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PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC DYNAMICS IN THE 3-BODY PROBLEM

MARCEL GUARDIA AND JAIME PARADELA

AsTrACT. We construct symplectic blenders for two classical Hamiltonian systems: the 3-body problem
and its restricted version. We use these objects to show that both models exhibit a robust, strong form
of topological instability. We do not assume any smallness conditions on the masses but require only that
at least two of them are distinct.

Our construction is based on two abstract results which might be of independent interest. The first
one gives an explicit condition under which a given pair of twist maps of the cylinder generates a locally
transitive iterated function system. The second one extends this result to certain cylinder skew-products.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In plain words, a stable (unstable) blender is a robustly thick part of a hyperbolic set such that its stable
(unstable) manifold meets every unstable manifold that comes near it and, moreover, it does so in a C*
persistent fashion. Introduced by Bonatti and Diaz in [BD96] as a robust source of semi-local transitivity in
partially hyperbolic settings, blenders have found numerous applications within smooth dynamics. Among
others, these include the construction of C'! robust, not uniformly hyperbolic, transitive diffeomorphisms
[BD96], C'-robust homoclinic tangencies [BD12], a C'-dense set of stably ergodic partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms [ACW21]|, persistence of heterodimensional cycles [BD96, DP23, LT24| and persistence
of saddle-center homoclinic loops [LT].

A symplectic version of blenders was developed by Nassiri and Pujals in [NP12] to produce arcs of smooth
Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms which exhibit topologically transitive normally hyperbolic laminations (of
codimension-two) in a robust fashion. These arcs are obtained by C'* perturbation techniques from a priori
chaotic Hamiltonians, whose distinguishing property is that they admit a return map which behaves as a
partially hyperbolic skew-product.

However, in all of the works cited above (except for [LT24, LT]), blenders are created via perturbation
techniques only available in the C* setting (k = 1,...,00). In particular, it is difficult to deduce, using
these techniques, the existence of blenders (or their symplectic counterpart) for a given parametric family
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of diffeomorphisms (or flows). Results identifying blenders in concrete models are rather scarce and, as
far as the authors, up to this paper blenders had not been proven to exist in physical models. To the best
of our knowledge, the only known examples include: a) parametric families exhibiting a particular kind
of heterodimensional cycle at which the renormalized dynamics is governed by the center-unstable Hénon
family (see [DKS14, DP19], or, for a computer-assisted proof see [CKOZ25]); b) parametric families of
4-dimensional symplectic diffeomorphisms exhibiting a saddle-center homoclinic loop [LT].

The motivation behind the present work is two sided. First, develop tools to identify blenders in
parametric families of Hamiltonian systems, that is provide conditions that can be checked in given systems.
Second, investigate how these objects influence the global dynamics of the system. We illustrate our
approach by applying these tools to two concrete families : the classical 3-body problem and its restricted
version, answering an open problem stated in [NP12|, where the authors mention that “a major challenge
would be to apply the present approach to the context of the restricted 3-body problem”. Even if the
presented results deal with two Celestial Mechanics models, we believe that our techniques, based on
abstract results for Iterated Function Systems and skew-products of the annulus, will have applications to
a general class of nearly-integrable Hamiltonians (i.e. small perturbations of Arnold-Liouville integrable
Hamiltonians (see [AKNO6])). The rest of this section is organized as follows.

Abstract weak transversality-torsion mechanism: Section 1.1 contains two abstract results which
might be of independent interest: Theorem A and Theorem B.

Theorem A introduces an explicit condition for a pair of twist maps of the annulus to generate a
locally transitive Iterated Function System, and, in particular, exhibit a symbolic blender (see Section
3). Theorem A is the key ingredient needed to control some center directions for the flow of the 3-body
problem and will find a direct application in the proof of Theorem D.

Theorem B can be seen as an extension of Theorem A to a more general setting: a non-locally-constant
skew product over the full shift with fiber maps given by twist maps of the annulus. Theorem B is
key to study the dynamics along weakly invariant normally hyperbolic laminations and will find a direct
application in the proof of Theorem E.

We also outline in Section 1.1 the main mechanism behind these results: a variant of the transversality-
torsion mechanism introduced by Cresson in [Cre03] in which the transversallity is made arbitrarily small.

The 3-body problem: In Section 1.2 we introduce the 3-body problem and describe its phase space.
In particular, we introduce a compactification (McGehee’s compactification [McG73]), which allows us to
study (a particular kind of) unbounded motions in connection with homoclinic bifurcations. We will briefly
recall known results on the existence of hyperbolic sets in the planar 3-body problem and their relation to
a particularly exotic class of unbounded orbits: the so-called oscillatory motions.

Then, we outline how one can obtain a locally partially hyperbolic setting within this framework, and
introduce our third main result: Theorem C, in which we show the existence of a symplectic blender for
the (symplectically reduced) planar 3-body problem.

Finally, we study the implications of the existence of symplectic blenders on the dynamics of the 3-body
problem. Our fourth main result: Theorem D, exploits the existence of a symplectic blender to construct
an orbit of the 3-body problem whose projection to a suitable (center) subspace (of codimension two in the
reduced five-dimensional phase space) is locally dense. We also present a geometric version of Theorem D,
stating the existence of an orbit which accumulates (both forward and backwards) to an open set inside a
three-dimensional normally-parabolic invariant manifold (of codimension two in the reduced phase space)
with trivial dynamics (i.e. this invariant manifold is foliated by periodic orbits). Notice that accumulating
this (degenerate) manifold requires bridging accross two extra dimensions.

We believe that blenders will prove extremely useful to study other relevant aspects of the dynamics of
the 3-body problem (see Section 2).

The restricted three-body problem: In Section 1.3 we consider the restricted 3-body problem, which
can be seen as a limit of the 3-body problem along which the mass of one body becomes negligible. The
very same ideas used for the 3-body problem can be adapted to this case in order to construct a symplectic
blender.

Moreover, in this case we can use the blender to obtain a rather strong form of Arnold diffusion.
Provided the eccentricity ¢ € [0,1) of the massive bodies is small enough, one can construct a weakly
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invariant, normally hyperbolic lamination A whose three-dimensional leaves have codimension two inside
the 5-dimensional phase space. In our last main result, Theorem E, we show the existence of an orbit
inside this lamination which is almost dense' in A¢. Moreover, as ( — 0, the size of the leaves A becomes
unbounded.

1.1. Tterated function systems and skew-products. Our first set of results deal with the topological
properties of certain iterated function systems and skew-products.

Iterated function systems. Let A = T x [—1,1] and consider a pair of real-analytic, exact symplectic
maps Tp: A>T xRand 773 : Bc A — T x R. Given two constants p,o > 0 we denote by
A, ={(p,J) e (C/21Z) x C: |Im¢p| < g, |ReJ| <1, |ImJ| < p}. (L.1)

We denote by |- |, s the sup-norm on A, , and, for any open set B < A and r € N we let | - |or(p) the C”
norm on B. We say that the pair of maps Ty, T} satisfy the assumption:

(BO) For any (¢, J) € A, ,, Tp is of the form

A e+ B+7J+ Ry(p,J)
To: <J> - ( J+ Ry, 5) ) (12)
with 7 > 0,
BeBy={BeR:|B—p/ql=alg*: peZ, qeN\{0}} (1.3)

for some o > 0, and R, Ry satisfying 07 R|(¢,0) =0forn =0,1if * = pand n = 0,1,2 if « = J.
(B1) Fix an open neighborhood B of {¢ = J = 0}. Then, for (¢, J) € B and € > 0 small enough, 77 is of

the form ~
(e ¢+ B(J) + T, (p. J)
T ( J> - ( 2 kTl > (1.4)

with
Ty,5(0,0) =0 0,T41,7(0,0) = 1. (1.5)

We denote by
K =max{|Ryl,,0, |y

ps 1B |co(mys [Thglezemy, [T, gl c2om) }- (1.6)

Theorem A. Let Ty, Ty verify (B0O) and (B1) for some a, p,0 > 0 and let K > 0 be as in (1.6). There
exists £0(K, p,0) > 0 such that for any 0 < € < gomin{r, a} the IFS generated by {Ty,T1} satisfies the
following. For any pair of open balls

Bi,By Ay :=T x [—a/|log’ €|, /| log® €] (1.7)

there exists M € N and w € {—1,1}™ such that, T,,, , o---0T,,(B1) n By # &. In particular, there
exists an orbit of the IFS generated by {Ty, T1} for which both its forward and backward closure contains the

annulus &a. Moreover, the very same conclusion holds true for any pair (To, Tl) in a open C'-neighborhood
of (To, T1).

An important observation is that we allow both the Diophantine constant a and the torsion 7 to be
arbitrarily small as long as & (which measures the transversality between the maps) is much smaller. This
will be crucial for applications to degenerate systems and, in particular, for the application to the 3-body
problem. Note that Theorem A applies to constant type Diophantine numbers (see (1.3)). It can be
generalized to all Diophantine numbers but the version above is enough for our purposes.

Another important remark is that we are able to control the dynamics on the annulus Aa whose size is
only logarithmically small in €, and not only on a O(g)-neighbourhood of the KAM curve {J = 0} of the
map Tp.

Remark 1. We will also see from the proof of Theorem A that if the maps Ty, T} are only C?, then, there ex-
ists e9(K) where K = maX{|R¢|cz(A), |RJ‘CS(A)7 |/8/|CO(B)7 |T1#,|02(B), |T1’]‘C2(B)} and k > 0 (independent
of € and «) such that the same conclusion in Theorem A holds on the smaller annulus T x [—ke, &].

IWe will give a precise meaning to what we mean by “an orbit which is almost dense in the lamination” in Theorem E.
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Appications. In the context of 4-dimensional symplectic maps the maps T and T7 above can be thought
of as:

e Ty: the inner map on a 2-dimensional normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder; 77: the scattering
map to the same cylinder (see [DAILS06]) or,
e Ty, Ty: two different scattering maps to the same normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder.

Indeed, we strongly believe that, for small perturbations of both a priori stable and a priori unstable
Hamiltonians, it is in general possible to recover the scenario described in the first item with maps Ty, T
satisfying the assumptions in Theorem A.

For the 3-body problem (and its restricted version), we will study a strongly degenerate scenario in
which the inner dynamics is given by the identity map. However, we will see that there exist two different
scattering maps which, locally, satisfy the assumptions in Theorem A.

Skew-products over the shift. We now consider a particular class of skew-products and give an exten-
sion of Theorem A. To do so, we introduce the following notation. Given N € N and

w=(..,w_1,wo;w1,ws,...) € {0,1}2
let
Cn(w) = {w €{0,1}*: W}, = wy, forall — N +1<k<N}. (1.8)
We say that a set U < {0,1}% x A, where A = T x [—1,1], is a N-cylinder if U = Cy(w) x B with Oy (w)

as in (1.8) and B an open set.

Definition 1.1. Fix any N € N. We say that a countable covering {Uy }ren of {0, 1} x A is a countable
covering by N-cylinders if all the elements U, are N-cylinders.

The following is our second main result.

Theorem B. Let Ty, Th verify (B0) and (B1) for some p,o > 0 and let K > 0 be as in (1.6). Let § > 0
be arbitrarily small and consider a skew-product map
F:{0,1}%2 x A — {0,1}7 x (T x R)
(w,2) = (0(w), F(w, 2))

where o : {0,1}% — {0,1}% is the full-shift and, for any (w,z) € {0,1}% x A the map z — F(w,z) satisfies:
e (C' approzimation): F(w,z) = T, (2) + Oca(6).
o (Weak coupling): For anyn € N if w,w’ satisfy that w' € Cp(w), uniformly for all z € A
|F(w,z) — F(W,2)] < 0™ (1.9)
Fiz any N > 0. Under the above hypotheses, there exist eo(K, p,o, N) > 0 and dg(e) > 0 such that for any

0 <e <eo(K,p,0, N) min{r, a} 0 <6 <dole),

given any pair of sequences w,w’ € {0,1}% and any pair of open balls B, B' < Ao (see (1.7)) there exists
M e N such that

FM(Cn(w),B) n (Cy(w),B') # &.

In particular, given any countable covering {Uy}ren of {0,1}% x A, by N-cylinders, there exists an orbit
of F which visits all the Uy,.

Before proceeding, this result calls for a few comments. First, we notice that the lamination {0, 1}% x A
is only weakly invariant for the map F (there might exist (w, z) such that F(w, z) ¢ A). In this situation,
one actually expects that “most of the orbits” escape from {0,1}% x A. What we prove in Theorem B is
that, still, given any N e N, provided ¢ is small enough, there exists an orbit which visits any element
from any countable covering of {0,1}% x &a by N-cylinders. Second, it is also worth pointing out that,
for Ty, Ty with finite regularity we also get a similar conclusion but on a smaller annulus (see Remark 1).
This will be clear from the proof.
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FIGURE 1.1. Let F,, = T§oT}. In the left we show the image of a small rectangle D under
the map F,, for n » 1/e. In the right we show the image of D under F,,, i = 1,2,3 for
n; ~ 1/e. In this regime the expansion/contraction is arbitrarily close to one. Moreover,
if B is sufficiently irrational it is possible to chose n; such that the union [ J, F},, (D)
contains D.

Applications. The map F in Theorem B can be thought of as the restriction of a 4-dimensional map to a
weakly invariant normally hyperbolic lamination which accumulates on two different homoclinic channels.
Weakly invariant laminations appear naturally, close to resonances, in perturbations of non-degenerate
integrable Hamiltonians. A particularly interesting feature in Theorem B is that the map F is not locally
constant. This is important for applications to laminations arising from real-analytic Hamiltonians. In
particular, Theorem B is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem E below.

The weak transversality-torsion mechanism. Originally, the transversality-torsion mechanism was
introduced to create isolating blocks for (compositions of ) maps as Ty, 77 above. Roughly speaking the
idea can be understood as follows. Let

1 0 -1
wep D) om0

The former is a parabolic (shear) matrix while the second one is a rotation. In particular, none of them
are hyperbolic. However, an straightforward computation shows that

il = (an 01)

so Ly L, is hyperbolic for nT > 2. In the setting of maps of the annulus Ty, T described above, one can
think of Ly as the matrix DTp|{;—oy. On the other hand, if one assumes that 0,71 s|{p—s—0} # 0 the map
T, acts, close to {¢ = J = 0}, as a rotation. Indeed, after a affine change of variables (which becomes
singular as € — 0) one may conjugate DT} |(,—j—oy to the matrix L;. Thus, for fixed ¢ > 0 an isolating
block D is obtained for the map T{ o T} provided n is taken large enough with respect to 1/¢ (see Figure
1.1). This argument was used by Cresson in the context of Arnold diffusion [Cre03] (see also [GAILO6])
and later appeared in [GMPS22| in order to construct non-trivial hyperbolic sets in the 3-body problem
(see Section 1.2).

1.1.1. Weak transversality. For fixed € > 0, in the limit n — oo, the rate of expansion/contraction for the
map T’ o1} becomes infinite. In particular, the intersection of the isolating block D with itself corresponds
to a very thin rectangle within D.

The key idea behind the proof of Theorem A is to look at a range n € N/ = N of iterates for which
the rate of expansion/contraction for the maps T o T} is uniformly (for all n € A) close to one. In this
setting, the overlapping between the isolating block and its image is large. Moreover, as the dynamics of
Ty is driven by a strongly irrational rotation, we will be able to show that there exists a subset Ny < N
for which the image of the isolating block under the corresponding maps come very close to the isolating
block itself. In particular, we will see that the union of the images of the isolating block under the different
maps in N covers the isolating block (see Figure 1.1).
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The idea of working in a framework with weak transversality was first considered by Li and Turaev
in [LT], in which the authors analyze the dynamics in a neighborhood of a cubic tangency between the
invariant curve of the map Ty and its image by the map 77 .

1.2. The 3-body problem. We now abandon the abstract setting and introduce a dynamical system
which has played a mayor role in the evolution of the modern theory of dynamics, the so-called 3-body
problem. For i = 0,1,2, let (g;,p;) € T*(R?) be Cartesian coordinates and let m; > 0. The planar 3-body
problem is the Hamiltonian system defined by

H(q,p) = ), |2pi| -y (1.10)

o<i<2 ‘MM o<icy<2 ¢ — g1

on the symplectic manifold (g, p) € T*(R5\A) equipped with the canonical symplectic form dp A dg. Here
|| : R* - R, is the Euclidean norm and we have defined the collision locus A = {q¢ = (qo, q1,q2) €
R®: g; = q; for some i # j}. The flow of (1.10) preserves:

e (time translation symmetry): the total energy H(q,p),
e (space translation symmetry): the total linear momentum p(p) = >jo_;<, pi € R? and,
e (rotational symmetry): the total angular momentum ©(q,p) = >j;<,©i € R where ©; =
Qi,xPi,y — Pi,xqi,y
Hence, for any Hy, O € R, the Hamiltonian (1.10) induces a complete flow”

¢ : M(Hp,0¢) x R — M(Hy, ©q)

2 Bly(2) (1

on the 5-dimensional submanifold
M(Ho,©0) = {(q,p) € T*(R"\A): H(q,p) = Ho, p(p) =0, O(g,p) = O0}/SE(2). (1.12)
Here SE(2) is the special Euclidean group on the plane, which acts on (g, p) € T*(R°\A) by

(v,9) = (v + gq0,v + gq1,v + 992, gPo, gp1, gP2)
for v € R? and ¢ a rotation on R2.

Homoclinic bifurcations and oscillatory motions. For centuries, researchers have put considerable
effort in understanding the global dynamics of the 3-body problem. A remarkable result in this direction
was obtained by Chazy [Cha22], who classified, from a qualitative point of view, all the possible asymp-
titotic behaviors of its complete (i.e. defined for all time) orbits. Among the seven possible behaviors,
perhaps the most exotic® case corresponds to the so-called oscillatory orbits. These are orbits along which
at least one of the mutual distances is unbounded while all the bodies come together infinitely many times.
We refer to forward (resp. backward) oscillatory orbits if this qualitative behavior happens as t — oo (resp.
t — —o0) and we reserve the term oscillatory orbit for those which exhibit this qualitative behavior for
both t — +oo.

The first existence result for this type of oscillatory orbits was obtained by Sitnikov in a simplified
(restricted) model [Sit60]. Years later, Alekseev [Ale68a, Ale68b] and Moser [Mos73] put the study of os-
cillatory orbits on a more geometric framework. Using McGehee’s compactification of phase space [McGT73],
they noticed that, again for the simplified model studied by Sitnikov*, oscillatory motions are indeed a
subset of the homoclinic class asociated to a topological saddle at “infinity”. More precisely, Sitnikov’s
model, which describes the motion of a massless particle in a certain gravitational field, corresponds to a
time-periodic perturbation of a one degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian (i.e. a three-dimensional flow). McGe-
hee’s compactification glues a manifold of periodic orbits at infinity (the massless particle is infinitely far
from the sources of the gravitational field). Although degenerate from the dynamical point of view, one

2To be precise, the flow is only complete for initial conditions which do not lead to collision. This is a full measure subset
of M(Hyp,©¢) as a consequence of the fact that binary collisions are regularizable and triple collision cannot happen for
O # 0 (see also [Saa7l, FK19]|). Moreover, our analysis will take place on regions very far from the collision locus.

3Indeed7 all the other 6 cases can already be found in the limit mj,m2 — 0 for which the system decouples as the
(uncoupled) sum of two 2-body problems. On the contrary oscillatory motions are an inherent feature of the 3-body problem.

4 Alekseev actually studied Sitnikov’s configuration but in the non-restricted case, i.e. with all masses positive. Still the
symmetry of the configuration allows one to reduce the system to a three-dimensional flow.
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of these orbits posseses stable and unstable invariant manifolds: these correspond to the set of initial
conditions for which the particle escapes to infinity with zero asymptotic velocity. By showing that these
manifolds intersect transversally, they were able to embed the full-shift acting on the space of bi-infinite
sequences as a factor for this system. From the construction of the coding, oscillatory orbits could be
identified with sequences {a, } = NZ for which limsup a,, — 0 both as n — too.

Extending these results to the full 3-body problem is a non-trivial task due to the increase in dimension
(unless one considers symmetric configurations, which lower the dimension of the model, as Alekseev did
[Ale68a, Ale68b]): as we have seen above, the symplectically reduced flow (1.11) takes place on a five-
dimensional manifold. The first results on existence of oscillatory motions for the planar 3-body problem
(1.10) were obtained by Moeckel in [Moe07] (a partial proof for one-sided orbits, using a different idea,
was given before by Xia in [Xia94|). These results applied only to non-generic choices of the masses
{m;}i=o0,1.2 < R4. Recently, the existence of oscillatory motions on the 3-body problem for any value of
the masses (except all of them equal) has been established in [GMPS22].

The approach taken in [GMPS22] can be seen as a generalization to higher dimensions of the ideas of
Alekseev and Moser. To describe the main ideas we need to first introduce McGehee’s partial compactifi-
cation in the context of the 3-body problem.

McGehee’s partial compactification for the 3-body problem. To reduce the translation invariance we intro-
duce the (symplectic) change of coordinates®

U (r,y) € R® = (g,p) € (T*(R®) n {p = 0})/R?
given by 71 = g1 — qo, T2 = g2 — qo and y; = p; for ¢ = 1,2. Then, we can define McGehee’s map
®: B T*(RMNA)
(z,y) = (r,y)
given by r; = x1, ro = ‘x%lgsc% and consider the boundary submanifold
By = {(z,y) € B: |z2| =0} € 0B

corresponding to configurations for which the mutual distance between the third and inner bodies (i.e. r3)
becomes infinite. On the partially compactified configuration space

B =B u By.
the Hamiltonian flow defined by H = H o ¥ o & and the (singular) non-degenerate symplectic form
w=®*(dy A dr):
e extends continuously up to By, (on which it defines a non-trivial flow!),
e leaves B, invariant.

Finally, in order to reduce the invariance by rotations, we observe that on B one may define the action of
SO(2) by g — (gz1, 922, gy1, gy2) with g € SO(2) (notice that the action extends continuously up to By,
and g(Bgy) = By). Thus, we can fix any Hy < 0 and any |©g| > 0 and define the reduced McGehee flow

6;_1 IM(H(),@()) X RHH(H@,@()) (113)
where M(Hy, ©p) is the five dimensional manifold
M(Hy,0¢) = {(x,y) € B: H(x,y) = Hy, O o Wod(x,y) = Oy}/SO(2). (1.14)

A normally-parabolic manifold for McGehee’s flow: For the flow (1.13), which extends (1.11) continu-
ously (and in a non-trivial way) it is a classical result [Rob84] (see also [BFM20a, BFM20b|) that the
3-dimensional submanifold

Ex0(Ho, ©0) = {(z,y) € M(Ho, O): |22 =0, {yo,22/|z2|) = 0} (1.15)

possesses four-dimensional stable and unstable invariant manifolds (for the flow (1.13)): these correspond
to orbits along which g2 escapes to infinity with zero asymptotic velocity in the future (stable) or in the past

5The action of R? here is understood as a diagonal translation in ¢ = (qo, q1, q2)-
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(unstable). The submanifold £ is diffeomorphic® to S* (see [Rob84]) and corresponds to configurations
of the bodies for which

e the two inner bodies ¢g,q revolve around each other on a Keplerian ellipse of fixed semimajor
axis (determined entirely by Hy) and which can be parametrized by its eccentricity € € [0,1) and
angle of the pericenter g € T.

e (- is located infinitely far from the two inner bodies.

The submanifold £, is degenerate in two senses:

e it is foliated by periodic orbits of (1.13) (the two inner bodies revolve around each other following
the Kepler laws),
e all the eigenvalues of the linearization of (1.13) at £ are zero except along the flow direction.

Embedding the full shift in the 8-body problem. A natural strategy to embed the full shift on the flow (1.11)
is to show that the four-dimensional manifolds W**(&,) intersect transversally and study the return map
U : U — U to a suitable four-dimensional section U accumulating on W*(E,) nW?*(Ey). However, in order
to follow this route, the authors in [GMPS22] faced a significant challenge. Namely, as a consequence of the
degeneracy of the flow on £y, the dynamics of the return map ¥ in the center directions (those tangent to
the manifold £) is given by a close to identity (symplectic) map. Hence, spotting any sign of hyperbolicity
along these directions is a rather complicated task. To overcome this issue and gain hyperbolicity along the
center directions, the authors considered a suitable composition of return maps ¥;_,; : U; — U; between
different sections U; < U, i,j = 0,1 accumulating on different homoclinic channels and which reproduce
the so-called transversality-torsion mechanism described in Section 1.1.

In this way, the authors in [GMPS22] constructed a non-compact uniformly hyperbolic set (for the
return map ¥) accumulating on €, and on which the dynamics is conjugated to the full shift acting on the
space of bi-infinite sequences of countable symbols. From this conjugacy, oscillatory orbits of the 3-body
problem can be extracted from the symbolic coding as explained above.

A partially hyperbolic setting and symplectic blenders. In the present work we will push the ideas
above further and show that a symplectic blender (see Definition 4.3 below) exists close to a homoclinic
manifold associated to 5. Roughly speaking, the blender construction relies on the weak transversality-
torsion mechanism described in Section 1.1. First, we observe that for a judiciously chosen range of
compositions of maps ¥;_,; : U; — U; as above, one can reproduce the weak transversality-torsion mecha-
nism described in Section 1.1. In particular, one can obtain a family of partially hyperbolic maps {¥()}
with arbitrarly weak hyperbolicity in the center directions. Second, by centering the sections U; on a
region where the center dynamics is driven by a strongly irrational rotation, one can guarantee that the
images of these sections by the family of maps {\I/(N )} is well-distributed and covers the center directions.
This leads to the third main theorem of the paper.

Theorem C. Fiz any value of the masses mg, my,ma > 0 (except mg = my). Let Hy < 0 and fix
any |©g| » 1. Then, there exists a 4-dimensional section X < M(Hy, ©g) such that the return map
U:UcX — X induced on X by the flow (1.13) exhibits a symplectic blender.

Blenders and the dynamics of the 3-body problem. Although already interesting on their own,
symplectic blenders can have a global influence on the dynamics of the system. In particular, they allow
us to construct an oscillatory orbit whose projection on the center directions (i.e. those tangent to &) is
“large”. Before giving a precise statement let us first motivate the study of these orbits.

The shape space of planar oriented ellipses. Consider the planar 2-body problem Hamiltonian

en(ap) = 3 WD mom
€ - .
o S5 2me o — ai

moimq

(1.16)
It is well known that this system is integrable (see [AKNO06]). If we fix any h € R the Hamiltonian (1.16)
induces a flow

Phicep : S(h) x R — S(h)

6To be precise, (1.15) is diffeomorphic to S3 after regularizing the binary collision between qo, q1.
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FIGURE 1.2. An ellipse with unit semimajor axis, eccentricity € € [0,1) and argument of
the pericenter g € T. The position of the red point inside the ellipse is measured by the
angle £ e T.

on the 3-dimensional manifold

S(h) = {(g,p) € T*(R*\A): hkep(q,p) = h,po + p1 = 0}/R*
where R? acts on (q,p) by diagonal translation on ¢ = (qo,q1). Moreover, for h < 0 (after regularizing
collisions)
S(h) ~§3

and S(h) is foliated by periodic orbits for the flow ¢p,,,. One may introduce a (local) coordinate system
(¢,9,€) € T2 x [0,1) on S(h) such that, in the full phase space, the vector i (t) — qo(t) traces a fized ellipse
E(g,€; h) which can be parametrized by its semimajor axis (completely determined by h), the argument
of its pericenter g € T, (with respect to a fixed direction) and its eccentricity € € [0, 1), while the position
inside £(g, €; h) is specified by an angle £ € T (see Figure 1.2). In the coordinates (¢, g, ) the flow ¢, is
given by a linear (resonant) translation

By (6.9,€) € S(h) > (£ + w(h)t, g,€) € S(h). (1.17)
for some w(h) € R.

