PERSISTENCE OF DIOPHANTINE FLOWS FOR QUADRATIC NEARLY-INTEGRABLE
HAMILTONIANS UNDER SLOWLY DECAYING APERIODIC TIME DEPENDENCE

ALESSANDRO FORTUNATI AND STEPHEN WIGGINS

ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to prove a Kolmogorov-type resuliefmearly-integrable Hamilton-
ian, quadratic in the actions, with an aperiodic time depend. The existence of a torus with a prefixed
Diophantine frequency is shown in the forced system, pexvithat the perturbation is real-analytic and
(exponentially) decaying with time. The advantage coasi§the possibility to choose an arbitrarily small
decaying coefficient, consistently with the perturbatime s

The proof, based on the Lie series formalism, is a genetadizaf a work by A. Giorgilli.

1. INTRODUCTION

The celebrated Kolmogorov Theorem, stateddnlb4] with a guideline for the proof, has been for
years a fruitful source of ideas, culminating in the coll@ttof tools and techniques nowadays known
as KAM theory. As undisputed members of the acronym, Arnélch$3] and Moser Mos64, [Mos67]
proposed complete proofs of Kolmogorov's result. The twprapches exhibited some technical differ-
ences, but were both based on the concep®upér-convergent methahdimplicit function theorem
over the complexified phase space (see €i(9 for a detailed exposition). The applicability of these
tools to certain infinite dimensional problems were ingtd in Mos6q, giving rise to the modern
theory of Nash-Moser arguments (s€eli7q and BBP1(J for an advanced setting).

The proof based on the Lie formalism proposedBii[5S84 then continued inGL97], [GM97] and
[GL99], makes use of the well known class of canonical changspticit form This has the remarkable
advantage to avoid the inversion and the difficulties relédamplicit function arguments. Furthermore,
this feature has been widely and profitably used for the caemponplementation of normalization algo-
rithms.

In a substantially different direction, the approach depetl in CF94, [CF9q and by the Gallavotti's
school [Gal94, [GG9], [GM95] and subsequent papers, is basedamormalization groupools anddi-
agrammaticanalysis of the Lindstedt's series convergence due to datioa phenomena. The analysis
is an extensive improvement of the pioneering challengéettmall divisors problem faced i&[j88].

The historical legacy between the Kolmogorov Theorem awthlpms arising from Celestial Mechan-
ics, has led to a development in the treatment of quasi-gierjmerturbations of integrable Hamiltonians,
mainly in the presence of weaker regularity hypothesis.

Our aim is to proceed in a slightly different direction, istigating the possibility of obtaining the con-
servation of (strongly) non-resonant tori in the case ofraalydic perturbation (quadratic in the actions),
but with anaperiodictime dependence. For this purpose we shall follow the exipadiGio], a revisited
essay of the technigues used BGS84. The case of a quadratic Hamiltonian, has been chosen for
simplicity of discussion. On the other hand, this choicewadi substantial simplification of the “known”
technical part, emphasizing the differences introducethbynon-quasi-periodic time dependence. As
we shall discuss, the exponential rate of the perturbatewmay sayxp(—at), is a simplified choice as
well.
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The philosophy behind the present analysis is very closbdd\tekhoroshev stability result for aperi-
odically perturbed system of[V14], but some substantial differences arise. Mainly, the Netbthev
normal form can be constructed by modifying the originalmalization scheme, with the sole hypoth-
esis that the perturbation dependsslowly on time. Hence the technical part consists in giving a
estimate of the extra-terms arising from the aperiodic ddpece. The key point is that, as it is clear
from the normal form statement (se€e\V/14, Thm 2]), this is possible only because the humbef
normalization steps ifinite and the threshold fau is actually a function of-.

The same phenomenon, even in the presence of a differentalipation scheme, can be found if the
Kolmogorov construction is extendédut-courtto the case of aperiodic perturbations, and the slow de-
pendence hypothesis would inevitably degenerate to aliese i.eu = 0.

The above described difficulty, has required the modificatibthe transformation suggested by Kol-
mogorov in a way to annihilate certain time dependent temisgg in the normalization algorithm. The
standard homological equation is modified, in this way, atimear PDE involving time. The apparently
“cheating” hypothesis of time decaying perturbation (apistically the problem is trivial) turns out to
be a technical ingredient in order to ensure the resolvglifi this equation at each step of the normal
form construction. Nevertheless, as a feature behindltve decaythe whole argument does not impose
lower bounds om. Consistently, the slower the decay, the smaller the geation size.

