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THE PARAMETERS SPACE OF THE SPIN-ORBIT PROBLEM I.

NORMALLY HYPERBOLIC INVARIANT CIRCLES

JESSICA ELISA MASSETTI

Abstract. In this paper we start a global study of the parameter space (dis-

sipation, perturbation, frequency) of the dissipative spin-orbit problem in Ce-

lestial Mechanics with the aim of delimiting regions where the dynamics, or at

least some of its important features, is determined. This is done via a study

of the corresponding family of time 2π-maps. In the same spirit as Chenciner

in [1], we are at first interested in delimiting regions where the normal hyper-

bolicity is sufficiently important to guarantee the persistence of an invariant

attractive (resp. repulsive) circle under perturbation. As a tool, we use an

analogue for diffeomorphisms in this family of Rüssmann’s translated curve

theorem in analytic category.

1. Introduction

This article constitutes the first part of a study of the parameters space of the

spin-orbit problem in Celestial Mechanics.

In 1985 A. Chenciner started an analysis of the dynamical properties of generic 2-

parameter families of germs of diffeomorphism of R2 which unfold an elliptic fixed

point. In [1–3], he showed that along a certain curve Γ in the space of parameters,

we find all the complexity that the dynamics of a germ of generic area preserving

diffeomorphism of R2 presents, in the neighborhood of an elliptic fixed point.

In the same spirit of A. Chenciner in [1], the present paper starts from two results

proven in [9, Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2] entailing the existence of a Cantor set of

curves in the plane dissipation/frequency of the spin-orbit problem, corresponding

to those values of parameters for which is proven the existence of an invariant

attractive (resp. repulsive) torus, for any value of admissible perturbation.

The aim of this work is to ”thicken” these curves and prove that in some well chosen

regions containing them, the persistence of invariant attractive (resp. repulsive) tori

is again guaranteed.

Let us be more precise and start to recall the spin-orbit problem as well as the

concerned results.
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We consider an ellipsoidal satellite orbiting around a planet on a given Keplerian

elliptic orbit, assuming that its spin axis is perpendicular to the orbital plane.

The real valued equation describing the rotation dynamics of a satellite in spin-

orbit resonance1, taking into account non conservative effects due to the non elastic

internal structure of the body, is

(1.1) θ̈ + η(θ̇ − ν) + ε∂θf(θ, t) = 0.

In the equation ηθ̇, with η ∈ R+, is a friction term due to the non-elastic response

of the internal structure, εf(θ, t) (f real analytic in (θ, t) ∈ T2) is the perturbation-

potential function where ε = B−A
C (A,B,C being the principal axes of inertia of the

body) ”measures” how much oblate the satellite is. The term ν ∈ R is an external

free parameter representing the proper frequency of the attractor of the dynamics

when ε = 0. Look at [4, 8] for instance to see how this equation is recovered.

θ

η > 0 dissipation
ε perturbation
ν ∈ R frequency
f potential

Figure 1. The spin-orbit problem

Introducing a frequency α ∈ R satisfying the following Diophantine condition for

some γ, τ > 0

|kα− l| ≥ γ

|k|τ ∀(k, l) ∈ N \ {0} × Z,

we see that the vector field corresponding to (1.1) in the coordinates (θ, r = θ̇−α)

reads

(1.2) v =

{

θ̇ = α+ r

ṙ = −ηr + η(ν − α)− ε∂θf(θ, t).

Evidently, when ε = 0, T0 = T× {r = 0} is an invariant quasi-periodic torus for v

provided that ν = α.

In [9, corollary 7.1] we proved that if the perturbation is small enough, there exist

a unique diffeomorphism (close to the identity) and a unique translation parameter

(close to 0) such that v can be written (in new coordinates) in the following normal

form

v =

{

θ̇ = α+O(r)

ṙ = −ηr + b+O(r2),

1A satellite is said to be in n : k spin-orbit resonance when it rotates n about it spin-axis while

revolving exaclty k times around its planet (or star).
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b ∈ R being a translation function of the form b = ν −α+O(ε2) and O(rk), k ≥ 1,

terms that may depend on the angle but that vanish when r = 0.

The torus r = 0 is translated by b by the flow of v.

In a second step (see [9, Theorem 7.1]), one achieve in eliminating the translation b

by a unique choice of the free frequency ν, thus proving the existence of an invariant

torus T×{r = 0} for the perturbed system (1.2). Actually b is proven to be smooth

with respect to ν, η and analytic in ε, and the bound on admissible perturbations

ε uniform with respect to η and ν.

A perturbation ε being fixed, for every α Diophantine, the equation b = 0 provides a

curve of parameters for those values of which v has an invariant torus of frequency

α (see theorem 7.2 and corollary 7.2 in [9])2. More precisely, we recall here the

statement of such a result.

Corollary 1.1 (A curve of normally hyperbolic tori). Fixing α Diophantine and

ε sufficiently small, there exists a unique analytic curve Cα in the plane (η, ν) of

the form ν = α + O(ε2), along which the translation b(ν, α, η, ε) ”à la Rüssmann”

vanishes, so that the perturbed system (1.2) possesses an invariant torus carrying

quasi-periodic motion of frequency α. This torus is attractive (resp. repulsive) if

η > 0 (resp. η < 0).

α ν

η

Hamiltonian
axes η = 0

Cα : b(ν, η, α, ε) = 0

Figure 2. The Cantor set of curves on the plane ε = const, whose

points correspond to an attractive/repulsive invariant torus

The aim of this work is to understand what happens for values of parameters

(η, ν) in the complement of the Cantor set of curves Cα.

Our study starts from the general solution of (1.2) when ε = 0
{

θ(t) = θ(0) + νt+ [r(0) − (ν − α)] 1−e−ηt

η ,

r(t) = r(0) + (e−ηt − 1)[r(0)− (ν − α)].

The period of the perturbation being 2π, we are interested in the map

(1.3) P (θ(0), r(0)) = (θ(2π), r(2π)).

The circle r = r(0) is ”translated” by the quantity

τ = r(2π) − r(0) = (e−2πη − 1)(r(0)− (ν − α))

2These results are part of the Ph.D thesis [10] of the present author; they are refer-

enced in it as corollary 3.2.1, theorem 3.2 and corollary 3.2.2. The work is available at

http://dynamical-systems.eu/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/Tesi.pdf

http://dynamical-systems.eu/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/Tesi.pdf
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and ”rotated” by the angle

θ(2π)− θ(0) = 2πν + [r(0)− (ν − α)]
1 − e−2πη

η

= 2πν − τ

η
.

In particular, the unique circle which is rotated by an angle 2πα is the one with

radius

rα = (ν − α)

[

1 +
2πη

e−2πη − 1

]

;

this circle is translated by the quantity

τα = 2πη(ν − α).

The center of our interest will hence be the map

P (θ, r) =

(

θ + 2πν +
(1 − 2−2πη)

η
(r − (ν − α)), (ν − α) + e−2πη(r − (ν − α))

)

and its perturbation.

At first, we localize our study in a neighborhood of the invariant circle of rotation

number 2πν and prove that for high enough values of the dissipation η, this circle

persists under the perturbation, no matter what 2πν is. It results a first region

where the normal hyperbolicity prevails (see theorem 1).

Then, adapting Rüssmann’s translated curve theorem to this context, we perform

a second localization (see section 3), and use all the strength of the Diophantine

properties of α to put the perturbation Q of P in a meaningful normal form. It is

then possible to identify a new region in which the normal hyperbolicity is strong

enough to imply the existence of an invariant normally hyperbolic circle (see section

3, theorem 2).

In the appendix, we prove an analogue of Moser’s normal form theorem for vec-

tor fields (see [10, 12]) for diffeomorphisms of the annulus and deduce Rüssman’s

translated curve theorem [13] as a consequence of this normal form result. More-

over, applying Rüssmann’s translated curve theorem to perturbations of P , it is

still possible to show the existence of curves along which the translation vanishes,

this guaranteeing the existence of invariant quasi-periodic circles for generic ana-

lytic perturbations Q of P , for values of η sufficiently large with respect to the

perturbation.

2. Invariant circles of arbitrary rotation number

Corollary 1.1 guarantees the existence, in a plane ε = const. in the space (η, ν, ε),

of a Cantor set of curves

Cα := b(ν(η, α, ε) = 0

along which the invariant attractive torus with Diophantine frequency α persists

under perturbation. We recall that all along Cα the perturbed vector field v can
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be written in the form

v = (α+O(r̃),−ηr̃ +O(r̃2)),

showing that η = 0 is the only value of transition between the attractive and the

repulsive regime of the invariant torus.

2.1. The strength of dissipation: graph transform. The map P defined by

(1.3) is a global diffeomorphism of T × R. After the coordinate change (θ, r) 7→
(θ, r − (ν − α) = ρ), it reads

P (θ, ρ) = (θ + 2πν +
1− e−2πη

η
ρ, ρe−2πη)

and leaves invariant the circle ρ = 0.

Considering

Q(θ, ρ) = (θ + 2πν +
1− e−2πη

η
ρ+ εf(θ, r), ρe−2πη + εg(θ, r)),

f and g being two real analytic functions in their arguments, we show that the nor-

mal hyperbolicity of the invariant circle implies its persistence under perturbations

of size ε, provided it is strong enough with respect to ε.

Theorem. If η >>
√
ε, Q possesses a normally hyperbolic invariant circle.

