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ABSTRACT

We introduce the concept of “covariant Lyapunov field”, which assigns all the com-
ponents of covariant Lyapunov vectors at almost all points of the phase space of a
dynamical system. We focus on the case in which these fields are overall continuous
and also differentiable along individual trajectories. We show that in ergodic systems
such fields can be characterized as the global solutions of a differential equation on
the phase space. Due to the arbitrariness in the choice of a multiplicative scalar
factor for the Lyapunov vector at each point of the phase space, this differential
equation presents a gauge invariance that is formally analogous to that of quantum
electrodynamics. Under the hypothesis that the covariant Lyapunov field is overall
differentiable, we give a geometric interpretation of our result: each 2-dimensional
foliation of the space that contains whole trajectories is univocally associated with
a Lyapunov exponent and the corresponding covariant Lyapunov field is one of the
generators of the foliation.

KEYWORDS
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1. Introduction

Lyapunov exponents (LE) quantify the rate of divergence of trajectories in a dynamical
system [1]. LEs give a deep characterization of dynamical systems and have proved
to be an invaluable tool for the analysis of chaotic systems and attractors, either
in numerical calculations or experimental data [2]. In particular, they provide the
Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy [3] and the Kaplan-Yorke dimension of an attractor [4],
which is an upper bound for the information dimension of the system.

The divergence rate of trajectories depends both on the trajectory and on the start-
ing displacement. Different initial displacement vectors give rise to the different ob-
served LEs. Numerical procedures to calculate the LE have been known for a long
time [5,6], and these procedures provide as a by-product also a set of displacement
vectors, each associated with a different LE. However, such vectors generally depend
on the chosen metrics, thus they are not a characteristic of the dynamical system. An
intrinsic characterization of the system is instead given by a suitable choice of such
vectors, which are called “covariant Lyapunov vectors” (CLVs) [1,7].

Various methods have been recently developed with the aim of numerically calcu-
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lating the CLVs; a discussion can be found in Ref. [8]. They are divided into the
so-called “static” [7,9] and “dynamic” methods [10]. With the aid of such methods,
the CLVs have been evaluated and used as a diagnostic tool in various systems, e.g.
in spatially extended dynamical systems exhibiting chaos [11], with hyperbolic chaotic
dynamics [12], in large chaotic systems consisting in globally coupled maps [13], in
stationary system out of equilibrium [14], and in the phase synchronization transition
of chaotic oscillators [15].

Most of the research on CLV has focused on numerical calculation methods and on
numerical studies of specific systems. In this paper, we focus on systems in which the
CLVs can be defined on a domain, are continuous on it, and are differentiable along
individual trajectories. We show that they can be characterized as the global solutions
of a differential equation on the phase space. We discuss the main properties of this
equation and we show how it leads to a geometrical interpretation of the role of CLVs
in a dynamical system.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we summarize the fundamental knowledge on the topic, starting with
the definition of Lyapunov exponents (LEs) [1]. Given a vector field F (x) on an n-
dimensional Riemannian manifold X, let us consider a trajectory x(t), satisfying the
differential equation

d

dt
xµ(t) = Fµ [x(t)] (1)

for µ = 1, . . . , n. Then for a slightly displaced trajectory x(t) + δx(t) we get at first
order in δx(t) the equation

d

dt
δxµ(t) = ∂νF

µ [x(t)] δxν(t) , (2)

where ∂j is the partial derivative with respect to the j-th coordinate and the terms
are summed over the repeated Greek indices (Einstein notation).

It is typically observed that the norm of δx(t), asymptotically for t→ +∞, behaves
exponentially:

‖δx(t)‖ = eλ
+t+o(t) , (3)

where o(t)/t vanishes in the limit t→ +∞. The real parameter

λ+ = lim
t→+∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t

is called forward Lyapunov exponent of the displacement vector δx0 = δx(0) at the
point x0 = x(0). Under quite general hypotheses it can be proved that the value of the
LE does not depend on the particular choice of the metric tensor used on the manifold
X for the calculation of the norm appearing in Eq. (3).

If µ is a measure on X which is preserved by the flux generated by F (x), Oseledec’s
theorem [16] says that, at almost all points x0 ∈ X with respect to the measure µ,
for any tangent vector δx0 there exists a real number λ+ for which Eq. (3) holds. It
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is easy to see that, given x0, there can be at most n distinct forward LEs λ+j as a

function of δx0, thanks to the linearity of Eq. (2) in δx(t). For a rigorous discussion
of the conditions for the existence of the LEs we refer the readers to Ref. [17].

The whole set of forward LEs λ+j , for a given x0, can be calculated by suitable

numerical procedures [5,6] which, as a by-product, also return a set of n so-called
forward “orthonormal Lyapunov vectors” (OLVs): each forward LE λ+j is obtained
by taking one of the forward OLVs as initial displacement vector δx0. As the name
suggests, the OLVs form an orthonormal set with respect to the chosen metric tensor
on X. However, at variance with the LEs, these OLVs do depend on the arbitrary
choice of such a metric tensor, and for this reason they do not represent an intrinsic
characterization of the dynamical system.

A different point of view arises when the forward dynamics is compared with the
backward dynamics [1]. In analogy with Eq. (3), an exponential behaviour of the
displacement vector is also observed looking at the evolution back in time, for t→ −∞:

‖δx(t)‖ = eλ
−|t|+o(t) , (4)

where λ− represents the backward LE and o(t)/t vanishes for t → −∞. As for the
forward LEs λ+j , there can be at most n distinct backward LEs λ−j as a function of
δx0. In general, there is no relation between the forward and backward LEs. However,
in this work we are considering systems with a preserved measure µ; then, for almost
every initial position x0 with respect to µ, the forward and backward LEs, λ+j and

λ−j , are opposites, and there exist initial displacement vectors δx0 giving rise to these

opposite LEs [18]. This implies that

‖δx(t)‖ = eλjt+o(t) , (5)

where

λj := λ+j = −λ−j (6)

and o(t)/t vanishes for both t → +∞ and t→ −∞.
The displacement vectors giving rise to Eq. (5) are called covariant (or characteris-

tic) Lyapunov vectors with LEs λj defined by Eq. (6). Consistently with these results
we will adopt the following general definition.