For the Hamiltonian H in (1.10) the relative motion between ¢o and ¢; is much more erratic as these
bodies now interact with ¢». A popular practice to make the problem more tractable is to study the
motion in the hierarchical region of the phase space where |g2| » |qol, |q1]- The reason is that, in view of
the fast decay of Newonian interaction, in this region one still expects that (at least for shot time scales)
the motion of qo,q: is governed by the Hamiltonian hx.,. Hence, in this region of the phase space, we
expect that the bodies qq, g1 still move on ellipses whose shape evolve slowly in time. As we will see below,
for fixed total energy Hy and angular momentum ©g, one may introduce local coordinate patches on the
5-dimensional manifold (1.14)

YU xS* < R? x §* — M(Hg, O9) N {lg2| » |qol, a1}

and describe the evolution of q; — o in terms of elliptic elements’ (¢, g,¢) € T2 x [0,1)%. In view of the
above discussion, we expect that the projection of the flow (1.13) onto the coordinates (¢, g, €) is given by
a small perturbation of the linear flow (1.17).

A natural question is:
Describe the set of elliptical elements {(£(t), g(t),e(t)): t € R} which can be seen along orbits of (1.10).

In view of the above connection between oscillatory motions and chaotic dynamics, these of orbits seem
good candidates for displaying a rich set of elliptical elements. Our main result shows that, at least locally,
this is indeed the case. The following is a informal version of our second main result.

"Note that the argument of the pericenter becomes undefined at circular motion. In the paper we use Poincaré coordinates
which extend to circular motion (see Section 7.1).

8The reader is probably wondering why we do not include the semimajor axis in our coordinate system. The reason is
that, as we will see below, this quantity is approximately constant on a neighborhood of £ = M(Hp,©¢), which is where
our analysis will take place. Hence, on this region the semimajor axis can be recovered from the value of Hgp, ©g and the
other coordinates.

It is an open problem to construct orbits of the 3-body problem (far from €£y) along which the semimajor axis presents
significant variations.
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Theorem D (Informal version). Fiz any value of the masses mg, my and mo (expept mg = my ). There
exists an oscillatory orbit of (1.10) whose projection to the shape space of planar oriented ellipses S =
{(£,g,¢) € T? x [0,1)} contains a locally dense subset. Moreover, the same is true if we just consider the
projection of its future or backwards semi-orbit.

A more precise and geometric version of this result is given in below.

Orbits accumulating a normally-parabolic invariant manifold. In this section we present a more
geometric version of our main result. We fix any Hy < 0 any |©] > 0 and let £, (Hp,Op) be the 3-
dimensional submanifold in (1.15), which, we recall is invariant for the extended flow (1.13).

Theorem D (Geometric version). Fiz any value of the masses mg, my and ms (expept mg = my). Let
Hy < 0 and fiz any |Og| » 1. There exists an orbit of the five-dimensional extended flow (1.13) such
that both its forward and backward closure contain an open subset Ay < E of the three-dimensional
normally-parabolic invariant manifold £, (Hyp, ©g).

This result can be recognized as a strong form of (micro) Arnold diffusion. The classical Arnold diffusion
construction (in the context of topological instability of nearly-integrable Hamiltonian systems) considers
orbits which shadow a (in general finite) pseudo-orbit connecting a long sequence of partially hyperbolic
tori inside a normally-hyperbolic manifold (see [Arn64]). The main features of our result compared to
classical results on Arnold diffusion are:

e The orbit in Theorem D not only visits a finite (or countable) sequence of periodic orbits on
Ex, but actually visits a locally dense subset of £,. Notice that, due to the degeneracy of the
flow on & (it is foliated by periodic orbits!), this construction requires bridging across two extra
dimensions.

e The closure of the orbit in Theorem D is large in both time directions: i.e. the forward closure
contains a locally dense subset of £, and the backward closure contains a locally dense subset of
Esx. Typical results in Arnold diffusion are only one-sided (and no two-sided conclusions can be
extracted from the usual arguments).

The geometric object behind our construction is the symplectic blender in Theorem C. This object provides
local “transitivity of the flow (1.13) along the center directions” (i.e. those tangent to £y ). Moreover, using
this blender we are able to implement a two-sided shadowing argument which allows us to control both
the future and past of the orbit.

Finally, before moving on, let us comment on why, at the moment, we are not able to accumulate
the whole €. The main reason is that, understanding the splitting between the manifolds W*(£y) and
W#(Ey) is a remarkably complicated task. In particular, in the present paper we rely on a result from
[GMPS22| which shows that these manifolds intersect transversally along at least two (small) homoclinic
channels T'y € W¥(Ey) n W¥(Ey). Hence, with only this information available on the geometry of the
intersection between these manifolds, we can only construct orbits shadowing these small channels.

We do indeed expect that W*(Ey,) and W (&) intersect transversally along two homoclinic channels
which are diffeomorphic to £,\B where B is a (finite) set of curves along which tangencies between the
manifolds W**(E,,) take place. However, proving this result seems formidably technical and out of the
scope of the present work.

1.3. The restricted 3-body problem. Let p € (0,1/2], ¢ € [0,1) and let
qo(t) = po(t)(cos f(t),sin f(t)) q1(t) = —(1 — p)o(t)(cos f(t),sin f(t))

where my = 1 — p and my = p are the masses of the bodies gy and g1, ¢ is the eccentricity of the ellipses
described by these bodies, o : T — R, is the distance between them, defined by

1—-¢?
= —— >
olt) 1+ Ccos f(t)
and f: T — T is the so-called true-anomaly (see [Win41]), which satisfies f(0) = 0 and

df — (1+Ccos f(t)*
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FIGURE 1.3. The primaries (i.e. the massive bodies) qo, q1 orbit around themselves, each
of them describing an ellipse around the center of mass. The massless body ¢ moves
influenced by their gravitational field.

The restricted 3-body problem is the time-periodic Hamiltonian system
_ L= W
lg—a®)| lg—aq ()

on the symplectic manifold (q,p) € T*(R?) equipped with the canonical symplectic form dp A dg. In the
hierarchical region of the phase space, i.e. for |q| » 1,

_pl?

HC(Qap) = 7 - U(qat)v UC(qvt)

(1.18)

1 _
Uela,t) = 1+ Velar1) V(g t) = O(a™%)
so H¢ in (1.18) recasts as a (singular) perturbation of the two-body problem
_ _ P 1
HC(Qap) - hch(Qap) + VC(Qat) hch(q,P) - 7 - m

In Section 1.2 we have already mentioned that hkep possesses periodic dynamics in each (three-dimensional)
negative energy hypersurface admits a foliation by periodic orbits. Positive or zero energy levels are not
compact but still the invariance by rotation guarantees that, for any hy, € R and any G, € R, the two-
dimensional submanifolds

Mr3bp(h*,G*) = {(qvp) € T*(R2) : h(qap) = h*a G(qap) = G*} G(qap) = qmpy - qypx (119)

are left invariant under the flow of hxep. It is then natural to ask if there exists orbits of (1.18) along which
either h or G exhibit significant variations. We showed in [GPS23] that this is the case for any p € (0,1/2)
by constructing orbits along which the angular momentum G exhibits arbitrarily large variations provided
the eccentricity ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. Our last main result is a strengthened version of the main result
in [GPS23]. To state this result, let us denote by ¢x, (,%0,¢,p) the general solution associated to (1.18)
and introduce the (four-dimensional) time-one map

Ue:{t=0} > {t=0)
(Q7p) = ¢H< (27T,0,q,p)

Recall that, in the context of skew-products over the shift, N-cylinders were introduced in (1.8).

Theorem E. Fiz any € (0,1/2) any N € N, any R > 0 and any G1 » 1. Then, for any ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small there exists a subset Ac = T*(R?), a homeomorphism ®¢ : {0,1}N x A — A; and a natural number
M e N for which the following holds:

o A is a weakly invariant normally hyperbolic lamination for the map UM where the leaves of the
lamination are C* and are a graph with respect to (o, G) € T x [G1, Gy + R] with « being the angle
of the massless body with respect to the argument of the perihelion (see Figure 1.3) of the primaries
and G being its angular momentum (see (1.19)).

e Given any countable covering of A¢ by N-cylinders there exists an orbit of \Ilg/f which visits all the
elements in the covering,

In particular, there exist an orbit in the lamination whose projection onto (a,G) € T x [G1,G1 + R] is
dense.
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The orbits realizing the construction in Theorem E not only exhibit large drifts on the G-component
but are “dense modulo N-cylinders” on A;. In particular, the projection of any of these orbits to the
center coordinates contains a dense subset of T x [G1,G1 + R] and therefore provide a rather strong form
of Arnold diffusion. The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem C is the abstract result in Theorem B.

1.4. Organization of the article. The rest of the article is organized as follows:

Literature.

e In Section 2 we review and compare our main results to those previously obtained in the existing
literature.

Blenders in symbolic and symplectic context.

e In Section 3 we will introduce symbolic blenders for IF'S on surfaces, describe how these appear in
the context of maps satisfying assumptions B0, B1 and relate symplectic blenders to the proof of
Theorem A. We will also collect certain intermediate results which are key to the proof of Theorem
D (and will be used in Section 7).

e In Section 4 we introduce symplectic blenders in the context of 4-dimensional symplectic maps
and explain some of the challenges that we face in our construction of these objects for the 3-body
problem.

Abstract results for IFS of the annulus.

e In Section 5 we present the proof of Theorem A. As discussed in Section 1.1, it relies on a variant
of the transversality-torsion mechanism introduced by Cresson [Cre03].

Abstract results for cylinder skew-products.

e In Section 6 we extend the results from Section 5 to cylinder skew-products. The fact that we do
not assume the skew-product to be locally constant introduces some technicalities, but the main
ideas are those discussed in Section 5 in the context of IFSs.

The 3-body problem.

e In Section 7 we recall results from [GMPS22] which show how to obtain a (locally) partially
hyperbolic framework for the 3-body problem. We obtain a four dimensional return map ¥ to a
suitable transverse section accumulating on two different homoclinic manifolds. Special emphasis
is put in controlling the center dynamics close to each homoclinic manifold and show that, up to
first order, are governed by twist maps satisfying the assumptions in Theorem A.

e In Section 8 we construct a cs-blender for the map . To that end, we look at a judiciously chosen
range of iterates of the map ¥ which, in the center directions reproduces the weak transversality-
torsion mechanism behind the proof of Theorem A. We then verify that this family of maps satisfy
the so-called covering property and exhibit well-distributed hyperbolic periodic orbits (see Section
4). In this way we complete the proof of Theorem C.

e In Section 9 we complete the proof of Theorem D. The main idea is that using a symplectic blender,
one can implement a two-sided shadowing argument.

The restricted 3-body problem.

e In Section 10 we introduce a (locally) partially hyperbolic setting for the restricted 3-body problem
dynamics. The framework is very similar to that in Section 7 and builds on previous results
obtained in [GPS23]. We then construct a weakly invariant normally hyperbolic lamination for
a suitable return map and complete the proof of Theorem E by combining the tools in Section 6
with those in [GPS23].
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2. CHAOTIC DYNAMICS IN NEARLY INTEGRABLE HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS

The present work intersects a number of topics relevant to the dynamics of nearly-integrable Hamilto-
nians. Before delving into the details of the proofs of our main results, we find it convenient to compare
our results to those previously obtained in the literature.

Chaotic dynamics in celestial mechanics: From a historical point of view, Poincaré’s finding of a ho-
moclinic tangle in the restricted 3-body problem marks celestial mechanics as the starting point of the the-
ory of chaotic dynamics. After the introduction of Smale’s horseshoe, the work of Alekseev [Ale68a, Ale68b|
and Moser [Mos73] paved the way for the construction of chaotic (i.e non-trivial) uniformly hyperbolic sets
in models coming from celestial mechanics.

However, in the modern theory of dynamics, it was soon realized that chaos it is often not uniformly
hyperbolic. A classical scenario for the robust lack of uniformity corresponds to the existence of homoclinic
tangencies. A number of works have explored the rich dynamics that are associated to this phenomenon
and it was natural to ask if these dynamics are also observed in celestial mechanics models. For celestial
mechanics models, Newhouse domains (i.e. open parameter sets for which the dynamics exhibits homoclinic
tangencies) were first constructed in the unpublished manuscript [GK12]). Some other works exploring
the dynamics in Newhouse domains associated to the restricted 3-body problem are [BGG23, GMP25].

Switching now to chaotic dynamics associated to partially hyperbolic scenarios, Nassiri and Pujals intro-
duced in [NP12]| an abstract construction to produce C® arcs of a priori chaotic Hamiltonians exhibiting
robustly transitive invariant laminations. By a priori chaotic we mean that the authors perturb systems
which already exhibit a normally hyperbolic invariant lamination with regular leaves on which the dynamics
is conjugated to a skew-product over the shift.

In the list of open problems included in Section 6 of [NP12] the authors mention that “a major challenge
would be to apply the present approach to the context of the restricted 3-body problem”. Theorems C, D
and E can be seen as the natural extension of the abstract construction in [NP12] to the 3-body problem
and its restricted version.

There are two main obstacles to adapt their construction to our setting. The first one is that we study the
restricted 3-body problem (a similar discussion also applies to the non-restricted problem) as a perturbation
of the 2-body problem. The latter is integrable and, in particular, does not exhibit any non-trivial normally
hyperbolic lamination. To construct such a lamination we show that the invariant manifolds of a certain
(topological) normally hyperbolic invariant manifold intersect transversally along a homoclinic manifold
and then look at the return map to a neighbourhood of this homoclinic manifold. However, the homoclinic
manifold contains holes associated to curves of non-transverse intersection (tangencies). We thus have
to restrict our study to the region away from these holes. Hence, the corresponding lamination on a
neighbourhood of the homoclinic manifold is only weakly invariant.

The second difficulty is that in [NP12] blenders are constructed via perturbation techniques only avail-
able in the smooth setting (as they involve the use of compactly supported functions). More concretely, the
authors introduce localized perturbations on different elements of the corresponding Markov partition so
that the corresponding skew-product dynamics on the lamination is transitive. Realizing this construction
on a real-analytic setting would certainly be rather challenging as the laminations are themselves very
localized and the different elements of the Markov partition get extremely close. Our approach to obtain
rich dynamics in the center directions is different and does not require any perturbation argument if the
system already satisfies a rather explicit condition (encoded in Theorem A).
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Laminations in real-analytic Hamiltonians: Weakly invariant normally hyperbolic laminations arise
(under suitable conditions) close to single resonances in nearly-integrable Hamiltonians. One of the first
works in which (a simplified version of) this situation was considered is [Moe02|. With a view towards
the implementation of the Arnold diffusion mechanism, in this work Moeckel provides a criterion under
which the dynamics on the lamination exhibits drifting orbits. This idea was later exploited by Gelfreich
and Turaev in [GT17] to prove that a generic real-analytic perturbation of an a priori chaotic Hamiltonian
exhibits drifting orbits. Among many other things, in [MS04] Marco and Sauzin construct an explicit
Gevrey perturbation of an integrable convex Hamiltonian for which there exists a normally hyperbolic
lamination admiting an orbit whose projection to the center subspace (i.e. tangent to the leaves) is dense.
In some sense, these results are concerned with topological aspects of the dynamics on these laminations.
This is also the case of our Theorems B and E. We believe that the ideas in Theorem B will be of good
use to establish similar conclusions to those in Theorem E in given parametric families of real-analytic
Hamiltonians. Finally, let us also mention that one could also investigate the statistical properties of
dynamics on these laminations. For instance, in [MS04] the authors are able to embed a random walk in
the nearly integrable dynamics.

Both weakly invariant normally hyperbolic laminations and the statistical properties of its dynamics
has been also analyzed in Celestial Mechanics models by by Capinski and Gidea for the restricted 3-body
problem [CG23| and also in the forthcoming papers [GKMR25b, GKMR25a|, where M. Guardia, together
with P. Martin, P. Roldan and V. Kaloshin obtain a similar result for a lamination arising at the so-called
mean motion resonances in the restricted 3 body problem. Weakly invariant normally hyperbolic lamina-
tions are expected to exist in other Celestial Mechanics contexts such as secular resonances [CFG25] or
along the center manifolds of the Lagrange points. However, for some models the leaves of the laminations
have dimension higher to those considered in the present paper.

Blenders as a tool in Celestial mechanics: We believe that blenders might prove extremely useful to
tackle (or at least make some partial progress) on several longstanding conjectures in celestial mechanics.
For instance, one may think of using these objects to address Alekseev’s conjecture on the existence of a
locally dense subset of initial conditions leading to collision orbits.

Blenders in real-analytic Hamiltonians: Another question posed in Section 6 of [NP12] is if one
can introduce real-analytic perturbation techniques to create blenders in nearly-integrable Hamiltonians.
This question has recently been considered by Li and Turaev in [LT]|. They show that for Hamiltonians
(not necessarily close to integrable) exhibiting a two-dimensional partially hyperbolic KAM-torus with a
homoclinic orbit, a symplectic blender can be created by an arbitrarily small real-analytic perturbation.

Related to this setting, we believe that our abstract result in Theorem A will prove useful to find blenders
in given real-analytic parametric families of Hamiltonians. If we think of the maps Tp, 77 in Theorem A
as the inner dynamics and scattering map to a normally hyperbolic cylinder, this theorem gives explicit
conditions (which do not require any further perturbation) for the existence of a symbolic blender for this
IFS. It seems quite reasonable that, proceeding as in the proof of Theorem C in the context of the 3-body
problem, this explicit condition guarantees the existence of a symplectic blender.

3. SYMBOLIC BLENDERS FOR IF'S OF THE CYLINDER

In this section we introduce symbolic blenders for IFS on surfaces. Then, we consider an IFS of twist
maps of the cylinder and show that it exhibits a symbolic blender provided the maps satisfy assumptions
BO, B1.

e On one hand the existence of a symbolic blender is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem
A, which will be completed in Section 5.

e On the other hand, the techniques used to construct this symbolic blender will be of high relevance
for the construction of symplectic blenders in the context of 4-dimensional symplectic maps (in
particular, for a suitable return map in the 3-body problem).

3.1. Definition of symbolic blenders. Consider an IFS {T;};-1,.. x of smooth maps acting on a smooth
surface M. Let @ < M be a rectangle and denote by {T;};—1,... x the corresponding induced return maps
on (). We now suppose that:
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o for at least one j € {1,...,k}, the map T; has a hyperbolic fixed point P; € @ and denote by
W*(P;;T;) and W#(P;; T;) their local unstable and stable manifold respectively (for the map T;),
e there exist families of cone fields C*,C® which are common for all the maps T;, i =1,...,k.
In this setting we say that a C! curve v < @Q is a s-curve (resp. u-curve) if its tangent bundle is contained
in the cone C* (resp. C*).

Definition 3.1 (Symbolic cs-blender). We say that the pair (P, Q) is a symbolic cs-blender for the IFS
{T;}iz1,  if for any s-curve v < Q there exists M € N and o € {1,...,k}* such that

T, () WWY(P}; T;) # .

Analogously, the pair (P}, Q) is a symbolic cu-blender if for any u-curve v < @ there exist M and o
as above such that T, (v)hW?*(P;;T;) # &. As we will see below (see Section 3.2), under the conditions
BO and B1, the maps T, T3 display a symbolic cs-blender (provided their transversality, measured by &,
is small enough). Appealing to the almost reversibility (i.e. reversibility up to small errors) of the maps
To, Ty under the involution ¥g : (¢, J) — (—¢, J), we will also deduce the existence of a cu-blender (see
Section 5).

Definition 3.2 (Symbolic double blender). Let (P;, Q) be a symbolic cu-blender and (P;, Q') be a symbolic
k. Together they form a symbolic double blender if

W*(Py; Tj) MWW (P T;) # .

.....

The proof of Theorem A is based on the existence of a symbolic double blender for the pair of maps Tg, 1.
Indeed, given a u-curve vy < @ and a s-curve v’ < @’ the transversality condition W*(P;; T;) h\W*(P;; T;) #
& and the classical Lambda lemma (see [PAM82]) implies that an iterate of « will intersect transversally
+'. Hence, local transitivity for the pair of maps Ty, T; follows (after some minor extra work) from the
fact that we can intersect any u-curve with any s-curve. This is explained in Section 5.

3.2. Symbolic blenders for IFS of the cylinder. In Section 5 we will show that, provided that
assumptions B0, B1 are met, the IFS generated by the pair Ty, 77 exhibits a symbolic double blender and
then complete the proof of Theorem A.

In this section we collect some of the intermediate statements that lead to the proof of Theorem A and
which will prove useful for establishing Theorem D.

Proposition 3.3. Consider two maps Ty, Ty satisfying BO and B1 for some o, p,0 > 0 and let K > 0 be
as in (1.6). There exists eo(K, p,0) > 0 such that for any 0 < e < gg min{r, o} the IFS generated by the
pair {Ty, T1} exhibits a symbolic cs-blender.

The main ingredient needed to establish Proposition 3.3 is the following normal-form like result for a
suitable range of iterates of the maps Ty and T7.

Proposition 3.4. Fiz any value 0 < x « 1 and consider the setting of Proposition 3.3 (possibly with a
smaller o). Then, there exists an affine local coordinate system ¢, : [—2,2]*> — A and a subset Ny, = N
such that for all n € Ny and all (£,n) € [—2,2]?

bn, —
reserzenon-(5)+ (50 10,) () s

for some constant by, € [—1,1]. Moreover, the family {bn}nen;, is %X—dense on [—10y, 10x].

Proposition 3.4 will be proved in Section 5. After doing so, we will check that the set of maps {Fy, }nen,
satisfy the so-called covering and equidistribution properties (see [NP12]) in order to establish Proposition
3.3.

4. SYMPLECTIC BLENDERS FOR 4-DIMENSIONAL SYMPLECTIC MAPS

The purpose of this section is to introduce symplectic blenders for 4-dimensional symplectomorphisms.
The presentation that we propose here is tailored for the application to the problem at hand and we refer
the reader to [NP12], [BDVO05] (and the references therein) for other (more general) constructions.
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4.1. Partially hyperbolic return maps. We start by introducing the scenario in which we will construct
symplectic blenders. This setting corresponds to maps which display (at least locally) partially hyperbolic
behavior. Let ¢ be a diffeomorphism on a 4-dimensional manifold M. Let Q < M be a (4-dimensional)
rectangle and denote by ¥ the induced return map on ). We suppose that:

H1 There exists a > b > 1, A > x > 0 and a (smooth) local coordinate chart on @

¢ : (p77—7£a7]) € [71’ 1]4 - Q
such that at any Z = (p, 7,&,7), the cones

C7 ={veTzQ: |vy| = amax{v-|,[vel, vy}t C% = {veTzQ: max{lvpl,[ve|} = bmax{[v-|, [vy[}}
and
C7" ={veTzQ: lvr| = amax{|vpl, [ve|, [vg|}} Oz = {v e TzQ: max{lv.|,|vy|} = bmax{|vy|, [ve|}}

satisfy that (wherever the return map or its inverse are well defined)

DV ,'Cy < C;S_l(z) DV ,C% < C\;"(Z) %5 = 5,85 *y = U, UL

and, moreover,

(DY H(Z)v),| = (1 + N|v,| ifveCy, max (DY Z)v)s| = (1 +X) max lvg| fvely
*=p, *=p,
(DY(Z)v),| = (14 A)|v,| fvelCF” max [(DY(Z)v)s| = (1 + x) max |vg| ifveCy.
=71 =71

Consider now the larger rectangle

Q™ = ¢([-1,1]% x [-2,2]%). (4.1)
We say that a A < Q% is a horizontal submanifold if it admits a parametrization of the form
A ={(p,1(p,), & h2(p, §)): m(p) <E< 7 (p), pe[-1L1]} (4.2)
for any C' functions 7y; < 7, and hq, hg such that
OpZi(p), OpZr(p) € C* where  Zi(p) = ¢(p, h1(p, 7+ (D)), ¥+ (D), ha(p, 7+ (P))).  * =1,

and at any Z € ¢(A) we have Tz ¢(A) < C5,. We say that a A < Q%" is a vertical submanifold if it admits
a parametrization of the form
A = {(vi(m,n), 7y v2(T,m)0): Ya(T) <0 < yul(7), TE[-L1]}
for any differentiable functions 4 < 7, and vy, vy such that
0r-Za(T), 07 Zy(T) € C™" where  Z,(7) = ¢(v1(7,74(7)), 7, v2(7, 74(7)), 74(7))

and at any Z € ¢(A) we have Tz¢(A) < C%. We say that on ) the map U satisfies:

H2 if for any vertical submanifold A c @ the image W(A) n Q%' contains at least k& > 2 disjoint
vertical submanifolds and for any horizontal submanifold A = @ the preimage U=1(A) n Q=
contains at least k > 2 distinct horizontal submanifolds.

If we define vertical (resp. horizontal) rectangles as 4-dimensional compact subsets which are C* foliated
by two-dimensional vertical (resp. horizontal) submanifolds, H2 implies, in particular, that ¥(Q) n Q®*
contains at least k > 2 vertical rectangles and ¥ ~1(Q) n Q°** contains at least k > 2 horizontal rectangles.

Remark 2. Observe however that the vertical (resp. horizontal) rectangles contained in ¥(Q) N Q*** (resp.
U=HQ) N Q°') might not be entirely contained in Q.
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4.2. cu-blenders, the covering property and well distributed periodic orbits. It is in the frame-
work above (Assumptions H1 and H2) that we will introduce blenders and derive sufficient conditions for
their existence. We say that a horizontal submanifold A is a cs-strip if A < Q.

Definition 4.1. Let P € @ be a hyperbolic periodic point of the map ¥. We say that the pair (P, Q) is
a cs-blender for the map ¥ if any cs-strip A < @ intersects W*(P) in a robust fashion.

Following [BDV05], [NP12] (but adapted to the present context) we now provide a condition on the
map ¥ which guarantees the existence of a cs-blender. We define the width width(A) of a cs-strip A as

width(A) = inf  |v,.(p) — % (p)|-
pe[-1,1]

The proof of the following result is a straightforward application of the lambda-lemma (see [PAM8&2]).

Lemma 4.2 (Intersection/expansion dichothomy). Suppose that there exist k > 2, pairwise disjoint subsets
{Vitieqr,...ky © Q, a real number x > 0 and hyperbolic periodic points P; € V; of the map V. Assume that
P; and P; are homoclinically related for i # j and that the following dichotomy holds: for any cs-strip
A < Q either

o (Intersection): there exists i € {1,...,k} such that AMW™(P;) # & or

e (Expansion): there exists i€ {1,...,k} such that A = V"1 (A nV;) " Q is a cs-strip and

width(A) > (1 + x)width(A).
Then, the pair (P, Q) is a cs-blender for the map V.

Inspired by [NP12], we now present an strategy to materialize the above dichotomy in a concrete
example. Let A = @ be a cs-strip. By the Assumption H2 the image U~1(A) n Q°** contains at least two
horizontal submanifolds. Notice however that these submanifolds do not necessarily fit into the definition
of cs-strips above as they might not be contained in Q.

In order to gain control over the center directions we will proceed as follows. By the assumption H.2
there exists k > 2 non-empty vertical subrectangles {‘Z’}ie{l,.“,k} c @ of the form

Vi = {vi (1) < p <l (m,n), vh(r,n) < &< b, (T,n)} (4.3)

for some differentiable functions vi,l <, Ué,z < vb,. and such that Ule Vi = U1(Q) n Q%*. Define
now the (possibly empty) vertical subrectangles
Vi=VinQ.
In this setting we now say that W satisfies the:
e (Covering property): if for any cs-strip A < @ as in (4.2) there exists at least one element
i€{1,...,k} and differentiable functions 4,7, with ; < 4; < 3, < 7, such that the piece A; = A
defined implicitly by”

A; = {(p,h1(p,€),& ha(p,€)): Au(p) < & < Hn(p), vi (1 (p,€), ha(p,€)) < p < v}, (h1(p,€), ha(p,€))}

is entirely contained in V; (see Figure 4.1).