The proof is decomposed into some lemmata: the key point is to look for the

invariant curve as the fixed point of a ”graph transform” on an opportune functional

space; the dissipation makes the graph transform a contraction.

We start considering the compact T × [−ρ0, ρ0] centered at ρ = 0 in T× R and

a Lipschitz map ϕ : T → [−ρ0, ρ0], θ 7→ ϕ(θ), with Lipϕ ≤ k. We will call Lipk the

set of Lipschitz functions with Lipschitz constant less than or equal to k.

Let Grϕ = {(θ, ϕ(θ)) ∈ T× [−ρ0, ρ0]} be the graph of ϕ. For convenience, we

have supposed that Q is defined everywhere, hence the composition Q(Grϕ) makes

sense.

We note Q(θ, r) = (Θ, R). We endow functional spaces with the sup-norm | · |,
and define, for z ∈ T × R, |z| := max(|π1(z)|, |π2(z)|), where π1 and π2 are the

projections on the first and second coordinate.

The components of Q(θ, ϕ(θ)) are:

Θ ◦ (id, ϕ)(θ) = θ + 2πν +
1− e−2πη

η
ϕ(θ) + εf(θ, ϕ(θ))

R ◦ (id, ϕ)(θ) = ϕ(θ)e−2πη + εg(θ, ϕ(θ)).

We define as usual the ”graph transform” Γ : ϕ 7→ Γϕ by:

(2.1) Γϕ : θ 7→ R ◦ (id, ϕ) ◦ [Θ ◦ (id, ϕ)]−1(θ).

The graph of Γϕ is the image by Q of the graph of ϕ: Q(Grϕ) = Gr(Γϕ).

Since ρ = 0 is the only invariant curve of P , we hope to find a unique invariant

curve of Q as the fixed point of Γ.

The ”graph transform” is a standard tool for proving the existence of invariant

normally hyperbolic objects (see [15] for instance).
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Θ(θ, ϕ(θ))θ

(θ, ϕ(θ))

(θ,Γϕ(θ))R(θ, ϕ(θ))

Q

T

R

ρ0

−ρ0

Figure 3. How the graph transform acts

We look for a class of Lipschitz functions Lipk such that Γ defines a contraction

of Lipk in the C0 metric. Although we are interested in small values of k > 0 (ε

being small, we do not expect the invariant curve to be in a class of functions with

big variations) we will need k as well as η to be larger than ε. We will try to realize

this for 1 >> η, k, ε, since if η is in the vicinity of 1, the persistence of the invariant

circle is very easily shown.

We give some technical lemmata in order to make the proof easier to read.

Since f and g are real analytic on T× [−ρ0, ρ0], they are Lipshitz.

First of all we have to guarantee the invertibility of Θ ◦ (id, ϕ) = id+u.

Lemma 2.1. For every positive η, provided ε is sufficiently small, Θ ◦ (id, ϕ) is

invertible.

Proof. If u is a contraction, id+u is invertible with Lip(id+u)−1 ≤ 1
1−Lipu .

Using the definition of u and f being analytic, we have

|u(θ1)− u(θ2)| ≤ Lipϕ
(1 − e−2πη)

η
|θ1 − θ2|+ εAf |(θ1, ϕ(θ1))− (θ2, ϕ(θ2))|

≤ (2πk + εAf (1 + k))|θ1 − θ2|,
with Af = sup(|Dθf |, |Drf |). Since ε, k << 1, Lipu < 1. �

Lemma 2.2. The functions Θ and R are Lipschitz on T× [−ρ0, ρ0].
Proof. It easily follows from the expression of Q. Let z1 and z2 in T × [−ρ0, ρ0],
the following inequalities hold:

|R(z1)−R(z2)| ≤ e−2πη|z1 − z2|+ εAg|z1 − z2|
≤ (e−2πη + εAg)|z1 − z2|

and

|Θ(z1)−Θ(z2)| ≤ (1 +
(1 − e−2πη)

η
+ εAf )|z1 − z2|,

with Ag = sup(|Dθg|, |Drg|). �
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Lemma 2.3. The graph transform Γ is well defined from Lipk to itself, where k

satisfies ε/η < k << η << 1.

Proof. From the definition of the graph transform and the previous lemmata, we

have

|Γϕ(θ1)− Γϕ(θ2)| ≤
LipR ◦ (id, ϕ)

1− Lipu
|θ1 − θ2|

≤ ke−2πη + εAg(1 + k)

1−
[

1−e−2πη

η k + εAf (1 + k)
] |θ1 − θ2|.

We want to find conditions on η and k, such that ε << 1 being fixed, Γ is well

defined in Lipk; we must satisfy

ke−2πη + εAg(1 + k) ≤ k

{

1−
[

1− e−2πη

η
k + εAf (1 + k)

]}

,

hence

k

{

1− e−2πη −
[

1− e−2πη

η
k + εAf (1 + k)

]}

≥ εAg(1 + k).

It suffices to choose k so that

(2.2) 1 >> η >> k with k >
ε

η
.

Clearly, the larger η is, the easier it is to realize the inequality. �

The following technical lemma will be the key of the final proof.

Lemma 2.4. Let z = (θ, ρ) be a point in T×[−ρ0, ρ0] and let η, k, ε satisfy condition

(2.2). The following inequality holds for every ϕ ∈ Lipk:

|R(θ, ρ)− Γϕ ◦Θ(θ, ρ)| ≤ C|ρ− ϕ(θ)|,
C being a constant smaller than 1.

Proof. The following chain of inequalities holds:

|R(θ, ρ)− Γϕ ◦Θ(θ, ρ)| ≤ |R(θ, ρ)−R(θ, ϕ(θ))| + |R(θ, ϕ(θ)) − Γϕ ◦Θ(θ, ρ)|
≤ LipR |(θ, ρ)− (θ, ϕ(θ))| + LipΓϕ|Θ(θ, ϕ(θ)) −Θ(θ, ρ)|,

from the definition of Γ. We observe that

|Θ(θ, ϕ(θ)) −Θ(θ, ρ)| ≤ (
1− e−2πη

η
+ εAf )|ϕ(θ)− ρ| ≤ (2π + εAf ) |ϕ(θ)− ρ|,

hence

|R(θ, ρ)− Γϕ ◦Θ(θ, ρ)| ≤ [LipR+ LipΓϕ (2π + εAf )]|ϕ(θ) − ρ|,
and this chain of inequalities holds

LipR+ LipΓϕ (2π + εAf ) ≤ LipR+ k(2π + εAf )

≤ e−2πη + εAg + k2π + εkAf

= 1− 2πη +O(η2) + k2π + εAg + εkAf < 1

since (2.2) holds and, consequently, η >> ε, k and η >> kε. �
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We are now ready to state and prove the following

Theorem 1 (Existence of an invariant circle for Q). If η >>
√
ε, the map Q

possesses a unique invariant circle in the vicinity of C0 = T× {ρ = 0}.

Proof. We want to show that Γ defines a contraction in the space Lipk: indeed Lipk

is a closed subspace of the Banach space C0(T, [−ρ0, ρ0]), hence complete. The

standard fixed point theorem then applies once we show that Γ is a contraction.

Let z be a point of T, for every ϕ1, ϕ2 in Lipk we want to bound

|Γϕ1(z)− Γϕ2(z)|.

The trick is to introduce the following point in T× [−ρ0, ρ0],

(θ, ρ) =
(

[Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)]
−1(z), ϕ1([Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)]

−1)(z)
)

and remark the following equality

Γϕ2 ◦Θ(θ, ρ) = Γϕ2

(

Θ
(

[Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)]
−1(z) , ϕ1([Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)]

−1)(z)
))

= R ◦ (id, ϕ2) ◦ [Θ ◦ (id, ϕ2)]
−1 ◦ [Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)][Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)]

−1(z)

= R ◦ (id, ϕ2) ◦ [Θ ◦ (id, ϕ2)]
−1(z) = Γϕ2(z).

We hence apply lemma 2.4 to ϕ = ϕ1 at the point (θ, ρ) previously introduced.

We have

|Γϕ1(z)− Γϕ2(z)| ≤ C
∣

∣ϕ1 ◦ [Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)]
−1(z)− ϕ2 ◦ [Θ ◦ (id, ϕ1)]

−1(z)
∣

∣.

Taking the supremum for all z and remembering that C < 1, concludes the proof

of the theorem.

�

3. Second localization

In the last section we proved that if η is sufficiently strong, the existence of a

unique invariant attractive (resp. repulsive, for negative η) circle is guaranteed. We

now consider the part of the (η, ν)-plane defined by |η| << 1, in which the graph

transform does not work. In the following we show that it is still possible to find

a region where one can put Q into a suitable normal form and deduce, again, the

existence of an attracting (resp. repulsive) invariant circle.

In this section, with the help of Rüssmann’s theorem we perform a coordinate

change (θ, ρ) 7→ (ξ, x) on Q, that allow us to see Q as the composition of a diffeo-

morphism leaving the circle x = 0 invariant up to a translation in the r-direction.

In section 2.1 we have localized our study to the circle ρ = 0; we now want to

focus on the translated one with a given Diophantine rotation 2πα.

To do so, note that the translation function τ = 2πη(ν − α) defines a family of

hyperbolas in the (η, ν)-plane.

