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KAM for quasi-linear and fully nonlinear forced KdV

Pietro Baldi, Massimiliano Berti, Riccardo Montalto

Abstract: We prove the existence of quasi-periodic, small amplitude, solutions for quasi-linear and fully
nonlinear forced perturbations of KdV equations. For Hamiltonian or reversible nonlinearities we also ob-
tain the linear stability of the solutions. The proofs are based on a combination of different ideas and
techniques: (i) a Nash-Moser iterative scheme in Sobolev scales. (ii) A regularization procedure, which con-
jugates the linearized operator to a differential operator with constant coefficients plus a bounded remainder.
These transformations are obtained by changes of variables induced by diffeomorphisms of the torus and
pseudo-differential operators. (iii) A reducibility KAM scheme, which completes the reduction to constant
coefficients of the linearized operator, providing a sharp asymptotic expansion of the perturbed eigenvalues.

Keywords: KdV, KAM for PDEs, quasi-linear PDEs, fully nonlinear PDEs, Nash-Moser theory, quasi-
periodic solutions, small divisors.
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1 Introduction

One of the most challenging and open questions in KAM theory concerns its possible extension to quasi-linear
and fully nonlinear PDEs, namely partial differential equations whose nonlinearities contain derivatives of
the same order as the linear operator. Besides its mathematical interest, this question is also relevant in
view of applications to physical real world nonlinear models, for example in fluid dynamics and elasticity.

The goal of this paper is to develop KAM theory for quasi-periodically forced KdV equations of the form
Ut + Uggr + f (WE Ty Uy Uy Uz, Ugrz) = 0, € T:=R/277Z. (1.1)

First, we prove in Theorem [[LT] an existence result of quasi-periodic solutions for a large class of quasi-linear
nonlinearities f. Then for Hamiltonian or reversible nonlinearities, we also prove the linear stability of the
solutions, see Theorems [[.2] [L3] Theorem [[3] also holds for fully nonlinear perturbations. The precise
meaning of stability is stated in Theorem The key analysis is the reduction to constant coefficients of
the linearized KdV equation, see Theorem[[L4l To the best of our knowledge, these are the first KAM results
for quasi-linear or fully nonlinear PDEs.

Let us outline a short history of the subject. KAM and Nash-Moser theory for PDEs, which counts
nowadays on a wide literature, started with the pioneering works of Kuksin [32] and Wayne [44], and was
developed in the 1990s by Craig-Wayne [18], Bourgain [13], [14], Poschel [39] (see also [34], [I7] for more
references). These papers concern wave and Schrodinger equations with bounded Hamiltonian nonlinearities.

The first KAM results for unbounded perturbations have been obtained by Kuksin [33], [34], and, then,
Kappeler-Poschel [30], for Hamiltonian, analytic perturbations of KdV. Here the highest constant coefficients
linear operator is J,;, and the nonlinearity contains one space derivative 0,. Their approach has been
recently improved by Liu-Yuan [37] and Zhang-Gao-Yuan [45] for 1-dimensional derivative NLS (DNLS)
and Benjamin-Ono equations, where the highest order constant coefficients linear operator is 9, and the
nonlinearity contains one derivative d,. These methods apply to dispersive PDEs with derivatives like KAV,
DNLS, the Duffing oscillator (see Bambusi-Graffi [3]), but not to derivative wave equations (DNLW) which
contain first order derivatives 0., 0; in the nonlinearity.

For DNLW, KAM theorems have been recently proved by Berti-Biasco-Procesi for both Hamiltonian [T1]
and reversible [I2] equations. The key ingredient is an asymptotic expansion of the perturbed eigenvalues
that is sufficiently accurate to impose the second order Melnikov non-resonance conditions. In this way, the
scheme produces a constant coeflicients normal form around the invariant torus (reducibility), implying the
linear stability of the solution. This is achieved introducing the notion of “quasi-T6plitz” vector field, which
is inspired to the concept of “quasi-Toplitz” and “T6plitz-Lipschitz” Hamiltonians, developed, respectively,
in Procesi-Xu [41] and Eliasson-Kuksin [20], [21] (see also Geng-You-Xu [22], Grébert-Thomann [24], Procesi-
Procesi [40]).

Existence of quasi-periodic solutions of PDEs can also be proved by imposing only the first order Melnikov
conditions. This approach has been developed by Bourgain [I3]-[16] extending the work of Craig-Wayne [18]
for periodic solutions. It is especially convenient for PDEs in higher space dimension, because of the high
multiplicity of the eigenvalues: see also the recent results by Wang [43], Berti-Bolle [8], [9] (and [4], [10], [23]
for periodic solutions). This method does not provide informations about the stability of the quasi-periodic
solutions, because the linearized equations have variable coefficients.

All the aforementioned results concern “semilinear” PDEs, namely equations in which the nonlinearity
contains strictly less derivatives than the linear differential operator. For quasi-linear or fully nonlinear
PDEs the perturbative effect is much stronger, and the possibility of extending KAM theory in this context
is doubtful, see [30], [1I7], [37], because of the possible phenomenon of formation of singularities outlined in
Lax [36], Klainerman and Majda [31]. For example, Kappeler-Poschel [30] (remark 3, page 19) wrote: “It
would be interesting to obtain perturbation results which also include terms of higher order, at least in the
region where the KAV approximation is valid. However, results of this type are still out of reach, if true at
all’. The study of this important issue is at its infancy.

For quasi-linear and fully nonlinear PDEs, the literature concerns, so far, only existence of periodic
solutions. We quote the classical bifurcation results of Rabinowitz [42] for fully nonlinear forced wave



equations with a small dissipation term. More recently, Baldi [I] proved existence of periodic forced vibrations
for quasi-linear Kirchhoff equations. Here the quasi-linear perturbation term depends explicitly only on time.
Both these results are proved via Nash-Moser methods.

For the water waves equations, which are a fully nonlinear PDE, we mention the pioneering work of
Tooss-Plotnikov-Toland [27] about the existence of time periodic standing waves, and of Iooss-Plotinikov
[28], [29] for 3-dimensional traveling water waves. The key idea is to use diffeomorphisms of the torus T?
and pseudo-differential operators, in order to conjugate the linearized operator (at an approximate solution)
to a constant coefficients operator plus a sufficiently regularizing remainder. This is enough to invert the
whole linearized operator by Neumann series.

Very recently Baldi [2] has further developed the techniques of [27], proving the existence of periodic
solutions for fully nonlinear autonomous, reversible Benjamin-Ono equations.

These approaches do not imply the linear stability of the solutions and, unfortunately, they do not work
for quasi-periodic solutions, because stronger small divisors difficulties arise, see the observation [ below.

We finally mention that, for quasi-linear Klein-Gordon equations on spheres, Delort [19] has proved long
time existence results via Birkhoff normal form methods.

In the present paper we combine different ideas and techniques. The key analysis concerns the linearized
KdV operator (LI6) obtained at any step of the Nash-Moser iteration. First, we use changes of variables, like
quasi-periodic time-dependent diffeomorphisms of the space variable z, a quasi-periodic reparametrization of
time, multiplication operators and Fourier multipliers, in order to reduce the linearized operator to constant
coefficients up to a bounded remainder, see (I.24)). These transformations, which are inspired to [2], [27], are
very different from the usual KAM transformations. Then, we perform a quadratic KAM reducibility scheme
a la Eliasson-Kuksin, which completely diagonalizes the linearized operator. For reversible or Hamiltonian
KdV perturbations we get that the eigenvalues of this diagonal operator are purely imaginary, i.e. we prove
the linear stability. In section we present the main ideas of proof.

We remark that the present approach could be also applied to quasi-linear and fully nonlinear perturba-
tions of dispersive PDEs like 1-dimensional NLS and Benjamin-Ono equations (but not to the wave equation,
which is not dispersive). For definiteness, we have developed all the computations in KdV case.

In the next subsection we state precisely our KAM results. In order to highlight the main ideas, we
consider the simplest setting of nonlinear perturbations of the Airy-KdV operator 9 + 0., and we look for
small amplitude solutions.

1.1 Main results

We consider problem (L)) where € > 0 is a small parameter, the nonlinearity is quasi-periodic in time with
diophantine frequency vector
1 3

3
w=\veR, AeA::b,ﬂ, |@.z|zl—% Vi e 77\ {0}, (1.2)

|t|o
and f(p,x,2), p € T, z := (20, 21, 22, 23) € R%, is a finitely many times differentiable function, namely
feCYT” x T x RY;R) (1.3)

for some ¢ € N large enough. For simplicity we fix in ([2]) the diophantine exponent 7y := v. The only
“external” parameter in () is A\, which is the length of the frequency vector (this corresponds to a time
scaling).

We consider the following questions:

e Fore small enough, do there exist quasi-periodic solutions of ([LLI)) for positive measure sets of A € A?

e Are these solutions linearly stable?

Clearly, if f(¢, z,0) is not identically zero, then u = 0 is not a solution of (L)) for £ # 0. Thus we look for
non-trivial (27)"*!-periodic solutions u(y,x) of

W Optt + Ugaa + £f (0, T, Uy Uy U, Ugarz) = 0 (1.4)



in the Sobolev space

H? .= H*(T" x T;R) (1.5)

= {U(%w) = Y w R, wy =y, ull2i= > ()Pl < 00}
(1,§)€Z¥ X7 (1,§)€Z" X7
where
(I, 7) = max{1, [I], |jl}-

From now on, we fix s := (v +2)/2 > (v + 1)/2, so that for all s > sy the Sobolev space H?® is a Banach
algebra, and it is continuously embedded H*(T"T!) — C(T**1).

We need some assumptions on the nonlinearity. We consider fully nonlinear perturbations satisfying
e TyrE (F)
0., f =0, (1.6)
namely f is independent of u,,. Otherwise, we require that
e TYPE (Q)
Pyf =0, 0f = al) (02,0 + 2102, .o + 2202, [ + 202, ) (1.7)
for some function a(y) (independent on x).

If (Q) holds, then the nonlinearity f depends linearly on ws,.., namely equation (1) is quasi-linear. We
note that the Hamiltonian nonlinearities, see (L), are a particular case of those satisfying (Q), see remark
In comment B] after Theorem [[L5] we explain the reason for assuming either condition (F) or (Q).

The following theorem is an existence result of quasi-periodic solutions for quasi-linear KdV equations.
Theorem 1.1. (Existence) There exist s := s(v) >0, q := q(v) € N, such that:

For every quasi-linear nonlinearity f € C1 of the form

f = am(g(Wtaxau;umauzz)) (18)

satisfying the (Q)-condition (L), for all e € (0,e0), where €¢ := eo(f,v) is small enough, there exists a
Cantor set C. C A of asymptotically full Lebesque measure, i.e.

ICcl =1 as e — 0, (1.9)

such that, YA € C. the perturbed KdV equation ([L4) has a solution u(e,\) € H® with ||u(e,\)||s — 0 as
e —0.

We may ensure the linear stability of the solutions requiring further conditions on the nonlinearity, see
Theorem for the precise statement. The first case is that of Hamiltonian KdV equations

up = 0 V2 H(t, z,u,uy), H(t,x,u,uy,) = /11‘ %ﬁ + eF(wt, z,u,uy;) dx (1.10)
which have the form (), (LJ) with
Flo @, u, Upy Ug, Ug) = —8z{(8ZOF)(<p, x, u,um)} + 8m{(8le)(<p, x, u,um)} . (1.11)
The phase space of (LI0) is
HY(T) := {u(;c) € H'(T,R) : /

Tu(:z:) dx = 0}

endowed with the non-degenerate symplectic form
Qu,v) = /(Q;lu)v dr, Yu,ve€ Hy(T), (1.12)
T
where 0w is the periodic primitive of u with zero average, see (3I19). As proved in remark B2 the

Hamiltonian nonlinearity f in (LIT)) satisfies also the (Q)-condition (I7). As a consequence, Theorem [I]
implies the existence of quasi-periodic solutions of (II0). In addition, we also prove their linear stability.



Theorem 1.2. (Hamiltonian KdV) For all Hamiltonian quasi-linear KdV equations ([LI0O) the quasi-

periodic solution u(e, X) found in Theorem [ is LINEARLY STABLE (see Theorem [1.7).

The stability of the quasi-periodic solutions also follows by the reversibility condition

f(=p,—x, 20, —21, 22, —23) = —f (o, x, 20, 21, 22, 23). (1.13)

Actually (II3) implies that the infinite-dimensional non-autonomous dynamical system
ur = V(t,u), V(t,u) = —Upze — f (Wt T, U, Uy, Ugz, Uzgz)
is reversible with respect to the involution
S:u(x) = u(—z), S*=1I,
namely
=SV (—t,u) =V(t, Su).
In this case it is natural to look for “reversible” solutions of ([4]), that is
u(p,x) = u(—p,—x). (1.14)

Theorem 1.3. (Reversible KdV) There exist s :== s(v) > 0, q := q(v) € N, such that:

For every nonlinearity f € CY that satisfies
(i) the reversibility condition (LI3),
and

(7i) either the (F)-condition (L8] or the (Q)-condition (L),

for all € € (0,e9), where g9 := eo(f,v) is small enough, there exists a Cantor set C. C A with Lebesgue
measure satisfying (L), such that for all X € C. the perturbed KdV equation (L) has a solution u(e,\) € H?

that satisfies (LI4), with ||u(e, N)||s = 0 as € — 0. In addition, u(e, \) is LINEARLY STABLE.

Let us make some comments on the results.

1. The previous theorems (in particular the Hamiltonian Theorem [[2]) give a positive answer to the

question that was posed by Kappeler-Poschel [30], page 19, Remark 3, about the possibility of KAM
type results for quasi-linear perturbations of KdV.

. In Theorem [[.J] we do not have informations about the linear stability of the solutions because the
nonlinearity f has no special structure and it may happen that some eigenvalues of the linearized oper-
ator have non zero real part (partially hyperbolic tori). We remark that, in any case, we may compute
the eigenvalues (i.e. Lyapunov exponents) of the linearized operator with any order of accuracy. With
further conditions on the nonlinearity—Ilike reversibility or in the Hamiltonian case—the eigenvalues
are purely imaginary, and the torus is linearly stable. The present situation is very different with
respect to [18], [13]-[16], [8]-[9] and also [27]-[29], [2], where the lack of stability informations is due to
the fact that the linearized equation has variable coefficients, and it is not reduced as in Theorem [T.4]
below.

. One cannot expect the existence of quasi-periodic solutions of (4 for any perturbation f. Actually,
if f =m # 0 is a constant, then, integrating (I4)) in (p, ) we find the contradiction em = 0. This is
a consequence of the fact that

Ker(w - 0y + Ozza) =R (1.15)

is non trivial. Both the condition (L&) (which is satisfied by the Hamiltonian nonlinearities) and the
reversibility condition (LI3]) allow to overcome this obstruction, working in a space of functions with
zero average. The degeneracy (LIH) also reflects in the fact that the solutions of (I4]) appear as
a 1-dimensional family ¢ + u.(e, A) parametrized by the “average” ¢ € R. We could also avoid this
degeneracy by adding a “mass” term +mu in ([IZI]), but it does not seem to have physical meaning.



4. In Theorem [[.T] we have not considered the case in which f is fully nonlinear and satisfies condition
(F) in (6]), because any nonlinearity of the form (L)) is automatically quasi-linear (and so the first
condition in (L) holds) and (L) trivially implies the second condition in (7)) with a(p) = 0.

5. The solutions u € H® have the same regularity in both variables (¢, ). This functional setting is
convenient when using changes of variables that mix the time and space variables, like the composition

operators A, T in sections B.1] [3.4]

6. In the Hamiltonian case (ILI0)), the nonlinearity f in (III)) satisfies the reversibility condition (I3
if and only if F(—p, —x, 20, —21) = F(p, x, 20, 21).

Theorems[LTHT. 3 are based on a Nash-Moser iterative scheme. An essential ingredient in the proof—which
also implies the linear stability of the quasi-periodic solutions—is the reducibility of the linear operator

L:=L(u) =w-0,+ (14 as(p, 2))0pza + a2(p, )0za + a1(p, )0z + ao(p, ) (1.16)

obtained linearizing ([4) at any approximate (or exact) solution u, namely the coefficients a;(p,x) are
defined in (3:2). Let H? := H*(T) denote the usual Sobolev spaces of functions of « € T only (phase space).

Theorem 1.4. (Reducibility) There exist 3 > 0, ¢ € N, depending on v, such that:

For every nonlinearity f € C? that satisfies the hypotheses of Theorems[I1l or .3, for all € € (0,eq), where
g0 := eo(f,v) is small enough, for all w in the ball ||u||sg+s < 1, there exists a Cantor like set Aso(u) C A
such that, for all X € Aoo(u):

i) for all s € (80,9 — ), if ||ulls+5 < +oo then there exist linear invertible bounded operators Wy, Wa :
H*(T"*1) — H3(T*1) with bounded inverse, that semi-conjugate the linear operator L(u) in (LIG) to the
diagonal operator Lo, namely

E(’U/) :WIEOOW2715 Eoo ::W'azp +Doo (117)
where

Do = diagjez i}, Hj = i(—msj® +mij) +r;, ms,mi €R, sup |rj| < Ce. (1.18)
J

i1) For each ¢ € TY the operators W; are also bounded linear bijections of the phase space (see notation

€I13)
Wilp) , Wit () : HS — HE, i=1,2.

