJ — B — 1;D) is degenerate. Moreover, the multiplicity of the
eigenvalue foD(A - vJ — B) at4; is equal to dim ke — vJ — B — 1;D). By Propositior 411 and(4.1),
the proposition is proved. ]

Similar to Propositiofi 419, we have the following propasiti

Proposition 4.10. Suppose D> 0, then
~Tr(D(A-vI-B) ™ H%) < I(A-vJ-B,A-vJ-B+D) <0, VkeN.
We have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.11. Suppose D 0, if for some ke N, Tr((D(A - vJ — B)" 1)) < 1, then

I(A-=vJ-B,A-vJ-B+D)
=1(A-=vJ-B,A-vJ-B-D)+dimker(A—vJ-B-D) =0.

Now we can give the estimation on the upper bound that prese¢he non-degeneracy.

Theorem 4.12. Suppose A- B — vJ is non-degenerate. Suppose that there afel € B(2n) such that
D1 < D < Dy, with D; < 0, D > 0O, if there exists ke 2N, such that T¢D;j(A- B - vJ)‘l)k) < 1 for
j =1,2,then A- B- D - vJ is nhon-degenerate.

Proof. By the conditionT r((Dj(A - B - vJ)™1)%) < 1, for j = 1,2, applying Corollary 211, we have that,
foranyse [0, 1],

I(A—vJ-B,A-vJ-B-sD)
=1(A=vJ - B,A—vJ—B-sDy) +dim kera — vJ - B- sDy) = 0. (4.11)

Next, we will prove the result by contradiction argumentsisie thath — vJ — B — D is degenerate. Now,
let
S = inf{s€ [0, 1], dim ker(A— vJ — B - sD) # 0}.

Notice thatA — vJ — B is non-degenerate, thigg > 0. From the spectral theory of self-adjoint operators
[19], the eigenvalues ¢k —vJ — B- sDcan be considered as a smooth functiorsobenote the eigenvalue
functions bya;(s). SinceA - B - vJ — 59D is degenerate, there is somgsy) = 0. We may assume that
Aj(sp) = 0 for j = 1,...,m. By the definition ofsy, 4j(s) # 0 on [Q &) for j = 1,...,m. Without loss of
generality, assumg;j(s) > 0 on [Q ) for j = 1,...,m andj(s) < 0on [Q sp) for j = my + 1,...,m, where

m; can take value 0 an.
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Firstly, if my > 0, by the property of relative morse index, we have
I(A-vJ-B,A-vJ-B-5D) =1 (A-vJ-B,A-vJ-B-5D)+I(A-vJ-B-5D,A-vJ-B-5D>),

andl(A—vJ-B,A-vJ-B- D) = my — mby the definition ofsy. On the other hand, sind2, > 0 form
m)l

I[(A-vJ-B,A-vJ—-B-5D))
= m-m+I(A-vJ-B-5D,A-vJ-B- 5D - 5(D, — D))
> mg—m+dim kerA-vJ—-B—-sD)=m >0,

which contradicts td (4.11).
Next, if my = 0, noting thaD1 < D, by the property of spectral floMA-vJ-B, A—vJ-B-5D) = -m.
By some similar discussion as above, we get

I((A-vJ-B,A-vJ—-B- D)
-m+I1(A-vJ-B-5D,A-vJ-B- 5D - 5(D; - D))
< -m<0,

which also contradicts t@ (4.111). The proof is complete. i
Next, we are going to give the estimation of the relative Marglex by the trace formula.

Theorem 4.13. Suppose A B - vJ is non-degenerate and;x D < Dy, where b < 0, D, > 0. Let
m™ = inf{[Tr(Du(A-B-vJ) ). ke 2} and nt =inf{[Tr((D2(A-B-vJ) 1], ke 2N},
then
-m <I(A-B-vJA-B-D-vJ)<m.

Proof. Firstly, we will prove that

I((A-=B-vJA-B-Dy—vJ) <m.
Infact, by Proposition 4]9, we have that, for day 2NN,

I(A-B-vJA-B-D,—vJ) < Tr((D(A-vJ - B)"H2).

It follows that

I((A-=B-vJA-B-Dy—vJ) <m".
By Propositiorf 4.710 and some similar reasoning, we have

I(A-B-vJA-B-D-vJ)>-m.
SinceD; < D < Dy, we get the result by (4.3). m|
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Motivated by Krein’s work[[20], we consider the symmetriseathat isD(t) = D(T —t). Suppose first
thatD is real and invertible. Then

o(D(A+vI)™) = (1|1 € (D(A=vI) ™). (4.12)
In fact, a nonzeral € o(D(A — vJ)™1) = o((A - vJ)~1D) if and only if there isx # 0, such that
(A= vJd)1Dx = Ax,
if and only if
(A+vJ)Xx=ADX

ifand only if 1 € o-(D(A+vJ)~1). Therefore,[[Z.212) holds true. Now, supp@e 0. Theno(D(A-vJ)™1) c
R, and hencer(D(A — vJ)™) = o(D(A + vJ)™Y). If moreoverD(t) = D(T - t), then, by some direct
computationx(t) € ker(A — vJ — AD) if and only if X(T —t) € ker(A + vJ + AD). We summarize the above
reasoning as the following lemma.

Lemma 4.14. Suppose D> 0 and D(t) = D(T —t), thenA € oo(D(A - vJ)™1) if and only if—1 € o-(D(A -
vJ)™1), and with the same multiplicity.