Roughly speaking, the covering property asks that the projections of the V; onto the center directions
(€,m) are such that their union covers (robustly) the entire square [—1,1]? (as in the right part of Figure
1.1). This property implies that ¥~1(A) contains at least one cs- strip (in particular $=1(A;) is a cu-strip)
and hence allows us to produce new cs-strips by considering the backward images of cs-strips.

The covering property is our first ingredient towards establishing the dichotomy in Lemma 4.2. The
second ingredient is the following. We say that U satisfies the:

o (Well-distributed periodic orbits property): if there exists hyperbolic periodic orbits P; € V;, which
are pairwise homoclinically related, such that, for any cs-strip A < @ either:

9A sufficient condition for the inequalities
A1(p) < €< Ar(p) and v 1(h1(p,€), h2(p,€)) < p < vi . (h1(p,€), ha(p,€))

to define a non-empty region of the (p,£)-plane is that |0,;vi ,dphi],[070% ,Opha| « 1 with * = I,r. We assume these
conditions are met.
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p

FIGURE 4.1. The strip A intersects only the vertical rectangles Vi, Vs. It intersects V5
cleanly, i.e. Az < V3 but the intersection with V; is not clean, i.e. Ay ¢ V4. However, the
smaller subset Aq is contained in V.

— there exists i € {1,...,k} such that A n W*(P;) # & or,
— there exists i € {1,...,k} such that the piece A; c A defined implicitly by

Ai = {(p, h1(p, €),& ha(p,€)): (D) < €< % (p), Vi (ha(p,€),ha(p.€)) < p < vi(ha(p,€), ha(p,€))}

is entirely contained in V;.
Finally, we observe that if the piece A; © V; then A = \I/_l(Ai) is a cs-strip and, moreover, since, by
definition, it is tangent to the stable cone C?, we will have

width(A) = (1 + x)width(4;) = (1 + x)width(A)
for some x > 0.

4.3. Symplectic blenders. When a cu-blender and a cs-blender are homoclinically related, these local
objects might have a global influence on the dynamics of the system.

Definition 4.3 (Symplectic blender). Let (P, Q) be a cu-blender and (P’, Q") be a cs-blender for the map
W. Together, they form a symplectic blender if P and P’ are homoclinically related.

A straightforward application of the lambda-lemma (see [PdM82]) implies that some forward iterate of
any cu-strip in @ intersects any cs-strip in Q’. Roughly speaking, the presence of a symplectic blender
guarantees that the dynamics is locally transitive “modulo strongly hyperbolic directions”.

5. LOCAL TRANSITIVITY FOR CYLINDER IFS: PROOF OF THEOREM A

In this section we give the proof of Theorem A. We do so in serveral steps.
(1) We recall an elementary result about the arithmetic properties of circle rotations with 8 € B,
(Section 5.1).
(2) We construct finite sequences w(™ € {0,1}" for some n € N such that

Fn = ngln) ©---0 Tw((]n)

admits a local affine approximation in terms of weakly hyperbolic affine maps A, (ﬁ) + ([nB],0) "
(Section 5.2).

(3) We construct a uniform coordinate system in which we analyze the maps F,, corresponding to a
suitable family of finite sequences w(™ and obtain the normal form in Proposition 3.4 (Section
5.3).

(4) We verify that for the chosen family of sequences w(™, thanks to the arithmetic properties of 3,
the maps F,, verify the so-called covering and equidistribution properties considered in [NP12]
(Section 5.4).
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(5) Then, we study the dynamics of s-curves under the family of maps F,, and show the existence of
a symbolic cs-blender (Section 5.5). In particular, we prove Proposition 3.3.

(6) Finally, we exploit the almost reversibility of the system to show the existence of a cu-blender
which is homoclinically related to the cs-blender and complete the proof of Theorem A (Section
5.7).

Remark 3. For the sake of clarity, and to avoid introducing extra notation, we will suppose in the following
that |8'|co(my, [T1,0|lc2(B), |T1,7lc2(B) < 1 and 7 < 1 where B is introduced in Hypothesis B1. The reader
can easily adapt the proof to the general case.

Notation. We include a list of some relevant symbols used in this notation.

e Coordinate systems:
— (¢, J) € A are the original variables in which the mapst Ty, T} are defined.
— (&,m) € D are local coordinates localized on a square D = [—1,1]? where certain iterates
exhibit weakly hyperbolic behavior.
Parameters:
— B, a,T,e correspond respectively, to the rotation number on the KAM curve of T, the Dio-
phantine constant of 3, the torsion of Ty at its KAM curve, the transversality of the map
T;.
— X, k > 0 are auxiliary quantities. The first one fixes the hyperbolicity of the maps F,, below.
The second one measures size of the domain D in the original coordinate system.
— We will always work within following parameter hierarchy: We first fix 0 < x « 1, then we
choose 0 < k < x and, a posteriori, we take e sufficiently small (depending also on a, 7).
o Maps:
— F, =Ty T
- Fn = ¢>le o F, o ¢y where ¢, . is the affine change of variables in Lemma 5.4. These
maps are approximately affine and the inhomogeneous part is given by a translation vector
b, = (b,,0) € R%
Range of iterates:
— N, < N is a range of iterates for which we study the maps F,. For two special indices
n = N, N, € N, the maps F,, exhibit hyperbolic fixed points z; , which are well distributed.
Construction of blenders:
— s-curves are curves in D which in (€, 1) coordinates can be parametrized as a graph over &.

= Q% = ¢ye(D) and Pf = ¢y e (21,0).

5.1. Arithmetic properties of 5. The following inhomogeneous version of Dirichlet approximation the-
orem will prove useful in the proof of Theorem A.

Theorem 5.1 (Theorem VI in Chapter 5 of [Cas72]). Let 8 € B,. Then, for N large enough the sequence
{[nBl}n=1,..n =T is N ta~t-dense in T.

5.2. Linear approximation of 7§ o T;. In the following lemma, given a range of values for n € N, we
construct a sufficiently small rectangle on which the map T o Th (see (1.2) and (1.4)) is approximately
affine.

Lemma 5.2. Let N € N satisfying
1
N < — 5.1
= (5.1)
and define
l=—.
N
Then, for any n € N with n < 2N, the map
EF,:=TFoTy:Bn{|J| <2} cA->Tx[-l]]cA

is given by

F,: (?) - A, (?) + by + E(p, J) A, = (1 +€”T‘€ ”f) b, — (b +£n5]>
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for some beR and € = (&,,E5) such that
Eo(p, ) = O(neg?, 1 e¢) Er(e.J) = O(ep?, ).

Moreover,

M CEC R 0]

The proof of this result is given in Appendix A. We now study the linear approximation of the map F,.
The proof of the following result is a straightforward computation.

Lemma 5.3. The symplectic matriz A, is hyperbolic with eigenvalues 0 < A\, <1 < 1/,

An =1 —+/nte + O(nte) (5.2)
and contracting/expanding eigenspaces spanned, respectively, by the vectors

T

Uy = (Lvn) Wy = (17wn)T7

where
o=\ (o) wn = [ (14 OLiT), (53)

5.3. Weakly hyperbolic regime: range of iterates and geometry of the domain. We are interested
in the regime

(Weakly hyperbolic regime) 0 <nre « 1.

In the following we will introduce several quantifiers which specify: the range of iterates, i.e., for which
n € N we want to study the maps F),, and the geometry of the domain in which we want to study the
maps F),. This is done as follows:

e We fixany 0 < k « x « 1.
e We let N € N be given by

e We let N, € N be given by

N*—[ ! ] (5.5)

daXTK
where « is the constant introduced in (1.3).

We will consider iterations Tj' o Ty with n € {N,..., N + N,} and describe the dynamics of points in a
domain which depends on the quantities k and x. We obtain results for 0 < kK « x small, but fixed, in the
regime where

0<e«a, e<T.

Observe that in this weakly hyperbolic regime, the eigenvalues of A, are approximately given by A, =
1+ x + O(x?) and that, by Theorem 5.1 the sequence'’

.1 )
{[nﬂ]}ne{N,...,N+N*} is gXTn—dense in T.

In the following section we exploit the fact that in this regime the ratio

N*< €

N 7 akx?®
can be made arbitrarily small to construct a uniform (for n € {N,..., N + N,}) coordinate system and
study the geometry of the images of a suitable rectangle under the map Fi,.

10The important observation here is that the domain in which we will work is of size x7, so the sequence {[nB]} is %X—dense
at that scale, while the hyperbolicity is just slightly stronger: of strength x.
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FIGURE 5.1. The expanding (red) and contracting (blue) directions associated to the
hyperbolic matrix Ay. Theses directions are approximately symmetric with respect to the
z-axis and the angle between them is of order Z ~ ¢/x?. The gray rectangle corresponds
to the image of D under ¢,.

5.3.1. Uniform coordinate system. We fix any x « 1 and, for k,& > 0 small enough, we introduce the
(local) linear change of coordinates given by (here vy and wy are as in Lemma 5.3)

©)-()-wrtn- (4 L))

P
we define the scaling }
)= ()= wsen= (T o) ()
(77 77] ﬂ’s(fﬂ]) 0 HT/X n ;
s
and we denote by
Py.e :=Ppoths: Dc R - R? D=[-1,1% (5.6)

We notice that, in view of the asymptotics in (5.3), for the choice of N in (5.4) and for 0 < x « x « 1
sufficiently small (see Figure 5.1)

2KT 2KT 2eRT 2eKkT 11 11 1 ET
dxeD)c |——— | X || |-55| > |55 =+ <=,
’ X X X X 22 272 N 2
so we can make use of Lemma 5.2 to analyze the dynamics of the family of maps
Fni=¢yroF,0¢:D—R (5.7)

with n e {N,...,N + N,} and F, as in Lemma 5.2.
Lemma 5.4. Fix any x < 1. Then, there exists ko(x) > 0 and 9(k, x) > 0 such that for any
0 <k < Ko(x) 0 < e < eg(k, x) min{r, o} (5.8)

the following holds. There exists a subset Ny, < {N,..., N + Ny} for which the maps F,, : D — R? defined
in (5.7) with n € N, are of the form

() (3 1))

A
the sequence {by }nen, is 75x-dense in [—10x,10x], and |E,|c1 = O(x?).
The proof of Lemma 5.4 is given in Appendix A. From now on, having fixed 0 « x « 1 and any

0 < k < Ko(x) we consider values of 7, and € such that (5.8) holds and drop these quantities from the
notation.
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5.4. Covering and equidistribution. We now study the geometry of the images of D under the maps
Fn,n€{N,...,N + N,}.

Proposition 5.5. Let Ny < {N,..., N + N.} be as in Lemma 5.4. Then,

Dc ] Fu(D).
neNy

Moreover, denote by B, ¢(z) the horizontal segment centered at z € D of radius r. Then, the number

a:=min{r € Ry : there exists z € D such that B, ¢(z) € D and B, ¢(z) & F, (D) for any n € N}
(5.10)
satisfies
a>1-10y.

Proof. The first observation is that, in view of the estimates in Lemma 5.4, in order to prove the first item
it is enough to show that
{zeR?: dist(z, D) < x/2} = | ] Fu(D) (5.11)
neNy

Fn:(&n)H(bg)ﬂLA(f])? A_<16X 12)()'

Indeed, (5.11) guarantees that a x/2-neighborhood of D is contained in the union of its images under F,,
while the error committed in approximating F,, by F,, is of order O(x?), which can be made much smaller
than x/2 by decreasing, if necessary, the value of x.

where

Recall that {b, }nen;, forms a 11—0 x-dense grid of [-10y, 10x], i.e., for every & in this interval there exists

n € Ny such that |b, — £| < 75x. In particular, there exist Ny € Ay such that
by, € (2x,3x) by € (=3x, —2x)-
On the other hand
Fo(D)n{-1<n<1}=1[b,—1+x,bp+1—x]x[-1,1].
so {z € R?: dist(z, D) < x/2} < Fy, (D) u Fy_(D).

We now establish the second item. Again it is enough to show that a > 1 — 5x where @ is defined as in
(5.10) but with F,, replacing F,,. Let £ € (—1,0] (the case £ € [0, 1) can be dealt with analogously replacing
N_ below with N, ) and let

7€ (0,min{l — [¢],1 = 5x})
(notice that for r > 1 — |£] the ball B,.((£,n)) is not contained in D). Then,

E+r<1-5x<by +1—x

and

E—r=—-1=2by_ —1+x
SO

[E—ré+r]cby. — 14+ x,bn_ +1—x]. O
In the following proposition we prove the existence of two well-distributed hyperbolic fixed points.

Proposition 5.6. Let N, < N and b,, be as in Lemma 5.4. There exist N;, N, < N, for which
1 1 3

3
by, € (—ix, _ZX) bn, € (EX’ ZX)' (5.12)

FEach of the maps Fn, and Fn, has a unique (hyperbolic) fized point

by
Zn = (X +o(x), bn + 0()()) n = Nj, N,

contained in D. Moreover,
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FIGURE 5.2. The hyperbolic fixed points zy,, zn, together with their stable (red) and
unstable (blue) manifolds.

e its unstable manifold is a fully crossing vertical curve, that is, a curve which admits a graph
parametrization of the form

W (zn; Fn) = {(fu(n),n): n e [-1,1]}

for some differentiable function f,. Moreover, the function f, satisfies

by
fn('r/) = — +oc (X)v
X
o its stable manifold is a fully crossing horizontal curve, that is admits a parametrization of the form
W (203 Fn) = {(& Fu(€)): € € [-1,1]}
with fn(€) = ocr (x).
The proof of this proposition is deferred to Appendix A.

5.5. Existence of a symbolic cs-blender. We call s-curve any curve v < D of the form
v =A{(&N(§): {1} (5.13)
for some open interval I < [—1,1] and a C! function h satisfying |h|c1 < 1.

Remark 4. Notice that the definition of s-curve above is just the coordinate formulation of the definition
presented in Section 3 in the context of symbolic blenders.

We now complete the proof of Proposition 3.3, i.e we prove the existence of a symbolic c¢s-blender, by
showing the following.

Proposition 5.7. Let N, < N be the subset in Lemma 5./. Let ~y be a s-curve and for n € {N;, N} < N,
and let W5 (z,; Fp) be the invariant manifolds of the hyperbolic fized points constructed in Proposition
5.6. There exists n € {N;, N}, M eN and w € ./\/;J(VI such that

(Fo) T NAW (2n; Fu) # @
where we have used the notation F,, = Fy,,,—1 00 Fu,
Proof. Let a be the number defined in (5.10) and introduce

b= i — Jn 3
negpvigvr}(ggglj{lﬁ Tn()[}
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where f, is the function in the parametrization of v%. From Proposition 5.6 we observe that b < 3/4.

Hence, it follows from Proposition 5.5 that
3 9
b -<—=<1—-10x <a.
1710 ° Xsa
Given any s-curve v, if |I| = 9/5 > 2b then yhW*"(z,; F,,) # & for some n € {N;, N,.} and the desired
conclusion follows. If |I| < 9/5 < 2a there exists n’ € N such that v < F,/(D). Therefore, F,'(y) € D
and it is easy to check (proceeding similarly as in the proof of Proposition 5.6) that

Fo () ={(&n(g): €T}

for some open interval I < [—1,1] with [I| > (1 + 1x)|I| and some h with

)< —L )
1+§X

Since 1 + % x > 1, by repeating this process at most a finite number of steps we arrive to the first scenario
and we are done. O

We also present the following stronger version of Proposition 5.7 which will prove useful in Section 8.

Proposition 5.8. Let v, be s-curves whose projection onto the horizontal axes overlap and let W*(z,; Fr)
with n € {Ny, N,.} be as in Proposition 5.7. Then, there exists n € {N;, N}, M € N and w € ./\/i\/[ such that

(Fo) T (AW (2n; Fn) # @ and (F) (VAW (2n; F) # B

The proof of this result can be obtained by simple inspection of the proof of Proposition 5.7 and it is
left to the reader.

5.6. Existence of a symbolic double blender. We fix any 0 < y « 1 and let 0 < € « 1 be sufficiently
small (depending on «, ) so that all the results in the preceding sections hold.

The results obtained so far can be summarized as follows. Let

Q“ = ¢(D) P = ¢(zn,)
where D = [—1,1]?, ¢ is the linear map defined in (5.6) and 2y, is the hyperbolic fixed point for the
map Fl, constructed in Proposition 5.6 (there is nothing special about choosing z; instead of z, and the
argument below works in the exact same way with that choice). Then, for any s-curve v¢* < Q¢ there
exists M € N and w® e {0,1}™" such that (T,.s)"'(7°*) intersects W*(P°; Fy,). Namely, the pair
(Q°, P°®) is a symbolic e¢s-blender.

We now appeal to the almost reversibility, that is reversibility up to higher order terms, of the system
under the involution

YR (p,J) = (=, J)

to construct a cu-blender which is homoclinically related to the cs-blender above. Indeed, if we denote by

Li: (¢, J) = Ti(0,0) + DT;(0,0) (i) i=0,1

the linear approximations of the maps Tp, T} at the origin we have
YroL;otr =L
Hence, the very same computation in Lemma 5.2 shows that locally (for {|J| < ¢/8} and n < 1/4¢)
Ey:=Ty 0Ty = ¢Yro(TFoTy)  opr +E(p,J)

with £(p, J) as in Lemma 5.2. Therefore, verbatim repetition of the discussion in Sections 5.3, 5.4 and 5.
shows that there exists a point

ot

P — ,l/}R(PCS) + O(XQ)
which is a hyperbolic fixed point for the map ﬁ‘Nl and such that the pair (P, Q") where Q" = ¥ r(Q°°)
is a cu-blender for the IFS generated by {Ty,71} (see Figure 5.3). We now show that P and P are

homoclinically related to conclude the existence of a symbolic double blender. To alleviate the notation
we denote by W"(P) = W (P, Fy,) and by W*(P) = W*(P"; Fy,).
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FIGURE 5.3. The cs-blender formed by the pair (P, Q) is homoclinically related to
the cu-blender (P, Q").

Lemma 5.9. Let P and P be as above. Then, we have that W*(P)hAW*(P) # 0

Proof. On the coordinate system (£,7) € [—1,1]? on Q°® given by the linear map ¢ in (5.6), we have shown
on Proposition 5.6 that the local unstable manifold W*(P¢*) is given by a C! curve which is almost vertical
and fully crosses the rectangle [—1,1]2. On the other hand, on the coordinate system (£,7) € [—1,1]? on
Q°* given by the linear map ¢ o 9, it follows by construction that W#*(P) is given by a C! curve which
is almost vertical and fully crosses the rectangle [—1,1]2. A straightforward computation shows that on
Q" N Q°° the transition map between the two coordinate charts is given by a rotation by 90 degrees so
the proof follows (see also Figure 5.3). O

In particular, we have proven the existence of a symbolic double blender.

Proposition 5.10. The pairs (P, Q") and (P, Q) constructed above form a symbolic double blender
for the IFS generated by the maps {To,T1}.

5.7. Proof of Theorem A. In this section we complete the proof of Theorem A. Given x > 0 (independent
of €, a) we denote by
A, =T x [—ke, ke Ao =T x [—a/|log® ], a/|log® €[] (5.14)
We divide the proof in three steps:
e We first notice that if B < Q°* and B’ < Q¢ then, the conclusion follows from the double blender
dynamics.
e Second, we show that if B, B’ € A, with k > 0 sufficiently small (independent of a, €), there exists
ny,np € N such that 77/ (B) n Q% # ¢ and T~ (B') n Q°° # .
e Finally, we complete the proof by showing that for any B, B’ € A, there exist n';, n;, € N such that
T (B) A A. # & and T-"(B') n A, # .
Step 1: B is open so it contains a u-curve vyg. Hence since (P, Q") is a symbolic cu-blender we must
have that W?*(P") intersects yp transversally. On the other hand, B’ is open so it contains a s-curve yp/
and the fact that (P, Q) is a symbolic cs-blender impiles that W*(P¢®) intersects yp: transversally.
The conclusion now follows from a direct application of the lambda-lemma (see [PdM82]) and the fact
that P ~ Pev,

Step 2: We only deal with the existence of ny, the existence of n;, being deduced from the same argument.
Let (¢, J) € A, and recall that

Q" = ¥r o ¢([-1,1]),
with ¢ : [~1,1]> — A as in Lemma 5.4 and ¢r : (¢, J) — (=, J). We show that, provided x > 0 is small
enough, there exists M € N such that T34 (p, J) € Q°*. This is done in two steps:

e First, we notice that there exists £ > 0 independent of ¢ such that, for any x > 0 small and for
any Jy € [—ke, ke| there exists an interval I;, < T of length |/, | > ¢ such that

Iy, % [Je — % Ju + 2 c Yrod([—1/2,1/2]) = Q.

Indeed, if we denote by £,,£, the upper and lower sides of Q*, these correspond to segments of
the lines €, 4 = {J = ap + by q} with |a| ~ € and |b, —by| ~ €. It follows that £ 2 |b, —ba4|/|a] ~ 1.
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e Second, for any C' > 0, any n < C/a, and any (¢, J) € A, we have
T3 (0, J) = (¢ + [nB] + O(Cra'e), J + O(Cria~'e?)). (5.15)

By Theorem 5.1 the sequence {[n83]},—1,. [c/a] 8 %-dense in T so, for C > 10¢~!, in view of

i)

(5.15) and the fact that |I;,| = £ we deduce that that, any (¢, J) € A,
{T(;L(% J)}nzl,...,[C/a] N (IJ X [J - 527 J+ 52]) # Q

Remark 5. Up to now we have not used at all that the maps Ty, T} are real-analytic but just C? estimates.
Notice that we have already obtained a proof of the Remark 1.

Step 3: We only deal with the existence of n’f, the existence of nj, being deduced from the same argument.
We rely on the following Birkhoff normal form type result. Although this result is rather standard, we
present a proof in Appendix A to keep track of some quantitative estimates. Given p > 0 we let B, = C
the complex ball around the origin of radius p.

Lemma 5.11. Let p,o > 0 be as in Theorem A. Fiz any k € N and let
o3 p?
o .
8k
Then, there exists a real-analytic, exact-symplectic change of variables ® : T /5 X B%po — A, ; of the form

D (‘pv J) = (@+¢tp((pa ‘])7‘]+¢J((pv ‘]))
with 0%« (p,0) =0 for0<n <1 if+ =9, 0<n<2if*=J and such that

TO = (D71 OTO od: (907‘]) = (90 + h(J) + étp(@a J)7J + EJ(SDa J))

with h(J) = B+ 7J + O2(J) and 0TR«(¢,0) =0 for0<n<k—-1if*=pand0<n <k if»=J.
Moreover, uniformly for (¢, J) € Ty /o x B%po,

pO(av ka P U) =

oo (171 20%0% (1J1\°
< - - << - LS
ot 5 02 () st = 22 ()
and
k—1 k
|Ry(p, )| < 27F <J|> |Rs(p,J)| s27* (IJI) :
Lo o

We now express the map 7 in the new coordinate system.
Lemma 5.12. Let k€ N and let ® : T )5 x B%po — A, , be as in Lemma 5.11. Then,
Tii=0'oTi0®: (¢, J) = (p+eTie(p, Jie), J+eTialp, J5e))
and Ty j(p, J;e) =Ty s (0, J;€) + TLJ((p, J;€) with
6?}7:1’](@,0; e)=0 formn=0,1
and, uniformly, for all (¢, J) € Ty)o x B

1
3 PO

~ otp (|J 2
IT1,5(p, J;€)| < O (")

In particular, for any sufficiently large k (depending only on p,o ), there exists a smooth curve

s : [—po,po] = T

such that
T1,5(px(J),J;0) =0 a(J) := 0,T1,7(px(J), J;0) # 0. (5.16)
The proof of this result follows from elementary computations and is left to the reader. We now choose
k= ky — 3| log €]
log 2

so, uniformly for (p,J) € A, (recall the definition of this (real) subset in (5.14))
To: (,J) = (p+ B+ O(a/|log’el), J +O(%).
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Since f € B,, there exists C' > 0 (independent of « and ¢) such that, if we let 6‘(a,z—:) = Clo% the set
{[”6]}ngé(a o) 1 1/|1og £|-dense in T. On the other hand, for any (p,.J) € A, and n < C(a, )
o (P) L (P [n8] + O(na/log*e)\ _ (¢ + [nB]+ O(1/log”¢) (5.17)
0 \J J + O(ne?) J + O(g%loge) ’ ‘

where we have used that ¢ < . Suppose now that a(J) > 0 (the other case being analogous). We choose
n+(p, J) € N such that

¢ + [n4B] — px(J) € (1/loge, 4/loge) ¢+ [n-B] — px(J) € (—4/loge, —1/log ).
Then, after writing
miTi(p, J) = ea(J)(p — ¢ (J)) + Olelp — u (), %),
it follows from (5.17) that

ApJi=my(TioTy " ), J)—J € <2a(‘])10g5’3a(°7)10g6>

—24(.J) 10;) .

If J+ AyJ € [—ke, ke] (for k, independent of €, «, as in Step 2) we are done. If not, we repeat the
argument a finite number of times. The proof of Theorem A is completed.

A_J:=7;(TioTy )p,J)—J€ <_3a(J)bg5’

Remark 6. For the applications of these ideas to the skew-product setting in Section 6 it will be important to
bear in mind that, the construction in Steps 2 and 3 actually shows that, for a fixed value of «, €, there exists
a uniform M such that for any B, B’ € A, there exist n;,n; € {1,..., M} such that 7"/ (B) n Q" #

and T-"(B') n Q°* # .
6. ALMOST TRANSITIVITY OF CYLINDER SKEW-PRODUCTS: PROOF OF THEOREM B

In this section we present the proof of Theorem B. The proof shares many ideas with the proof of
Theorem A and it is divided in several steps:

e Section 6.1 contains two technical lemmas: Lemma 6.2 (normal form lemma) and Lemma 6.1
(comparison of center dynamics along different base sequences).

e In Sections 6.2 we exploit that for each w € {0,1}% the skew-product fiber dynamics F(w, z)
is a small perturbation of the map T, to translate the results in Sections 5.1-5.5 (blender-like
dynamics) to the skew-product setting.

e Finally, in Section 6.3 we complete the proof of Theorem B.

Notation.

e (w,2) € {0,1}N x A are coordinates in the lamination.

e o : {0,1} — {0,1}" stands for the full shift and, for a given w € {0,1}", F, : A — A is the
corresponding map on the fiber.

e We borrow the notation from Sections 3 and 5, for instance the definition of s-curves. We also
recall the notation Fy for the maps constructed in (5.4) and N' < N for the subset in Proposition
5.5.

e We denote by

FLL(Z) = an—l(w) O-++0 FW(Z)

n
where F,(z) is shorthand notation for F(w,z) as in Theorem B. It will be important to keep in
mind the expression

(Fn*"(w)>_1(z) =F O"'OF;—ll(w)(z)

o o~ (w)

~
n

e A number of quantifiers appear in this section:
— Having fixed any 0 < x « 1 we let 0 < € « 1 be sufficiently small (depending on «, 7) so that
all the results from Section 5 hold.
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— Then, we let the coupling constant § in Theorem B be arbitrarily small.

6.1. Technical lemmas. We would like to be able to compare maps associated to different sequences
w e {0,1}%. To do so, we have the following technical lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let § > 0 be small enough. Let n € N and w,w’ € {0, 1} with wy, = w}, for all —n < k < n.
Then,

‘FLL - :}/lco < ) |DF£ —DFJ}/‘CO < max{|DT0|, |DT1|}5

and

(Fgn ()™ = () "o £ 6 (DEg ()™ = (DFF ()" oo < max{|DTo| ™, [DTy| ' }o

o~ (w’)

Proof. The proof follows by induction. We only prove the case n = 2 from which the reader can easily
extrapolate the argument for the general case. We write

F‘S(Z) - Fg’(z) = Fcr(w) (FW(Z)) - Fcr(w/)(Fw(Z)) + Fa(w’) (FW(Z)) - Fa(w’)(FW’(Z))

81 52

On one hand,
(o(@)k = (o)) for k = 0,1

so it follows from the assumption (1.9) that |€1|co < 6. On the other hand, (1.9) implies as well that
|F,, — Fo/|co < §2%. Hence, by the mean value theorem |E3|co < max{|DTy|, |DT}|}62. We conclude that

|F2(2) — F2 |0 < 6(1 + max{|DTy|, |DT1]}6) < 6.