A curve h(t) = h(t,-) € HS is a solution of the quasi-periodically forced linear KdV equation
Oth + (1 + az(wt, x))Opzh + az(wt, )0 h + a1 (wt, )0ph + ag(wt, x)h =0 (1.19)
if and only if the transformed curve
u(t) = v(t,) = Wy (wt)[h(t)] € H;
is a solution of the constant coefficients dynamical system
O+ Do =0, 05 =—pv;, VjeL. (1.20)
In the reversible or Hamiltonian case all the pi; € iR are purely imaginary.
The exponents p; can be effectively computed. All the solutions of (L20) are
=D ()T, vi(t) = e ';(0).
JEL

If the p; are purely imaginary — as in the reversible or the Hamiltonian cases — all the solutions of (L.20)
are almost periodic in time (in general) and the Sobolev norm

Ol = (S losor6>) " = (Zls@F6) " = jo©)s; (1.21)
JEZ JEZ

is constant in time. As a consequence we have:



Theorem 1.5. (Linear stability) Assume the hypothesis of Theorem and, in addition, that f is
Hamiltonian (see (LII)) or it satisfies the reversibility condition (LI3). Then, Vs € (so,q — & — 80),
[|u|ls+s0+5 < +00, there exists Ko > 0 such that for all A € Ax(u), € € (0,ep), all the solutions of (LI9])
satisfy

(0 5 < Kollh(O)]] 1 (1.22)

and, for some a € (0,1),
17 (0) |y — e*Koll(0) | ggz+2 < [[R(E)]| 1z < [[R(0)[| 5 + €*Koll(O)| fyz+a - (1.23)

Theorems [LIHLT] are proved in section [5.]] collecting all the informations of sections 2IE

1.2 Ideas of proof

The proof of Theorems is based on a Nash-Moser iterative scheme in the scale of Sobolev spaces
H#. The main issue concerns the invertibility of the linearized KdV operator £ in ([LI6]), at each step of
the iteration, and the proof of the tame estimates (5.7)) for its right inverse. This information is obtained
in Theorem by conjugating £ to constant coefficients. This is also the key which implies the stability
results for the Hamiltonian and reversible nonlinearities, see Theorems

We now explain the main ideas of the reducibility scheme. The term of £ that produces the strongest
perturbative effects to the spectrum (and eigenfunctions) is as(p, €)0gze, and, then az(p, £)0z,. The usual
KAM transformations are not able to deal with these terms because they are “too close” to the identity.
Our strategy is the following. First, we conjugate the operator £ in (ILI6]) to a constant coefficients third
order differential operator plus a zero order remainder

£5 =Ww- 8(’9 +m38mgc +m181 +R0, mg =1+ O(E), my = O(E), mi,ms € R, (124)

(see (B.EH)), via changes of variables induced by diffeomorphisms of the torus, reparametrization of time, and
pseudo-differential operators. This is the goal of section[Bl All these transformations could be composed into
one map, but we find it more convenient to split the regularization procedure into separate steps (sections
BIH3A), both to highlight the basic ideas, and, especially, in order to derive estimates on the coefficients,
section Let us make some comments on this procedure.

1. In order to eliminate the space variable dependence of the highest order perturbation as(y, )0,z (see
B20)) we use, in section Bl p-dependent changes of variables like

(AR)(p, ) := h(p,z + By, T)) .

These transformations converge pointwise to the identity if 8 — 0 but not in operatorial norm. If 3
is odd, A preserves the reversible structure, see remark 3.4 On the other hand for the Hamiltonian
KdV ([CI0) we use the modified transformation

(AR)(p,2) 1= (1 + Bulp, ) Ao, + B, 2)) = (0. W)(prw + Bloa)} (1.25)

X

for all h(p,-) € HE(T). This map is canonical, for each ¢ € T", with respect to the KdV-symplectic
form (LI2)), see remark 331 Thus (I.25) preserves the Hamiltonian structure and also eliminates the
term of order J,,, see remark

2. In the second step of section we eliminate the time dependence of the coefficients of the highest
order spatial derivative operator J,;; by a quasi-periodic time re-parametrization. This procedure
preserves the reversible and the Hamiltonian structure, see remark and 371

3. Assumptions (Q) (see (L)) or (F) (see (LH)) allow to eliminate terms like a(p,x)0z, along this
reduction procedure, see ([B.41]). This is possible, by a conjugation with multiplication operators (see

B:39)), if (see (340))
/Mda::o. (1.26)

1+ (13(50,:6)



If (F) holds, then the coefficient as(p,2) = 0 and (L26) is satisfied. If (Q) holds, then an easy
computation shows that aa(p, ) = a(p) draz(p, x) (using the explicit expression of the coefficients in

B2)), and so

7(12(%@ r= | « 0 a T T =
[ o~ [ ao)0n (106l + st )]) do = 0.

In both cases (Q) and (F), condition (L20)) is satisfied.

In the Hamiltonian case there is no need of this step because the symplectic transformation (I25]) also
eliminates the term of order 9,,, see remark [3.71

We note that without assumptions (Q) or (F) we may always reduce £ to a time dependent operator
with a(¢)0z. If a(p) were a constant, then this term would even simplify the analysis, killing the
small divisors. The pathological situation that we want to eliminate assuming (Q) or (F) is when a(p)
changes sign. In such a case, this term acts as a friction when a(¢) < 0 and as an amplifier when
a(p) > 0.

4. In sections 3430 we are finally able to conjugate the linear operator to another one with a coefficient
in front of 9, which is constant, i.e. obtaining (L24). In this step we use a transformation of the
form I +w(p,2)0; ", see ([3.49). In the Hamiltonian case we use the symplectic map e””w(‘/”m)‘r)‘;l, see
remark

5. We can iterate the regularization procedure at any finite order k = 0,1,..., conjugating £ to an
operator of the form © + R, where

D=w-0,+D, ’D:m38§+m161+...+m_k8;k, m; € R,
has constant coefficients, and the rest R is arbitrarily regularizing in space, namely
dF o R = bounded. (1.27)

However, one cannot iterate this regularization infinitely many times, because it is not a quadratic
scheme, and therefore, because of the small divisors, it does not converge. This regularization procedure
is sufficient to prove the invertibility of £, giving tame estimates for the inverse, in the periodic case,
but it does not work for quasi-periodic solutions. The reason is the following. In order to use Neumann
series, one needs that D ~'R = (D719,%)(05R) is bounded, namely, in view of (L2T), that D19, % is
bounded. In the region where the eigenvalues (iw-l+D;) of © are small, space and time derivatives are
related, |w-1| ~ |j|3, where [ is the Fourier index of time, j is that of space, and D; = —imgj3+imij+. ..
are the eigenvalues of D. Imposing the first order Melnikov conditions |iw - I + D;| > ~|I|~7, in that
region, (D719, %) has eigenvalues

L
(o T+ D)7 | =3l = T 178

In the periodic case, w € R, l € Z, |w - I| = |w||l|, and this determines the order of regularization that
is required by the procedure: k > 37. In the quasi-periodic case, instead, |I| is not controlled by |w -,
and the argument fails.

Once (C24) has been obtained, we implement a quadratic reducibility KAM scheme to diagonalize Ls,
namely to conjugate L5 to the diagonal operator L, in (LI7). Since we work with finite regularity, we
perform a Nash-Moser smoothing regularization (time-Fourier truncation). We use standard KAM transfor-
mations, in order to decrease, quadratically at each step, the size of the perturbation R, see section [L1.11
This iterative scheme converges (Theorem [.2]) because the initial remainder Ry is a bounded operator (of
the space variable x), and this property is preserved along the iteration. This is the reason for performing the
regularization procedure of sections We manage to impose the second order Melnikov non-resonance
conditions ({.I7T), which are required by the reducibility scheme, thanks to the good control of the eigenvalues
pj = —ims(e,N)j* 4+ imi(e, \)j 4 7 (e, A), where sup; |rj(e, \)| = O(e).



Note that the eigenvalues p; could be not purely imaginary, i.e. r; could have a non-zero real part which
depends on the nonlinearity (unlike the reversible or Hamiltonian case, where r; € iR). In such a case,
the invariant torus could be (partially) hyperbolic. Since we do not control the real part of r; (i.e. the
hyperbolicity may vanish), we perform the measure estimates proving the diophantine lower bounds of the
imaginary part of the small divisors.

The final comment concerns the dynamical consequences of Theorem [[4bii). All the above transfor-
mations (both the changes of variables of sections as well as the KAM matrices of the reducibility
scheme) are time-dependent quasi-periodic maps of the phase space (of functions of = only), see section 2.2
It is thanks to this “T6plitz-in-time” structure that the linear KdV equation (LI9) is transformed into the
dynamical system (L20). Note that in [27] (and also [16], [8],[9]) the analogous transformations have not
this T6plitz-in-time structure and stability informations are not obtained.
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2 Functional setting

For a function f: A, = E, A — f(A\), where (E, || ||g) is a Banach space and A, is a subset of R, we define
the sup-norm and the Lipschitz semi-norm

u u i I f) = f2)llEe
LI = A0, = sup s IR = £, = sup LLOWZTQllE o
’ A€A, ’ A A2EA, A1 = A
A1#A2
and, for v > 0, the Lipschitz norm
Li Li su li

1A = ANER = 1B + A - (22)

If E = H* we simply denote || f||%P() .= || 7|5,
As a notation, we write
a<;b < a<C(s)b

for some constant C(s). For s = 59 := (v + 2)/2 we only write a < b. More in general the notation a < b

means a < Cb where the constant C' may depend on the data of the problem, namely the nonlinearity f,
the number v of frequencies, the diophantine vector @, the diophantine exponent 7 > 0 in the non-resonance
conditions in ([@6]). Also the small constants ¢ in the sequel depend on the data of the problem.

2.1 Matrices with off-diagonal decay

Let b € N and consider the exponential basis {e; : i € Zb} of L%(T?), so that L2(T?) is the vector space
{u = Y ues, Y |uil? < oo}. Any linear operator A : L2(T®) — L2?(T®) can be represented by the infinite
dimensional matrix

’i/ ’i/ . ’i/
(Az )i7i/ezb, Az = (Aei/, ei)L2(’H‘b), Au = E Az U4 €4
4,1’

We now define the s-norm (introduced in [§]) of an infinite dimensional matrix.

Definition 2.1. The s-decay norm of an infinite dimensional matriz A := (Az:i)ihizezb 18

2
2 [\ 25 i
A2 =30 @ sup |A%[) (2.3)
= =
For parameter dependent matrices A := A(X), A € A, C R, the definitions 2.1) and 22)) become

. AN — A(N)|s
AP = sup (AW, (Al = sup ACZ AR
AEA, A1 FA2 |>‘1 - A2|

A[LPO) = AP + A AP



Clearly, the matrix decay norm (23) is increasing with respect to the index s, namely
|Als < |Alg, Vs <s.
The s-norm is designed to estimate the polynomial off-diagonal decay of matrices, actually it implies

Al

Al2| <
481 < T

Vi1, ip € ZY,
and, on the diagonal elements,
. - i
45l < |Alo, 4} < ]A]p". (2.4)
We now list some properties of the matrix decay norm proved in [§].

Lemma 2.1. (Multiplication operator) Let p =Y, pie; € H*(T®). The multiplication operator h — ph
is represented by the Toplitz matriz le =pi_y and

IT'ls = llplls- (2.5)
Moreover, if p = p(\) is a Lipschitz family of functions,
TSP = ||| (2.6)

The s-norm satisfies classical algebra and interpolation inequalities.

Lemma 2.2. (Interpolation) For all s > sg > b/2 there are C(s) > C(sp) > 1 such that
|AB, < C(s)|Alua|Bls + C(s0)| Al Bls, . (2.7)
In particular, the algebra property holds
|AB], < C(s)|AL|BI.. (2.8)

If A= A(\) and B = B()\) depend in a Lipschitz way on the parameter A € A, C R, then

|AB[P0) < O(s)|A[SP D) B, (2.9)
[ABIZP) < O(s) | A[ZPYBIGPT) + O(s0) Al BILPO). (2.10)

For all n > 1, using (Z8) with s = sq, we get
A5 < [C(s0)]"HAlL,  and  [A"[s < n[C(s0)|Als,]" 7' C(s)[Als , Vs > s0. (2.11)

Moreover (ZI0) implies that ZII) also holds for Lipschitz norms | |Y*".
The s-decay norm controls the Sobolev norm, also for Lipschitz families:
1ARI|s < C(s) (| AlsollRlls + [AlslBllse)s [ARIFPD < C ) (JAPOAIEPO) + [P A|5POY). (2.12)

Lemma 2.3. Let ® = I + ¥ with ¥ := U(\), depending in a Lipschitz way on the parameter A € A, C R,
such that C’(so)|\IJ|I;01p(7) < 1/2. Then ® is invertible and, for all s > sg > b/2,

@7 — I, < C()|ls, ORI <2, &7 — I[FP0) < CO(s) WP (2.13)
If O, = I+, i = 1,2, satisfy C(so)|W;[5PY) < 1/2, then
|51 — @71 < Cs)(|Wo = Uil + ([T s + [ Vals) [T — Wiy, ) - (2.14)
PrOOF. Estimates (Z.13) follow by Neumann series and (ZI1]). To prove (2I4]), observe that
Oyl — 0T =7 (@) — @)@y = Oy (U — Up) @y
and use (7)), I13). =
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2.1.1 Toplitz-in-time matrices
Let now b:=v +1 and
ei(p,x) =it .= (1) ezt lez’, jel.
An important sub-algebra of matrices is formed by the matrices To6plitz in time defined by

» ’
AR = A2 (1 — 1), (2.15)

whose decay norm (Z3)) is

A=Y sup AR (2.16)

jez ey 1 I2=0

These matrices are identified with the ¢-dependent family of operators

Alp) = (AR(Q)), oenr AL(0) =D AR (D7 (2.17)

lezv

which act on functions of the z-variable as

= hjelT s A(p)h(z) = Y AP (p)hj,e " (2.18)

JEL J1,j2€7Z
We still denote by |A(p)|s the s-decay norm of the matrix in (ZIT).
Lemma 2.4. Let A be a Toplitz matriz as in ZI5), and so := (v +2)/2 (as defined above). Then
|A(p)]s < Cls0)[Alstso, Vo €T

Proor. For all ¢ € T we have

|A(<P>|§ = Z(j>2s ~sup AJ2 2« Z 25 sup Z |A32 )20

JEZ J1—J2=J JETL J1—J2 JZGZV

< Y osup Y JARDPE )T < YT sup [AR ()P, )T
jez 1 720 egy jezlezr I Jz—f

2I8)

< |A|S+50’

whence the lemma follows. B

Given N € N, we define the smoothing operator IIy as

(I2,72) :
(l2,72) A i if |ll - 12| <N
HyA); 277 = () 2.19
( N )(ll’“) {0 otherwise. ( )
Lemma 2.5. The operator Hﬁ := I — Iy satisfies
5 Al < N7P|Alg,  [IFAEPO < NZ2AEE g >0, (2.20)

where in the second inequality A := A(X) is a Lipschitz family X € A.

2.2 Dynamical reducibility

All the transformations that we construct in sections Bl and [ act on functions u(p, z) (of time and space).
They can also be seen as:

(a) transformations of the phase space H that depend quasi-periodically on time (sections Bl B335

and E);

11



(b) quasi-periodic reparametrizations of time (section B:2)).

This observation allows to interpret the conjugacy procedure from a dynamical point of view.
Consider a quasi-periodic linear dynamical system

Ou = L(wt)u. (2.21)

We want to describe how (2.21]) changes under the action of a transformation of type (a) or (b).
Let A(wt) be of type (a), and let uw = A(wt)v. Then (22I)) is transformed into the linear system

0w = Ly(wt)v where L, (wt)= A(wt) 'L(wt)A(wt) — A(wt) 10 A(wt). (2.22)
The transformation A(wt) may be regarded to act on functions u(p, z) as
(Au)(p, z) := (A(p)ulp, ) (z) = A()u(p, ) (2.23)

and one can check that (A~ u)(p, z) = A~ (p)u(yp, ). The operator associated to [ZZI)) (on quasi-periodic
functions)
L:=w-0,— L(p) (2.24)

transforms under the action of A into
ATNULA = w0, — Li(9),

which is exactly the linear system in ([2:22)), acting on quasi-periodic functions.

Now consider a transformation of type (b), namely a change of the time variable
Ti=t+awt) & t=1+awr); (Bu)t):=uvt+awt), (B~ u)(r) =u(r + a(wr)), (2.25)

where o = a(p), ¢ € TV, is a 27-periodic function of v variables (in other words, ¢t — t + a(wt) is the
diffeomorphisms of R induced by the transformation B). If u(t) is a solution of ([221]), then v(7), defined by

u = Bw, solves
L(wt)

0rv(r) = Ly (wr)v(r), Li(wr):= (1 o o) (wt))ﬁzﬁa(m . (2.26)
We may regard the associated transformation on quasi-periodic functions defined by
(Bh)(¢,2) = h(p +walp),2), (B7'h)(p,x) = h(p +wily),z),
as in step B.2] where we calculate
BB =p(p)Ls, plp) =B (1+w-0,a),
Lo=w-0, = Lale). Lalp) = —=Llp +wil(s)). (2.27)
2Z1) is nothing but the linear system (Z.26]), acting on quasi-periodic functions.
2.3 Real, reversible and Hamiltonian operators
We consider the space of real functions
Z = {u(p,z) = u(p,2)}, (2.28)
and of even (in space-time), respectively odd, functions
X = Aulp, ) =u(=p,—2)}, YV :={ulp,) = —u(—p,—2)}. (2.29)

Definition 2.2. An operator R is

12



1. REALif R: Z — Z
2. REVERSIBLE if R: X - Y
3. REVERSIBILITY-PRESERVING if R: X - X, R:Y =Y.

The composition of a reversible and a reversibility-preserving operator is reversible.
The above properties may be characterized in terms of matrix elements.

Lemma 2.6. We have

R:X =Y <= R(-1)=-R.(l), R:X =X < RL(-1)=RL(),

R:Z— 7 <= RL()=RL(-1).

For the Hamiltonian KdV the phase space is Hg := {u € HY(T) : [,u(z)de = 0} and it is more
convenient the dynamical systems perspective.

Definition 2.3. A time dependent linear vector field X (t) : Hi — Hg is HAMILTONIAN if X (t) = 0, G(t)
for some real linear operator G(t) which is self-adjoint with respect to the L? scalar product.

If G(t) = G(wt) is quasi-periodic in time, we say that the associated operator w-0, —0,G (@) (see (2.24))
is Hamiltonian.

Definition 2.4. A map A: Hj — H{} is SYMPLECTIC if
Q(Au, Av) = Q(u,v), Yu,v € Hy, (2.30)

where the symplectic 2-form ) is defined in (LI12). Equivalently ATO A = 0,1 .
If A(p), Yo € T, is a family of symplectic maps we say that the corresponding operator in (223) is
symplectic.

Under a time dependent family of symplectic transformations u = ®(¢)v the linear Hamiltonian equation

uy = 0,G(t)u with Hamiltonian H(t,u) := 3 (G(t)u,u)L2
transforms into the equation

v = 0, E(t)v, E(t):=dt)TGt)®(t) — (t)7 0, 0:(t)

with Hamiltonian

K(t,v) = 5 (G)@(t)v, ®(t)v) ., — & (9, ' @i(t)v, R(t)v) ., - (2.31)

Note that E(t) is self-adjoint with respect to the L? scalar product because ®79, 1@, + 79, 1® = 0.