As an application, we have

Proposition 4.15. Suppose S lon, B=0, D > 0, andw # 1, if one of the following conditions holds
w T 2
1) 72 Tr(9 fy D(9)dy) | <1
w T 2
2) D(t) = D(T - 1), mTr[(J Jy D(9ds) | =1,
then i,(y) = 0, wherey is the fundamental solution with respect to D.

Proof. SinceM = S = o, by (Z.17),

:
Tr(D(A - vJ) 1)) = (1_ww)2Tr[(J fo D(9ds)’|

The proofs of both cases are similar, we only list the proafaurihe second condition. By Lemia4.14 and

the [4.10),

Tr[(D(A- vJ)_l)z] = 22 ﬂ—lZ
j
Thus we have

w T 2 1
mTr[(Jj; D(s)ds) ]: ,Zk;ﬂ_f

2
Notice thatmTr[(J foT D(s)ds) | < 1. By the same discussion as in the proof of Proposffich 4e9, w
have

I(A=vJ,A-vJ-D)=0.

By Proposition ZBi,(y) = I (A - vJ A-vJ - D) = 0. The proof is complete. O
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4.3 Stability criteria

In this section, we only consider the caSe= Il,,, and the general case is similar. Recall thds the
fundamental solution with respeBtandM = y(T), we denoteybe the fundamental solution with respect
to B+ D, and writeM = ¥(T).

Proposition 4.16. Suppose < D < Dy, where O < 0, D, > 0. If for j=1,2,
Tr(Dj(A-B)™H?) <1 and TH(D;A-vI-B)HH)<1
then i,(y) = i,(¥), and
eu(M)/2 2 [i1(7) ~iu()l, wherew = €.
Especially, if for j= 1,2,

Ti(oy(A- 5o 8) <1

then
e(M)/2 > fi1(y) = i-1()l.
Proof. SinceTr((Dj(A- B)™)?) < 1 for j = 1,2, by Corollary[4.1lL,
I(A-B,A-B-Dj)=0.
Hence, forj = 1,2,
I(AA-B-Dj)=I1(AA-B)+I(A-B,A-B-D;) = (A A-B),
thus by [4.8)
I(A,A-—B-D) = |(A,A-B),
and from Propositioh 413, we have
i1(y) = 11(¥).
Similar, Tr((Dj(A - vJ - B)™)?) < 1 for j = 1,2 implies
() = 1u(7).
From [4.8),
eu(M)/2 2 [i1(7) - iu(@)| = l11() = 1)
The desired result is proved. m]

Tr((Dj(A-B)™1)?) could be estimated by using the trace formula. If moredér= JM andMT = M,
we could have a more simple estimation.
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Corollary 4.17. Under the condition of Propositidn 4116, if moreover MIM, M™ = M, for j = 1,2,

Tr[(3 fOT Bi(9ds: M(M = wlzn)2)| - Tr](3 fOT Bi(9d9 MM — wlzn) | < 1 (4.13)
and
Tr[(J fT Dj(s)ds- M(M — |2n)—1)2] - Tr[( fT |5,-(s)ds)2|v|(|v| —lan) ] <1, (4.14)
0 0
whereDj(t) = y§ (t)Dj()yo(t), then
e, (M)/2 2 fi1(y) = ()]
Proof. From Proposition 2,13, in casdJ = JM, MT = M, the equality[(4.113) implies
Tr(Dj(A-vI-B)HH) <1
By Propositio 4.36i,,(y) = i, (¥). Similarly, by [4.14),i1(y) = i1(¥). The result is from[{418). i
Theorem 4.18.1f M = 5, D> 0 (or D < 0), 5 Tr[(3 [ B(9d9)”] < L then
e.(M)/2=n. (4.15)
Proof. Firstly, we will prove the result in the case bf> 0. SinceM = |, by [18, Chapter 9], we have
() =11(y) +n.
On the other hand, sinde > 0, by (4.1)
I(A,A- B—D) > I(A, A- B) + dim ker(A— B) = I(A, A— B) + 2n.
Thus
i1(¥) > i1(y) + 2n.
By the conditionz45, Tr((J fOT D(s)d9?) < 1, we have
@) =1u(y). (4.16)

The result follows from[{418).
In the caseD < 0, we have
I(ALA-B-D)<I(A A-B),

this is equivalent ta;(¥) < i1(y). On the other hand, we hayg(y) = i, (y). The result follows from[{4]8).
The proof is complete. m|

By takingw = -1, we have

Corollary 4.19. If M = I, D > 0 (or D < 0), =5Tr|(J fOT I5(s)ds)2] < 1, then éM)/2 = n, that isM is
elliptic.
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In the special casB(t) = 0, theny(t) = |, is a constant path, it is well knowr(y) = —n, andi,(y) = 0
for w € U\ {1}(see[18]).

Corollary 4.20. Suppose B- 0and D> 0 (or D < 0) if one of the following conditions satisfies:
. w T 2
M) 72 Tr|(9f, D(9ds) | <1,

(i) D(®) = D(T ~1) and zg2Tr|(3 ) D(Sds)] < 1,

then

e.(M)/2=n.

