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Abstract. We present analytical results about a generalization of the variational
problem of Levitov and the experiment of Douady and Couder. We show that the
hierarchical selection of noble numbers in these systems occurs with a precision
depending on the range of the interaction. This precision can be infinite if the
interaction is scale invariant.

1. Introduction

1.1 Phyllotaxis, or the Enigma of Botanical Patterns. Let us first of all give a
brief survey of a problem of growth and form in botany known as phyllotaxis. It
is in fact the starting point of the problematics discussed below.

If one looks at the seeds of a sunflower, the florets in a daisy or the scales of
a pineapple, one is struck not only by the regular lattice they form, but also by the
nearly systematic appearance of Fibonacci numbers in these patterns (try counting
the number of spirals connecting nearest neighbours in the spiral lattice shown in
Fig. 1).

Early botanical observations showed that the regularity of the phyllotactic pattern
is directly related to the cellular differentiation process [1,2]. Each budding leaf (or
scale, or floret) appears on a ring shaped region (the meristem) surrounding the
top of the stem. As the plant grows, the leaves are advected away radially from the
meristem. The macroscopic structure of the leaves is therefore determined by this
initial microscopic process.

Elementary geometry and number theory show that a regular lattice of leaves is
created if the angular distance 276 between two consecutive leaves on the meristem
is approximately constant. 6 €[0, 1] is called the divergence of the lattice. More-
over Fibonacci numbers arise when the divergence is a good approximation of the
Fibonacci or golden divergence [3-5]:

Op =172 = 0.381966...
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Fig. 1. One can distinguish two families of spirals (left-hand and right-hand) connecting adjacent
scales of this fir cone. The numbers of spirals in each family turn out to be two successive integers
in the Fibonacci sequence:

1,1,2,3,5,8,13,21, ...

Here 7 is the famous golden mean, defined as
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The fascination exerted by this irrational number and its remarkable arithmetical
properties dates back to antiquity. In particular, the continued fraction expansion of
OF is extremely simple:
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Generally speaking the divergences whose continued fraction development finishes
with an infinite sequence of units are called noble numbers. They are of special
interest in phyllotaxis.
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A first question to ask is whether the appearance of Fibonacci numbers or, more
generally, of noble numbers as divergences, is due to some geometrical constraints.
For if we represent the set of leaves by a lattice of points, it is possible to centre non-
overlapping tangent circles at each point only if the lattice fulfills some conditions.
Let us represent for instance cylindrical phyllotactic patterns by a two-parameter
family of plane periodic lattices. The set of lattices for which the construction of a
lattice of tangent circles of constant radius is possible corresponds to a tree in the
parameter plane (see Fig. 2). We will describe later the remarkable properties of
such a tree, first obtained by Van Iterson [7]. Let us mention however that there is
exactly one path in the tree leading to any irrational divergence on the axis G = 0.
In this sense all divergences are equally possible and the question of the appearance
of Fibonacci numbers in nature still remains unresolved.

What happens if the hard-core interaction between leaves introduced by tangent
circles is replaced by an arbitrary repulsive potential? How can we modify in this
case the geometrical constraint of tangency of circles?

Recently Levitov [8,9] and Douady and Couder [10] gave an answer to these
questions. They studied two physical systems, either theoretically or experimentally,
whose main characteristic, as they emphasize, is a hierarchical selection of noble
numbers. As a matter of fact, each bifurcation in the tree of Fig. 2 is replaced by
a quasi-bifurcation, so that only a countable set of paths is left. Levitov as well
as Douady and Couder pointed out the analogy of these systems with phyllotaxis.
The aim of this paper is to give some theorems concerning the selection of noble
numbers in these problems.

1.2 The Flux Lattice of Levitov and the Experiment of Douady and Couder.

Inspired by geometrical models of phyllotaxis, Levitov considered a flux lattice
pinned by superconducting layers [8]. Both the magnetic field and the vortices are
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Fig. 2. Packing of tangent circles on a periodic lattice (or along a logarithmic spiral) corresponds
to a purely geometrical constraint. The subset constituted by the lattices for which this construction
is possible, is a tree in the parameter plane (reproduced with permission from [6])
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parallel to the layers. Since the vortices interact repulsively at all distances, the
lattice is assumed to be simply periodic. In the model proposed by Levitov, the
energy of a flux lattice is

E(G, 0)= > > u(lrml), (L.1)
meZnx1
where
Yom = (10 — m)e, + nGe, (1.2)

and u is some repulsive potential. G is a control parameter which can be made to
vary by changing the applied magnetic field. 8 is the analogous of the divergence
in a phyllotactic pattern.

Levitov tackled the mathematical problem of describing the set of couples (G, 0)
such that 0 is a relative minimum of E(G, 0) for a fixed value of G (we will refer
to this set later as the divergence spectrum). The numerical plots he presented show
a remarkable tree structure, each branch approaching a noble number 0 on the axis
G = 0 according to the hierarchical rule of Farey!' (see Fig. 3). In his analysis,
Levitov brought to light the hidden symmetry of this particular problem [9]: if one
puts I,,/v/G in place of r,, in (1.1), then E(G, 0) = E(G', 0"), where (G’, 0")
is the image of (G, 6) by some homographic transformation. These transformations
form the group SL(2, Z) ® Z,.

Levitov does not set a theorem specifying the class of potentials u(») for which
the divergence spectrum has this remarkable structure. Nevertheless he develops a
very nice argument which rests on the symmetry of the problem and must therefore
be valid for almost any smooth potential.

Many authors also developed a dynamic approach to phyllotaxis [1,10-17]. In
order to account for the appearance of the new leaves on the meristem, they pos-
tulated a simple discrete-time mechanism: suppose that each existing leaf exerts an
inhibiting action on the meristem. The older the leaf is, the weaker its action is. The
new leaf is positioned on the meristem at the minimum of the resulting inhibiting
action. This mechanism produces stationary solutions; in other words, the angular
distance between two consecutive leaves can stabilize after some time.

A physical realization of this mechanism has been made by Douady and Couder
[10]. In their experiment, particles interacting through a repulsive potential u(r)
periodically fall on a cone situated at the center of a dish. The particles are then
advected away radially in the dish, which is filled with a viscous fluid. Insofar as the
interaction between the advected particles is negligible, this is exactly the dynamic
scheme defined above: a new particle (representing a leaf) reaches the boundary of
the central cone (the meristem) at the minimum of the repulsive potential created
by previous particles.

In order to simulate numerically this experiment, Douady and Couder defined an
iterative dynamical system which incorporates the typical features of the physical
system. Lay N particles on the plane outside of a unit disk centered at the origin,
and associate to each of them a repulsive potential u(r). Let ry,...,ry be the position
of the particles, and let U(¢) be the resulting potential energy on the unit circle,
¢ being an angular coordinate. A new particle is placed on the unit circle at the

! The physical meaning of this problem is not very clear. Levitov claims that if one varies G
adiabatically from 400 to 0, the divergence 6 will follow the continuous line of the spectrum
that starts at (G = 400, 8 = 0.5) and ends at (G = 0, 6 = 0.382..). However, the condition “0 is
a relative minimum of E(G =const, §)” is not a criterion of stability of the lattice (G, 0).
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Fig. 3. Showing a typical solution of the problem of Levitov. Compare its structure with the Farey
tree below. The Farey tree is a systematic way of constructing real numbers, that is the closure
of the set of rational numbers. A partition P, of [0,1/2] in 2" intervals is obtained from P,_;
pto’ P

—7] to each interval
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[5, Z—::} € P,_1(q > ¢'). The thick lines lead to regular intervals.

In the spectrum of Levitov, each branch oscillates so that 0 belongs to successive regular
intervals of the Farey tree when G decreases

absolute minimum of U(¢), then the N + 1 particles are shifted radially away. The
choice of this radial displacement is arbitrary. For example if r; is transformed into
r’, |Ir% || is defined as ||r¢|| + G (linear), or as e“||rx|| (exponential). In both cases,
G is a parameter taking real positive values.

Iterating this process, one may reach a stationary regime: if U(¢) takes its
absolute minimum at ¢y at time k, (dry1 — ¢dr)/27 (mod 1) may tend towards a
fixed value 0; in that case the particles form a spiral lattice. This asymptotic angle
0 corresponds to the divergence characterizing a phyllotactic pattern. In their paper,
Douady and Couder present a numerical plot of all possible values of 0 versus G,
for two interaction potentials. This plot looks entirely similar to the one obtained
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by Levitov, although the analysis of the last-mentioned can not apply to this case
(disappearance of the symmetry).