3 Regularization of the linearized operator

Our existence proof is based on a Nash-Moser iterative scheme. The main step concerns the invertibility of
the linearized operator (see ((LIG]))

Lh =LA u,e)h :=w-0,h~+ (14 a3)0rzeh + 42007 + a10:h + aoh (3.1)

obtained linearizing ([L4) at any approximate (or exact) solution u. The coefficients a; = a;(p,x) =
a;(u,€)(p,x) are periodic functions of (p,x), depending on w,e. They are explicitly obtained from the
partial derivatives of ef (o, x, z) as

ai(@v'r) = E(azif)(@,ZL',U(QD,SC),’LLI((P,ZE),Uzz(QD,SC),UIII((P,Z')), 1=0,1,2,3. (32)
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The operator £ depends on A because w = A\@. Since ¢ is a (small) fixed parameter, we simply write £(\, u)
instead of L(A\,u,¢e), and a;(u) instead of a;(u,c). We emphasize that the coefficients a; do not depend
explicitely on the parameter A (they depend on A only through w(\)).

In the Hamiltonian case (I.11]) the linearized KdV operator (8.1 has the form
Lh=w-0,h+8, (GZ{Al(@, 2)d:h} — Ao(e, :z:)h)

where

Ar(p, ) =1+ €(0:,: F)(p, 2,0, us) ,  Ao(p, @) 1= —€02{ (02020 F) (0, @, U ua) } + (02020 1) (0, 5 1, Uz )

and it is generated by the quadratic Hamiltonian

1
Hyp(p,h):= 5/? (Ao(cp,z)h2 + Al(ga,:c)hi) de, hecH;.

Remark 3.1. In the reversible case, i.e. the nonlinearity f satisfies (LI13) and u € X (see (229), (LI4))
the coefficients a; satisfy the parity
az,a1 € X, ag,ap €Y, (33)

and L maps X into Y, namely L is reversible, see Definition[2.2.

Remark 3.2. In the Hamiltonian case [(LII)), assumption (Q)-{I7) is automatically satisfied (with a(p) =
2) because

<)051'5U7 um;uzz;uzzz =a 9051"5U7 ux 807 x? uﬂuil) uII & 807 x? uﬂuil) u:l):l) 9051"5U7 ux uIII
W ) = a( ) + b Juaz + Ytz + d( )

where

(83 ) + 221(8

Z121% 212120

F), c¢=8F  d=0.F

and so
Ouaf = b+ 2220 = 2dy + 21y + 22s,) = 2(02,,f + 202 [ + 2202, ] + 2002, )

The coefficients a;, together with their derivative d,a;(w)[h] with respect to u in the direction h, satisfy
tame estimates:

Lemma 3.1. Let f € C1, see (I3). For all s < s < q—2, |Ju|lsg+3 < 1, we have, for all i =0,1,2,3,

lai(u)ls < &C(s)(1+ [[uls43), (3-4)
10uai (u)[h]lls < e C(s)([1hlls+s + lulls+3l2llso+3) -

If, moreover, A — w(\) € H® is Lipschitz family satisfying ||u||§015’r(; <1 (see [22))), then
i Li
laally PO < e Cls) (1 + Ilull57) (3.6)

PROOF. The tame estimate ([B.4]) follows by Lemma [6:2(7) applied to the function 9., f, ¢ = 0,..., 3, which
is valid for s + 1 < ¢. The tame bound (33]) for

3
(B:ZI) k .

Ouai(u ='¢ E z;czl @,z,u,um,um,umm) Oyh, 1=0,...,3,
k=0

follows by (6.5) and applying Lemma B.2(i) to the functions 97, ,. f, which gives

||( ZLZq )(@ﬂzauvuxvuxxyumxm)”s S C(S)||f||cs+2(1 + ||u||5+3),

for s + 2 < q. The Lipschitz bound 8] follows similarly. ®
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3.1 Step 1. Change of the space variable

We consider a p-dependent family of diffeomorphisms of the 1-dimensional torus T of the form

Y= :I:—l—ﬁ(go,x), (3-7)

where 8 is a (small) real-valued function, 27 periodic in all its arguments. The change of variables (B
induces on the space of functions the linear operator

(Ah) (i, ) := h(p,z + Bp, @) (3-8)
The operator A is invertible, with inverse
(A™0) (e, y) = v(e,y + Ble,y)), (3.9)

where y — y + /3 (p,y) is the inverse diffeomorphism of (3.7)), namely

r=y+B(py) = y=z+pB(p ). (3.10)

Remark 3.3. In the Hamiltonian case (LI1)) we use, instead of B8, the modified change of variable (L25)
which is symplectic, for each ¢ € TV. Indeed, setting U := 0, 'u (and neglecting to write the p-dependence)

A, dv) = [ 07 (0:{U( +Ba)}) (1 + Bule)o(o + B(w)) da

:iAU@+ﬁ@DG+ﬂA@W@+ﬂ@Wﬂ*C/O+ﬂA@M@+ﬁ@DM

T

:Avmwww:m%wvve%’

where ¢ is the average of U(x + B(x)) in T. The inverse operator of (L28) is (A 'v)(p,y) = (1 +
By, y)v(y + B(p,y)) which is also symplectic.

Now we calculate the conjugate A~ LA of the linearized operator £ in [B1) with A in B.3).
The conjugate A~ 'aA of any multiplication operator a : h(p,z) — a(yp,x)h(p,x) is the multiplication
operator (A~1a) that maps v(p, y) — (A~ ta)(p,y) v(e,y). By conjugation, the differential operators become

AW 0, A =w- 0, + {A Hw - 0,8)} 9y,
AP0, A= {ATH (1 + Ba)} Oy,
A7 Ope A = {ATH(1+ B2)*} Oyy + {AT (Baa)} O,
A Oaa A = {ATH (1 + Ba)} Oyyy + {3BAT (1 + Ba) Baal} By + {A™ (Braa)} 0y,
where all the coefficients {A~1(...)} are periodic functions of (¢,y). Thus (recall (3.1)))

L1=A"LA=w- Oy + b3(0, Y)Oyyy + b2(, ¥)Oyy + b1 (0, y)0y + bo (w0, y) (3.11)

where
by = A7M(1 +a3)(1 + B2)?], by = A w- 0,8 + (14 a3)Beae + a2Bex + a1 (1 + By)], (3.12)
bo = A (ap), by = A7H(1 + a3)3(1 + Ba)Bew + az2(1 + B2)?]. (3.13)

We look for B(p, z) such that the coefficient b3(p,y) of the highest order derivative 9y, in B.II) does not
depend on y, namely

b, y) B2 A (1 + az) (1 + B.)%) (0, ) = b(e) (3.14)

for some function b(p) of ¢ only. Since A changes only the space variable, Ab = b for every function b(y)
that is independent on y. Hence ([B.14) is equivalent to

(1 + a3(90’ ‘T)) (1 + ﬁz((pa $))3 = b((p)a (315)
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namely

~1/3

Bz = Po;, pO(‘:D"T) = b((p)l/3 (1 + GB((:DVT)) -1 (316)

The equation (B.I6) has a solution j3, periodic in , if and only if [, po(p, ) dz = 0. This condition uniquely
determines

b(e) = <%/E(1+a3(ga,x))% dz) - (3.17)

Then we fix the solution (with zero average) of ([B.16),

ﬁ(% :C) = (az_lp0)(507 :C) ) (318)
where 9! is defined by linearity as
e
o lelie = eij viezZ\ {0}, 9-'1=0. (3.19)

In other words, d; 'k is the primitive of h with zero average in .

With this choice of 3, we get (see (B.11)), (314)
Li=ATLA=w- 0o + b3(0)Dyyy + b2(, y)dyy + b1(, y)0y + bo(p, ), (3.20)

where b3(p) := b(p) is defined in EIT).

Remark 3.4. In the reversible case, 8 € Y because ag € X, see B3). Therefore the operator A in [B.3),
as well as A= in @3), maps X — X and Y — Y, namely it is reversibility-preserving, see Definition [Z2

By B3) the coefficients of L1 (see BI2), BI3)) have parity
bs,b1 € X, ba,bg €Y, (321)
and L1 maps X — 'Y, namely it is reversible.

Remark 3.5. In the Hamiltonian case ([LIIl) the resulting operator Ly in B20) is Hamiltonian and
ba(p,y) = 20,b3(p) = 0. Actually, by 231)), the corresponding Hamiltonian has the form

1
K(pv) =5 /Tb3(<p)v§ + By(p,y)v° dy, (3.22)

for some function By(p,y).

3.2 Step 2. Time reparametrization

The goal of this section is to make constant the coefficient of the highest order spatial derivative operator
Oyyy of £1 in B20), by a quasi-periodic reparametrization of time. We consider a diffeomorphism of the
torus T of the form

o= ptwalp), T’ alp) eR, (3.23)

where « is a (small) real valued function, 27-periodic in all its arguments. The induced linear operator on
the space of functions is

(Bh)(,y) == h(p + walp), y) (3.24)

whose inverse is

(B~'0)(9,y) == v(9 + wa(V), y) (3.25)

where ¢ = ¥ + wa(¥) is the inverse diffeomorphism of 9 = ¢ + wa(p). By conjugation, the differential
operators become

B7'w-09B=p(¥)w-09, B '0,B=209,, p:=B'1+w-0,a). (3.26)
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Thus, see (3.20),
BilﬁlB =pw:- 819 + {Bilbg} 8yyy + {Bile} 8yy + {Bilbl} 8y + {Bilbo}. (327)

We look for a(yp) such that the (variable) coefficients of the highest order derivatives (w - Oy and 9y,,) are
proportional, namely

{B™ b }(9) = map(9) = ma{ B~ (1 +w - 9,0)}() (3.28)
for some constant m3 € R. Since B is invertible, this is equivalent to require that
b3(p) = m3 (1 +w-dpa(y)). (3.29)
Integrating on T” determines the value of the constant ms,
1
ms = | talo)ae. (3.30)

Thus we choose the unique solution of ([3.29)) with zero average

1

alp) = — (w - 0,) ™" (bs — m3) () (3.31)
ms
where (w - 8,)~! is defined by linearity
. il-p
(w-0,) tell¥ = ‘ L 1#0, (w-9,)7'1=0
iw -
With this choice of o we get (see (3.27), (B.28))
B7'LiB = pLs, Lo :=w- 0y + m3 Oyyy + c2(0,y) Oyy + c1(V,y) Oy + co(V,y), (3.32)
where 1
B~b; .
¢ = , 1=0,1,2. (3.33)

Remark 3.6. In the reversible case, a is odd because bz is even (see (B.21)) ), and B is reversibility preserving.
Since p (defined in (B.20)) is even, the coefficients cz,c1 € X, ca,co0 €Y and Lo : X =Y is reversible.

Remark 3.7. In the Hamiltonian case, the operator Lo is still Hamiltonian (the new Hamiltonian is the old

one at the new time, divided by the factor p). The coefficient c2(9,y) =0 because ba = 0, see remark [T

3.3 Step 3. Descent method: step zero

The aim of this section is to eliminate the term of order dy, from £ in (332).

Consider the multiplication operator
Mh = v, y)h (3.34)

where the function v is periodic in all its arguments. Calculate the difference
Lo M — M (w- Dy +m30yyy) = T2dyy + T10, + To, (3.35)
where
Ty = 3mgvy + c2v, 11 1= 3mavyy + 2c20y + 19, Ty = w - Ogv + M3Vyyy + CoUyy + c1vy + cov.  (3.36)

To eliminate the factor T, we need

3msvy + cov = 0. (3.37)
Equation 31) has the periodic solution
1
9,y) = ——— (0, e2) (¥ 3.38
o(i,y) = exp{ — 5= (0, e2)(0,0) (3.38)
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provided that
/cz(ﬂ, y)dy = 0. (3.39)
T

Let us prove [339). By 333), (320), for each ¥ = ¢ + wa(p) we get

1 . B 1
/TcQ(ﬁ,y)dy: B0 +w 0.010) /T(B b2) (9, y) dy = T 0,000 /sz(%y)dy-

By the definition [B.I3) of by and changing variable y = z + S(p, x) in the integral (recall ([B.8))

[oatennas ™= [ (@314 82060 + 021+ 5)2) (14 ) d

EI9) ﬂrr(wvx) ~ a2(<)0ﬂ1") "
3 [ TR | T e ) (3.40)

The first integral in ([B.40) is zero because Byz/(1 + By) = 03 log(1 + B5). The second one is zero because of

assumptions (Q)-(7) or (F)-(LH), see (I.26). As a consequence (3.39) is proved, and (837 has the periodic
solution v defined in (338). Note that v is close to 1 for & small. Hence the multiplication operator M

defined in ([3.34) is invertible and M ™! is the multiplication operator for 1/v. By ([B.35) and since T» = 0,
we deduce

L3 =M1LM=w- 9+ m3dyyy + di(0,y)0y + do(V,y), d; =

T, .
— =0,1. 3.41
Loicon @y

Remark 3.8. In the reversible case, since cz is odd (see Remark[3.8 ) the function v is even, then M, M~1!

are reversibility preserving and by B30) and B4I) di € X and dy € Y, which implies that L3 : X — Y.

Remark 3.9. In the Hamiltonian case, there is no need to perform this step because c; = 0, see remark[3.7

3.4 Step 4. Change of space variable (translation)
Consider the change of the space variable
z=y+p(9)
which induces the operators
Th(®,y) :== h(®,y+p®)), T 'w,z):=vd,z—p®)). (3.42)
The differential operators become

Tl 0T =w- g+ {w-0pp(0)} 0., T 10,7 = 0..

Thus, by (3.41),
Ly:=T LT =w- 09 +m30... + e1(9,2) D, + eo(V, 2)

where

ex(0,2) = w - 0apld) + (T710)(9,2), ot 2) = (T~2do)(0, 2). (3.43)
Now we look for p(9) such that the average

1

— [ e1(¥,2)dz=mq, VIeT”, (3.44)
2T T

for some constant m; € R (independent of ¥J). Equation ([8.44)) is equivalent to

w-Ogp =my — /le(ﬂ,y) dy =: V(19). (3.45)
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The equation ([3.45) has a periodic solution p(¥) if and only if [i, V() dd = 0. Hence we have to define

1
=—_—— d1(0,y) dod 3.46
(O O /TV+1 1(0, y) didy (3.46)
and

(V) = (w-0y) V(). (3.47)

With this choice of p, after renaming the space-time variables z = x and ¥ = ¢, we have

1
Ly =w-0p +mM30pze +e1(p,x) 0p + e, ), o er(p,x)dr =my, YoeT”. (3.48)
T

Remark 3.10. By B45), B410) and since di € X (see remark[3.8), the function p is odd. Then T and
T defined in B.42) are reversibility preserving and the coefficients e1, eq defined in [(B.43) satisfy e; € X,
eg €Y. Hence L4 : X — Y is reversible.

Remark 3.11. In the Hamiltonian case the operator L4 is Hamiltonian, because the operator T in (3.42)
is symplectic (it is a particular case of the change of variables (L28) with B(p,x) = p(p)).

3.5 Step 5. Descent method: conjugation by pseudo-differential operators

The goal of this section is to conjugate L4 in ([B.48) to an operator of the form w - Oy + M30yzs +M10z + R
where the constants mg, my are defined in (3.30), (3.40), and R is a pseudo-differential operator of order 0.
Consider an operator of the form
S:=1+w(p,z)d;" (3.49)
where w : T — R and the operator 9;! is defined in 3IJ). Note that 9,0, = 9,0, = mo, where 7 is
the L2-projector on the subspace Hy := {u(p,z) € L*(T"*!) : [Lu(p,z)dz = 0}.
A direct computation shows that the difference

L48S — S(w - 0p + M30uzy +m10y) = 1105 + 710 + 710, (3.50)
where (using 9,79 = M0z = Or, Oy *Opze = Ouz)
r1 = 3mgwy +e1(p,x) —my (3.51)
ro = eg+ (3m3wm +eqw — mlw)ﬂ'o (3.52)
T_1 = W OpW + M3Waes + €W, . (3.53)
We look for a periodic function w(y, z) such that r; = 0. By (BE1) and (3:44) we take
w= %a;l[ml —e1]. (3.54)

For € small enough the operator S is invertible and we obtain, by (3.50),
L5 = S_1E4S:w-8¢ 4+ m30pee + M0z + R, R = 5_1(7’0 +T,18;1). (3.55)

Remark 3.12. In the reversible case, the function w € Y, because e; € X, see remark[310. Then S, S~!
are reversibility preserving. By B.32) and B33), 1o € Y and r—1 € X. Then the operators R, Ls defined
in B320) are reversible, namely R,L5: X =Y.

Remark 3.13. In the Hamiltonian case, we consider, instead of ([3.49), the modified operator
S = emowlemdt Ty mow(p, )0, "+ ... (3.56)

which, for each o € TV, is symplectic. Actually S is the time one flow map of the Hamiltonian vector field

mow(p, 2)0; t which is generated by the Hamiltonian

1
Hs(p,u) := —3 /Tw(go,:c)(a;lu)de , w€H].

The corresponding Ls in B353) is Hamiltonian. Note that the operators [B50) and BA9) differ only for
pseudo-differential smoothing operators of order O(9;2) and of smaller size O(w?) = O(?).

19



3.6 Estimates on L5

Summarizing the steps performed in the previous sections BIHZE we have (semi)-conjugated the operator
L defined in 3] to the operator L5 defined in (3.53]), namely

L= L5D5", ®, := ABpMTS, &y:= ABMTS (3.57)

(where p means the multiplication operator for the function p defined in ([B:26)).
In the next lemma we give tame estimates for L5 and ®1, P,. We define the constants

o:=210+204+17, o =219+v+14 (3.58)
where 79 is defined in (L2) and v is the number of frequencies.

Lemma 3.2. Let f € C?, see (L3), and s < s < q — 0. There exists § > 0 such that, if ey;* < & (the
constant o is defined in (L2))), then, for all

[ullsg+o <1, (3.59)
(i) the transformations ®1, ®o defined in B.51) are invertible operators of H*(T*T1), and satisfy
1@hlls + 127 Alls < C(s) (I1hlls + Nullssoll s, ), (3.60)
for i =1,2. Moreover, if u(\), h(\) are Lipschitz families with
lulsns” <1, (3.61)
then
[@hlEPD + 07 IEPO) < Cls) (IRIEEY + Tl IRIGES), i =12 (3.62)
(i1) The constant coefficients ms, my of Ly defined in 353 satisfy
|ms — 1] 4+ |mq| <eC', (3.63)
|Oumnig(u) [h]] + [Ouma (u)[R]] < eCllR]|o . (3.64)
Moreover, if u(X\) is a Lipschitz family satisfying B.61)), then
Ims — 1|MPO) 4 |y |MPO) < e (3.65)
(731) The operator R defined in (B50) satisfies:
IRls <eC(s)(1+ llulls+o), (3.66)
[0uR(w)[1] |5 < €C () (Ihllst+or + llullstollhllsotor) - (3.67)

where o > o' are defined in B58). Moreover, if w(\) is a Lipschitz family satisfying (B.61]), then

[RIFPD) < eC(s) (1 + [[ull5)- (3.68)
Finally, in the reversible case, the maps ®;, <I>i_1, i = 1,2 are reversibility preserving and R,Ls : X — Y are
reversible. In the Hamiltonian case the operator Ls is Hamiltonian.