Definition 2.1 (covariant Lyapunov vector). Let δx(t) be the solution of Eq. (2)
with initial data δx(0) = v, where v is a tangent vector at a point x0 ∈ X. We say
that v is a “covariant Lyapunov vector” (CLV) at the point x0 if

lim
t→−∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t
= lim

t→+∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t
. (7)

The common value λ of the two above limits is called the “Lyapunov exponent of the
CLV v”.

According to the above definition, at a given point x0 of the phase space, the CLVs
corresponding to each λj form a linear space of dimension νj, called the multiplicity
of the LE λj, and the sum of the multiplicities of all the LEs equals the dimension n
of the space X. The linear space corresponding to each LE λj is independent of the
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particular metric which is used on the space X. Hence these spaces provide a splitting
of the tangent space at almost every point of X (the so called “Oseledec splitting”)
which represents an intrinsic characterization of the dynamical system. The possible
presence of multiplicities larger than 1, called degeneration, is often neglected in the
literature, e.g. in Ref. [10]. In the absence of degeneration, one might say that there
is a single CLV vj , defined up to an arbitrary scalar factor, for each LE λj with
1 ≤ j ≤ n.

It is easy to see that, if v = δx0 is a CLV at a point x0 with LE λ, then the vector
δx(t), evolving from δx0 according to Eqs. (1) and (2), is for any t a CLV at the point
x(t) with the same LE λ. This property is expressed by saying that the CLVs are
“invariant under the linearized flow” [9], or that “CLVs are mapped to other CLVs by
the linear propagator along trajectories” [19]. This fact implies that, for a given real
number λ, the set D ⊆ X, of all the points at which λ is a LE, is invariant under the
evolution of the system.

3. Definition of covariant Lyapunov fields

Let us suppose that, for a given LE λ, a particular CLV v(x) has been fixed in the
tangent space at every point x of the invariant set D ⊆ X in which λ is a LE. In the
absence of degeneration, fixing such a CLV at a point x ∈ D amounts to choosing a
vector with a suitable norm inside the one-dimensional subspace associated with λ.
Once a CLV has been fixed at each point of D, we have obtained a vector field v on
D associated with λ. The aim of this paper is to investigate some general properties
of such a vector field.

We focus on continuous fields. The idea that suitably normalized CLVs have a
continuous dependence on the position x in the phase space is graphically represented
in Fig. 1, where CLVs are shown on a Poincaré section of the Henon-Heiles system [20].
To obtain the graph, the evolution of x was calculated by means of leapfrog integration.
The CLV was calculated by starting with an arbitrary δx0 at a point x0 and letting
it evolve according Eq. (2) for a long time; the vector eventually approaches the CLV
with the largest LE λ. As one can see from Fig. 1, in wide regions of the graph the
vectors tend to be aligned along flow lines and to smoothly change with position.

There are also general reasons which support the hypothesis of continuity. We have
already pointed out that a CLV evolves with time, according to Eqs. (1) and (2), into
other CLVs with the same LE. Assuming that the field F has a smooth behaviour,
this shows that one can define the vector field v in such a way that it is continuous and
differentiable at least along individual trajectories. Moreover, the numerical calculation
of the CLVs requires that also their dependence on the position x in the phase space
is continuous, at least in some domain D. Indeed, numerical calculations are always
based on approximation of real numbers with truncated binary representations: in
order to be meaningful, the represented relations must be at least continuous.

Rigorous results on continuity and differentiability are available in a related field:
the differentiability of Anosov splitting has been extensively studied in the context
of geodesic flows. In some of these studies, differentiability of class C∞ or even C2

is declared to be a rare property [21,22], due to the connection with a quite strict
necessary and sufficient condition [22,23]. A sufficient condition for having class C1 is
also known [22,24,25], but no necessary conditions. Summarizing, theorems prove the
differentiability only in a few cases, but the continuity is usually assumed to hold.

We formalize the above considerations by introducing the following definition.
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Definition 3.1 (covariant Lyapunov field). Let F (x) be a vector field on the Rie-
mannian manifold X, and let D ⊆ X be an invariant set with respect to the evolution
generated by F . Let v(x) be a continuous vector field on D, such that the function
‖v(x)‖ is differentiable. If, at every point x ∈ D, v(x) is a CLV with LE λ independent
of x, then we say that v(x) is a “covariant Lyapunov field” (CLF) on the domain D
with LE λ.

Since CLVs are defined up to a multiplicative factor, it is clear that, given any
vector field v(x) satisfying the above definition, it is always possible to redefine it
in such a way that one has everywhere ‖v(x)‖ = 1. It might then seem reasonable
to include such a condition directly into definition 3.1, thus automatically ensuring
that the function ‖v(x)‖ is differentiable. One has however to keep in mind that a
generic phase space is not equipped with any intrinsic metric, and the value of LEs is
independent of the norm used in Eq. (7). Thus there is no basis for considering CLFs
only those vector fields which are normalized with respect to a particular norm.

Rigorously speaking, if ν is the multiplicity of the LE λ, one may arbitrarily choose,
at each point of D, ν CLVs which form a basis of the corresponding linear subspace.
We then see that a suitable choice of ν linearly independent CLVs, at each point of
D, determines ν linearly independent CLFs associated with the LE λ.

4. Global equation characterizing the covariant Lyapunov fields

We begin with a lemma which exhibits an elementary but important property of
a differential equation which, owing to its formal analogy with Eq. (2), will play a
crucial role in our paper.