Proof. The result under condition (i) comes directly from Theofe84 sinceD = D for B = 0. For
condition (ii), by Proposition 4.15,,(y) = i,(y) = 0. In this cases = I, is a constant solution. By some
similar argument to the proof of Theorém 4.18, we prove tiselte i

We will give some hyperbolic criteria

Proposition 4.21. Suppose M is hyperbolic, '['(ID(A -vJ - B)‘l)z] < lforv e [0, @] then M is
hyperbolic.

Proof. Please note th&tr((D(A — vJ — B)™)?) < 1, thusA — vJ — B — sDis non-degenerate fare [0, 1].
This is equivalent t&,, — B,, — sD,, is non-degenerate. Therefdké— wl,, is nonsingular fow € U, thus
M is hyperbolic. O

WhenB is constant path, our stability criteria can be easily upéekt example will give a new stability
criteria.

Example 4.22. Suppose B) = B is constant path of matrices, JBBJ andexp(@BT) = I,,. This happens
when B= diag(ay, a2, ...an, @1, a2, ...an), anda;T/2r € Z for j = 1,...,n. Consider the linear Hamiltonian
systems

Z(t) = J(B + D(t))z(t), (4.17)

with D(t) = D(t+ T) > 0 and fOT D(t)dt > 0. LetA(t) = AmaxD(t)) which is the largest eigenvalue oftR
then [4.17) is spectrally stable if

f ! AD)dt < 2. (4.18)
0

In fact, noting that [t) < A(t)l2n, let y(t) andy4(t) be the fundamental solutions corresponding te B(t)
and B+ A(t)lo, respectively, then

i) <iu(y1), Ywel.
By some easy computation, the condition (¥.18) implig§i) = i_1(y). On the other hand, by the proof
of Theoreni 4.18, we havgy) > i1(y) + 2n and iL1(y) = i1(y) + n, which yields the result b{z(4.9). Please

note that, in the case B 0, if we we instead{4.18) by the condition (i) of Corolldry @.2ve also get
e,(M)/2 = n, which is a generalization of Krein’s stability criteria.
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4.4  Estimate the Morse index forS_-periodic orbits in Lagrangian system

In this section, we will estimate the Morse index§n‘periodic orbits in Lagrangian systems by using the
trace formula. Foll > 0, suppose&(t) is a critical point of the functional

F(X) = j: L(t. % X).¥ x € E = {x|xe WH(R,R"), x(t) = SXt + T)}

whereL € C?(R x R?", R) and satisfies circle type symmetiy [12]
L(t,x, &) = L(t+ T,S"x, ST&). (4.19)

It is well known thatx(t) is a solution of the corresponding Euler-Lagrangian eqoat
dEtLp(t, X, X) — Ly(t, X, X) = 0, X(0) = S XT), X(0) = SX(T). (4.20)
For such an extremal loop, define
P(t) = Lp,p(t. (1), X(1)), Q(t) = Ly p(t, X(1), X(1)). R(t) = Lux(t, X(1), X(1)).
Note that
d

., d d
F (X) = —&(Pa + Q) + QT& + R

Forw € U, setD, 5 = {y € WE2([0, T]; C") | y(0) = wS (T)}. We define thevo-Morse indexg,,(x) of x to be
the dimension of the negative definite subspace of

(F”(X)y1,¥2).¥1.¥2 € D,5.
Forw = € with imaginary numbev, recall that
AW) = —(E + V)P(t)((E +v)+Q)+ QT(t)(E +v) +R(t)
dt dt dt ’

with domainDg. We also denote by, (A) the w-Morse index ofA, which is defined to be the dimension
of the negative definite space of

(AY1,¥2),¥1,Y2 € D,s.

Obviously,
$0(A(0)) = ¢1(A()). (4.21)
The next lemma is obvious.
Lemma 4.23. Suppose R> 0, then
$1(AV) + Ry) < ¢ (AV)). (4.22)
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When we transform the Sturm-Liouville system to linear Héwnian system, it is obvious
dim ker(A — vJ — B) = dim ker(A(»)). (4.23)
Moreover, the Morse index is essentially same as the relaiorse index ( Maslov-type index)(see [18]

or [12]). Recall thatB,(t) = ( P7(t) —PlQ)

QTP QTP RO - Ry ) e e he ol

proposition.

Proposition 4.24.

I(A-vI-B,A-v]-Bi) = ¢2(AW) + R1) — ¢2(AV)) = 1(y1) — i (r0)- (4.24)
Proof. Lety, be the fundamental solution correspondindio then from[18, P172], we have
P1(A) + AR1) = i (7). (4.25)
Thus
$1(AV) + Ry) = ¢2(A(M) = iw(y1) —iw(r0), (4.26)
the result is from Propositidn 4.3. m|

By (4.23) and[(4.24), all the result §.2 can be used to estimate the Morse index and non-degenerat
of linear Lagrangian systems, however, there are some nawagi®n for the Lagrangian system.

Theorem 4.25.Lety € C, assumeA(v) > 0, if Ry > —K, where Ke 8(n) and K> 0. Then
P1(AW) + Ry) < inf{Tr((K(AW)) ™)), k e N}. (4.27)

Proof. Please note that in this case, all the eigenvajigs;j} of D(A(v))™* are positive, an& (A(v)) ™t is a
trace class operator. Hence for any positive intefers

(kA0 Y ]> Y
14j1<1 7]

Similar argument to the proof of Propositibn 4.9 implies tesult. O
Corollary 4.26. Under the conditions of Theordm 4125, if(f®(A(v))™1) < 1, then

$1(AW) + Ry) = ¢2(A(v)) = 0
and A(v) + Ry is non-degenerate.