The self-contained exposition is closely carried alonglities of [Gio]. The same notational setting is
used for a more efficient comparison.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENT OF THE RESULT

Let us consider the following Hamiltonian
1
H(Q. P.t) = 5(DP.P) +££(Q, P.b), M

wherel is an x n real symmetric matrix(Q, P) € T™ x R" is a set of action-angle variablegse R™

is an additional variable (time) and> 0 is a small parameter. The perturbing functipis assumed to
be quadratic inP.

The Kolmogorov approach td) begins by considering a giveii € R™ then expanding the first term of
# around it. The canonical change (translatiGn)y) := (Q, P — P), and the definition of) € R as the
momentum conjugate t©:= ¢, yields (up to a constant) the following autonomous Hamila

H(q,p,&,n) == <w,p>+%(Fp7p>+n+€f(q,p,§), )

wherew := I'P.
In order to use the standard tools concerning analytic fonst we consider a complex extension of the
ambient space. More precisely, defilbe= A, x T5 x S, x R where

A, = {peC:p| <p}, Ty, = {q€C":[3q| <20},
S, = {neC:|qn| <p} Re = {{=ax+iyeC:lz|<(;y>—C}

andp, o, ¢ € (0,1). Similarly to [Gio], we consider the usuaupremum norm

1910 0c1:= sup lg(q,p,8)l,
[0,0:¢] (pa)ED

and theFourier norm defined for allv € (0,1/2],
||gH[p7o';d = Z |gk?(p7 £)|(p7o') 62‘k|(1_y)0’ (3)
kezn

wheregy (p, §) are the coefficient of the Fourier expansigr= >, . gi(p, ¢)e'tka) | For all vector-
valued functionss : D — C™ we shall sefjw|(, ;.. == > lwill( g
System ) will be studied under the following
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Hypothesis 2.1. e There existsn € (0,1) such that, for alb € C"
[Tv| < m™Hol. (4)
e (Slow decay): The perturbation is an analytic functionZasatisfying
(2,2, ) < Mpe=4l, (5)

for someM; > 0 anda € (0,1).

We specify that the assumptien< 1 (which includes, of course, the “interesting” caseacgmall)
is not of technical nature, but it is often useful to obtainrencompact estimates. As a difference with
[FW14], hypothesis §) is not of slow time dependence: in principle, the consfdntcould be the bound
of an arbitrary (analytic) function gf and of¢.
In this framework, the main result is stated as follows

Theorem 2.2 (Aperiodic Kolmogorov) Consider HamiltonianZ) under the Hypothesid.1and suppose
that P is such thatv is ay — 7 Diophantine vecto.

Then, for alla € (0, 1) there existse, > 0 such that, for alk (0,e4], itis possible to find a canonical,
e—close to the identity, analytic change of variablesp, ¢,7) = K(¢(>), p(>), &, n(>), K : D, - D
with D, C D, casting HamiltonianZ) into theKolmogorov normal form

Hoo (g%, ), €,7%) = (w,p)) + 1) 4+ Q(¢>),p>) ¢; ), (6)
V\;ith 9y Q(+,0,-;¢) = 0 forall a € N" such that; < 1 (Q is a homogeneous polynomial of degieie
D).

Hamiltonian @) is defined up to a function @fthat is not relevant for thgy, p) — flow we are interested
in. The normal form §) clearly implies the persistence of the (lower dimensidoal(2) i.e. maximal
for (1)) invariant torus with frequency under perturbations satisfying)(and for sufficiently smalkt.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of TheoPenAs usual, it has the structure of an iterative
statement divided into a formal part (LemrB4) and a quantitative part (Lemntal). In the first part
we modify the Kolmogorov scheme in order to build a suitatdenmalization algorithm for the problem
at hand. The homological equation @, x R, arising in this case requires a substantially different
treatment of the bounds on the small divisors as describ&ddp.4.2.

In the second, quantitative part, the well establishedstoblthe Lie series theory (recalled in Seb,
are used to control the size of the unwanted terms during eheadization process, proving that the
constructed Kolmogorov transformation has the featureakarthem smaller and smaller.

The final part consists in showing that the described its¥argument can be iterated infinitely many
times, and the contribution of the unwanted terms completeinoved: once more, the choice of a
particular torusP = P suggested by Kolmogorov, is required for the convergencthiefparticular
scheme.