ProoOF. In section[7]l m

Lemma 3.3. In the same hypotheses of Lemmal3Z, for all ¢ € TV, the operators A(p), M(p), T(¢), S(¢)
are invertible operators of the phase space H: := H*(T), with

A= (@)hlly < Cls) (Il + l[ullstsosllPllmz).
1A= (@) = Dl < eC ) (1Al g + Nullstsorsllhlmz),
(M) T ()S(@))  hllmz < C(s) (Bl ms + [wllstollbllm2),
[(MPT()S(@)*! = Dhllay < evg ' Cs) (I1Bll oo + [l svollhllm2)-
PrROOF. In section[l m
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4 Reduction of the linearized operator to constant coefficients

The goal of this section is to diagonalize the linear operator L5 obtained in (8:58), and therefore to complete
the reduction of £ in ([B]) into constant coefficients. For 7 > 74 (see (IL2))) we define the constant

B:=T7+6. (4.1)

Theorem 4.1. Let f € CY, see (L3)). Let v € (0,1) and s9 < s < q— o — 8 where o is defined in [B3]),
and B in [&I). Let u(X\) be a family of functions depending on the parameter X € A, C A :=1[1/2,3/2] in a
Lipschitz way, with
Li
| 520 5 L <1 (4.2)

Then there exist 69, C (depending on the data of the problem) such that, if
5771 S 50; (43)

then:

(1) (Eigenvalues) VYA € A there exists a sequence
pEA) = p(Au) = 50 + 152N, AN = 1( = ma(N)j* +ma(N)j) . j € Z, (4.4)

where ms, my coincide with the coefficients of L5 in BEH) for all X € A,, and the corrections 37 satisfy
g — 1[HPO) 4 |y BP0 20 PO < 0 vy ez, (4.5)

Moreover, in the reversible case (i.e. (LI3) holds) or Hamiltonian case (i.e. (LIl holds), all the eigenvalues
;L‘J?O are purely imaginary.
(i1) (Conjugacy). For all X\ in

A% = AT () = {)\ € Mot [IA@- T4 pP(N) — p (V)] = 29|52 = KP*()™7, Ve Z, jk € Z} (4.6)

there is a bounded, invertible linear operator ®,(\) : H® — H*, with bounded inverse ® (N, that conjugates
L5 in B350 to constant coefficients, namely

Loo(A) = @A) 0 Ls(A) 0 Po(N) = A& - 9y + Doo(A),  Doo(N) := diag;czu5° (M) - (4.7)
The transformations ®, @3l are close to the identity in matriz decay norm, with estimates

Li _ Li _ Li
|Dos () — f|s,§§§) BN — f|s,§§§) <ey71C(s) (1 + Jull P95 0). (4.8)
For all ¢ € T”, the operator ® () : HS — HE is invertible (where HS := H*(T)) with inverse (®oo(p)) ™! =
(), and

(@3 (9) = Dhlle; < ey ' C(s) (1Pl + lullstorsrsollBlla)- (4.9)

In the reversible case ®oo, @1 : X — X, Y — Y are reversibility preserving, and Lo, : X — Y is reversible.
In the Hamiltonian case the final Lo, is Hamiltonian.

An important point of Theorem H.1] is to require only the bound ([@2) for the low norm of w, but it
provides the estimate for ®%! — I in (@8] also for the higher norms | - |5, depending also on the high norms
of w. From Theorem [£.J] we shall deduce tame estimates for the inverse linearized operators in Theorem [£.3]

Note also that the set A% in (@8] depends only of the final eigenvalues, and it is not defined inductively as
in usual KAM theorems. This characterization of the set of parameters which fulfill all the required Melnikov
non-resonance conditions (at any step of the iteration) was first observed in [6], [5] in an analytic setting.
Theorem [4.1] extends this property also in a differentiable setting. A main advantage of this formulation is
that it allows to discuss the measure estimates only once and not inductively: the Cantor set A2 in (&6
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could be empty (actually its measure [AZ)] =1 — O(y) as v — 0) but the functions u$°(A) are anyway well
defined for all A € A, see (£4). In particular we shall perform the measure estimates only along the nonlinear
iteration, see section

Theorem[4.1lis deduced from the following iterative Nash-Moser reducibility theorem for a linear operator

of the form
£0:w-0¢+DO+R0, (410)

where w = A\,
Dy := m3(X, u(N))0zaz + m1(A,u(N)de,  Ro(Xu(N)) := R(Au(X), (4.11)

the ms(A, u(N)),mi(A,u(N)) € R and u(A) is defined for A € A, C A. Clearly £5 in ([B.55) has the form
(#I0). Define

N_y:=1, N,:=N}Y Ww>0, x:=3/2 (4.12)

(then N,41 = NX, Vv > 0) and
a:=Tr+4, o9:=0+p (4.13)

where o is defined in (358) and S is defined in (£1).
Theorem 4.2. (KAM reducibility) Let ¢ > o + s9 + 8. There exist Cy > 0, Ny € N large, such that, if

C Lip( —
NEORo|ZP Dyt < 1, (4.14)
then, for allv > 0:
(S1), There exists an operator
L, =w-0,+D,+R, where D, =diag;cz{p;(N)} (4.15)
W) = 1N + 15N, p () = —i(ma (A u(N)j? —mi(A u(N)j), jEZ, (4.16)
defined for all X € A} (u), where Aj(u) := A, (is the domain of u), and, for v > 1,
v—1 v—1 | k3|
AY = Al (u) == {)\ EA) w14+ pd 7 ) — T )| 2 VT V|| < Ny_y, Gk € Z} (4.17)
Forv >0, = =7’ j» equivalently p = ,u_ and
[y [HPO) = | WPO) < e (4.18)
The remainder R, is real (Definition[Z2) and, Vs € [s9,q — o0 — (],
RSP < Rl N2 IR < RIS N (4.19)
Moreover, forv > 1,
L,=0, L, 1®, 1, ®_1:=1+T, 1, (4.20)

where the map ¥, _1 is real, Toplitz in time ¥,_1 := ¥, _1(p) (see (ZIT)), and satisfies
9,1 [§P0) < [Ro[(FS T NITEIN S (4.21)

In the reversible case, R, : X —-Y, ¥,_q, <I>V_1,<I>;_11 are reversibility preserving. Moreover, all the
Wy () are purely imaginary and py = —p” ;, Vj € Z.

(S2), For all j € Z, there exist Lipschitz extensions fi7(-) : A — R of 7 (-) : A} — R satisfying, for v > 1,

|/LJ ~1/ 1|L1p v) < |R |LiP(V) . (422)
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(S3), Letui(N), ua(X), be Lipschitz families of Sobolev functions, defined for A € A, and such that conditions
E2), @EID) hold with Ro := Ro(us), i = 1,2, see (EII)).
Then, for v >0, VA € A (ur) N A2 (uz), with 1,72 € [v/2,27],

IRy (u2) = Ru(u1)lsy < &N, llus — wallsoton, [Ru(uz) = Ru(ur)lsog+s < eNp—allus —uallso 4o, - (4:23)
Moreover, for v > 1, Vs € [s9,50 + 0], Vj € Z,
| (7 (ug) — 7% (u1)) — (XY (uz) = ¥~ (w))| < [Ru1(uz) — R (u)]s, » (4.24)
|rj (ug) — 75 (u1)| < eCllur — uzllspto - (4.25)
(S4), Let uy,uz like in (S3), and 0 < p < /2. For all v > 0 such that

eCNy_qllur —uales,, <p = AJ(u1) € A) " (u2). (4.26)

Remark 4.1. In the Hamiltonian case ¥, _1 is Hamiltonian and, instead of [E20) we consider the symplectic

map
D, 1 :=exp(¥,_1). (4.27)

The corresponding operators L,, R, are Hamiltonian. Note that the operators [E21) and [@20Q) differ for
an operator of order W2_.

The proof of Theorem is postponed in Subsection {1l We first give some consequences.

Corollary 4.1. (KAM transformation) VA € N,>oA] the sequence
D, :=Ppodyo---0d, (4.28)
Lip(

converges in | - |5 " to an operator B and

‘Llp

[ (R [ < O(s) [Ro|LP 471 (4.29)

In the reversible case ®o, and ®L! are reversibility preserving.

Proor. To simplify notations we write | - |5 for | - | PO For all v > 0 we have &)V_,_l - d,0 b, =
D, 4+ P, (see (£20)) and so

~ @ . ~ @&zn .

[Putilse < [ Pulsy + ClPulsg [Posils, < [Pufso(l+ew) (4.30)

where ¢, := C'|Ry |§;ig)7_1NEr{1N_a Iterating (£30) we get, for all v,

~ ~ ip(v) ., —1
[@u1la < [Bola Tz + £,) < [BolageCPolo™s 7 <o (4.31)

using (@ZI) (with v = 1, s = s¢) to estimate |®g|s, and @I4). The high norm of &, 1 = &, + &, ¥, is
estimated by (ZI0), @31) (for ®,), as

|Pyt1s < [Py |s (14 C(5) [Wptily,) + C(s) Wyt
E2D),ETy -
< 1D [s(1+e0) + 28, e = [Rolsgspy "N, €8 i= [Rolsspy™ 'V, *

Iterating the above inequality and, using II;>o(1 + 55-0)) <2, we get

Brils <o S el 4+ [@ols < C(s) (14 [Rolsrsr ™) (4.32)
j=0
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using |®ols < 1+ C(s)|Ro|s+57 " Finally, the &)j a Cauchy sequence in norm | - |5 because

B " v+m—1 N N (m) v+m—1 " N
|Pym — Puls < Z |(I)j+1 - q)j|s Ss Z (|q)j|5|\pj+1|ﬁo + |(I)j|50|\pj+1|5)
Jj=v j=v
E32), @20, &30, E18) _ 17—
<s Z |R0|s+5 7_1Nj ' <, |R0|s+57 N (4.33)
jzv

Hence ®,, i ®.. The bound for &, — I in @) follows by E33) with m = oo, v = 0 and |®y — I|, =

|Wols <77 Ro|s+s. Then the estimate for &3 — I follows by (ZI3).
In the reversible case all the ®, are reversibility preserving and so ®,,, ®., are reversibility preserving. B

Remark 4.2. In the Hamiltonian case, the transformation ®, in HE2]) is symplectic, because P, is sym-
plectic for all v (see Remark[{.1). Therefore o is also symplectic.

Let us define for all j € Z

pP(A) = lim @y(A) =) +r°(N), r°(A) = lim #(A) VAe€A.

v—+o00 J v—+o00

It could happen that A} = 0 (see (£IT7)) for some 1. In such a case the iterative process of Theorem
stops after finitely many steps. However, we can always set p7 := pi°, Vv > 1, and the functions
p3° : A — R are always well defined.

Corollary 4.2. (Final eigenvalues) For allv €N, j €7

0o ~uiLi o ~vLi Li —a o ~0Li oo (Li Li
1 — P = e — 7 PO < O Ro|LPD Ny, |u — NPT = 2 [{PO) < C[Ro|LEG) L (4.34)

PROOF. The bound (34 follows by [@22]) and (£I9) by summing the telescopic series. B

Lemma 4.1. (Cantor set)
A% CNyseAl . (4.35)

PROOF. Let A € AZ. By definition A%2Y C A := A,. Then for all v > 0, || < N,, j #k

iw - L+ p = g > liw - 14 p5° = | = |1 = e | = |y = 1
(E5), @39 _ —
> 29[ = K1) = 20| Rolsgs N, 2 |57 = K[ (D77

. E1D _
because v[j® — kK*[(1)™7 > YN, 7 > 2C|Rolsy+sN, . W

Lemma 4.2. For all A € A% (u) ,

e (A) = p(0), () =50, (4.36)

and in the reversible case
pe(A) = —pZ(N), P (A) = —rZ(N). (4.37)

Actually in the reversible case pu3° (N\) are purely imaginary for all X € A.

ProOOF. Formula ([36) and [@37) follow because, for all A € AZ) € N,>0A} (see @3T)), we have p¥ = p” J,

r¥ =17, and, in the reversible case, the p are purely imaginary and p% = —u”;, r¥ = —r” ;. The final

statement follows because, in the reversible case, the p?(A) € iR as well as its extension u}()). B

Remark 4.3. In the reversible case, (£31) imply that us® = ry® = 0.
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Proof of Theorem (4.1l We apply Theorem to the linear operator Ly := L5 in (B5H), where Rg = R
defined in ([@IT]) satisfies

in(~) BT ; E2)
Rolen P "< Clao + B)(1+ ulleh T 5) < 2:Cla0 + B). (4.38)

Then the smallness condition (@I4) is implied by ([@3)) taking dy := do(v) small enough.
For all A € A%2Y C Ny,>oA) (see [E35)), the operators

EI5) |- |L1p(‘7) . o
L, = w:0,+Dy,+Ry, “— w:0,+ Do =L, Do :=diagjczy; (4.39)
because
Li v oo|Lip(y) E3D Li - Lipty) B0 i _
D, — Do p(7) _ Sgg}uj —u| P T 0 1R, |501J>r(g) N R P T2 Ro |Sf[§7) Ne.
J

Applying [@20) iteratively we get £, = CT);Elﬁotf)U,l where E)V,l is defined by ([#28) and 51,,1 — O in
| |s (Corollary A.1]). Passing to the limit we deduce (@7). Moreover [@34)) and (438) imply (£H). Then
#E29), B.68) (applied to Rg = R) imply (&S).

Estimate (£9) follows from (Z12) (in H:(T)), Lemma 24 and the bound ().

In the reversible case, since .., P! are reversibility preserving (see Corollary [A1]), and Ly is reversible
(see Remark[F.T2and Lemmal[3.2]), we get that L is reversible too. The eigenvalues ;13° are purely imaginary
by Lemma

In the Hamiltonian case, Lo = L5 is Hamiltonian, ®, is symplectic, and therefore L, = ® 1 L5Po, (see
(&) is Hamiltonian, namely Do, has the structure Do, = 0,8, where B = diag; ., {b;} is self-adjoint. This
means that b; € R, and therefore p3° = ijb; are all purely imaginary. B

4.1 Proof of Theorem

PROOF OF (Si),, @ = 1,...,4. Properties (@I5)-@I9) in (S1), hold by EI0)-EII) with y} defined in
(ETIG) and r9(A) = 0 (for (IE:QI) recall that N_; := 1, see [@I2])). Moreover, since my, mg are real functions,

MJ are purely imaginary, MJ = u - and ,u] =—uo ;- In the reversible case, remark 312 implies that Ro := R,
Ly := L5 are reversible operators Then there is nothing else to verify.

(S2), holds extending from Ag := A, to A the eigenvalues u9 (), namely extending the functions m; (X),
ms(A) to mq(A\), ms(\), preserving the sup norm and the Lipschitz semi-norm, by Kirszbraun theorem.

(S3), follows by [B.67), for s = so,50 + 3, and {.2), EI3).
(S4), is trivial because, by definition, Aj(u1) = Ao = AJ ™" (u2).
4.1.1 The reducibility step

We now describe the generic inductive step, showing how to define £,4; (and ®,, ¥, etc). To simplify
notations, in this section we drop the index v and we write 4+ for v + 1. We have

LOh = w-9,(®(h) + DOh + ROA
= w-9,h+Yw-9,h+ (w-0,Y)h+ Dh+ DVh+ Rh+ RYA
<I>(w L Oh + Dh) n (w 9,0 + [D, V] + HNR) h+ (HﬁR + R\II) h (4.40)

where [D, ¥] := DU — UD and IIxR is defined in [ZI9).

Remark 4.4. The application of the smoothing operator Il is necessary since we are performing a dif-
ferentiable Nash-Moser scheme. Note also that Iy regularizes only in time (see (ZI9)) because the loss of
derivatives of the inverse operator is only in ¢ (see (&44]) and the bound on the small divisors (EI1)).
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We look for a solution of the homological equation
w- 0,0 +[D, U]+ TyR =[R]  where  [R]:=diag;c;R}(0). (4.41)

Lemma 4.3. (Homological equation) For all A\ € A}, (see @IT)) there exists a unique solution
U := U(p) of the homological equation ([A4I). The map ¥ satisfies

|\I/|£4ip(7) < ON?T 1471 |R|§ip(7) ) (4.42)

Moreover if v/2 < v1,72 < 27 and if u1(\), ua(X) are Lipschitz functions, then Vs € [sg,s0 + 8], A €

AL (un) NADS (u2)

AV < CN2T+17_1(|R(U2)|5||U1 — u2|[sgt0z + |A12R|s) (4.43)

where we define A12WU = U(uy) — U(ug).
In the reversible case, ¥ is reversibility-preserving.

PROOF. Since D := diag;cz(p;) we have [D, W] = (u; — px)¥¥(0) and (@A) amounts to

w0, Uk (0) + (1j — ) U () + RE() = [RIF, VjkeZ,

whose solutions are W% (p) = 37,5, WF(1)e"¥ with coefficients

Ry(1)
z if (j —k,1 0,0) and |I| < N, where §x(N\) :=1iw -1+ p; — pg,
\I/;c(l) — 5ljk(>\) (] )7& ( ) | | = ljk( ) s Mk (444)
0 otherwise.