Lemma 4.1. Let F (x) be a differentiable vector field on a manifold X, and let γ be
a trajectory defined by a function x(t) satisfying Eq. (1) for −∞ < t < +∞. Let us
suppose that v(t) and b(t) are respectively a vector and a scalar function satisfying on
the trajectory γ the differential equation

d

dt
vµ(t) = ∂νF

µ[x(t)]vν(t)− b(t)vµ(t) . (8)

Then, for any arbitrary nonvanishing smooth scalar function a(t), the vector function

v
′(t) = a(t)v(t) (9)

satisfies the equation

d

dt
v′µ(t) = ∂νF

µ[x(t)]v′ν(t)− b′(t)v′µ(t) (10)

with

b′(t) = b(t)−
d

dt
ln |a(t)| . (11)
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Proof. From Eqs. (8) and (9) it follows that

d

dt
v′µ(t) = a(t)

d

dt
vµ(t) +

d

dt
a(t)vµ(t)

= ∂νF
µ[x(t)]v′ν(t)− b(t)v′µ(t) +

d

dt
a(t)

v′µ(t)

a(t)

from which Eqs. (10)–(11) are obtained.

The following lemma shows that any CLF, associated with a nondegenerate LE on
an invariant domain D, is the solution of a particular differential equation of first order
along any trajectory contained in D.

Lemma 4.2. Let the vector field F (x) generate a flux on the Riemannian manifold
X according to Eq. (1), and let v(x) be a CLF on an invariant domain D ⊆ X,
corresponding to a nondegenerate LE λ. Then, for any trajectory γ ⊆ D, defined
by a function x(t) satisfying Eq. (1) for −∞ < t < +∞, the function v [x(t)] is
differentiable with respect to the time t, and there exists on D a scalar function b(x)
such that the differential equation

d

dt
vµ[x(t)] = [∂νF

µvν − bvµ]
x(t) (12)

holds on γ. If ‖v[x(t)]‖ and ‖v[x(t)]‖−1 are both limited on γ, then the time average
of b over γ is equal to the LE λ:

lim
t→±∞

∫ t

0 b [x(t
′)] dt′

t
= λ . (13)

Proof. For a given trajectory γ ⊆ D, let δx(t) be the solution of Eq. (2) with initial
condition δx(0) = v(x0), where x0 = x(0). As we have already recalled, the property
of being a CLV is maintained by the linearized flow, so δx(t) is for any t a CLV with
LE λ at the point x(t). On the other hand, by hypothesis also v [x(t)] is for any t a
CLV with LE λ. Since λ is assumed to be a nondegenerate LE, the corresponding CLVs
form at all the points of D a 1-dimensional linear space, so there exists a nonvanishing
real function a(t) such that

v [x(t)] = a(t)δx(t) (14)

at all the points of γ. Since v [x(t)] and δx(t) are continuous functions of t and
a(0) = 1, we get a(t) > 0 for any t. For this reason, taking the norm of of Eq. (14)
gives

‖v [x(t)]‖ = a(t)‖δx(t)‖ . (15)

Since both ‖δx(t)‖ and ‖v [x(t)]‖ are differentiable functions of t, the above equation
implies that also a(t) is differentiable, so from Eq. (14) we obtain that v [x(t)] is
differentiable with respect to the time t.
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Eq. (2) has the same form as Eq. (8) with c = 0. Hence, by applying lemma 4.1, we
obtain from Eq. (14) that Eq. (12) holds with

b [x(t)] = −
d

dt
ln a(t) . (16)

The fact that v(x0) is a CLV with LE λ means that

λ = lim
t→±∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t
.

From Eq. (15) we get ‖δx(t)‖ = ‖v [x(t)]‖/a(t) and so

λ = lim
t→±∞

(

ln‖v [x(t)]‖

t
−

ln a(t)

t

)

. (17)

From Eq. (16) and from a(0) = 1 we get

ln a(t) = −

∫ t

0
b
[

x(t′)
]

dt′ . (18)

Moreover, if ‖v‖ and ‖v‖−1 are both limited on γ, then

lim
t→±∞

ln‖v [x(t)]‖

t
= 0 ,

so from Eq. (17) one obtains Eq. (13).

Eqs. (12) can be written in a more compact form by making use of the concept of
Lie derivative. If v is a differentiable vector field as well as F , then it is well known
that the Lie derivative LFv of v with respect to F is equal to the commutator of the
two fields:

(LFv)
µ = [F ,v]µ = F ν∂νv

µ − vν∂νF
µ . (19)

The first term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (19) represents the total derivative of v
with respect to time along a field line x(t) of F defined by Eq. (1):

F ν∂νv
µ|

x(t) =
d

dt
xν(t)∂νv

µ [x(t)] =
d

dt
vµ [x(t)] .

Hence Eq. (19) can be rewritten as

(LFv)
µ [x(t)] =

d

dt
vµ [x(t)]− vν∂νF

µ|
x(t) . (20)

This shows that the existence of the Lie derivative of v, with respect to the differen-
tiable vector field F , does not actually require the full differentiability of v(x) as a
function of x, but only the differentiability of v along individual trajectories of F . It
follows from Eq. (20) that Eq. (12) can be rewritten as

LFv + bv = 0 . (21)
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According to Eq. (19), if the field v is differentiable with respect to every coordinate,
then Eq. (21) becomes

[v,F ] = bv . (22)

The fact that CLVs are determined up to an arbitrary scalar factor implies that,
if v(x) is a vector field satisfying the hypotheses of lemma 4.2, then the same is true
also for the vector field

v
′(x) = a(x)v(x) , (23)

where a(x) is an arbitrary nonvanishing smooth scalar function. Hence the thesis of
the lemma must apply equally well to the CLF v′. In fact, it follows from lemma 4.1
that, if v satisfies Eq. (21) on a trajectory γ, then v′ satisfies the equation

LFv
′ + b′v′ = 0 (24)

with

b′ [x(t)] = b [x(t)]−
d

dt
ln |a [x(t)]| . (25)

Introducing also the Lie derivative

LFφ =
d

dt
φ = Fµ∂µφ

of a scalar function φ with respect to the vector field F , Eq. (25) becomes

b′ = b− LF ln |a| . (26)

Furthermore, if |a(x)| and |a(x)|−1 are both limited on D, then

lim
t→±∞

∫ t

0 b
′ [x(t′)] dt′

t

= lim
t→±∞

∫ t

0 b [x(t
′)] dt′ − ln |a [x(t)]|+ ln |a [x(0)]|

t

= lim
t→±∞

∫ t

0 b [x(t
′)] dt′

t
= λ ,

since ln |a(x)| is a limited function on D. The equivalence between Eqs. (21) and (24)
shows that the differential equation for the CLFs has an important invariance property,
which we will exploit later in this paper and we will further analyze in section 5.