The work of Douady and Couder contains the basic arguments to explain this
hierarchical selection of noble numbers. In what follows we will prove some precise
results concerning such situations, to which the analysis of Levitov can not apply on
account of the absence of symmetry. Unlike what happens in the case of Levitov,
the nature of the potential plays a crucial role: as the numerical counterexamples will
show, noble numbers are selected insofar as a nearest neighbours approximation is
valid. The tree structure of the spectrum then appears as the solution of a perturbed
geometrical problem. This was implicitly included in the qualitative arguments given
by Douady and Couder. A similar line of argument is found in earlier works (see
for instance [12, 14]).

1.3. The Divergence Spectrum. Both Levitov and Douady — Couder systems in-
clude a control parameter G associated to the compression of the lattice. Such a
parameter is common in models of phyllotaxis; Richards [12] introduced the term
“plastochrone ratio” for the ratio of the distances of two successive leaves from the
center of the botanical pattern. The divergence spectrum is the set of all possible
divergences for every value of the control parameter. The explicative value of a
model of phyllotaxis may be related to the properties of this spectrum; the distri-
bution of divergences should notably present a peak around the golden mean and
perhaps around other noble numbers. It is not easy to give a more precise criterion
that is not controversial as far as biological realism is concerned. Let us say how-
ever that the tree structure of the spectrum of Levitov and Douady — Couder suggests
a selection of the golden mean by an adiabatic decrease of G. Although this is a
central idea in references [8-10, 14, 18], we will not discuss it here but simply focus
on the mathematical problem. A general study of the divergence spectra in models
of phyllotaxis, including such questions, is made in reference [19,20].

As Guerreiro remarked [19, 20], there exists in some sense a formal equivalence
between the problems of Levitov and Douady — Couder. This idea will be specified
in what follows. Let us begin with the model of Douady and Couder. Suppose that
the system has reached a stationary regime, characterized by a divergence 6. If the
particles are given an uniform radial speed, then they form a linear spiral lattice
defined by the set:

SI(G, 0) = {ry = (1 + nG)lypmp,n € N} . (13)

where
I, = coso-e, +sina-e, . (1.4)

Now this state is compatible with the dynamical rule defined in 1.2 if and only
if the last particle is placed at the absolute minimum of the potential U(¢). This
condition will be discussed in the limit of infinitely short-range interaction in Sect.
3.3. Let us consider here the weaker condition?:

au

d¢(0):0, (1.5)

2 Guerreiro [19,20] studied the relationships between divergence spectra defined by different
conditions (0 is the absolute minimum, local minimum, or extremum of U) in a very general
framework. His analysis applies of course to our case.
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where

U(¢) = > u(llly —rall) (1.6)

n=1

and define the sequence of vectors
R,=r,—1r9, n=1. (L.7)
Equation (1.5) is equivalent to:

1 du
—— —(||Ru]DR,-e, = 0. 1.8
,qg] ”Rn” dl"(“ ”) nvy ( )
From now on we will mainly be concerned with this last equation, which gives an
implicit condition on G and 0. It is worthwhile to write it in a slightly different
way. To that end we classify the vectors R, according to increasing modulus; this
defines a permutation ¢ such that

[Roll = [Rounll ifn = n'". (1.9)

Ry(1), for example, is the vector connecting ro with its nearest neighbour in the
spiral lattice. Let us also write:

1 du
S = =220 (1.10)
Thus Eq. (1.8) takes the following form:
H(G, 6) = }_:‘lf(”Ra(n)(Ga G)H)RU(M)'ey =0. (1'1 1)

Definition. The divergence spectrum is the set
A={(G, 0): HG, 0) =0} (1.12)

Consider Eq. (1.11); we can guess that if f(r) decreases very sharply, the geo-
metrical properties of the lattice SI(G, 0) will be determinant in the analysis of this
equation. In fact a crucial role is played by the nearest neighbours of r, whenever
H can be approximated in the following way:

3
H(G, 0) = ;f(||Rtt(n)(G> 0) Ry ey - (1.13)

If f(r) decreases abruptly enough, one has
SURs D > f(IRs2)]) (1.14)

and h(g, 0) can not cancel, unless

IRsill = [Roy | (1.15)
or
IRo1)-ey| < [Ro2) €] . (1.16)

These simple remarks lead to an analytical understanding of the results obtained by
Douady and Couder. In fact it is already clear that whenever f(r) decreases sharply
enough, the divergence spectrum A4 will not be much different from the set defined
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by the geometrical conditions (1.15) and (1.16). Notice that (1.15) is analogous to
the condition of tangency of circles discussed in Sect. 1.1. As we will see it defines
a tree in the (G, 6) plane completely similar to the one of Fig. 2.

As regards the model of Levitov, the divergence spectrum is the set of couples
(G, 0) such that 0 is a minimum of the function E(G, 0)¢ = const, Where E is the
energy of a flux lattice (see 1.1)). Here we will simply describe the larger set?

A" ={(G, 0): H'(G, 0) = 0}, (1.17)

where 3
H'(G, 0) = —GE(G’ 0) (1.18)

or, more explicitly

H’:Z ZLd_”

Fom|| )T pm-€x . (1.19)
22 Tl e IFm DT

In complete analogy with the previous case, let us classify the vectors Ry, =ty —
Yoo = Iy according to increasing modulus. That defines two permutations, ¢ and (,
such that

IRoryieem || = [Rourycunll  ifk < k7. (1.20)

Ro(1);1) 1s thus the shortest vector in the lattice. For the sake of simplicity, we
will simply write Ry instead of Ryyrk) in what follows; it is to be inferred that
the second index is always present. The formal analogy between H and H' now

becomes clear:
H' = Zf(”Ra(n)“)O-(”)‘Ro(n)'ex . (1.21)
n=1

The only significant difference with (1.11) lies in the fact that there is now an
additional factor o(n); its presence does not require any fundamental change in
the analysis.* The same reasoning can therefore be followed and it leads to the
same geometrical problem as in the case of Douady and Couder. Of course such
an analysis is not only useless, since the question has been solved by Levitov,
but it is unsuitable too, seeing that it is unaware of the symmetry of the problem.
Nevertheless if one puts the problem in a different geometry, or if one removes the
factor o(n) from (1.21), thus returning to Douady-Couder problem, the symmetry
is destroyed. It is then necessary to go back to our analysis.

In the case of the periodic lattice, the geometrical problem has been solved and
its solution possesses the Farey tree structure [6,7]. Our purpose here is to solve
it in the case of a general class of spiral lattices (Sect. 2.3); as for the analysis of
the spectrum 4, some results will be proved that are closely akin to the conclu-
sions drawn by the above-mentioned authors on the basis of qualitative arguments
(Sect. 3.1,3.2,3.3). The effects of lattice compression and scale invariant interac-
tions will be discussed. More precisely, if u(r) is scale invariant (u(r) = r—X), it
will be shown that if K is great enough, there exists a continuous line in 4 con-
necting a rational divergence and the corresponding noble divergence on the axis
G = 0 (Sect. 3.2).

3 In this case it is easy to deduce from A’ the spectrum defined by the minimality condition
(just take into account the sign of g—g(G, 0)).

4 A change would be necessary if o(1) < o(2) for example. This occurs only if a partial
quotient in the continued fraction of 0 is very large.
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2. The Geometrical Problem

2.1. The Set X. Consider a spiral lattice in the plane which may be linear (see
(1.3)) or exponential:

Se(G, 0) = {r, = e Irpu9,n € N} . (2.1)

Imagine as well a periodic lattice on a cylinder, which is another classical repre-
sentation of phyllotactic patterns. Unrolling the cylinder on the plane, one obtains
the simple periodic lattice of Levitov:

W(G, 0) = {r,, = (nl — m)e, + nGe,, n € N and m € Z} (2.2)

For any of these lattices, we can define® the permutation ¢ and the sequence of
vectors Rg), £ =2 1 (see (1.9) and (1.20)). Recall that in the case of W(G, 0), a
second index {(k) is understood.

Now our problem is to describe the set

2 ={(G, 0) : [Ro1)(G, D = [Ro2)(G, O]} - (2.3)

In other words, X is the set of couples (G, 0) for which ry has two equidistant
nearest neighbours in the considered lattice. As was discussed in Sect. 1.3, is
directly related to the divergence spectrum 4.

It is worth noting that in the case of W(G, 0) this problem is equivalent to the
construction of lattices of tangent circles [6, 7]; as a matter of fact, the properties
of W(G, 0) are well known and it is useful to relate the study of spiral lattices to
that of W(G, 0). This is best done through the following definition:

Te:R/Z x R — R?

x ®(y)cos2nx
(y) - ( () sin2mx ) ‘ (24)
This transformation maps W(1, 0) on a spiral lattice S¢(0) (see Fig. 4). If @(y) =

1 + Gy, then S¢(0) = SI(G, 0) and if @(y) = €9, then Sp(0) = Se(G, 0). General
conditions on @ are discussed below.