Next, we will consider some special case ti¥y) = — (dﬂt + v)2 - R(t). LetR*(t) = %(R(t) + |R(Y)]),
thenR*(t) > 0, andR(t) < R*(t), we have

: . 2. . .
Theorem 4.27. For imaginary numbewp, such that- (d% + v) is invertible,

d 2 T -2
¢1( - (d_t + v) - R(t)) < -wT -Tr[ fo R*(t)dt- S(S - w) ] (4.28)

wherew = €'T.

Proof. For anye > 0, R*(t) + &l > 0, andg: (—(& + v)? = R®Y)) < ¢1(—(& + v)? = (R*(t) + &ln). The result
follows from (3.31) and Theorem 4.25. i
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5 Stability of Lagrangian orbits

In this section, we will give the application of the tracerfaia on the stability for elliptic Lagrangian
orbits. To do this, ir§5.3 we will recall some elementary results on Maslov-typeinand Morse index of
Lagrangian orbits. 1§5.2, we will prove Theorer 11.8. Details on the functib®, w) in Theoreni 1B via
the trace formuld(1.10) will be listed §5.3. At last, in§5.4, by the first order trace formula{1]17) we will
give another estimation for the hyperbolic region whichastoo sharper but with more simple estimation.

5.1 A brief review on Lagrangian orbits

Following Meyer and Schmidt[24], the linear variationalietjon of the elliptic equilibria is decoupled into
three subsystems, the first and second subsystems are feofinstiintegral and the third is the essential
part. The essential payt= y;¢(t) of the fundamental solution of the Lagrangian orbit/ [22,7/8] satisfies

y(t) = JIBge()y(t), (5.1)
y(0) = I (5.2)
with
1 0 0 1
0 1 -1 0
Bﬂ’e(t) = 2ecos)-1- /98 ,
0 -1 2(1+ecost) 0
2ecosf)-1+ /98
10 0 2(1+ecost)
wheree s the eccentricity, andis the truly anomaly.
Let
3+4/9-8
J = 0 -1 K (t) = 2(1+ecost) 0
1 0 ) pe 0 305 |’
2(1+ecost)

and the corresponding Sturm-Liouville system is
—§— 2%y +Kgey = 0.
For (8,€) € [0,9) x [0,1), w € U, we set
D(w, 27) = {y € W20, 21]; C") |¥(0) = wy(27), ¥(0) = Y(2n)).
and

Aen) = (o) 255 +)+ Raeld)

Then for pure imaginary numbet, A(B, e,v) are self-adjoint operators o?([0, 27], C") with domain
D(w, 27) and depend on the parametgrande. We simply denote the operator bj,,(3, e, v) and omit
wwhenw = 1. Let¢(A,) = ¢1(A,) be the Morse index afA,,. It is obvious thatA,, > 0 if and only if
#(AL) = v(A,) = 0, where

v(A,) = dim ker(A,).

For anyx(t) € D(1, 2x), direct computations show that

e " AB, e 0)" x(t) = A(B, &, v)X(t), (5.3)
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thus forw = €¥”, we have

$(AL(B.€0) = ¢(AB.ev)) and v(A,(B.€ 0)) = v(A(B.e V). (5.4)

Obviously

2
HAB 2 0) =1~ S5, (6. 0)).

By the relationship between Morse index with Maslov-typaeix [18, p.172], we have that for agyande
the Morse index (A, (B, e 0)) and nullityu(A, (B, e, 0)) satisfy

¢(ﬂw(ﬂ’ €, O)) = iw()’,B,e)’ and U(ﬂw(ﬂ’ €, O)) = Uw(yﬁ,e)’ Ywel.
In particular, by (55) and (58) in[13, Lemma 4.1], we obtain
i1(vpe) = ¢(AB, € 0)) = i1(ype) =0, Y (B.€) €[0,9] x[0,1). (5.5)

In the casee = 0, Bgo(t) is a constant matrix anig,(ys0), v.(ys0) could be computed directly. We list
the result forw = —1 andw = € Y2 below.

Theorem 5.1. ([11])) For any w = €™ € U, B € (1, 9], A(B, 0, v) > 0 or equivalently
lu(y8.0) = ¢(AB. 0, 7)) = v(AB. 0, v)) = 0. (5.6)
For w = & V22 (A(1,0,i V27/2)) = 1, and
i3 (75.0) = B(AB, 0,1 V2r/2)) = 1, for B e [0,1). (5.7)
For w = -1, u(A(3/4,0,i/2)) = 2 andu(A(B, 0,i/2)) = 0 if B # 3/4,

2 ifgel0,3/4),

i-1(yp.0) = ¢(AB,0,1/2)) = (5.8)
0, ifpe[3/4,9]

5.2 Stability analysis via trace formula

set ecos()
pel) = Byel) = Brolt) = 1o oo e
where
00 0 0
00 0 0
Kg = Ao 3
e] 0 0 3+ 29 B 0 ,
oo o V¢
th
en d d
=3~ Bge=—J5 — Bro- Dpe

