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ON LINEAR STABILITY OF KAM TORI VIA THE CRAIG-WAYNE-BOURGAIN

METHOD

XIAOLONG HE, JIA SHI, YUNFENG SHI, AND XIAOPING YUAN

ABsTRACT. In this paper, we prove the Melnikov’s persistency theorem by combining the tra-
ditional Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) technique and the Craig-Wayne-Bourgain (CWB)
method. The aim of this paper is twofold. One is to establish the linear stability of the perturbed
invariant tori by using the CWB method without the second Melnikov condition. The other one
is to illustrate the CWB method in detail and make the CWB method more accessible.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. The celebrated Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) theory concerns with
the stable motions in nearly integrable Hamiltonian system. For a smooth Hamiltonian of n-

degree

H = Hy(I) + €R(6, 1)
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with the standard symplectic structure df A dI on T" x R" and the angle-action variable (6, I)
belongs to some domain in T” x D c T" X R". Assume the unperturbed Hamiltonian Hy([) is
independent of # and satisfies the Kolmogorov non-degenerate condition

det(0°Hy/0I*) +0, I€D.

Then the invariant torus 7o = {w(lp)t : t € R} X {Iy} with a prescribed Diophantine frequency
w(ly) = 0H(1y)/0I for some I, € D persists under sufficient small perturbation €R(6, I). This
is the well-known KAM theorem ([10, [1} [13]) for the finitely dimensional Hamiltonian system.
It is worthy mentioning that the dimension of the persisted torus equals to the degree of the
Hamiltonian system.

To explore the existence of those invariant tori whose dimensions are less than the degree of
the Hamiltonian, consider the following Hamiltonian

E = <(,L),y> + ZQ]Z]Z]
j=1

defined on the phase space (x,y,z,7) € T?x R? x C" x C" with the symplectic structure dx A dy +
V=1dzAdz. Obviously, one finds that 7¢ = {wt : t € R}x{y = 0}x{z = 0}x{Z = 0} is an invariant
torus of the Hamiltonian vector field Xg. Moreover, the dimension of 7'0‘1 is less than the degree
d+n of the Hamiltonian E. In 1965 , Melnikov [12]] announced that, under suitable non-resonant
conditions, the lower dimensional invariant tori can persist under sufficiently small Hamiltonian
perturbation eR(x, y, z, 7). In the late 1980’s, Eliasson [9], Poschel [14], Kuksin [11] provided a
complete proof of the problem, well-known nowadays as Melnikov’s persistency theorem.

We briefly explain the main idea of the proof in [9, 14, [11]. Roughly speaking, we expand
the perturbation R into Taylor series in (y, z, 7)

R =R*(x) + (R*(x),y) + (R*(x), 2) + (R*(x), 2) + (R¥(x)z, 2) + (R¥(X)z,2) + (R*(0)Z, 2)
(1.1) ) an )
+ Oyl + Iyl - Izl + [1),

Then we apply the symplectic transformation to eliminate the items (1), (/1) and (/1) of lower
order. Consequently, 7 6’ is an invariant torus of the Hamiltonian H = E + O(ly|* + y| - |z + |z]*).
To eliminate the item (/), we need the usual Diophantine condition

(k,wy#0 forall0 # ke 2z’
To eliminate the item (/1), we need the first Melnikov condition
Q;+(kwy#0, forallkeZ’ 1< j<n.

To eliminate the expressions (R%(x)z, z) and (R%(x)z,z) in (I1I), we need the second Melnikov
condition

(1.2) Q+Q;+(k,wy+0, forallkez 1<i,j<n.

To eliminate (R%z, Z) in (I1]), we still need the second Melnikov condition but in the following
form

(1.3) Q-Q;+(k,wy+0, forallli—jl+kl#0,keZ1<ij<n

We see from (L.3)) that when k = O there is Q; # Q; for any i # j, i.e., the multiplicity of the
norm frequency should be one, which excludes lots of important applications.
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In 1997, Bourgain [4] improved Craig-Wayne’s method [8] to study the Melnikov’s prob-
lem, which is completely free from the second Melnikov condition and also applies to infinitely
dimensional Hamiltonian system [4}5]]. In his famous book [6] published in 2005, Bourgain de-
veloped further the method to prove the existence of invariant torus (or quasi-periodic solution)
for NLS and NLW of arbitrary dimension. This method now is known as the Craig-Wayne-
Bourgain (CWB) method. The CWB method is less dependent on the Hamiltonian structure.
It is essentially based on applying the Newton iteration to solve directly the differential equa-
tion for quasi-periodic solutions. However, one has to pay for the price that the homological
equation (or the linearized equation) not only has small divisor problem but also contains vari-
able coefficients. Moreover, we are not able to obtain a local norm form around the persisted
invariant torus.

Back to the Melnikov’s problem in [4], Bourgain combined the above CWB method with
the KAM technique. Taking Taylor expansion of the perturbation and applying the symplectic
transformation as before, Bourgain put (/1) into unperturbed Hamiltonian E and eliminated
sorely (/) and (/1), which results in a norm form around the invariant torus

Hy = Ew+ O(yP + 1yl - Iz + 121°)
with

n
Ew=(w,)+ > QpzZ;+ ().
=1
Obviously, 7'(? is still an invariant torus of H.. The important thing is that since (/1I) has
been putted into E., it avoids completely the usage of the second Melnikov condition. How-
ever, to derive such a normal form H,,, we have to solve homological equations with variable
coeflicients. Moreover, the linear stability of the persisted torus is unknown.

Note that we can actually divide the second Melnikov conditions into two parts (1.2)) and (1.3])
with (L.2)) containing terms of the form Q;+Q;. Apparently, part (L.2)) has essentially the form of
the first Melnikov condition. The true difficulty arises from part (I3)) which involves the terms
Q; — Q;. Thus we can eliminate terms associated with part (L2)), and put terms corresponding
to part (I3) into the new normal form. As a result, we may obtain a more precise normal form

HL, = E, + O(bP + blldl + 1)
with
El = (@) + ) Q7+ (R(0z,2).
J

In particular, 7’6’ = {wt : t € R} x {0} x {0} x {0} is also an invariant torus of H’ . Furthermore,
the corresponding linearized equation

V-1z = Az+ R¥(x)z, A = diag(Q))

admits a L2-conservation law, which implies particularly the linear stability of persisted torus
(see Theorem [L.1] and Corollary [I.1lin the following for details).

The aim of this paper is twofold. One is to study the Melnikov’s problem by combining the
CWB method and the KAM technique. We show that the linear stability still holds without the
second Melnikov condition (I3)). The other one is to explain the CWB method in detail and to
make the CWB method more accessible.



4 X.HE, J. SHI, Y. SHI, AND X. YUAN

Remark 1.1. An alternative method is to put {{[R%(x)]z, Z) into E, where [R%(x)] = f R%(x)dx.
This method has the advantage that the homological equations are of constant coefficients type.
The disadvantage is that the second Melnikov conditions are still employed, which seems not
applicable to higher spatial dimensional NLS and NLW in infinitely dimensional systems case.

This method can be found in an early monograph |2l published in 1969 in Russian. See also
[16].

1.2. Main result. Let us recall some basic concepts in the Hamiltonian dynamical systems.
Consider a Hamiltonian function H = H(x,y, z, 7) defined on the phase space = T¢ x RY x
C" x C" with T? = R?/(2nZ)¢. We endow the symplectic form

d n
w=dx Ndy+ N=ldzndz =) dx; Ady;+ V=1 dz Adz.
=1 k=1

Then the vector field Xy given by X1 w = —dH reads
Xy = (0,H, —0,H, N-18:H,— V-16.H)" .
The associated Poisson bracket takes the form of
(F.G) = (F.,G,) = (F\,,G.) + V=I(F.,Gz) = V-I(F,G.).

Given a function F, the time-1-map of the flow X/, of the Hamiltonian vector field Xy is sym-
plectic. Moreover,

d
—G o Xy =(G.FoXi.