2.2. The Farey Tree Structure of X in the Case of the Simple Periodic Lattice.
The set 2 is completely described in references [6,7] in the case of the periodic
lattices W (G, 0). Its structure, that will be analysed in this section, is encountered
in many other cases; we will therefore refer to the definitions introduced hereafter
in the whole text. We have defined X as:

2 ={(G, 0) : [[Rs1)(G, O)|| = [[Ro2)(G, O)|[}

(see (2.3)). Here G €]0,+ oo[ and 0 € [0, 1/2]. Recall that R,y and Ry are the
shortest vectors in the lattice.

2 is a Cayley tree with branching number 3. It can be described as an union
of continuous lines (branches); every branch is of finite length and is connected to
two other branches at each of its ends (see Fig. 5). Moreover there is a one-to-one

5 Several definitions of ¢ are of course possible whenever two vectors R, have the same
modulus.
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Fig.4. The spiral lattice S4(0) is the image of the periodic lattice W(1,0) by the transformation
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Fig.5. The set X for the family of spiral lattices Se(G,0). Notice that the regular branches
(1,2),(2,3),(3,5), .. lead to O = 12 = 0.381966...

correspondence between couples of coprime positive integers (n, m) (n < m) and
the set of branches, each branch (n, m) being defined as:

(n, m)={(G, 0): 3 i, j such that r}; =13 <1, Vk, 1}. (2.5)

An (n, m)-branch is called regular if 2n = m and singular if 2n < m .

There is in fact a systematic way to construct X: if one goes along a branch
(n, m) in the appropriate direction, one comes to a bifurcation point where (n, m)
is connected to (n, n+m) and (m, n+m). (n, n+ m) is a singular branch and
(m, n+ m) is a regular branch (recall that n < m). The type of a branch is easily
determined since crossing a branch (n, m) by decreasing G always corresponds to
a transition of first neighbour

n—m (n <m).
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In other words, o(1) is always a decreasing function of G. This simple rule gives
a universal structure to the bifurcation point (look at Fig. 5: there is always a bend
if one follows the regular branch).

The set 2 not only has this simple tree structure but it is closely related to
number theory too. Suppose that (G, 0) € (n, m) and write 6 as a continued fraction

1
0= 1 = [a;, ay, as, ] . (2.6)
a; + 1
a2+a3 + ...

Then there exists a positive integer k such that

n=qk, M=k O Gps2, (2.7)
where g is the denominator of the k™ principal convergent of 0, that is

L R a] . (2.8)

qk

An immediate consequence of this fact is that a branch (n, m) never contains a point

(G, g), where —;3 is an irreducible fraction, with ¢ < m. X has indeed an important

property: every singular branch (n, m) contains a unique point (G, —rIr_;)’ where £ is
an irreducible fraction, while a regular branch (n’, m) never contains such a point.

Definition. If a set X has all the properties listed above, we say that it has the
Farey tree structure.

Its construction is indeed equivalent to the construction of the Farey tree
(cf. Fig. 3). The most interesting consequence of its properties is the following:
let (G, ) € X. There exists an unique path on X connecting (G = +o0, 0 = 1/2)
to (G, 8). The continued fraction of 8 is partly determined by the sequence of reg-
ular and singular branches constituting this path: a; — 1 is the number of singular
branches preceding the i"regular branch in the path®. Thus if the path finishes with
an infinite sequence of regular branches, it cuts the axis G = 0 at a noble number 6.

Further results and proofs can be found in references [6, 7]. For an introduction
to the Farey tree and continued fractions see references [21,22].

Observe that the complementary set of X in ]0,00[x[0, 1/2] is a countable
union of open sets; each of these sets is a connected domain, in which the function
0(1)(G,0) is a constant. It is convenient to define the closure X,, of such a
domain, such that (0, p/q) € X, (Fig. 6). A branch (#, m) can thus be defined as
the intersection of two sets X,, and Xj,.

2.3. The Farey Tree Structure of X in the Case of the Spiral Lattices. The purpose
of this section is to prove a theorem concerning the Farey tree structure of X for
a wide class of spiral lattices. The fact is that the distortion of the periodic lattices
W(G, 0) into spiral lattices does not induce a deep change in the structure of X.

% If we agree upon the following understanding: the first regular branch is (1,2) if 6 €]1/2,1]
and (n, n+1) (n 2 2) if 0 €]0, 1/2[ .
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Fig.6. Showing a set X ,,. Any line 6 = constant intersects at the most twice the boundary of
M
rlq

We have defined in 2.1 the transformation

Ty : R/Z x R — RR?

X\, ®(y)cos2nx
y @(y)sin2nx
which maps W (1, 0) on the spiral lattice Sp(6). Let us consider one-parameter fami-
lies of differentiable functions @, G € [0, oo[, which verify the general conditions:
ddg
dx
d ¢G(X )
dG

(x)>0,¥x = 0and VG > 0,

>0,Vx =2 0and VG = 0,
P6(0)=1,Y6G 20,
Py(x)=1,vx =0, (2.9)
lim ®g(1) = +4oc0,
G—+oo
lir:x Dg(x) = 400, VG > 0.
To each of these families of functions is associated a family of spiral lattices
S¢G(6) = {l’n = <D(;(n)12,m0, ne ]N} . (210)

These lattices are a simple generalization of the special cases SI(G, 0) and Se(G, 0) .
Theorem 1. Let &g, G € [0, oo[, be a one-parameter family of differentiable func-
tions verifying the general conditions (2.9). Suppose further that:
dlog®g(n) - dlog®s(m)
dG dG
d*og
dx?

,Vn <m¥G 20, (2.11)

(x)=0,Yx =0,YG>0. (2.12)
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Then the restriction of the set
2 ={(G, 0): [Re1y(G, D) = |[Roy(G, O]}
to the region ||Rs1y(G, 0)|| < 1 has the Farey tree structure.
Before proving this theorem, let us mention an important corollary:

Corollary 2. The set X related to the lattices SI(G, 0) and Se(G, 0) has the Farey
tree structure.

Proof of the corollary. Since ||Ry1)(G, 0)|] < 1 if G < 0.05 (see the remark after
Proposition 6), it is enough to compute numerically the restriction of X to the region
G > 0.05. In fact in this region o(1) can take only a finite number of values, so
that a computer proof is possible.

Let us now come to a series of propositions that lead to the proof of Theorem 1.

Proposition 3. o(1)(G, 0) is the denominator of a principal convergent of 0. It is
true even in the degenerate case |[Ry1)l| = ||Ro)ll = -+ = [|[Rom|| (that is, it is
true for any choice of o(1)).

Proof. Let g, be the greatest denominator of a principal convergent smaller than
a(1). Suppose that a(1) itself is not the denominator of a principal convergent. This
implies:

cos(2ng,0) > cos(2na(1)0) (2.13)
(it is a direct consequence of the properties of principal convergents). Thus

R} — R = ®*(g,) — ®*(a(1)) + 2(P(a(1))cos(2na(1)0) — &(q, )cos(2ng,0))
< @(g,) — P*(0(1)) + 2c08(2ng, 0)(D(o(1)) — B(g,)) < 0, (2.14)

which is a contradiction.

The following lemma sums up some important facts concerning the lattice
w1, 0).

Lemma 4. Consider a lattice W(1, 0), and write 0 as a continued fraction:

1
92———‘1— =[a, az, a3, ...].
ai +——1
a2+a3+...

The rational fractions
Pkr _. Pkt TPkt
Qer QTG

are called the intermediate convergents of 0. We construct two broken lines P_
and P, which are the convex envelopes of W(1, 0)NIR_ x Ry and W(1, 0)N
R x Ry respectively. Now P_(P..) goes through points vy, p, and t,  p, , where
r=1, ..., a2 — | and k is odd(even).

= 1, ...,ak+2—1

Proof. See [23,24].

Definition.

Q={reR*:|r| > 1and |r—e] < ¢}. (2.15)
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Remark. Tt directly follows from this definition that ¢(1) = k and only if Qg,| N
Se(0) = J or, equivalently, T(;I(kal)ﬂ W(1, 8) = . This brings us back to
the study of T, '(2,) and W (1, 0).

Significant properties of Sg(f) can be deduced from the hypothesis that
szl(giRg(.)l) is a convex set.