In particular, it follows from Eqs. (23)–(26) that the normalized vector field

w(x) =
v(x)

‖v (x)‖
(27)
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satisfies the equation

LFw + cw = 0 (28)

with

c = b+ LF ln‖v‖ . (29)

For an ergodic system, the set of LEs is the same at almost all points of X with
respect to the preserved measure µ [18]. For such systems one can then expect that
there exist CLFs defined almost everywhere on X. In order to deal with this case, we
shall make use of the simple mathematical result which is expressed by the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let µ be a positive measure on the manifold X, and let the vector field
F generate a flux on X which preserves the measure µ. If c is a differentiable scalar
function defined on X, which is integrable over X with respect to the measure µ, then

∫

X

dµ(x)LF c(x) = 0 .

Proof. Let Φt(x) be the map which describes the evolution of the phase space X at
time t according to Eq. (1), so that

d

dt
Φt(x) = F [(Φt(x)]

and Φ0(x) = x∀x ∈ X. Then

LF c(x) =
d

dt
c (Φt(x)) .

Moreover, since for all t the map Φt(x) is a transformation of X which preserves the
measure µ, we have

∫

X

dµ(x)c (Φt(x)) =

∫

X

dµ(x)c (x) ,

which means that the integral on left-hand-side of the above equation is a constant
independent of t. It follows that

∫

X

dµ(x)LF c(x) =
d

dt

∫

X

dµ(x)c (Φt(x)) = 0 .

The following proposition can be considered as an extension of the result, which was
proved in lemma 4.2 for individual trajectories, to CLFs defined at almost all points
of X.

Proposition 4.4. Let µ be a positive measure on the Riemaniann manifold X such
that µ(X) < +∞, and let the vector field F generate an ergodic flux on X which
preserves the measure µ. Let v be a CLF, corresponding to a nondegenerate LE λ, on

10



an invariant domain D ⊆ X such that µ(D) = µ(X). Then the Lie derivative of v
along F exists, and there exists a scalar field b such that the differential equation

LFv + bv = 0

holds on D. Let us also suppose that the function ln‖v (x)‖ is integrable over X with
respect to the measure µ. Then

λ = 〈b〉 , (30)

where 〈b〉 denotes the average of b over the manifold X:

〈b〉 =
1

µ(X)

∫

X

dµ(x) b(x) . (31)

Proof. If v is a CLF with LE λ, then the same is true for the vector field w defined
by Eq. (43), and since ‖w (x)‖ = 1 everywhere, it follows from lemma 4.2 that there
exists on the domain D a scalar field c such that Eq. (28) holds at all points of D and

λ = lim
t→±∞

∫ t

0 c [x(t
′)] dt′

t
. (32)

In addition, the ergodicity implies that the time average of the function c along a
generic trajectory equals the average of c over the phase space, so that Eq. (32) is
equivalent to

λ =
1

µ(X)

∫

X

dµ(x) c(x) = 〈c〉 . (33)

Since v(x) = ‖v(x)‖w(x), it follows from Eq. (28) that v(x) satisfies Eq. (21) with

b(x) = c(x)− LF ln‖v (x)‖ , (34)

in accordance with Eq. (29). If the function ln‖v (x)‖ is integrable over X, by applying
lemma 4.3 we get 〈b〉 = 〈c〉, so Eq. (30) follows from Eq. (33).

The following proposition can be considered in some respect as the inverse of the
previous one. It shows in fact that in an ergodic system, under quite general hypothe-
ses, the fact of satisfying Eq. (21) is a sufficient condition for a vector field v in order
to be a CLF.

Proposition 4.5. Let µ be a positive measure on the Riemaniann manifold X such
that µ(X) < +∞, and let the vector field F generate an ergodic flux on X which
preserves the measure µ. Let v and b be respectively a nonvanishing vector field and a
scalar function satisfying the equation

LFv + bv = 0

on an invariant domain D ⊆ X, such that µ(D) = µ(X). Let us suppose that the

11



function

c(x) = b(x) + LF ln‖v (x)‖ (35)

is integrable over X with respect to the measure µ, and that ‖v (x)‖ is differentiable
on D. Then v is a CLF with LE λ = 〈c〉 on an invariant domain D′ ⊆ D such that
µ(D′) = µ(X). If, in addition, also ln‖v (x)‖ is integrable over X, then 〈b〉 = 〈c〉 = λ.