Note that, for all X € A}, by @&IT) and (L2), if j # k or I # 0 the divisors dzx(A) # 0. Recalling the
definition of the s-norm in (23] we deduce by (@44)), [@I1), (L2), that

Ul <y 'NT|R[s, VAEAL,,. (4.45)

For )\1,)\2 S A?/—i-la

RS (A1) = RED)(Aa)] 0156 (A1) = dijk (A2)]

k _ ok k
and, since w = A\,
|01k (A1) — Ok (A2)] [(A1 = A2)@ - T+ (g — pw) (M) — (15 — ) (A2) (4.47)

ey
E&I16)
< A= Xoll@ - 1] + fms (M) — ma(A2)[15° — KP4 [ma(Ar) — ma(A2)l[ — K|

+1ri(A1) = i (A2)| + [k (A1) — re(A2)]
Ax = e (11l + ey 5% = K|+ 69705 — bl + ey (4.48)

A

because
7|m3|lip = ~y|mg — 1|lip <|mg — 1|Lip(7) <eC, |m1|Lip('y) <eC, |rj|Lip('V) <eC Vjel.
Hence, for j # k, ey~ ! <1,

|5ljk()\1) *5ljk()\2)| @), @1 -3 3 <l>2T 27 +1,,—2
< A1 — Ao [T + — k?) ——————= < |[A] — X[ N“T 4.49
e o Ar = el (111 + 15 |)72|j3ik3|2 AL = A N2 72 (4.49)
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for |l < N. Finally, recalling (2.3)), the bounds (£46), (£49) and [@45) imply (£42]). Now we prove ([€43).
By @Z44), for any X € A)L (u1) NAJY (u2), L € ZY, j # k, we get

k
AU (1) = % - R?(l)(m)% (4.50)
where
|A120;] = [Ava(ptj — )| < |Arams| 72 = B2+ [Arama| [ — k| + [A12rj| + [Arar
(BEZD<(M) |5 — K3||Jur — uzllsgron - (4.51)

Then (E50), @E5D), ey < 1,77 Lyt <97t imply
AW ()] <« N2y (|ARED) + [RED (o)l 1 — g,

and so (£43) (in fact, (£43) holds with 27 instead of 27 + 1).
In the reversible case iw - I + p; — pp € iR, T—; = p; and p_; = —p;. Hence Lemma 26 and ([@44) imply

—k k
-t RO,
- —iw- (=) + 7= Tk w D4y —

and so V¥ is real, again by Lemma 2.6l Moreover, since R : X — Y,

) R=F(—1) —RE(D)
ko 7y _ J = 2 =k
Vo= (=) +p—y—pr  w- (=) = py+ pr 40

which implies ¥ : X — X by Lemma 2.6l Similarly we get ¢¥:Y — Y. R

Remark 4.5. In the Hamiltonian case R is Hamiltonian and the solution W in [@44) of the homological
equation is Hamiltonian, because 0y, = 0_1k,; and, in terms of matriz elements, an operator G(yp) is

self-adjoint if and only if G?(l) = Gi(-1).

Let ¥ be the solution of the homological equation ([@4I]) which has been constructed in Lemma By
Lemma 23] if C(so)|¥|s, < 1/2 then ® := I + ¥ is invertible and by (@40) (and [@4I])) we deduce that

Ly =d"LP=w 0, +Ds+ Ry, (4.52)

where
D, =D+[R], Ry:=d"" (HﬁR FRY — \II[R]). (4.53)

Note that £, has the same form of £, but the remainder R is the sum of a quadratic function of ¥, R and
a remainder supported on high modes.

Lemma 4.4. (New diagonal part). The eigenvalues of
Dy =diag;cz{p (\)}, where pf = p; +R§(O) =l +ri+ Rg(O) =i+ rFor = R;:(O),
satisfy ,u;' = ,u—fj and
i i j i li .
i =yl = |y =P = [RIO)P < R, Vi€ Z (4.54)
Moreover if u1 (M), ua(N\) are Lipschitz functions, then for all A € AJ*(u1) N AY2(ug)
|A127’;_ - A127’j| S |A12R|50 . (455)

In the reversible case, all the uj are purely imaginary and satisfy u;' = —ufj for all j € Z.
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PROOF. The estimates (£54)-(#E5D) follow using (2.4) because |R§:(O)|lilD = |’R8’§;|lip < [RJIP < [RJ¥P and

|Ararf — Agorj| = |A1RI(0)| = |A12'R8;;| < [A12R|o < [A12R]s, -

Since R is real, by Lemma [2.6]

Ri() = RIG(-) = Rj(0)=R}0)

—J

and so u;r = u—f] If R is also reversible, by Lemma 2.6

RE() = —RZE(=1), RE(1)=RIE(—1) = —RE().

—J —J

() — I j : +_ + oo
We deduce that R}(0) = —R_}(0), R}(0) € iR and therefore, yij = —p"; and pj € iR. W

Remark 4.6. In the Hamiltonian case, D, is Hamiltonian, namely D, = 0.8 where B = diag,;_,o{b;} is
self-adjoint. This means that b; € R, and therefore all u7 = ijb; are purely imaginary.
4.1.2 The iteration

Let v > 0, and suppose that the statements (Si), are true. We prove (Si),+1, ¢ = 1,...,4. To simplify

notations we write | - |5 instead of | - |£ip(7).

PROOF OF (S1),41. By (S1),, the eigenvalues % are defined on A Therefore the set A, ; is well-defined.

By Lemma B3| for all X € A, there exists a real solution ¥, of the homological equation ({4} which
satisfies, Vs € [s9,q — 0 — f3],

@ fomis)
W, |, < NIRRT < [Rolypsy "N NG (4.56)

which is ([£2]]) at the step v + 1. In particular, for s = sq,

E58) E1D
C(s0) [Wuly, < C(50)[Rolgyypr "N NG <0 1/2 (4.57)
for Ny large enough. Then the map ®, := I + U, is invertible and, by (ZI3)),
}@;1|50 <2, |81, <1+C(s)|W,]s. (4.58)
Hence (@52)-(53) imply L,41:= &1L, P, = w -y, + Dyt1 + Rut1 where (see Lemma A7)
Dyy1:=D, + [Ru] = diagjeZ(:u;Jrl) ) ,LL;Jrl = M;’l + (Rv)j (0) ) (459)

v+1 v+1 d

with p; ™" = pZ%" an

Rys1:=0,'H,, H,: =1y R, +R, ¥, — T, [R,]. (4.60)

In the reversible case, R, : X — Y, therefore, by Lemma 3 ¥,, ®,, ! are reversibility preserving, and
then, by formula (£60), also R,41: X — Y.
Let us prove the estimates (£I9) for R,41. For all s € [sg,q — 0 — 8] we have

. -1 1 -1 L

Ruale Za 105 g (1T, R+ [Ro a0+ [Rolag 19012 ) + 1952 (I, Rl + [Ro oy 92, )
1 1

(I Rl + IRy + [Rola 901 + (1 901 (I, Rl + [Roley 90y )

@&z &)
<o N, Ruls + [RulslWols + [Rulso [ uls <s [Ty, Ruls + NoTHY T Ry [s[Ruls, . (4.61)
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Hence ([@6]) and (220) imply
|Rv+1|s§sN;ﬂ|RV|s+ﬂ + N37+1771|RV|S|RV|50 (4-62)
which shows that the iterative scheme is quadratic plus a super-exponentially small term. In particular

E52) @D oril 1 o D EID.@1D) .
|Ru+1|s <s N, |R0|s+ﬁNV71+Nu Y |R0|s+ﬂ|R0|50+ﬂNu—1 < |R0|S+BNV

(x = 3/2) which is the first inequality of (£I9) at the step v + 1. The next key step is to control the
divergence of the high norm |R,4+1|s+3. By (@61) (with s + 3 instead of s) we get

IRut1ls+8 <s+8|Ruls+s + N37+1771|RV|5+6|RV|50 (4.63)

the difference with respect to is that we do not apply to |IIx R.|st+s any smoothing). Then ,
N, +B g
(#I19), @14), @I3) imply the inequality

|Rv+1|s+5 < C(S + ﬂ)|Ru|s+ﬂa

whence, iterating,
IRut1ls+s < Nu[Rolsts

for Ny := Ny(s, 8) large enough, which is the second inequality of (£I9) with index v + 1.

By Lemma £4] the elgenvalues u”“ = + r”“ defined on AJ_ ,, satisfy erl = u’“JLl, and, in the

reversible case, the /LJ are purely imaginary and u”“ —u7 +

It remains only to prove [@I8]) for v + 1, which is proved below
Proor or (S2),,,. By (£54),

v v |Li v v |Li Li Li _
+1 — |L p(v) — |rj+1 — 7 |L p(7) « |RV|EOP(’Y) < Rl p(Y) pr

ol PN (4.64)

|15

By Kirszbraun theorem, we extend the function u; —p = 7“”le 7% to the whole A, still satisfying (£.64).
In this way we define i} 1. Finally @IS) follows summing all the terms in ([@64) and using (B.68).
ProOF OF (83),,,. Set, for brevity,

Rll/ = RV(ui)ﬂ \Illil—l = \IlVfl(ui)v q)lil—l = @Vfl(ui)v Hi—l = HVfl(ui)v 1= 17 25

which are all operators defined for A € AJ*(u1) N AJ?(uz). By Lemma one can construct ¥? := ¥, (u;),
Ol = ®,(u;),i=1,2, forall X € Ay+1(U1) NAJ% (uz). One has

@@,
Ar¥ls < Ny 1(|Ru<uQ>|50||uQ—ulnsm+|A12Ru|50)

RS NEIN O (Rolages + €)1z — st
B NN ey = e < 2 — st (4.65)
for ey~! small (and (@I3)). By ZId), applied to ® := &, and [EH), we get
[A12®) s <o (1% 1s + [0 1) lur — uzllsgron + [A12W, ] (4.66)
which implies for s = 5o, and using (£.21)), [@I4), (£59)
|A12®, s, < [lur — uzllsgros- (4.67)

Let us prove the estimates @23) for Ajo2R, 11, which is defined on A € AJY (u1) N A% (uz). For all
s € [s0,50 + (], using the interpolation (2.7) and (£.60),

[A1aR 41 ls < [A12®) o[ H ) lsg + | A12®, o[ H s+ [(F) 7 s A2 Hlso + [(®2)Hso| A2 Hyls . (4.68)

29



We estimate the above terms separately. Set for brevity AY := |R, (u1)|s + |Ru(u2)|s. By (£60) and 271,

|A12HV|S Ss ‘HJI\_/UAHRV’S + |A12\I/V|S|R11/|50 + |A12\I/V|50|R,1/|5 + |\1112,|S|A12R,,|50 + |\1112/|50|A12RV|5
E12), 1)
<s ’HﬁVAuR,,’S + NPy AL AY |luy — w2 |lsotos

S

+ NZTH T AY ARy s + N YT AY |A LR, (4.69)
Estimating the four terms in the right hand side of ([AG8)) in the same way, using (@G0, [60), (E42),
(@.43), @21), @.67), @.58), ([£69), [I19), we deduce
ARl <o [y, A1aRy|s + N7y AL AL [lun — uallsoto,
AN T AL AL R |, + N7 THAL AR, s - (4.70)
Specializing (70) for s = s and using B.68), 220), (E19), [@E23), we deduce
|A12Ryt1lso < C(eNy—1 NP+ NFTHIN 2Ry ™) Jun — wzllsron < €Ny *llur — 2]l soton

v

for Ny large and ey~! small. Next by @T0) with s = 5o + 3

EI),EZ), @1 .
|A12RV|50+[3 Sﬁo-ﬁ-ﬂ A50+BHU1 - u2||50+<72 + |A12RV|50+B
ET3) @E23)
< C(so + B)eNu—1llur — uz|lsg+o, < eNullur — uz|lsot0s

for Ny large enough. Finally note that ([d.24) is nothing but (£55]).
PROOF OF (S4),,,. We have to prove that, if Ce N |lu1 — ual|sy+0, < p, then

AE AZ+1(U1) - AE AZ;?(UQ) .

Let A € A}, (u1). Definition (AIT) and (S4), (see @26)) imply that A (u1) € AJ(u1) € A)~P(u2).

v

Hence A € A7~ (ug2) C AZ/2(U/2). Then, by (S1),, the eigenvalues 1 (A, u2()\)) are well defined. Now ([@.IG)
and the estimates (3.64), ([@25) (which holds because A € AY(uq1) N A2 (u2)) imply that

(1 = )N ue(N) = (1 = )N un Q)] < 1§ — ) (A ua(N) = (15 = i) (A ur (V)]
+ 2216112) |7°;-’()\, ua(N)) — rJ”-()\, ui ()]

eCl = k*||Jug — ur |58, - (4.71)

so+o2

IN

Then we conclude that for all |I| < N, j # k, using the definition of A)(u1) (which is @I7) with v + 1
instead of v) and ([@XTl),

2wl (ua) = pg ()| = (05 = i) (u2) — (05 — pi) (ua)|

> =TT = Celi® = B llur — uzllsg4o,

> (y=p)li® = K0T

provided CeN/ |lug — usal|sg 40, < p. Hence X € AJ F(u2). This proves [26) at the step v + 1.

liw - 1 i (u2) — pig(us)]|

4.2 Inversion of L(u)

In (357) we have conjugated the linearized operator £ to L5 defined in (355), namely £ = & L5P; " .
In Theorem 1] we have conjugated the operator L5 to the diagonal operator Lo, in ([@X), namely L5 =
Do Loo® L. As a consequence

L=WiL Wyt W;i=d,0,, i=1,2. (4.72)
We first prove that Wy, W5 and their inverses are linear bijections of H®. We take

Y<v/2, T>Tp. (4.73)
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Lemma 4.5. Let 5o < s < q— o — 8 —3 where B is defined in [@I)) and o in BIF). Let u := u(\) satisfy
||u||L1p('v) <1, and ey~! < § be small enough. Then W;, i = 1,2, satisfy, Y\ € A% (u),

so+o+p+3 =
Wi, + W n]|, < C() (IRl + Nl g 1R, ) (4.74)
Li _ Lip(~) Li Li Li
[Wihl[5P0) W] P < C(s) (RIS + ful 20, 122G (4.75)

In the reversible case (i.e. (LI3) holds), Wi, W.™', i = 1,2 are reversibility-preserving.

3

PROOF. The bound (@T74), resp. [@7H), follows by (L), B60), resp. (62, (ZI12) and Lemma [EF In

the reversible case VViil are reversibility preserving because @fl, ®*! are reversibility preserving. m
By [#T2) we are reduced to show that, VA € A% (u), the operator
Lo = diagep (Mo T+ (N}, p () = —i(ms(N)7? — mi (V) + ()

is invertible, assuming (L.8]) or the reversibility condition (L.I3).
We introduce the following notation:

1

oy := ———
cu (2m)r+

/ u(p, x) dedr, Pu:=u—Tou, Hy:={uec H(T"*): Oou = 0}. (4.76)
Tv+1

If (L8] holds, then the linearized operator £ in (3] satisfies
L:H 5 0, (4.77)
(for s < s < g —1). In the reversible case (LI3))
L:XNHT 5 YNHS C Hy,. (4.78)
Lemma 4.6. Assume either (L8) or the reversibility condition (LI3)). Then the eigenvalue
pueN) =rP(\) =0, VAeE AT (u). (4.79)

PrOOF. Assume (L8). If 75° # 0 then there exists a solution of Loow = 1, which is w = 1/r§°. Therefore,

by (€.72),
EWQ[l/TgO] = EWgw = Wlﬁoow = Wl[l]

which is a contradiction because IIcW;[1] # 0, for ey~! small enough, but the average Ilc LW2[1/r5°] = 0
by @TT). In the reversible case r§° = 0 was proved in remark .3 ®

As a consequence of ([ALTJ), the definition of A%) in (8] (just specializing ([6) with k£ = 0), and (L2)
(with v and 7 as in (£73))), we deduce also the first order Melnikov non-resonance conditions

VYA e A%, id - L+ p(N)] =2y <<§>>j Y(1,4) # (0,0). (4.80)

Lemma 4.7. (Invertibility of L) For all A\ € A% (u), for all g € Hg, the equation Loow = g has the
unique solution with zero average

Ldglpa) = Y T it (4.81)
(o0 AP L)

For all Lipschitz family g := g(\) € H§, we have
_ Lip(v) _ Li
el < ey lgllin (4.82)

In the reversible case, if g €Y then L lg € X.
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ProOOF. For all A € A% (u), by ([@80), formula (£ is well defined and
£ g, < g - (4.83)
Now we prove the Lipschitz estimate. For A\, Ao € A2 (u)
L (A)g(M) = L A2)g(N2) = L (M)lg(A1) = g(2)] + (£ (M) = L (A2)) 9(A2) - (4.84)

By (#.83) g
YILZ A)g) = O]l < lg(h) = g lsrr <47 H g1 A = Aol (4.85)

Now we estimate the second term of (£84)). We simplify notations writing g := g(A2) and dy; := A& -1+ p3°.

(200 — L)y = 3 R 20 e -
(itz00 %(A1)d(A2)

The bound @F) imply |u5°["P < ey~ 1[j]* < |j|* and, using also (@.30),

j — 0[4 713 2T
et < gl - < 2ty - . (457)

Then (36) and @IT) imply ~||(£3}(A2) — £ (A))glls <7 YlgllsFartal Ao — M| that, finally, with (E3),
(#38), prove ([E82)). The last statement follows by the property ([A37). W
In order to solve the equation Lh = f we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let so+7+3<s<q—o0——3. Under the assumption (LJ) we have
Wi(Hgo) = Hgo W1_1(H050) = Hy, - (4.88)

PRrROOF. It is sufficient to prove that Wy (H,) = H§, because the second equality of (£88)) follows applying
the isomorphism W~ ! Let us give the proof of the inclusion

Wi (Hgo) € Heo (4.89)

(which is essentially algebraic). For any g € Hg, let w(p,z) := L'g € Hyy " defined in (£3I). Then
h = Wsew € H*™ 7 satisfies

cn B2 WiLooWy th = Wi Loow = Wig.
By (£T17) we deduce that Wig = Lh € H&;T*g. Since W1g € H*® by Lemma [ we conclude Wyg €
H* N Hy ™3 = HE,. The proof of ([@S83J) is complete.