3. THE FORMAL PERTURBATIVE SETTING
Following [Gio] we construct a perturbative scheme in which fheh step is based on the canonical
transformation
Kj = exp(L,i)) o exp(L i),
where thel.ie series operatorts formally defined by

1
exp(Lg) :=Id+ Z yﬁs ,
s>1 7

INamely, there exisy andr > n— 1 such that(w, k)| > ~v|k|™7, forall k € 2"\ {0}, understoodk| := |ki|+. ..+ |kn|.
2See (D for an explicit estimate.
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andLg- = {G,-} = (0,GOp + 0:GO, — 0,G0; — 0,GO;)- is the Lie derivative The generating
functionswill be chosen of the formy\) = ¢ (¢, €) andx) = @ (¢, p, &) = (YU (¢, £),p). The
latter being the equivalent of the classical case.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that for somjec N, Hamiltonian @) can be written in the form

Hj = (w,p) +n+AY(q,) + (BY(q,€),p) + %<C(j)(q,£)p,p>, 7)

with C') symmetric matrix. Then it is possible to determité andY () such thatff; . := K; H; has
the structure ) for suitable AU+1) BU+D) and CU+1) symmetric matrix as well.

The possibility to write the Hamiltoniar2) in the form (7), and then to complete an iterative scheme,
will be discussed in Se&.2

Remark 3.2. The variables change castid); into H,_; follows directly from the Grébneexchange
Theoreni and reads as

(¢D,p9), gD €0y = I, (qUHD), pUHD) (1) D), 8)

As a basic feature of this method, the variables supersizipbt relevant in order to deal with the
Hamiltonian transformation, and it will be omitted throwagt the proof.

The perturbative feature of this result is not transparenil & quantitative control of the action of
KC; is established. Indeed, the subsequent step is to showhthasize” (in a sense that will be made

precise later) of the term4), BU) is infinitesimal ag tends to infinity, obtaining in this way the desired
Kolmogorov normal form

Proof. It is convenient to discuss separately the action of the termsformations.

First transformation. Firstly we examine the action @i><p(£¢<j)) on H;. A key feature of£¢<j), is
that the degree of polynomials im on which it acts are decreased by one order. This implies that
exp(L ) ) Hj turns out to be simply

exp(Lym)H; =
_|_

<1w,p> + 0,09 + 1+ a§¢(j) + /i(j) +(BY) p) + (B(j),ﬁqu(j))
§<C(j)p7p> + (C(j)8q¢(j),p> + §<0(j)aq¢(j)7 aq¢(j)>,

whered,,- := (w, d,-). Note that the symmetry af'/) has been repeatedly used.

Remark 3.3. The finite number of terms in the previous expression is leare of the main simplifi-
cations introduced by a—quadratic Hamiltonian. By considering the remainder ofrdegd 3 in p, the
Lie series operator would have produced an infinite numbéegrais.

The first generating function?) (¢, €) is determined as the solution of the followitijme dependent
homological equation

907 (4,€) + 0,0 (¢,€) + AV (¢, €) = 0. 9)
This equation can be formally solved on the Fourier spacéngjirise to an infinite set of decoupled
ODEs, see Prop4.2 for more details. In spite of this difficulty, the presencetiu# termﬁggzb(j) allows
the resolvability of the equation also for the-th Fourier coefficient{—averagé). This feature, not

3Namely, let for simplicityH = H (¢, p) andy be a generating function, one has

H(‘Lp)|(q,p)=exr>(ﬁx)(q’,p’) = [eXp(ﬁx)H(‘Lp)](q,p)=(q’,p’)'

understooxp(Ly)(q',p') = (exp(Ly)d, exp(Ly)p').
4We shall denote also witli(g, &) == (2m)™" j%rn f(q, &)dq the g—average off.
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necessary in this casé (g, £) could be removed from this equation and kept in the Ham#tonvithout
affecting the normal form) will play a key role in the detemaiion OfY(j)(q, €). Now, defining

A9(q,€) = (B, 0,0) + 5 (CV 0,01, 0,01), (102)
BY) (¢, &) := BY) + C(j)8q¢(j), (10b)

we obtain

Hj = exp(Ly,)Hj = (w,p) + 1+ A9 (q,€) + (BY)(q,€),p) + %(C(j)(q,é‘)p,p% (11)

Second transformationOur aim is now to determin& ) (q, £). Explicitly we have

A ~ 1 1 Ny
exp(ﬁx(j))Hj = IdH; + ﬁx(j) (w,p> + [,X(j)n + Z yﬁi(j) (w,p> + Z g[,;(J.)A(J)
s>2 7 s>1
1 s (7 1 s - j 1 s
+ > SLBYp) + Y 50 (CYVpp)+> 5@

s!
s>1 s>1 5>2

The functiony?)(q, £) is determined in such a way

Lyon+ Ly (w,p) + (BY(q,£),p) =0. (12)
Noting that
1, 1oy o 1, i
a5 W p) + > 5 (BYV.p) = > mﬁxm £ {wsp) + (5 + 1)(BY), p)]
5>2 s>1 s>1
(12)