Proposition 5. Consider a lattice S¢(0); suppose that Ty I(Q|Rd( l)‘) is convex. Then

[Ro@ll > IRoqyll. Moreover if |[Ro)ll = [Roz)ll = [Ra)ll, then {o(1),0(2),
d(3)} = {qk> Gi+15 qr+2}> where qi, qrst, qria are the denominators of three suc-
cessive principal convergents of 0,and ay, = 1.

Proof. Suppose that ||Rs1)]| = [|Rs2)l| = [|Ro3)ll; this amounts to saying that
T;l(Ra(l)), T;l(Ra(z)) and T(;I(Raa)) all lie on the boundary of qul(QlRa(l)]).
By Proposition 3 and Lemma 4, these points also belong to the convex envelopes
P_ and P.. Now suppose that two of them belong to P_. Because of the con-
vexity of Ty I(QIRJU)I) and P_, these must be two successive points of P_ (other-

wise some lattice point would lie inside 7, I(QlRaml))' They correspond therefore
to two successive denomiators gy, gr+2 With a4, = 1. A similar reasoning shows
that the third point lies on P,. Let us prove that it corresponds to giyi. Since
Yo pi> Yarrapisas Taesr 1 msr, are three aligned points,only two can lie on the bound-
ary of a convex set: thus Ty, p.,, (and any point of P, above it) is strictly
outside of Tq?l(ng(,)I)- A similar reasoning shows that Fgt gy =1 Phmt, gy —1 (and
any point of P, below it) is also situated strictly outside of T, I(QIRU(UI)- Con-

sequently the only point of P, that can be on the boundary of T, 1(Q|Ra(1)l) is

qu+1 Pk+1 ®

Proposition 6. Suppose that 2(x) 2 0,Vx 2 0. If t £ 1, T, () is a con-
vex set.

The proof of this proposition is given in Appendix A.

Remark. 1t is obvious that ||[R1)(G, 0)| tends towards zero in the limit G — 0. It
is nevertheless useful to have an estimate of ||Ry(1)|| that is independent of 0.

If G < Gywhere &g, (7)=+v2, then |Ry1)(G, )| <1,¥0€(0,1/2]. To
prove this inequality, first notice that |R4(G, 0)|| < 1 if and only if

Pg(k)
2cos(2mkl) =
One has therefore to prove
P6lk) 1y vpe [0, 1/2], VG < G, . (2.16)

1 2cos(2mk0)
Now a stronger inequality holds
1
\_/_T

It is necessary to be more specific about @ in order to describe the set X.

>
1211?27 cos(2nkl) = Vo e[0,1]. (2.17)
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Proposition 7. Suppose that

dlog®g(n) < dlog®g(m)

< >
e o VIS n<m VG20, (2.18)
Consider the function
Aum(G, 0) = RX(G, 0) —RE(G, 0), n < m . (2.19)

For any fixed value of 0 it has at the most one zero Gy; it is negative for G > Gy
and positive otherwise.

Corollary 8. Suppose that

dlog®g(n) < dlog®g(m)
dG dG

Consider the function a(1)(G, 0) defined on (R, x [0, 1/2)\Z. It is a decreasing
Sfunction of G. Moreover a(1) cannot be constant in an open neighbourhood of a
point of X.

,VIZEn<mVG=20.

The proof of Proposition 7 is given in Appendix A.

Remark. One may point out that

dlog®@g(n) < dlog®g(m)

L VIZEn<m VG =20

dG dG
if and only if
d_ (e - .
7G <¢G(m))<O,V1=n<m,VG=O. (2.20)

It implies that
Dg(m) — Pg(n)

is an increasing function of G. The reciprocal is not true.

Propeosition 9. Suppose that

dlog®q(n) < dlog®g(m)
dG dG
Let us define the set X(Gy):

,ViEn<mVG=20.

2(Go) = {(G, 0): (G, 0) € Z, G > Gy} . (221)

For any Gy > 0, 2(Gy) is connected. It is a finite union of continuous lines in the
(G, 0) plane, each line being an implicit solution of:

R(G, 0) —R%(G, 0) =0 (2.22)

for given values of n and m.

Let us call these lines (n, m)-branches (we always assume n < m).

A branch is connected to two other branches at each of its ends (or more, but
this is not generic), and it is generically not connected elsewhere to any branch.
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The (1, 2)-branch is the only branch that crosses the symmetry axis 0 = 1/2. If

(G*, 1/2) is the intersection point, then G* = max G.
(G, D)z

Proof. 1t is shown in the proof of Proposition 7 that the implicit solutions of (2.22)
have no singular points. Furthermore it is clear that for any Gy > 0, 2(Gy) is a
finite union of such solutions, since

lim_@g(x) = +00, VG > 0. (2.23)

It is easy to prove now that 2(Gy) is connected. It is impossible indeed to
construct a continuous path in 10, co[ xR that encloses a point of X and does
not intersect 2~ (see Corollary 8). It is also impossible to construct a continu-
ous path in ]0, co[ XxIR that connects two points on the axis G = 0 and does not
intersect ~. To see this observe that the function o(1)(G, ) is constant along
such a path. Suppose o(1)(G, 0) = q. The path must then cut the axis G = 0 at
two rational values 6 = p/q and 6 = p'/q. Now there exists a rational number
P"/q, ¢ < q,such that p/g < p”/q' < p’/q. This contradicts Corollary 8 since
a(1)(G, 0= p"/¢)=¢q < qif G is small enough.

Generically a branch is connected to two other branches at each of its ends, and
it is not connected elsewhere to any branch. To prove this, let us examine all the
other possibilities.

A (n, m)-branch can not end at G = 0. For if this branch contains the point
(G=0,0=0), then cos(2nnd) = cos(2nmd) = 1, so that § = p/q and g|n,q|m.
Therefore m = kq, where k = 2. Now Vk =2 there exists & such that
VG > 0, V|0 — p/q| < & ||Ru(G, 0)|| > ||R,(G, 0)||. This is a contradiction.

A branch can neither cross the axis § = 0 (mod 1) nor continue up to G = +o0.
This is easily deduced from the following inequalities:

IRs(1)(G, 0)| = Po(1) = 1 > D6(2) = 1 = [[Roy(G, O)|, VG > 0, (2.24)

R} (G, 0) — R}(G, 0) . L) 4
(k) = etk Polk)

The right-hand side of Eq. (2.25) is strictly positive when G is great enough, since
P(1)
o5 (k)

Now we have proved in Proposition 7 that a branch can be described as the
plot of a continuous function G(0); the discussion above shows that this function is
defined on a closed interval in ]0, 1[ and it has a finite upper bound and a positive
lower bound. That amounts to saying that an (n,m)-branch has two ends in the
(G, 0) plane.

It is impossible that a branch has an isolated end. If it were so, one could
construct a path enclosing this end and intersecting X at one point only. This would
contradict Corollary 8.

Therefore a branch is necessarily connected to one or two other branches at
each of its ends (if it were connected to more than two branches, there would be
four equidistant nearest neighbours of the origin in the lattice; this is not generic).
Now if it were connected to one branch only, one could construct a closed path
cutting both branches and intersecting X at two points only. This is impossible (see
Corollary 8).

Vk > 1. (2.25)

is a decreasing function of G.
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Suppose that a branch is connected to another one at a point not coinciding with
an end; these branches must be tangent to each other, unless there are four nearest
neighbours of the origin in the lattice. This is obviously not generic.

Finally it is not difficult to see that the axis 8 = 1/2 intersect the set X at a point
(G*, 1/2) belonging to a (1,2)-branch. If G > G*,then (G, 0) ¢ 2, V0 € [0, 1],
since Vk = 2,VG > G*,

[Rell = [IRy[| = Pg(k) — P6(1) =2 = P6(2) — P(1) -2 > 0. (2.26)
Proposition 10. Suppose that
dlog®g(n) - dlog®@g(m)
dG dG

A regular (n, m)-branch contains no point of type (G, p/m), p € N.

A singular (n, m)-branch that is connected to an (n, n + m) and an (m, n + m)-
branch at one end, and to an (n, m —n) and an (m — n, m)-branch at the other
end, contains a point of type (G, p/m), p € N.

,V1£n<m VG z20.

Proof. If 2n = m it is not difficult to verify that
IRn—n(G, 6 = p/m)|| < ||IR,(G, 8 = p/m)|, VG > 0, (2.27)

thus a regular (n, m)-branch can not contain a point (G, p/m), p € N.