Note that, since µ(X) < +∞, if ‖v(x)‖ and ‖v(x)‖−1 are both limited on D,
then the hypothesis in propositions 4.4 and 4.5 about the integrability of the function
ln‖v (x)‖ is obviously satisfied. Moreover, in such a case, the hypothesis on the inte-
grability of the function c (x), defined by Eq. (35), is equivalent to the hypothesis on
the integrability of the function b (x) appearing in Eq. (21). In other words, if ‖v(x)‖
and ‖v(x)‖−1 are both limited on D and b (x) is integrable, then c (x), defined by
Eq. (35) is also integrable as requested by the hypothesis of Prop. 4.5. In section 6
(see proposition 6.3) we will show that these hypotheses take a simpler form when the
space X is compact.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. If v(x) satisfies Eq. (21), then the vector field w(x)
defined by Eq. (43) satisfies Eq. (28) with c given by Eq. (35). Let us take a point
x0 ∈ D and let x(t) be the corresponding trajectory, i.e. the solution of Eq. (1) with
initial condition x(0) = x0. It follows from Eq. (28) that

d

dt
wµ [x(t)] = [wν∂νF

µ − cwµ]
x(t) . (36)

If we define

a(t) = exp

{
∫ t

0
c
[

x(t′)
]

dt′
}

, (37)

it follows from lemma 4.1 that the vector function w′(t) = a(t)w [x(t)] satisfies the
equation

d

dt
w′µ(t) = w′ν(t)∂νF

µ [x(t)] . (38)

We then see that w′(t) = δx(t), where δx(t) is the solution of Eq. (2) with initial
condition δx(0) = w(x0).

Since δx(t) = a(t)w [x(t)] and ‖w (x)‖ = 1 everywhere, we have

lim
t→+∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t
= lim

t→+∞

ln a(t)

t

= lim
t→+∞

∫ t

0 c [x(t
′)] dt′

t
. (39)

The last member of Eq. (39) represents the time average of the function c on the
considered trajectory for positive times. Since c is integrable over X and the system
is ergodic, for almost all the points x0 ∈ D with respect to measure µ this average
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equals the average of c over the manifold X, so

lim
t→+∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t
=

1

µ(X)

∫

X

dµ(x) c(x) = 〈c〉 .

By analyzing in a similar way the limit for t → −∞, we obtain that there exists a
subset D′ ⊆ D, with µ(D′) = µ(X), such that

lim
t→−∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t
= lim

t→+∞

ln‖δx(t)‖

t
= 〈c〉

for all the points x0 ∈ D′. According to definition 2.1, this means that w(x0) is a CLV
at x0 with LE λ = 〈c〉, and the same is then true for the vector v(x0). The set D′ is
obviously invariant under the evolution of the system so, by applying definition 3.1,
we conclude that v is a CLF on D′ with LE λ = 〈c〉.

Finally, if the function ln‖v (x)‖ is integrable over X, by applying lemma 4.3 we
get from Eq. (35) that also b is integrable over X and 〈b〉 = 〈c〉 = λ.

Propositions 4.4 and 4.5 together imply the remarkable fact that, if the system is
ergodic and λ is a nondegenerate LE, then a vector field v is a CLF with LE λ if and
only if it satisfies Eq. (21) almost everywhere on X. Note that this is a global condition
on the vector field v. It is in fact easy to see that a local solution of the first order
differential equation (21), for an arbitrary scalar function b, can be obtained after
arbitrarily assigning the vector v on a (n−1)-dimensional surface σ transversal to the
flux generated by F . This obviously means that being a local solution of Eq. (21) does
not imply that a vector field v is a CLF. If one tries to extend such a local solution
to the whole phase space by solving Eq. (21) along individual trajectories, one is
obviously faced by the problem that each trajectory crosses the surface σ infinitely
many times. Assuming that at a given crossing v [x(t)] has the right value which was
initially assigned on σ, the same would not in general be true for the subsequent times
at which the trajectory crosses of the surface again. According to proposition 4.4, on
the other hand, if the values of v assigned at all points of σ correspond to CLVs with
a given nondegenerate LE λ, then there exists a scalar function b on X such that a
global solution of Eq. (21) can be obtained, and b must satisfy Eq. (30).

5. Discussion of the results

Since the two Eqs. (21) and (24) are formally identical, we can say that Eq. (21) is
invariant under the local “gauge transformation” expressed by Eqs. (23) and (26).
Since the function a nowhere vanishes, by continuity it has constant sign over the
domain D of the CLF. Assuming that the sign is positive, we can write a(x) = eϕ(x),
where ϕ is an arbitrary smooth scalar function. The transformation given by Eqs. (23)
and (25) then takes the form

{

v(x) 7→ eϕ(x) v(x)
b(x) 7→ b(x)− LFϕ(x) .

(40)

From a mathematical point of view, such a gauge invariance recalls that of field
theories in fundamental physics. For instance, in quantum electrodynamics, the fact
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the wavefunction ψ is defined at each space-time point up to an arbitrary phase factor,
implies that Dirac equation

γµ [i∂µ − eAµ(x)]ψ(x)−mψ(x) = 0

is invariant under the local gauge transformation

{

ψ(x) 7→ eieα(x) ψ(x)
Aµ(x) 7→ Aµ(x)− ∂µα(x) ,

(41)

where x stands for the four space-time coordinates and α(x) is an arbitrary real scalar
function [26].

The analogy between Eqs. (40) and (41) is obvious. The transformation on the
four-vector potential Aµ, given by Eq. (41), does not alter the value of the physically
relevant electromagnetic field tensor Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. In a similar way, provided
that the function ϕ(x) is integrable over X, it follows from lemma 4.3 that the trans-
formation on the scalar function b, given by Eq. (40), does not alter the physically
relevant value of the LE λ = 〈b〉. Suppose that a metric tensor has been defined
over the manifold X, e.g. the euclidean tensor in a given system of coordinates. In
view of the gauge invariance which we have explained above, imposing everywhere the
condition ‖v‖ = 1 would just be one of the infinite possible ways of “fixing the gauge”.

It is worth remarking that the definition 2.1 of CLV and of the corresponding
LE, similarly to other definitions of Lyapunov vectors and exponents adopted in the
literature, is explicitly based on the existence of a norm of tangent vectors, as shown
by Eq. (7). The same is then true also for the definition 3.1 of CLF. Despite this fact,
as we have already pointed out, both the property of being a CLV, and the value of
the LE, are actually independent of the choice of a particular metric tensor on the
space X. It is therefore interesting to note that propositions 4.4 and 4.5 provide the
possibility of an alternative definition of CLF, and of the corresponding LE, which does
not mention at all the existence of a norm. One could in fact define as CLF any vector
field satisfying Eq. (21), and define its LE as λ = 〈b〉. In the case of nondegenerate
CLFs in ergodic systems, under very general hypotheses, as we have shown, such a
definition would be equivalent to definition 3.1. In the case of a LE with degeneracy
ν > 1, one could conjecture, under suitable hypotheses, the existence of ν linearly
independent vector fields, each one satisfying an equation of the form of Eq. (21).