In this paper, we consider small perturbation of a finite dimensional Hamiltonian in the pa-
rameter dependent normal form

Ey = {wo(é),y) +(Qz,7), (x,9,2,2) € T'xR!xC"x C",

where Q = diag(QQ; : 1 < j < n) with Q; > 0. The tangent frequency w, depends on d
parameters & € I1y ¢ R?, where I, is a given open set. The associated Hamiltonian vector field
X, of the normal form E| is given by

Xg, = (wo(&),0, V=1Qz, - V=1Qz)",

where (-)! represents the transpose of a matrix (or a vector). Obviously, for each & € I, there
is a d-dimensional invariant torus

Tg:TdX{y:O}X{ZZO}X{ZZO}’

carrying a quasi-periodic flow x = wgt + x( with fixed torus frequency wy = wy(€).
The Melnikov’s problem is to study the persistence of 7'(? under sufficiently small perturba-
tion of the Hamiltonian. We consider perturbation

H=E,+ Py
of E, that are real analyticﬁ on some complex neighborhood

(1.4) D(s,r): Imxle <s, Pl <r ld<r Zd<r

*The real analyticity of H means that H is analytic on the complex domain Z(s, r), and takes real value when
x,y are real and z, 7 are complex conjugated.
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of 7¢ in the complex space Pc = (C?/27Z¢) x C? x C" x C", where | - |, denotes the supremum
norm and | - | denotes the Euclidean norm. It should be pointed out that z and Z are independent
variables. We also introduce

Di(s,1) = {(x,y,2,2) € D(s,7) : x,y € RY),

in which x, y are real but z and 7 stay in the complex space and are complex conjugated.
For r > 0, we define the weighted phase norm

1 1 1 - _
AWL = X1+ 1Y+ =1Zl + =|Z], for W =(X,Y,Z,Z) € Pc.
r r r
Foramap W : Y(s,r) X 0 — P, define

rlwlﬁ(s,r)xﬁ = sup rI W(u, é‘»:)l
U,E)eD(s,r)XO

and

AWIE o= sup  J0Wa, &),
(U,EED(s,r)X0O

where 9 is the derivative with respect to & and ¢ c C? is an open set.
Now we state the basic assumptions on the Melnikov’s problem.

Assumption A (Analyticity w.r.t. parameters). Assume that wy is real analyticﬁ inéon Oy C
C4, where 0y = Oy, py) = {z € C? : |z =& < po forsome & € Iy} and II, ¢ RY is an
open interval. When saying an open interval in R?, we always mean any open set of the form
{61, 80 ra; <& <bj 1 < j<d)}

Assumption B (Non-degeneracy). There is some absolute constant C > 0 such that

sup |0;w| < C, sup |6§w_1| <C.
&0y £€0)

Assumption C (Regularity). Let s, ry be positive constants. Assume the perturbation Py(x, y, z, Z; £)
is real analytic in (x, y, z,7) on the domain Z(s, ry). For each ¢ € 0}, the Hamiltonian vector
field

XP() = (ayPO’ _axPO, V_lazpo, - V—lBZPO)T
defines near 7 an analytic map
Xpo : @(S(),I”()) C Pc — Pe.

Also assume that Xp, is real analytic in & € 0.

Assumption D (Reality). For any (x,y,z,7,&) € Zr(so, o) X Iy, the perturbation P, satisfies
the reality condition, i.e.,

PO(X,)’,Z, Z7§) = PO(X,y,Z, Z7§)7
where the overline denotes the complex conjugate.

T We say a function is real analytic on some domain in C¢ when it is analytic on that domain and is real for real
arguments.
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose H = E, + Py satisfies Assumptions A-D and assume the smallness
condition
1/3
rOIXP()I@(so,rU)XﬁO <€, rUIXPUl{ﬁ(sg,ro)Xﬁo <€ / .

Then there is a sufficiently small €, = €.(n,d, ry, So, po, [1g) > 0 such that for any 0 < € < €,
there is a subset 11, C Iy with

mes (I.) > (1 — O('?)) mes (I1y),

and there are a family of embedding ® : T x I, — P, a map w, : , — R and a matrix
function BZ : T? x 1, — R™" such that for each & € 1., the transformation ® and the matrix

B¥% are real analytic on T‘jﬂ 1 81ving rise to

H 0 ®lriyg = (0.(€), y) +(Q2,2) + (BE(x; )2, 2) + Oyl - Izl + Y + 1),

From Theorem [L.1l one readily see that, for each & € Il the vector Drayqg 1s an analytic
embedding of rotational torus with frequency w.(¢) for the Hamiltonian H at &. Moreover,
following the analysis of (L3), we further obtain the linear stability of the invariant torus.

Corollary 1.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem[L 1} the perturbed invariant tori are linearly
stable in the sense that the associated Lyapunov exponent is zero.

Proof. For each ¢ € I, we consider the Hamiltonian vector field induced by the Hamiltonian
H o ®. We immediately find that

Td =T x{y=0}x{z=0}x{z=0}

is a d-dimensional invariant torus of the vector field Xy.o. Then the linearized equation around
Tis
0

X

y =0,
V-1(Q + BE(x)) z,

— V=1(Q + B%(x)) =

(1.5)

Z

b4

Along the trajectory z = z(¢) of (IL3)), we have the L?>-conservation, i.e.,

d , d

. = 7\& )= 07

ad = e
which implies (z,Z) = 0 is a center equilibrium in (I.3). This proves the linear stability of the
perturbed invariant torus. O

2. Tue KAM ITeERATIVE LEMMA

In this section, we establish the KAM Iterative Lemma, upon which our main Theorem [L1]
is an immediate result. To begin with, we summarize the notations and the iterative constants
in subsection [2.1] for reader’s quick reference. Next we present and prove the KAM Iterative
Lemma in subsection2.2]and subsection2.3] respectively. In subsection 2.4, we prove our main
Theorem [L.1
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2.1. Notations and the iterative constants. We first introduce some general notations. For
two vectors a, b in R? or C", we denote {(a,b) = Y ja;b;. We use the notation A \ B for the set
theoretical difference. For k € Z¢ and U c Z¢, k + U denotes the set {k' = k+ p : p € U}. The
symbols A and V describes the minimal and maximal operators, respectively. The measure of
aset ¥ C RY, denoted by mes(?¥), always refers to the Lebesgue measure. By some abuse of
notation, we denote by | _#| the diameter of a set ¢ c R,

Following the notations in KAM theory, we denote in the sequel various constants by the
same letter C. Of course, these numbers depend only on the universal constants d, n, py, o, So, I
and could be made explicit by the context where they arise, but need not be. For further simplic-
ity, we write a < b in estimates to suppress the multiplicative constant in Ca < b. The notation
a < b indicates Ca < b for sufficiently large C > 0 and @ ~ b means botha < band b < a
hold. Furthermore, &'~ means &'~ with some small § > 0 ( the precise meaning of ”small” can
again be derived from the context), in which the exponent ”’1-"" might be different from line to
line.

If not specified, the norm for vectors in real or complex space refers to the Euclidean norm.
The norm of a matrix is the induced operator norm on the vectors. For a Fourier series g(x) =

S ezt Glk)e V140 we define the truncation operator I'y by

2.1) Ty = D, Ghye¥ T &,

keZd <N
Next, we define the following iterative constants and domains:

5o > 0 and ry > 0 are fixed and given in Assumption C;

A = A(n,d) > 0 is sufficiently large;

[ € N is the number of the KAM iterative steps;

6 = A~ measures the size of the perturbation at the /" step;

17242724472 1 .
iy (s00 < ¢ < 5 forall ),

s; = so(1 —¢)) (so s; > %so for all /), which measures the width of the analyticity strip
for the angle variable x at the [”" step;

e r;=ro(l —¢)(sor, > %ro for all /), which measure the analyticity radius for the action
variable y, as well as the normal coordinates z, Z, at the I" step;

e =

° sgj) =(1- ﬁ)s, + ﬁsm (j =0,---,100) are the intermediate points between s; and
si+1 dividing [y, s;+1] into 100 subintervals with the same length;
° r}’) = (1 = 55)r + 5711 (j = 0,---,100) are the intermediate points between r; and

i1 dividing [ry, r;41] into 100 subintervals with the same length;
o D(s;,r) ={(x,9,2,2) € Pc : Imx],, < 5, [¥] < rlz, lz| < r,|Z] < r;} denotes a neighbor-
hood of the torus

Td=T!x{y=0}x{z=0}x{z=0)},

where | - |, denotes the supremum norm. Obviously,

So 7o

73

e T = {x € C*/(2nZ)? : lmx|,, < s;} denotes a neighborhood of T with strip width s,
and obviously

D(s1, 1) D D(Sps1,1141) D - D Y( );

d — rd d .
T, 2T, 22T o

Si+1 S0
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e Given a sequence of open sets IT; in RY, we denote
O,=O0M,A" ) ={¢eC? |- ¢ <A™ for some & €I} ¢ C9.