In the terms of (τ, η), P becomes

(3.1) P (θ, ρ) = (θ + 2πα+
τ

η
+

1− e−2πη

η
ρ, ρe−2πη);
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performing the change of variables

(θ, ρ) 7→
(

θ, ρ− 2πη(ν − α)

e−2πη − 1
= ρ̃

)

,

we get

P (θ, ρ̃) =

(

θ + 2πα+
1− e−2πη

η
ρ̃, ρ̃e−2πη + τ

)

.

Considering the corresponding perturbed diffeomorphism

Q(θ, ρ̃) =

(

θ + 2πα+
1− e−2πη

η
ρ̃+ εf(θ, ρ̃), ρ̃e−2πη + τ + εg(θ, ρ̃)

)

,

we want to see if there exists an invariant circle even for values of η smaller that

the ones given by theorem 1.

In appendix A.3, we deduce an analogue of Rüssman’s theorem for real ana-

lytic diffeomorphism (theorem 4), as a consequence of a more general normal form

theorem for diffeomorphisms of the annulus (theorem 3 and proposition A.3). The-

orem 4 hence guarantees, if 2πα is Diophantine, if P has torsion (in this case
1−e−2πη

η → 2π, when η → 0) and if the perturbation is small enough, the existence

of an analytic function γ : T → R, a diffeomorphism of the torus h close to the

identity and λ ∈ R such that

− the image of the curve ρ̃ = γ(θ) via Q, is the ”translated” curve of equation

ρ̃ = λ+ γ(θ)

− the restriction ofQ to Gr γ is conjugated to the rotationR2πα : θ 7→ θ+2πα.

As a byproduct, always in the annex, we show that if η is larger than Mε, M a

real positive constant, it is still possible to eliminate the translation λ, along some

curve of parameters.

Hence, in the conditions of applicability of Rüssmann’s theorem, the local diffeo-

morphism

G : (θ, ρ̃) 7→
(

h−1(θ) = ξ, ρ̃− γ(θ) = x
)

,

sends ρ̃ = γ(θ) to x = 0 and is such that G ◦ Q ◦ G−1 has x = 0 as a translated

curve on which the dynamics is the rotation of angle 2πα. We have:























Q(ξ, x) = (ξ′, x′)

ξ′ = h−1
(

h(ξ + 2πα) + 1−e−2πη

η x+ ε
∑

j=1
1
j!

∂jf
∂ρ̃k (θ, γ(θ))x

j
)

,

x′ = λ+ xe−2πη + γ(h(ξ + 2πα))− γ(h(ξ + 2πα) + 1−e−2πη

η x+O(|x|))+
+ε

∑

i=1
1
i!

∂ig
∂ρ̃i (θ, γ(θ))x

i,

hence

(3.2) Q(ξ, x) = (ξ + 2πα+
∑

i

Ai(ξ)x
i, λ+

∑

i

Bi(ξ)x
i),

where

• B1(θ) = e−2πη −Dγ(h(ξ + 2πα)) · (1−e−2πη

η + ε∂f∂ρ̃ (θ, γ(θ))) + ε∂g∂ρ̃(θ, γ(θ)),

hence it is of order 1 +O(ε),
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• Bi(θ), for i > 1, is the coefficient of the order-i term in x from the devel-

opment of terms as

− 1

i!
Diγ(h(ξ + 2πα)) · (1− e−2πη

η
x+ ε

∑

j=1

1

j!

∂jf

∂ρ̃j
(θ, γ(θ))xj)i + ε

1

i!

∂ig

∂ρ̃i
(θ, γ(θ)),

and has order O(ε).

• Ai(θ) is the order-i term coming from

1

i!
Dih−1(h(ξ + 2πα)) · (1− e−2πη

η
x+ ε

∑

j=1

1

j!

∂jf

∂ρ̃j
(θ, γ(θ))xj)i.

In particular Ai(θ) is of order 1 +O(ε) for i = 1 and O(ε) otherwise.

We noted θ = h(ξ) and omitted indices indicating the smooth dependence on

α, η and τ .

This change of coordinates actually permits us to see Q as the composition of a

map

Iη,τ = (ξ + 2πα+
∑

i

Ai(ξ)x
i,
∑

i

Bi(ξ)x
i),

leaving the circle x = 0 invariant, with a translation Tλ in the normal direction.

Remark that when ε = 0, we have h = id, γ = 0 and λ = τ , thus Q would

read as before the perturbation; in addition even if we don’t dispose of the ex-

plicit form of the translation function λ, the implicit function theorem tells us that

λ = λ(τ) = τ +O(ε).

Theorem 2. Whenever α is Diophantine, it is possible write Q as the perturbation

of a diffeomorphism of the form:

(3.3) N(Θ, R) = (Θ + 2πα+

k
∑

i=1

ᾱiR
i, λ(τ, ε) +

k
∑

i=1

β̄iR
i),

ᾱi and β̄i being constants.

In particular, for values of the parameters belonging to the regions defined by η >> ε

and |τ | ≤ η2, Q possesses an invariant attractive quasi-periodic circle.

In the following section we prove this result.

3.1. Towards another normal form. The aim of this section and the following

one is to write Q in a form that entails the existence of an invariant circle and to

delimit regions in the space of parameters in which the normal hyperbolicity is still

strong enough to guarantee its persistence.

If λ 6= 0, it seems impossible to write Q in a form as gentle as Iη,τ . The idea is to

use all the strength of the translation λ: we perform coordinates changes that push

the dependence on the angles as far as possible, let say up to a certain order k, and

eventually remark that all the dependence on the angles of the remaining

terms will cancel out with λ.

Let us try to be more precise.

In the following we do an extensive use of the Diophantine property of α, repeatedly
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applying lemma A.1.

Here we say that α is Diophantine if, for γ, τ > 0,

(3.4) |kα− l| ≥ γ

|k|τ ∀(k, l) ∈ N \ {0} × Z.

Using the fact that B1(ξ) is close to 1, we see that the difference equation

(3.5) logB1(ξ) + logX(ξ)− logX(ξ + 2πα) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

logB1(ξ) dξ

then has a unique analytic solution X(ξ) close to 1.

Hence, the coordinates change

(3.6) (ξ, x) 7→ (ξ,
x

X(ξ)
= y)

transforms Q into a map of the form










Q(ξ, y) = (ξ′, y′)

ξ′ = ξ + 2πα+
∑k

i=1 αi(ξ)y
i +O(ε|y|k+1

)

y′ = λ+ β̄1 y +
∑k

i=2 βi(ξ)y
i +O(ε|y|k+1) +O(ε|λ||y|) +O(ε|λ|),

where

(3.7)

β̄1 = exp
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

logB1(ξ) dξ = 1−2πη+2π2η2+εM1+ε
2M2+O(εη)+O(ε

3, η3),

Mi being constants coming from the average of the order-εi terms in the Taylor’s

expansion of logB1(ξ).

Just as for (3.5), there is a unique analytic solution X(2)(ξ), smoothly depending

on the parameters - through β̄1 -, of the equation

(3.8) β̄2
1X

(2)(ξ + 2πα)− β̄1X
(2)(ξ) + β2(ξ) =

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

β2(ξ) dξ = β̄2.

The change of variables

(3.9) (ξ, y) 7→ (ξ, y +X(2)(ξ) y2)

then transforms the non constant coefficient β2(ξ) into its average β̄2.

Generalizing, by composing the following changes of variables

(3.10)

{

(ξ, y) 7→ (ξ, y +X(i)(ξ) yi) i = 2, · · · , k
β̄i
1X

(i)(ξ + 2πα)− β̄1X
(i)(ξ) + βi(ξ) = β̄i

and

(3.11)

{

(ξ, y) 7→ (ξ + Z(i)(ξ) yi, y) i = 1, · · · , k
β̄i
1 Z

(i)(ξ + 2πα)− Z(i)(ξ) + αi(ξ) = ᾱi

we are able to put Q in the form

(3.12)











Q(Θ, R) = (Θ′, R′)

Θ′ = Θ+ 2πα+
∑k

i=1 ᾱiR
i +O(ε|R|k+1) +O(|λ|ε)

R′ = λ+ β̄1R+
∑k

i=2 β̄iR
i +O(ε|R|k+1) +O(|λ|ε),
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where ᾱ1 and β̄1 are of order 1 +O(ε) while ᾱi, β̄i for i > 1, of order O(ε).

We thus have been able to confine the angle’s dependency entirely in the terms

O(· · · ); in particular the terms O(|λ|ε) vanish when no translation occurs.

3.2. Normally hyperbolic invariant circle, again. Starting from (3.12) we

show that Q possesses an invariant normally hyperbolic attractive (resp. repulsive)

circle, provided that the parameters (η, ν, ε) lie in some delimited regions in the

space.

Proposition 3.1. If η >> ε and |τ | ≤ η2, the diffeomorphism Q possesses an

invariant attractive (resp. repulsive) circle.

This proposition is an improvement (with respect to the previous result, valid for

all kind of frequency) in terms of the minimal admissible size of η that guarantees

a normally hyperbolic regime.

The diffeomorphism Q is a perturbation of the normal form

(3.13) Nη,τ (Θ, R) = (Θ + 2πα+

k
∑

i=1

ᾱiR
i, λ(τ, ε) +

k
∑

i=1

β̄iR
i),

which possesses an invariant circle R = R0, solution of R = λ+
∑

k=1 β̄iR
i.