Suppose that 2n < m and that (n, m) is connected to (n, n 4+ m) and (m, n+ m)
at one end,and to (n, m —n) and (m — n, m) at the other end. We want to prove
that R,,-e, does not have a constant sign along the (n, m)-branch. Clearly R,-e,
can not change its sign along (n, m). Now R,-e, and R,,-¢, have opposite signs at
the bifurcation point ||R,|| = ||Ru|| = ||Rutm]|| (otherwise n+ m would not be the
denominator of a convergent) and they have the same sign at the bifurcation point
IRuJ| = Ryl = [IRu || (otherwise [Rus| > [Ro])

Let us proceed to the proof of Theorem 1. It is composed of several steps.

1) In the region {(G, 0): 0 € [0, 1/2], ||Rs1)(G, 0)|| < 1}, there is at the most
one point (Gy, 0p) such that |[Rs(1)(Go, 0o)|| = [Ry, || = IR, || = IRy, , ||, for any
fixed values of gi,qr+1, gir2. Suppose in fact that there exists two such points
(Go, 0p) and (G), 0;), G| < Gy, 0y < 0. It follows from Proposition 7 that at
(Gy bo):

Ry Ml > [Rg Il > [Rg 1 - (2.28)

It is quite clear that cos(2rq,.10) and cos(2rg,20) can not cancel in [6), 05], since
Gk> Gk+1> qr+2 must be denominators of convergents of 0y and 0 (cf. Prop. 5). This
implies that either ||R,, || — [|Ry, |l or Ry || —|IR,,, || increases from (Gg, 6o)
to (G{, 0y). This is of course impossible.

2) In the region {(G, 0): 6 € [0, 1], |Rs1)(G, 0)|| = 1} an (n, m)-branch is
connected to an (n, n+m) and an (m, n+ m)-branch at one end, and to an
(m —n, n) and an (m — n, m)- branch at the other end. It is not connected elsewhere
to any branch. Each (n, m)-branch is unique in this region.

This is a direct consequence of 1) and Propositions 5 and 9.

3) Consider an (n, m)-branch whose ends both belong to the region ||R,(1)|| < 1.
If it is a regular branch, that is 2n = m, it contains no point of type (G, p/m),
p € N. If it is a singular branch, that is 2n < m, it always contains such a point.

This is a direct consequence of 2) and Proposition 10.

Qk+1|
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4) The restriction of X to the region ||[Ry1)|| £ 1 is the part of a Cayley tree
with branching number 3. It is in fact impossible to construct a simple closed path
in this restriction of X.

This follows from 2.

This completes the proof of the theorem.

3. An Analysis of the Divergence Spectrum

3.1. Short Range Interactions and Noble Numbers Selection Rule. We want to
show in this paragraph that a sharp decrease of f(») (see (1.10)) induces a hierar-
chical selection of noble numbers in the spectrum 4. An explicit family of functions
is considered here

fx(r)=eX KeR?*, 3.1)

but the results are easily extended to other profiles. The important thing is that
Sfk(r) decreases exponentially with a characteristic length 1/K.
Our aim is to describe the set

Ak = {(G, 0) : H(G, 0) = 0} ,
where (cf. (1.11) and (1.12))

Hy(G, 0) = glfK(”Ra(n)(Ga DIDRo(n)€y =0

in the case of linear or exponential spiral lattices, or any lattice family such that
2 has the Farey tree structure. Some additional definitions are necessary. Consider
the set

5 = X U{(G, 0) : Ry1y(G, 0)-e, =0} . (32)

Since X has the Farey tree structure, 2* is simply obtained by drawing segments
0= ;’nf connected to singular branches (n, m) (Fig. 7). These rational divergences
will play an important role in the following; their relevance to the geometrical or

2i+] 2i+]

0 G

Fig.7. 2* is obtained by constructing the intersection of the line 0 = p/q with the set X ,,,,Vp/q €
QnN[o,1/2]
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dynamical problem was pointed out by many authors (see e.g. [5,15,19,20]). Let
us construct successive approximations of 2*:

2*(e) = {(G, 0) : 3 such that || < ¢and (G, 6+ 9) € 2*},e > 0. (33)
This allows us to give a precise statement about Ag in the limit X — +o0.
Theorem 11. Ve > 0,3 Ky such that for any K > K,
Ag C Z*(e) .

Proof. We consider here the general case of a lattice family given by a one-
parameter family of functions @g,G € [0, oo[. To each function is associated a
spiral lattice

Sd’(;(e) = {l',, = @g(n)lymnp,n € ]N} .

Some general conditions on @ are listed in Sect. 2.3. Here we also assume that

d’dg
— >0
d’x —
so that
Z @G(n)e—K(‘PG(")—d’G(l)) < Z @G(n)e—K‘PG(n)/Z ) (3.4)
nx2 nx2
Let us define the set A =]0, +00[x[0, 1]\ Z*(¢). If K is great enough, then
. fk(Roiy)
inf [R G, 0)e,| > su ———2"Ryi)(G, 0)-e,]|. 3.5
(Gy(,)eAl s(1)(G, 0)-¢,| (G’U)peA ll-;zfx(Ram) 0 vl (3.5)

The left-hand term is indeed strictly positive and independent of K, and the right-
hand term tends towards zero as K tends towards infinity. This follows from (3.4)
and from the fact that

(G}g)f”eA(llRo<z)(G, N — IRy (G, 0)]]) > 0. (3.6)

This proves the theorem. Notice that (3.6) holds because ANJ0, G] x [0, 1] is a
compact set (the different branches of 2*(¢) must overlap).

Theorem 11 shows the connection between Ax and X. As for Theorem 12, it
can be seen as a consequence of the essential difference between Ax and X, that
is the existence of an infinity of bifurcation points in X and their absence in Ag.
Near each bifurcation point of 2 we will construct a line I that crosses the singular
branch and divides 2*(¢) in two parts (see Fig. 8). The theorem says that no point
of Ax lies on TI.

Theorem 12. Let Ky be such that Ax C Z*(¢) if K > Kq. Let (j, q) be a singular
branch of X. One constructs the broken line I illustrated on Fig. 8: I is included
in 2*(¢), crosses (j, q) and divides X*(¢) in two parts. If ¢ is small enough and
if K > Ky is great enough then

AgNT= @ .
Proof. Let {(Go, p/q)} = 2NT. One has:
(IRs3)[l = [Ro2)[)(Go> /) > 0, (3.7
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]
(1) =]
St
o | 77 s

Fig. 8. I' is the union of two perpendicular segments one of which is parallel to the line 6 = p/q.
The length of I' can be made as small as possible

so that if ¢ is small enough

o (R | = [Ro (G, 0) = € > 0. (3.8)

Let us prove that if K is great enough,

Sr(Rs1y)

R,1)(G, 0)-e, + R,2)\(G, 0)-e
Fi(Roay) O e F Ra (G €

>

(G, 0er

SxRsiy)
=3 fk(Rs2))

The right-hand term tends towards zero as K tends towards infinity. Now the left-
hand term is always greater than sin (2m/q). To see this observe that if (G, 0) € I',
then {a(1), 9(2)} = {/, q}. Moreover R,-e, and R;-e, have the same sign, and
IR,-e,| = sin(2m/q).

By definition A is an union of continuous lines (implicit functions). Theorems
11 and 12 show that if K is great enough, each line must be contained in a set of
tongues of width ¢’. Each tongue follows a half-loop that goes from (G =0, 6 =
p/q) to a singular branch (j, ¢) and then along successive regular branches of
2 (Fig. 9). In other words, a half-loop connects two points on the G =0 axis;
one is a point with a rational ordinate 6 = [ay,...,a,] (@, > 1) and the other is a
point whose ordinate is a noble number 6 = [ay,...,a,,1,1,1,...]. Of course these
tongues overlap when G is too small, so that noble numbers are approached with an
accuracy of order ¢ (the accuracy is necessarily finite because of the characteristic
length of the interaction).

This situation is illustrated in Fig. 10; the structure of this spectrum can be
directly compared with the solution of the geometrical problem (Fig. 5).

Fig. 11 shows how this structure disappears when K is too small. This contrasts
with the special case considered by Levitov: the spectrum is not modified by the
range of the interaction (Fig. 12).

sup
(G, 0er

R (G, 0)-e, 3.9)

7 Conversely, there must be a line in most tongues: in the limit K — +co, G — 0, Hk(G, 0)
must change its sign around 0 = p/q. We will return to this point in section 3.2.
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RN RG]
% r

0 G

Fig.9. A continuous line of 4 can not follow the singular branches of Z that are crossed by a
broken line I"

0.5+

0.4+
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0.2

0.1~

0.0 T T T T T T T
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07

Fig. 10. The divergence spectrum A4 with the condition of Douady-Couder. The family of spiral
lattices is Se(G,6) and —1 9% = e~%" K =10

If K is large enough, the structure of the spectrum remains essentially unchanged
if one considers the periodic lattice instead of a spiral lattice, or the variational
problem of Levitov instead of the condition of Douady-Couder (see Fig. 13).