Finally, we define some matrices depending on the iteration, which are used to solve the
homological equations. At the /-th KAM iterative step, we define the matrix

(2.2) T,=D;+S,

defined on {1, -- ,n} x Z¢, where D; is a diagonal matrix

(2.3) Dy(j, k) = Q;j + <k, wy)

and §, is a non-diagonal matrix

(2.4) S k), (' k) = (Brjy + RiZ,) (k= k'),

with 1 < j,j/ < nand k, k' € Z?. The matrix-valued functions B; and R§ are defined in the

following Iterative Lemma and the hat C)(k) (or (\)"(k)) denotes the k-th Fourier coefficient of
the associated function.

For U c Z4, we denote by Ty the restriction of the matrix 7; on {1, --- ,n} X U, i.e.,
Tl;U((j’ k)’ (j” k’)) = Tl((.]’ k)’ (.j/’ k’))?
when (j, k), (j/, k") € {1,--- ,n} X U. By some abuse of notation, we sometimes denote by 7.,
the restriction of T; on {1, -- - , n} X ([-M, M]¢ N Z%) for any integer M > 0. The inverse matrix

of Ty (or Tp), if exists, is always denoted by Gy, (or Gyp).

In addition, we define another matrix T; on {j = (ji, j») : 1 < ji, jo» < n}xZYby T; = D; +8S,.
The diagonal matrix D, is defined by D;(j, k) = Q;+(k, w;) and ; = Q; +€; . The nondiagonal
matrix S; is defined in (2.47). As we shall see later, T; and T, have essentially the same structure
except the difference between the finite indices j and j. Similarly, T;.»; denotes the restriction of
T,on {j = (ji, jo) : 1 < j1, jo < n} X ([-M, M]¥ N Z%) and Gy, is the inverse of T;,;; whenever
the matrix T}, is invertible.

2.2. The Iterative Lemma. Choose and fix the various constants Cy, Cy, - - - , C7 such that
(25) C >C0 > 1, C2>2C1 +10, C4>C3>C1,
' Cs > Cg + 2, Ce > 2Cy, C; > (C4 + 10) Vv Cs.

Unlike the usual KAM theorems, the following Iterative Lemma starts from /. with [, = [.(¢€)
large enough. To keep the consistency of the notations, we set

(26) H, =Hy, P, =Py, B, =B, =0, II,,_y =1y, s;, = 80, 11, = 19, Wy, = Wy,—1 = Wy.
Lemma 2.1. Consider a family of Hamiltonian functions H, (I, <1 < m),
2.7 H =E +P,
defined on D(s;,r)) X O, with 0, = 01, A™), where
E; = (wi(),y) +(Qz,2) + (B(x)z,2)

is a normal form and the perturbation

Pr= PP+ P P = Oyl + Iy + I,
Assume the Hamiltonian H; and the parameter set 11; satisfy the following properties.
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(1.1) The frequency wj is real analytic on O, and

sup {|0zwil. 10ze; '} < 1.
&e0;
Furthermore, we have
sup |CL)[ - w1_1| < 611/10.
£e0;
(1.2) The matrix B, is analytic in x € Tfl and real analytic in ¢ € O). For any fixed (x,&) €

T x I, the matrix B, is real symmetry, i.e.,

By ju(x, &) = Biyj(x, &), Bpj(x, &) = By j(x, §),

in which the indices j and k indicate the row or column. Furthermore, we have

sup {e ' IBy(x. )ll. €10 Bilx. )IIf < 1,

T?IXﬁI

and
1/10
sup |Bl — Bl—1| <€ .
’]Ffflxﬁl

(1.3) The perturbation P, is analytic on Y(s;, r;) X O, and satisfies the reality condition
Pl(x’ y’ Z, Z’ f) = Pl(-x’ v, 2, Za g)’ for (-x’ v, Z, Z’ f) € -@R(Sl’ rl) X Hl'
The Hamiltonian vector field
XP[ = (6yPl’ _axpl’ v_162Pl? - v_16ZP1)T?
defines an analytic map
Xpl : @(Sl, 1’1) - PC — Pc.
and satisfies

L 1/3
rIIXP]I(’Wlﬁ(s;,rI)X@ < €, rlIXP]IOWIQ(sI,rI)XﬁI <€,

. L 1/3
FIIXP?‘ghI.@(SIJI)Xﬁl $ €, rlIXP?lghl_@(Sl,rl)XﬁI s €.

(1.4) The parameter set 11, is the union of a collection A\ of disjoint intervals ¢ C R4 of size
A% e, T = U gen F with| J| = A7 Moreover, the following properties hold.
(1.4.1) For any interval ¢ € A, there is a unique ¢’ € A,y such that ¢ C 7’.
(1.4.2) The parameter set 11, is contained in

(EeRY: [k, w1 () > Ve + 27D K™, 0 # k| < A}
N {g e RY: IGpatll < Alog AY°1
and |Gk, K)| < exp{—(si-1 = (Ilog AY™)lk = K|} for [k — K| > (I logA)Cz}
N{EeR? G .0l < A Wlog A
and  |Gp_yu(k, k)| < exp{—(s-1 — (Ilog A)®)|k — k'|} for [k — K| > (I logA)Cz},

where G_.4 and G,_y.4 are defined at the beginning of this section.
(1.4.3) There is the measure estimate

mes (H1_1 \ H[) < A_(]Og D% .
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Then there is an absolute positive constant €, > 0 such that if 0 < € < €, there is a pa-
rameter set 11, and a change of variables ®,,.1 : D(Spi1s Mms1) X Opsr — D(Si, I'in) being
real analytic in space coordinates and also real analytic in & on the complex domain O,,,,. The
transformation is close to the identity in the sense that

. 1/3 - 1L 1/4
"mI(I)m‘*'1 - ld |@(5m+],rm+l)><[/>m+] < Em > rmI(I)m+1 - ld |@(5m+l,rm+l)><[/>m+] < Em >

where O, = ﬁ(l‘[,,,Jrl,A‘(’"“)c3 ). Furthermore, the new Hamiltonian H,,., = H,, o ®,,,1 has
the form of 2.71), and the properties (1.1) — (1.4) hold with | being replaced by m + 1.

Remark 2.1. Let us briefly explain the property (1.4.2). The parameter set 11, is contained in
the intersection of three sets. The first one refers to the Diophantine conditions.
For the second set, we look at the definition of T\_;.a1,

Tiyar = Ticalj—atane = (Do + S 20)|j—ar a4,
which originates from solving the homological equation of the following form
0,F° + V=1 (Q + B(x) + R%(x))F* = &

by the Fourier expansion and the truncation of the Fourier modes. With sufficiently small pertur-
bation, for those initial KAM steps (l is close to l.), the matrices T,y . is diagonally dominated

if
(2.8) D1 R = 1Q, + w) T s (1/6)', forall1 < j<n,lkl <A
The condition 2.8) corresponds to the first Melnikov condition
1Q; + <k, wi1)| # 0.
For the third set in (1.4.2), the construction of G,_y.o1 originates from solving
0uF* + V=1 (Q + B(x) + R*(x))F¥ + F¥(Q + B(x) + R%(x)) = .7.

Similarly, for those initial KAM iterations, G,_y.a is also derived from the dominance of the
diagonal matrix D,_,, which requires

2.9 DGR =1Q; + Q) + kw5 1)), forall 1< ji, jr <n,lkl < A
The condition 2.9) corresponds to the second Melnikov condition
(2.10) 1Qj, £ Q;, + <k, wi1)| # 0.

However, only the plus sign in 210) occurs in our case, which can be essentially regarded as
the first Melnikov condition since Q;, + Qj, never vanishes.

2.3. Proof of the Iterative Lemma[2.1 In what follows, we drop the subscript m for simplicity
and let
E=¢€, = A_(%)m, N =A™,

The intermediate points s’ between s,, and s,.,; are also written by s for 0 < j < 100.
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2.3.1. Derivation of homological equations. Recall that PV is a polynomial in y, z, Z of low
order and we write PV = PV + (R%(x)z,Z) with
PP = RY(x) + (R(x), y) + (R (x), 2) + (R (%), 2) + (R*(%)z, 2) + (R¥(%)Z,2).