S R s 1 ..
= > mﬁx<]~><3(])7p> - 5@

s>1 s>2

the transformed Hamiltonian simplifies as follows

~ s S e 1 .
exp(Ly, ) Hj = (w,p) + 1+ exp(Lyi)) AV + mﬁim (BY),p) + 3 exp(L,)){CPp, p).
s>1 ’
It is sufficient to define
AU (q,€) = exp(L,))AY), (13a)
. S s g

(BUFY(q,6),p) := ) mﬁxm (BY), p), (13b)

s>1 ’
(CUTD(q,)p,p) = exp(L,(» (CDp, p), (13¢)

in order to obtain

R . . 1.
Hjy1 = exp(Lyn)Hj = (w,p) + 0+ AV (q,6) + (BU(q,€),p) + S(CV V(g Op.p), (19)

which has the structur€’), The symmetry of2(+1) follows from its definition.
It is immediate to check that.p) is equivalent ta/(0:Y V) + 9,Y ) + BU)) p) =0, i.e.,
0eY W (q,€) +0.Y W (q,€) + BV (q,€) =0, (15)

which has the same form o8)if considered component-wise. The necessity to salé &lso for the
0—th Fourier mode is now clear: any “residual” term would implfrequency correction and the failure
of the program.
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4. TECHNICAL TOOLS

From this section on, we shall profitably use the complexyemaktools in order to show the conver-
gence of the Kolmogorov scheme. Let us firstly recall a wethikn property of the analytic functions:
if g = g(q,p,€) is analytic onD, one hasgi| < |g], . e2lklo then, by @), 190l (,c] < oo for all
v > 0. Vice-versa, ifl|g||, ,..; < oo for all v > 0 (no matter how small), then the Fourier coefficients of
g decay ag2*¥17, hence the corresponding series defines an analytic fimioD.

As in [Gio] we collect some basic inequalities in the following

Proposition 4.1. Letv(q,&) and C(g, &) respectively a vector and a matrix defined Dn Then the
following property hold

1{v(4,©): P! [p.0:c) < PVl - (16)
Vice-versa, if for someé/ > 0
100(¢:), Pl o) < Mp,  then  [0(q, &)y < M. (17)
o If, for someM > 0
C(a, )P, Pl jposc) < Mp?,  then  ||Cua(gq, &)l gy < M. (18)
Pro?f. It can be extended without difficulties to our case, by foilmgvthe sketch proposed ifo, Pag.
160 O

It will be also useful to recall the bound below, valid in peutar onR

ezl < gade—altl, (19)

4.1. Solution of thetime dependent homological equation. Let us consider the following P.D.E.
et + Ouip = 1), (20)
wherey = ¢(q,¢) : D — Cis a given function. It is possible to state the following

Proposition 4.2. Lets € [0,1) and suppose thap is analytic onTy, 5~ x R¢ and exponentially
decayingwith [¢], i.e.
Hw”[(lﬂs)o;q < Ke @l 1)

wherea has been defined irb).
Then for alld € (0,1 — §) and for all ¢ such that

2|w|¢ < do, (22)
the solution of 20) exists and satisfies
K5 el
HSDH[(lféfd)o;q S a(dU)Te y (23a)
K33 -alg m=1,....n, (23Db)

10g ¢l [(1=6-d)os] S a(do)™1 € ’
whereS; » > 0 are constants defined for all sufficiently smalb 0.
Sl.e. the finiteness of the Fourier norm characterizes aicdiynctions onD, see e.g. Gio02, Chap.4]. The choice ofv

will be tacitly understood in the follow as sufficiently srhis order to ensure that the function at hand is analytic imadin
that is as large as possible.
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Proof. By expandingy = ¢(q, &) we have that equatior2() in terms of Fourier coefficients reads as

iXpr(€) + @ (§) = (&),

with A := (w, k). We firstly discuss the cage# 0, hence\ # 0 by assumption. The solution in this
case is

pp(§) = e |:80k(0) + /05 wk(s)e“‘sds} )

The integral is meant to be computed along an arbitrary gaghg simply connected) joining the origin
and¢ € C. More precisely, we shall choose

€ ) @ L ) y ,
/ Ui (s)eds = / Y (x) e da’ + i / Yz + iy e N dy'. (24)
0 0 0
The complex numbep; (0) denotes the value of the solution at the complex plane ogguhit will be

determined in such a wdiny ). ¢x(§) = 0, i.e. taking into account the hypothesil)

+o0

or(0) == | Yi(x)e ™ da.