3.2. Scale Invariant Interactions. 1f the potential u is a power law, that is
fxr)y=r7%, (3.10)
the question of whether noble numbers are exactly selected naturally comes to

mind. In this case in fact there is no characteristic length of the potential, so that
the nearest neighbours approximation (1.13) may be valid for all values of G.
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G

Fig.11. The spectrum A with the condition of Douady-Couder. The family of spiral lattices is

Se(G,0) and —1 9% = ¢=Kr K = 0.7
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Fig. 12. The spectrum 4 with the condition of Levitov. The family of periodic lattices is W (G, 0)
an -%‘;—:‘ =e X K =07

The following discussion shows that the answer to this question is positive;
nevertheless all noble numbers can not be considered equivalent.

The first step in the analysis is the construction of the set 2*(o, f), such that
Hy (G, ) can not cancel outside of X*(«, ). The rest of the argument closely
follows the reasoning of the previous section.
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Fig. 13. The spectrum 4 with the condition of Levitov. The family of spiral lattices is Se(G,0)

_ldu _ —Kr g
and —; 5 =e V", K =10

We will restrict ourselves to the case of linear spiral lattices but the results can
be generalized to other cases. Sometimes constant factors will be omitted in the
formula and some calculations will not be made, in order to lighten the exposition.

Let us recall that Hg(G, 0) = anlfK(“Rg(n)(G, B)H)RJ(,,)'ey and Adg =

{(G,0) : Hx(G,0) = 0}. If fx(r) =r~X, one has
Lemma 13. Let 0 < p < 0.1 and define

o.(5)-{(e20) 0=0<3).

There exists Ky such that VK > Ky, V§ X0

+HK(G, 0) > 0,Y(G, 0) € Q. (g) .

Lemma 14. Consider the set

2o, B) = Z(x) U U Xp/q(ﬁ) >

Leonpo, 1
where
Z)= U B((G, 0);0G)
(G,0)ex
VG
Xpja(B) = U <(G, 02YC
(G, O)E(ZF\D)NZ ), q

and B((G, 0);t) is the open ball of center (G, 0) and radius t.

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)
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6 2 (e.B) NZp/q

al|o

Fig. 14. X*(a, B) is obtained by constructing an open ball on every point of Z*. « and f can be
chosen so that Q+(§) and Q_(E”) cross the boundary of X*(a, §),V p/q € QN]O0, 1]

If o, B > 0 are small enough, then
1) Vp/q € QN0, L[, the boundary of the set

S, BN, (3.16)

is the union of the boundary of X, and two simple closed curves. These two

curves intersect the segments . (5) and Q_ (;") of Lemma 13.

The situation is illustrated in Fig. 14.
IRyl
G.0¢z @ p) IRe)l

R
3) Sup ” ‘7(1)” —
G.0¢z* (. p) [Ro1) €yl

2) =B <1. (3.17)

B < . (3.18)

The proofs of Lemma 13 and 14 are given in Appendix B. The following
theorem is the analoguous of Theorem 11:

Theorem 15. Vo, f > 0 there exists Ko > 0 such that if K > Ko,
Ax C X* (o, B) .
Proof. Suppose that (G, 0) ¢ X*(a, f§). Let us prove that if K is great enough,

K
>3 S Rom)Rom-ey| |Romy-ey (Ra(l)) . (3.19)
nza | fi(Re))Ro1) €y | 552 [Rory-ey | \Ro(n)
But
K
Roeny-€y (Ram)K < Ry 5~ Ro (Rcr(l))
222 | Ro() ey | \Roey /)~ [Roq1)-€y] 52 Ro(1) \ Rom)
R R K-3
- a(l) .0 a(l) ) (320)
[Ro(1)-€y| Ro2)

The conclusion follows from Lemma 14.
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Fig.15. I';,; is included in an open ball of radius yG and center (G, p/q) € X

In the next theorem one constructs a set of lines I'; ;; each line I'; , crosses a
singular branch (j, ¢) in X, divides 2*(«, f) in two parts and contains no point of
Ax. The main difference with Theorem 12 lies in the fact that this construction is
done for an infinity of singular branches.

Theorem 16. Let C €]1, 2[. Let Ky be such that Ax C 2*(a, B) if K > Ko. If
(J, q) is a singular branch of X, one constructs the broken line I'; , in exactly the
same way as I' (cf. Theorem 12 and Fig. 8): I'; , is included in X*(a, B), crosses
(J, q) and divides X*(a, ) in two parts.

If o, B are small enough and Ky is large enough, then

AN Tjq =2
for any K > Ko and any (j, q) such that ¥ > C.

Proof. Let (j, q) be a singular branch such that lq—q_—f) > C. There exists a constant
7, independent of j and g, such that I'; ; is included in a ball of radius yG and center
(G, p/q) € 2 (see Fig. 15). To see this observe that @ =~ G near of (G, p/q);

moreover in the neighbourhood of (G, p/q) the slope ‘g—g of the singular branch
(J, q) is uniformly bounded (direct calculation). Now if o and f§ are small enough,
y can be chosen small enough for Proposition 20 of Appendix B to be applied:

k) & /O — ,
Ry C—y>1lonlj,

Let us prove that Hyx can not cancel on I'; , if K is great enough. On one hand

R K R K-2
) (Lz)> qRoye| =0 | [ 522 , (321)
nz3 \ Ro() Rs(3)
and on the other hand
Roiy \© )
(-ﬁ) Ro'(l)'ey + R,,(z)-ey > sin -—n (3.22)
Rs1) q

(cf. Theorem 12). The conclusion follows.
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Let us examine the consequences of Theorems 15 and 16. Consider a singular
branch (/, ¢) containing a point (G, p/q = [a1,...,as])(ax > 1). The condition
2(%1—) > C is equivalent to

an— 1+ > . (3.23)
ap—1+

Ay + ...

Consider now the path in X2* that goes from (G =0,0= p/q =[ai,...,a,]) to
the singular branch (j, g) and then along successive regular branches of X. This is
the unique path in X* crossing X,/ and connecting (G =0, 0 = [a),...,a,]) with
(G=0,0=][ay,...,a,1,1,1,...]). Let C, o, B, Kp be such that Theorem 16 holds.
It is possible to make the construction of Theorem 16 on each singular branch
connected to this path if

2 1 2-C 1
- <a, < - 3.24
2-Cc T "% Sac—a T (324)
n=l ap—2+ ... -l ap—3 + ...

(this can be directly verified using (3.23) and the properties of X'). Equation (3.24)
has no solution if C > 1.17..But if C > 1 is taken small enough, the condition
(3.24) reduces to an upper bound on a, and an upper bound on a,_; if a, = 2.
These bounds tend towards 400 as C tends towards 1.

If the condition (3.24) is fulfilled one can therefore construct a tongue along the
half-loop in X* connecting (G =0, 0 = [ay, ..., a,]) with (G=0, 0= [ay, ..., ay,
1, 1, 1, ...]); the continuous lines of Ax are contained in such tongues and in the
rest of 2*(a, ). This enables us to prove the following:

Theorem 17. Let C €)1, 1.17.[. Let a, 8, Ky be such that the conditions of
Theorems 15 and 16 are satisfied. If p/q =[a, ..., a,](a, > 1) satisfies (3.24),
then YK > K, there exists a continuous line belonging to Ax and connecting
(G=0,0=[ay,...,a,)) with ((G=0,0=1ay,...,an, 1,1, 1, ...]).

Proof. Consider as above the unique path in X* crossing X/, and connecting (G =
0,0 =1ay,...,a,]) with (G=0,0=]ay, ..., a, 1, 1, 1, ...]). By virtue of Lemmas
13 and 14 and Theorems 15 and 16, there exists two continuous lines on each side
of this path, connecting the same points on the axis G =0, on which Hx(G, 0)
does not cancel (see Fig. 16). By Lemma 13 the sign of Hg(G, 0) is different on
each line. This proves the theorem.

3.3. The Absolute Minimality Condition in the Geometric Limit. We have de-
scribed so far a spectrum defined by an extremality condition instead of the original
minimality condition, which greatly simplified the matter. The problem becomes es-
pecially difficult if one considers the absolute minimality condition of Douady and
Couder (see [19,20]). However a simple result can be obtained for the simple
periodic lattice W(G, 0) in the limit of infinitely short-range interaction.