We are looking for a symplectic transformation ® = X* |-, to eliminate PY™ in the Hamiltonian
H. As aresult, we take F in the form of

F(x,y,2,2) = F*(x) + (F' (), y) + (F(x), 2) + (F°(x), 2) + (F¥(0)2,2) + (FF(X)Z, 2).
Putting the unsolved term R¥ into the normal form E, we get a corrected normal form
E = E + (R%z,%).
Then we have
Ho® = E + ({E, F\¥z,7) + ({Ph, F)%z,7) + P + phieh 4 (phieh oyhish
+ PV +{E, Fly + (P"", F),

where {E, F}* = {E, F} — {E, F}ZZ, {Phigh, F}IOW — {Phlgh F}low _ {Phigh F}ZZ and

1
(2.11) P:f{(l—t){g,FHP‘:W OX’a’t+f(1 {P"e" F}, F} o XLdt,
0

We aim at solving
(2.12) (F, E}a + (F, P""}™ = PV,
As usual, we shall employ the truncation technique. Recalling the truncation operator I'y de-

fined in (2.1)), we solve (2.12) up to a admissible error and get the following homological equa-
tions:

(2.13) 8,F* = TyRY,

(2.14) 8,F + V=1 Ty[(Q + B(x) + RE(x))F’] = Ty&,

(2.15) 8,F" = V=1 Ty[(Q + B(x) + RZ(x))F*] = Ty&,

(2.16) 0uF” =Tn% — Z(0),

(2.17) 0,F% + V=1 Ty[(Q + B + REFZ + FE(Q + B + R%)] = Ty.7,
(2.18) 0,F% + V=1 TN[(Q + B+ ROFZ + FE(Q + B + R%)] =Ty,
where

(2.19) & =R — P?§,F*, & =R —P%0,F,

(2.20) R =R + V=1(P*F% — P"F%) — PY0,F*,

(2.21) S = R% + [ V=1(P¥F? — PEF?) — P9, F* — P%9,F"],
(2.22) " = RE + [ V=1(PFF® — PEF?) — P?Y,F° — P99, F*).

Without loss of generality, we assume

R¥(0) = f R*(x)dx = 0
Td

since the dynamics of the Hamiltonian vector field are unaffected. The homological equations
to be solved are divided into four classes. The first one is (2.13]), which is well known in the
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KAM theory. Upon solving (2.13)), we turn to the second homological equations (2.14)-(2.13)
Observe that the two equations are complex conjugated if some symmetry is preserved (to be
specified later). Moreover, (Z.14)-(@2.13) contain the variable coefficients B(x) and R%(x). We
will employ the techniques developed in the Anderson localization theory to solve (Z.14)-2.13).
Then we come up with the third homological equation (2.16)) in which % is known from 2.13)-
(2.13). The unsolved constant 7 (0) corresponds to the shift of the tangent frequency during the
iterations. The last homological equations are (2.17)-(2.18]), which are essentially the same to
CI19-@.I15).
Once (2.13)-(@2.18)) are solved, we get
H =Ho®=E, +P,,

where

(2.23) E, =W+ Z(0),y) +(Qz,2) + (B + R* + {E, F)* + (R F}¥)z,7)
=(w+,y) +(Qz,2) +(B+2,2)

and

(2.24) P, =p"e" 1 (Pheh pyhieh 4 p

(2.25) +(1 =Ty)R"

(2.26) +H(1 =TYE&,2) +{(1 =T)E’,Z)

(2.27) + V=1((1 =T\)[(B + RX)F7],z) — V=1{(1 = Ty)[(B + RX)F7],7)

(2.28) (1 =T\Z,y)

(2.29) H( -Ty)Lz,2) +{(1 =Tw)F'Z,2)

(2.30) —V=1{((1 = TYI(BZ + REFZ + F(BZ + R9)])z, 2)

(2.31) —V=1((1 = TWI[(BZ + RHFZ + F¥(B% + Rz, 7).

2.3.2. Reality conditions. In this part, we establish the reality property of the transformation
function F and the new perturbation P,.

Lemma 2.2. Assume P satisfies the following reality condition
(2.32) P(x,y,2,2:6) = P(x,y,2,2:6), Y (x,9,2,Z,§) € Za(s,r) XIL

Let Rf]Z.,RfJZ.,Rff. be the elements of the matrices R%, R®, R¥ respectively. Then we have that, for
real x,

R*(x) = R"(x), R'(x)=R(x), R(x)=R(x),

RE() = RE(x), R =RE(n), R =R, Ri) =),
Pi(x) = PA(x),  PE(x) = PR(x),  P=(x) = PGx), P=E(x) = P¥(x)
Proof. Taking n = 1 for example, we write

P(X, y, Z, Z; g) = Z ps,;ZSzt,

5,1>0

where p,, = p(x,y;€). It follows from the reality condition of P that
Psd6,336) = prs(x,y;6), YxeT’yeR, £l
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Then

R*(x) = P(x,¥,0,0) = poo(x,0;&) = poo(x,0;&) = R*(x).
For R%(x), we see that

R% = 0,0:-Plyerczg = [Z stps,zs_lil_lJ ly=z=z=0 = p11(x,0;&)

St

and hence

RE(x) = pi(x,0;€) = p1i(x,0;€) = RE(x).
The remaining relationships can be verified similarly and are omitted. O

By (m.2) in the Iterative Lemma and the above lemma[2.2] we know that E is real for x € T¢,
yeR?and 7,7 € C".

Lemma 2.3. Suppose P satisfies the reality condition (2.32). If F in some sub-domain 9(s’, r')x
I of (s, r) X Il is the unique solution of the homological equations 2.13)-Q2.18)), then F
satisfies the reality condition:

(2.33) F(x,y,2,2:6) = F(x,9,2,2:6), Y (x,y,2,2,&) € Zr(s’, 1) xII'.

Proof. Taking complex conjugation on both sides of (Z.13), we see from R* = R* that F* is
also a solution to (Z.13), which, by the uniqueness of solution, implies that F* = F*. For (2.14)
and (Z.19), it then follows that & = &. As a result, if (F%, F?) solves (Z.14)-Z.13), so does
(FZ, F?). Also by using the uniqueness assumption, we have F* = F7. Similarly, we can show

FY = F?, F= = F%. Consequently, the reality condition (2.33) of F holds true. m|

Proposition 2.1. Under the assumption of Lemma we have that the matrix B, is self-
adjoint, i.e.,

Bl (x;¢6) = By(x;¢), VxeTd éell.
Moreover, the new perturbation P, satisfies the reality condition 2.32) on Zx(s’,r") X IT'.

Proof. This is an immediate result of the reality property of P and F. O

2.3.3. Solutions of the homological equations. In this part, we establish several propositions to
solve the homological equations (2.13)-(2.18]) in order.

Firstly, we solve the homological equation (Z.13]), which is very standard in the classical
KAM theory.

Proposition 2.2. (Solution of (2.13))) Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1} there is a param-
eter set VOV with mes (VW) < A™ such that for all ¢ € T1\ VY, the Diophantine condition
holds

Ve +27)
kI

Then equation 2.13) has an analytic solution F* defined on T‘jm x O(I1 \ VI, 104D,
Moreover, we have

(2.34) Kk, w(&))| > 0+ |kl <Nkez

sup {|Fx|,|8xe, |8§Fx|,|8§8xe|} <&
(X,f)ET‘:@) X O(IT\VD gA-n+D 3y
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Proof. Recall that I/Q\X(O) = 0. Moreover,

0P(x,0,0,0)
ox

IR <2 S Xpoul S &

and thus SUP e7d I'xR*| < €. From (1m.4.2) in the iterative lemma, there is
Ve(l +27m=D)
|| ’
Then by |w — w,,—1] < 6;1/_110 in (m.1), we have
Ve(l + 2y - Ao Ve(l +27m)
|kl |kl
for all O # |k| < A™. It remains to exclude the parameter £ in

vo= | {f eI, : [k ()] < M}

Am5|k|SAm+] |k|T

Kk, Wm-1)| >

0 # k| <A™.

<k, )| >

where |9;w| and |0;w™"| are uniformly bounded along the iterations. As a result, the total ex-
cluded measure

mes VIV < Ve Z LT < AT A~(logmr D)
Am<lkl<Am+1 Ik
which is allowed in the measure estimate in the iterative lemma. Moreover, the Diophantine
condition (2.34) remains valid on an 10A~™*Y° _peighborhood of I1,, \ V" due to the fact that
A0S A=100t0n+1) - (Jging the Diophantine condition, the existence of the solution F* of
(2.13), as well as its estimates on derivatives, is well known in KAM theory. We omit the proof

here. O

Secondly, we solve the homological equations (2.14)-(2.13)), by using some techniques from
the Craig-Wayne-Bourgain method. From Lemma[2.3] it suffices to solve (Z.14)) since F* = F=.