The estimates for the differential, the inverse, and the differential of the inverse, are obtained in a similar
fashion. [l

We now obtain normal forms for compositions F" () associated to sequences w € {0, 1}* which reproduce
the weak transversality-torsion mechanism. Since for any w € {0,1}%, F,(z) = T,,, + Oc1(6), verbatim
repetition of the arguments in Section 5 shows the following.

Lemma 6.2. Fiz any 0 < x < 1. Then, there exists eo(x, T, ) such that if 0 < & < gg there exists a local
coordinate system (the one given in Lemma 5.4)

6:[-2,2]* - A
and a subset Ny < N for which the following holds. For any N € N, and any w € {0, 1} with
wop = 0, wi=--=wn1=1

the map
Fu,N = ot oFu])V o¢
satisfies that, uniformly for (£,n) € [—2,2]?, provided § is small enough,

mr (- () () Qe e

for some constant by € [—1,1]. Moreover, the sequence {by}nen is 15x-dense in [—10x, 10x].

6.2. Local blender dynamics. Recall the definition of the maps {Fy}nyen in Lemma 5.4.

cs-blender dynamics: In Section 5 we have shown that the iterated function system generated by
{Fn}nen (these maps were defined in Section 5.4) exhibits a symbolic cs-blender (recall the Definition
3.1). To do so,

e We have proved that (recall that B, ¢(z) is the horizontal segment of radius  and centered at z)
a =min{r e Ry : there exists B, ¢(z) < D such that B, ¢(z) ¢ F, (D) for any n e N}

satisfies
a>=1-—10x > 9/10.
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e We have established the existence of {IV;, N,.} € N and, for » = [, 7, a hyperbolic fixed point zy, of
the map Fy, with parametrizations of their local unstable manifolds of the form W}’ (zn,; Fn,) =
{(fn.(m),m), ne[-1,1]}. Moreover, we have proved that

b:= min max —JIn < 3/4.
ne{Ny,N;} (§,me[-1,1]2 € = Fa(n)| /

Exploiting the fact that (uniformly in y,¢)
a>9/10 > 3/4 > b,

we have proved that the backwards orbit (with respect to the iterated function system generated by
{Fn}nen) of any s-curve v € [—1,1]? intersects Wi (zn,; Fn,) for some x = [,7. We now show how to
adapt this construction to show the following.

Proposition 6.3. Fiz any 0 < x « 1 and let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently small. There exists dp(x,&) > 0 such
that for any 0 < § < &y the following holds. Let v < [—1,1]? be a s-curve (see (5.13)). Then, there exist
MeN, {Ny,...,Ny} e N, and ' € {0, 1}2?11 Ni such that, for any w € {0,1}% with

M
Wk = Wy, for all lskéZNi

the curve

-1 —1
Q<+ 0 O
SM N (), Nag _/—"U*N1*N2 (w),N2 ]:0le (w),N1 ()

is a fully-crossing s-curve, i.e its projection onto the first component & covers the interval [—1,1].

y=F!

Remark 7. It is worth pointing out that, given a s-curve v, the sequence {Ni,..., Njs} € N, obtained as
an output of Proposition 6.3 is, in general, different from the sequence obtained as an output of Proposition
5.7.

Proof. The proof of this result can be obtained using the very same inductive construction in the proof
of Proposition 5.7. It will be important to keep in mind that, having fixed x,e, the subset N, < N in
Proposition 5.5 is bounded (it is comprised by finitely many elements). Given a sequence w € {0,1}* and
a s-curve 7y:

Scenario 1: if [I| > 9/5 > 2b, we have that yhW}! (2n,;Fn,) # & for some » = I,7. Moreover, since
9/5 > 3/2 > 2b, we can suppose that there is a finite piece (of length bounded below) of v to both sides
of W (2N, Fn, ). Suppose = = [ (the other case being analogous). We can then choose w € {0, 1}% such
that

w=(..,w_1,w0;0,...,0,1,wN,+1,---)-
—_——
Ny
Notice that the choice of N; depends exclusively on . For any w as above, it follows from the assumptions
in Theorem B and the definition of Fy in Lemma 5.4 that, for § > 0 small enough (since N; € N" and N
is bounded)
|F Frller 6.

o~ Ni(w),N;
In particular, it is easy to observe that 4 = ]:;}Nl @)y (7) is again a s-curve, YAWE (2n,; Fn,) # O,
and the associated I  [—1,1] in its parametrization satisfies |I] = (1 + x — O(x2,0))|I|. We can then
repeat the above construction with o~"!(w) and 7. After a finite number of iterations the corresponding
s-curve must be fully crossing.
Scenario 2: If |I| < 9/5 < 2a then there exists N, € N such that v < Fy, ([—1,1]?). We can then choose
w € {0,1}% such that

w=(...7[,«.},1,(,00;0,...,071,WN*+1,...) (62)
Ny
Again, the choice of N, depends exclusively on . For any w as above we have that
-1 —1
|fU_N*(w),N* — fN*|cl < 0.

In particular, ¥ = ]:a__lN* (), Ny () is again a s-curve and the corresponding Ic [—1,1] in its parametriza-

tion satisfies that |I| = (1+x—0(x?2,8))|I|. If |I| = 9/5 then we arrive to the first scenario with o~ N+~ (w)
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and 7. If [I| < 9/5 then we repeat the construction of the second scenario with o~ V* (w) and 5. The
key observation is that, even if ¥ depends on w, for any w as in (6.2) we have that the corresponding ¥ is
contained in a O(§)-neighborhood of ]-'X,i (7). Hence there exists Ny, € N such that for all w as in (6.2)

Y < Fng, ([—1,1]%). After a finite number of iterations we must arrive to the first scenario. O

Double blender dynamics: Let

Q™ = ([-2,2]") = A,
where ¢ is as in Lemma 6.2. Proposition 6.3 can be restated as follows: Given any s-curve v < Q°° there
exists M € Nand w’ = (w],...,wh) € NM such that for any w € {0, 1}Z with wy = w}, forall k € {1,..., M}
the curve

¥ = F v 000 Bl ()
is a fully crossing s-curve (i.e. in local coordinates (£,7) € [—1,1]? the projection of 4 onto the first

component covers the interval [—1,1]). Let now

Q" :=9rod([-2,2]") c A
with ¥r : (p,J) = (—p,J) and ¢ as in Lemma 6.2. Exploiting the almost reversibility of the maps Ty, T3
under ¥R, the argument in Section 5.6 plus direct repetition of the proof of Proposition 6.3 shows the
following. Given any u-curve v = Q°* there exists M € N and w’ = (w’_y;,1,...,wp) € {0,1}* such that
for any w € {0, 1}% with wy, = w), for all k € {—M + 1,0} the curve

v = Fcr1‘4*2(w) ©:--0 Fa(w) © Fw(’yu)

is a fully crossing u-curve. It is then straightforward to prove the following.
Proposition 6.4. Fix any 0 < x < 1 and let € > 0 be sufficiently small. There exists dp(x,€) > 0 such

that for any 0 < § < g the following holds. Let vs < Q°® be a s-curve and let v, < Q“ be a u-curve.
Then, there exists My, M, € N and

wl = (W{Merlv T 7"‘}[1;) € {07 1}Mf w® = (wliMf*Mb+17 s ’wlil\/ff) € {07 1}Mb
such that for any w € {0, 1}% with
W =w,{ for all ke {—M;+1,...,0} wr = w for all ke {—My—My+1,...,—M;}

we have

Fngfl(w) o ( )(hF A/l[f( ) 'OF(;J&erMb*l(w)(fY‘s) #* .

In particular,

Fo_MerMb—l(w) OF (’ys)(h’}/u # .

Proof. Arguing as above, given v, < Q° there exists M, € N and w® € {0,1}™¢ such that, for any
w € {0, 1} with wy = w?, for all k € {1 My} the curve

- 1

= F gy © 70 Fota ()

is a fully crossing s-curve. Analogously, for any u-curve 7y, < Q°* there exists M; € N and w/ € {0, 1}s
such that for any w € {0, 1}% with wy, = wk for all ke {—My; +1,...,0} the curve

Vu = Fgl‘4f*1(w) OO0 lg(w)© Fw(’yu)
is a fully crossing u-curve. Hence, we let M = My + M, and let w’ € {0,1}* be given by

/ / / / /
w = (C‘LMFM},H’-~-aw7Mf7W7Mf+1»-~-aW0)~
wy Wy
By construction, for any w € {0,1}% with wy, = w}, for k€ {~M + 1,...,0} we have

Fo_Mf—l(w) 0.-+0 Fw( )(hF_Mf( ) e Fg_JvllerMb—l(w)(’Ys) #* .
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6.3. Proof of Theorem B. We finally complete the proof of Theorem B. Fix any N € N and let £,§ > 0
be sufficiently small so that, for any w € {0, 1}* we have that

F (T x [~a/|21og® <], a/|2log™e[]) < Aa (F v 0y) (T x [~a/|21og* e, /|2 10g” <]]) < Aa

w)
with A, as in (5.14). Given w,w’ € {0,1}% and B, B’ € T x [—a/|2log®¢|, o/|210g® €| ] we let
B' = FJ(B) B = (Féva(w))_l(B)

Observe that, by direct application of Lemma 6.1, for any @ with @y = wy, for |k| < N and for any &’ with
@), = wy, for |k| < N we have that

dist(FY(B),B') s6  and  dist((F¥~ ) (B),B) 6.

In Section 5.7 we have shown that there exist My, and w/t € {0,1}71 such that T,,5, (B') n Q" # & and
also M;, and w® € {0,1}Mt1 such that Tw_bl1 (B) n Q® # . Since M,, and My, are uniformly bounded
for any pair B, B’ € A, (see Remark 6), provided ¢ is chosen sufficiently small, for any &’ € {0, 1}% with
@), = wy, for [k| < N and @), = w,{l for ke {—My, — N,...,—N — 1} satisfies that

f\lf+Mf1 (B/) A ch £ .
In particular, Fg M (B’) contains a u-curve 7,(&'). Analogously, for any and & with @ with &y = wy
for |k| < N and @, = wzl for ke {N +1,...,N + My, } satisfies that
(FN+Mb1 )—1(B) A ch £ @

o~ N—Mp, (@)

so, in particular, (FNJFMI“1 )~1(B) contains a s-curve ,(©). Moreover, for any &, &’ as above all 7, (&)

o N Moy (@)

fit into a ball of radius O(d) and all (@) fit into a ball of radius O(§). Verbatim repetition of the iterative

construction in Proposition 6.3 shows that we can find My, € N and w/? € {0,1}*72 such that for any

@' € {0,1}* with @} = wj, for |[k| < N, @}, = w,{l for k e {—My;, — N,...,—N — 1} and &, = w,? for

ke{-My, — My —N,...,—M; — N — 1} satisfies that
. M .
’Yu(w’) = Fa-fojwfl (wl)(,}/u(w/))

is a fully-crossing u-curve. Analogously, we find M;, € N and w2 € {0,1}b2 such that for any &’ € {0, 1}%

with &, = wj, for [k < N, &, = wi for k € {~N +1,...,N + M, } and &, = w?? for k € {M,, +

1,..., My, + M,,} satisfies that

. M, _ -

Ys(@) := (F(T,IB,Mbl,sz (Q,)) 1(78(“))

is a fully-crossing s-curve. The proof of Theorem B is completed by choosing any @ € {0, 1}% of the form

— ~1 ~! b b ~ .o
O=(.,0 5, @, w2 w2 W Oy, 05, D).
—_— —
2N +1 2N+1

7. THE 3-BODY PROBLEM: A (LOCAL) PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC SETTING

In this section we recall the (local) framework introduced in [GMPS22]. We do not claim to be original
in the results presented in this section as these are just convenient reformulations of those obtained in
[GMPS22]|. The section is organized as follows:

e In Section 7.1 we perform the symplectic reductions which recast the Hamiltonian (1.10) as a 3
degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian.

e In Section 7.2 we introduce McGehee’s partial compactification of the phase space which allows us
to study (a particular kind of) unbounded motions. The key point of this compactification is that
the extended flow “at infinity” is non-trivial.

e In Section 7.3 we introduce parameterizations of the invariant manifold €, in (1.15) as well as its
invariant manifolds. Moreover, we recall a result from [GMPS22] which describes two homoclinic
manifolds I'g 1 contained in the transverse intersection of W**(Ey,).
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e In Section 7.4 we describe the scattering maps associated to the aforementioned homoclinic man-
ifolds. In particular, we show that on a suitably chosen annular region, they satisfy assumptions
BO and B1 in Theorem A and, moreover, the transversality can be assumed to be arbitrarily
small.

e Finally, in Section 7.5 we describe the return map to a transverse section which accumulates on
both channels I'y ;. We observe that this map displays a strongly contracting and a strongly
expanding direction while the dynamics in the center coordinates (the directions tangent to )
are governed by the corresponding scattering map.

Notation. In this section the following notation will be used:

e General subsets:

— D ={(&n)eC?: & =n} (notice that D is diffeomorphic to C).

— D(a) = {(&,n) € C%: [¢] < a, £ =n} (notice that for any a > 0, D(a) is diffeomorphic to the
unit disk in C)

- Ry ={zeR:z>0},

- A=Tx{|J] <1}.

e Coordinate systems:

- (A& n,x,y) €T xDx (Ry u{0}) x R are local coordinates on a negative energy level set of
the partially compactified phase space.

— Xout and X are two sections transverse to W (£,) and Wi (Ey) respectively.

— I c W8 (Exp) MW (Ey) for i = 0,1 are two homoclinic channels.

— Associated to I'; we define two scattering maps S; : £ — Ex, @ = 0,1. On a certain
annulus shaped subset of &, there exists a local coordinate system (p,J) € A such that the
corresponding expressions of the scattering maps, denoted by S;, are as the maps in Theorem
A.

— Q% < ¥ is a O(d)-neighbourhood of T'; N %" and (p, T, ¢, J) are local coordinates on U*
for which W _(Ex) N X% (resp. Wi (Ex) N X°U!) corresponds to {T = 0} (resp. {p = 0}).

e Dynamics:

— A, and Ay, are respectively partially vertical and partially horizontal subsets of Q.

— ¥;_,; is a map from Qé — Qg.

7.1. A good coordinate system. The first step is to introduce a coordinate system which realizes the
symplectic reduction outlined in Section 1.2. We do so by introducing a local coordinate system on a

suitable subset Mpg(©¢) € M(©) on which the third body is located very far from the two inner bodies.
The notation PFE refers to parabolic-elliptic and is explained below.

Lemma 7.1. Fiz any mg,mi, mg > 0, any |©¢| > 0 and consider the siz-dimensional manifold

M(©o) = {(g:p) € T*(R°\A): p(p) = 0, O(g,p) = Oo}/SE(2), (7.1)
where p and © are the total linear and angular momentum introduced in Section 1.2. Choose any pair
0 < Lo < Ly and let Ry be large enough. Denote by Iy, = (Lo, L1) and Ir = (Rg,). There exists a
holomorphic, local coordinate system

Do, : {( N, L,&Em,ry) e Tx I xDxIp xR:(&,n) € D(VL)} = Mpr(©y)  M(0y) (7.2)
on which the projection of the flow of (1.10) to M(Oy) is given by the Hamiltonian vector field generated
by

H@g = Hell(L) + Hpar(Ta Y, @0 - F(La§7n)> + V()‘v L7£?777’r) w=dL A dA + de N d77 + dy A dr
with
e Hoy(L) = —5%5 for some v > 0 which only depends on mqg, m1,ms.
o Hyulr,y,G) = % + 5 — 1 and T(L,&m) = L—&n
o Forr» L*3 we have V.= O(L*/r3).
The proof of this lemma is achieved by a number of symplectic transformations and is deferred to the
Appendix B.

Remark 8. From now on we fix any mg, m1,ms > 0 and drop these symbols from the notation.
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The Parabolic-Elliptic scenario. Observe that for 7 » L%? the Hamiltonian He, in Lemma 7.1 is
given by the sum of two-uncoupled integrable Hamiltonians Hcy; and Hp,, plus a small perturbation. To
explain the origin of the notation Hj and Hy,, it is convenient to recall that the geometric objects involved
in Theorem D (namely, the manifold &, which was defined in (1.15)) are associated to trajectories along
which:

e The distance between the two inner bodies remains bounded, i.e. sup;cg |q1(t) — qo(t)] < o0,
e The third body escapes (resp. comes from the past) with asymptotic zero velocity, i.e. if we denote
by @3 the relative vector going from the center of mass of the inner system to ¢y

sup |Q2(t)| = o0 and lim |Q4(£)| = 0 (resp. lim |Q(t)] = 0).
teR t—0o0 t——0o0

For the two-body problem: a) bounded motions happen exclusively for negative energy levels in which
the bodies revolve around each other in Keplerian ellipses; b) unbounded solutions with zero asymptotic
velocities happen only on the zero-energy level, for which the relative position between the bodies describes
a parabola. Roughly speaking,

o (Inner elliptic motion): Hey is the expression of the 2-body problem Hamiltonian in the so-
called Poincaré coordinates (see [Fej13]). The coordinates (A, L,&,n) describe the evolution of
the relative vector g1 — o by specifiying an instantaneous ellipse (parametrized by its semimajor
axis (determined by L) and the pair (£,7), which can be related to the eccentricity and angle
of the pericenter, see Appendix (B)) and the position of this vector inside the ellipse, which is
measured by the angle A\. The flow generated by the (integrable) Hamiltonian He) reduces to a
linear (resonant) translation

Prron (N L&) > (M + (v/L)t, L€, m). (7.3)

In particular, the elliptic elements (L, £, n) remain constant for this flow.

o (Outer parabolic motion): Hpar(r,y) is the expression of the Hamiltonian for the two-body problem
in polar coordinates (after reduction by rotations). The coordinates (r,y) describe the evolution of
the distance r from g5 to the center of mass of the inner system. We will be interested in motions
which happen close to the level set Hp,y = 0 for which the outer body describes (approximately)
a parabola around the inner system.

In our constructions below we will show that the coupling term V although very weak, can alter slightly
the trajectory of the parabolic body and make it come back from the parabolic infinity, obtaining motions
in which the third body repeatedly approaches the inner bodies and makes far away excursions.

7.2. McGehee’s partial compactification. Let © € R and let g be as in (7.2). We now introduce
McGehee’s partial compactification of the six-dimensional reduced phase space M (0) in (7.1). The tuple
(N, L, &, m,r,y) introduced in Lemma 7.1 forms a global coordinate system on M (0). Given any Hy < 0
we also define the 5-dimensional energy level

M(Hy,©) = M(0) n {H = Hy).

Aimed at studying motions for which the trajectory of the third body is unbounded (i.e. r is unbounded)
we introduce the change of variables

r=—
22

and denote it by ¢mc (after [McGT73]). In the new coordinate system we obtain a Hamiltonian
He = Heo © Pua
which extends continuously the flow of (1.10) to the partially compactified manifold
M(©) = M(0) u My (0), My (0) = Pg 0 dpya(T x Ry x D x {0} x R) (7.4)

equipped with global coordinates (A, L,&,n,2,y) € T x Ry x D x (R4 U {0}) x R and with the (singular)
symplectic form

4
w:dL/\d)\—i-idf/\dn—l—Edy/\dx (7.5)
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Remark 9. From now on we will work directly in McGehee’s coordinates. Moreover, we identify any object
defined in terms of these coordinates with its embedding on the partially compactified space M (©¢) under
the coordinate chart

Do odng : Tx Ry xD x (Ry u{0}) x R— M(O)

constructed above.

We observe that in McGehee’s coordinates the Hamiltonian He reads

2 £E2 .’b4

H@ = Hcll(L) + y? - ? + §(® - F(L,&??))Q + V()‘v L,Eana 2/*%2) (76)
with Hey, I and V' as in Lemma 7.1. Finally, we fix any value Hy < 0 and define the partially compactified
energy level

M(Hy,0) = M(©) n{H = Hp}. (7.7)
Since, for fixed L < oo the function r — V (-, r) decays as O(r =) when r — o0, we deduce that V (-,2/z?) =
O(2%) as * — 0. In particular, on M(Hy,©) it is possible to recover L from Hy,© and the remaining
coordinates. Hence, for (x,y) € U < R? a small neighborhood of the origin, we may use (A, &,n,x,y) €
T x D x U as local coordinate system on M (Hy, ©p). In fact, one can make a Poincaré-Cartan reduction so
that A becomes time (and one gets rid of the conjugate variable). To this end, we define the Hamiltonian,
defined implicitly by

H@()\7 K:@,Ho (Ev n,z,Y, )‘)7 57 n,x, y) = HO-

Then, the non-autonomous Hamiltonian'! Ke,m, and the symplectic form
4
w=1d{ Adn+ —<dy A dz
T

generate the flow defined by the system of differential equations:

x3 v —3 43 :
& == —r0Kem, =~ <2|H0|) URASRECEIC) § =i0yKe,u, = Os(x) A=1

a3 A
) =—0,K =|— — @) ) =—1i0:K =0
i~k = (7)) et 0o i = = i0cKo,, = O1(a)
7.3. A normally-parabolic manifold at infinity. It follows easily from (7.8) that the 3-dimensional
manifold

€2 (Ho, 00) = {(€:1,0,0,): e T, (&) € DIVL), Lo = \/v/2Ho | = M(Ho, ©) (7.9)
is invariant for the flow defined by He. Moreover, the flow on &, is given by (c.f. (7.3))
¢%® |SOO(H0,@0) : (f? 7, A) = (fa 7, A+ t) (710)

Remark 10. The manifold £, consists of configurations in which the third body is “at infinity” while
the inner bodies revolve around each other on a Keplerian ellipse which is described by its semimajor
axis (entirely determined by Lg) and the value of the pair (£,71) € D(v/Lo) which define, implicitly, the
corresponding eccentricity € € [0,1) and angle of the pericenter g (see Appendix B).

In defining the coordinate system in Lemma 7.1 we have implicitly chosen an orientation for the dynamics
inside the ellipses. By considering the opposite choice, proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 7.1, one obtains
a local coordinate system on a different subset of M (©) on which the inner bodies rotate with opposite
orientation. Analogously, in this region there also exist an invariant manifold £GP which corresponds to
the same set of configurations as those in £, but with the inner bodies rotating with opposite orientation.
Both manifolds £, and 3PP share a common boundary: the two-torus 08, = {|¢| = V/L} corresponding
to motions on degenerate ellipses with eccentricity one. After regularizing collisions one may glue these
manifolds and observe that €, = Ep U EXFP L dE, ~ S3. Moreover, it is a classical fact that the flow
(7.10) extends to the Hopf flow on € (see [Rob84] for instance).

For our purposes though, it will be enough to restrict our attention to the solid torus £ (Hp, ©) and a
neighborhood of this manifold inside Mpg(©) < M(O).

HNote that from now on we change the order of the variables and we place last A to emphasize that it is now time.
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Denote by Xg the vector field induced by He. An straightforward computation shows that the lin-
earization of Xg at £, (Hop, ©p) only has one non-zero eigenvalue which corresponds to the flow direction.
To get an insight on the dynamics of (7.8) around &, we first focus on the behavior of the (z,y) variables
alone and neglect higher order terms. We see that the reduced system

—-1/3 3 —-1/3 3

14 x v x
P — [ —— Sl I ll 11
) <2|Ho|) 1! / <2H0|> it (e

exhibits a parabolic fixed point at {x = y = 0} with stable and unstable manifolds corresponding, respec-
tively, to the curves {z +y = 0} and {x — y = 0}. Moreover, after a (singular) time reparametrization
we can conjugate (7.11) to & = y, y = «, for which the origin becomes a hyperbolic fixed point. Hence,
one may expect that, at least at a topological level, the flow of (7.8) on a neighborhood of £y bears some
resemblance with the flow around a normally-hyperbolic invariant manifold.

A classical result by Robinson shows that indeed, and in spite of the strong degeneracy of the flow, the
invariant manifold £, possesses smooth stable and unstable invariant manifolds.

Remark 11. From now on we fix any value of Hy < 0 and drop this symbol from the notation.

Theorem 7.2 ([Rob84, BFM20a, BFM20b|). Let © € R and let Uy, be a sufficiently small open neighbor-

hood of £4(©). The stable and unstable invariant sets

Wise (€0(0)) ={z € Uso: ¢ _(2) € Usg for all t > 0} o)
) 7.12
Wik (Ex(0)) ={z € Uyp: (b%@ (2) € Uy for all t < 0}

are 4-dimensional immersed submanifolds, which are C*® everywhere and real-analytic on the complement
of {x = 0}. Moreover, for any zy € Ex(O) the leaves

Wite(20) ={z € Usp: |¢%@ (2) - ¢%@ (200)| = 0 as t — o0} @ WL (£4(0))
Wige(200) ={2 € Usp |57 (2) = 957, (200)| = 0 as t —> —0} < Wi (£0(O))

depend on zy in a real-analytic fashion.

(7.13)

Remark 12. To be precise, Robinson not only studies the invariant manifolds of £, but of the whole
three-sphere £, introduced in Remark 10.

Having established the existence of these local manifolds it is natural to wonder wether their globaliza-
tions display transverse intersections. This fact was established in [GMPS22].

Theorem 7.3 (Theorem 4.5 in [GMPS22]). Let © » 1. Then, there exists (at least) two different, non-
empty, transverse homoclinic manifolds

I € Wigo(Ex(©) AW (Ex(O) 1=0,1.

Recall that, as we discussed in Section 1.2, our strategy to find a local partially hyperbolic framework,
consists on analyzing the return maps to suitable neighborhoods of the homoclinic channels T';, i = 0, 1.
To that end, in the next section we describe the “outer dynamics” along the homoclinic channels making
use of the scattering map formalism (see [DdILS06, GMPS22]).

7.4. The scattering maps to £,. We now want to describe the dynamics of orbits along the homoclicnic
manifolds I';. This can be achieved via the construction of the so-called scattering maps first introduced
in [DAILS06]. To construct these maps we first observe that, given a transverse homoclinic manifold
I'c W (Ex(©)nWE (Ex(O), since the leaves (7.13) depend regularly on the base point, the holonomy
maps

QU T — Ey

Z > Zys

(7.14)

defined by the rule

Zu,s = Q% (2) — z € W3 (2"7%)
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are local diffeomorphisms (see [DdILS06, DAILS08]). In particular, since for ¢ = 0,1, the manifolds
WP (£ (©) instersect transversally along I'; in Theorem 7.3, one can define the composition map
Si : QUT;) € E0(©) — Q°(T;) € E4(O)
2 Q%o () 71(2).
The map (7.15) is the so-called scattering map along the homoclinic channel T';. Tt is a classical result (see
for instance [DdILS08, GMPS22] and the references therein) that these are real-analytic, symplectic maps.

Note that these maps are a priori only defined locally. The next proposition describes the dynamics of the
scattering maps (which we recall, encode the dynamics along the manifolds T';) in suitable domains.

Proposition 7.4 (After Proposition 4.6. in [GMPS22|). Let r = ©73, let D, < C be the disk around the
origin of radius r and let N € N. Then, for © » 1 there exists an embedding

¢ ;T x ]D)r — Q“(Fl) N QU(FQ) = 530(9)

such that, when expressed in local coordinates'® (X, z) € T xD, < T x C, the scattering maps S; act trivially
on the first component and their expression for the dynamics of the z coordinate read

(7.15)

N
So:zmePor 4 N PP 4 0N
) (7.16)

Sy iz A(2) + So(2) + O]z + AN TY)
with P, = O(073), A(2) = Aog(1 + O(07%?2)) and
Bo(©) ~ 7 Py(0) ~07° Ao(©) ~ 0" exp(~CO?)
for some constant C independent of ©.