It remains to prove that Hg, \ Wi (Hg,) = 0. By contradiction, let f € Hg,\ Wi (Hg,). Let g := W, ' f €
H?® by Lemma Since Wyg = f ¢ Wi (H{,), it follows that g ¢ H{, (otherwise it contradicts (£.89)),
namely ¢ := IIcg # 0. Decomposing g = ¢+Pyg (recall (£76)) and applying Wy, we get Wyg = ¢Wq[1]+ W1 Pg.
Hence

Wil] = ¢ Y (Wig — WiPg) € Hy,

because Wig = f € H§, and W1PPg € Wi (Hg,) € Hgy by (E89). However, IIcWi[1] # 0, a contradiction. B

Remark 4.7. In the Hamiltonian case (which always satisfies [IL8))), the W;(p) are maps of (a subspace
of) Hy so that Lemmal[f.8 is automatic, and there is no need of Lemma[{.0

We may now prove the main result of sections [Bl and [
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Theorem 4.3. (Right inverse of £) Let
T1:=274+7, p=4r+o+p+ 14, (4.90)
where o, B are defined in (BE]), (&) respectively. Let u(\), A € A, C A, be a Lipschitz family with

Li
| S20 < 1. (4.91)

Then there exists § (depending on the data of the problem) such that if
ey~ ! <4,

and condition (LX), resp. the reversibility condition (LI3)), holds, then for all X € A% (u) defined in (Z6),
the linearized operator L := L(A,u(X)) (see BI)) admits a right inverse on H,, resp. Y N H®. More
precisely, for so < s < q— u, for all Lipschitz family f(\) € H,, resp. Y N H?, the function

ho=L7 =Wl Wt (4.92)
is a solution of Lh = f. In the reversible case, L™'f € X. Moreover

I AP0 < Cs)y ™ (AR + Il 115 (4.93)

PROOF. Given f € Hfy, resp. f € Y N H®, with s like in Lemma 8] the equation £h = f can be solved
for h because Mo f = 0. Indeed, by [@ET2), the equation Lh = f is equivalent to Lo Wy 'h = W' f where

T'f € H§, by LemmalER resp. W, 'f € Y N H® being W, ! reversibility-preserving (Lemma F5). As a
consequence, by Lemma 7 all the solutions of Lh = f are

h=cWoll] + Wol W, ceR. (4.94)

The solution ([E92) is the one with ¢ = 0. In the reversible case, the fact that £=!f € X follows by ([{32)
and the fact that W, Wi_1 are reversibility-preserving and £ ! : Y — X, see Lemma [L.7]

Finally (.70), (.32), @.II) imply
_ i _ Li Li Li
L7 FIEPO) < O(s)y (IS + Il S s LIRS )

and [@93)) follows using ([6.2) with by =50, ag =850+ 27+ 0+ 8+ 7,g=274+7,p=5— 5. &
In the next section we apply Theorem 3] to deduce tame estimates for the inverse linearized operators
at any step of the Nash-Moser scheme. The approximate solutions along the iteration will satisfy (£91]).

5 The Nash-Moser iteration

We define the finite-dimensional subspaces of trigonometric polynomials

H, {ue LA(T ) s u(p,x) = Z uljei(l"”ﬂm)}
[(LI)<Nn

where N,, := Naén (see [@I2)) and the corresponding orthogonal projectors
M, =My, : L>(T""Y) - H,, I} :=1-1I,.
The following smoothing properties hold: for all a;,s > 0,
Ml 57 < Nl 5200, Va(h) € B [Tl PO < Noofull 227, Yu(d) € B, (5.0)

where the function u()) depends on the parameter A in a Lipschitz way. The bounds (&) are the classical
smoothing estimates for truncated Fourier series, which also hold with the norm | - || defined in @32).
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Let
F(u) = F(\u) := Ao - 0pu + Ugaa + f (@, T, U, Uy, Upg, Uzga) - (5.2)

We define the constants

K= 28 + 6y, B1:=50+ 11y, (5.3)
where (4 is the loss of regularity in (Z90).
Theorem 5.1. (Nash-Moser) Assume that f € CY, q > so+ u+ 51, satisfies the assumptions of Theorem

L1l or Theorem[L3 Let 0 < v < min{vo,1/48}, 7 > v + 1. Then there exist § > 0, C, > 0, Ny € N (that
may depend also on 7) such that, if ey~ < §, then, for alln > 0:

(P1),, there exists a function uy : G, € A = Hy, A — up(N), with ||un||1;;8r(g) <1, ug := 0, where G,, are

Cantor like subsets of A :=[1/2,3/2] defined inductively by: Gy := A,

29nl5° — K|
<Z>T Y
where v, = y(1 + 27™). In the reversible case, namely (LI3) holds, then u,(\) € X.

The difference h, := u, — un—1, where, for convenience, hy := 0, satisfy

Gui1 = {)\egn i - L 5 () — 2 ()| > Vi k € Z, ZEZ”} (5.4)

[l < CLeyINLOY, oy o= 184 24 (5.5)

(P2)n | F(un)lsg™™ < CueNy.
(P3)n (High norms). [[un||i%0) < Cey™'NE and | F(un)||E%G) < CLeNg.

(P4), (Measure). The measure of the Cantor like sets satisfy

All the Lip norms are defined on G,,.

PrOOF. The proof of Theorem 511 is split into several steps. For simplicity, we denote || ||“P by || ||.

STEP 1: prove (P1,2,3)p. (P1)o and the first inequality of (P3)q are trivial because ug = hg = 0. (P2)o
and the second inequality of (P3), follow with C\ > max{|| f(0)||so V&, ||f(0)|lso+8:Ng *}-

STEP 2: assume that (P1,2,3),, hold for some n > 0, and prove (P1,2,3),4+1. By (P1), we know that
llunllso+n < 1, namely condition ([ETI) is satisfied. Hence, for ey~! small enough, Theorem 3 applies.
Then, for all A € G,, 1 defined in ([5.4), the linearized operator

La(N) == LOun (V) = F (A un(V))

(see B.1) admits a right inverse for all h € H§, if condition (L.8)) holds, respectively for h € Y N H* if the
reversibility condition (II3]) holds. Moreover ([93) gives the estimates

125 s <o ™ (WAllsrs + NanllosallBlls) » VROV, (5.7)
125 Pllsg < A7 NP llsg s VA(A) € Hpga (5.8)

(use @) and ||y ||sg+p < 1), for all Lipschitz map h(X). Then, for all A € G,41, we define
Un+1 = Un + hn+1 € Hn—i—l ) hn+1 = _Hn+1£;1Hn+1F(Un)a (59)

which is well defined because, if condition (L8] holds then II,41 F(u,) € HEy, and, respectively, if (LI3)
holds, then IT,, 11 F(u,,) € YNH? (hence in both cases £, 111,11 F(uy,) exists). Note also that in the reversible
case hp4+1 € X and so up4+1 € X.
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Recalling (52) and that £,, := F'(u,), we write
F(upt1) = F(un) + Lohnt1 +eQ(tn, hnt1) (5.10)
where
Qtny hpt1) = N(un + hnt1) = N(up) = N (un) 1, N(u) := f(p, T, U, Uy, Uggy Ugaz)-
With this definition,
F(u) = Lyu+eN(u), F'(u)h = Lyh+eN'(uw)h, Ly :=w-0y + Opza.
By (510) and (59) we have
Fluns1) = Flun) ~ Lallus £5 g1 F(un) + 2Q(uin, host)
= Iy Fun) + Lol £, 1 F(un) + €Q(tn, hnyr)
= Hn+1F(U )+ n+1£ L, 1Hn+1F(Un) [ﬁn’HTJ{+1]£T_7,1Hn+1F(un) +eQ(tn, hpy1)
= ILr Fun) + N (un), iy 1 ] £5 1 F(un) + €Q(un, hnsr) (5.11)
where we have gained an extra e from the commutator
(Lo T ] = (Lo + eN(un) Ty ] = €[N (un), T 4] -
Lemma 5.1. Set
Un = l[unllsorsy 7 IE@a)lsorss s wn =77 1F(un)lls, - (5.12)
There exists Cy := C(11, u, v, 1) > 0 such that
w1 < CoNZAT UL (14 w,) + CoNSF2 w2 Uyiy < CoNIT2 (1 + w,)? U, (5.13)

PRrROOF. The operators N’ (uy,) and Q(uy, ) satisfy the following tame estimates:

1Q s 1)lls <o Pl (Inllsss + lunllssalibllsors) AN, (5.14)
1Qun: Wllsy < N1 IR, VA() € Hasa, (5.15)
IV (wn)Blls <o 1Rllsss + lunllssallBllaprs VROV, (5.16)

where h()) depends on the parameter A in a Lipschitz way. The bounds (5.14]) and (5I6) follow by 6.2)3)
and Lemma EI9) is simply (BI4) at s = sp, using that ||up|lse+s < 1, Un, hnt1 € Hpq1 and the

smoothing (B.1)).
By (57) and (5.I6), the term (in (5I0) Ry := [N (un), O )L, 'L, 41 F(uy,) satisfies, using also that
un € H, and (B1),

1Ralls <o v N (IF ) s+ lnls N (un)lo ) 1= 3+ 1 (5.17)
| Rallon Zantsr 7 Nt ™ (IF @ loot 1 + Loyt | F (n)ls ) (5.18)

because p > 71 + 3. In proving (517) and (5I8), we have simply estimated N (u, )1, and IL N (u,,)
separately, without using the commutator structure.

From the definition (59) of hy41, using (1), (B.8) and G.I), we get

Vans sl 0 Soorron 7 N (I )l 0 + o+, 1 (o ) (5.19)
Mmoo Soo 7~ NE 2P ) g (5.20)
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because p > 71. Then

(%))
||un+1||50+51 < ||un||5o+,31 +||hn+1||50+51

GI9 B B
< ot lunllsors (197 N IF @)lso )+ NEIF @ lagsn (5:21)

Formula (5I1) for F(un+1), and (I8), (GI5), (20), ey~ < 1, ), imply
1 )l oo Nt ™ (1) oo + s IF ()l ) + 27 NNl (5.22)
Similarly, using the “high norm” estimates (5.17), (5.14), (19), (5:20), ey~ ! < 1 and (G,
1P i)l Ssossn (I nllso s + lun oot IF (un)lloy ) (1 Nffp + NSE 1P (un)lan ) - (5:23)

By (21), (522) and (523) we deduce (I3). ®
By (P2),, we deduce, for ey~! small, that (recall the definition on w, in (EI2))

wp, < ey 'OLN;F <1, (5.24)

Then, by the second inequality in (513), (5:24), (P3), (recall the definition on U, in (5.12)) and the choice
of k in (B.3), we deduce Up41 < Cuey ' Ny, for Ny large enough. This proves (P3)p41.

Next, by the first inequality in (513), (524), (P2), (recall the definition on w, in (5I12)) and BE3), we
deduce wp+1 < C*sfy_lN;;”H, for Ny large, ey~! small. This proves (P2),41.

The bound (&3] at the step n + 1 follows by (520) and (P2),, (and (&3). Then

n+1 [e%s)
lunt1llso+u < lluollsotn + Z [k llsotn < 20*5771]\]1;01 <1
k=1 k=1

1

for ey~! small enough. As a consequence (P1,2,3),41 hold.

STEP 3: prove (P4),, n > 0. For all n > 0,

gn \ gnJrl = U lek (un) (525)
lezZv,j,keZ
where
Rielun) = {X€Gu: |00 14+ 1O un(N) = i A ua V)] < 23l = K077} (5.26)

Notice that, by the definition (5.26), Rk (uy,) = 0 for j = k. Then we can suppose in the sequel that j # k.
We divide the estimate into some lemmata.

Lemma 5.2. For ey~! small enough, for allm >0, |I] < N,,
Rijk(un) C Riji(un—1). (5.27)
Proor. We claim that, for all j,k € Z,
(150 = 172) (un) = (05 = 1) (un—1)| < Celj® = K*IN;*, VA€G,, (5.28)

where p3°(un) = p3°(A, un(N)) and « is defined in (@I3). Before proving (2.28) we show how it implies
[BZD). For all j £ k. JI| < Nu, A € G, by (B25)

[ - T+ 115° (un) — 132 (un)| = [IA@ - 14 15 (un—1) — 1 (un—1)] = |(15° = p172) () — (15° = 02 (t—1))|
> 29,157 — KP|[(1)77 — Cel® — K3IN, @ > 27, [5% — K3[(1) 7
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for Cey I N7=* 2"+ <1 (recall that 7, := (1 +27")), which implies (5.27).
Proor or (528)). By (£4),
(152 = 1) (un) = (157 = ) (un—-1) = —i[ms(un) — ma(un—1)] (> = k%) +i[ma(un) — m1(un—1)](j — k)
+ 7 (un) = 137 (Un—1) — (r,‘zo(un) -y (un,l)) (5.29)
where mg3(uy) := m3(A, un(A)) and similarly for mq,r5°. We first apply Theorem {2}(S4), with v =n + 1,
Y =Yn-1, Y — P = Tn, and u, us, replaced, respectively, by u,_1, uy, in order to conclude that
A (1) © A (un) (5-30)

The smallness condition in ([@26]) is satisfied because o2 < 1 (see definitions [@I3]), (£90)) and so

G
EON”:”U’” - u”*1||50+<72 < ECN;H’U’H - un*1||50+# < 5277160*]\];701 S V-1 —Yn=tp= '72771
for ey~1 small enough, because o1 > 7 (see (5.5), (EI0)). Then, by the definitions (5.4) and (8], we have

E39) 30
Gn:=Gn-1N Ag;ynfl(unfl) - ﬂ AJ = (up—1) C AZ?—T (un—1) C Al%(un)
v>0

Next, for all A € G, C A7 (un—1) N A)7 (un) both T?+1(un_1) and r}”‘l(un) are well defined, and we
deduce by Theorem L2 (S3),, with v = n + 1, that

|r?+1(un) — r?+1(un_1)| @ el|un—1 — Un|lsgtos - (5.31)
Moreover [34) (with v = n + 1) and (B.66) imply that
|7§O(un—1) - r;'H_l(un—l)l + |T;o(un) - r?+1(“n)| < eI+ [Jun-1llso+8+0 + [unllso+s+0) Ny
< eN;“ (5.32)
because 0+ < p and [[up—1|sg+put ||tnllso+n < 2 by (S1),,_; and (S1),,. Therefore, for all A € G,,, Vj € Z,
|75 () = 75° (un—1)| < [r57 (n) = 77 ()| |75 (wn) = 757 () 1757 (1) = 75 ()|

J J
E3D), E32) E3)
< el|lun — Un—1llsgtos + N, ¢ < N, (5.33)

because o1 > a (see (@{13), B.3)). Finally G.29), ©.33), B.64), [unllsp+p <1, imply (G.25). m
By definition, Rk (un) C G, (see (5.20)) and, by (5.21), for all |I| < N,,, we have Rk (un) C Ryjk(tn—1).
On the other hand Ry (un—1) NG, = 0, see (5.4]). As a consequence, V|| < Ny, Rk (u,) =0, and

E23)
Gn\Gnp1 C U Riyr(un), ¥n=>1. (5.34)
[{|>Nnp,j,k€Z
Lemma 5.3. Let n > 0. If Ry (un) # 0, then |j3 — k3| < 8|w - 1].

ProOF. If Ryjk(un) # 0 then there exists A € A such that |idw -1 + M}?O(A,Un(/\)) — 2 un(N)] <
27,132 — k3[(1)~" and, therefore,

1157 (A, un (V) = 12 (N un (V)] < 27nl5® = K2|(1) 77 + 2[@ - 1]. (5.35)
Moreover, by (£4), B.63), (&H), for € small enough,
. . 0o cop < 1. . 1.
5% = ] = Imsl 57 = k%) = |ma |l = k| = Irf°] = [r®] 2 5157 = k%] = Celj — k| = Ce > 215% = k?| (5.36)
if j # k. Since 7, <2y for all n > 0, v < 1/48, by (&.33) and (530) we get
1 4

1
o> (2~ 20\ a3 g3 > 1143 _ 13
2|w ll_(3 <Z>T)|] Ko 2 gl = &

proving the Lemma. B
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Lemma 5.4. For alln > 0,

| Rujie(un)] < Cy (1) (5.37)
ProOF. Consider the function ¢ : A — C defined by
B = NGO — ()

Do 1= i (V)G — k) + i (W) — k) + 12 — 152 (A)

where ms(A), mi(N), .7’3?0(/\), u;’o()\), are defined for all A € A and satisfy (@3] by ||un||£‘oli(l)gn < 1 (see
(P1),,). Recalling |- [P < 41| - [LP() and using (@5

e o e e e e e B Y e R R o e (ol e e i A (5.38)

Moreover Lemma implies that, VA1, Ao € A,

. oo _  oofli EBD 1 N 53— k3
60) — 60 2 (@1~ 1 — i) M~ 2ol 2 (5 = ey )37 — K1 — 2ol = L2y

1

for ey~ small enough. Hence

Aynlf® — K] 9 72y
Rl‘k Unp S . S )
i (un)| < == 15— <

which is (537). m
Now we prove (P4)o. We observe that, for each fixed I, all the indices j, k such that R;;,(0) # 0 are
confined in the ball j2 + k% < 16|w||l|, because

72 = B = 15 = kIl + gk + B2 = 5+ R = |k > 5 67+ k%), Vi k€Z, j#k,

and |53 — k3| < 8|w||l| by Lemma 53l As a consequence
E25) E37) .
6\ G = U R0 <3 3 RO Yl =0y
l,g,k LEZY j2+Kk2<16|w||l| lezv

if 7 > v+ 1. Thus the first estimate in (5.6) is proved, taking a larger C., if necessary.
Finally, (P4),, for n > 1, follows by

E3D) G2D) .
1Gn \ Gnt1] < Z |Riji(un)| < Z {0
[1]> N |j], k| <C 1 1/2 [U>Nn il [kI<C /2
< Z ’y<l>7‘r+1 <« ,yN;TnLV < O’yN;l
lU]> N

and (B.6) is proved. The proof of Theorem [5.1]is complete. B

5.1 Proof of Theorems [I.1], 1.2 [M.3], T.4] and

Proor ofF THEOREMS [T, [L2], 3l Assume that f € C? satisfies the assumptions in Theorem [Tl or in
Theorem [[3] with a smoothness exponent ¢ := ¢(v) > s9 + p + 1 which depends only on v once we have
fixed 7 := v + 2 (recall that so := (v + 2)/2, 8, is defined in (53) and p in (@90)).

For v = €%, a € (0,1) the smallness condition ey~! = £!7% < § of Theorem [5.1]is satisfied. Hence on the
Cantor set Goo := Nyp>0Gn, the sequence u,(A) is well defined and converges in norm || - ||§;3_(l)goo (see (B.0)
to a solution uee(A) of

F\usw(N) =0 with  sup [[tee(N)||lsgrp < Cey ™t =Cet™®,
AEGoo
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namely uo(A) is a solution of the perturbed KdV equation ([4) with w = A@. Moreover, by (G4, the
measure of the complementary set satisfies

|A\goo| < Z|gn\gn+1| SC'Y+Z'YCN;1 SC’Y:CEQ,
n>0 n>1

proving (C9). The proof of Theorem [[T]is complete. In order to finish the proof of Theorems or [LL3] it
remains to prove the linear stability of the solution, namely Theorem

PROOF OF THEOREM [[L4l Part (i) follows by (£T72), Lemma A5 Theorem (1] (applied to the solution
Uso(N)) with the exponents & := o + 8+ 3, Ao (u) := A% (u), see [@B). Part (i) follows by the dynamical
interpretation of the conjugation procedure, as explained in section Explicitely, in sections [3 and [ we

have proved that
L=ABpWL W 'B'A™, W= MTSP .