Using the implicit function theorem and the structure of the terms β̄1 and β̄2, we

have

(3.14) R0 =
−λ

β̄1 − 1
+O(

|λ|2
∣

∣β̄2
∣

∣

∣

∣β̄1 − 1
∣

∣

3 ) = R− +O(ε
|R−|2
∣

∣β̄1 − 1
∣

∣

),

where R− reads more explicitly as

R− =
−τ +O(ε)

−2πη + εM +O(εη) +O(η2, ε2)
.

The goal is now to determine some region in the space of parameters in which it

is still possible to apply the graph transform method to prove the existence of a

normally hyperbolic invariant circle close to R0.

In order to do so, we perform a last change of variables:

(Θ, R) 7→ (Θ, R−R0 = R̃).

Now centered at R0, the diffeomorphism Q reads


















Q(Θ, R̃) = (Θ′, R̃′)

Θ′ = Θ+ 2πα+ ᾱ1R0 +
∑k

i=1 ᾱiR̃
i +O(ε|R0|

∣

∣

∣
R̃
∣

∣

∣
) +O(ε

∣

∣

∣
R̃
∣

∣

∣

k+1

) +O(ε|R0|2) +O(ε|λ|)

R̃′ = (β̄1 +
∑k

i=2 i β̄iR
i−1
0 )R̃+O(ε|R0|

∣

∣

∣
R̃
∣

∣

∣

2

) +O(ε
∣

∣

∣
R̃
∣

∣

∣

2

) +O(ε|R0|2) +O(ε|λ|).

Now R̃ = 0 is the invariant circle of the normal form, and the terms O(ε|R0|2) +
O(ε|λ|) represent perturbations.
To better see, let us write explicitly the order one term:

(3.15) R̃′ = (1− 2πη + εM1 +O(εη) +

k
∑

i=2

i β̄iR
i−1
0 ) R̃+O(· · · )
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In the region defined by

(3.16)

{

η ≥
√
2π|ν − α|, hence |τ | ≤ η2

η >> ε,

the term β̄2R0 is of order O(εη) + O(ε2)
O(η) .

We remark in particular that each region of this type actually contains the curve

Cα along which ν = α+O(ε2).

This point being crucial for the following, it calls for an important comment.

Up to now, we have made our calculations without making any hypothesis on εf

and εg, which led us, following coordinates changes, to the expression in (3.15).

For the spin-orbit problem, in [9] we proved the existence of a Cantor set of curves

Cα, for which there exists a normally hyperbolic attractive (resp. repulsive, when

η < 0) invariant torus provided the perturbation is small enough. In particular,

the bound on the perturbation was uniform with respect to η (see [9, Remark

4.1]), meaning that to every fixed value of ε0 < ε, in the space (ε, η, ν) the plane

ε = ε0 contains the C′
αs of normally hyperbolic dynamics and that these curves are

defined even for |η| small enough, and passing through η = 0 change their dynamical

regime. By normal hyperbolicity, we know a priori that in a thin cusp neighborhood

along each of these curves a normally hyperbolic invariant circle persists (normally

hyperbolicity is a stable property).

The regions we defined above enlarge the known domain of normal hyperbolicity

which, up to now, we know to include values of η >>
√
ε. Nevertheless, if we hope

to draw these regions till η = 0, the terms εiMi constitute an obstruction to the

normal hyperbolicity, which would be guaranteed if (1 − 2πη) dominated over the

rest.

Moreover, not even the first order term of the time-ε flow φεv of

v =

{

θ̇ = α+ r

ṙ = −ηr + η(ν − α)− εfθ(θ, t)
,

hints anything about the nullity of, at least, the first term εM , once we impose

the only exploitable information we have: the corresponding flow is conformally

symplectic, as the divergence of v is equal to the constant −η. Hence φε ∗v dθ∧ dr =
e−εηdθ ∧ dr.
In addition, let us suppose thatQ lives in the class of those flows for which εiMi = 0.

Even in this very special case, η won’t be allowed to reach 0; the first term would

be

(3.17) R̃′ = (1− 2πη +
O(ε2)

O(η)
+O(εη))R̃ + · · · ,

and if we want 1 − 2πη to dominate, η still has to satisfy η >> ε. Our regions

would then stop at a certain point and cannot follow tightly the C′
αs till the end.
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η = ε

ε

η

ν

In the region defined by |τ | ≤ η2 and η >> ε, R0 is of order O(η) +O(ε/η) and

O(λ) = O(η2) +O(ε); our system reads


















Q(Θ, R̃) = (Θ′, R̃′)

Θ′ = Θ+ 2πα+ ᾱ1R0 + (C +O(ε))R̃ +O(ε
∣

∣

∣
R̃
∣

∣

∣

2

) +O(ε|R0|2) +O(ε2) +O(εη2)

R̃′ = (1− 2πη +O(ε) +O(εη))R̃ +O(ε
∣

∣

∣
R̃
∣

∣

∣

2

) +O(ε|R0|2) +O(ε2) +O(εη2),

having denoted by C the twist 1−e−2πη

η . In particular the term O(ε|R0|2) is constant
and much smaller than ε, in the region considered.

Applying the ”graph transform” method in the annulus
∣

∣

∣
R̃
∣

∣

∣
≤ 1 centered at R̃ =

0, is now an easy matter. The preponderance of 1 − 2πη with respect to the

reminder’s terms in the regions considered, makes the procedure work and guarantee

the existence of an attractive (resp. repulsive) circle in a neighborhood of R0.

O(ε)

η

ν

normal hyperbolicity domain

α

4. Conclusions

We conclude by summing up results presented up to now, which give a first

”decoupage” of the parameters’ space of the spin-orbit flow in terms of regions in

which the existence of an attractive/repelling invariant circle is guaranteed.

Cantor set of curves. We start by recalling that the existence of the Cantor set

of curves Cα in the plane (ν, η) for every fixed value of admissible ε is subordinated

to the elimination of the translation function of the torus: the parameter b in

[9, Corollary 7.1] in the case of vector fields, or in section A.11 in the case of
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diffeomorphisms. This elimination, which takes place for any η for vector fields of

the spin-orbit, it is not guaranteed for generic diffeomorphisms close to the spin-

orbit unperturbed flow as we considered in the present paper (not knowing the

precise feature of the spin-orbit flow). Still, in section A.3.5 of the Appendix,

we prove the existence of a Cantor set of curves that exists up to values of η

greater than a fixed admissible perturbation ε. Along the curves the existence of

an invariant quasi-periodc Diophantine torus is guaranteed and the further study

of ”what happens between the curves” provided in this article apply.

Graph transforms 1&2. In the second section of this paper we gave a first rough

region in which the existence of an invariant attractive/repelling curve is guaranteed

no matter what the rotation 2πα is, provided that the normal hyperbolicity (given

by the dissipation term e−2πηr) prevails over the perturbative terms: η >>
√
ε.

In the following, we performed a second localization and used all the Diophantine

properties of the rotation number to apply Rüssmann’s translated curve theorem

and changes of coordinates that allowed to write the perturbed diffeomorphism in

a meaningful form: we drew regions in which it is still possible to apply the graph

transform technique to prove the existence of an invariant attractive/repelling torus:

η >> ε, |τ | < η2.

O(ε)

η

ν
α

O(
√

ε)
GT2

GT 1
Cα

Cα

real spin-orbit spin-orbit
with general
perturbation

η

ν

GT 1

GT2

Figure 4. Two situations: for the real spin-orbit flow curves reach

the Hamiltonian axis, they stop at the order O(ε) otherwise.

These conic regions contain the curves Cα where ν = α + O(ε2) in the actual

spin-orbit time 2π-flow while ν = α + O(ε) otherwise. In the case of the actual

spin-orbit flow (the one corresponding to equation (1.1)) they reach the η = 0 axis.

By stability of the normal hyperbolicity, we know a priori that in a thin cusp region

along every Cα we can guarantee the persistence of invariant attractive/repelling

curve. Unfortunately, our knowledge of Cα is not explicit enough to allow a quan-

titative description of this thin neighborhood. Alternative topological arguments

such as Morse index theory or the Wazevsky theorem would still provide answers

for values of η up to order ε, thus preventing us to say which region contains the

other in the O(ε)-strip.

For generic perturbations the dynamics contained in this strip is expected to be

very rich: in a further study the existence of Birkhoff attractors and Aubry-Mather

sets is likely to be proven.
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O(ε)

η

ν
α

O(
√
ε)

GT2

GT 1
Cα

Figure 5. Graph transform improvement.

Appendix A. A normal form theorem for diffeomorphisms in T× R

Here we prove a 2-dimensional discrete time analogue of Moser’s normal form the-

orem in [12] and deduce Rüssmann’s theorem as a particular case. An n-dimensional

generalization of Rüssmann’s translated curve result is also given.

We are interested in real analytic diffeomorphisms in T× R that, in the neighbor-

hood of the circle T0 = T× {r = 0}, can be expressed as

(A.1) Q(θ, r) = (θ + 2πα+ f(θ, r), (1 +A) · r + g(θ, r));

where α ∈ R satisfies the following Diophantine condition for γ, τ > 0

(A.2) |kα− l| ≥ γ

|k|τ ∀(k, l) ∈ N \ {0} × Z,

and A is a positive or negative real constant, f, g are real analytic functions. If

A 6= 0, T0 is a normally hyperbolic invariant circle of

(A.3) P 0(θ, r) = (θ + 2πα+O(r), (1 +A)r +O(r2)),

of which Q represents a perturbation.

We will call V the set of germs of real analytic diffeomorphisms along T0 ⊂ T× R

and U(α,A) its affine subspace of germs along T0 of real analytic diffeomorphism

of the form (A.3).