Let cos(t) = (cost) = | cost)])/2, and denote

K3 = cos*(H)Kp,
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which can be considered as two bounded self-adjoint opsratoL?([0, 27], C?"); moreoverKg > 0 and
K[; < 0. Itis obvious that

d d ecos (1)
~J—-vJ-Bge > -J——-vJ-Bgg- ——~-"_
dt VTP = gt YT 0T T ecos () P
d
> —Jd—t -vJ—-Bgo— ng, (5.9)
equivalently,
e ~
> 0,v) - ——————cos"(H)K
AB,ev) = APBO,v) T+ecos () cos’'(t)Kg 0
> A(B,0,v) — ecos (t)Kzo. (5.10)
Similarly,
d d e
-J——vJ)-Bge < -J——-vI)-Bgog- ———=Kj
dt VT pe S dt ~ YT R0 1+ecos(t) B
d
< =J—-vJ- —Kj .
< Jdt vJ —Bgo— 1— Ky, (5.12)
which is equivalent to
,€ < ,0,y) - ————cos (K
AG.e) AB.0.) 1+ ecos (t) S (OKgo
< ﬂ(ﬁ,o,v)—l—ee cos (K so0. (5.12)

Lemma 5.2. For an imaginary number, such that—Jd% —-vJ - Bggis invertible, we have

Tr[(Kg( - Jd% ~vJ - Bgo) ) ] Tr[(Kz( - J— v - Bﬂ,o)_l)z]

Proof. Define an operato® : x(t) — x(t + ) on the domairD(1, 2r), thenG? = id. Direct calculation

shows that
d d

(- Jg—vI- Bﬂ,o)_le =G( - Jg—vI- Bso)

Moreover,Kz oG = GKg o becauseég o is a constant matrix. Therefore,

-1

Tr[(e cos' (t)Kp( - 39 Bﬂ,o)‘le)z] Tr[(e cos' (GKg( - JE —vJ - Bgo) 1)2]

dt

Tr[(cos ()Ky( - J% —vJ - Bgo) 1)2].

Under the assumption of Lemrabkb.2, we denote

f(8,w) = Tr|(Kz( - ;lE ~vJ - Bgo) ) ] - Tr((Kg(—JdEt —v- Bﬂ,o)—l)z), (5.13)
which is a positive function. The following theorem holdser
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Theorem 5.3. For g € [0, 3/4), vz is spectrally stable if
1

Proof. Obviously,
e d -1 1,2 €? _ d -1 1.2
Tr((7=5Ks(=Ig;-—5"3-Bro) )) = WTY((Kﬂ(‘ J5 -5 J-Bgo) ))
e
= m f(ﬂ, —1)

Thus, [5.14% ) is equivalent ta—f(ﬂ -1) < 1 which |mpI|esTr((1 Kg (= J g\] - Bﬂ’o)—l)z) < 1.
By the continuity of the trace, far > 0 small enoughT r(((z%K; — €lan)(-J§ - ¥1y_B, 0)‘1)2) <1

Obviously, 1% K‘ — €lyn < 0. By Theoreni 472 and Theoréﬂ.l—SJd% */_J Bso — K,8 is non-
degenerate and
d V-1 d V-1
(- I~ 5 J-Bao—Jdg - ——J-Beo— - eK )=0.
From (510)) (-3§ - 323 - Buo- 1%K;. ~3§ - %523 - Bye) > 0, consequenty,
d V-1 d V-1
I J— - ——J-Bgg,-J— ———J—Bge) > 0.
(- a2 AOTat T T2 ) 2
By (5.8)
i—1(yge) = i-1(yp0) =2
By (5.8) and[(4.P)e(ys.¢)/2 = 2. The desired result is proved. O
Theorem 5.4. For g € (3/4,1), vz is spectrally stable if
O<e< f(3,-1)2. (5.15)
and
0cec— T+ (5.16)
T 1+ f(BeVZ)3 '
Proof. Firstly, we'll show that[(5.1b) implies
i~1(ype) = 0, (5.17)

and the proof is similar to the proof of Theorleni5.3. In fatéase note

er((k; (- 9% - Lo )

(8, -1).

Tr{(eks(~ 935 - Lo gy )
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Thus, (5.1% ) impli1e§'r((eKﬁ+(—Jdﬂt NE SR B,_;,o)‘l)z) < 1, then fore > 0 small enough,

Tr(((ng + Glzn)(_‘]% - T\/__l‘] _ Bﬁ,o)‘l)z) -1

Obviously,ng + €lon > 0. Again, by Theorerhi 4.12 and Theorm.}al,d% - g\] — Bgo - eKﬁ+ is
non-degenerate ar¢-J$ - g\] —Bgo, —JI% - g\] - Bgo - eK}) = 0. By (59),

d V-1 d V-1

+
I(—Jd—t—TJ—Bﬁ,o—eKﬂ,—Jd—t—TJ—Bﬁ,e)so.
Therefore
d v-1 d V-1
I(— Jd—t - TJ - Bﬁ’o’_Jd_t - TJ - Bﬁ,e) <0.