By the arguments in Section we deduce that a curve h(t) in the phase space H? is a solution of the
dynamical system ([LI9) if and only if the transformed curve

v(t) == W Hwt) B~ A~ (wt)h(t) (5.39)

(see notation (2I8), Lemma B3] (@9)) is a solution of the constant coefficients dynamical system (L20]).

PrOOF OF THEOREM [[LHl If all 44, are purely imaginary, the Sobolev norm of the solution v(t) of (L20)
is constant in time, see (L2I)). We now show that also the Sobolev norm of the solution h(t) in (B39) does
not grow in time. For each t € R, A(wt) and W (wt) are transformations of the phase space H? that depend

quasi-periodically on time, and satisty, by (3.69), B.71), [£9),
A= Wtz + [WF @t)gllms < C(s)lgllas, Wt €R, Vg =g(z) € H, (5.40)

where the constant C(s) depends on ||u||s1o+ 545, < +00. Moreover, the transformation B is a quasi-periodic
reparametrization of the time variable (see (2.28])), namely

Bf(t)=f((t) = f(r), B7f(r)=f@7(r)) =f(t) Vf:R— H] (5.41)
where 7 = ¥(t) :=t + a(wt), t =971 (1) = 7 + &(wt) and «, & are defined in Section 3.2l Thus

1(0) s = A Ct) BW @ty = C) [ BW @t)o®)]m: T C(s)|W (wr)o(r)] |

G [iwar) flowss)}
< CE)lla; =" CO)o(m)llay =" CEIW ™ (wr)B~A™ (wro)h(ro)|
G ©2) EI
< OB A wro)h(no)llu; “=" CSIATORO)ay < C()[IAO)]
having chosen 7 := ¥(0) = «(0) (in the reversible case, « is an odd function, and so a(0) = 0). Hence (L22))

is proved. To prove ([L.23]), we collect the estimates (B.10), (372), (£9) into
(A= (@t) = Dgllms + (W (wt) = Dyllag < ey 'Cls)lgllyzr, VEER, Vg € H, (5.42)
where the constant C(s) depends on ||u||s4o+8+s,- Thus
IOl "= AW BW (@i < |BW (@bl + [(Awt) — DBW @to(0)]
B W o)l + 297 C I BW @to(t) e
B W wr)o(m) i + 2 OEIW @r)o(r) |z
(EE_ED [o()les + (W (wr) = Do()[ls + ey C($)[0(7) || o+
@? () |as + ey~ O(s) [[o(T) || o1 "2 (o) 2 + ey O(s)|[o(70)|] a
€3 W= (wro) B~M A~ (wro)h(m0)[| g 4+ v C(s) W (wro) B~ AT wro)h(70) || gyt -
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Applying the same chain of inequalities at 7 = 79, ¢ = 0, we get that the last term is
< [|P(0) | 725 + ey C()[|P(0) | g1

proving the second inequality in (L23) with a := 1 — a. The first one follows similarly.

6 Appendix A. General tame and Lipschitz estimates

In this Appendix we present standard tame and Lipschitz estimates for composition of functions and changes
of variables which are used in the paper. Similar material is contained in [26], [27], [7], [2].

We first remind classical embedding, algebra, interpolation and tame estimates in the Sobolev spaces
H? := H*(T?,C) and W5 := W*>(T¢,C),d > 1.

Lemma 6.1. Let so > d/2. Then
(i) Embedding. ||ul|r~ < C(so)||ulls, for all u € H?®.
(i1) Algebra. |Juv||s, < C(s0)||ullsollv]lse for all u,v € H®.
(7i7) Interpolation. For 0 < s1 < s < 83, s = As1 + (1 — A)sa,
lulls < llull3, el Yu e H. (6.1)
Let ag,bg > 0 and p,q > 0. For all w € H**P+d o ¢ Hbotrta

[wllao+pllvlloo+q < llullag+prallvlloo + lwllaol[vllbe+p+q - (6.2)

Similarly, for the |ulsoo =325, | DAu| s norm,

[t]s,00 < C(s1, 52)|u|)‘ |u 1=A Yu € W52 (6.3)

§1,00 §2,00 7
and Yu € WaHp+a:00 4 ¢ Jbotptaco
|u|ao+10700|v|bo+q,00 < C(a’Oa bOapa Q)(|u|ao+1)+q700|v|bo700 + |u|a0700|’0|b0+;0+q,00) . (64)
(iv) Asymmetric tame product. For s > s,
luvl[s < C(so)llulls[[vllso + C(s)llullsollvlls,  Vu,v e H®. (6.5)
(v) Asymmetric tame product in W%, For s >0, s € N,
[uv]s,00 < 3 |ulpoe |V]s,00 + C(8)|uls,00 V], Vu,v € W (6.6)
(vi) Mixed norms asymmetric tame product. For s >0, s € N,

luv||s < 2 |ulpe|v]s + C(s)|uls,c0l|v)lo, YueWs® ve H?®. (6.7)

If u := u(\) and v := v(\) depend in a lipschitz way on A € A C R, all the previous statements hold if we

replace the norms || - ||s, | - |s,00 with the norms || - ||£‘ip(7), | - |£J,i§o(7).

PROOF. The interpolation estimate (6.1) for the Sobolev norm (LH) follows by Holder inequality, see also
[38], page 269. Let us prove ([62). Let a = apA+a1(1—X), b = bg(1 —A)+ b1 A, A € [0,1]. Then (G.T]) implies

A 1-X
lullallvlly < (lullaollvlley) ™ (lellas 1olle) ™ < Mlullag [0lls, + (1= N)lellay [[v]ls, (6.8)
by Young inequality. Applying ([G.8) with a = ap+p, b =bo+ ¢, a1 = ap +p+ ¢, b1 = bo + p + ¢, then

A =q/(p+q) and we get ([G.2). Also the interpolation estimates (G.3]) are classical (see e.g. [26], [I0]) and
([63) implies ([G.4]) as above.

40



(iv): see the Appendix of [10]. (v): we write, in the standard multi-index notation,

> Cpy(DPu)(DTv) =uDv+ Y Ca(DPu)(DM). (6.9)
B+y=a B+y=a,B7#0

Using |(DPu)(Dv)|pe < |DPulpe|DYv|pe < |uf|g),00|v]j],00, and the interpolation inequality (63) for
every 8 # 0 with A :=|3|/]a| € (0,1] (where |a| < s), we get, for any K > 0,

A 1-A
Ca.| D ul L | DVv| o < CpyC(5) ([0] 0l s,00) ™ ([0]s,00 L)

C(s)

= S22 [(KCp) ol l.oo] (1ol ol

C(s)
K
Then (G.0) follows by ([6.9), (CI0) taking K := K(s) large enough. (vi): same proof as (v), using the
elementary inequality ||(D%u)(D"v)|lo < |DPul|pe|Dv|o. B

We now recall classical tame estimates for composition of functions, see [38], section 2, pages 272-275,
and [42)-1, Lemma 7 in the Appendix, pages 202-203.

A function f: T x B; — C, where By := {y € R™ : |y| < 1}, induces the composition operator

f(u)(x) == f(z,u(z), Du(z),. .., DPu(z)) (6.11)

where D*u(x) denotes the partial derivatives 0%u(z) of order |a| = k (the number m of y-variables depends
on p,d).

)1—>\

Lo
< {(Kcﬂw)w |U|L°°|“|s,oo + |U|s,<x>|u|L°°}' (6-10)

Lemma 6.2. (Composition of functions) Assume f € C"(T? x By). Then
(i) For all w € H™P such that |ulp,. < 1, the composition operator [G11)) is well defined and

1F@)llr < Clfller(lullr+p +1)

where the constant C depends on r,d,p. If f € C™2, then, for all |ulpco, [hlpco < 1/2,

1F(u+h) = F@)|, < Cllfllorss (Bllrrp + hlpoollullirp)
[f(u+h) = f(u) = f@)[R]], < Cllfllcrz 1hlpoc(hllrtp + hlp,oo[tellrsp)
(i7) The previous statement also holds replacing || ||, with the norms | |, oc-

Lemma 6.3. (Lipschitz estimate on parameters) Let d € N, d/2 < s <s,p>0,v7>0. Let F be a
Cl-map satisfying the tame estimates: V||ul|so+p <1, h € H¥TP,

[1E()]ls < C(s)(A + [lulls+p) (6.12)
10uF (w)[P]lls < C(s)([|Plls+p + lullspllPllso+p) - (6.13)

For A C R, let u()\) be a Lipschitz family of functions with H“H;:i;) <1 (see Z2)). Then

1F () |42 < C(s) (1 + [Jul X2,

The same statement also holds when all the norms || ||s are replaced by | |s,00-

Proor. By ([6I2) we get sup, [|[F(u(N)|ls < C(s)(1 + |ju ||§fp7)). Then, denoting w; := w(\;) and
h:=u(A2) — u(A1), we have

1F(us) — Fu)| / 1OuF (ur + t(us — un))A] [ls dt

1
< s llstp + HhHSo-H?/O (@ =B)llu)llsp + tlu(r2)lls4p) dt
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whence

[F(u(M)) = Fu(r2))ls

Li Li
<o 5P 4 | SO0 sup ([Ju(A)[[s+p + llu(A)llsp)

sup
7 AL A2€A |A1 — Az A1 A2
A1 #A2
Li Li Li Li
<o | 520 4 [l RO || POV < C ()|l [F
Lip(v)

because ||ul| <1, and the lemma follows. B

so+p

The next lemma is also classical, see for example [26], Appendix, and [27], Appendix G. The present
version is proved in [2], adapting Lemma 2.3.6 on page 149 of [25], except for the part on the Lipschitz
dependence on a parameter, which is proved here below.

Lemma 6.4. (Change of variable) Let p : RY — R? be a 2m-periodic function in W*>, s > 1, with
IPl1,00 < 1/2. Let f(z) = x + p(x). Then:
(1) f is invertible, its inverse is f~(y) = g(y) = y + q(y) where q is 2m-periodic, ¢ € W*>°(T4 R?), and
lq]s,00 < C|pls,c0- More precisely,
|q|Loc = |p|Loo’ |Dq|Loc S 2|Dp|Loc, |Dq|8—1,00 S C|Dp|s—1,oo- (614)
where the constant C' depends on d, s.

Moreover, suppose that p = py depends in a Lipschitz way by a parameter A € A C R, and suppose, as
above, that |Dypx|pL~ < 1/2 for all \. Then q = q» is also Lipschitz in \, and

i i Li Li
a8 < O (Il + {sup palssoe P12 < ORI, (6.15)
€

The constant C' depends on d, s (and is independent on ).
(ii) If u € H*(T?,C), then uwo f(x) = u(z + p(z)) is also in H*, and, with the same C as in (i),

luo flls < C(lulls + [Dpls—1,00llul), (6.16)

luo f—ulls < C(Iplrs |ullss1 + [plssollull2), (6.17)
i Li i Li

luo fIEPD < C (|full 5P + [p[EEOfu)| 5. (6.18)

©.16), @17 ©IR) also hold for uog .

(#41) Part (ii) also holds with || - || replaced by | - k.00, and || - ||];ipw) replaced by | - ifg’o(”), namely
[uo flsoo < C(luls,c0 + [Dpls—1,00[tl1,00); (6.19)
o IR0 < Cul 27 + PP Julz %) (6.20)

PrROOF. The bounds (€14), (6I6) and (619) are proved in [2], Appendix B. Let us prove (615). Denote

pax) := p(\, x), and similarly for gy, gx, fx. Since y = fa(z) = x+px(x) if and only if z = g (y) = y+qxr(v),
one has

0(y) +pA(9r(y)) =0, VYAEA, yeT? (6.21)
Let A1, A2 € A, and denote, in short, g1 = ¢x,, g2 = ¢x,, and so on. By (@21,

q1 — g2 =pP2°9g2 —pP1o°gi :(P2092—P1092)+(P1092—P1091)

= Ay (p2 —p1) +/0 AN (Dypr) dt (g2 — q1) (6.22)

where Ay 'h:=ho gy, A7 h:=ho (g1 +tlgs — g1]), t € [0,1]. By (6:22), the L> norm of (g2 — q1) satisfies

1 1
g2 —q1] = < |A3 " (p2 —p1)|Loo+/ |A; (Dap1) e dt |ga— a1 < |p2 _p1|L°°+/ | Dapi| oo dt |g2—qi1|ne
0 0
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whence, using the assumption |D,p;|pe < 1/2,

lg2 — q1|zes < 2|p2 — p1fLeo (6.23)
By ([622), using ([6.4), the W norm of (g2 — ¢q1), for s > 0, satisfies

_ 3 (M .- gy
0 lece <145 Ga-p)leety [ AT Dapplim dtlaz— il +C) [ AT (Dbl a2l
0 0
Since | A7 (Dapy)|zoe = [Dapr|z < 1/2,
3 -1 ! -1
(1= ) la2 = @looo <145 2 = p)lsise + C(6) [ 147 (Dapr)ls dt a2 = 1] -
0
Using (€.23), (619, @) and GID),
(@2 = Blse < CE)(Ip2 = Pilsce + {50 rlss1.00 2 — ]2
€
and ([G.13) follows.

Proof of (617). We have uo f —u = fol At (Dyu) dtp where Apu(z) := u(z + tp(x)), t € [0,1]. Then, by
©.7) and (G.16),

1 1 1
| [ aewde| < [ 1aipaldtipls + [ 14D dt ol
0 0 0

<

S

s Nullssalplzee + [pls,colplree l[ulle + [pls,oollullr,

which implies ([G.I7).
Proof of (6.18). With the same notation as above,

1
uz 0 fo —uyo fi = (uzo fo—ugo fi)+ (uz0 fi —ui o f1) :/ Ai(Dguz) dt (f2 — f1) + Ar(uz — uwy),
0
where Ajh = ho f; and Ath = ho (f1 +t[f2 — f1]). Using ([6.7)) and (616,

|/ D)t (1o )| <. (1Dsual + (5D [Dapalams,oe) 1Dsia 1) [p2 = palz + [ Datalolps ~pals
and || A (u2 —u1)|s <s |lug — ui|ls + [Dapi|s—1,00]|u2 — w1]|1. Therefore
||U2 ofa—wujo fl”s <s |p2 *p1|L<>o (Sl)l\p ||U>\||s+1 + (Sl)l\p |p/\|s,oo)(81;p ||U/\||2))
+Ip2 *p1|s,oo(81)1\p ||u>\||1) + [Jug — uills + (SI;P |pA|s,oo) lug — w11

whence ([6.I8]) follows. The proof of ([G.20) is the same as for ([@I8)), replacing all norms || - ||s with | - |s,cc. H

Lemma 6.5. (Composition) Suppose that for all ||u||so4pn, < 1 the operator Q;(u) satisfies

1Qiklls < C(8) (I ellstrs + Nullstpui2llsorr)s =12 (6.24)
Let 7 := max{m, 72}, p := max{uy, pua}. Then, for all
||u||80+7+u S 1 ) (625)

the composition operator Q := Q1 o Qo satisfies the tame estimate

||Qh||s < C(S)(||h||5+7'1+7'2 + ||“||S+T+u||h||80+7'1+7'z)- (6-26)
Moreover, if Q1, Qa, u and h depend in a lipschitz way on a parameter A, then ([G26) also holds with || - ||s
replaced by | - |57,

PROOF. Apply the estimates for ([624]) to ®; first, then to P2, using condition (G.25]). W
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7 Appendix B: proof of Lemmata and 3.3

The proof is elementary. It is based on a repeated use of the tame estimates of the Lemmata of the Appendix
A. For convenience, we split it into many points. We remind that so := (v + 2)/2 is fixed (it plays the role
of the constant s in Lemma [6.1]).

Estimates in Step 1.
1. — We prove that b3 = b defined in (BI7) satisfies the tame estimates

lbs — 1]ls < £ C(s)(1+ ullsss), (7.1)
10ubs (w)[A]lls < & C(s)(Ihllsxs + [ullssslBllsors),
bs — 1][5P0) < & C(s) (1 + [|ul| X7). (7.3)

Proof of (C1)). Write b3 = b (see B11)) as
1

b =1 = 0 (Mlg(as) ~9(0))) = 9(0), 9(0) = (1407, Mhi= o= [ e gl)=(1407E (74)

Thus, for € small,
[bs — 1]l < C(s)[M][g(as) — g(0)] ||« < C(s)llg(as) — g(0)[ls < C(s)l|as]|s-

In the first inequality we have applied Lemmal6.2(¢) to the function ¢, with w = 0, p = 0, h = M|[g(as)—g(0)].
In the second inequality we have used the trivial fact that ||Mh|s < ||h||s for all A. In the third inequality

we have applied again Lemma [6.2)(¢) to the function g, with w = 0, p = 0, h = a3. Finally we estimate a3 by
B4) with sg = so, which holds for s +2 < g.
Proof of (2). Using ([C4]), the derivative of b3 with respect to u in the direction h is

Bubs(u)[h] = o' (Mlg(as) — g(0)]) M (g'(as)Ouas[h]).