We introduce the set of germs of real analytic isomorphisms:

(A.4) G = {G : T× R → T× R : G(θ, r) = (ϕ(θ), R0(θ) +R1 · r)},
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ϕ being a diffeomorphism of the torus fixing the origin and R0, R1 real valued

functions defined on T.

Finally we consider the translation function

(A.5) Tλ : T× R → T× R, (θ, r) 7→ (β + θ, b+ (1 +B) · r) = (θ, r) + λ,

having denoted λ = (β, b+ B · r).
We denote Λ the space of translations Λ = {λ = (β, b +Br), β, b, B ∈ R}.

Theorem 3. Let α be Diophantine and P 0 ∈ U(α,A) be given. If Q is sufficiently

close to P 0, there exist a unique (G,P, λ) ∈ G × U(α,A) × Λ, close to (id, P 0, 0),

such that

Q = Tλ ◦G ◦ P ◦G−1.

Whenever β = 0 = B, the curve (Θ, γ(Θ)), γ = R0 ◦ ϕ−1, is translated by

b ∈ R and the translated curve’s dynamics is conjugated to the rotation R2πα.

Rüssmann’s theorem turns out to be a direct consequence (cf. section A.3).

The case of our interest will be when A is close to 0, as whenever the normal

hyperbolicity gets large with respect to the perturbation, one can prove the actual

persistence of T0 via the method of the graph transform.

A.1. Outline of the proof. We will show that the operator

φ : G × U(α,A)× Λ → V, (G,P, λ) → Tλ ◦G ◦ P ◦G−1

is a local diffeomorphism in a neighborhood of (id, P 0, 0).

Although the difficulty to overcome in this proof is rather standard for conjugacy

problems of this kind (proving the fast convergence of a Newton-like scheme), it

relies on a relatively general inverse function theorem (theorem 7 of section C),

following an alternative strategy with respect to the one proposed by Zehnder

in [16]. However, both Zehnder’s approach and ours rely on the fact that the

fast convergence of the Newton’ scheme is somewhat independent of the internal

structure of the variables.

Let us proceed with introducing the functional setting.

A.2. Complex extensions. Let us extend the tori

T = R/2πZ and T0 = T× {0} ⊂ T× R,

as

TC = C/2πZ and TC = TC × C

respectively, and consider the corresponding s-neighborhoods defined using ℓ∞-balls

(in the real normal bundle of the torus):

Ts = {θ ∈ TC : |Im θ| ≤ s} and Ts = {(θ, r) ∈ Tn
C : |(Im θ, r)| ≤ s},

where |(Im θ, r)| := max(|Im θ|, |r|).
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Let now f : Ts → C be holomorphic, and consider its Fourier expansion f(θ, r) =
∑

k∈Z
fk(r) e

i k·θ. In this context we introduce the so called ”weighted norm”:

|f |s :=
∑

k∈Z

|fk| e|k|s,

|fk| = sup|r|<s |fk(r)|. Whenever f : Ts → Cn, |f |s = max1≤j≤n(|fj |s), fj being

the j-th component of f(θ, r).

It is a trivial fact that the classical sup-norm is bounded from above by the weighted

norm:

sup
z∈Ts

|f(z)| ≤ |f |s

and that |f |s < +∞ whenever f is analytic on its domain, which necessarily con-

tains some Ts′ with s
′ > s. In addition, the following useful inequalities hold if f, g

are analytic on Ts′

|f |s ≤ |f |s′ for 0 < s < s′,

and

|fg|s′ ≤ |f |s′ |g|s′ .
For more details about the weighted norm, see for example [11].

In general for complex extensions Us and Vs′ of T × R, we will denote A(Us, Vs′)

the set of holomorphic functions from Us to Vs′ and A(Us), endowed with the

s-weighted norm, the Banach space A(Us,C).

Eventually, let E and F be two Banach spaces,

− We indicate contractions with a dot ” · ”, with the convention that if l1, . . . , lk+p ∈
E∗ and x1, . . . , xp ∈ E

(l1 ⊗ . . .⊗ lk+p) · (x1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xp) = l1 ⊗ . . .⊗ lk〈lk+1, x1〉 . . . 〈lk+p, xp〉.

In particular, if l ∈ E∗, we simply note ln = l ⊗ . . .⊗ l.

− If f is a differentiable map between two open sets of E and F , f ′(x) is considered

as a linear map belonging to F ⊗ E∗, f ′(x) : ζ 7→ f ′(x) · ζ; the corresponding

norm will be the standard operator norm

|f ′(x)| = sup
ζ∈E,|ζ|E=1

|f ′(x) · ζ|F .

A.2.1. Spaces of conjugacies.

− We consider the set Gσ
s of germs of holomorphic diffeomorphisms on Ts

such that

|ϕ− id|s ≤ σ

as well as

|R0 + (R1 − id) · r|s ≤ σ.

− We endow the tangent space at the identity TidGσ
s with the norm

∣

∣

∣
Ġ
∣

∣

∣

s
= max(

∣

∣

∣
Ġ1

∣

∣

∣

s
,
∣

∣

∣
Ġ2

∣

∣

∣

s
)
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g

Ts+σ

Ts

T0

g(Ts)

g(T0)

Figure 6. Deformed complex domain

− Let Us(α,A) be the subspace of A(Ts,TC ×C) of those diffeomorphisms P

of the form

P (θ, r) = (θ + 2πα+O(r), (1 +A) · r +O(r2)).

We will indicate with pi and Pi the coefficients of the order-i term in r in

θ and r-directions respectively.

− If G ∈ Gσ
s and P is a diffeomorphism over G(Ts) we define the following

deformed norm

|P |G,s := |P ◦G|s,
depending on G; this in order not to shrink artificially the domains of

analyticity. The problem, in a smooth context, may be solved without

changing the domain, by using plateau functions.

A.2.2. The normal form operator. Thanks to corollary B.1 the following operator

(A.6)
φ : Gσ

s+σ × Us+σ(α,A) × Λ → A(Ts,TC × C)

(G,P, λ) 7→ Tλ ◦G ◦ P ◦G−1

is now well defined. It would be more appropriate to write φs,σ but, since these

operators commute with source and target spaces, we will refer to them simply as

φ. We will always assume that 0 < s < s+ σ < 1 and σ < s.

A.2.3. Difference equation on the torus.

Lemma A.1. Let α be Diophantine in the sense of (A.2), g ∈ A(Ts+σ) and let

some constants a, b ∈ R \ {0} be given. There exist a unique f ∈ A(Ts) of zero

average and a unique λ ∈ R such that the following is satisfied

(A.7) λ+ af(θ + 2πα)− bf(θ) = g(θ), λ =

∫

T

g.

In particular f satisfies

|f |s ≤
C

γστ+1
|g|s+σ,

C being a constant depending on τ .

Proof. Developing in Fourier series one has

λ+
∑

k

(a ei2π k α − b)fke
ikθ =

∑

k

gke
i kθ;

we get λ = g0 =
∫

T
g and

f(θ) =
∑

k 6=0

gk
a ei2π k α − b

ei kθ.
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Remark that
∣

∣a ei2π k α − b
∣

∣

2
= (a− b)2 cos2

2πkα

2
+ (a+ b)2 sin2

2πkα

2

≥ (a+ b)2 sin2
2πkα

2
= (a+ b)2 sin2

2π(kα− l)

2
,

with l ∈ Z. Choosing l ∈ Z such that 2π(kα−l)
2 ∈ [−π

2 ,
π
2 ], we get

∣

∣a ei2π k α − b
∣

∣ ≥ π2

4
|a+ b||kα− l| ≥ π2

4
|a+ b| γ|k|τ ,

using that |sinx| ≥ π
2 |x|, x ∈ [−π

2 ,
π
2 ] and condition (A.2). Hence the lemma. �

We address the reader interested to optimal estimates to [14].

A.2.4. Inversion of φ′ and bound of φ′′.

Proposition A.1. Let 0 < s0 < s < s+ σ. There exists ε0 such that if (G,P, λ) ∈
Gε0
s0 ×Us+σ(α,A)×Λ, for all δQ ∈ G∗A(Ts+σ ,TC×C), there exists a unique triplet

(δG, δP, δλ) ∈ TGGs ×
−−−−−→
Us(α,A)× Λ such that

(A.8) φ′(Gs, P, λ) · (δG, δP, δλ) = δQ.

Moreover we have the following estimates

(A.9) max(|δG|s, |δP |s, |δλ|) ≤
C′

στ ′ |δQ|G,s,

C′ being a constant depending on |x|s+σ.

Proof. We have

δ(Tλ ◦G ◦ P ◦G−1) = Tδλ ◦ (G ◦ P ◦G−1) + T ′
λ ◦ (G ◦ P ◦G−1) · δ(G ◦ P ◦G−1)

hence

M · (δG ◦P +G′ ◦P · δP −G′ ◦P ·P ′ ·G′−1 · δG) ◦G−1 = δQ−Tδλ ◦ (G ◦P ◦G−1),

where M =

(

1 0

0 1 +B

)

is T ′
λ.

The data is δQ while the unknowns are the ”tangent vectors” δP ∈ O(r) ×O(r2),

δG (geometrically, a vector field along g) and δλ ∈ R3.