By (5.8), we havel(5.17).
On the other hand, almost the same proof as that of Theoréshbvds that[(5.16)[(5.7) implies

vz (¥p.e) = igva(yp0) = L. (5.18)
The result comes fron (5.117), (5]118), (5.5) and](4.7). i

Remark 5.5. It has been proved in [11].[13] thags ¢(27) is linear stable wheigs, €) is in the stable region
and not on the bifurcation curves. This implies that under¢bndition in Theorein 5.3 and Theorem] 5.4,
¥pe IS linear stable. Moreover, the normal form gf¢(27) was given in[[11][13]. Precisely, fo(s, €) in
the stable region given in Theordm15y3¢(21) ~ R(61) ¢ R(62) for somedy, 6, € (w, 2x); for (B, €) in the
stable region given in TheordM ba,e(27) ~ R(61) ¢ R(62) for somed; € (2 - V2)r,7), 62 € (V2r, 27).

To estimate the hyperbolic region, denote
f(8) = su f(8. w),w € U}, (5.19)
and we have
Theorem 5.6. For g € (1, 9], yz. is hyperbolic if
e< f(B)2. (5.20)
Proof. Similar to the proof of Theoref 5.4, the conditien (3.20) liep that for anyw € U
lw(¥pe) < lw(yp0) =0,
and
v(Au(B.€0)) = v(A,(8,0,0)) = 0,
which implies thatys e is hyperbolic. ]

Combining Theorerh 513, Theordm b.4 with Theofem 5.6 and Ref&, we have Theorem 1.8. The
function f(B, w) will be dealt with in the next subsection, and based on thit) the help of Mathlab, we
can draw a picture of the stable region and hyperbolic remidtigure 1.
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5.3 The precise form off (8, w)

In this subsection, we compufég, w) by trace formula[{1.10). In order to make the calculatiosieawe
need to use some transformation first. By the definitionefer0,

1 0 0 1
0o 1 -1 0
Bgo(t) = Bs = 1\
po®) =Bs=| o ; 1 \ 95 0
1 0 0 -1+ ) 9-
[ Pux P12 . .
Forg e (0,9] \ {1}, letPg = P P be the 4x 4 transformation matrices, where
21 22
0 (2+2/1-8)"4(0-p- \/1-5)
P, _ 0 P11(1,2) | _ 2(1-p)14 \Ja+ T~ /OB
BTl Pu@1) 0 )| _-e2yVipenaBIp 0 ’
21-B)V4(3+ \JOB) |4 I B~ /OB
~(2-2V1p)"(\/9-p+ \1-B) 0
o _ P 0 )_| 2apeaiG-op
YTl 0 P2 ) 0 @ 2NTR 2 OB |
21-B)V4(3+ \JOB) |4+ I B- /OB
(2-2V1-p)“(4+ OB+ \1-B) 0
P, = P21(1,1) 0 | 2@-paE B 4~ VIB- 05
2 0 P21(2,2) ) 0 —2(2+2~/1-p)** ’
(1-p)4 \Ja+ T~ 0B
and
0 ~(2r2\1-p)H(\O-pra-1-p)
oo 0 P2l2))_ 21-B)V4(3+ \JOB) | 4+ VI~ /OB
27 Pp21 0 )7 2(-2y1IH) 0

(1-p)4 \J4- T~ 0B

In fact, Ps is obtained with the help of matlab. Direct computation s&dat
P;IP; = J

Forp € (0,1), Pg is real, thus it is a symplectic matrix, and k& (1, 9], Ps is complex matrix. To continue,
we need the notation of symplectic sum, which was introdungd.ong [16] and [[18]. Given any two
Ac Bk

with k = 1,2, the symplectic sum df1; and
Ck Dk

2my x 2my matrices of square block foraly = (
M is defined by

At 0 By O
0 A 0 B
C: 0 Dy O
0 C 0 D
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Set1(B) = —,/%(1— VI=P), andéx(8) = /3(1+ y1I-5). Let

0 -6

Bj(ﬂ):( 6B O

), for j=1,2,

and set
S = B1(B)B2(p).

Direct computation shows that

P51 JBsPy = JP{BsPs = Sp, B (0,1) U (L.9]. (5.21)
Obviously
3 _ [ cosfkt) —sin@kt) B
expJ2Bk(B)t) = R(6kt) = sinGd)  cosbd) | k=12,
and hence
P51 y50(t)Ps = R(611) o R(at). (5.22)

I V-1l

In order to get the diagonal matrix, we introduce a unitaryrind) = -+ , then we have
’ ’ ’ V2 ( 2 —V-1I )
UP;y5.0t)PsU " = €. (5.23)
where® = diag(61, 62, 03, 0a) , 03 = ~01, 04 = ~62.

Especially
UP, yp0(2r)PsU " = . (5.24)

Change the basis ;U 1, thenf (3, w) could be computed by {1.1L0), we have

(8, w)

Tr((K[;(—JdEt ~vJ - Bgo) ™)
21 t

= =2Tr(QJ fo Y50(OK5 ©)yz0(t) fo 509Kz (9y50(9)dsdt- yg0(2m) (yp.0(2r) - wla)™)
21

+Tr([J fo Y50®K5 0yp0(t)dt - v50(2m)(yp.0(27) — wla) %)

21 _ t _

= 2Tr(J fo V5,005 B7.0(t)J fo ¥5.0(9)D5 (878.0()dsdt- 75.0(27) (p.0(27) — wla) ™)

27T —_—~
=Tr([J fo ¥50(D; (0yp0t)dt - Fs.0(2m) Fp.0(27) - wla)™11?)