Consider for instance the interaction

ug(r)=e X, K20 (3.25)
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I
Hy (G,0)<0 / <
N\
G

0

Fig.16. By virtue of Lemmas 13 and 14 and Theorems 15 and 16, one can construct two con-
tinuous lines connecting (G = 0,0 = [ai,...,a,]) and (G = 0,0 = [a),...,a,,1,1,1,...]) such that
Hg(G,0) has a different sign on each line

and construct the resulting potential (cf. (1.6))

Ug(x)= > ug(]lxex —rumll) . (3.26)
neEN* meZ

In the limit K — +o0o the minimality condition

Uk(x) — Ux(0) = 0, vx (3.27)
reduces to
dg,e(0) = dg,o(x), Vx , (3.28)
where
dG, ()(x) = min “xex - l‘nm(Ga 9)“ . (329)
neN* mez

It is not difficult to convince oneself that the spectrum defined by (3.28) is a
subset of ¥. Moreover there is always a part of the singular branch (n, n+m),
connected to (n, m), that is not included in this spectrum. The following theorem
completes its description.

Theorem 18. If (G, 0) belongs to any regular branch of X, then

dg,0(0) = dg,o(x), Vx .

Thus in the limit K — oo, the spectrum defined by the extremality condition of
Douady and Couder is basically the set of the regular branches of X. It clearly
shows the expected selection of noble numbers.

Proof of Theorem 18. Suppose that (G, 0) belongs to a regular branch of 2. This
implies

Rsaye)(Ro)er) < 0. (3.30)
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Assume that a(2) > o(1). We will prove that if
dg,o(x) > |[Re1)ll = dg,0(0) (3.31)

for some x, then ¢(2) > 20(1), which is a contradiction.
There exists a € W(G, 0) such that the unit cell

{a, a-+ Ro'(l), a-+ Rg(g), a-+ Ro‘(l) + Rg(2)} (332)

contains the point xe,. One can distinguish three cases:
1) (a+R6(1))-ey > 0 and a-€y, <0.

In this case it is easy to see that dg g(x) < |[Rel|.
2) (a + R6(2))'ey 0.

Idem.
3) (a+ RG(I))-ey < 0and (a+ Ro(z))'ey > 0.

dg,o(x) takes its greatest value if (a 4+ Ry(1))-e, = 0. Without loss of generality,
one can therefore assume that a4+ R,y = 0. One seeks x such that dg o(x) >
IIRs1y|. The function dg g(x) has a maximum that can be greater than |[R,q)|| at
x = X, where:

[[¥ex — (a + Ro(2))[| = ||Xex — (a + Roq1y + Ro))| - (3.33)

Suppose that
IReyll < dg,o(F) = |[¥ex — (a+ Ryl - (3.34)

Combining (3.33) and (3.34) with the hypothesis ||Ry1)|| = [|Rs(2)||, one obtains

Ra’(l)zRo'(Z)z > 4((Ra(1)'ey)(Ra(2)‘ey) - (Ra(l)'ex)(Ra(2)'ex)> . (3.35)
In other words, if « is the angle between R,(;y and (—Rg2)-€x, Rs(2)-€,), one has
«>mn/3. (3.36)

Consequently

Ro—(z)’ey _ a(2) >~  min sin(f+n/3) _

= 2, 3.37
Ra(l)-ey 0'(1) 0<pB=<n/6 sinﬁ ( )
which had to be proved.
Adler [18] and Levitov [8] obtained an analogous result with the relative min-
imality condition for the variational problem (in the paper of Adler the role of
energy is played by contact pressure).

4. Conclusion

Following [8-10], we have studied systems of particles interacting repulsively
through a potential u(#) and arranged in a periodic or a spiral plane lattice. We
considered families of lattices depending on two parameters, G and 0, G is re-
lated to the vertical or radial compression of the lattice 6 is called the divergence
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of the lattice. The divergence spectrum A4 was defined as the set of couples (G, 0)
which satisfy the extremality condition (1.5) or (1.17). The first one corresponds
to the dynamical condition of Douady and Couder (one secks the lattices that are
the stationary solutions of a discrete time dynamical system) while the second
one is the variational problem of Levitov. Formally both conditions are essentially
equivalent.

Levitov solved the variational problem for the periodic lattice. He showed that
this particular problem possesses a hidden symmetry, so that the spectrum is usually
constituted of a set of branches arranged in the Farey structure; each branch cuts the
axis G = 0 at a noble number. Using the dynamical condition, Douady and Couder
obtained numerically a similar spectrum for spiral lattices.

We addressed the following question: apart from the case treated by Levitov,
where the noble numbers appear a consequence of some symmetry, under what as-
sumptions can one prove that the spectrum A(G, 0) shows the hierarchical selection
of noble numbers put forward by Levitov and Douady and Couder?

As these authors indicated, the selection of noble numbers is due to two main
facts:

— there is an underlying geometrical problem, which is in a way the unperturbed
problem. Its solution possesses the Farey tree structure. This establishes a direct
connection between the spectrum 4 and the continued fraction representation of the
divergence 0.

— the physical extremality condition results in the choice of the so-called “regular
branch” at each bifurcation in the Farey tree. Thus ideally every possible path in the
perturbed tree leads to a noble number. The tree structure organizes noble numbers
into a natural hierarchy.

In Sect. 2.3 we dealt with the geometrical problem in the case of a class of
spiral lattices (the case of the periodic lattice being well known). We proved that
the solution has basically the Farey tree structure: there is at the most a finite
number of defects in the tree. In the special case of a linear or an exponential
spiral lattice, a numerical calculation shows that there are no such defects.

In Sect. 3.1 we considered the divergence spectrum 4 in the case of an expo-
nential interaction u(r) ~ e~%". We proved that the branches of the spectrum are
included in tongues of width &(K). These tongues follow the paths in the Farey tree
that lead to noble numbers (more precisely, they connect a rational number with
the corresponding noble number on the axis G =0). &(K) tends towards zero as
K tends towards infinity, so that noble numbers are approached with an increas-
ing accuracy if the range of the interaction is decreased. On the other hand, this
structure of the spectrum is destroyed when G is smaller than some characteristic
value, that is when the shortest distance between two lattice points is much smaller
than the characteristic length of the potential (the nearest neighbours approximation
(1.13) loses all its relevance in this case). One can thus construct counterexamples
in which this structure of the spectrum entirely disappears.

If the interaction is scale invariant (u(r) = r~X), no characteristic value of G
can be defined. In this case, we proved in Sect. 3.2 that there exists a K; such
that if K > Kj, a class of noble numbers is exactly selected. A similar result must
be obtained for other potentials if the density of the lattice is kept constant (or is
increased) when G is decreased.

These results contrast with the situation analysed by Levitov, where the structure
of the spectrum is essentially independent of the potential. The following table shows
the accuracy of the selection of noble number according to the different cases:
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Spiral lattice

u(r) ~ e K

M. Kunz

u(r) ~r=X

Douady—Couder
condition :

Levitov
condition :

finite accuracy
depending on K

finite accuracy
depending on K

u(r) ~ e %

infinite accuracy
if K > Kj

infinite accuracy
if K > Ky

u(r) ~—K

Douady—-Couder

condition: finite accuracy infinite accuracy
depending on K  if K > K
Periodic lattice
Levitov
condition : infinite accuracy  infinite accuracy

VK VK

It is well worth noting that spectrum originally considered in [8,9] and [10]
was defined by a minimality condition (instead of an extremality condition). It is
therefore a subset of the spectrum we studied, from which the plateaus around
the rational divergences usually disappear; the branches may also become discon-
tinuous [19,20]. In Sect. 3.3, we examined the spectrum defined by the absolute
minimality condition of Douady and Couder in the geometric limit (for instance
u(r) = e X" K — 4). In the case of the periodic lattice, it is constituted by the
same hierarchical set of branches leading to noble numbers.

Ultimately, then, the hierarchical selection of noble numbers in these problems is
closely linked to the two-dimensional geometry of the system. This fact is interesting
as regards the problem of phyllotaxis. The systems we studied were proposed as
possible examples of the mechanism controlling the appearance of new leaves on
the stem. Equivalent mechanisms can indeed be associated with one-dimensional
systems (for instance reaction and diffusion of chemical substances on the meristem
[13,16,17,25]). In this more general framework, Guerreiro [19,20] showed that the
mechanism itself fails to explain the universality of noble numbers in nature, unless
it is considered in an appropriate limit.

Acknowledgements. The author wishes to express his thanks to F. Rothen for his critical reading
of the manuscript. He is also indebted to J. Guerreiro and G.P. Bernasconi for many valuable
suggestions.

APPENDIX A.

o
Proposition 6. (Sect. 2.3). Suppose that W(x) =20,Vx 20 Ift<1, Ty W) is
a convex set.