Pre-composing by G we get the equivalent equation between germs along the stan-

dard torus T0 (as opposed to G(T0)):

M · (δG ◦ P +G′ ◦ P · δP −G′ ◦ P · P ′ ·G′−1 · δG) = δQ ◦G− Tδλ ◦G ◦ P ;

multiplying both sides by (G′−1 ◦ P )M−1, we finally obtain

(A.10) Ġ ◦ P − P ′ · Ġ+ δP = G′−1 ◦ P ·M−1δQ ◦G+G′−1 ◦ P ·M−1Tδλ ◦G ◦P,

where Ġ = G′−1 · δG.
Remark that the term containing Tδλ is not constant; expanding along r = 0, it

reads

Tλ̇ = G′−1 ◦ P ·M−1 · Tδλ ◦G ◦ P = (β̇ +O(r), ḃ + Ḃ · r +O(r2)).
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The vector field Ġ (geometrically, a germ along T0 of tangent vector fields) reads

Ġ(θ, r) = (ϕ̇(θ), Ṙ0(θ) + Ṙ1(θ) · r).

The problem is now: G, λ, P,Q being given, find Ġ, δP and λ̇, hence δλ and δg.

We are interested in solving the equation up to the 0-order in r in the θ-direction,

and up to the first order in r in the action direction; hence we consider the Taylor

expansions along T0 up to the needed order.

We remark that since δP = (O(r), O(r2)), it will not intervene in the cohomological

equations given out by (A.10), but will be uniquely determined by identification of

the reminders.

Let us proceed to solve the equation (A.10), which splits into the following three

ϕ̇(θ + 2πα)− ϕ̇(θ) + p1 · Ṙ0 = q̇0 + β̇

Ṙ0(θ + 2πα)− (1 +A)Ṙ0(θ) = Q̇0 + ḃ

(1 +A)Ṙ1(θ + 2πα)− (1 +A)Ṙ1(θ) = Q̇1 − (2P2 · Ṙ0 + Ṙ0(θ + 2πα) · p1) + Ḃ.

The first equation is the one straightening the tangential dynamics, while the second

and the third are meant to relocate the torus and straighten the normal dynamics.

For the moment we solve the equations ”modulo λ̇”. According to lemma A.1, these

tree equation admit unique analytic solutions once the right hand side is average

free.

− First, second equation has a solution

Ṙ0 = L−1
α (Q̇0 + ḃ− b̄),

with

b̄ =

∫

T

Q̇0 + ḃ
dθ

2π
,

and
∣

∣

∣
Ṙ0

∣

∣

∣

s
≤ C

(2 +A)γ2στ+1

∣

∣

∣
Q̇0 + ḃ

∣

∣

∣

s+σ
.

− Second, we have

ϕ̇(θ + 2πα)− ϕ̇(θ) + p1 · Ṙ0 = q̇0 + β̇ − β̄,

with β̄ =
∫

T
q̇0 − p1 ·R0 + β̇ dθ

2π , hence

ϕ̇ = L−1
α (q̇0 + β̇ − β̄),

satisfying

|ϕ̇|s−σ ≤ C

γστ+2

∣

∣

∣
q̇0 + β̇

∣

∣

∣

s+σ

− Third, the solution of equation in Ṙ1 is

Ṙ1 = L−1
α (Q̃1 + Ḃ − B̄),

hiving noted Q̃1 = Q̇1 − (2P2 · Ṙ0 + Ṙ0(θ + 2πα) · p1), satisfies
∣

∣

∣
Ṙ1

∣

∣

∣

s−σ
≤ C

(2 + 2A)γσ1+τ

∣

∣

∣
Q̃1 − Ḃ

∣

∣

∣

s+σ
.
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We now handle the unique choice of δλ = (δβ, δb+δB ·r) occurring in the translation

map Tδλ. If λ̄ = (β̄, b̄ + B̄ · r), the map f : Λ → Λ, δλ 7→ λ̄ is well defined.

In particular when G = id, ∂f
∂δλ = − id and it will remain bounded away from

0 if G stays sufficiently close to the identity: |G− id|s0 ≤ ε0, for s0 < s. In

particular, −λ̄ is affine in δλ, the system to solve being triangular of the form
∫

Tn a(G, v̇) + A(G) · δλ = 0, with diagonal close to 1 if the smalleness condition

above is assumed. Under these conditions f is a local diffeomorphism and δλ such

that f(δλ) = 0 is then uniquely determined, and

|δλ| ≤ C

στ+1
|δQ|G,s+σ.

Now, from the definition of Ġ = G′−1 · δG we get δG = G′ · Ġ, hence similar

estimates hold for δG:

|δG|s−σ ≤ C

στ+2
(1 + |G′ − id|s−σ)|δQ|G,s+σ ≤ C

στ+3
|δQ|G,s+σ.

Equation (A.10) uniquely determines δP .

Up to redefining σ′ = σ/2 and s′ = s + σ, we have the wanted estimates for all

s′, σ′ : s′ < s′ + σ′. �

A.2.5. Second derivative. We consider the bilinear map φ′′(x). We have

Proposition A.2 (Boundness of φ′′). The bilinear map φ′′(x)

φ′′(x) : (TGGσ
s+σ ×

−−−−−−−→
Us+σ(α,A)× Λ)⊗2 → A(Ts,TC × C),

satisfies the estimates

∣

∣φ′′(x) · δx⊗2
∣

∣

G,s
≤ C′′

στ ′′ |δx|2s+σ,

C′′ being a constant depending on |x|s+σ.

Proof. Differentiating twice φ we get

−M{[δG′ ◦ P · δP + δG′ ◦ P · δP +G′′ ◦ P · δP 2 − (δG′ ◦ P +G′′ ◦ P · δP ) · P ′ ·G′−1 · δG
−G′ ◦ P ·

(

δP ′ · (−G′−1 · δG′ ·G′−1) · δG
)

] ◦G−1+

+ [δG′ ◦ P · δP + δG′ ◦ P · δP +G′′ ◦ P · δP 2 − (δG′ ◦ P +G′′ ◦ P · δP ) · P ′ ·G′−1 · δG
−G′ ◦ P ·

(

δP ′ · (−G′−1 · δG′ ·G′−1) · δG
)

]′ ◦G−1 · (−G′−1 · δG) ◦G−1}.
Once we precompose with G, the estimate follows. �

Hypothesis of theorem 7 are satisfied; regularity propositions C.1-C.2 guarantee

the uniqueness and smoothness of the normal form. Theorem 3 follows.

A.3. The translated curve of Rüssmann. The diffeomorphisms considered by

Rüssmann are of this kind in a neighborhood of T0

(A.11) Q(θ, r) = (θ + 2πα+ t(r) + f(θ, r), (1 +A)r + g(θ, r)),

where α is Diophantine, t(0) = 0 and t′(r) > 0 for every r. This represents a

perturbation of

P 0(θ, r) = (θ + α+ t(r), (1 +A)r),
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for which T0 is invariant and carries a rotation 2πα.

Theorem 4 (Rüssmann). Fix α ∈ Dγ,τ and

P 0(θ, r) = (θ + 2πα+ t(r) +O(r2), (1 +A)r +O(r2)) ∈ U(α,A)

such that t(0) = 0 and t′(r) > 0.

If Q is close enough to P 0 there exists a unique analytic curve γ ∈ A(T,R), close

to r = 0, a diffeomorphism ϕ of T close to the identity and b ∈ R, close to 0, such

that

Q(θ, γ(θ)) = (ϕ ◦R2πα ◦ ϕ−1(θ), b + γ(ϕ ◦R2πα ◦ ϕ−1(θ))).

Actually in its original version the theorem is stated for A = 0; to consider the

more general case with A close to 0, does not bring any further difficulties.

To deduce Rüssmann’s theorem from theorem 3 we need to get rid of the counter-

terms β and B.

A.3.1. Elimination of B. In order to deduce Rüssmann’s result from theorem 3 we

need to reduce the number of translation terms of Tλ to one, corresponding to the

translation in the r-direction (Tλ=(0,b)). As we are not interested in keeping the

same normal dynamics of the perturbed diffeomorphism Q, up to let A vary and

conjugate Q to some well chosen PA, we can indeed make the counter term B · r to
be zero.

Let Λ2 = {λ = (β, b), β, b ∈ R}.

Proposition A.3. For every P 0 ∈ Us+σ(α,A0) with α diophantine, there is a

germ of C∞ maps

ψ : A(Ts+σ ,TC × C) → Gs × Us(α,A) × Λ2, Q 7→ (G,P, λ),

at P 0 7→ (id, P 0, 0), such that Q = Tλ ◦G ◦ P ◦G−1.

Proof. Denote φA the operator φ, as now we want A to vary. Let us write P 0 as

P 0(θ, r) = (θ + 2πα+O(r), (1 +A0 − δA) · r + δA · r +O(r2)),

and remark that

P 0 = Tλ ◦ PA, λ =

(

0, B · r = (−δA+
δA · A0

1 +A0
) · r

)

,

where PA = (θ + 2πα+O(r), (1 +A) · r +O(r2))3 with

A =

(

A0 +
δA(1 +A0)

1 +A0 − δA

)

.