2r ot _ N
=2 fo fo Tr7p.0(975,6(-1) - ID5 (1) - o7 o(=9) - ID;(9dsdt- Mg(w))

o pon _ _
- fo fo Trs0(9750(~1) - I55(1) - Ms(w) - 75007 o(~9ID; (dsdt- My(w)), (5.25)
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whereﬁ;(s) =UT Pg Kﬁ;(s)PﬁU‘l, Ypo(t) = UPglyﬁ,o(t)PﬁU‘l = €9 and Mg(w) = ¥3.0(27)(7.0(27) —
wly)™t. The last equation from the facts thiyiz o(t) = y0(—t)J andygo(s) commutes withyg o(27) . In
order to get the trace, we need to calcula®; (t) andMj(w). Letw = €™, u € R, direct calculation shows
that

kk 0O 0 O
0 kh 0 O €20,
Mg(w) = 0 0 ks O |’ kj = &2ni6; _ g2aiu’ (5.26)
0 0 0 ka
a0 0b
. 0h fo ) .
and P,B KgPg = 0fgol wherea, b, ¢, h, f, g have explicit expression and depend on parangter
b 0 0 ¢
a = P21(1, 1)P21(1, 1)dy h = P21(2, 2)P21(2, 2)d2 g = FVOB
b = P21(1,1)P22(1,2)d; f =P21(2,2)P2(2,1)d, , and Lo s \7@ : (5.27)
€ = P22(1, 2)P22(1, 2)dy g = P22(2,1)P22(2, 1)d2 d2 = —;
Let Dy = U™TP} KzP;U ™, by direct computation, we have
D11 D12 Diz D
= 1 | D21 D22 D2z Do
JDg = = , 5.28
P72 | D3y D3 Daz Dz (5.:28)
D41 Ds2 Dsz D
where
Din = —(@+9), Dzxp=-(h+c), Dsgz=a+g Dau=h+c,
D12 = -Da1=-i(f-b), Daz=D3z2=~i(f +b), D24g=-Ds2=c-h,
Diz = -Dsi=g-a Dig=Ds1=-i(f+b), Dzs=-Dgz=i(b-f). (5.29)
Obviously,
JID4(s) = cos (s) - ID. (5.30)
In order to make the computation clearer, we introduce
o ot N N
(8. w) = fo fo THT50(97] 60305 (0) T o7 o(~9ID;(9) - Ma(w)Idscl (5.31)
and
o T = T =
RB0) = [ [ TrTa9T o095 Malw) TaolOTFo(-9955(9) - Ma(wldsct  (5.32)
Therefore

(8, w) = 2f1(8, w) — F2(8, w). (5.33)
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Direct computation shows that

4 o
f1(8, = - DnmD , 5.34
1B.w) = 7 Z amDrmrks 67 - 1T (5.34)
m=1
and

4 . .

1 2+ e?T(Hm—Hn)l + e—7T(9m—9n)I
f2(, = - DnmD , 5.35
26.0) =7 ), PonDmrkakenr ™o (5.35)

n=1
m=1

where the block®n, are defined by (5.29). Thuk(B, w), f2(8, w) and f (B, w) are elementary functions.
Based on the precise form of the above functions, we can drawhe curve§;, i = 1, ...,4 in Figure 1 with
the help of Matlab.

5.4 Hyperbolicity analysis via the first order trace formula

Recall that in[[(5.19),f(8) is defined by taking maximum, and maybe it is not an elemgrftanction.
Another way to estimate the hyperbolic region is to use theetformula for Lagrangian system (1.17). It
will be seen that the estimation of the hyperbolic regioregiby the trace formuld (1.1.0) for Hamiltonian
system is sharper than that given by the trace fornjulaj(¥atd)agrangian system. However, the later is
more computable.

3+ \/@
From [5.8), fo € (1, 9], vis imaginary numberA(g, 0, v) > 0. Recall thaK o(t) = [ B 3 Og_ﬂ ]
0
for w = €¥ € U, we define ’
9(8.v) = ~Tr(IKs - y5.0(21) (yp0(2r) — €™14)7H)). (5.36)
From [1.17) or[(3.27),
s s
(T anseg Reo6.00)Y) = =Ti(3 fo V07 g Kiao0dt - yao@n) o) - wl) )
2 st
- [ 2D T3y @) pol@n) - 0l )
= (r- \/14_—82“3”_1 \ 1 " e)g(ﬁ V), (5.37)

where the second equality is from the fact thag(t) = expdBgot) commutes withys o(27), and the third
equality is from

f”/z ecos() ~ 4 G [i-e
2 1+€cos@) -7 1_& l+e

= tam /17 > Ofore< [0,1), and seting

a(8) = sudg(B.v),v € V=1R}. (5.38)
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In order to calculatg(s, v), we change the basis tFy;U‘l, then
9(8,v) = Tr(iJDgMg(w)). (5.39)
From [5.28), direct computation shows that

Lemma5.7. For 8 € (1,9] andv = V=1u € V—1R,

_3-8+3.1-8 —\/_27r ~1+4/18 _ \Fzﬂ ~1+/18
(3, v) = 2Re V2 p A) . (5.40)
41 /—l+ 1 ZCOS(Zru) o Vi -1+ V1B _ (V2ry-1+ V1
Similar to the proof of Theorein 3.6, we have the followingadiem.
Theorem 5.8. For g € (1, 9], yz. is hyperbolic if
4 1 [1-e N
— T tan m < 1/g(ﬂ) (541)

We can use Theorein 5.8 or Theorem 5.6 to estimate the hyjeregion. Next, we draw the following
figure to compare the hyperbolic regions given by the twordms respectively.