Proof. In Proposition 4.6 in [GMPS22] the authors establish the asymptotic formula for Sy above and
show that

N
S1(2) = Ao+ Y. PV (2 + A0)* + O(|z + Ag|¥HY)
k=1

). From the proof of Proposition 4.6 it can be easily deduced that

IPY — Py = O(800%%?) 1<k<N, (7.17)

where P, = ePo. We then write

. 1
for some coeflicients P,g

N N
S1(2) = Do+ Y. PV (2 + Do) + 0N = Ag + Y. B2 4+ 0N
k=1 n=0

for 13,9) = lecv=max{l,n} P,gl) (Z) A’gfn. In particular, for n = 0
R N
By = 3 BYAY = 0(07A)
k=1

and for n > 1

N
ﬁ}ll) :Plgl) + AO Z P]gl) (Z) A’g*(’rH»l)

k=n+1

N
=P+ (P - P)+A0 Y B <Z) ApTD,
k=n+1
Hence,

N
Si1(2) = Ao+ D] Puz™ + 0(073A) + sup O(IPY) = Pl 2%) + O(Agz) + O(|z + Ag|NH1)
n=1 <

so we are done. O

I2Recall that on Eu, (£,1) € D(+/L(Hop)) and that D(y/L(Hy)) is diffeomorphic to the unit disk in C.
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We observe from the expressions (7.16) that, up to On41(2) corrections, the scattering maps Sp, S1 are
exponentially close (in 1/0). The fact that we have an asymptotic expression for the function A(z) (and
not just an upper bound) will be crucial to check that (on a suitable region) the invariant curves of the
map Sy are not invariant for the map S; but instead intersect their images (under Sy) transversally. This
is the basis for the transversality-torsion mechanism.

This idea was already exploited in [GMPS22] to construct hyperbolic basic sets for the 3-body problem.
For the purposes of the present paper we will need a much more delicate control on the relation between
the following quantities which can be associated to an invariant curve - of the map Sy:

e the arithmetic properties of its rotation number,
e the torsion of the map Sy at the curve ~,
e the angle at which S;(v) intersects ~.

In Theorem 7.5 below we show that, provided © is large enough, it is possible to find a KAM curve
of the map Sy for which the angle between this curve and its image under S; can be made arbitrarily
small compared to both its Diophantine constant and the torsion coefficient. This is crucial to construct
a symbolic blender for the IFS generated by the pair of maps {Sp, S1}.

Theorem 7.5 (After Theorem 4.7. in [GMPS22]). Let © » 1, r = 072 and let S; : D, — Dy, i = 0,1, be
the coordinate expression (7.16) for the scattering maps constructed in (7.15) Let A = T x {|J| < 1}. Then,
there exists constants p,o > 0 independent of © and a real-analytic, conformally symplectic, coordinate
transformation ¢xam : (@, J) € A, o — (§,m) € D, such that the maps

Si = dram © Si © PrAM (7.18)
are real-analytic, exact symplectic, and of the form (compare the expressions for To, Ty in Theorem A)

e So: () = (p+B+7J+ Ry(p,J), J+ Ry(p,J)) for some a > 0, and R,, Ry satisfying
O R«|(p,0) =0 forn=0,14f =9 andn=0,1,2 if » = J. Moreover, B € B, with

B(O) ~073 az 0 3exp(—C1073) 7(0) ~ 03 exp(—C10?)
for certain Cy1 > 0 independent of ©.
e S1:(p,J) = Solp,J) + (Ocz(e),esinp + Ocz2(£2)) with
£(0) ~ ©%2 exp(—C,0%)
for some Cy > 0 which does not depend on © and satisfies Co > 4CY.

Proof. The proof follows from an argument similar to that in the proof of Theorem 4.7. of [GMPS22] but
with some minor modifications. Indeed, the only difference is that we look for a KAM curve of Sy located
at a largest distance from the origin (compared to the one in [GMPS22]). This allows us to obtain smaller
angles between this curve and its image by 5.

The proof is divided in four steps. The first three are devoted to putting the map Sy in normal form
around a KAM curve with frequency vector of constant type. Then, in the last step we express the map
S; in the new local coordinate system (around the KAM curve for the map Sp).

Step 1: (Birkhoff normal form) Observe that, for any k € N, provided we take © we can guarantee that

|eikﬂ0 -1z 03

Then, proceeding as in [GMPS22| one finds a symplectic, real-analytic, coordinate transformation ¥y :
D,, — D3, < D,, where

p1(0) =0~
which satisfies ¥1(z) = 2 + O(2?) such that
S = Wit o Sy oWy 1z e 20 (|2]) + O(27)
for A1(|z]) = exp(i(Bo + T|2]* + O(|z]*))) and T ~ ©73.
Step 2: (Scaled action-angle coordinates) We now let C' be the constant in Proposition 7.4 and define
p2(0) = exp(—CO?*/10).
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Fix now any two sufficiently small constants p,o > 0 independent of ©. Then, we introduce the real-
analytic map

Wy - ((,O,I) €T, x [173]13 - p2(6>\/jew € ]D2p2
(by [1,3], we mean a p-complex neighbourhood of the real interval [1,3]) so, for any [ € N (provided we
take © large enough)
S§7 =05t o SV oWy : (8,1) — (0 + b(I) + O (p3), I + Ocn (p5))
with
b(I) = K107 + K3p3(0)0°1 + O(p5(©))
for some K7, Ko # 0 independent of ©.
Step 3: (KAM normal form) It now follows from a standard application of the KAM theorem for twist
maps (see for example Theorem 9.3. in [GMPS22] which is a simplified version of a theorem of Herman)
that there exists a constant
azpy(0)07!
a frequency 3 ~ ©72 satisfying 3 € B, a torsion coefficient 7 ~ p2(0)O~3, a real number I, € [3/2,5/2]
and a symplectic transformation Wy : A9 ,/9 — To x [1,3], of the form
Uy i (p,J) = (¢ + Oc1(p3), J + Ls + Oca (p3))
such that
So = U5t o 8P oWy (¢, J) > (9 + B +7J + O(J?), ]+ O(J%))

Step 4: (Transforming the map S1) Recall the expression for the map S; given in Proposition 7.4 and
denote by ¥ = W o U5 o U3. Then, using that ¥;(z) = z + O(z?), the explicit expression for the map ¥y
and the fact that U3 = id + O¢1(p?) we arrive to

1
S = U lo SioW =8y + ;A(ezﬁz — 1)(1 + O(p)) + ON71(p).

Hence, it is a straightforward exercise to check that, for all (¢, J) € Ayisoa,
S1: (9,J) = So(p, J) + (O(A/p),esing + O(A, pN 1))
with (recall that C' is the constant in Proposition 7.4)
A(©)
©3p(0)

Finally, since p, o are constants independent of ©, the corresponding C? estimates follow from straightfor-
ward Cauchy estimates (after slightly reducing p, o).

£(0) ~ 032 exp(—9CO?/10). O

The main observation now is that in the local coordinate system given by ¢x aas, and in the parameter
range © » 1, the scattering maps satisfy the assumptions BO and B1 introduced in Section 1 and,
moreover,

£(©) £(©)
a(©)'7(6)

Hence, we can apply Proposition 3.4 to obtain the following.

as © — .

Proposition 7.6. Fiz any 0 < x < 1. For any © large enough there exists an affine local coordinate
system

b0 [-2,2] - A
and a subset Ny o < N for which the following holds. Let S; with i = 0,1, be the maps in (7.18). Then,
for any N € N, o the map

Fn = ¢ 0080 081 0dye,
satisfies that, uniformly for (£,n) € [-2,2]?,

() (0 Qe
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for some b, € [—1,1]. Moreover, the sequence {bx}nen s f—ox—dense in [—10x, 10x].

Consequences of Proposition 7.6. The following straightforward corollary of Proposition 7.6 will prove
useful for the construction, in Section 8, of a cs-blender for the return map to a suitable subset located
close to W?(Ex) MW (Ey).

Lemma 7.7 (Robust covering property for scattering maps). Let x,© and Fy be as in Proposition 7.6.
Then, there exists do(x) > 0 such that for any 0 < § < dp(x)
L1 e | Fat (=1 +6,1=6]).
neN

We also highlight the following fact, which is again a corollary of Proposition 7.6 and will be useful to
construct well-distributed periodic orbits.

Lemma 7.8. Let Dy < [—1,1]? be a square centered around the point (cy,0), where cx = by /X, and
with sides parallel to the coordinates aves and of size £ > 0 with x> « £ « 1. Then Dy is an isolating
block for Fn. In particular, there exists a hyperbolic periodic orbit of Fn in Dy.

7.5. The return maps. Having understood the outer dynamics along the homoclinic channels I';, in this
section we construct return maps to suitable sections accumulating in these channels. These are defined
as a composition of:

e a local map which describes the local dynamics near the normally-parabolic manifold £, in (7.9),
e a global map which describes the outer dynamics of orbits which shadow closely the homoclinic
channels associated to the manifolds I'; € W _(E5(©) MW (€ (O) described in Theorem 7.3.

Notation. The following notation will be used throughout this section. We denote by
A (Hp,0) = ¢ o dram(T x A) < Q1) n Q(Ts) € Ex(Ho, O) (7.20)
with ¢ as in Proposition 7.4 and ¢xan as in Theorem 7.5. This is the annulus in which the scattering

map dynamics fit into the framework of Theorem A. We use coordinates (A, ¢, J) € T x A on this domain.

The local map. In the next lemma we describe the local structure of the flow on a neighborhood of A,.

Lemma 7.9 (Theorem 5.2 in [GMPS22|). Fiz any k € N and let Uy, = M(Hy, ©g) be a sufficiently small
neighborhood of A@(HO,@O) c Ex(Hy,O0) with Ay as in (7.20). On Uy there exists a C* change of
variables ® : (A, ¢, J,q,p) — (A, p, J,x,y) of the form

4 o
J id 0 J
T = <0 A> q + 02($ay>
Yy p

for some matriz A, and such that, after a regular time parametrization, conjugates the flow induced by
(7.8) on M(Hy,©q) to the flow induced by a vector field of the form (we write Z = (¢, J))

d =q((q+p)* + O4(q,p)) z = (qp)*Ou(q,p)
\ = 1.

7.21
p=—p((g+p)°+ Os(q,p)) (720

A
Remark 13. Below, we drop the tilde from the variables (¢, j) in order to alleviate the notation and,
ocasionally, we write z = (¢, J).

Before proceeding, a few remarks are in order. First, we note that, in the new coordinate system, the
local manifolds W;>*(£,) have been straightened, i.e. they are respectively given by {¢ = 0} (stable) and
{p = 0} (unstable). Second, by taking k large enough, the dynamics of the z variable are arbitrarily close
to the trivial dynamics (2 = 0) as we approach the manifolds W}'(€,). This can be interpreted as a
manifestation of the strongly degenerate dynamics on .

In the coordinate system constructed in Lemma 7.9, we define, for a > 0 small enough, the 4-dimensional
transverse sections

59 — {g = a, p> 0} S = {p=a, ¢ >0}
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FIGURE 7.1. The domains QY, O} < ¥°ut

Then, it is not difficult to check that (see for instance Chapter VI in [Mos73|) if U < X" is a small
neighborhood of ¥ n {¢ = 0} the local map

Bl : U c B0 — y0ut (7.22)
which to any point in U, associates the first point at which the solution of (10.6) hits 39", is well defined.

The global map. Let now U’ < X7 be small neighborhoods of the two-dimensional sets I'; n X7 for
1 =0,1 and » = in, out. We want to describe the dynamics of the maps

B glob : UM < X0 s WD i=0,1 (7.23)
defined by following the flow of the Hamiltonian (7.6). To describe these maps, for § > 0 sufficiently small,
on each of the subsets UP" we define a local coordinate system

it (p,7,,J) € ([0,6]* x A) — Q5 = U™ (7.24)
such that (Q5 is simply the image of ([0,0]* x A) under ¢; and we use the same labeling both for the
coordinate system on U; and Us as this will cause no confusion in the future)

We(Exp) N U™ = {7 =0}
See Figure 7.1 for a schematic picture of the new coordinate system (see also Section 6.1. of [GMPS22]

for a more detailed construction). Analogously, we define a local coordinate system ¢; : (¢,0,¢,J) €
([0,0]% x A) — U™ such that W*(E,) n U™ = {o = 0}.

Lemma 7.10. Let (p,7,z) be the local coordinate system on Q% < U® defined in (7.24) and (o,q,2) be
local coordinates on U™. For i = 0,1 the global maps (7.23) are well defined on (p,,z) € [0,6]*> x A and
of the form

jz 1(2)(1+ O(p, 7))
q)i,glob T pVQ(Z)(l + O(pa T)) ;
z Si(z) + O(p, 7)

where v1(2)va(z) # 0 and S; are the coordinate expression of the scattering maps given in Theorem 7.5.

The proof of this result follows from a standard argument which simply uses the fact that the manifolds
WeU(Ey) intersect transversally at I'; (more details can be found in Section 6.1. of [GMPS22]). The
main observation is that the center dynamics is given by a C%-small perturbation of the scattering map
dynamics. This asymptotic formula will be key to control and describe the dynamics of the return maps
that we construct below.

Construction of the return map. Finally, we introduce (whenever it is defined) the return map

o yout , yout, (7.25)
For convenience, it will also be convenient to define (whenever they are defined) the maps
Ui j = Wioe 0 Uy giop : Q5 < X0 — QF < yout i,7=0,1. (7.26)

The rest of the section is devoted to the analysis of the maps ¥;., ;.
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Dynamics of partially horizontal and partially vertical strips. In the following result we study
how the global maps ¥;_,; act on a certain class of two-dimensional submanifolds whose tangent space is
close to the strong expanding/contracting directions of the maps ¥;_,;. To this end, we define partially
horizontal and partially vertical strips.

Definition 7.11. Let (p, 7, ¢, J) € [0,]? x A be the local coordinate system in Q%, i = 0, 1, introduced in
(7.24). We say that a two-dimensional subset A, (respectively Ap) is a partially vertical (resp. horizontal)
strip provided there exist

e 0<p<$é
e C* functions 75,7, : [0, p] — R satisfying v,(7) < v,-(7) and 0,5, 0, = O(1)
e C! functions F, (resp. Fy) of the form
Fy(1,8) = (vi(7,8), 7,05 (7, 5),v3 (7, 5))
(resp. Fi(7,5) = (p, h1(p, 5), h§ (p, 5), h3 (p, 5))),
satisfying
0 (V8 (7, 8),v3 (1,8)) # 0 (resp. (0:h$(1,s),05hy(1,5)) # 0)
and (* = ¢, J)
orv1 = O(1), Osv1 =0(9), 005 = 0505 = O(1)
(resp. Oph1 = O(1), 0sh1 =0(9), Ophl = 0shy = O(1))
such that A, (resp. Ap) can be parameterized as
Ay ={(p 7,0, ) = Fo(7,5): (7)< 5 < (), 7€ 0,01} © Q
(resp. Ap ={(p, 7,9, J) = Fiu(7,5): m(p) < s <7(p),p € [0, ]} = Qf).
Next theorem analyzes how partially horizontal and vertical strips get mapped under ¥,_, ;.

Theorem 7.12 (After Lemma 12.2 in [GMPS22]). Let 6 > 0 be sufficiently small and, for i = 0,1 let
Qi < U? be the subset defined in (7.24). Let (p,7,¢,J) € [0,8]% x A be the local coordinate system in Q%
introduced in (7.24) and consider a partially vertical (resp. horizontal) strip A, (respectively Ay) as in
Definition 7.11. _

Then, ¥;_,;(Ay) N Q} contains a countable family of partially vertical strips Aq(Jn), n = n, for some
sufficiently large n,. Analogously \I/i__l,j(Ah) n Q% contains a countable family of partially horizontal strips
Ag"), n = ny, for some sufficiently large ny,.

Moreover, these strips can be parameterized as follows. For any any n = n, (resp. n = ny) sufficiently
large there exist two differentiable functions 'yl(n), 'yﬁn) : [n,n+6] = R (resp. ’yl(n), %") : [n,n+6] = R) such
that for any T € [n,n+ 4] and 'yln) (T)<s< y,gn) (T) (resp. any P € [n,n+ 4] and ’Nyl(n)(P) <s< %g") (P))
the equation

T = 7z(¥;—; 0 F)(7,5) (resp. P = ﬂﬁ(\lll;lj o F,)(p,s)) (7.27)
define functions 7" (T, s) (resp. p" (P, s)) such that the the strips A (resp. Agn)) can be written as
A ={(p, 7,0, T) = F{V(T,8): 2 (T) < s < (1), T € [n,n + 6]}
(resp. Ay ={(p.7,0,J) = F\(P,5): 37(P) < 5 < 7(P), P € [n,n + 8})
where
F"(T, s) = U,_,j0F,(7"(T,s),s) (resp. F}En)(P, s) = \I/;j o Fy(p™ (P, s),s)

and satisfy the following:

o (Accumulation to W7 (Ex)): ﬂquE") (T,s) — 0 (resp. TTF,(LTL) (P,s) — 0) as n — o0 in the C!

topology
o (Asymptotics for central dynamics): uniformly in n € N

T BT, 5) =8,(vf (+"(T 5), 5), 03 (7"(T’ 5), 5)) + O(6)

(n) o . I (7.28)
(resp. 7TZFh (P, S) =Sj (h;p(pn(‘R s), 3)7 hy (pn(Pv 8)7 S)) + O((S))
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o (Action of the differential): uniformly in n e N

o) o)
orF{M (T, ) = 0%5) 0, F(T,s) = 0 . (7.29)
0(5) DS;(vg (77, 5), vy (77, 8))(152,) + O(4)
and
' 0
o (Ps) = | o) OF\" (Pys) = 0(9) i . (7.30)
h 88 ' DS (hg (0", 5), hy (", s»(fg;;) +0(6)

Proof. The proof of this result is entirely contained in the proof of Lemma 12.2 of [GMPS22]'?. Roughly
speaking, the proof boils down to an application of the graph transform to the manifold A, (resp. Ap).
Here we just recall briefly the argument and refer the interested reader for the details. We only consider
the case of vertical submanifolds (the horizontal case being similar). The proof relies on a rather technical
lemma which, for the convenience of the reader, we have copied in Appendix C.

Let A, be the graph of a function F,(7,s) with (7,s) € {y(7) < s < 7,-(7), 7 € [0, p]} as in Definition
7.11. Let

Fy(1,8) = Wiyj 0 Fy(7,8) = (hi(7, ), T(1,5), Z(7, 5)).

The authors in [GMPS22| show in equations (243)-(245) of that paper that (this is a consequence of
Lemmas 7.10 and C.1)

T(T, s) = 7—3/2+Ca 0:T(1,8) 2 7—3/5+Ca (7.31)
with C' > 0 being some fixed constant (recall that we may take a to be arbitrarily small). In particular,
the equation

T =m(¥,- 0 Fh)

defines (for all n large enough) functions 7"(T, s) and %« > %(n) such that the the strips A can be
written as

A ={(p, 7,0, ) = F{(T,8): 27 (T) < s < (1), T € [n,n + 6]}

where
F(T,s) = ;0 F)(+"(T, s), s)

and satisfy that WPFU(”)(T,S) — 0 as n — o in the C! topology (this is a consequence of the first

inequality in Lemma C.1). Moreover, using (7.31) and Lemma C.1 one obtains that orF{™ (T,s) is as in
(7.29). Moreover, by Lemma 7.10 and the first item in Lemma C.1 one deduces (7.28) (see also expression
(185) in [GMPS22)).

The proof of the statement for 65F,§") is somehow more technical and relies on a careful study of
the action of the differential D¥,_,; on partially vertical (and horizontal) submanifolds (see Lemma 12.1
in [GMPS22]). We refer the reader to that paper for this part of the argument. The estimates (7.29)
correspond to expression (189) in [GMPS22]. O

The following complement to Theorem 7.12 will prove key for the construction of blenders in Section 8.

Lemma 7.13. Consider the setting of Theorem 7.12. Then, for any n = n, % n) (resp. n.=np)

inf |y (T) — ") >(1 - 0(6)) inf |y, (r) — (7). or™, ory(™ = 0(1)
Te[n,n+46] 7€[0,6]

(resp.  inf _[3(P) —5"(P)| >(1 - 0(5)) inf_|5-(p) —2(p)], ap3™, 0pA™ = O(1))
Pe[n,n+4] pe[0,4]

1376 be precise, Lemma 12.2 in [GMPS22] gives a similar statement to that above but instead of studying one iterate of
the map ¥;_,; considers a concatenation of iterates of these. Of course, the proof in that paper proceeds by induction so, in
particular, the first step is to produce an statement like the one in Theorem 7.12.
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Proof. We already know that 'yﬁn) > fyl("). To obtain a quantitative estimate we proceed as follows. Note
first that the condition s —7;(7) > 0 expressed in the new coordinates is

s —y(#™(T,s)) > 0. (7.33)

Observe that from the estimates (7.31) the solution 7(7T', s) to the implicit equation (7.27) satisfies (recall
that |7| < 9)

0s7(T, s) = O(9). (7.34)
Now, by the fact that v, = O. (1) and the estimate (7.34), the implicit function theorem ensures that
there exists a function ’yl(n) satisfying (7" (T, fyl(") (1)) = fyl(") (T"). Moreover, by construction, (7.33) is

equivalent to s > *yl(n) (T). Analogously one can obtain 7\™. Now we use its implicit definition, as

WNT) = A (T) = ((E (A (D)) = (T ATN) + (3 F T A T) = 30 (7 (T A(T)))

Now, on the one hand, since T — 7"(T, fyl(") (T) is a diffeomorphism,

it (U @AT) = (T D)) = it () = 21(7)

and on the other, by (7.34) and vy, = O (1)

inf (o (7T () = 3 GHTANT)) 2 =00 in(5"(T) = (D))

Te[n,n+46]

for some C' > 0 independent of § > 0. This completes the proof. O

8. A SYMPLECTIC BLENDER FOR THE 3-BODY PROBLEM: PROOF OF THEOREM C

Here we show how to construct a symplectic blender for the return map ¥ defined in (7.25). The proof
is divided in three steps:

e First, in Section 8.1 we show how hyperbolicity in the center variables emerges from the transversality-
torsion mechanism described in Section 1.4. This will allow us to recover the partially-hyperbolic
framework described in Section 4.

e Then, in Section 8.2 we will prove that the map ¥ satisfies the covering property and, moreover
exhibits well-distributed periodic orbits (see Section 4). From these properties we will conclude
that there exists a cs-blender.

e Finally, owing to the reversibility of the system, we will see in Section 8.3 that the cs-blender is
homoclinically related to a cu-blender. Together they form a symplectic blender.

Notation.

e Coordinate systems:

— (&,m) € [-1,1]? are local coordinates on a rectangular shaped region of A on which certain
combinations of the scattering maps S;, ¢ = 0,1 is close to an affine hyperbolic map. These
symbols were before used in Section 7 with a different meaning but that use will never appear
again.

— Recall the sets Q% < X°%! defined in Section 7.

— We introduce a smaller subset Q5 = Q} and local coordinates (p,,&,n) on this subset. On
Qs certain combination ¥g_,; o \I/g;%) o Uy_,o exhibits hyperbolic behavior in all directions.

— Q%* < Q} is a neighbourhood of Q.

e Dynamics:

— Ap, Ay © Q" are horizontal and vertical two-dimensional manifolds.

— Construction of cs-blenders: A < g is used to denote cs-strips. These are just horizontal
submanifolds entirely contained in Q5. P is a hyperbolic periodic orbits which passes through
Qs- o

— Construction of symplectic blenders: We introduce two subsets Qs, Qs = QF and construct a
cs-blender on @5 and a cu-blender on @5. These regions have a non-empty intersection which
containes a four-dimensional cube Oy = @5 N @5.
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8.1. Transversality-torsion hyperbolicity for the global return map. In Theorem 7.12 we have
identified strongly hyperbolic behavior along the (p,7)-directions for any of the global maps ¥,;_,; with
i,5 = 0,1. However, the dynamics in the center variables, is given by a Ogo(d) perturbation of the
scattering maps S;. The latter being two-dimensional ©~3-close to identity twist maps (see Theorem 7.5),
makes it very difficult to detect any sign of hyperbolicity along these directions. Indeed, any of the maps
S; is conjugated to an integrable twist map up to an exponentially small reminder (in ©73).

In order to spot hyperbolic behavior along the center directions we reproduce the transversality-torsion
mechanism described in Section 1.4. A similar construction was carried out in [GMPS22], where the
authors established the existence of basic sets for a (single) map of the form W) =¥y, 0 \IJéV_fol oWy .o
with a value of N » 1 such that the expansion/contraction rates are far away from 1.

Our construction differs from the one in [GMPS22| in that we will look at a family of return maps
(W) year for a suitable subset A < N (to be specified below) in which:

o (Weak-hyperbolicity): The rate of expansion of W) along the (expanding) center direction is of
order 1 + x> 1 with 0 < x « 1.

o (Well-distributed iterates): For a suitable subset Qy,s = Qj the set of images |y \I/(N)(QX)(;) is
well-distributed in a sense similar to that described in Section 4.

The purpose of this section is to define properly (in terms of quantifiers) the aforementioned regime and
observe how in this regime hyperbolic behavior emerges in the center directions. We do so by:

e studying the action of the maps U(N) along what we call horizontal and vertical strips (see the
parametrizations (8.4) and (8.3) below)
e establishing the existence of cone fields for the differentials DW(Y),

The statements and proofs below are convenient reformulations of those in [GMPS22], which indeed
follow plainly from Theorem 7.12.

Remark 14. An important point to notice in the following is that both the definition of the aforementioned
horizontal and vertical strips as well as the directions of the cone fields are uniform in N for N € . This
will be crucial for the construction, in Section 8, of a cs-blender for the map ¥ in (7.25).

Local coordinate system and quantifiers. We begin by defining a local coordinate system on a suitable
subset of Q%. Given any value 0 < x « 1, we let © > 0 large enough and let ¢, o : [—1,1]> — A be the
coordinate transformation introduced in Proposition 7.6. Then, we define the subsets (recall that ¢; is
defined in (7.24))

Qé,x,@ = ¢1 ([075]2 X ¢X7@([_17 1]2)> = Q(157 ng(;,@ = (bl ([076]2 X ¢X7@([_2ﬂ2]2)) = Qé (8‘1)
and introduce the local coordinate system (p,7,&,7) on gf‘;@ given by
(¢, ) = dx.0(&n) for (&,7) € [-2,2]*.

We let Ng , be the subset defined in Proposition 7.6.
For the rest of the paper we fix any value of x, © as above and then consider § > 0 small enough. The
quantities y, © being fixed we also suppress them from the notation and simply write

ext ext
Qsx0 = Qs x.0 = Q5 N = Ne - (8.2)
Given a positive real number a we will write

a = 0(9) = there exists C(0, x) such that a < C9.

Notation for parametrizations of differentiable submanifolds. Throughout the rest of the paper
we will describe submanifolds of Q% (i = 0,1) using local parametrizations. When we say that a certain
function h : U < R? — R (involved in some parametrization) is C* we will implicitly assume that its
partial derivatives are O(1), i.e. there exists C' > independent of ¢ (but which might depend on x, ©) such
that for all a € {1,...,d} we have

sup|d, h(z)| < C.
zeU
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Dynamics of horizontal and vertical strips and isolating blocks. We now study the dynamics of a
class of submanifolds under the family of maps {¥¥)} yepr. We say that a two-dimensional submanifold
Av is a wertical strip if it admits a parametrization of the form

Ay = {(p, 7,0, J) = Fo(m,m): va(T) < n < 7u(7), 7€[0,0]} < Q5 (83)

for some C! functions 4 < 7, and

F, (Tv 77) = (’U1 (T, 77)7 T, U2 (7—7 77)7 77)
with
onv1 = O(9).
We say that a two-dimensional submanifold A is a horizontal strip if it admits a parametrization of the
form
Aw =A{(p, 7,0, 7) = Fi(p.€): m(p) <€ < 7 (p), pe[0,0]} = QF (8.4)
for some C! functions 4 < 7, and

Fh(p? 5) = (p? hl(p7 6)7 57 h2(p7 g))
with
Ochy = O(9).