According to theorem 3, φA(id, PA, λ) = P 0. In particular

∂B

∂δA |G=id

= − id+
A0

1 +A0
,

where A0 is close to 0. Hence, defining

ψ̂ : R×A(Ts+σ,TC×C) → Gs×Us(α,A)×Λ, (A,Q) 7→ ψ̂A(Q) := φ−1
A (Q) = (G,P, λ)

3The terms O(r) and O(r2) contain a factor (1 + δA
1+A0−δA

)
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in the neighborhood of (A0, P
0), by the implicit function theorem locally for all

Q there exists a unique Ā such that B(Ā, Q) = 0. It remains to define ψ(Q) =

ψ̂(Ā, Q). �

Whenever the interest lies on the translation of the curve and the dynamics

tangential to it, do not care about the ”final” A and consider the situation that

puts B = 0.

In particular the graph of γ(θ) := R0 ◦ ϕ−1(θ) is translated by b and its dynamics

is conjugated to R2πα, modulo the term β:

Q(θ, γ(θ)) = (β + ϕ ◦R2πα ◦ ϕ−1(θ), b + γ(ϕ ◦R2πα ◦ ϕ−1(θ))).

A.3.2. A family of translated curves. Theorem 3 guarantees that any given dif-

feomorphism Q, sufficiently close to P 0 (see equation (A.3)), is of the form Q =

Tλ ◦ G ◦ P ◦ G−1, with G, P and Tλ uniquely determined, implying the existence

of a curve whose image by Q is translated. Actually there exists a whole family of

translated curves. Indeed, let us consider a parameter c ∈ B1(0) (the unit ball in

R) and the family of diffeomorphisms Qc(θ, r) := Q(θ, c+r) relative to the given Q.

Considering the corresponding normal form operators φc, the parametrized version

of theorem 3 follows readily.

Now, ifQc is close enough to P 0, proposition A.3 asserts the existence of (Gc, Pc, λc) ∈
G × U(α,A) × Λ2 such that

Qc = Tλ ◦Gc ◦ Pc ◦G−1
c .

Hence we have a family of curves parametrized by c̃ = c+
∫

T
γ dθ

2π ,

Q(θ, c̃+ γ̃(θ)) = (β + ϕ ◦R2πα ◦ ϕ−1(θ), b + c̃+ γ̃(ϕ ◦R2πα ◦ ϕ−1(θ))),

where γ̃ = γ −
∫

T
γ dθ

2π .

A.3.3. Torsion property: elimination of β. As we have seen in the last section,

under smallness and diophantine conditions on Q, there exists a family of curves,

parametrized by c, whose images are translated by b in the r-direction and whose

tangential dynamics is conjugated to the rotation R2πα, modulo the term β ∈ R.

In order to get the dynamical conjugacy to the rotation stated by Rüssmann’s

theorem, it is of fundamental importance for Q to satisfy some torsion property,

and this is provided by the request that t′(r) > 0 for every r. Once this property is

satisfied, in the light of the previous section, in order to prove Rüssmann’s theorem

is suffices to show that there exists a unique c close to 0 such that β = β(c) = 0.

We want to show that the map c 7→ β(c) is a local diffeomorphism.

It suffices to show this for the trivial perturbation P 0
c . The Taylor expansion of P 0

c

directly gives c 7→ β(c) = t(c) + O(c2), which is a local diffeomorphism due to the

torsion hypothesis on Q. Hence, the analogous map for Qc, is a small perturbation

of the previous one, hence a local diffeomorphism too. Then there exists a unique

c ∈ R such that β(c) = 0.
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A.3.4. A comment about higher dimension. In dimension higher than 2, the ana-

logue of Rüssmann’s theorem could not be possible: needing the matrix B ∈
Matm(R), m ≥ 2, to solve the third homological equation and disposing of just

m characteristic exponents of A that we may vary as we did in the last sections, it

is hopeless to kill the whole B. As a consequence, the obtained surface will undergo

more than a simple translation. The analogous result is stated as follows.

Let U(α,A) be the space of germs of diffeomorphisms along Tn
0 ⊂ Tn × Rm of

the form

P (θ, r) = (θ + 2πα+ T (r) +O(r2), (1 +A) · r +O(r2)),

where A ∈ Matm(R) is a diagolanizable matrix of real eigenvalues aj 6= 0 for

j = 1, . . . ,m and T (r) is such that T (0) = 0 and T ′(r) is invertible for all r ∈ Rm.

Let also G be the space of germs of real analytic isomorphisms of the form

g(θ, r) = (ϕ(θ), R0(θ) +R1(θ) · r),

ϕ being a diffeomorphism of Tn fixing the origin, R0 and R1 an R
m-valued and

Matm(R)-valued functions defined on Tn.

Let Λm2 = {λ = (0, b+B · r), b ∈ Rm, B ∈ Matm(R)}, where B ∈ Matm(R) has

the (m2 −m) non diagonal entries different from 0.

Theorem 5. Let α be Diophantine. If Q is sufficiently close to P 0 ∈ U(α,A0),

there exists a unique (G,P, λ) ∈ G × U(α,A) × Λm2 , close to (id, P 0, 0) such that

Q = Tλ ◦G ◦ P ◦G−1.

The proof follows from the generalization in dimension ≥ 2 of theorem 3 and

the elimination of parameters, which are not hard to recover. We just give some

guiding remarks.

− First note that the constant matrix M appearing in the proof of proposition

A.1 gets the form M =

(

id 0

0 id+B

)

and that equation (A.10) splits into three

homological equations of the form

ϕ̇(θ + 2πα)− ϕ̇(θ) + p1 · Ṙ0 = q̇0 + β̇

Ṙ0(θ + 2πα)− (id+A) · Ṙ0(θ) = Q̇0 + ḃ

Ṙ1(θ + 2πα) · (id+A)− (id+A) · Ṙ1(θ) = Q̇1 + Ḃ.

In particular,

– equation determining Ṙ0 is readily solved by applying lemma A.1 component-

wise, if A is diagonal. If A is diagonalizable and P ∈ GLm(R) is such that

P−1AP is diagonal, left multiply the equation by P−1 and solve it for

R̃0 = P−1Ṙ0 and Q̃0 = P−1Q̇0

– equation determining the matrix Ṙ1 consists, when A is diagonal of eigen-

values a1, . . . , am, in solving m equations of the form

(1 + aj)
(

Ṙj
j(θ + 2πα)− Ṙj

j(θ)
)

= Q̇j
j , j = 1, . . . ,m
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and m2 −m equations of the form

(1 + aj)Ṙ
i
j(θ + 2πα)− (1 + ai)Ṙ

i
j(θ) = Q̇i

j(θ), ∀i 6= j, i, j = 1, . . . ,m.

If A is diagonalizable, and P ∈ GLm(R) the transition matrix, left and right

multiply the equation by P−1 and P respectively, then solve.

− Eventually, the torsion property on T (r) guarantees the elimination of the β-

obstruction to the rotation conjugacy. The analogue of proposition A.3 holds.

A.3.5. Curves Cα for general perturbations of the unperturbed spin-orbit flow. With

no further assumptions on Q, one cannot a priori expect that the translation b van-

ishes in some circumstances. If in the case of vector fields relative to the spin-orbit

problem, the Hamiltonian structure of equations and the dependence on the exter-

nal parameter ν ∈ R has been the key point to kill the counter term b and obtain the

dynamical conjugacy (see [9, Sections 6.2 and 7]), in this study we consider generic

analytic perturbation of the time 2π-map relative to the unperturbed spin-orbit

equations:

Q(θ, ρ̃) = (θ + 2πα+
1− e−2πη

η
ρ̃+ εf(θ, ρ̃), e−2πηρ̃+ τ + εg(θ, ρ̃)).

In this case, nothing ensures that the Cα portrayed in the very particular context

of the vector-field of the spin-orbit, exist and reach the η = 0 axis (the hamiltonian

axis). However, if these curves are not expected to exist for any value of η and ε,

we can still guarantee their existence provided η being not too small.

As a matter of fact, we notice that when no perturbation occurs Q reduces to

Q(θ, ρ̃) = (θ + 2πα+
1− e−2πη

η
ρ̃, e−2πηρ̃+ τ),

and the circle ρ̃ = 0 undergoes the translation b := τ = 2πη(ν −α). For the unique

choice of the parameter ν = α, T0 is invariant.

Rüssmann’s theorem 4 applied to the perturbation Q asserts the existence, for all

ε ≤ ε0 (ε0 being the maximal admissible perturbation), of a unique curve γ, a

diffeomorphism ϕ and a translation function b such that the diffeomorphism

(θ, ρ̃) 7→
(

h−1(θ) = ξ, ρ̃− γ(θ) = x
)

transforms Q as

Q(ξ, x) = (ξ + 2πα+O(x), b + e−2πηx+O(x)).

Considering the map ν 7→ b it is evident that ∂b
∂ν |ε=0

= 2πη 6= 0.

Because of the uniform convergence and the smallness condition on ε uniform with

respect to parameters, the limit solution b keeps its real analytic dependence on ε,

and smoothness with respect to η, ν.

Considering the map R3 ∋ (ε, ν, η) 7→ b(ε, ν, η) we already know that at p0 =

(0, α, η) we have b(p0) = 0 and that ∂b
∂ν |ε=0

= 2πη > πη > 0.

In order to have b = 0 when ε 6= 0, we need to guarantee that its differential with

respect to ν remains bounded away from 0. But this can be seen as follows.

Let us consider the closed ball of radius ε0 centered at p0 ∈ R3 and call it Bε0(p0).