Proposition 2.3. (Solution of (2.14)- ) Under the assumptions of Lemmal2. 1] there exists
a parameter set 11" ¢ TI\ VO such that for all € € 11", equations @14)-@.13) have a unique
solution (F*, F*) with F* = F<, which admits analytic extension to T‘Si@ X0 (H(Jrl), 8A‘(’"+1)CS) and
satisfies

1-
sup (IF 10, 10:F. 0.0, F°1} < &'
Td(4) Xﬁ(Hil)ﬁA_(mH)C} )

Moreover, HEJ) is the union of a family of disjoint intervals 7' with| 7’| = A~DS  For each
J', there is a unique ¢ € N, suchthat ¢' C _#. The total removed set satisfies

1
mes (IT \ Hg_l)) < §A—(log(m+l))c4 .

Proof. Due to Lemma 2.3] we only solve the homological equation (2.14) with & given by

219 ]
0,F + V-1Tn(Q +TyB(x) + TNR¥(x))F* =Ty&,
which, by matching the components of the vector-valued functions, turns out to be

—V=10,F% + TyQ,Fe + Ty Z (T B (x)F2(x)) + Z (CNRE()FE(x) | = = V=1Tyé;

1<r<n 1<r<n
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for 1 < j < n. We are looking for solution F*(x) with compact support in the Fourier modes
_ 7 V=1, x)
Fi(x) = Z Fi(k)e .
II<N kezZd
Passing to the Fourier transformation, we then get
235) (ko) +QF 0+ > > (By+RD k= pFip) = - V-1&,h),
1<r<n |p|<N.lk—pI<N

where 1 < j < n, |kl < N, k € Z¢ and (-)"(k) stands for the k-th Fourier coefficient of the
indicated function.

Thinking of F as a vector defined on {1, --- ,n} x Z%, we write (2.39) in a matrix form. To
this end, we let
(2.36) T=D+S

where D is a diagonal matrix
D(j, k) = Q; + {k, w)
and S is a non-diagonal matrix

S((, k), (1, p)) = (Bjr + R%)"(k = p).

We denote by T and ;@;v the restriction of the matrix 7 and the restriction of the vector & on
{1,---,n}x{k € Z¢ : |k| < N} respectively. With the notations introduced above, equation (Z.33))
is equivalent to

(2.37) TyF* = —V=1&y.

Then our goal is to establish the existence and the decay property of the inverse matrix of 7y
(see (3.29)), which is also called the Green’s function estimate. Indeed, we have the following
results, whose proof is delayed to the next section.

Lemma 2.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma[2.1] there exists a parameter set HEJ) cII\vw
such that for any ¢ € O (H(Jrl), 10A-(m+D ), the inverse matrix Gy = Ty exists and satisfies

Gyl < AteM

(2.38) .
(Ga(x )l < €6 0EN ™ T for ¢ — 3| > (log ).

Moreover, H(f) is the union of a family of disjoint intervals 7' with| 7’| = A~mDS For each
A, there is a unique ¢ € N, such that 7' C 7. The total removed set satisfies

1
mes (IT \ Hg_l)) < §A—(log(m+l))c4 .

Now we apply Lemma 2.4] to solve (2.37) and then to prove Proposition 2.3l Recall the
definition of & in (2.19). Observe that R* = d.P(x, 0,0, 0), and it follows from Cauchy’s estimate
that

sup |R*(x)] < | Xpow| - 7 S €.
xeT‘f

Moreover, P”* = 0,0.P(x,0,0,0) and then

1
(2.39) sup [P < = sup|0,P(x,0,z,0)| < |Xpian| - ¥ < €.
xeT¢ r
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Combining with Proposition[2.2] we obtain
(2.40) 1&K)| < gl K

for any k € Z¢.
Back to (2.37), we have

FZ = - \/:GNé/a]\Va
F(=-V=1 3 Gulk p)éx(p).
Ip|<N.pez?

It then follows that
|Fa(k)| <&'~ Z Alog N ,=sPpl | 1= Z o~ (=102 N )k=pl sl

k—pl<(log N)C2 k—pl>(log N)C2
2.41 _ @ G _® _ _®
( ) <81 (logN)CA(logN) les (log N) 26 sk + CSl e s'91k]
_ ™
<glme™ M,

Passing to the function F*, we then have, for any x € Tf@,

F@l < ) 1] - e VT80 < &1,
kezd
The remaining estimates for 0, F~, 0:F* and 0,0.F* follow from the Cauchy’s estimate by using
the fact that (m + 1)> < A% « (1/&)**. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.3 o

Thirdly, we solve the homological equation (2.16), which is similar to that of (2.13)). To begin
with, we need to estimate & defined by (2.20). Observe that R’ = 9,P(x, 0,0, 0) and it follows
from Cauchy estimate that

sup |[R'(x)| < AXpow| - r < &
xeT¢

Moreover, P? = Bin(x, 0,0,0) and

1
sup |P¥(x)] < — sup|dyP(x,0,0,0) < | Xpuien| < €.
r

xeT?
Then we see from (2.39)), Proposition 2.2] and Proposition 2.3] that
(2.42) sup |%| < &'".
xeT¢

)
Recalling the frequency shift induced by the unsolved term @(O), we have
(2.43) w, —wl = |Z0)] < &'

Proposition 2.4. (Solution of (2.16)) Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1} equation (2.16))
has an analytic solution F” defined on T‘Si(s) x 011, 6A(m+D) satisfying

sup {[F21.10,F".,10:F).,10:0,F"|} < &~

C
(rEET g x O 4A~0mD73)
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Finally, we solve the homological equations (2.17)-(2.18]), which are essentially the same
to (2.14)-@2.13). To begin with, we need to estimate . and .’ defined in (2.21) and (2.22)
respectively. From the estimates of F*, F?, F¢, it is easy to see

(2.44) sup {71, 1."} s &'

d
xETS( 6

Proposition 2.5. (Solution of 2.17)-(2.18)) Under the assumptions of Lemmal2. 1 there exists
a parameter set 1Y ¢ RY such that for all & ell, = " n 092, equations @I7)-2.18)
have a unique solution (F¥, F¥) with F¥ = F%, which admits analytic extension to T¢, x
O(IL,, 6A~"D%) and satisfies

sup {[F=1,10,F%|, 10:F, 0.0, F) < &'

T4 X O(IL, 4A-0n+ )3

Moreover, Hf) is the union of a family of disjoint intervals 7' with| 7’| = A~DS | For each
J', there is a unique ¢ € N, suchthat ¢' C _#. The total removed set satisfies

1
mes (I1\ I1%) < gA_(l"g(m“”C“.

Proof. Note that the unknown function F* is of matrix value, i.e., F¥(x) = (F fj?(x))lg,-, i<n-
Writing equation (2.17)) into components yields
(2.45)

ip

awFf]Z + V-1 FN(Qi + .(2.])]'75]Z + Iy Z l—‘N(BZZ + RZZIZ;)F;Z] + FZZ;FN(B;ZJ + R;Z]) = FNQZ]
p=1

Let
=G0, Qj:Qi-l‘Qj, 1<i,j<n,
and hence j is an index taking n> many values. Then is equivalent to

(2.46) uF§ + N=ITyQiFf + V=1 ) Tn(BS + RE)FS = [y.%,
j/
where j = (7, ),
Blzf/, fOr j/ = j, i’ + i, Rlsz’ fOf j/ — j, l-/ + i,
B% = _ijj’ i} forj"# ' =1, and R¥ = _ijj’ B for j" # j,i" =1,
v Bi + B3, forj =ji =i, i RZ+RE,  forj =ji =i,

0, otherwise, 0, otherwise.
We look for solution F;*(x) of in the following form
Fiy= Y FieV 1%,
I<N keZd
Expanding into Fourier series and matching the coefficients yield
Q47) o)+ QFFR+ Y, > By +RE) k- K)FEK) = V=1 (k).

J Kezd K |<N,
|k—k'|<N

where k € Z4 and |k| < N.
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Writing further (2.47) into a matrix equation like (2.37)), we obtain an essentially same matrix
Ty except the difference between the finite index j and j. Note also the fact that ; = Q; + Q;
with j = (i, j) and &; never vanishes. Therefore, for Gy definedon {j = (i, j) : 1 < i, j < njx{k €
Z? . |k| < N}, we are also able to establish the Green’s function estimate like Proposition 2.3]
and obtain the desired parameter set e,

The remaining estimate of F= is the same to that of F* and we omit it here. O

LetIl,.,, =11, = HEJ) N H(f). One easily finds that IT,,,; satisfies ((m + 1).4). See Remark 3.1
for more details.

2.3.4. The estimate of new error. Now we are at the stage of estimating the new terms after the
symplectic transformation, which are given in (2.23) and 2.23)-(2.30). The majority of them
arise from the remaining terms after the truncation.