It has been noticed that the CLVs “represent the proper generalisation of the concept
of eigenvectors to a context where a different matrix is applied at each time step.” [1]
The analogy with the eigenvector problem is particularly evident in our alternative
definition of CLF based on Eq. (21), i.e. −LFv = bv: the left-hand-side is a linear
operator acting on v and the right-hand-side is the v itself multiplied by a scalar.
However, at variance with the usual eigenvector problem, the scalar b is a field (it is
a function of the position x) and depends on the choice of the gauge, so one should
consider as the actual eigenvalue the average of b(x) over X, i.e. the LE λ.

6. The equation for normalized covariant Lyapunov fields

We have already underlined the fact that Eq. (21), which according to the preceding
results charaterizes a CLF, does not involve any metric on the phase space X. In this
section we want however to show that, if a CLF is normalized with respect to a given
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metric tensor g, then it satisfies a particular nonlinear differential equation. From this
equation, obviously involving the metric tensor g, one can derive interesting results
which also apply to generic CLFs.

We recall that, if g is the metric tensor defined on the Riemaniann manifold X,
then the norm of a tangent vector v(x) is defined as

‖v(x)‖ =
√

vµ(x)gµν(x)vν(x) . (42)

The Lie derivative of g with respect to the vector field F is given by

LF gµν = F λ∂λgµν + gµλ∂νF
λ + gλν∂µF

λ = DµFν +DνFµ ,

where Fν = gνλF
λ and Dµ is the covariant derivative associated with the metric tensor

g. The following proposition shows that, for a normalized nondegenerate CLF w, the
scalar function c appearing in Eq. (28) can be explicitly expressed as a quadratic
function of w itself. As a result, the CLF turns out to be the solution of a closed
nonlinear differential equation.

Proposition 6.1. Let F be a differentiable vector field on the Riemaniann manifold
X, and let D ⊆ X be an invariant set with respect to the evolution generated by F . Let
w be a CLF, corresponding to a nondegenerate LE λ, on an invariant domain D ⊆ X
such that µ(D) = µ(X). If

‖w(x)‖ = 1 ∀x ∈ D , (43)

then w satisfies Eq. (28) on the domain D with

c =
1

2
wµ (LF gµν)w

ν . (44)

Proof. Since w is a CLF, according to proposition 4.4 there exists a scalar function
c such Eq. (28) holds on D. From Eq. (43), using Eq. (28) and applying the Leibniz
rule to the calculation of the Lie derivative along a field line of F , we then get

0 = LF‖w‖2 = wµ (LF gµν)w
ν + (LFw

µ) gµνw
ν + wµgµν (LFw

ν)

= wµ (LF gµν)w
ν − 2c

from which Eq. (44) is obtained.

From the above proposition we can derive an explicit expression, involving the
metric tensor g, for the LE associated with a generic CLF.

Proposition 6.2. Let µ be a positive measure on the Riemaniann manifold X such
that µ(X) < +∞, and let the vector field F generate an ergodic flux on X which
preserves the measure µ. Let v be a CLF, corresponding to a nondegenerate LE λ, on
an invariant domain D ⊆ X such that µ(D) = µ(X). Then

λ =
1

µ(X)

∫

X

dµ
vµ (LF gµν) v

ν

2‖v‖2
. (45)
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Proof. The vector field w(x) = v(x)/‖v(x)‖ is a CLF with LE λ such that ‖w(x)‖ =
1 for any x. Hence, according to proposition 4.4, there exists a scalar function c such
that the equation LFw + cw = 0 holds on D and λ = 〈c〉. Furthermore, according to
proposition 6.1

c =
1

2
wµ (LF gµν)w

ν =
vµ (LF gµν) v

ν

2‖v‖2
, (46)

so Eq. (45) is obtained.

Note that the expression of λ given by Eq. (45) is manifestly invariant under the
transformation (23) on the CLF. Hence this formula expresses the LE only as a function
of the direction of the corresponding one-dimensional subspace at each point of the
domain D.

If a(x) is a quadratic form, i.e. a symmetric covariant tensor of order 2, we define
its norm as

‖a(x)‖ =
√

aµν(x)aµ′ν′(x)gµµ′ (x)gνν′(x) . (47)

It is then easy to see that for any vector v(x)

|vµ(x)aµν(x)v
ν(x)| ≤ ‖a(x)‖‖v(x)‖2 . (48)

For a CLF w, such that ‖w(x)‖ = 1 ∀x ∈ D, we thus get from Eq. (44)

|c(x)| ≤
1

2
‖LF g(x)‖ , (49)

and from Eq. (45) we obtain the following upper bound for the absolute value of any
LE λ of the system:

|λ| ≤
1

2µ(X)

∫

X

dµ(x) ‖LF g(x)‖ . (50)

Note that the upper bound provided by the above equation depends only on the field
F defining the dynamical system and not on the CLF asociated with λ.