Proof. The boundary of €, is the union of two arcs of a circle. One is an arc of
the unit circle and it is mapped by 7, ! on a segment lying on the x-axis. The other
arc is described in polar coordinates (r, @) by:

r(p) =cos ¢ + V t— Sin2(p, ~QPmax = @ = Qax »

(A.1)
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where
@max = arccos (1 — £2/2) . (A2)
T, ! maps this arc on a curve described in cartesian coordinates (x, y) by :
x=0, y=h¢),~Pmax = ¢ = Pmax > (A3)
where
h(p) = &~ (r(¢)) . (A4)

We have to prove that

" _ 1
MO = o)y

It is enough to verify that #"/(¢) < 0, which is easily seen if ¢<1.

¢II o h
{r”(co)d)’ °h(p) - r'z(mqj,o—h(((‘lf))} <0, (AS)

Proposition 7. (Sect. 2.3). Suppose that

dlog @g(n) < dlog @g(m)
dG dG
Consider the function

, Vign <m, VG 2 0.

Aum(G,0) = RX(G,0) —R2(G,0),n < m .

For any fixed value of 0 it has at the most one zero Gy; it is negative for G > Gy
and positive otherwise.

Proof. Let us show that if 4,,(G,0) = 0, then 06A4,m(G, 0) * 0. First notice that
Ap = DPL(n) — DE(m) — 2 Pg(n) cos (2nnb) — Pg(m)cos 2nmb)) .  (A.6)
Thus if n<m and 4,,(G,0) = 0, one has

®g(m)cos (2nmb) — &g(n) cos (2nnb) > 0. (A7)
Now if 4,,(G,0) =0 and 0gA4,,(G,0) = 0, the following equality would hold:
dPg(n)
a6 Pc(n) N Di(m)cos (2nmb) — dg(n) cos (2nnb) (AS)
dd?;((}m) T dg(m) D6 (m)(Pg(n) — cos (2mnh)) :

It would clearly contradict the assumption
dlog ®g(n) < dlog @g(m)
dGg dG ’

Consequently, the sign of 0g4,m(G,0) does not change along an implicit curve
defined by 4,,(G,0) =0 in the (G,0) plane. In fact if n < m, 06Aum(G,0) < 0
along such a curve, which demonstrates the proposition. To prove this last inequality,
notice that such a curve necessarily cuts the axis G = 0; now at this point

d(Pg(n) - %(m))) 0
G=0

Yn<m, VG = 0. (A9)

06 Awm(0,0) = 2(1 — cos(2mnb)) (A.10)

dG

by hypothesis.
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APPENDIX B.
Lemma 13. (Sect. 3.2). Let 0 < p < 0.1 and define

0. (5){(620) 0=0=3).

There exists Ky such that VK > K, V—g e

+Hr(G,0) > 0,(G,0) € Q4 (5) :

Proof. Let us write

q—1
Hg(G,0) = gljz(Han”)an‘ey + go ;ﬁ((||an+1H)an+l'ey .

M. Kunz

(B.1)

If (G,0) € Qi(g), it is not difficult to convince oneself that the second sum be-
comes negligible if K is great enough. As a matter of fact, the leading term of the

second sum is approximately equal to g¥~!
sum is approximately (¢G)!' =% >(10g)% 1.

Lemma 14. (Sect. 3.2). Consider the set

py=2)u U KB,

LeQn(o,1]
where
)= U B((G,0);4G)
(GO)eZ
VG
XB= U B((G,ta);ﬁ——
(GO)E(ZF\D)NL q

and B((G,0);t) is the open ball of center (G,0) and radius t.
If o, p > 0 are small enough, then
1) Vp/q € QN]0, L[, the boundary of the set

2o, YNy

, whereas the leading term of the first

is the union of the boundary of X ,, and two simple closed curves. These two

curves intersect the segments Q. (5) and Q_ (g) of Lemma 13.

The situation is illustrated in Fig. 14. of Sect. 3.2.

IRonll _
60ez* @ p) IRe2)ll

R
3) sup M:Bz<oo.

(G0)ez* (o p) [Ro1y €yl

2) Bl<1a

Proof. Let us choose G’ such that if G < G',{r,1),¥s2),---,¥s10)} C SI(G,0) is a

part of a simple periodic lattice as slightly distorted as we need.
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One can always construct the restriction of X*(«, ) to the region G'<G<
G"" < (the complementary set is compact, so that it is easy to satisfy 2) and 3)).
Let us then restrict our attention to the region G <G’, and assume that S/(G,0) is
a periodic lattice around ry.

1) Consider a set X, as illustrated on Fig. 17. As G tends towards zero, 2,

is adjacent to sets of the type X jisp, & — . One can deduce from this fact that
J+hg

3(G)~ YT as G — 0 (if (G, ZHL € 2, then Ghkq ~ - and 8(G) = £ — 22 ~ ]

> gt+kp kg q g+kp kq?

if k is large).
It can be verified directly that the restriction of the boundary of X,,(f) to the
region G < < (—1‘5 is the set of points

(G,gig G+4ﬁ—;2> . (B2)

As for the boundary of X(x) N X, it is the union of the boundary X, and a

simple closed curve. If G << q% and » < < 1, this curve behaves basically like

0(G), so that it intersects the boundary of X, () at a point (G.0), where

2
G;\\j_/}_*

4q?’ +

) ~

[y

(B.3)

SRAS

5
-

Q

If /7 << u the boundary of X*(o, f)N X pq must therefore intersect Q+(§)
and Q_(f—/’)

2) If (G,0) ¢ X(x), then dist((G,0),2) > aG. By Proposition 19 of this ap-
pendix, we know that

RZ
:(2) 116> 4G, (B4)
RZ,
In other words, B = \7%
0
J+q
j+2q
a(1)=]
B 3(G)
q i
c(1)=q )
0 - G

2

o}

Fig. 17. The thick curve is the boundary of the set 2,
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3) One can easily see that if (G,0) € X,,\2*(a, f), G fixed,
IRoc1)€,| = BVG . (B.5)

If G is fixed, ||Rqy(1)]|(G,0) is maximum on the points of X. One can deduce from
this that |[Ro(1)[| = O (V/G). Hence

IRl 0 (VG)
IRo(1)-¢y| BVG
Proposition 19. Let W(Gy,00) be a simple periodic lattice and suppose that

o(1)=n,06(2) =m and ::ll}’%;” < A < 2. There exists x = (3G, 80) such that

=0(1). (B.6)

[R1(Go + 0G, 0 + do)|| = [|Rm(Go + 6G, 0 + 30)||

and

R, (Go, 09)

where C is some constant (C depends on A and C =~ 1).

2
x| < cc;.(—Rm(GO"’O) - 1> :

Proof. Let us agree upon the following understanding:
IR, = [IRA(Go, bo)l
(idem for m). We look for a solution x of minimal norm to the problem:
(R, +nx)? = (R, + mx)* . (B.7)

One obtains
L AR, —RD)

b+b  ° (B3)
where
b = ||mR,, — nR,|| , (B.9)
b =|mR, — nRy,| . (B.10)
Since |R, — Ry||>||Rn|| and ||R, 4+ R,|| > [|R,||, one can verify that
b+b" > sup(|m — n|-||Ry ||, [m — |m — n|||[Ry||,|n — |m — nl|-[|Ru]|)
> C(m+n)||R,|| (B.11)
and
IR, < C'(n+m)G, (B.12)

where C,C’ are some constants.

Proposition 20. Consider the lattice family SI(G,0). Let (Go, p/q) € 2, and
o(1)=gq,0Q2)=n. If 2(q —n)/q > C, where 1 < C < 2, one can construct a
ball B of radius Gy and center (G, p/q), where y < VC — 1, such that:

IRs3)(G, D)l

C — 1
ReG.o)] = VC7>

for any (G,0) € B.
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Proof. One can deduce from the equality

that

2 2
R =R’ (B.13)
R2 R: 2q —
o(3) —n q-—n)
o= 122 > p > C (B.14)
o(2) q
Let x = (4G, 88). One has:
R,
Ii—i§>—”(co +6G, p/q + 60)
Rl
R —n = (6] - I’Z)“X“ Rq—n - (‘1 - ”)HXH>
> sup ( oA , >VC -y (B.15)
Ry +qllx|| Ry + nlx]|

if ||x|| < $Gy. In fact

R,  Ry-n—(/C—pR
7 7"< g = (VC — R, (B.16)

Y
G -
Xl <3 °<1+x/5—v (g—n)+(HC ~y)yq

(idem for the other term).
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