Then use (@), Lemma [6:2(7) applied to the functions ¢’ and ¢’, and (B3).
Proof of ([3). It follows from (1)), (C2) and Lemma [63

2. — Using the definition BI6]) of po, estimates ([I)), (T2), (Z3) for b3 and estimates (B4), (BH), B.6)

for ag, one proves that py also satisfies the same estimates (Z.)), (T2), (T3) as (b3 — 1). Since 8 = 9, 1po
(see BI8)), by Lemma [6.1(7) we get

1Bls,00 < C(3)l1Bllsts0 < C(8)llp0lls+so < e C(5) (L + [fullsts0+3), (7.5)

and, with the same chain of inequalities,

|0uB(W)[1]]s,00 < € C(s) (| hllstso+3 + lullstsorslllsors) - (7.6)
Then Lemma implies
i Li
BISE < e C(s) (1 + llullals). (7.7)
for all s + s9 + 3 < g. Note that z — z + B(p,z) is a well-defined diffeomorphism if |8|1 . < 1/2, and, by
(Z5), this condition is satisfied provided e C(1 + [|ul[sy+4) < 1/2.
Let (¢,y) — (cp,yqtﬁ(ga,y)) be the inverse diffeomorphism of (¢, z) — (p,z+ (¢, x)). By Lemma [6.4(7)
on the torus T**1, 3 satisfies

- (s}
|6|s,oo < C|ﬁ|s,oo < EC(S)(l + ||u||s+3+50)- (7-8)

Writing explicitly the dependence on u, we have (g, y; u) + ﬂ(cp, v+ B(p, y;u); u) = 0. Differentiating the
last equality with respect to u in the direction h gives

44



therefore, applying Lemma [B.4Y4ii) to deal with A~ ([6.6) for the product (9, 3[h])(1+ B:)~!, the estimates
@3), (C8), (1) for B, and [62) (with ag = s0+3, bp = s0+4, p =1, ¢ = s—1), we obtain (for s+s9+4 < q)

10uB(w)h]]s.00 < € C(8) (17l 43450 + lullsassolhll+s,) - (7.9)

Then, using Lemma [63] with p = 4 + s¢, the bounds (7.8]), (Z9)) imply
> |Li Li
B < e Cls) (1 + [lull, 2T, )- (7.10)

3. — ESTIMATES OF A(u) AND A(u)~!. By (6I6), (Z5) and (Z.8),

AR5 + [|A@) " hlls < C) (1hlls + lullsrso3]121)- (7.11)
Moreover, by (GI8), (C1) and (ZI0),
AR EPO) 4[| Au) R PO < O () ([RIZET + [l SP0) 1R 157, (7.12)

Since A(u)g(p, z) = g(p,x + B(p, z;u)), the derivative of A(u)g with respect to w in the direction h is
the product 9, (A(u)g)[h] = (A(u)gs) duB(u)[h]. Then, by ([@.17), (Z6) and (ZII),

[0u(A(w)g)[h] ||s < 50(5)(||g||s+1||h||so+3 + llgll2lllls+s0+3 + ||u||5+50+3||g||2||h||50+3)' (7.13)
Similarly 9, (A(u)"1g)[h] = (A(u)"'g.) duf(u)[R], therefore @.7), (Z9), (ZII) imply that
10u(A™ (w)g)[R] |5 < EC(S)(||9||s+1||h||so+3 + lgll2llhlls+s0+3 + ||u||8+50+4||g||2||h||50+3)' (7.14)

4. — The coefficients by, by, by are given in B.12), BI13). By (6.1), (Z1I), B.61), (3) and (B4,

[bills < eC(s)(1 + [lullstsore),  ©=0,1,2. (7.15)
Moreover, in analogous way, by (6.1), (Z12), B61), (C7) and B.4),
i Li ,

Billy P < C) (1 + ullln), =012, (7.16)

Now we estimate the derivative with respect to u of b1. The estimates for by and by are analogous. By (B.12])
we write by (u) = A(u)~1b}(u) where b} := w - 0,8+ (1 + a3)Brzat a2Bzz+ a1(1+ Bz). The bounds BH),
(Z8), (5), B.61), and (6.7) imply that

18ub (w)[A]ls < eC(s) (I hllstsot6 + [[ulls+so+sllllso+6) - (7.17)
Now,
Oubr ()] = 0 (A(u) ™07 (w)) (1] = (DuA(u) ™) (b5 (w)[2] + A(u) ™ (Dubi (w) (1) (7.18)
Then (&5), (CI8), (C10), (CI4), 62) (with ap =so +4, fo =80+ 6, p=s—1, ¢ =1) (CIT) imply
10uA) T @F ()[Rl < eC () (I1llsts0+3 + 1ullstso+7l12]l50+3) (7.19)
AT 0ubi (@Rl < eC () (1llstso+6 + ullstsorsl el so+6)- (7.20)
Finally (ZI8), (CI9) and (C20) imply
10ub1 ()[R ]ls < eC () ([Pl s+s0+6 + [[ullstso+7llRllso+6) (7.21)

which holds for all s + 50+ 7 < g.
Estimates in Step 2.
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5. — We prove that the coefficient ms, defined in ([B:30), satisfies the following estimates:

Ims — 1|, |ms — 1|¥P0) < eC (7.22)
|Oums(u)[R]] < eCl|hlso+3- (7.23)

Using @30) (L), (D)
1
-1 < — bs —1|dp < C|lbs — 1 <eC.
ms =11 < gz [ b =11 < Cllby = 1l < eC

Similarly we get the Lipschitz part of ([(22]). The estimate ([23]) follows by (Z2]), since

|Oums(u)[h] | < |0ubs (u)[P]] dip < C|0ubz(w)[h]llso < eC|[Rls+3-

2m)Y Jpo N B

6. — ESTIMATES OF . The function a(y), defined in (B31)), satisfies

|0‘|s o < 5751 O(S)(l + ||U||s+'ro+50+3) (7.24)

i — Li
aBED) < eyg ) (14 uf S0 L) (7.25)
Duc(@)[Bllsoe < 79t O6) (1Pllstrotsots + [1ullssrorsorsllhllsora)- (7.26)

Remember that w = A, and |@ - I| > 3v|l| 7™, VI # 0, see (L2). By (1) and (T22),
las,00 < flels4so < C'Yo_1||b3 = M3 |s4sg+70 < C(S)'Yo_ls(l + lulls+ro+s0+3)

proving (T24). Then (7.25) holds similarly using (Z3) and (w - d,)"! = A7! (@ - d,)~'. Differentiating
formula (B3T]) with respect to u in the direction h gives

dua(u)[h] = @ - 0,) " (aub3(u)[h]m3 - bgaumg(u)[h])

2
m3

then, the standard Sobolev embedding, (1)), (Z2)), (C.22), (23) imply (7.26). Estimates (.25 and (7.26)
hold for s+ 79+ 850+ 3 < ¢. Note that (3.23) is a well-defined diffeomorphism if |a|1 .0 < 1/2, and, by (Z.25),
this holds by [B.59).

7. — ESTIMATES OF &. Let ¥ — ¥ + wa(d) be the inverse change of variable of (8.23]). The following
estimates hold:

|afs,0 < e o C(s) (1 + ||“||s+‘ro+50+3) (7.27)

~1Li Li
jaLie™m < olcsu+wmﬁﬂﬁﬂ> (7.28)
0 ()]0 < 79t C()(hllstrotoots + l[ullstrotsorallBllrorsors)- (7.29)

The bounds (7.27), (Z28) follow by (G.I4), (Z24)), and [@I5), (23], respectively. To estimate the partial

derivative of & with respect to u we differentiate the identity &(d;u) + (¢ + wa(¥; u);u) = 0, which gives

Dui(w)[h] = —B‘l(%).

Then applying Lemma [6.4(ii4) to deal with B~!, (G.6)) for the product d,a[h] (1 +w-dya)™!, and estimates
2, [28), 62, we obtain (T29).
8. — The transformations B(u) and B(u)™!, defined in ([8.24) resp. (3.25)), satisfy the following estimates:

1B(u)hlls + 1B(w) " hlls < C(s) (1Al + lullssrorsorsllbllr)

7.30
i i Li Li Li
|wwm@muwm>lwwﬁ<03nw;ﬁ+nmgmﬁmwp“> 7.31

(s) (
(s)( (
10u(B(w)g)[h]lls < Cs)(lglls+1llblloy + Igllllhllstoo + ullstoollgll2llbllo,)  (7-32
10u(B(w) " g)h]lls < C(s)(llglls+1llPllos + llgllilBllstoo + ullstoorillgll2fllon) (7-33

o — — —
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where 0( := 79+50+3. Estimates (7.30) and (Z.31)) follow by Lemma[6.4(ii) and (7.24), (T.27), (7.25)), (7.28).

The derivative of B(u)g with respect to w in the direction h is the product fz where f := B(u)(w - 0,9)
and z := Oya(u)[h]. By @D), [|fz]ls < C(s)(fllslz[zoe + I fllo]z[s,00). Then (Z26), (Z30) imply (Z32). In
analogous way, (7.29) and (Z30) give (Z33).

9. — ESTIMATES OF p. The function p defined in (3.286), namely p = 1+ B~ (w - 9,0, satisfies

0= 1soo < €% C(8) (14 ullstrotsora) (7.34)

i — Li
lp— 1EED < eqg T O(s) (L + [ful| 5RO, Ls) (7.35)
10up() ] ls < ev9  C(8) (I llstrotoota + ullsrorsorslBllrotoota)- (7.36)

The bound (T34) follows by 3286), (€I19), (C24), B59). Similarly (Z3H) follows by (@20), (C25) and

B51). Differentiating (B:26) with respect to u in the direction h we obtain
Dup(u)[h] = DuB(u) " (w - )] + Blu)~ (v - 0, (Dua(w)[h])).
By (T3), T2, and @59), we get

10.B(w) ™ (@ - ) (Al < £33 C() (I1lsrororss + ltllssroroossllAllrytants)- (7.37)
Using (7230), (T20), (B59), and applying G2), one has
1Bw)™ (- 8o @uclw)]) s < 235 C6) (11l sa + [tllsrobonsallAllrptapca) - (7.38)

Then (C37) and (Z38) imply (Z30), for all s + 79 + 5o+ 5 < gq.
10. — The coefficients ¢, ¢1, c2 defined in ([B33) satisfy the following estimates: for i = 0,1,2, s > sq,

leills < eC(s) (1 + ullssrorsos6)s (7.39)
i Li
e BP0 < eC(s) (1 + [l ZP0) 10) (7.40)
0ucilhllls < €C(s)(IIhlls+rotso+6 + [[tllstrotrso+7 /Bl rot+250+6) - (7.41)

The definition of ¢; in (333), (67), B59), (Z30), (734), (I5) and ey, ' < 1, imply (Z39). Similarly B61),
[C3T), (735) and (CI6) imply (C40). Finally (C41) follows from differentiating the formula of ¢;(u) and
using (3.59), (Z15), (Z33), (C30), (6.5)-6.7), [C34), (Z.36).

Estimates in the step 3.
11. — The function v defined in ([B.38)) satisfies the following estimates:

lo—1s < eC(s)(1 + [[ullssrotsots) (7.42)

i Li
lo = 1EPO) < O(s) (1 + [[ul 2P, 17 (7.43)
10uvh]lls < eC(S) (I1Allstrossots + [[ullssrotaort|Bllrot260+6) (7.44)

In order to prove (T.42)) we apply the Lemma [6.2(i) with f(¢) := exp(¢) (and « = 0, p = 0):

o =1l = |7 (- 1"2)—f<o>Hs“Zsmcn@ns"Z?sas)(u||u||s+ﬂ,+5(,+6).

Similarly (Z43) follows. Differentiating formula (3:38) we get

[ gy {Lau(a;@)[h]iay_ 1"28“5”‘3[”}.

3ms 3ms 3ms

Then using ([B.59)), (€3], Lemma[6.2(7) applied to f/ = f, and the estimates (39), (Z41), (722) and (T.23)
we get (44).
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12. — The multiplication operator M defined in ([3.34]) and its inverse M1 (which is the multiplication
operator by v~!) both satisfy

IMZ Rl < Cls)(1Plls + llulls+olPlls ) (7.45)

i i Li Li
IMELR[|EPO) < € (s) (R][EPO) + [Jul 7257, 152 ), (7.46)
18, MF (w)glh]lls < eC(s) (gl slPllsors + lallsollRllsrs + Nl s+o+1llgllso 1]l so+5) (7.47)

with ¢ := 19 4+ 59 + 6.

The inequalities (T.45)-(747) follow by (359), B.61), (6.5), (T.42)-(T.44).
13. — The coefficients dy, dy, defined in (B41)), satisfy, for ¢ = 0,1

Id; |5 < £C(5)(1 + [[tllsroto049); (7.48)
i Li

|di|5P) < eC(s)(1+ [JullXP0), L 10), (7.49)

18udi () [R][ls < £C(8) (1]l 505019 + st rot0-410 1 2llro-t250+9) (7.50)

by (6.3), 3.53), B.61), (Z.39)-(Z4T) and (Z.42)-(Z.44).

Estimates in the Step 4.
14. — The constant m; defined in (340)) satisfies

[ma + [ma|MPO) < eC, - [@umi (u)[B]] < €C|hllrgr2s0+9 (7.51)

by .61, (Z.43)-(Z.50).
15. — The function p(9) defined in ([B.47) satisfies the following estimates:

Plco < 75 C(8)(1 + [|ullst2ro+250-+9) (7.52)

i — Li
PIYRD) < ey tO(s) (L A+ [l SR, e 410) (7.53)
10up(W)[h]|s,00 < €79 "C(8) (|10l st2r0+250+0 + 1Ulls42r0t250+10 Al o +-250+9) - (7.54)

which follow by (Z48)-(C50) and (X)) applying the same argument used in the proof of (23]).
16. — The operators 7, 7! defined in ([3.42)) satisfy

1T 0l < C(s)(Ihlls + l[ullstollhl) (7.55)
ITERIEPD) < O@s) (RIS + ful 27, |1A]5 ) (7.56)
18T W]l < et ) (lglls+alblls + lglillBllsto + lullstorillglzlls),  (7.57)

with & := 279 + 280 + 9. The estimates (Z55) and ([56]) follow by (616), (6.I8)) and using (C52) and (T53).
The derivative 0, (7 (u)g)[h] is the product (7 (u)gy) Oup(w)[h]. Hence (60), (C53) and (Z54) imply (Z51).
17. — The coefficients eg, e1, defined in ([B.43)), satisfy the following estimates: for i = 0,1

leills < eC(s)(1 + |lulls+2ro+250+9); (7.58)

i Li
leall5* < eC(s) (1 + [ull3 P50y 200 110): (7.59)
[Oues(w)[h]lls < eC(s)([1Blls42rot2soro + lullst2ror2so+10llhll2m0+25049) - (7.60)

The estimates (Z58)), (Z59) follow by (3.359), B.61), B45), (C4]), (49), (C55) and ([T50). The estimate
[C60) follows differentiating the formulae of ¢y and ey in ([B43), and applying (C4]), (Z50), (C53) and
@57).

Estimates in the Step 5.

18. — The function w defined in ([B54) satisfies the following estimates:

[wls < eC(s)(1+ [|ulls+2m0+250+9) (7.61)

i Li
SO0 < 2C(s) (1 + [l 5T 50 410) (7.62)
[0uw(u)[h]lls < eC(s)([Ihllst2mo+250+0 + l1ullst2rot2sor10]All27e+250+9) (7.63)
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which follow by (m)a m)a (m)a m'W)a m, (m)
19. — The operator S = I + wd; !, defined in ([3.49), and its inverse S~! both satisfy the following
estimates (where the s-decay norm |- |5 is defined in (23))):

[SE =1l < 2C(5)(A + [[ullss2m 250 +9); (7.64)

i Li
[SEL = I|EPO) < 2C(s)(1+ ulls AT 20010)s (7.65)
0,5 W) [R]], < eC () (IBllst2rot250+9 + [[ullst2ro 250 +10[|Rll2ro 4350 +9) - (7.66)

Thus (7.64)-(Z.66) for S follow by (Z61)-(7.63) and the fact that the matrix decay norm |9, ! < 1, s > 0,

using Z5), 26), 3), @9). The operator S~! satisfies the same bounds (7.64))-(7.65) by Lemma 23]
which may be applied thanks to (Z.64), (B:59), (B:&1) and e small enough.
Finally (766)) for S~! follows by

0uS™H(W)[h] = =87 (u) 0uS () [1] S~ (u),

and (271, (T64) for S~1, and (.66)) for S.
20. — The operatpr R, defined in ([B35H) , where rg, r_q are defined in B52), (B53), satisfies the
following estimates:

R, < eC(s)+ [[ulls+2rp+2s0+12) (7.67)

Lip(v) Li
RSP < 0+ ull i) nas1s) (7.68)
10.R(u)[h]], < eC(s)(IIhllst2rorasorrz + ullsrarosasor13lhll2rg+8s0+12) - (7.69)

Let T :=ro+r_10; . By @5), 20), 6.5), (T61), (.62), (53), (59), (Z51), (722), and using the trivial

fact that |0, 1|s <1 and |mgls < 1 for all s > 0, we get

7|, < eC(s)A+ [[ulls+2ro+2sp+12) (7.70)
Lip(v) Li
TP < )+ Il negrns)- (7.71)
Differentiating T with respect to u, and using (Z35]), (G5), (C63), (C60), (C51), (22) and (Z23)), one has
|0uT (u)[h]], < eC(s)([|Plls+2ror2s0+12 + l1ullst2mot2so 18 Pll2rg 4850 112) - (7.72)

Finally (2.7), 2.10) (Z64)-(Z64), (Z70)-(Z72) imply the estimates (Z67)-([Z.69).

21. — Using Lemma [6.5] (3359) and all the previous estimates on A, B, p, M, T, S, the operators ®; =
ABpMTS and &3 = ABMTS, defined in [B.57), satisfy (B.60) (note that o > 279 + 280 + 9). Finally, if
the condition ([B.61]) holds, we get the estimate ([B.62)).

The other estimates (3.63)-(B.68)) follow by (722)), (C23), (C21), (CED)-(C69). The proof of Lemma [3.2]

is complete.

Proof of Lemma For each fixed ¢ € T%, A(p)h(z) := h(z + S(p, ). Apply (6I6) to the change of
variable T — T, z — = + B(p, x):

Al < C(s)(I1h]las + 1B(p, ooy Rl m12)-
Since |B(g, *)|ws.e (1) < |Bls,00 for all ¢ € T, by (ZH) we deduce (3.69). Using ([6.17), [3.59), and (3,
I(A(p) = Dhllas <s 1Blrellbll gs+1 + 1Bls,collbllmz <s e(Ihll e + [ullstsorsllpllmz)-

By (Z8), estimates (369) and B70) also hold for A()~' = A~ () : h(y) — h(y + B(p, ).
The multiplication operator M(p) : HS — HZ, M(p)h := v(yp,-)h satisfies

[(M() = Dhllag = [[(v(p,) = Dhlla; <s lv(e,-) = Uaglbllm + [lv(e, ) = Ulm bl
<s o = UlstsollBllzz + llv = Ulirso 1Bl g <s e(Illmz + Nullstror2sorsllhllm) (7.73)
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by @.5), ), Lemma 24 (7.42) and @.59). The same estimate also holds for M(p)~! = M~1(y), which
is the multiplication operator by v=!(¢,-). The operators T=!(¢)h(z) = h(z + p(y)) satisfy

1T )l = 1l (T () = Dhllag < evg Cllhll gz, (7.74)

by (617), B59), (C52) and by the fact that p(¢) is independent on the space variable.
By 212), (Z.64), (359) and Lemma 24 the operator S(¢) = I + w(yp,-)0; ! and its inverse satisfy

1(5*1(@) — Dhllng <o etz + llullss2rossosolibl an). (7.75)

Collecting estimates (T.73), (T.74), (T70) we get (B71) and (B72). Lemma B3] is proved.
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