As a consequence, the solution satisfies

y /
on(€)] < [ /0 ot + i) af +

By hypothesis 21) it follows that [ (£)| < Ke~lelél+2Ikl(1=0)e] "hence the integrals appearing in the
previous formula can be bounded on the sKipas follows

[t ey < gemtsao=on [* gy
0 0

—+00

(o'

< ‘)\‘flKef[a|z|+2|k\(175)07p\|g],
o o0
/ ‘wk(x/)’dx/ < K€2|k(15)0/ el gt
v X
< 2[(@71eace*[a‘x‘+2‘k|(17(§)o}.
The obtained estimates imply
1 260'4

lor(€)] < K e~ laz+2[k|(1-8)a—2|A|(] [ + T} < QKMWTQ—[M+2k|(1—5)a—2x|¢], (25)

A
where we used the Diophantine condition. Now using inetigali\| < |k||w|,
|k|7—67d|k\o < <%>7,
eao
and finally hypothesis2?), one has
(@Y +€™) [ TN _alal —20k|(1—6—d)o
<2K——— 2 (— .
fpr(©)] < 28 (T ) eelle (26)

Hence the serie ;.\ o} ¥ (§) defines an analytic function 6/, s ), % Re.
The simpler casé = 0, yielding the equatios o () = (&), can be treated in similar way. More
precisely, by determining,(0) as in 4) and bounding the two resulting integrals of the path we get

2K e 4K %S
leo(&)] < ¢Ke o + ae el < ae e~all, 27)

Now recall definition 8). By (26) and @7), the use of 19) (recallinga, ¢ < 1), and finally by setting

Sy = 4e® 4+ 2(y +e)(r/e)” Z e~ 2vIkl(A1—0—d)o
kez™\{0}
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we get £39. Note that, as long a8 + § < 1, the upper bound fof; is independent om, §, be-
ing v arbitrarily small. As for as),,, ¢, directly from the Fourier expansion we firifj »(q,&) =
iZkezn\{o} Emer(€)e!®9) . By using bound Z5) (the average term is not relevant in such case) and

proceeding in a similar way we get3), whereSs := [(r+1) /e 35, .\ gy =2/ IFI(=0=de
4.2. Convergence of the Lie series operator.

Lemma 4.3. Letd,d” € RT such thatd’ + d” < 1 and F,G be two functions orD such that
Gl 1—a)(po);c) @NAIF ({1 — a7 (p,0):¢) @r€ bounded for alf € R.

Then, forall0 < d < 1—d —d” and allv € (0,1/2], the following inequality holds at each point of
R¢

ILaE j1—ama—aryporc) < CUGa—ay o 1Ea—amy ooy » (28)
whereC = 2[epo(d + d')(d + d")]~*
Proof. Straightforward from [GZ97]. 0

Proposition 4.4. Letd;,d; € [0,1/2] and x and+ be two functions o such that||x||;1_4,(.0).]
and (|||, — ) (o)) BT€ bounded for alf € R..

Then for alld € (0,1 — d) whered := max{dy,ds} and for all s > 1 one has the following estimate

s sl [ 8 \°
Hﬁxiﬁu[(kdfd)(p,o);q S _< d2> ||XH[(1 d1)(p,0)iC HT/)H (1—d2)(p,0)5¢] * (29)

Proof. Straightforward going along the lines of Lemma 4.2@f¢07 and by using Lemma4.3. [
Proposition 4.5. In the same hypotheses of Prap4, suppose that, in addition,

8e 1
d2 HXH[(1 d1)(po)ic] = 92" (30)
Then the operatoexp(L,, )i is well defined and for alf € (0,1 — d) the following estimate holds
1 . 28
> gk < 2 IWlla-a)porc (31)
s= [(1—d=d)(p.0)ic]

in particular
lexp(Ly) ¥l (1-d—dy(porc] < 21PN (1= (pror) - (32)

Proof. Itis sufficient to recall the definition afkp(L, ), apply Prop4.4, and then use < 1/2. O

Note that the previous result holds also if an arbitrary domestriction¢ — (1 — d)( is considered,
foralld € [0,1).

6The different norm used in this paper does not imply subistidhifferences.
’the factors, in place of2 obtained in (3007, follows from a rescalindp, o) + (1 — d)(p, o) and fromd < 1/2.
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5. QUANTITATIVE ESTIMATES ON THE FORMAL SCHEME
Consider the following set of parameters by setting= (u}, . ,u?) = (dj, €5, ¢, mj, pj, o) with
ué €[0,1)foralll=1,...,6 and all; > 0. The vector, will be chosen later (see Set.2).
Set, in additionu, := (0,0, 0, m., ps, o) for somem,, p,,o. > 0 to be determined (Sed.1). As
well as fora, the propertyué. € [0, 1) will be repeatedly used in the follow (without an explicit ntien)
allowing to obtain simpler estimates.