The following result is a convenient reformulation of Lemma 12.2 in [GMPS22] for N € N. A subtle
but crucial difference with Lemma 12.2 in [GMPS22] is that our definition of horizontal (resp. vertical)
strips allows the strips to be arbitrarily short in the n-direction (resp. £-direction). The proof boils down
to an iteration of Theorem 7.12 together with Proposition 7.6.

Proposition 8.1. Let § > 0 be sufficiently small, let Qs = U' be the subset defined in (8.1) and let
A < Qs be a vertical strip (resp. horizontal strip) as in (8.4). Let N = N be the subset defined in (8.2)
and denote by
TN — Wy 00N oW, Lo Qs — Q).
Then, there exists n, € N (resp np, € N) such that, for any N € N, N (A,) n Q} contains a countable

family of vertical strips Av N» = ny. Analogously (UN)=Y(Ap) n Qs contains a countable family of

horizontal strips A;l ), n = ny, for some sufficiently large ny,.

Moreover, these strips can be parameterized as follows. Let also (p, T, p, J) be the local coordinate system
on Qs introduced in (7.24).

Then, there exists x > 0 such that for any N e N for any T > 0 (resp. P > 0) sufficiently large there
exist differentiable functions 73’ and 4N (resp. 7" N and N ) satisfying

. n,N _ , _ n,N n,N _

rept e (M) =7 MO > +x) uf o 17a(7) = ()] oryg" 0yt = 0(1)
(resp. it |y (P) =43 (P)| >(L+ %) inf | (p) — ()| opyy ™ e = 0(1))

Pe[n,n+4] pe[0,4]

(8.5)
such that, for any v € (’yg’N(T),’yﬁ’N(T)) (resp. any o € (’yf’N(P),fyZ}’N(P))) the system of equations
T =m (W 0 F,)(r,1) v =m (TN 0 A)(7,7)
(resp. P =my((P™) ™ 0 F)(p, €) 0= 7T5((‘1’(1\’)) o A)(p;6))

defines two functions 7n(T,v) and fin(T,v) (resp. Py (P, 0) and fAN(P7 0)) such that for each n € N the
submanifold

APy = (0™ o By (#(T,0), #(T,0)): 45N (T) < v < A2 N(T), T € [n,n + 6]}
(resp. A"\ ={(@™) ™1 0 FL(p(P, 0),€(P, 0)): 7f"N (P) < v <42 N(P), P e [n,n + 6]})
admits a parametrization
Ag)n])\, = (vgn)’N(T,U),T, vén)’N(T,v),U): 737N(T) <v <N, T € [n,n + 6]}

N . . (8.6)
(resp. AN ={(P, AN (P, o), 0,88 (P, 0),0): 4"V (P) < 0 < 1N (P), P € [n,n + 6]})
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(”)’N,vén)’N (resp. hgn)’N,hé”)’N) which satisfy the following:

in terms of two differentiable functions vy

o (Accumulation to W2 (Ex)): ’UEH)’N(T,U) — 0 (resp. hg")’N(P, 0) —» 0) as n — © in the C*

topology.
o (Asymptotics for central dynamics): uniformly in n € N

e ATV (T, 0) =Fn (v2 (F(T,0), (T, ), i(T, v)) + O(6)
(resp. Tr(f,n)AEx])V(Tav) :f]:fl (é(P7 Q),hg (ﬁ(Pa Q)aé(Pv Q))) + 0(5))

where Fn is the map in (7.19).
o (Action of the differential): uniformly in n e N

oro™™ a,0{" = 0(5) (resp. 0phi"™™, 0,h{""Y = 0(9))
and
orvy™N =0(9) 10,08 N| < (1 + %) 72|0502] + O(6)
(resp. oph$” ™ =0(1) 10,05 N < (1 4 %) "2|0cha| + O(5)).

In particular, the image of A, (resp. Ay ) under ¥ (resp. (W(N))=1) contains a countable collection of
wider vertical (resp. horizontal) strips.

Remark 15. Notice that, since in Theorem 7.12 we allow for arbitrarily short A, (resp. Ap) manifolds (as
one may take p > 0 arbitrarily small), the statement in Proposition 8.1 holds unchanged also for arbitrarily
short A, (resp. Ap). This will be of importance in the proof of Proposition 9.2.

Proof. We only give the proof for vertical strips since the same argument can be applied to horizontal
strips. Let ¢ : [~1,1]> — A be the change of coordinates introduced in Lemma 7.6 and write

(05 (m,m), 03 (1,m)) = P(va2(7, 1), 1)
Then, the submanifold (described now in the coordinate system (p, 7, ¢, J))

Ay = {Fy(r,n) = (vi(r,n), 7,05 (1,m),03 (1,0)): 74 (1) < < 73 (1), 7€ [0,8]} < Q5 = Q5
satisfies the assumptions in Theorem 7.12. Hence, we can choose any n, € N sufficiently large and let
Ay = A = {0y 50 By (F(T,m),m): v *(T) <1 < Au*(T), T € [ng, ns + 6]}

where, for any n € N, A and ~4}*,v,* are as in Theorem 7.12. We now check that A; = Q} and that
vl = m,A; satisfies
orvy = 0(8),  dyv = 0(9),

so we can apply again Theorem 7.12 to A;. On one hand, for ny » 1 we can guarantee that 0 < v < 6.
Moreover, it follows from the asymptotic expansion (7.28) that m,A; = A so we conclude that A; < QY.
On the other hand, the estimates for the partial derivatives of v} follow plainly from (7.29). By iterating
this construction we deduce that for any N € N and any integer n » 1 there exist differentiable functions
AN and 4N such that, for any T € [n,n + 6] and v € (7, (T),7N(T)) the system of equations

T = WT(\I/(N) o F,)(7,m) v = Wn(\I/(N) o F,)(7,m)

defines two functions 7n(T,v) and fn(T,v). We thus end up with a countable collection of vertical
submanifolds

A = {FG(Tm) = O™ 0 By (3w (T,m),m): ™Y (T) < < N(T), T € [nm + 8]}
which satisfy:

o (Accumulation to W (Ex)): WpFI(Vn)(T, n) — 0asn — o
o (Asymptotics for central dynamics): uniformly in n € N

L EY(T,n) = 8 0 81(0§ (7n (T, 1) 1), v (i (T, 1), 1) + O(6) (8.8)
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o (Action of the differential): uniformly in n € N

0(9) 0(5)
orF(Tm) = | 1 0eF (T, 1) = () (8.9)
0(5) N P J (2 Onvy
0(5) D(8§" 0 81)(vf (Fnv,m),v3 (7, m) (5,7) + O(9)
e (Control on the center width): uniformly in n
: n,N N > o . _
Te[ﬂ+ . Iy (T) =g (1) = (1 = O(6)) Téféf,g] V() = 7a(T)]- (8.10)

It now only remains to describe the submanifolds AS\?) in the (p, 7,&,n)-local coordinate system given by
the linear map ¢ in Proposition 7.6

(¢, J) =o(&n)  for (&n) € [-1,1]*.
On one hand, for Fy = ¢! 0 8{¥ 0 8 0 ¢, the asymptotic expansion (8.8) readily implies that
Te FN (Tom) = Fuv (05 (vai (Tym).m)), m) + O(0).
On the other hand, it follows from (7.19) that
Onv2
1

Recall moreover that we can assume that 0 < x « 1 is arbitrarily small. Then, in view of the above
expression the equation

e D F (68 (02 (o (T, ), ) ) ( ) Syt 0. (8.11)

v = Wan(vn) (T,n)
admits a unique solution 7y (T, v) for all
ve {m P\ (Tn): 4N (T) < n < 4N (1)}
Notice that (8.11) implies that for fixed T
{mn FG (T m): AN (1) < < 0N (1)} = (3N (T) < v < 30N}
with
A N(T) = 4N ()] = (1 + x — 003 g™ (T) — N (1) (8.12)

We have then shown that for any 7' > 0 sufficiently large and any v € {’yg’N(T) < v < APN(T)} the
system of equations

T =, (¥™N) o F,)(r,n) v =1, (V™ o F,)(7,n)

defines two functions 7(T,v) and 7(T,v) such that for each n € N the submanifold Ag\';) admits a
parametrization

AN = {(07"(T,0), T, 03" (T,0),0): 73N (T) < v < AN(T). T € [nn o+ 6])
in terms of two differentiable functions v§”>, vgn). The corresponding estimates for UYL), vén) follow from
straightforward computations. Finally, the estimate (8.5) is a trivial consequence of (8.10) and (8.12). O

We now state a corollary of Proposition 8.1 which will prove useful later. To this end we need the
following definition.

Definition 8.2. We say that a subset H < Q%" is a h-set if it can be foliated by horizontal strips: in the
local coordinate system given by (p,7,&,n) € [0,0]? x [—2,2]? can be described implicitly as

H = {hl,d(pyé-yn) ST hl,u(pugan)7 ’Yl(p77—) < 5 < Vr(paT% h2,d(P> T, 6) < n < h2,u(p7 7—75)7 pE [075]}
(8.13)
for some differentiable functions which satisfy

dph1e = O(8),  Ochis,dyhy. = O(6) « =d,u. (8.14)
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Analogously, V < Q§** is a v-set if it can be foliated by vertical strips: it admits a parametrization of the
form

V= {Ul,l(Tagvn) < p < ’Ul,'f'(T7£7 77)7 ’Yu(py T) < n < ’Yd(py T)’ UQ,l(py T, T]) < § < UQ,?"(pv T, 77)7 TE [07 6]}
(8.15)
in terms of differentiable functions satisfying

(97—1}17* = 0(6), 051}17*, 8nh1,* = 0(5) * = l, Tr.

Proposition 8.3. Let V < Qs (resp. H) be a v-set (resp. h-set). Then, for any N € N the image
TN (V) A QS (resp. (YW "YH) n QF*) contains a countable collection of v-sets (resp. h-sets). In
particular W) (Q5) n QY (resp. ($WV)~HQs) N QFY) contains a countable collection of v-sets (resp.
h-sets).

Proof. We only provide the proof for h-sets the one for v-sets being similar. Notice that H admits a
foliation of the form H = U(r,s)e[0,1]2 A, for
Ar,s = {T = T(Sapvé-?n)v n= 77(7"“7?» T, 5)1 71(p77(87p7£7n) < 5 < ’YT(p7T(Svp7£7n)a pE [075]}
where
T(S,I% f, 77) = Shl,u(pv ga 77) + (]— - S)hl,d(pv 67 77) W(T»p7 T, f) = th,u(pv T, 5) + (1 - r)hQ,d(pv T, 6)

Making use of the estimates (8.14) it is not difficult to check that the system of equations 7 = 7(s,p, &, n)
and 7 = n(r,p,7,£&) defines two functions hi(p,&;r, s) and ha(p,&;r, s) such that

A = {(p, hi(p,€),& ha(p,§): (p, hi(p, €)) < & < ve(p, ha(p,§)), pe[0,0]}.

Moreover, one may check that dph1 = O(1), dch1 = O(S) and Opha,0che = O(1). Hence, A, is a
horizontal submanifold and the conclusion follows by direct application of Proposition 8.1. O

Finally, we conclude this section by constructing an isolating block for each of the maps W) If H is a
h-set and V is a v-set (with parametrizations as in (8.13) and (8.15)) we say that V fully-crosses H if the
subset defined implicitly by

Vi ={(p,7.6,m) € V: hia(p,&,m) <7 < hiw(p,€n), haa(p,7,€) <0 < houlp, 7,6)}
is entirely contained in H. Analogously, we say that H fully-crosses V if the subset defined implicitly by
Hy ={(p,7,&m) € Hiv(T,6,m) <p < 01,0(7,6m), v20(7p, 1) <& < v2r(T,0,m)}
is entirely contained in V.
Proposition 8.4. For each n € N let Qs n < Qs be the rectangle given by
Qs.n =[0,6]* x Dy
with Dy as in Lemma 7.7. Then, W) (Qs n) n Qs fully crosses Qsn and ($W)"HQs.n) N Qs fully

crosses Qs N -

Proof. The proof is a trivial consequence of Proposition 8.1 and Lemma 7.7. In particular, we notice
that by (8.7), the center dynamics is given by a O(J) perturbation of the maps Fy in Proposition 7.6.
Therefore, the conclusion follows from Lemma 7.8. O

Existence of cone fields. Having analyzed the dynamics of horizontal and vertical strips we now establish
the existence of two families of cone fields C*, C* for the family of maps {¥¥)} yepr. We do so in Proposition
8.5 which, again, is a suitable reformulation of the results in [GMPS22|. As pointed out above (see Remark
14) an important observation is that the families are uniform in N for N € V.

Proposition 8.5 (After Proposition 6.5 in [GMPS22]). At any Z € Qs there exists a matriz of the form
1 0 0

C(Z) = 0 1 0 (8.16)
O(1) 0 ids
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and real numbers 0 < o < a < 1 such that the following holds for any 6 > 0 small enough. For any
NeN let

My (2) = C(¥(2)" Dy N (2)C(2)
and, in coordinates y = (y1, Y2, Y3, ya) € R* define the cones

= {amax{|y1], |ys[} = max{|ya], [ya|}} Co = {amax{[yz, [ya|} = max{[y1], |ys[}}.
Then, at any Z € Q5 we have:
e (Invariance):
MnNCY <= CY, My'cs = ¢
o (Expansion):There exists x > 1 such that: if y € C¥ (resp. y € C¥) then

max{{Mnylz, [Mnyla} = X max{lyla, [y|+} (resp. max{|My'yl1, IMy'yls} = X max{|yli|yls})

Proof. Proposition 12.4 in [GMPS22| shows that there exist 0 < & < & < 1 independent of § such that
(in the notation of that paper) for each N there exists a matrix Cn(Z) = C21(Z)Cn(Z), with Cyy

independent of N and of the form (8.16), and Cy(Z) being a O(8%/%)-perturbation of the identity matrix,
for which

Mn(2) = On(¥™M(2)) L DI N (2)On (2)
satisfies
MnyCE < CY, My'Cs ccs

and
max{| Muvyla, [Muyls} = K max{[yl2, [y]s} max{|My' gl | My yla} = X max{]yli]yls)
The result then follows trivially since Cn(Z), Cn(Z)~! only move the cones by O(6'/3) so we can take
o =a—0(6Y%) of =& + O0(6Y°), O

8.2. Existence of a cs-blender. In this section we establish the existence of a cs-blender for the return
map V. In this particular setting we define cs-strips as follows.

Definition 8.6 (cs-strips). We say that a horizontal submanifold A is a ¢s-strip if A < Q5.

Theorem 8.7. There exists a hyperbolic periodic point P € Qs (of the map V) such that the pair (P, Q5)
is a cs-blender for ¥ in (7.25). More concretely, any cs-strip A < Qs intersects W™ (P) robustly.

Inspired by the discussion in Section 4 the proof of Theorem 8.7 is split into two parts.

Covering property. We first recall that, by Proposition 8.3 for each N € N there exist a countable
collection of v-sets VI(\;Z)

v = o™ (Qs) n Q5 (8.17)

neN

We choose any n, large enough and let Vy = V(n* .

Proposition 8.8. For any cs-strip A, the image (VWYN))~1(A) A Qs contains at least one cs-strip. More
concretely, if {Vn}nen © Qs is the family of vertical rectangles in (8.17), for any cs-strip A there exists
a (possibly equal) cs-strip A = A and N € N such that A = (VI))"L(A A Vy) is a cs-strip. Moreover,
if width(A) < 7/4, the conclusion holds with A = A.

Proof. The proof is a rather straightforward consequence of Lemma 7.7 and the argument given in Propo-
sition 5.5 for the symbolic case. The increased length of the argument is a just a consequence of small
technicalities inherent to the non-linear setting.

We consider a cs-strip A and let v;, 7, and hy, hy be the functions associated to the parametrization
of A asin (8.4). The rectangles Vy have a slightly distorted geometry and, before continuing, it will be
convement to first construct sultable subsets of V( ") which can be written as graphs over (£,n). Denote
by vz " i=0,1,« =17 and 7Y, * = [, 7 the functlons involved in the parametrization (8.15) of the v-set

VN Since
or0d, = O(1) 2 = 0(1)
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it is not difficult to see that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
Vn o= {(p, 7 &m): vy (r,6m) < p <o (1.6m), (§m) € Fn([—1+C8,1—Cd), 7€ [0,6]} = Vn

where Fp are the maps in Proposition 7.6. Let by be as in Proposition 7.6 and define

v =01—=x)(—14Cd+bn), Yrn = (1=x)(1—Cd+by)
SO

Fn([=1+C8,1-C8*) n [-1,1] = v, Frn] x [-1,1].
The result then follows if we show that at least for one N € N’ we can find
“l<yu<yu<p <<l

such that the piece Ay defined implicitly by

AN = {(pvhl(pvé-)?gahQ(pvg)): ’?l < g < ’77‘7 ’U{\,[l(hl(pvé-)?gvhﬂ(pvg)) Sps U{Yr(hl(pvg)?£7h2(p7£))}
(8.18)

is contained entirely in 171\/. Indeed, Lemma 7.7 implies that for § small enough there exist Ny < A such
that (enough to consider N, for which by, € (2x,3x) and N_ for which by_ € (=3x, —2x))

L U Buns e
Ne{N4,N_}
Moreover a straightfoward computation shows that
Ny, — N =2 —0(x).
so if the cu- strip A is such that the slices
Ap, =An{p=ps}

satisfy 7 yAp = T(e ) Dp, for any pair of values p, p* € [0,5] then the result would follow provided we
choose 4, —4; < 7/4 (any number strictly smaller than two would suffice) in the definition (8.18) of the
pieces A Ny-

Our definition of ¢s-strips only allows these slices to move slightly as we move p. In particular, it follows
from the mean value theorem and the fact that dpha(p, &) = O(1) and 0,7y, dpyr = O(1) that for any pair

p.px € [0,6]
max{|(&,n) — (&, ms)|: (&,n) € 71'(é,n)(Ap)a (&xsmx) € 71'(f,n)(Ap*))} = 0(9).

Hence, if AN+ e ]~2N+ we must have Ay < )71\7_. O

Well-distributed hyperbolic periodic orbits in Q5. Together, Propositions 8.4 and 8.5 imply that,
for each N < N there exists a hyperbolic set Xy < Q5,nv < Q5 on which UV |y, is conjugated to the
full-shift acting on the space NZ of bi-infinite sequences. In particular, for each N € N' we can extract a
hyperbolic fixed point Py < Qs n for the map TN,

Proposition 8.9. Let Py € Vn be a hyperbolic periodic point corresponding to a fixzed point of the map
UN) | Then,

WIZC(PN) = {(91,N<7—7 n)a T, 92,]\7(7—’ 77)7 77): TE [0’ 6]’ ne [_17 1]} (819)
for some differentiable functions satisfying
b
0-91,N,Ong1,n = O(9), g2,N = YN + Oc1(x)-

where by is as in Proposition 7.6.

Proof. The proof of this result follows easily from a graph transform argument and the estimates given
in Proposition 8.1. Although establishing the asymptotic expansion for g; x requires a somewhat delicate
analysis, the corresponding estimates can be obtained as in the proof of Proposition 5.6 for the symbolic
case. The details are left to the reader. O
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Proof of Theorem 8.7. . We now use Propositions 8.8 and 8.9 to show that, there exists x > 1 such
that for any cs-strip A € Qs either:

o there exists N € \ such that AhW™"(Py) # & or )
o there exists N € N such that A = (TW)) =1 (AnVy) N Qs is a cs-strip and width(A) > Ywidth(A).
On one hand we notice that (see Proposition 7.6) there exist {N;, N,.} < A is such that

bn, € 23y -t by, € 13
N; 4X7 4X N, 4X74X

Hence, for any cs-strip A with width(A) > 7/4 there exists at least one Ny € {N;, N,} such that
ANWY*(Py,) # &. On the other hand, if width(A) < 7/4 we have shown in Proposition 8.8 that
there exists N € A/ such that ¥~1(A n Vy) is a cs-strip. Thus, by Proposition 8.1 there exists ¥ > 1
(independent of A) such that

width(T™H(A N Vy)) = xwidth(A).
The proof of Theorem 8.7 is complete.

8.3. Existence of a symplectic blender. As we did for the symbolic case (see Section 5) we now exploit
the almost reversibility of the maps S; constructed in Theorem 7.5 under the involution ¥ g(p, J) — (—¢, J)
to construct a cu-blender for the map ¥ in (7.25).

Let us recall that the argument in Section 5 was based in the fact that the affine approximations Lg, L
of the maps Ty, T} in Section 5 (recall that these maps constitute an abstract model in which the scattering
maps Sp, S1 fall) are indeed reversible with respect to ¥g. Therefore, we concluded that, up to small errors
Ty o T3 was conjugated by g to the map (T¢' o T1)~!. Hence, our previous construction of a cs-blender
using maps of the form {7} o T1}, automatically implied the existence of a cu-blender associated to the
family of maps {T1 o T},

The very same argument would be valid in the present context. However, in order to reproduce the
sequence 77 o T one needs to consider the map

N-1
U 00V, 0W5

which is only defined on a subset of Qg. As a consequence the cu-blender obtained by this construction
would be associated to a subset of the section QY, while the cs-blender constructed in Theorem 8.7
is associated to a subset Qs < Qj. Although one could get around this technical annoyance by later
transporting the cu-blender to the section Q}S it is slightly more convenient to take a slightly different
approach which we detail below.

Different coordinate systems. Throughout this section we will make use of several coordinate systems:

e We recall that the transverse sections Q% were introduced in (7.24) and that we defined local
coordinate charts ¢; : (p, 7, ¢, J) € [0,6]* x A — Q.

e In Section 8 we considered a smaller region (here ¢ : [~2,2]? — A is the affine map in Proposition
7.6.)

Qs = 61 ([0,0]° x 6([-1,1])%) = Q5.
and introduced a local coordinate system (p, T,&,7) € [0,6]% x [—1,1]2.
e We now define the region

Qs = ¢o ([0.0] x v 0 $([-1,1])°) < QF. (8.20)
and let (5,7, £,7) € [0,8]2 x [—1,1]2 be local coordinates on Qs.
e Finally we define the region
Qs = ¢0([0,]* x $([-1,1])*) = QF. (8.21)
We notice that there exist —1 < a <0 < b < 1 such that
Qs 0 Qs = ¢o([0,6]” x $([~1,1] x [a,b])) = ¢o([0,3]* x g © ¢([a,b] x [1,1])) (8.22)

and that the transition map between the two local coordinate patches is given by a rotation by an
angle 7/2:

(ﬁa 7:7£v 77]) = (ﬁa 727 aﬁ) = (ﬁa 7:7 _’F)aé)' (823)
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A cs-blender in Qg. Our solution to the technical issue highlighted above passes through the construction
of a cs-blender in Qg. To that end, the main observation is that, for large n € N, at the affine level, the
maps T¢ o Ty and T§ o Ty o Ty (recall that T, Ty are abstract models for the scattering maps Sg, S1) only
differ by a constant horizontal shift. Indeed, the same computation performed in Lemma 5.2 shows that
for n < 1/2¢ and {|J| < ¢/8}

ﬁ’n—T{LoTQOT1Z(‘P7J)’_’An<?> "‘Bn"‘g(‘p"])

with A, as in Lemma 5.2, £ satisfying the same estimates as £ in Lemma 5.2 and b, = (b + [nw],0)T for

~

some b € R. In particular, the very same change of variables ¢ in Lemma 5.4 also puts Fj, in normal form
(5.9) (modulo a horizontal, constant in n, shift).

In the context of the scattering maps Sg, S1, the above discussion implies that the same transformation
¢ in Proposition 7.6 also puts S} o S; 0 Sy in normal form (7.19) and that for a suitable N < N the
associated sequence {by} Nei7 18 75Xx-dense in [-10x, 10x]. We can therefore consider the family of maps

\/I\/(N) = \Ifév_)O @] \Ijl—>0 o \110_,1 . Q(; [ Qg — Qg
and repeat all the discussion in Sections 8.1, 8.2 to deduce the following.

Proposition 8.10. There exists a hyperbolic periodic point Pe @5 (of the map V) such that the pair
(P, Qs) is a cs-blender for the map U in (7.25): any cs-strip A < Qs intersects W*(P) robustly. Moreover,
in local coordinates (P, 7,&, 1) in Qs the local manifold Wi (P) admits a parametrization of the form (8.19).

A cu-blender in Q. For N € N we define on @5 the map
q/(N) = \111_,0 e} \1’0_,1 9 \IJéV;(} (824)

Then, the very same argument deployed in the proof of Proposition 8.1 shows that a similar statement
also holds for the family of maps {¥")} ycar but with the following modifications. Instead of considering
vertical and horizontal submanifolds as the ones in (8.3) (resp. (8.4)) we now consider submanifolds

v ={ﬁv(7~—7£) = (’Ul(%vg)ai-va UQ(%aé)): 'Vd(%) < g < ’Yu(%)ﬂ: € [076]} - @5

(vesp. Ay ={F0(5,71) = (5, b1 (B,77), ha(5, 1), 77) : u(P) <71 < 7 (), B € [0,6]} = Q)

and refer to them as W-vertical (resp. W-horizontal). Each of the images W) (A,) (resp. (WV))=1(A,))
contain a countable collection of W-vertical (resp. W-horizontal) submanifolds T\(Unz)v with parametrizations

¢ P

(8.25)

of the form (8.25) satisfying'*:

e (Asymptotics for central dynamics): uniformly in n € N (instead of the expressions (8.7))
T ey Fon (T, 0) =tr 0 Fi' 0 br(E(T0), 0a(F(T,0),E(T.v)) + O(, )
(resp. .5 FN'% (P, 0) =tbr © Fiv 0 Yr(ha (B(P, 0),71(P, 0)),1i( P, 0)) + O(x*,9)).

To see this it is enough to note that (here S; : A — A are the maps in Theorem 7.5)

(8.26)

SloSéV :?ﬁRO(SéVOS1)_1O¢R+§(%J)

with & containing only non-linear errors (in particular, satisfying estimates similar to those satisfied by &£
in Lemma 5.2). Roughly speaking, the behavior of the center for the map TN is conjugated by g to
the inverse of the map which gives the center dynamics of the map W), The existence of cone fields for
the maps {\TI(N)}NGN can be deduced in the very same way as for the family of maps {¥(")}ycpr. The
proof of the following result now follows after verbatim repetition of the argument in Section 8.2.

Remark 16. Below, a cu-strip A Qg is a W-vertical submanifold which is entirely contained in @5 c Qg.

MHere 7, £ are the corresponding solutions to the system of equations T' = 3 (T 0 F,)) (7, £) and v = ﬂé(\fl(N) oFy)(T,§).



PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC DYNAMICS IN THE 3-BODY PROBLEM 53

Proposition 8.11. There exists a hyperbolic periodic point Pe @5 c Qg such that the pair (]5,@5) 18
a cu-blender for the map ¥ in (7.25): any cu-strip A < Qs intersects W*(P) robustly. Moreover, in the
local coordinate system (p,7,€,7) defined on Qs

Wite(P) = {(B, f1(B. 7). f2(p.7).7): P € [0,6], 7€ [-1,1]}
for some C* functions satisfying
Opf1,05.f1 = O(6) fo=c+O0ci(x)
for some c € (—3/4,3/4).
Homoclinically related blenders yield a symplectic blender. It is a straightforward consequence of
the parametrizations of Wi (P) (see Proposition 8.10) W} (P) (see Proposition 8. 11) and the expression
(8.23) for the transition map between coordinate charts that the points P in Proposition 8.10 and P in

Proposition 8.11 are homoclinically related. Thus, the pairs (P, Qs) and (P, Qs) form a symplectic blender
for the map W.