0.5

0451 4
0.4 Bl
0.35[ 4
0.3 -

© 025 r R
0.2 Bl
0.15F b
0.1 Hyperbolic B

0.05[, b

Figure 2: The hyperbolic region given by Theoreml 5.8 and TéaE.6.

In Figure 2, the point©3 ~ (9,0.4907),04 ~ (9,0.2800) The curves

4 _ /1 e 1
m— mtan Tre =q(B)” 1<,3<9}

whereTl4 is given by theorerh 516, which is obtained by (1.11), &gds given by theoremh 518, which is
obtained by usind (1.17).

ra= {69 [e= flo¥21<p <9}, F5={<ﬂ’e)

Sinced{B) is not easy to be computed, we will contggs} by some elementary function.
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Lemma 5.9. For 8 € (1, 9],

B% B+ 15 \/e—z‘@”@ + V21t _ 2 cos(2v2rd)
V2B-1)  |(e V2t — eV2re) sin(V2rd)|

wheret = Re+/-1+ VI-25),d = Im(4/-1+ VI-7).

Proof. Leté = Re(y/-1+ y1-f),d = Im(4/-1 + /1), direct computation shows thia{/~1 + 1 - | =
,3% for 8 € (1, 9], applying Lemma5l7, we have

(5.42)

a(B) <

V2(-3-8+31-p) N BT o SN B
E<4\/_\/ﬁ2005(2ru) -@Wﬁ eV2r —l+\/_ﬂ)
| V2(3-p+3\I-f) & PN LVIF Ve VIF |
zm\/ﬁmos(ztu)—e‘f 1418 _ WZH\/T

V2/B+p)2 +9(B - 1) e~ V2r(E+di) _ g V2r(e+di)
2B - 1p7 12 cos(Zru) — e V2r(erdi) _ gV2r(e+di)

Bi B+ 15 \/e—2 Vit 4 @2V2re _ 2 cos(2y2rd)
V2\p-1 \/(2 cos(2u) — (e V2 + eV2re) cos(V2rd))? + ((e~ V€ — eV2r) sin(V2rd))?

9B.v) =

B4 B+ 15 \/e—Z\/—Z"6 + V21t _ 2 cos(2y2rd)
V2B=1)  |(e V&t — eVZt)sin(v2rd)]

Hence

B% B+ 15 \/e—z‘@”@ + V21t _ 2 cos(2y2rd)
V2B-1)  |(e V2t — eV2re) sin(V/2rd)|
where¢'= Re(y/-1+ I-5 m(/-1+ yI=3), this completes the proof. O
Corollary 5.10. For g € (1, 9], v is hyperbolic if
. \/1 e _ V2B-1)  |(e Yt — V2t sin(v2rd)|
1 -
l+e piyp+15 \/e—Z‘fZﬂé + eVt _ 2 cos(2v2rd)
whereé = Re(+/-1+ v1=5),d = Im(+/-1+ /1= 7).
Denoteh(B) be the right item of[(5.43), and I8t be the point such that

h(Bo) = maxth(B) : B € (1,9]}.
With the help of Mathlab, we know th@&h ~ 3.0334, correspondinglyg ~ 0.1797. Hence

a(B) <

, (5.43)

1-¢

h(30) > h(3.0334) = 0.3154

It was proved in[[11] that if s, e is hyperbolic, theryg e is hyperbolic for anys > o, then we have
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Corollary 5.11. For 3 € [Bo, 9], yg.e is hyperbolic if

4 _1 1 - e
- t \/>—— < 0.3154 5.44
T — an T+e < ( )
That is,yze is hyperbolic if(3, €) € [3.0334 9] x [0,0.1797]

By using Corollary 5.70, 5.11, we can draw a picture of thednigplic region as follows.

0.35 T T T T T T T 0.35

031 T 03[

0251 1 0.251

021 1 0.2

0151 1 0.151

0.1 Hyperbolic T 0.1F Hyperbolic

0.051 1 0.051

Figure 3: The hyperbolic region given by Caor.5.1@Figure 4: The hyperbolic region given by Cor.5.11

Remark 5.12. From the proof of Theorenis 5.3 and Theofem $44,is —1-nondegenerate {3, €) belongs

to the set{(8,€)I0 < e < 1/(1 + /f(3,-1)),0 < B < 3/4} or {(8,€)0 < e < 1/+/f(B,-1),3/4 < B <
9}. However, using[(1.17), we get thgt. is —1-nondegenerate i3, €) belongs to the sei(s,€)| 7 —

S tant (1 < 196, V1) 3/4 < g < 9).

0.7

0.6 i

0.5F

0.4

0.3F

0.2

0.1

Figure 5: The -1-nondegenerate region given by Remark 5.12.

In Figure 5, the point®s ~ (9,0.5309),0¢ ~ (9,0.2961) The curves
Te={(8.6) |e= f(8.-1)2 1< <9},
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and

_ 4 1 [1-e V=11
F7—{(ﬂ,€) T mtan m_g(ﬁ’ 2 ) ,1§,3§9},

The same reasoning as above implies that we can estimatehéegenerate region by the trace for-
mulas in Theorern 111 fdt. Ask is lager, the estimation of the non-degenerate region igpshahowever,
the trace formula is more complex and less computable.
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