For w,, it follows from (2.43)) that

lw, —w| = |Aw| < &',
For B,, we have
B, - B=R*—{E,F}* - {P"®" F}*
in which, for |Imx|,, < s,
B 1
IRZ(x)| = 10.2P(x,0,0,0)| < — sup |0:P¥(x,0,z,0)| < e.
T 9(s,r)
It then follows from Proposition 2.4] that

sup |(E,F)¥| < sup [0.B+0.R%|-|F|<e"(m+1)7? <&l

[Tmx]e <s5© [Tmx]e <5©

Similarly, we obtain S NEVS [{Phieh | F}¥| < &'~ and then we have

sup B (x) - Bl < &',

[Tmux| oo <5©)
and
m+1
sup |Bi(x)| <sup|B,|+ Z sup|B; — Bi_1| S €.
[Tmx]eo <5©) =L

Next we estimate -@2.30). Obviously, using [15, Lemma A.2], we have

sup  [07[(1 - Ty)RY]

€T, a€(0.1}

e—N(s—s<2>) sup |[RY| < LA—(g)m“ — L84/3
d 100 100

< -
T (s = s@)C
provided A > 1. For P defined in (Z.11)), we have

N N 1
su P,IVP} < &2 (m+ 1)¢ < —&*3,
@(No&m)“ LIVPl 5 £ 0n+ 1 < 375

where VP = (9, P, GyP, d,P, d:P). For (2.26)), we see from (2.40) that

1- 1
2.48 8°[(1 — Ty)&]| < Nl NeP=__% < 4/3
( ) XeT Sl,lfe{o,l} Hll v ]| ¢ (s@ — s 100

d
54
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Estimate (2.48) still holds when replacing & by &”. By (2.42), 2.44) we get

1
sup  {I671(1 = Tw)Z2]1,1051(1 = Ty)-S11, 10511 = Ty) 21} < 1—00.94/3,
€T, (0.1}

which controls (2.28) and (2.29).
For (2.27), we see that

(I =TW)(B+RF?) = >~ ((B+ REF)" (ke V14,
k=N
Since By(x) and R7(x) = 8:0.P""(x,0,0, 0) are analytic in x € T¢, we have
~ — 1
(2.49) 1B(k)| < ee™™, |RE(k)| < — sup 10.Ple ™ < ge™ M,
Tt 9(s1.m)

It follows from (2.49) and (2.41) that
(B +ROFY 0 =I Y (B+ RSk~ p)F(p)

IpI<N
—glk— — @ B C))]
< Z (€ + &)e WPl o gl=g=s "I,
IpI<N,peZd
Then
= _ _¢@ (6) _ —(s@ _(6) 1
sup (1 = Ty)[(B + RHF| < &' Z eSO o gl Nd =GOSO 4],
[Tmux|eo <s5© [K=N 100

With the margins in our estimate, we further have

_ - 1
sup — {IGF1(1 = TN)((B + ROFILIFIA = Ty)((B + ROF)I < 16",
[Imx|<s5©,a€{0,1}

The estimate of (2.30)-(2.31)) is the same to that of (2.27)) and reads
{ 0311 = Ty)((BT + RHFZ + F¥(B™ + Rzz)m,} 1,
< —&'.

ime0ncio | 102(1 = T)(BF + ROFE + FE(BZ + RE)]|[ ~ 100
Note that
P = P 4 (025) + (@26) + - + @31,
and
P}fgh — phigh  phigh | { Phigh’ F}high'
Take

_ 4 ym+1 _ C
&+ = P =A% s 854 = Smrts Ty =Ty, Oy = O(11L,A K 3)-

We obtain from the above analysis that

r+|XP]+°W|@(s+,r+)><[/>+ <é&;
and
r+|XpTgh|f)(s+,r+)><ﬁ+ S €.
The transformation @ = X7.|,—; is also close to the identity in the sense that

. 1/3
r+I(D - ldl@(s+,r+) <¢& /

since supy,, ., |IVF| < &'".

19
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2.4. Proof of the main Theorem [I.1l Let the constant A be sufficiently large. In the proof of
the iterative lemma, we take extensively advantage of the largeness of the iteration step /. As a
result, it suffices to start the iteration from [/ = [,, [, = [.(€) > 1 (independent of the iterations)
instead of / = 0.

We then need to verify the induction statements at / = [,. Recall our imposition (2.6) in the
first step

H,, =Hy, P,., =P, =Py, B, =B;,_, =0, II;,_; =1y, 55, = 80, 11, =19, Wi, = wy,_1 = Wy.

Obviously, the statements (Z..1), (L..2) and (/..3) hold. It suffices to find the set I1;, such that the
statement (/..4) holds, which can essentially be described by the Diophantine condition and the
first Melnikov condition. The construction of the set I1;, is given below.

We first pave the set IT,_; = Il into a A family of disjoint intervals of diameter AR , Le.,
C: ~
I, = U/EA/ with | 7] = A~ for each # € A. If there exists some & € _Z such that
(2.50) Kk, wo@)l > Vel + 27 D) [k|™

violates for some |k| < A%, then for any & € 7 , there is

[k, wo(@)] < V(1 + 2 D)k + CAR A <2 V(1 + 27 D)k

Let
AV ={ 7 eA: @30)holds forall £ € # and all 0 # [k| < A"},

and one easily sees from the twist condition in Assumption B that

(2.51) mes | | ] 7|5 Ve

SR
Next we consider the matrix 7, , = D;,_; + S, with

Dy, —1(j, k) = Q; + <k, wo)

and S, _1((j, k), (j,k)) = Pffjj, (k — k) since B, _; = 0 (see (2.2)-2.4)). To describe the first
Melnikov’s condition, we take

AP = { 7 € R ik, wo) + Q) > Vel
holds forall 1 < j < n, |kl < A" and all £€ g}

For & € U/e/\f)/’ there is
(2.52) 1D,k < AT e

and hence the diagonal matrix [|D} ', || < A™ e /2. Observing that [|S;,_,|| < €, we obtain from
the Neumann series that the inverse matrix G, _j.4. of T},_, 4. satisfies

(2.53) 1G]l < 24712 < AT
if we take [, = [.(€) ~ log, + (more precisely, A™ = €'/%). Moreover, there is

(2.54) G _ypr-(k, k)| < @K1 for |k, k'] < A"
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Similarly, letting
A =17 € A Kk wo(€) + Q) + Q| > Velk ™
holds for all 1 < ji, j, < n, k| < A" and for all Ee 71,
we have (2.33) and (2.34)) hold on U/e\m/ when replacing G;,_.41. by G, _j.4.. There is also
L
the measure estimate as that in (2.31)) for Af) and Af), which implies

mes U I s Ve< A~(logl)
SERMAOATOA)
Then, taking
1L, = U z,
A nAP AP
we obtain the desired parameter set in the statement (/..4). This verifies the first step of the

iteration in the Iterative Lemma.

Letting I1,, = N;5, I1;, the convergence of the iteration on the uniform domain @(%0, ’7") X I

is standard and we omit the details. O

3. GREEN’S FUNCTION ESTIMATE

This section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 2.4l in which, for simplicity, we have dropped
the iterative subscript m for some expressions. For reader’s convenience, we recall and explain
some notations at the beginning.

Recall that

&= A_(%)m’ N = AmH, m=1Ii, = U /’ (r, ) = (Fms Sm)s W = Wy
fEAm
The matrix T = T,, in Lemma[2.4] (depending on the m-th iteration) is defined by
T=D+S, D=D,, S=S,

where the diagonal matrix

(3.1 Dy, (j, k) = Q; + <k, wy)
and non-diagonal matrix
(3.2) S (oK), (oK) = (Bugy + R k= K),

with (-)"(k) being the k-th Fourier coefficient of the associated function. In what follows, we
shall also consider those matrices depending on the /-th iteration. To make a distinction, we

recall (2.2)-(2.4) that
(33) Tl:Dl+Sl, Z*Slﬁm,

where D, and S, are defined by (3.1)) and (3.2)) upon replacing m by [, respectively.