Lemma5.1. In the same assumption of Lem@d, suppose, in addition, the existenceugfwith u; >
uy, satisfying

1)
[053¢;] [053¢5]

(2) for all vector valued functions = w(q, &) holds

[cO @ ewtao <m0l (34)
(3) holdsd; < 1/6 and(; is set as

2|w|¢j = djoj, (35)
Then there exists a constabtsuch that: if
D

< (36)

1
€——— < o,
J a3m§d?(T+1) 2
then it is possible to choosg; < u; under the constraint35)%, for which (33) and (34) are satisfied

by AU+ B+ and CU+Y given by (33), (13b) and (L30), respectively.

Proof. This result is the quantitative counterpart of Lemfa end this proof is split for the sake of
clarity, depending on the considered objects. In order tapkfy the notation, the index will be
dropped from all the iterative objects dependingjpheing restored only in the final estimates.

5.0.1. Estimates on the generating functioriset us consider equatio®), Due to the assumptions, we
can apply Prop4.2with 6 = 0 andK = ¢, obtaining

Mo _,
Ml j1—ayosq) < € at o (373)
M —a
Haqﬁbn[(l_d)a;d < GW}AB el (37b)

whereM := S1o0, 7 and M := nSQU,:(TH).
Recalling the definition}0b) then using 83), (37b) and @4), one gets

A

A+ M) g

1
< —al¢] _ <
[(1—-d)oi¢] e * m Haqd)n[(l*d)v;d =€ amd™+1 (38)
1 (370)
— —al¢]
190l -os1-a = geI9lia-ama = egmmge™ (39)
As for equation {5), Prop.4.2 used component-wise with= d, similarly yields by @38)
MQU* —a
¥ la—2amq < €3, arii® 4, (40a)
M;3 a
HanH[(l—Zd)g;q < € Emazria’ e, (40Db)

8e. satisfying2|w|(j+1 = dj+10;+1. As well as in the follow, the indices should be changed A 1 where necessary .
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where
My = nSi(1+ Mo, ™Y, (41)
Ms = 252(1+M1) _(T+1) (42)
As a consequence we have, by usiff)(
Mspo, —a
Y, oMl 1—20)0i¢) < S e e 1 (43)

My —alel

Yellii—2ajrs1-ayy < d_CHYH[(l—Qd)a;C} S € Zmarrra ¢ (44)

By (43), Prop. 4.5 and setting® := Qie¢l, we have thatxp(Ly,,) converges uniformly orR,

provided
86M2 1

0= € s < 3 (49)

5.0.2. Estimates on the transformed HamiltoniaRirstly, by (L0g), using 34) and 37h) one gets

S€E —F %5 .
(o]~ amd2 2
Hence by {39, Prop.4.5with do = d and after an arbitrary restriction jnand¢, we have

A M.
AU+ <24 _-2alg 46
H H[(lffidj)(pjﬂj;@)} = CLQmJ'd?T“e ()
where

My = 2M1(1 + Ml) (47)

On the other hand, by3(), (38) and (L6)

5 A 28, A 2p(1 + M1)Q1 __sq)¢|
—L% (B < — (B et LT @
Z; (s + 1)!£<Y’p>< ) — e2 H< 7p>H[(1—d)(p70');d ~— ame?d™t!

[(1=3d)(p,0);¢]
Recalling (L3b), the definition in ¢5) and (7),
M
BU+D H <25 -2l 48
H (1=3d;)(p;,05:¢;)] g asm?d?THe o
with
Ms = 16n(1 + M) Ms(eo, )™t (49)
Let us seC’ := CU*Y, Directly from (13¢), Prop.4.5and @34) one has

2,8 16M2 2 —a
H<(Cl o C)p’p>H[(173d)(p,o);C] < o2 ||(Cpap>\|[(1—2d)(p,a);g] < Gmp ekl (50)
implying, by (18)
Ms a
ICk = Cuall1—sayg < €75 Brrme (51)
with
Mg := 16nMs(eo, )"t (52)
Now set M
6 —a
m/ ::m—eme ‘5‘, (53)

9n this casel; := 2d, while ds < 2d as used below, so it is possible to get: d < 1 — 2d by hypothesig3). Moreover,
the latter impliesiy, d2 < 1/2 as required by Propt.4.
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which is well defined provided that, e.qg.
Mg 1

i = 3 (®4)
giving, in particular,n’ € [m/2,m]. In this way we have for allv = w(q, &)
(3H5G0) /4 My
HC/wH[(l—?,d)a;d < QE T CZmdaz+3° 5) 1wl —say0:c) (55)
<

= m' ||w||[(1—3d)a;d d

where the inequality ! + b < (a — b)~!, valid for all0 < b < a < 1, then £3) have been used in the
last passage.