Theorem 8.12. Let P e @5 < QY be the hyperbolic periodic point in Proposition 8.10 and let Pe @5 c oY

be the hyperbolic periodic point in Proposition 8.11. Then, the pairs (13, @5) and (]3, @5) form a symplectic
blender for the map U in (7.25).

9. EXISTENCE OF ORBITS ACCUMULATING £yx: PROOF OF THEOREM D

Let R N
O5 = Qs N Qs = QF
We define h-sets H < Og and v-sets V < Oy according to Definition 8.2 (but adapted to the local coordinate
SyStem (ﬁ? /7;’ 57 ﬁ))'
Remark 17. Recall that the coordinate systems on @5, @5 are related by a rotation of 90 degrees. Hence, in

the local coordinate system (p, 7, §~ ,7), our definition of h-sets and v-sets above, corresponds, respectively
to v-sets and h-sets.

Proposition 9.1. Let H < O; be a h-set and V < O; be a v-set. Then, there exists ny € N (resp. np € N)
and a v-set Vy,, (resp. a h-set Hyp) which is a connected component of W™ (V) nOs (resp. V=" (H) N O;)
such that Vy,, (resp. Hp,) fully crosses H (resp. V).

Proof. Think of VVfgC(A) (resp. VVlf)c(}S)) as a (zero-volume) v-set (resp. h-set). Then, since (P, Qs) is
a cs-blender (resp. (P Qs) is a cu-blender) we claim that for any h-set (resp. wv-set) the local manifold
lec(ﬁ) (resp. W (P P)) fully crosses H (resp. V). Since P and P are homoclinically related we reach the
desired conclusion by a direct application of the lambda lemma.

In order to verify the claim one needs to proceed as follows (we only analyze the case of h-sets the result
for v-sets following from the same analysis). Recall that a h-set is a union of horizontal submanifolds
U(T,S)E[O,l] A, s (see the proof of Proposition 8.3). The claim follows if it is possible to find a single M € N

and a single sequence w € N™ guch that the following holds: if we denote by V,, any of the countable
family of vertical v-sets contained in ¥, (Qs) then for any pair (r,s) € [0, 1]

WE(P) n U A V) # O
However, the existence of such sequence w is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.8. O

9.1. Two-sided shadowing. Define the countable family of closed rectangles which, in local coordinates
(p,7,&,m) are given by

{uk}kEN = {[0,7"]2 X [l‘ —-nx + T] X [y -y + T]: (xay) € Q2 N [_17 1]277ﬁ € Q N [Oa 1]} < 05;
We now show the following.

Proposition 9.2. There exists z € Oy such that, for any k € N
U N U U (z) # & and Ui N U U (z) # I

neN neN
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Proof. Observe first that, for any k € N the image V) (14;,) (resp. the preimage (¥™)~1(i4)) contains a
countable collection of v-sets (resp. h-sets). Indeed, this is a consequence of Remark 15 after Proposition
8.1. Pick any of them and denote it by V} (resp. Hp). Then, by Proposition 9.1 we know that for each
keN:

o there exists ny € N such that "/ (Vy1) fully-crosses #Hy and,
e there exists ny € N such that ¥~ (H1) fully-crosses V.

Hence, given m € N the compact sets

Hp = [ ) (U \I/"(L{k)r\05> = (U\If Uy 005>

k<m \neN k<m \neN

are non-empty and contain, respectively, a h-set and a v-set. By direct application of Proposition 9.1 the

compact set
Ry = [ ((U\Il"(l/[k)mQ;) (qu Uy m05>>
k<m neN neN

is non-empty as well. Moreover, by construction Ry,+1 € Ry, so (recall that the countable intersection of
compact non-empty nested sets is non-empty)

meN
Finally, we notice that for z € Ry, and any k € N there exists ni,ns € N such that U™ (2) € Uy, # & and
U2 (2) e Uy # 2. O

The proof of Theorem D is complete.

10. A NORMALLY HYPERBOLIC LAMINATION IN THE RESTRICTED PROBLEM: PROOF OF THEOREM E

In this section we construct a weakly invariant normally hyperbolic lamination for the return map to a
suitable 4-dimensional section transverse to the flow of (1.18).

McGehee’s partial compactification. Consider polar coordinates

d)pOl : (Taaay7G) = ((Lp)
on T*(R?\A) where A is the collision set. Then, one introduces McGehee’s partial compactification by
the change of coordinates ¢yq : (¢, a,y, G) — (03—22, a,y,G). On the compactified manifold

M =M u My, Mo = ¢po1 © drra ({0} x T x R?)
equipped with local coordinates (x,«,y,G) € (Ry U {0}) x T x R? and the singular symplectic form

4
2= —dy ndz+dG A da, (10.1)
x
the Hamiltonian (1.18) recasts as
2 .2 2t 22
H(z, oy, G, t) = %*?4’ 3 —V(z,a,t) V=Uo¢polo¢MGf?. (10.2)
The vector field generated by the pair (12, H) reads
3 3 G 4 .
= O H=— "y & =0gH = —— i=1
4 4 4
, , (10.3)
x x G?x3 :
=Zé’w7{= —Z(Jc— 5 —0,V) G =—0,H = 0,V.

The following lemma, whose proof boils down to an straightforward computation and the application of
Schwarz’s lemma, will prove useful.

Lemma 10.1. Let V(z,«,t) be as in (10.2) and define ¢ = o —t. Then,
Vi(z,a,t;¢) = Vo(z,¢) + (Vi(z, ¢,()
with Vo, Vi = O(z9).
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A normally-parabolic cylinder at infinity. It follows from the equations (10.3) that the cylinder
Pp={r=y=0, (a,t) e T?, GeR}
is invariant for the flow of (10.2). The flow restricted to Py is given by the linear resonant translation
05 ¢ (o, t,G) — (a,t + 5,G).

The linearized dynamics at Py, is degenerate (normally-parabolic) but the manifold Py admits four-
dimensional local stable and unstable manifolds which we denote by W,2*(P,,). Moreover, the dependence

of the strong stable/unstable leaves on the base point is real-analytic (see for instance [McG73, BEM20a,
BFM20b]). The globalization of these manifolds intersect transversally along “large homoclinic channels”.

Theorem 10.2 (Theorem 2.2 in [GPS23|). Let € (0,1/2) and let ¢ € (0,1) be sufficiently small. Fiz any
pair
llog (| « Gy < Gy « (713,

Then, there exists (at least) two different, non-empty, real-analytic, transverse homoclinic manifolds

Fi < MZC(PW)mmic(Pw) 1= 0, ].7
which satisfy (here the wave map Q¥ is defined exactly as in (7.14) but for the flow of (10.2))
POC(Gl,GQ) = Pw M {G1 < G < GQ} C Q“(FO) M Q“(Fl) (104)

The homoclinic channel allows us to construct scattering maps. Let us first define them. Let us consider
a normally hyperbolic (or parabolic) invariant manifold A (as is Py ) and let us denote by W#(A) and
W*(A) its stable and unstable invariant manifolds, and by W %(A), z € A, the associated stable/unstable
leaves. One these invariant manifolds one can define the classical holonomy maps (called often also wave
maps) Q% : W*$(A) — A, which assign to each point the unique point in A such that both orbits get
sinchronized forward /backward in time. That is y** = Q**(z) if 2 € W% (A). These maps are as regular
as A.

If we consider a a transverse homoclinic channel I" as the ones obtained in Theorem 10.2 for P, one
has that the restriction of Q** to I' are diffeomorphisms onto their images. Then, one can define the
scattering map associated to I' as S = Q° o (Q%)~!, which is as regular as A and symplectic [DdILS0S].
Note that the domain of definition of this map may be small since in depends on the “size” of T'.

The following result describes the dynamics of the scattering maps along these homoclinic channels.

Theorem 10.3 (|[GPS23]). Let u € (0,1/2) and ¢ € (0,1). Let T';, i = 0,1 be the transverse homoclinic
channels given by Theorem 10.2 and let S;, i = 0,1 be the corresponding scattering maps. Then:

o There exists an annulus Ay, and a local coordinate system (t,¢(p,J)) € T x A — T x Ay, in which
the maps S; act trivially on the t-component and their action on the (p,J) variables, given by

Singilo‘s’io(;x

satisfy the assumptions B0, B1 for certain -y, T, p,o # 0 independent of ( and € > 0 which satisfies
e—>0as(—0.

e There exists My € N such that, for any (¢, J) € A there exists a natural number M < M, and a
finite sequence w € {0, 1}M such that

SwM—l O”'OSWO(SOa J) EADO'

Although this result is not stated explicitly as a theorem in [GPS23] it follows plainly from the con-
struction in Section 2.2 of that work. The details are shown in Appendix D.

The return maps. We now reproduce the argument in Section 7.5 to construct a return map to certain
transverse sections which accumulate on the homoclinic manifolds I';, ¢ = 0,1 obtained in Theorem 10.2.
The first step is to show that the normal form Lemma 7.9 also holds for the vector field (10.3). As for
Lemma 7.9, this is a consequence of the more general result which was obtained in [GMPS22].
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Theorem 10.4 (Theorem 5.2 in [GMPS22|). Fiz any k € N and let K < T x R be a compact set. Let
B,C eR. Let X be any C* wvector field of the form

.13:—.Tgy(l-f—B(l'Q—y2)+R1($7y7Z,t)) t:1
y = .’E4(1 + (B - C)IE2 - By2 + R2(xayvzvt)) zZ= Rg(rr,y,z;t)

with © — R;i(z,-) even for i = 1,2,3, Ry = O(2%) and Ry, Ry = O2(22,4%) and which is defined on
Up = {(z,y € U, z = (p,G) € K, t € T} with U = R? an sufficiently small open neighborhood of
the origin. On Uy there exists a C* change of variables ® : (t,%,q,p) — (t,z,x,y) given by a Oa(x,y)
perturbation of a constant linear map (x,y) = A(Z) and such that, after a regular time parametrization,

(10.5)

conjugates the vector field X to the vector field (we write Z = (@, J))
q =q((q +p)* + Oa(q,p)) z = (40)"Oa(g,p)

p=—p((g+p)*+ O0a(q,p)) i—1 (10.6)

A trivial computation shows that the vector field (10.3) is of the form (10.5) with B = 0, C' = %2,
Ry =0, Ry = 10,V = O4(z) and Ry = (GTEAL,—%V)T = O(z*,2%)7. Notice that R3 = O(z?) so we
cannot apply Theorem 10.4 directly. This technical annoyance is bypassed by considering the new variable
B = a+ yG. Indeed, an easy computation shows that the component of the vector field in the direction of
2 = (B,Q) is of order O(z%) (see also [GSMS17]).

Hence, fixed any pair G; < G2 < o0, we can apply Theorem 10.4 to the vector field (10.3) to reduce it to
the normal form (10.6) on a neighborhood of Py, (G, G2). Let now 1 « Gy < Go < o and let ¢ € (0,G5?)
(see Theorem 10.2). Denote by

A(Gl,Gz) = {gp € T, Gl <G < G2}

Proceeding in the very same way as we did in Section 7.5 we consider:

e Transverse sections X2 = {¢q = a,p > 0}, " = {p = a,q > 0}. We let UP"*, U™ be small sets (in

yYout yin) having the intersections I'; n X9 T'; A 39U in their boundaries respectively.
e For § small enough and ¢ = 0,1, a local coordinate system on UP" given by
(bi : (p7 T7O[7G) € [076]2 X A(GMGZ) - Q% < Uz’out

and such that T'; = {r = 0}.
A local map @y, : U © ¥t — yout,
Global maps: ®; gop : U < £oU¢ — 3in,
Return maps: (wherever they are defined)

U 3ou , yout, (10.7)

Note that restricting the domain this map gives the family of maps ¥;_,; = Wi5c 0 U; 4, - Qfs c
yiout , yout 1y 5 =0,1.

Existence of a normally hyperbolic lamination. By construction, the maps ¥;_,; also satisfy the
very same conclusion in Theorem 7.12. Hence, making use of the second item in Theorem 10.3, we could,
for instance, reproduce the argument in Section 8 to deduce the analogue statements to Theorems C and
D.

Instead, we prefer to follow a distinct road and obtain results of slightly different flavor. To that end we
notice that, compared to the return maps (7.26) for the 3-body problem, the return maps constructed above
for the restricted version are defined on subsets Q% X2 whose projection onto the center directions
(¢, G) cover a (arbitrarily large) cylinder. Indeed, given any pair 1 « G; < G2 < o0, provided ( is small
enough we can take (¢, G) € A(G1,G2).

In our following result we construct a weakly invariant, normally-hyperbolic lamination for the first
return map ¥ : X0 — 30U The leaves of these lamination are compact cylinders which become
unbounded as ¢ — 0. More precisely, we let G; » 1 be as in Theorem 10.2, for ¢ > 0 small enough
let Go(¢) = ¢~/3, and define

Ac = {($,0): 261 <G < 3Ga(C), p T (108)
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We prove the following.

Proposition 10.5. Let u € (0,1/2). Let X" be the transverse section constructed above and let U :
Yout . yout pe the first return map in (10.7). Then, for any ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, provided & is
sufficiently small, there exists a subset X < (Qf U Q}) < X" such that:

e it is homeomorphic to the product N% x A¢. More precisely, X = O(NZ x A¢) for a homeomorphism
of the form ® : (w, 2) — (py,(2), 7w (2), 2) with p,, 7, differentiable functions which satisfy

azpwa asz = 0(6)

For w € NZ we refer to L¢(w) = {(p,7) = (pu(2), Tw(2),2), z € Ac} as the leaves of the lamination.
e it is weakly invariant for the map U and the restriction V|x (whenever it is defined) is topologically
conjugated to the skew-product map

F N x A — Z x A¢
(W, 2) = (0(w), Fu(2))
where o : N2 — NZ s the full shift and, for any (w,z) € NZ x Ag,
Fu(2) = Spar(we) (2) + Oc1(9). (10.10)

where par(wy) = 0 if wo € 2N and par(wg) = 1 otherwise, and S; : Ac — A¢, i = 0,1 are the
scattering maps in Theorem 10.3.
e There exists some 1 € (0,1) such that if w,w’ satisfy that w' € Cp(w), uniformly for all z € A

|F(w,2) — Fw',2)] <d™. (10.11)

(10.9)

Remark 18. For the case ¢ = 0 the same result is true with A, substituted by Ag = {(¢,G): 2G1 < G, g€
T}.

Remark 19. Notice that the lamination constructed above is homemorphic to the product. This is way
more than what we need to establish Theorem E, which only concerns a lamination in two symbols.
However, the construction below does not require any extra effort to handle the infinite symbols case so
we present the statement and proof of that result.

Trivially, from Proposition 10.5 one can get a lamination on two symbols by restricting to the (weakly)
invariant subset {0,1}% x A; = NZ x A¢.

Proof. The proof is divided in a number of steps.

Step 1: We first modify the flow as follows. Let G; » 1 be as in Theorem 10.3 and, for { > 0 small
enough let Go(¢) = ¢(~3. In view of the result in Lemma 10.1 we introduce the change of variables ® given
by 8 = a —t. In the new set of variables, the dynamics is governed by the Hamiltonian

y2 1,2 G2[E4
Ho(z,y,8,G)

that is, a time-periodic perturbation of a system with two degrees of freedom. We let ¢ : R — R be any
C® compactly supported function such that

1 if  we(2G1, 5G2(Q)),
0 if u € R\(G1,G2(Q)).
Then, we consider the modified Hamiltonian
ﬁ(I, Y, Ba G? t) = HO(QJ, Y, Ba G) + C¢(|HO|)V1 (LU, 67 t) (1013)

By construction, the Hamiltonian H leaves invariant the submanifolds {Ho = —G2(¢)} and {Ho = —G1}.
In particular, the region

AQ) ={(z,y,8,G) e Ry u{0}) x Rx T xR, —Gqof

P(u) =

() <Ho < —Gi}
is invariant for the flow of H. Moreover, the vector field associated to H
form (10.1)) verifies the hypotheses in Theorem 10.4.

(with respect to the symplectic
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Step 2: We then define the subsets

S = 5 A AQ)
Proceeding in the exact same way as above, we define the modified return maps (wherever they are defined)

\I/ Eout Eout
and W;_,; : Qf . = 29U — Y0 where
Qfs,g = Qfs N A(Q).
In local coordinates (p, 7, 8, G) we let G;(p, T, 8), i = 1,2 be the solutions to the implicit equations
Hooqbi(vavﬁaG):Gl H00¢i(p57-767G):G2(C)'

with respect to G.
By construction, the boundaries

B2t = 52 (G = Galp. 7. B)) Tag =BG =6 B)

are invariant under the map ] (and hence, under the maps \Tli_,j).
Step 3: The set X is constructed as a locally maximal invariant set for U. The details are as follows. We
start by noticing that Theorem 7.12 holds for the maps \T/,»_,j, i,7 = 0,1. During the remaining part of
the proof we will exploit this fact in several occasions. We will abuse notation and refer to Theorem 7.12
as if it refers to the maps \Tliﬁj.

We say that a subset V < Qg,c is a wvertical subset if, in local coordinates (p,T,[,G), it admits a
parametrization of the form

V=A{(p,7.8,G) : 01(7,8,G) <p <2, 3,G), Gi(p,7,8) <G < Ga(p,7.8), BeT, 7€[0,0]}
for some C! regular functions vy, v, satisfying (write z = (8, G))
0,v; = O(9), 1=1,2.
Analogously H < Q& is a horizontal subset if it admits a parametrization of the form

H=A{(p,7,8,G) : ha(p, 8,G) < 7 < ha(p, ,G), Gu(p,7.8) <G < Ga(p, 7, B), BT, pe0,6]}
for some C! regular functions hy, hy satisfying (write z = (3, G))
0.h; = O(0), i=1,2.
Notice in particular that Qfs,c are, at the same time, vertical and horizontal subsets.

It follows from application of Theorem 7.12 that, for any pair i,j = 0,1, and any vertical (resp.
horizontal) subset V' (resp. H) the set U2 (V) iné‘ (resp. U,;(H) n Q?M) contains infinitely many

Z*’j

vertical subsets V() (resp. infinitely many horizontal subsets H (”)). We let

x= (P93, vl Qs = QY L Q.

keZ

Step 4: We now introduce a symbolic coding on X as follows. We denote by {V, (”)}neN the collection of
g,C) and let Vi(n) = V;(n) V( ) By construction V c Q . Then,

to any x € X we can associate a doubly infinite sequence w € NZ by the rule

wp=2n—1 ¥ Fx)e Vl(n) and wp =2n < U ¥ (z) e Vo(n)

vertical subsets contained in \IJH ;(

Notice that, by construction, for any z € X

‘I’_k(\i_l(aﬁ)) c V([wk/Q])

par(wg)

U \Ijk wk:/2
pdr(wk)
keZ
and observe that, by construction, there exist differentiable functions 7,,(z), p,,(z) which satisfy

azpwa asz = 0(5) (1014)

Given any w € NZ we let
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such that

Vw) ={p =pu(B,G), 7 =7,(8,G): G1(pu(8,G), (8, G), B) < G < G2(pw(B, G), 7(B, G), B), B €T}
Step 5: We let
Fulw,2) = m¥(pu(B, G), 7(8,G). B, G).
Clearly, the map \Tf| x 1is topologically conjugated to the skew-product
]:ZNZXACHNZXAC
(w,2) — (0(w), F. (@, 2))

We now show that F.(w,z) = Spar(w)(2) + Oc1(6)). At the C? level this is a plain consequence of the
asymptotic expansions (7.28) in Theorem 7.12 (notice that one should substitute the maps S; in the original
statement by the scattering maps S; associated to the modified Hamiltonian (10.13)). At the C* level this
follows from the chain rule, the estimates (10.14) and the estimates (7.29),(7.30) in Theorem 7.12.

Step 6: Normal hyperbolicity follows also from the estimates (7.29),(7.30) in Theorem 7.12.

Step 7: Finally, (10.11) follows from the construction of the symbolic coding above.
The proof of Proposition 10.5 is complete. O

Before completing the proof of Theorem E we need to address a few technical points. First, the
lamination X is only weakly invariant for the map ¥ in (10.7). There are two ways in which the orbit of
a point (w, z) € NZ x A, can leave X

e For some points, there may exist N € N such that FV(w,2) € NZ x (T x R\A¢), i.e. the orbit
leaves along the center directions.

e If no such IV exists, it might still be the case that limsup;_,, ., wr = 00. These are orbits which
escape asymptotically along the base directions.

The lamination & accumulates on the homoclinic channels I'; in Theorem 10.2, i.e. for w e Z
dist(L¢(w),T3) — 0 as wy — 0.

This is the main reason why we had to give a proof of Proposition 10.5 instead of appealing to classical
persistence results for normally hyperbolic laminations and why, a priori, we can only guarantee that the
leaves are C'. We indeed believe that the leaves enjoy much better regularity (C® in particular) but
proving such a result would require a refined version of Lemma 7.9. For our purposes C' regularity is
enough.

Remark 20. If we restrict our attention to a subset of X which stays at finite distance from the homoclinic
channels I'; we can easily construct C" laminations (provided ¢ is small enough). The construction goes as
follows. Recall that (trivially) Ho in (10.12) is a conserved quantity when ¢ = 0. Denote by G(p, 7, 8; E)
the solution to the equation {Ho = —E} for any E € [G1,%), (p,7) € [0,6]?> and 8 € T. The main
observation is that for ¢ = 0 the corresponding map ¥y : X2, — 3¢, admits a real-analytic normally
hyperbolic lamination Ay on which the induced dynamics is given by an integrable twist map (by integrable
we mean that the sections {Hy = const} are invariant). Since for (p, ) € [0, 6] we have that G = G + O(9)
we conclude that, for any w € N? the map z — Fo,z(w, 2) is real-analytic and

‘FO,Z(W7 Z) = SO,par(wg)(Z) + OCl (5)

where Sy ;, @ = 0,1 are the scattering maps in Theorem 10.2 for the case ¢ = 0.

If we now fix any M € N, consider the subset Xy s = ®({1,..., M}N x (T x [G1,0))) and let K < %2,
be a sufficiently small compact neighborhood of this set, the map ¥ : K < X2, — 3¢ . for ¢ > 0 but small
enough, is given by a real-analytic O(()-perturbation of the map ¥y. The persistence of the lamination
Xo.a for ¢ > 0 is now a consequence of standard results (see, for instance, [HPS77]). Moreover, having
fixed r € N, for ¢ > 0 small enough (depending on ), the leaves of the lamination are C” (this is a
consequence of the fact that when ¢ = 0 the asymptotic rate of contraction/expansion along directions
tangent to the lamination is at most polynomial while the normal behavior is hyperbolic). Hence, at any
we{l,...,M}" the map z — F,(w, 2) is a Oc+(C) perturbation of the real-analytic integrable twist map

z— Fo.(w, 2).



60 M. GUARDIA AND J. PARADELA

10.1. Proof of Theorem E. We now give the proof of Theorem E, which follows from a minor modifi-
cation of the proof of Theorem B given in Section 6 (see, in particular, Section 6.3). Consider the subset
X c X defined as X = @ : ({0,1}% x A,) where

2 1
Ac = {(,G): 4G1 < G < {G2(Q), pe T},

Given w € {0,1}Z let F,, : A; — A¢ be as in (10.10). We will prove that, given N € N, provided ¢,§ > 0

are small enough, for any B, B’ € A and any w,w’ € {0,1}” there exists M € N such that (here Cy(w) is
the N-cylinder around w, see (1.8))

FM(Cn(w), B) n (Cn (), B) # &.

The existence of orbits visiting any element of a given countable covering follows by a standard Baire
category argument.

We proceed as follows. Fix any N € N and let ¢,d > 0 be sufficiently small so that, for any w € {0,1}%
we have that

FJ(A¢) € A (Fiw ) (A < A
with A¢ as in (10.8). Given w,w’ € {0,1}* and B, B’ € 1&4 we let
B=FNB)  B=(Flu,) O

Observe that, by direct application of Lemma 6.1 (which we can apply in virtue of the estimate (10.11)),
for any @ with @, = wy, for |k| < N and for any &’ with @), = wj, for |k| < N we have that

dist(FN(B),B') <6 dist((F v (g)) 1 (B), B) 6.

Let Ay, < A¢ be the annulus in Theorem 10.3. By the second part of Theorem 10.3 there exists M, < o0
(uniform in B, B’), a natural number My, < M, and w/ € {0,1}M/ such that S, s (B') N Ay # &
and also My, < M, and w” € {0,1}*% such that S;blo (B) n Ay, # . Hence, provided ¢ is chosen
sufficiently small (but uniformly in B, B’), for any &’ € {0, 1}* with &, = w}, for |k| < N and @}, = w,’:“ for
ke{-Mys, —N,...,—N — 1} satisfies that

B'(@)=F ™Mo (B A Ay # &
<

Analogously, for any @ with & with @, = wy, for |k| < N and &y = w,l;“ for ke {N+1,....N + M}

satisfies that
N+Mb0

B@) = (F, i, )" (B) 0 Ay = &

Since on Ay, the scattering maps satisfy the assumptions of Theorem B, proceeding as in Section 6.3 we
can find My, My, € N and w’/ € {0,1}M7, wb € {0,1}M> such that for any:
o &' €{0,1}% with @, = w}, for |k| < N and &}, = w/® for k€ {~Mj, — N,...,—N —1} and &}, = w]
fOI“k‘E{—Mf—MfO—N,...,—Mf—N—l}
o & e {0,1}” with @ = wy, for [k| < N and @ = wl for ke {~N +1,...,N + My, } and @y = wi°
for k e {Mbg + ].,...,Mbo +Mb}

the open sets

- M ~, o 1
B/(w’) = ‘FUNerMfO (@/)(B’(w’)) B(W) = (.Faj\{bN,Mbobe(@)) 1(B(w))
satisfy

B'(&') n B(w) # &.
The proof of Theorem E is completed by choosing any @ € {0, 1}Z of the form

~ ~1 ~1 b b ~ .
D= (.., 0 DWW w0 O, ).
—_———— ~—
2N+1 2N+1

APPENDIX A. TECHNICAL LEMMAS FROM SECTION 5

In this appendix we give the missing proofs from Section 5.
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Proof of Lemma 5.2. The proof follows by induction. Let n € N with n < N = [~! and suppose that
(on, Jn) :=Tg" 0 Ta(p, J)
is given by
On =+ B(J) + €T u(p, J) + n(B +7J + 7Ty, 1(0, J)) + O(2nl?)
Jn =J + Ty 5(@, J) + O(nl?).

We notice that, for J € [~1/2,1/2] and n < N, this implies that |J,| < /2 + ¢+ NI® < 3l/4+1? < 1.
Therefore,

i1 = Jn +O(J3) = T+ T (0, J) + O(nl?) + O(J3) = J + €Ty 5 (0, J) + O((n + 1)13).
and
Pni1 =pn + B+ TJn + O(J7)
=0+ B(J) +eTip(p, J) +n(B +7J + 7Ty (i, J)) + O(2ni?)
+ B+ 7(J +eT15(p, J) + O(nl®)) + O(1%)
=9+ B(J) + eTr(p, ) + (n+ 1) (B +7J + 7€T1. (0, J)) + O(2n1%) + O(1?) + O(1?)
=0+ B(J) +eTio(p, J) + (n+ 1) (B + 7J + 1eT1 (0, ) + O2(n + 1)I%).
Thus, for any n < N we conclude that
T o T (p, J) =(¢ + B0) + n(B + 7J + €Ty (0, J)) + Olep, 1), J +T1 5(p, J) + O(1?))
=(@ + B(0) + n(B + 7J + 1) + O(ep,l,nep?), J +ep+ O(1%,ep?)).
We now show how to obtain C'! estimates. Again we prove this by induction. Suppose that

n (14 n7e0, T, 5(p, J) + O(Tni?)  Tn+ O(Tnl)
D(Ty" o 1), J) = < e0,T1,5(p, J) + (3nl?) 1+0@3nl?) )"
Then, a straightforward computation shows that

2T nr il , nl?) ™™ n
DT+ 0 1) (. ) — (1 B(Ol?’()l ) 1100((112))) <1+ edyT1,7(p, J) + O(Tnl?) +O(7 l))

e0,Th,y(p, J) + (3nl?) 1+ 0(3nl?)
7 (1 + (n+ 1)7ed, T (0, J) + O((n+ 1)71%) 7(n+1)+O((n+ 1)71))
B 0,11 (@, J) + (3(n + 1)13) 1+ 0@3(n+1)?)