If we use a system of coordinates such that gµν(x) = δµν , where δµν is Kroenecker’s
symbol, then the norms of v(x) and a(x) take the more familiar forms

‖v(x)‖ =

√

√

√

√

n
∑

µ=1

[vµ(x)]2 , (51)

‖a(x)‖ =

√

√

√

√

n
∑

µ=1

n
∑

ν=1

[aµν(x)]
2 . (52)

Since the definition of CLV is to a large extent independent of the particular metric
adopted on X, the simplest choice is to use the euclidean metric in a given system of
coordinates, so that gµν(x) = δµν everywhere. In that case the Lie derivative of the
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metric tensor can simply be written as

LF δµν = ∂µF
ν + ∂νF

µ ,

so Eq. (44) becomes

c = wµ∂µF
νwν

and can also be derived in an elementary way using Eq. (36). Furthermore, Eqs. (45)
and (50) become respectively

λ =
1

µ(X)

∫

X

dµ
vµ∂µF

νvν

‖v‖2
, (53)

|λ| ≤
1

µ(X)

∫

X

dµ

√

√

√

√

1

2

n
∑

µ=1

n
∑

ν=1

∂µF ν (∂µF ν + ∂νFµ) . (54)

Thanks to the results obtained in this section we can formulate a proposition show-
ing that, when X is compact, the result provided by proposition 4.5 can be obtained
under simplified hypotheses on v and b. We recall that, for hamiltonian systems, X
can be identified with a level surface of the hamiltonian function H, which is typically
a compact set.

Proposition 6.3. Let µ be a positive measure on a compact Riemaniann manifold X
such that µ(X) < +∞, and let the vector field F generate an ergodic flux on X which
preserves the measure µ. Let v(x) and b(x) be respectively a nonvanishing vector field
and a scalar function satisfying the equation

LFv + bv = 0

on an invariant domain D ⊆ X, such that µ(D) = µ(X). Let us also suppose that
‖v (x)‖ is differentiable on D. Then the function c(x) defined by Eq. (35) is integrable
over X with respect to the measure µ, and v is a CLF with LE λ = 〈c〉 on an invariant
domain D′ ⊆ D such that µ(D′) = µ(X). If, in addition, ln‖v (x)‖ is integrable over
X, then 〈b〉 = 〈c〉 = λ.

Proof. If v(x) satisfies Eq. (21), then the vector fieldw(x) defined by Eq. (43) satisfies
Eq. (28) with c given by Eq. (35). Since ‖w(x)‖ = 1 ∀x ∈ D, by applying proposition
6.1 one obtains Eq. (49). The right-hand side of this equation is a continuous function
defined on the whole compact manifold X, and is therefore limited on X. Hence |c| is
limited on D, and since µ(D) = µ(X) < +∞, from this it follows that c is integrable
over D. The thesis then follows from proposition 4.5.

7. Geometrical interpretation

Propositions 4.4 and 4.5 above only assume that v is continuous. As discussed above,
the continuity is expected to be a common property, while v is likely to be differentiable
only in special cases. It is however interesting to consider such special cases, because
it is possible to give a geometrical interpretation of our alternative definition of CLF.

17



First of all, Eq. (21) can be rewritten in terms of the commutator and becomes Eq. (22).
We see that the commutator of v and F is a linear combination of them (actually,
just one of them, v). This property is called “involutivity” [27]. It is also well-known
that, under very general hypotheses, the vector field F itself is a CLF with LE λ = 0.
Since LFF = [F ,F ] = 0, this result can also be deduced from proposition 4.5 under
the hypothesis that the function ln‖F (x)‖ is integrable over X. The involutivity of
the couple (v, F ) for every CLF v allows us to apply the Frobenius theorem [27]: given
any CLF v, the subbundle of the tangent bundle spanned by v and F arises from a
(local) regular foliation. This concept is expressed by the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Let the vector field F (x) generate a flux on the Riemannian mani-
fold X according to Eq. (1), and let v(x) be a differentiable CLF, linearly independent
of F , on an invariant domain D ⊆ X. Then the couple (v, F ) generates a regular
foliation of D. Each leave of the foliation contains whole trajectories.

Proof. The existence of the regular foliation is ensured by the involutivity of the
couple (v, F ), thanks to Frobenius theorem. Since one of the generators of the foliation
is F , the leaves contain whole orbits generated by F .

In the context of Anosov flows, [22] it is usual to identify the central stable and
unstable manifolds; they are tangent to all the CLF with negative and positive LE,
respectively. These manifolds contain the leaves of the above-mentioned foliations gen-
erated by each v and F and are known to be of class C∞.

We now want to show that it is possible to derive a result which in some sense is
the inverse of that expressed by proposition 7.1.

Proposition 7.2. Let µ be a positive measure on the Riemaniann manifold X such
that µ(X) < +∞, and let the vector field F generate, according to Eq. (1), an ergodic
flux on X which preserves the measure µ. Let F be a CLF with LE λ = 0 and be such
that the function ‖LF g(x)‖ is integrable over X with respect to the measure µ. Let
also vi(x), for i = 1, . . . , n − 1, be n − 1 additional CLFs, on an invariant domain
D ⊆ X, corresponding to nondegenerate LEs λi. If a 2-dimensional foliation Φ of D
is such that each leave contains whole trajectories of F , then there exists one index ī,
with 1 ≤ ī ≤ n− 1, such that the foliation is generated by the couple (F ,vī).

Proof. At each point x ∈ D of a 2-dimensional leave of Φ the vector F (x) is tangent
to the leave, since the leave contains whole trajectories. We can then take, as a basis
of the tangent space of the leave, the vector F (x) and a vector W (x) which can be
expressed as a linear combination of the n − 1 CLVs v1(x), . . . , vn−1(x). If we also
impose the condition ‖W (x)‖ = 1, then the vector W (x) is univocally determined
(up to the sign) at each x ∈ X, and we obtain in this way a vector field on D:

W (x) =

n−1
∑

i=1

ci(x)vi(x) . (55)

Since Φ is a 2-dimensional foliation, according to Frobenius theorem F and W

must be two involutive vector fields, thus the Lie derivative LFW must be a linear
combination of F and W . This means that

LFW = αF − βW , (56)
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where α and β are two scalar fields, and using Eq. (55) to express W we get

n−1
∑

i=1

LF (civi) = αF + β

n−1
∑

i=1

civi . (57)