For any set U C Z¢, we denote by Ty the restriction of 7; on {1,--- ,n} X U. For any integer
M > 0, we write Ty = Tp_ymenze by some abuse of notation. As a result, Ty = T,y in
Lemma2.4] denotes the restriction of T,, on {1, -+ ,n} x ([-A"*!, A™*']9 N Z%). Our goal in this
section is to construct and control the inverse of the matrix 7Ty, i.e., to establish the Green’s
function estimate for Ty.
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By the definition of S; in (3.2)) (replacing m by any I, < [ < m), one readily sees that S; is a
Toeplitz matrix with respect to the indices k, kK’ in Z¢, i.e.,
(3.4) Sk + p), (j, K + p) =S, k), (7. k)

for any p € Z¢. Moreover, since B;(x) and R*(x) = 8:9.P,"™(x,0,0,0) are analytic in x € T
we have

d
s7°

) — 1
|Bi(k)| < ee™™.|RE(k)| < — sup |0.P e < g™,

Tt 9(s1.m)
Consequently, the matrix S; enjoys the off-diagonal exponential decay
(3.5) 1S (i k), (' K] < ee™ L,

Throughout the proof of Lemmal[2.4] one easily finds that the spatial indices j, j/ play seldom
role in establishing the Green’s function estimate, except those estimates involving absolute
constants depending only on n. For that reason, we omit the finite indices and write S (k, k") =
S((j, k), (j', k")) for simplicity.

Now we give an outline of the construction and estimate of the Green’s function Gy = Ty'.
By the Iterative Lemma, we are able to obtain the Green’s function estimates for Gg with
K ~ (log N)€. Then we shall apply the large deviation estimate to establish the Green’s function
estimate for all Gy ,j_p,.m,¢ With K/2 < kg < N and M, ~ (log N)€, in which parameter
exclusion should be taken care of by the semialgebraic sets arguments. Finally, we employ a
coupling lemma with two scales (K and M) to prove (3.29) for Gy, in which one should be
careful on the loss of the decay rate.

Due to the rapid convergence of the Newton iteration, we can study those suitable matrices
T; with [ < m and work out the Green’s function estimate for them. Then Gg and Gy, - p,.m,1¢
can be derived directly from G.x and Gy, +(-m,.m,¢ by €mploying the Neumann series.

We organize this section as follows. In subsection 3.1l we give some auxiliary lemmas,
which are frequently used in this section. In subsection 3.2] we employ the large deviation
theorem and the multiscale analysis method to establish the estimate of the Green’s function
GY;,- In subsection [3.3] we employ the semialgebraic set method to give the measure estimate
and obtain the desired parameter I1,,,; in the Iterative Lemma. Finally, we apply the coupling
lemma to prove the estimate of the Green’s function Gy, which completes the proof of Lemma

2.4

3.1. Preliminary. We first give a quantitative lemma here based on the Neumann series, which
is frequently used throughout this section. It is worthy mentioning that the matrix 7, the integer
N and € in Lemma/[3.1] are arbitrary and independent of the KAM iterations.

Lemma 3.1. Let U C Z¢ satisfy the diameter |U| = N > 0 and let T, T be two linear operators
on t*(Z%). Denote Ty = RyT Ry with Ry being the restriction operator on U. Let further a > 0,
p>0and0<b< <1

Assume the following properties hold.

(i) Gu =T, U admits the Green’s function estimate

b
IGull < &,
Gux,y) < e for |x -y > N°.

(ii) Forall x,y € U,
(T, = Tu)x,y)| < €e?*1.
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Then, if € < e ', we have
IGull < 211Gl
77, Y| < 2”@ for [x — y| > N,
where a A p = min{a, p}.
Proof. Itis easy to see 7, = Ty(ld + Gy(T'v — Tv)) and we write
A =Gy, -Tu).

Then by assumptions, ||A|| < 1/2, which together with Neumann series argument implies
IG,Il < 2lGull. For any integer s > 1, we compute

ALy = D Ak, kAt k) Al 1, k)

k1,~-~,ks,leU
s—1
= > 16uk )T =T ki),

k],"',k‘g_],10,~'~,ly_|EU j=0

where ko = x and k; = y. If [k; — [;| > N, there is
Gk, 1) (T = Ty ki)l < €e™@Pkikinl]
and if |k; — ;| < N, there is
Gy, I - 1T = T kji)| < €PN =Pkl

It follows from € < e’ that

b (ANPN IV _ ¢ _plx—v
|AS()C,y)| < (CN)steses(N +oN )e plx—yl| <e 2pN S plx—yl|

i A’(x,y)

s=1

and thus

9N —plr
< 2e ZPNeplx yl_

Finally, for any x,y € U we have

IGL I <IGu I+ D1 D A DI 1Gu ()

[eU s=1

<IGueyl+ > 1) Al IGu )l

leU|lI-y|>N? s=1
1D AN DI G Y)
leU|l-y|<NO  s=1

<IGu(x, )| + (CN) e PN Pl 1 (CN e 2PN NN gph

1
—plx=yl
<IGux ) + e

As a result, whenever |x — y| > N?,
G (x, )| < 2”@,

This completes the proof. O
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Next we describe quantitatively the variation of 7;, which enables us to apply Lemma[3.1]in
what follows.

Lemma 3.2. Let [, <[ < I' < m and consider the linear operator T, Ty defined in (3.3). Let
further T =Ty ,v and T" = T, .4r be the restriction of T;, Ty on [-A”, A4, Then, we have

(T = T)k, k)| < A" - """ exp(=sy [k = KI).
Proof. By definition we have
(Ty = T)(k, k') = {wy — w, k) - S + (By = BY k= k') + (R = Rk - k'),
where 0, equals to one if k = k” and vanishes otherwise. By the Iterative Lemma, there is
|(,L)l/ (,L)l| < 1/10.

Moreover,

- B = Z Rzz +{N,,F,} < +{ Plrligh, Fr}zZ
and

RY - R = 0P (x,0,0,0) - 9:P"(x,0,0,0).
The property ,|X Pl]owl Ps.r) < € ensures

sup [Ri7(x) = R ()| < &.
xeT?I,

Since R¥ = 3PV (x, 0,0, 0), there is also

sup [RE(%)] < €.

xET?I
and _
sup [{E, FIF(x) + (R, Ff¥(0)| s ¢+ DS < ¢,
xET‘[(l)
Sl
Hence
sup |By(x) — Bi(x)| < &'
xeT}j,
and the conclusion follows. O

We finally cite here a decomposition lemma in [6, Lemma 9.9].

Lemma 3.3. Let S C [0, 11*" be a semi-algebraic set of degree B and mes,,(S) < 1, log B <
log % We denote (w, x) € [0,1]" X [0, 1]" the product variable. Fix € > n2l_n. Then there is a
decomposition
S=85US8,,
S, satisfying
IProj,, S| < B€
and S, satisfying the transversality property

mes, (S, N L) < Bce_lnz_ln

for any n-dimensional hyperplane L such that max<j<,—1 |Proj; (e;)| <
the w- coordinate vectors.)

100

—€ (we denote (ey, - -+ ,e,_1)
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3.2. Estimate of G7, . In this part, our goal is to establish the following type of Green’s func-
tion estimate
b
IGuoll < €,
Gy (k, k) < e FF1 for [k — k'] > M},

for all Ty, with K/2 < |ko| < N, where 0 < b < 6 < 1, @” > 0 is to be specified, U(ky) =
k() + [—Mo, Mo]d and

(3.6)

My = (log N)*°, logK = (log My)“".

As mentioned before, we shall work on some T}y, With ly < m rather than on T,y
directly, due to the rapid convergence of the Newton iteration. This can be resolved by a simple
application of Neumann series (see Lemma[3.1)). Indeed, choosing

1 +1og 10
(3.7) lp = Cglog My, with Cy > ——=—
log 3

we see from Lemma [3.2] that
Tt k. K) = Tiwaon k. K s €0 - N exp(=stk =KD, s = 5.
Suppose (3.6) is valid for Gj,.y«,), then, by verifying

1 0
1/10 1/20 -M
€, N < g~ < _lOOe 0,

it follows from Lemma [3.1] that Green’s function estimate (3.16) also holds for Gy, up to a
constant multiplication. To this end, we shall establish (3.6) for G,.y«,) in what follows.
Recalling the Toeplitz property (3.4) for T}, I. < I < m, we denote

(3.8) T =D/ +S,,

where S is defined in (3.2) (replacing m by /) and D{ takes the form of
DI(jk) =0 +{kw)+Q;, 1<j<n, keZ

Observe by the Toeplitz property that

o=0 o =tkowyy)
Th:uto) = Tlo;U(ko) = LMy

Then it suffices to establish the Green’s function estimate of Tlfg Mo for
o€ {(k,wy): K/2 <k <N}

The lemma below is the core of our analysis in this part, which is independent of the Iterative
Lemma and whose proof is delayed to the appendix. To formulate it, we need to introduce the
elementary regions. An elementary region is defined to be a set U of the form

U=R\R+2)
where z € Z¢ is arbitrary and R is a block in Z¢, i.e.,
R={y=01-.y)€Z 1y €lx;— My, x; + Mil,i=1--- ,d}.