Determination of parameterd.et us set
D 2
€j4+1 1= Wej. (56)
77
In this way, conditions45), (54) and those obtained by comparinggf and @8) with (33), are implied
a fortiori by hypothesis¥6), provided thatD := max{8eMs, My, Ms, Mg}. The property; i < ¢; is
an easy consequence G6f and ofe; < 1.
By taking into account the estimate®s} and @8), we have that the domain on which these hold requires
the restriction described by the following choices

Oj4+1 = (1 - 3dj)0'j, Pji+1 = (1 - 3dj)p] (57)
As fOij_H, condition QZ) is valid at thej+1—th step iij+1 = (2’&)‘)71 min{(1—3dj)djaj, dj+10’j+1}.
As d; < 1/6 by hypothesis, by the first 06() the previous condition is of the forn3%) provided that
d;jy1 < dj is chosen. This implieg; 1 < ¢j.
The only parameter left is:;. Note that 86) implies, in particular Mg/ (a?m3d*™+3) < md*™+1, then
Mg

!/
m ‘—m MM — €55 5-73.€
a2m3d2T3¢

In conclusion, inequality55), hence 84), are satisfied by setting

mijiq1 = mj(l - d§T+1). (58)
The choice ofi;,; is now completé’. O
5.1. Egtimates on the transformation of variables.

Proposition 5.2. Assume the validity of Lemnial. Then, for allj € N, the transformation§) is a
symplectic transformation

ICj : DjJrl — D,
whehreri])j = 8,,(0) X T3, xS, X Re; 3 (qU),pl) nl) €@, for which there exists a constaift
such that,

10D — ¢0)] < To,djel8), (59a)
p9HD — pl)| < Tpjdjele, (59Db)
gD — V| < Tpyd;ek, (59¢)

while [¢0FD — ¢U)| = 0, i.e. ¢U) =: ¢ for all j. Moreoverk; is ep—“close to the identity”, i.e.
lim¢,—0 K; = Id for all j.

10The freedom in the choice afi+1 (subject only to the constraid+1 < d;) will be profitably used later.
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Proof. Once more it is convenient to examine separately the tramsfitons realisingC;
GV, p), 7@ €0y .= eXp(£¢(j))(q(j+1) G+ U+ Gy
(¢, pla) nla) ¢l)y .= exp(L,, )@, pl9) 7D €0y,
Due to the structure af?) the action of the first operator reduces to the first term ferttomenta,
P = P(jH) + [8q¢(j)]( £)=(qU+D £+

H(9) (+1

= [3§¢ ](qg =(qU+D £G+D)s

while it is the identity in the other variablegt’) = ¢U+1 and£@) = ¢+, Quantitatively we find
37b .
j+1)| ( < ) €. M e—a\ﬁ(ﬁl)\’
- ]ad;ﬂ
As for the second transformation, first note that
Laog=YY L£op=(0,YD p) Lné=0, Lynn=(0:Y p), (60)

39 .
j+1)| (S) € %01 o al€lt]
adj G

m(j) — 77(

|]5(j) —p(

where the expressions above are meant to be evaluategdzat), &) = (¢, p@), 7@ £0)). Now
consider bound?Q) for s — 1, settingy := y¥) and« as the objects in thés() r.h.sides one by one. We
get, e.g., for the first of them
d’c
£s; H < 5127
H XU 123,00 I (1-2d;)ay5(1-d;)¢;) —  8e
Repeating this computation also for the other variables etdrgcall ., £° < 2£)

S

<o)

) . Ao 2 M. .
+1 A R S 2 —aleW)
gD — )| < 3 L=¢ a2e2mjd27+1e alg?] (61a)
J
+1) jPiVI3 o 30 —aleW)
‘p(j p(])’ = 4e3 My L=¢ a262mjd2,7+26 “ " (61b)
j
d 2Msp,; -
G+ _ ) < DPI o 20j —aleW)] 61c
g < 4e3; JaQeQmjd?T+2Cje ’ (6le)

and clearlyl¢U+1 — £0)| = 0, implying 0+ = ¢U).

Remark 5.3. It is finally evident that the transformatioki; does not act on time, hence we can set
¢U) = ¢forall j € N as in the statement. On the other hand this is a necessargriyrop order to
obtain a meaningful result.