It follows from proposition 4.4 that for any i = 1, . . . , n−1 there exists a scalar function
bi such that the equation

LFvi + bivi = 0 (58)

holds on D. From Eq. (57) we then get

αF −

n−1
∑

i=1

[LF ci − (bi − β)ci]vi = 0 . (59)

Since the set of vectors (F ,v1, . . . ,vn−1) is linearly independent at all points x ∈ D,
from the above equation we get that for all x ∈ D

α(x) = 0 , (60)

LF ci(x) = [bi(x)− β(x)] ci(x) ∀ i = 1, . . . , n− 1 . (61)

According to Eq. (60) we can rewrite Eq. (56) as

LFW + βW = 0 , (62)

which has the same form as Eq. (21) with b = β. Since ‖W (x)‖ = 1, by applying
proposition 6.1 we obtain

|β(x)| ≤
1

2
‖LF g(x)‖ ∀x ∈ X . (63)

Since by hypothesis the function on the right-hand side is integrable over X, the
above equation implies that also β is integrable. We can then apply proposition 4.5
and deduce from Eq. (62) that W is a CLF with LE λ = 〈β〉. But since (v1, . . . ,vn−1)
is a set of nondegenerate CLFs, it follows from Eq. (55) that there must be only one
index ī, with 1 ≤ ī ≤ n− 1, such that the function c̄i(x) is not identically 0. Hence

W (x) = c̄i(x)vī(x) (64)

and 〈β〉 = λī.
Since by construction the couple (F ,W ) generates the foliation Φ, it follows from

Eq. (64) that also the couple (F ,vī) generates Φ.

It is worth remarking that, since c̄i(x) 6= 0∀x ∈ D, for i = ī Eq. (61) provides

LF ln |c̄i| = b̄i − β . (65)

Since ‖W (x)‖ = 1, Eq. (64) implies ln |c̄i(x)| = − ln‖vī(x)‖. Therefore, if the func-
tion ln‖vī(x)‖ is integrable over X, then the same is true for the function ln |c̄i(x)|.
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According to proposition 4.4, in that case 〈b̄i〉 = λī, so 〈b̄i − β〉 = 0. From Eq. (65) we
thus get

∫

X

dµ(x)LF ln |c̄i(x)| = 0 ,

as required by lemma 4.3.
If the space X is compact, proposition 7.2 assumes the following simpler form.

Proposition 7.3. Let µ be a positive measure on the compact Riemaniann manifold
X such that µ(X) < +∞, and let the vector field F generate, according to Eq. (1),
an ergodic flux on X which preserves the measure µ. Let F be a CLF with LE λ = 0
and let vi(x), for i = 1, . . . , n− 1, be n− 1 additional CLFs, on an invariant domain
D ⊆ X, corresponding to nondegenerate LEs λi. If a 2-dimensional foliation Φ of D
is such that each leave contains whole trajectories of F , then there exists one index ī,
with 1 ≤ ī ≤ n− 1, such that the foliation is generated by the couple (F ,vī).

Proof. Since the function ‖LF g(x)‖ is continuous on the compact space X, it is
limited on X and therefore, since µ(X) < +∞, integrable over X. The thesis then
follows from proposition 7.2.

The two propositions 7.1 and 7.2 show that the regular 2-dimensional foliations of
the space that contain whole trajectories are just those foliations which are generated
by one of the CLFs and F . Each foliation can thus be univocally associated with one
of the non-degenerate LEs and one of the CLFs. We suggest that the relevance of LEs
and covariant Lyapunov vectors in various fields of physics and mathematics arises to a
large extent from their connection with such foliations, which represent an underlying
fundamental geometrical structure that characterizes any dynamical system.

8. Conclusion

The concept of CLF, which we have introduced in the present paper, sheds new light
on the mathematical meaning of CLVs and on their role for the characterization of
a dynamical system. The definition of Lyapunov vectors has historically been based
on the asymptotic behaviour of their norm according to the tangent dynamics of the
system. On the other hand, when CLVs are associated with a CLF, they become
the global solutions of a differential equation, Eq. (21). We have proved that this
remarkable property actually provides the possibility of a new definition of the concept
of CLV. This also leads to a possible new definition of LE, since this parameter can
be considered as the average value of the scalar function b appearing in Eq. (21).

These new definitions of CLV and LE have the property that, unlike the traditional
ones, they do not rely upon the concept of norm. The fact that the choice of the
metric on the phase space does not affect the value of LEs and the direction of CLVs
has been known for a long time, but thanks to our new definition this feature gains an
immediate evidence. The fact that the norm of the CLVs is undetermined is reflected
in an interesting property of Eq. (21) which we have called “gauge invariance”, owing
to its formal similarity to a well-known invariance property of quantum field theories.
For CLFs which are normalized with respect to a given norm, the differential equation
takes a special nonlinear from which an explicit upper bound for the absolute value of
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any LE can be derived. Finally, the fact that only global solutions of Eq. (21) represent
CLFs is obviously related with the global meaning of the Lyapunov exponents.

The above-mentioned results only require the continuity of CLF over the phase
space, together with their differentiability along field lines. Under the additional hy-
pothesis that CLFs are differentiable along any direction almost everywhere on the
phase space, we have proved that each CLF is in involution with the generator F of the
evolution of the dynamical system. This property allows us to suggest a geometrical
interpretation of the CLFs, based on Frobenius theorem. According to this interpre-
tation, for each dynamical system there is a set of 2-dimensional foliations, such that
each leave contains whole trajectories. Each leave is generated by F and one of the
CLFs and is therefore characterized by one of the Lyapunov exponents of the system.

All the results presented in this paper have been obtained with analytical methods.
It would be very interesting to confirm these results by investigating the behavior of
CLF numerically obtained for concrete systems.
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50, 1979.

[19] F. Noethen. Computing covariant lyapunov vectors – a convergence analysis of Ginelli’s
algorithm. Ph. D. thesis, University of Hamburg, 2019.
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