Proof of Lemma 5.4. Throughout the proof we write v, w instead of vy, wy. Let P,.S be the matrices
associated to the linear maps ¥p, g and observe that

1 w -1
-1 _
P w—v(—v 1>'

A, =C'4,C, b, = C by, En=0"10E,00¢.

After some algebraic manipulations it is not difficult to show that

We let C = PS

A, =

wl_v<w—v—s+n7'w(e+v) i(—5+nrw(e+w))).

X (e — nTv(e + v)) w—v+e—ntv(e + w)

We now give an asymptotic expression for the diagonal terms and estimate the off-diagonal terms. To that
end we notice that, from the definition of v, w (since Ax must be diagonal)

e—Nrv(e+v)=0 e — Nrtw(e +w) =0.

Therefore, if we introduce

for any n e {N,..., N + N,},
le —nrv(e +v)| = [(N —n)tv(e + v)| < INT|v||e + v e —nw(e + w)| < INT|w|le + wl.
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Also, from the asymptotics in (5.2) and the definition of v, w

1
lw—v| = v, v—O(E), |w|:0<€>.
2 X X

Thus, we conclude that, for the off-diagonal terms

e —ntv(e +v)| |e —nTw(e + w)

)

' < 20NT <a I) (5» <4ONTE = 45y.
X X

w—v w—v

Proceeding analogously, for the diagonal terms

1- ” _v(zs—nrw(a—i—v)) =1—+vNr1e 4+ O0(0x, x?)
1+ (e —n7v(e + w)) = 1+ VNre + O(0x, x?),

w— v
where we have used that

w—v=2w(l+0(x)) = —20(2 + O(x)) = —24 /%(1 +0(x)).

Hence,
A - (1 —V/Net + O(0x, x?) 0(9) )
"o O(5x?) 1++v/Ner+ 000, x%) )’
The expression for b,, follows from a simple computation. Indeed,
b, = C~'b, = i [nf] (w, —vx)
KT W — v

so, writing v = —w(1 + O(x)), we obtain

[nf] 1
b, = 1 .
n Gy (1+0() O(x)
Notice that, by Theorem 5.1, since 3 € B, and Ny = ——, the set

SarxT’
{[nB]}ne(n,... N+ N4}
is %m-x—dense on T. The set N' < {N,..., N + N} is defined as the subset for which
[nB] € [-20KTx, 20KTX].

Finally, we check the estimate for gn We recall from Lemma 5.2 that

Ealip, T) = (C)O(@fzjvv—;))) - (g(<;<;§i’2i2//§;)>>-

We now observe that, for any (£,n) € D,
[p(&m)] = O(k7/X)

so (since we assume that € < 7)

O(rr2,/x?) O(r#?)
bnod= (0<T%<n/x>2i 357%#)) - (0<T2m2/x2>) '

Using the expression for C~! above it is then easy to check that

&=oog,00= (00N).

We then obtain C° estimates for the error.
5) ~ <0(><2 fi/x)) <O(x2))
E.(&,n)=(A,—A + &.(&m) = ’ = .
(5 77) ( )<77 (5 77) O(X2>"€/X) O(XQ)
Finally, we obtain C* estimates. To that end we notice that,

DE, = (A, — &) + D€, = (A, —4) + C (o(Og(HXT% 0((3;};2)) ¢
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where, in the second equality, we have used the estimates for D&, in 6 5.2. Then, a tedious but easy
computation yields
pe, - (0 90) + (91 O,
©\00xY) O(x?) O(xr)  O(x)
Proof of Proposition 5.6. In Lemma 5.4 we have seen that F,, — F,, = Oc1(x?). However, a slightly
better affine approximation, can be obtained from that proof in the regime where
0 <k < Ko(x) 0 < e < go(k) min{r, a}.

Indeed, it is easy to check that the proof implies the existence of

Ap =1 —v/netk + O(x?) Vp = 1+ v/netk + O(x?) (A1)

such that, if we define the affine map

men = (5 ) () e

by = <1> en =80 L o)

kT

where

and denote by g¢, g, the £ and 1 components of the difference F,, — F,, then
(9¢(&:m), 99 (&) = Ful&,m) = Fu(é,m) = Ocn (o),

for a quantifier
e(k,e,a,7) >0
which, can be made arbitrarily small as k — 0 and, a posteriori,
€

go(k)min{r, a} -0

The proof of Proposition 5.6 is now divided in several steps:
(I) Result for the map F, : For the map F,, the £ and 7 variables are uncoupled. An easy computation

shows that the fixed point z(()n) = (5(()"), 77(()")) of this map is given by

(n) Cn (n) CnX
= =——(1+0
&o -, Mo l/n—l( +0(X))

Note that for n € A such that |c,| < x we have fén) = O(1) and 77(()") = O(x). By the implicit function
theorem, the map F,, has a fixed point O(e/x)-close to zén). The rest of the proof is a standard applica-
tion of the usual graph transform to describe its stable/unstable manifolds. Although this construction is
entirely classical very precise quantitative estimates are of importance here so we provide the the details

of the construction of the unstable manifold. The construction of the stable manifold follow analogously.

(IT) A space of vertical curves: We deal with vertical curves of the form v = {(f(n),n): n € [-1,1]}.
We denote by C? be the Banach space of continuous functions f : [~1,1] — R and we let C,, = C° be the
set of Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constant o > 0.

(III) Graph transform operator: Let o > 0. Given a curve v = {(f(n),n): n € [-1,1]} with f € C, we
define a new curve

Fy) =G (n),n):ne[-1,1]}
where

G(f)(n) = —cn + Anf(u(n)) + ge(f (u(n)), u(n))
and u(n) is such that

vpu(n) + gy (f(u(n)), u(n)) = n. (A.2)

Lemma A.1. Let G be the operator (formally) defined above and let o > 0. Then, provided € > 0 is small
enough, G : C, — Cy is well defined.
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Proof. We first show that there exists u : [—1,1] — R satisfying (A.2). To that end we rewrite (A.2) as
u(n) = G(u(n)) := Vin(n = gy (f(w(n)), u(n)))
and notice that, for any fixed y € [—1,1] and any u, uy € [—1, 1]
Glus) = G| = o)1) = g0 (£ ), 0)] < 5-lglen (1+ Dl = sl < ool + 0)u = .

n
Then, for € > 0 small enough, the existence of a unique continuous u(7n) follows from the contraction
mapping principle. Moreover, it is Lipchitz. Indeed,

1= sl =[wn(u(n) —w(ne)) = (g5 (f (u(n), w(n) — gn(f (w(ns)), u(ns)))l
Zvnlu(n) — u(ny)| — €1+ 0)|u(n) — u(ne)| = (vn — (1 + 0))|u(n) — u(n:)].
We now show that G(f) : C, — C,. For n,n, € [—1,1] write
G ) = G| =[An(f (w(n)) = f(u(n))) + (9e(f (u(n), u(n)) — ge(f (w(ns), u(ne))) |
SAnolu(n) — u(ne)| + e(1 + o)|u(n) — uln)]-

The conclusion follows now from (A.3), which implies

Ao +€(1+0)
G(f) () — G(F)(m)| < om—e(lt o)

(A.3)

174 =l

and \
no +e(l+0) Yy
v, —e(1+0)
provided € is small enough.
(IV) Fized point of the graph transform operator: We now define inductively a sequence of differentiable

curves and check that this sequence has a limit. Let

Cn
We show that
1G(fo) — folco < € (A.4)
and that, for any pair f, f; € C, with
2€
|f« — folco, |f — foleo < Y
we have )
IG(f) = G(fe)lco < 5 (L +A)|f = felco. (A.5)

2
We claim that (A.4) and (A.5) hold, show how to complete the proof and verify the claim afterwards. To

that end we define inductively f;11 = G(fi). Let A, = $(1+ Ay) € (0,1). Using (A.4) and (A.5) one may
check by induction that for any ¢ € N
‘ fr = foleo _ 2¢

1-XA XV

Thus, using (A.5) we deduce that {f;} is a Cauchy sequence in C, which converges to f € C, satisfying

2¢
|f — folco <

XV
(V) Claims (A.4) and (A.5): We now verify the claims. (A.4) is straightforward from the definition
of the operator G and the fact that |g|c1 < e. We now check (A.5). To that end we write

G(f) = G(fx) =Au(foup — fuoup,) + ge(fous,ur) — ge(fs 0 upy, ug,)
=Mn(foup — faoup) + An(faoup — faoup,) + (ge(foup,us) — ge(fs o up,uy))

+ge(fuougp,up) — ge(fu oy, uyy)
=1+ & + &5 +(‘:4,

i i
|fi = folco < . 1fx = faeileo < |f1 = foleo D A < |
k=1 k=1
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and analyze term by term. For the first term one readily checks that

‘51‘00 < /\n|f - f*|C°~

To estimate the second term we notice that

1
Jus =gyl <5~ lglen (If oup — feoug| + |fa oup — fu oup, |+ lup —uy,])
n

1
<—e(If = fuloo + (1 +0)uy —ug,)

n

SO
€

lup —ugyloo < e‘f_f*|00 < 2€lf = filco.

vn—(1+0)e
Hence
|g2|C° < >‘n0|uf - Uf*‘CO < 2/\n0€|f - f*|C°~
Analogous computations show that
|€3]co < €|f — flco
Ealco < e(1+0)|uy —ugy|co < 26%(1+0)|f — fulco-
Thus,

G(F) = G(fe)leo < (A (1 +20€) +3€) [f = falco < (1 + An)lf = filco-

N =

O

A.1l. Proof of Lemma 5.11. The proof follows from a standard iteration argument so we only give a
sketch of the underlying idea. Let po(a, k, p, o) be as in the statement of Lemma 5.11. Given a real-analyic
function h : T, x B, — C we consider its Fourier-Taylor series

M) = 3 b,
(j,)eNXZ

and the associated Fourier-Taylor norm.

Wlloe = > [ttt

(4,)eNXZ
For n € {0, ..., k}, define
(n) — (1 - % () — (1 -~
Suppose we are given a map T . Ty x Bymy — Ay, of the form

TV : (p,]) > (p + B+ A" () + RO (¢, ), ] + RS (g, 1))

with
a‘lﬂR&n)(w’O):O forl<i<2+m, a(lﬂR,(Jn)(%O):O for1<l<3+n
and satisfying
k EY\" drn k EO\" 3+n
IRE oo o0 < 2 ( 3 > (po) ||R(Jn)||p(n> o) S = ( 5 ) <'00> .
, po \aosp P ' o \ac3p p

We now look for a function

S™(p, 1) = oI + 5™ (0, 1)
such that the associated change of coordinates ® : (6,I) — (p,J) eliminates the term of order 2 + n in
Rg(pn) (by symplectic symmetry this transformation will also eliminate the term of order 3+ n in RS”)). Let

Q" (¢, J) = 7RI (p,0)

and define
S(n)“@’ J) _ s(n)((p)J2+n
with
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[
1 Q™)
(")( — ilp
s (o) E e
2+nlez\{0} 1—eib

Since (B € B, a standard computation shows that
2+n) (S (e +8,J) = S™(p, 1) = Q™ (p,])

and

k.2
o g e
ik~ qo?

1S |y 0 - RG] s -

In particular,

o LoTM 0@ (p,J) = (o + B+ AV (T) + REHD (o, 0), T + RS (g, 1))

with
afﬂR&nH)(%o) =0 forl1<l<2+mn, (9f,lRf,n+1)(<p,0) =0 for1<l<3+n
and satisfying
k kA n+1 3+(n+1)
||R£)n+1)||p(n+1)7a(n+1) <— < 3 > (PO)
Po \Qo°p P
k RN 3+(n+1)
||R5n+1)||p(n+l)7a(n+l) <-— < 3 ) <P0) )
o \ao3p P)
From here the conclusion follows after noticing that for our choice of py we have
Ko 1
acdp 2

APPENDIX B. SYMPLECTIC REDUCTION FOR THE THREE-BODY PROBLEM

The reader is referred to [GMPS22] for explicit expressions of the constants which we do not specify
below.

Jacobi reduction. In order to reduce the invariance by translation (i.e. the invariance of (1.10) by
parallel translation of all the bodies) we define the change of coordinates:

@Jac : (va) = (q,p)

given by the symplectic completion of the change
Mmoo + M1q1

Qo =qo Q1=q—q Q2=q2—
mo + my
In the new coordinate system, the Hamiltonian (1.10) reads
Hyne@ Qo P ) = S P2 50,0
Jac 1, w2, 41,42) = P! 2,Uq 1, w2
for some p; > 0 and
~ momi mopmso mimso (mo + ml)mg
U(Q1,Q2) = + + - (B.1)
Q1] Q2+ 00Q1]  |Q2— 1@ Q2|

for certain og, 01 # 0 satisfying mgog+mio1 = 0. We are interested in the hierarchical region of the phase
space where |@Q2| » |@1] and |@Q1] is contained in a bounded region of the plane. Hence, we decompose
Hj,e as

Hyae(Q, P) = Ho(Q1, Pr) + Hpor(Qa, Po) + V(Q1, Q2), (B.2)
where | |2 | ‘2 ( )
~ P moma ~ Py ma(mgo + mq
H, P = — H,.. (Qo, Py) = —
n(@, P 24 |Q1] par (@2, F2) 2p2 |Q2]
and

momi mg(mo + ml)

Q1] Q2]

V(Q1,Q2) = U(Q1,Q2) —
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Notice that, in the region |Q2| » |@Q1] and |@1] ~ 1 the term V becomes perturbative since 17(@1, Q2) =
03(]Q2]/|Q1]) so we can study (B.2) as a perturbation of two uncoupled two-body problems: He describing
the dynamics of the inner system and ﬁpar describing the dynamics of the outer body with respect to the
inner system. After a conformally symplectic rescaling ®,, : (Q, P) — (Q, P) (involving only the masses
mg, M1, ms) it is possible to recast the system (B.2) as

~

ﬁJaC = HJac o (I)m(@’ﬁ)) = ﬁell(@laﬁl) + Erpar(@%ﬁQ) + ‘7(©17Q2)7

with
S P2 1 ~ oo~ o~ B 1
Hon(Q1, P) =v - = Hpar(Q2, Po) = - =
2 |Q1] 2 |Q2]

where v # 0 and V is as in (B.3) for certain 6o, 51 # 0 which also satisfy moGo + m161 # 0.

Delaunay-polar variables. We now introduce a change of variables tailored for the description of elliptic
motions, the so called Delaunay map (see [AKNOG6])

¢D€1 : (£3L7gar) = (élaﬁl)

In this coordinate system the instantaneous state of él is described in terms of an “instantaneous” ellipse,
parametrized in terms of (L, g,I") and an angle ¢, the mean anomaly, giving the position of @1 inside this
ellipse. The angle g € T measures the angle of the pericenter with respect to some fixed line, L € R is the
square root of the semimajor axis and I' is the angular momentum. Then, the eccentricity of the ellipse is
given by

12
E(L,F) = 1— ﬁ

The Delaunay map is real-analytic and symplectic on the region (see [AKNO06, Fej13])
D = {Ha(Q1, P1) < 0,0 <T(Q1, P1) < L(Q1, P1)}

which corresponds to the set of planar oriented ellipses with strictly positive eccentricity'®. In Delaunay
coordinates, the elliptic Hamiltonian reads

~ 14
Hey = Hep o ¢pel(L) = 512
so the flow induced by He reduces to a linear (resonant) translation

Gyt (G L,g, ) — (C+ (v/L*)t, L,g,T).

On the other hand, to describe the parabolic motion of @2, it is convenient to introduce polar coordinates
~ ~ , G . . G
Gpol(1, 0, Yy, G) — (QQ, PQ) = |rcosa,rsina,ycosa — —sina, ysina + — cosa | .
r r
In the new coordinate system

Hpar = -E[par o ¢pol(r,va) - t53— -

oy G
2 2r2 r

For later use we denote by

(/ﬁ = (¢Dela¢p01) : (£7Lagar7r7a7y7G) e (évﬁ))

and observe that

<
I
<t
[©]
80
@
N

H = Hj,c 0 P = Hen(L) + Hpar(1,y,G) + ‘A/(Z, L,g—a,,r)

15Notice, for instance, that g is not well defined for circular motions
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The reduction by rotations. The Hamiltonian (B.4) only depends on the difference g — a (a manifes-
tation of the invariance by rotation of the system). To take advantage of this fact and reduce (B.4) to a
system with 3 degrees-of-freedom we let

q)rot : (& La ¢a Fa r,o,y, 6) g (67 La g, Fa r,a,y, G)v
with ¢ = g —a and ©® = G + I'. We thus arrive to the Hamiltonian
Hrot = ﬁ o cI)lrot = Hell(L) + Hpar(rvya [ F) + ‘7(67 La (barar)

for which « is a cyclic variable. Hence, the total angular momentum © is conserved along the flow of H,qt.

Poincaré coordinates. Finally, we introduce an additional transformation which gives a local chart
which also includes circular motions of the inner bodies (recall that Delaunay variables are only well-
defined for ellipses with positive eccentricity). This change of coordinates, which we denote by ®peiy, is

given by
A=L0+¢ £ =+/L—Te" n=+L—Te .
The resulting composition
Bg 1= B 0 Brop 0 Ppoin : (A, L, E,1m,7,550,0) = (Q1, Pr, Qo, Py) (B.5)
is real-analytic in (a complex extension of) (A\,L) € T x R, (£,n) e D = C? and (r,y) e Ry x R and
DE(AP AdQ) =dL AdN+idE A dnp+dy A dr +dO A da
(see [Fejl3]). For any fixed © € R we thus end up with the real-analytic Hamiltonian

H@ = HO(I)@ = Hell(L) +Hpar(ray7@_r) +V()\,L,77,§,T’) V= ‘7O<I)Poin~ (BG)

APPENDIX C. SOME TECHNICAL RESULTS FROM [GMPS22]
Here we copy a technical Lemma which is used in the proof of Theorem 7.12.

Lemma C.1 (Theorem 5.4. in [GMPS22]). Fiz any N € N. Let O be the map in 7.22. Then, if
(g,a,¢,J) € " the image point
(aaph 28 Jl ) )‘1) = ‘I’IOC(q’ a, @, J 7A0)
—— ——
zZ1 z
satisfies that

1 1— N(1 N(1— —3/2— —3/2
q+Ca<p1<q Ca |21—Z‘§a (+Ca)q( Ca) q3/ Cag)\l_)\osqii/-&-(?a.

)

Moreover, for any C* curve v(q) = (¢, a, 2(q), Mo(q))

P19l 1z ()] s 1

pll(q) ‘ < 1-Ca / —3/5+Ca
< A1(g) 2 q -
Xi(q) @)

APPENDIX D. THE SCATTERING MAPS OF THE RESTRICTED PROBLEM

In this section we show how Theorem 10.3 can be extracted from the results in [GPS23]. We divide the
proof in several steps.
Asymptotic formulas for the scattering maps: We use the following result.

Theorem D.1 (Theorem 2.10 in [GPS23]). Let 1 « G1 < G be fizred and let Py (G1,G2) be as in (10.4).
There exists p > 0 (independent of G1,Go and () such that the scattering maps admit a holomorphic
extension to a p-complex neighbourhood of Py (G1,G2) and are of the form

s (8) = (o i 280

with

w(G) = —p(l - M)Q% +O(IGI™")  and  r(p,G) = p(l —p)(1 - 2#)% sin . (D.1)
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Let now Gg € (G1,G2) and let J = G — Go. We abuse notation, write
w(J) = w(Go +J) (e, J) = r(p,Go+J)

() (735 56

the expression of the scattering maps in (p, J) coordinates for (p,J) € A = T x [—1,1]. In particular,
these maps are of the form in Theorem 2.4 of [GPS23|.

and still denote by

Remark 21. Throughout the rest of the section p, ¢ are constants which do not depend on G, (.

Hamiltonian approximation for the map Sy: Using the fact that, Go » 1 so for J € [—1,1] w(J) ~
Ga4 « 1 it is shown the following (in the notation of that paper one should take ¢ = G0_4 and § = §G55)

Lemma D.2 (Lemma 6.2 in[GPS23]). There exists

e a real-analytic, one degree-of-freedom Hamiltonian IC, defined on a p-complex neighbourhood of A
and of the form

K(p,J) = h(J) + O(¢Gg?) W(J) = w(J), (D.3)
e q real-analytic change of variables v of the form ¢ = id + O(CG&Q)
such that the map Sy = Y=l o Sy o satisfies that
So = ¢ + O(CGy” exp(—cGy)). (D.4)

In plain words, Sy is integrable up to exponentially small terms.
KAM invariant curves for the map Sy: We introduce action-angle variables for the Hamiltonian K
as follows. We let )

L(E) = —
27 Jik (@, )= B+h(0)}

Jdy

and define the generating function

)

Wi(p,L) = L J(r, E(L))dr

where J(p, E) is the (unique) solution to K(p, J) = E + h(0). Making use of (D.1) and (D.3) it is easy to

check that )

~ w(Go)
Then, we define the change of variables ¢ : (¢, L) — (¢, J) via the implicit relation
0=0W(p, L) J =0,W(p,L).

It is not difficult to check that ¢ is O({)-close to the identity on a complex p-neighbourhood of A. In the
new variables, the map Sy = ¢~ 0 Sy 0 ¢ is a real-analytic perturbation of size O(¢Gy° exp(—cGg)) of the
integrable twist map of the annulus given by

L(E) (E +O(Gy ' E?,¢Gy”))

Fo:(6,L)— (£ +3(L),L) B(L) = (Ko o)D),

Let
wo =w(l) <o(-1) :=wy
Since |0r&(L)| ~ |0sw(J)| 2 Gy °, standard application of the KAM theorem for real-analytic twist maps
shows that for any a > 0 satisfying
a» sup  [|So(2) = Fo(2)]V*= O(v/Cexp(—¢Gy))
dist(z,A)<p”

any 7 = 2 and any wg € DC(a, 7) N [w—,w4] there exists an invariant curve y(wp) on which the motion
is conjugated to a rotation by wp and which is given by the graph of a function whose C' norm is
O(y/Cexp(—cGP)). We now write the map Sy in Birkhoff normal form (up to order 3) around the curve
v(wo) with suitable wy. We restrict ourselves to the case wg € Ba,, := DC(ay,2) N [w_,w ] with ay > Gg"'
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(clearly this set is non-empty for G large enough as DC/(cu,2) is as-dense on R and |w; —w_| = G5?).
By standard averaging techniques, for any wy € B,,, one can find a change of variables of the form

o (1) (1) = (L5505 ) 601 61| = O(/Cexp(~G))

for some I (wp) € A such that

S0 := @iy ©50 © Puy
is of the form (1.2) with frequency wy € B,, and torsion 7 € R satisfying |7| ~ dgw(Go) ~ Gy °. Before
completing the proof of Theorem 10.3 we introduce some more notation. We let

K = +/Cexp(—cGp)
and define the annulus

A = {(0,1) e T x [—a /| log® k|, as /| log® k[]} < A.

Proof of the first claim in Theorem 10.3. We start by showing that the invariant curves for the map Sy
can be traversed making use of the map S7. Let IC be the one-degree-of freedom Hamiltonian K constructed
above, Sy be as in (D.4) and let S; =¢~'0S; 0 V.

Proposition D.3 (Proposition 6.3 in [GPS23]). For any ~ in the set

Aess = {y < A: v is an essential invariant curve for §0}

we have
max{|K(z2) — K(21)|, 22,21 € 7} < \/Cexp(—cG) (D.5)

This result is indeed a consequence of the fact that any essential invariant curve is trapped between
two KAM curves and the gaps between the latter are of size O(1/C exp(—cG§)). Combining Theorem 2.14,
Lemma 2.15 and Proposition 6.8 in [GPS23]| (see also Theorem 2.5. in that paper) it is shown that for any
(p,J) € A
¢

~ . —1
Ko Si(e,J) = Klp,J) = (Got )2 exp(—0a(Go, J))(sinp + O(Go) ™) (D.6)
for C' = —p%(1 — p)?9(27)%? and
1 .
o(Go, J) = 3(Go+ J)3. (D.7)
We then claim that, provided
Go » [log (]
there exists C' > 0, M4 < o and ot € NM= for which
KoS,. o--5,:(p,J) = K(p,J) € (C¢exp(=a(Gho, J)), 20¢ exp(—0(Go, J))) (D.8)
and
Ko SU;F1 0. Sag (p,J) — K(p,J) € (—2C¢exp(—0c(Go, J)), —CCexp(—a(Go, J)) (D.9)

This claim is verified by noticing the following. First, in view of (D.5) and (D.6) there are 2 intervals of
T, of size of order one on which, making use of the map §1, one can either increase or decrease the value
of K by a quantity bounded below by C¢exp(—a(Gy,J)). Second, since w(J) ~ Gy *, we can reach these
intervals by iterating the map §0 no more than N ~ G§ times. In view of the expression (D.4) along this
iteration the value of K remains almost constant.

To conclude the proof of the first item in Theorem 10.3 it is enough to notice that the width of Ay, is
much larger than the increments in (D.8), (D.9). O

Proof of the second claim in Theorem 10.3. We need to obtain an asymptotic expression for the map S;
in the coordinate system given by the transformation ® := v o ¢ o ¢, With ¥, ¢, ¢,,, as above. We write

S =308 0®=d""(S+ (S, — Sp)) o @

B s , (D.10)
=S80 + DD (S50 D) (Sy — So) o ® + O(||® —id||%, [|Sy — Sol/?).
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The desired conclusion then plainly follows from i) the fact that ® is O(()-close to identity ii) as shown in
Theorem 2.14 of [GPS23]

(1= 50) = (2,]) = Alp, J) + (0(Gg ? exp(—0(Go, 1)), 0(6CGy ™ exp(—0(Co, 1))
with
A(gp’ J) :(aJ(‘C’-ﬁ- - [’—)(@7 J)a _acp([‘-‘r - ‘C’—)(Qp7 ‘]))
where L4 being the so-called reduced Melnikov potentials iii) The asymptotic expressions (see Appendix
B in [GPS23] and expression (44) in [DKdIRS19])
Li(ip,J) = £p(1 — 1)(2L1,1(J) cos(s(9) — @) + 2L 2() cos(s(¢0) — 2¢) + O(CGy ™2, (*GY))
for
L11(J) =0(Gg ") exp(~a(Ga, )
m(Go + J)3

Lia(J) == (3¢ B

+0(¢,C2GY)) exp(—a(Go, J))
with
01L+(]) = O(Gy* exp(~0 (G, 7). Gy * exp(~0(Go, 7))
and ¢ as in (D.7) and s(¢) being of the form s(p) = ¢ + f(p, J) with |f|, |0, f| = O(CGg/z). We thus find
that (recall that we assume ( < Ga4)
01(Ly = L), T) =O(Gy/? exp(~a(Go, J)))
Op(Ls — L) (g, J) =(2L12(J) sinp + O(CGo)) exp(—a(Go, J)).

Combining the expressions (D.10) and (D.11) we deduce that the map S; is of the form (1.4). By (D.11),
for Gy large enough, there exists a unique solution ¢« (J) to ¢ — 0,(L4 — L£_) which is close to zero.
Moreover,

(D.11)

€:= ?up | 10,(Ly — L) (px(J), J)| <« min{ay, 7} = O(Gy®).
Je[—1,1

Hence, for G large enough, the maps Sy, S; satisfy the assumptions of Theorem A and the proof follows. [J
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