Because of the regularity of b with respect to ε, ν and η, there exists a positive
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constant M independent of ε, η, ν such that ‖b‖C2 < M . Let now consider a ball

of radius ε < ε0. The mean value theorem applied to the function ∂b
∂ν guarantees

∀p2, p1 ∈ Bε/2(p
0) that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂b

∂ν
(p2)−

∂b

∂ν
(p1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

D
∂b

∂ν
(pt)

∣

∣

∣

∣

|p1 − p2| dt ≤M |p2 − p1|,

| · | indicating the supremum norm. By the triangular inequality we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂b

∂ν
(p2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

∂b

∂ν
(p1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

−Mε,

in particular fixing p1 = p0, a sufficient condition for having
∣

∣

∂b
∂ν (p2)

∣

∣ > πη is that

πη/4M > ε.

Hence, for every fixed value of ε, we can guarantee that the derivative of b with

respect to ν is different from 0, for those η′s such that η ≥ ε4M/π, this guarantees

us to find ν such that b(ν, ε, η) = 0 whenever this condition on η is fulfilled.

Appendix B. Inversion of a holomorphism of Tn
s

We present here a classical result and a lemma that guarantee the well definition

of the normal form operator φ defined in section A.2.2.

Complex extensions of manifolds are defined at the help of the ℓ∞-norm.

Let

T
n
C = C

n/2πZn and Tn
C = T

n
C × C

m,

T
n
s =

{

θ ∈ T
n
C : |θ| := max

1≤j≤n
|Im θj | ≤ s

}

, Tn
s = {(θ, r) ∈ Tn

C : |(Im θ, r)| ≤ s} ,

where |(Im θ, r)| := max1≤j≤n max(|Im θj |, |rj |).
Let also define Rn

s := Rn × (−s, s) and consider the universal covering of Tn
s ,

p : Rn
s → Tn

s .

Theorem 6. Let v : Tn
s → Cn be a vector field such that |v|s < σ/n. The map

id+v : Tn
s−σ → Rn

s induces a map ϕ = id+v : Tn
s−σ → Tn

s which is a biholo-

morphism and there is a unique biholomorphism ψ : Tn
s−2σ → Tn

s−σ such that

ϕ ◦ ψ = idTn
s−2σ

.

In particular the following hold:

|ψ − id|s−2σ ≤ |v|s−σ

and, if |v|s < σ/2n

|ψ′ − id|s−2σ ≤ 2

σ
|v|s.

Proof. Let ϕ̂ := id+v ◦ p : Rn
s → Rn

s+σ be the lift of ϕ to Rn
s .

Let’s start proving the injectivity and surjectivity of ϕ̂; the same properties for ϕ

descend from these.
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− ϕ̂ is injective as a map from Rn
s−σ → Rn

s .

Let ϕ̂(x) = ϕ̂(x′), from the definition of ϕ̂ we have

|x− x′| = |v ◦ p(x′)− v ◦ p(x)| ≤
∫ 1

0

n
∑

k=1

|∂xk
v̂|s−σ|x′k − xk| dt ≤

n

σ
|v|s|x− x′|

< |x− x′|,
hence x′ = x.

− ϕ̂ : Rn
s−σ → Rn

s−2σ ⊂ ϕ̂(Rn
s−σ) is surjective.

Define, for every y ∈ Rn
s−2σ the map

f : Rn
s−σ → R

n
s−σ, x 7→ y − v ◦ p(x),

which is a contraction (see the last but one inequality of the previous step).

Hence there exists a unique fixed point such that ϕ̂(x) = x+ v ◦ p(x) = y.

For every k ∈ 2πZn, the function Rn
s → Rn

s , x 7→ ϕ̂(x+ k)− ϕ̂(x) is continuous and

2πZn-valued. In particular there exists A ∈ GLn(Z) such that ϕ̂(x+k) = ϕ̂(x)+Ak.

− ϕ : Tn
s−σ → Tn

s is injective.

Let ϕ(p(x)) = ϕ(p(x′)), with p(x), p(x′) ∈ Tn
s−σ , hence ϕ̂(x

′) = ϕ̂(x)+k′ =

ϕ̂(x + k′), for some k′ ∈ 2πZn, hence x′ = x + k′, for the injectivity of ϕ̂,

thus p(x) = p(x′). In particular ϕ is biholomorphic:

Lemma B.1 ( [7]). If G ⊂ Cn is a domain and f : G → Cn injective and

holomorphic, then f(G) is a domain and f : G→ f(G) is biholomorphic.

− That ϕ : Tn
s−σ → Tn

s−2σ ⊂ ϕ(Tn
s−σ) is surjective follows from the one of ϕ̂.

− Estimate for ψ : Tn
s−2σ → Tn

s−σ the inverse of ϕ.

Let ψ̂ : Rn
s−2σ → Rn

s−σ be the inverse of ϕ̂, and y ∈ Rn
s−2σ. From the

definition of ϕ̂, v ◦ p(ψ̂(y)) = y − p(ψ̂(y)) = y − ψ̂(y). Hence
∣

∣

∣
ψ̂(y)− y

∣

∣

∣

s−2σ
=

∣

∣

∣
v ◦ p(ψ̂(y))

∣

∣

∣

s−2σ
≤ |v|s−2σ ≤ |v|s−σ.

− Estimate for ψ′ = ϕ′−1 ◦ ϕ−1. We have

|ψ′ − id|s−2σ ≤
∣

∣ϕ′−1 − id
∣

∣

s−σ
≤

|ϕ′ − id|s−σ

1− |ϕ′ − id|s−σ

≤ 2n

2n− 1

|v|s
σ

≤ 2
|v|s
σ
,

by triangular and Cauchy inequalities.

�

Corollary B.1 (Well definition of the normal form operator φ). For all s, σ if

g ∈ Gσ/n
s+σ, then g

−1 ∈ A(Tn
s ,T

n
s+σ).

Proof. We recall the form of g ∈ Gσ/n
s+σ :

g(θ, r) = (ϕ(θ), R0(θ) +R1(θ) · r).
g−1 reads

g−1(θ, r) = (φ−1(θ), R−1
1 ◦ ϕ−1(θ) · (r −R0 ◦ ϕ(θ))).

Up to rescaling norms by a factor 1/2 like ‖x‖s := 1
2 |x|, the statement is straight-

forward and follows from theorem 6. By abuse of notations, we keep on indicating

‖x‖s with |x|s. �
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Appendix C. An implicit function theorem

We state here the implicit function theorem we use to prove theorem 3 as well

as the regularity statements needed to guarantee uniqueness and smoothness of the

normal form. This results follow Féjoz [5, 6]. Remark that we endowed functional

spaces with weighted norms and bounds appearing in propositions A.1-A.2 may de-

pend on |x|s (as opposed to the analogue statements in [5,6]); for the corresponding

proofs taking account of these (slight) differences we send the reader to [9, 10] and

the proof of Moser’s theorem there in.

Let E = (Es)0<s<1 and F = (Fs)0<s<1 be two decreasing families of Banach spaces

with increasing norms |·|s and let BE
s (σ) = {x ∈ E : |x|s < σ} be the ball of radius

σ centered at 0 in Es.

On account of composition operators, we additionally endow F with some deformed

norms which depend on x ∈ BE
s (s) such that

|y|0,s = |y|s and |y|x̂,s ≤ |y|x,s+|x−x̂|s
.

Consider then operators commuting with inclusions φ : BE
s+σ(σ) → Fs, with 0 <

s < s+ σ < 1, such that φ(0) = 0.

We then suppose that if x ∈ BE
s+σ(σ) then φ′(x) : Es+σ → Fs has a right inverse

φ′−1(x) : Fs+σ → Es (for the particular operators φ of this work, φ′ is both left

and right invertible).

φ is supposed to be at least twice differentiable.

Let τ := τ ′ + τ ′′ and C := C′C′′.

Theorem 7 (Inverse function theorem). Under the previous assumptions, assume

∣

∣φ′−1(x) · δy
∣

∣

s
≤ C′

στ ′ |δy|x,s+σ(C.1)

∣

∣φ′′(x) · δx⊗2
∣

∣

x,s
≤ C′′

στ ′′ |δx|2s+σ, ∀s, σ : 0 < s < s+ σ < 1(C.2)

C′ and C′′ depending on |x|s+σ, τ
′, τ ′′ ≥ 1.

For any s, σ, η with η < s and ε ≤ η σ2τ

28τC2 (C ≥ 1, σ < 3C), φ has a right inverse

ψ : BF
s+σ(ε) → BE

s (η). In other words, φ is locally surjective:

BF
s+σ(ε) ⊂ φ(BE

s (η)).

Proposition C.1 (Lipschitz continuity of ψ). Let σ < s. If y, ŷ ∈ BF
s+σ(ε) with

ε = 3−4τ2−16τ σ6τ

4C3 , the following inequality holds

|ψ(y)− ψ(ŷ)|s ≤ L|y − ŷ|x,s+σ,

with L = 2C′/στ ′
. In particular, ψ being the unique local right inverse of φ, it is

also its unique left inverse.

Proposition C.2 (Smooth differentiation of ψ). Let σ < s < s + σ and ε as in

proposition C.1. There exists a constant K such that for every y, ŷ ∈ BF
s+σ(ε) we
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have
∣

∣ψ(ŷ)− ψ(y)− φ′−1(ψ(y))(ŷ − y)
∣

∣

s
≤ K(σ)|ŷ − y|2x,s+σ,

and the map ψ′ : BF
s+σ(ε) → L(Fs+σ, Es) defined locally by ψ′(y) = φ′−1(ψ(y)) is

continuous. In particular ψ has the same degree of smoothness of φ.
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