Collecting the obtained estimates we get th&t™") — ¢U)| is given by 614, while

PO+ _ )| < (M +2M3)p; o)
> J a262m]d2T+2p* (62)
D ) <, Moe® + 2, o-alel

J aZe2m, d2T+2P*CJ

having useg; > p.. Hence it is possible to fird T, obtaining the desired estimates.
Theey—closeness to the identity easily follows frogilg), (62) and from the monotonicity ofe;}. [

Upreciselyl” := (De?puo.) ™ max{Map., (Mie® + 2Ms)o., 2lw|(Moe* + 2Ma)}, by (619, (62) and using 86) and
(39).
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6. CONVERGENCE OF THE FORMAL SCHEME

6.1. Construction of the control sequence.

Lemma6.1. In the assumptions of Lemrbdl, it is possible to determine, and construct the sequence
{u;};jen such that

lim uj = . (63)

Jj—o0

Proof. Let us choose inF6) ¢; = ¢ ~5("+1), obtaining

1
De A(r+1) ]"’ 1 2
dj = <_3 04> ( — iy (64)
a mj ]
The following bound is immediate for gjl > 1
1
A Deg \ 3D

Imposing conditiond; > d;1 in (64) one gety1 — d?T”)Til > j4(j +2)%/(j + 1)%. By using 65),
it takes the stronger form
71 +2)?
(G+1°°
The latter is true for allj provided that it holds foj = 1. This is achieved ifA < 55/128, a condition

that can be enforced by requiring < 1/12. In this way we obtaini; < d; < 1/6 as required by
Lemmab5.1, item ). This immediately implies

M ENOS )
Jj=z

j>1

124572 >

In this way, the range of the admissible valuesdpis determined once and for all; more explicitly
Deo 1
< .
adm$ — 124(7+1)

(67)

We only need to prove the limi6@). Let us start fronp;. By (57) we have that iﬂ_[j>1(1 — 3d,) is
lower bounded by a constant, sa¥,, thenpy M, is a lower bound fop; for all ;. B
Consider

log [J(1—3d;) = log(1 —3d;) > —6log2> d; > —log4,
j>1 j>1 jz1

in which we have used the inequality > log(1 — z) > —2xlog?2, valid for x € [0,1/2]. Hence
[1;5:(1 —3d;) < 1/4. This implies that the required lower bound holds far = po/4 and then
0. = 0o/4. A similar arguments applies for;, yieldingm, = mg/2. O

6.2. Induction basis and conclusion of the proof. In this final part we check that the inductive hy-
potheses described in Lemntad and5.1 hold at the initial step, i.ej = 0, fixing in this wayu,.

First of all we see thal{ is of the form {7) in a way we can selly := H. It is sufficient to consider the
(finite) Taylor expansion of aroundp = 0 in (2) then define

AO = ef(q.0,6), B :=20,f(q,0,6),  CO:=T+ed;f(q,0,8).
Note thatC'©) is symmetric. Now set, := p/2 andoy := o. By a Cauchy estimate an#)(we have

Hapr[p(),Jo;CO] S pr(;le_a|§|7 |’8§fH[PO, < praQQ_a|§|’ (68)

70;¢0] —
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for all ¢y (determined below). Henc&%) is satisfied forj = 0 by settingeq := €M /po. By Prop.5.2,
this shows that the sequen{k; } and then the composition
K= 1im ’C]’ O/ijlo...O/Co, (69)
J—0
is e—close to the identity.
It is natural to realize that3@) holds by virtue of 4) and for sufficiently smalt. From the quantitative
point of view one can asjC©v| < mgy*|v| for all v € C™ with mg := m/2. This is true for alk < &

where
& 1= p2(16Mpn) ' (y/m? L)% + 12 — m |T|.), (70)

denoted” [|T'[|, := max; Y7 [Ty-
The choice ofug is now complete by choosing, = 1/6 and(, as determined by2@). By using €7)
and recalling the choice faf, andm™* above, we finally obtain the limitation far,

€q = min{pa3m4(29124(T+1)DMf)71,é}. (71)

The validity*® of condition 36) for j = 0 follows from (67).
The very last step consists in showing the convergence otahgposition €9). By Prop. 5.2 and
recalling ©€6) we find

lgoo — @l T laes1 — ax| < 20T.
k>0
Analogously we findps — pl, |1 — 1| < 2pT. Hence by the Weierstral Theorem (see, é3gt$4)
the transformationd9) converges uniformly in all compact subsetsépf:= A, x T3, x S,,. Note
that the degeneration @&, is not an issue as the transformation is trivial in §heariable. The proof is
completed by settin®, = &, x R™.
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