The diameter of an elementary region U is denoted by |U|. The set of all elementary regions of
diameter M is denoted by ER(M). The class of elementary regions consists of d-dimensional
rectangles, L-shaped regions and (d — 1) -dimensional rectangles with normal vector parallel to
the axis.
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Lemma 3.4. Consider the matrix 77 = D7 + S, where o € R and D’ is a diagonal matrix
with
D(jk)=kwy+o+Q;, 1<j<n keZ

and we omit the finite index j for simplicity. Let N ,, No = ﬂg be sufficiently large and let the
various constants below satisfy

0<Bx1, 1—£<b<6’<1, ay >0, p>0.

10
Assume the following properties hold.

(i) The matrix S satisfies the Toeplitz property with respect to the k-index and
IS(x, y)| < ee™ > x £y
(ii) The frequency w satisfies Diophantine condition
v

Kk, w)] > ——,
IK[*

02keZ’0<v<l,t>d+1.

(iii) For any N, < Ny < No and any elementary region Uy € ER(N,), the Green’s function
estimate

Nh
IGT,Il < €™,

(3.9)
1G7,(x, )| < e for [x — y| > NG,

. NP
holds for all o except in a set &(Uy) of measure at most e o .

Then for any large N > Ny and any elementary region U € ER(N), the Green’s function
estimate

lg71 < ',
G7(x,y)| < e for |x -yl > N*
holds for all o € R outside of a set & = &(U) with

(3.10)

NP
mes (&) < e ™,

where a > (ag A p) — (log No)=8.
Now we apply Lemma[3.4] to prove the following induction statements.

Proposition 3.6. Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1} we consider a family of matrices T;

defined by B.8). Let q(I) = zl?f;A l. Then for all |, < | < m and any elementary region U €
ER(AID), there is

A4Db
Gyl <e™

3.11) .
Gk, k)| < e P for [k — k') > AP,

for all o except in a set & = &(U) with mes (&) < e‘Aq(”ﬁS, where &' (I) > s41.

Proof. We prove the proposition by the method of inductions on I. The initial steps (, < I < )
are essentially a direct application of the Neumann series provided the perturbation is small
enough and we omit it. See also the similar arguments in subsection 2.4l
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Assume by induction that the property (3.11)) holds with / < m. We need to establish (3.11)
for [+ 1 and any U € ER(AY*D). Observe first by similar computations in Lemma [3.2] that, for
any V € ER(A1D), there is

(T — Tk K] < €7 exp(=spilk — K]

Since ¢/* = A~ < A" holds with large A, it follows from Lemma[3.1 that

—A4Db
||Gl+1 V|| <e ’

G, 1.y (kKD < e KT for 1k — K| > AY0P,

—AdD

essentially holds for all o except in a set & with mes (&) < e4""#’. Now we apply Lemma 3.4

by taking
T7=T7, N=A"Y" No=A" p=s.1, ©=w,.

Then we obtain (3.I1) for [/ + 1 with &’(I + 1) > 5.1 — (log AY?)™ > 5,,,. This completes the
proof of the induction statements. O

Recall that [, and M, are fixed in (3.7) (depending on N). Back to Ty 1o We have
Proposition 3.7. Under the assumption of the Iterative Lemma 2. 1} we have

Mb
G|l < €70,

(3.12)
IGT 2ok K| < exp(—alk — K'))  for [k — K'| > M0,

M

except for all o € R outside of a set &y, with mes (&y,) < e o, where @” > sand 0 < < 1.

Proof. For fixed [y = [)(N) ~ log(m + 1), we define N, lo’ and lo in order as follows

, 2logA
3.13) No=2exp(l/), No=AY, o= 0g4

—  log3
By Proposition 3.6} for [y ~ (log(m + 1))"* and Nj satisfying (3.13), there is, for any U, €
ER(N)), the estimate

lO log No.

Nb
|Gl() U()l <e 07

(3.14) :
G,k K| < e WP for |k — k') > N

holds for all o except in a set &y, with mes (&y,) < e N , where @’(lp) > si+1. It then follows
from Lemma [3.1] that the Green’s function estimate (@D essentially holds when replacing

G’ by G

. NO a4 o Agé . .
o:Uo I:U> SINce €€ = A~G . e~ < 1. By ([p.4.2) in the Iterative Lemma, we have

(3.15) Kk, wi, (E)| > — |k|T 0kl <My, keZ,

where v ~ \eand 7 > d + 1. Taking
TT=TE N=Mo p=su @=w@.
and applying Lemma[3.4] we have
b
1G], Il < €™,

(3.16)
G0, (ks K| < exp(—a”’lk — K'|)  for [k — K| > MS,
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. . 5
except for all o € R outside of a set &), with mes (&),) < e ™o , where

a’ = (@ A s) — (log No)™® > 55, — log No) ™8 > 5,010 > 5 = 5,5,

This completes the proof. O

3.3. Elimination of o and measure estimate. In this part, we shall eliminate the additional
parameter o~ and establish the Green’s function estimates for all Gy, with K/2 < |ko| < N
and U(ky) = (ko+[—My, My]*)NZ¢. This requires a further parameter exclusion, whose measure
is estimated by the decomposition theorem for semialgebraic sets. For that reason, we need to
give a semialgebraic description for the breakdown of the Green’s function estimate. The main
result in this part is presented below.

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumption of Lemma 2.1} there exists a measurable set H(Jrl) c RY such
that for all &€ € OV, A=V there is

Mh
NGi.vapll < e, 0<b<1,

(3.17) ,

Gyt (s K| < €K1 for [k — k| > M,
for all K/2 < |ko| < N. Moreover, H(Jrl) is the union of a family of disjoint intervals 7" with
| 77| = A=  For each J', there is a unique ¢ € A, such that ¢’ c _#. The total
removed set satisfies

1
mes (IT\ 1Y) < gA_(]"g(m”))Q‘.

Remark 3.1. In the proof of Lemma we shall pave 11 into a collection of intervals of
diameter A=V | with the shrunken parameter set 1" c I being a sub-collection. When
solving @I7)-218) by the same method, we would obtain another set 11> which is also a sub-
collection of the A=Y ntervals paving I1. Then we obtain the desired set 11, = H(Jrl) N Hf),
which satisfies mes (II\IL,) < A~0€m+D% Aoreover, T1, is a A, collection of disjoint A=) -
intervals. For each ¢' € A, there is a unique 7 € A suchthat 7' C 7.

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps. Step one is devoted to the truncation of parameters
in the Green’s function estimate, which enables us to make a semialgebraic description. Step
two is devoted to the elimination of the additional parameter o. Step three is devoted to the
construction of the desired parameter set and establishing the associated measure estimate.

C
Step one. From the Iterative Lemma, we know that 7} is analytic in & € 0, = O, A™)
0

with IT;, = U e, K and| 7| = A"§3. Fix any # € A;, and denote the center of _# by &.
Recall that 7}, - = Dy + S, with

D (j,k; &) = o + (k, w,(§)) + Qj,
and

Sk, k') = (Biy(€) + RE(E)" (k= k).
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Letp = Al with Cs given by (2.3)). By Taylor’s formula, we denote

(l)
V()
Wi(©) = Y~ E - &)

i<p
(t) @
@) ) )@)
Bio)=) — (f&)Ra@—Z — (- &),
i<p i<p

Dy=(jik; &) = o + (k, wp () +Q), - SE(kK') = (Bp(€) + RE=(E) k= k),
ij(k, k)= DZ;S(x) + Sf)(k, k).
As aresult, Tl‘;;s is a polynomial function in &, whose degree
deg, T *(k, k') < p.
Obviously, the truncation error satisfies
(TG, = T K K| < [Molwy, — i) + (B, = B) + (RE ~ RE5)] - exp(—sy, [k — K.

C
For |¢ — & <kl 7| = kA7 with k ~ 1 to be specified, we see from Cauchy’s estimate that

| |p+l Kp+1
(3.18) jwi, — W3] < sup lwy,| - &~ 50 <

te s |11 71=1=&D ™ 1-«

Since By, and Rfoz stay uniformly bounded in their analytical domain, there is also

~ Kp+l
< z i<

sup {1By, = Byl IRY — Ry<l} s ——.
e—&ol<kl 71 —K

On the one hand, letting

fi= | J e st <lp-gl <At R,
/E/\[O

we have
(1 =071 < (1 - AL,

Taking

K=1- A—(]og(m+1))C6

with Cg given by (2.3), then

1 A—(]og(m+1))c4

mes (7/1) < A—(]og(m+l))c6 A(d—l)(]og(m+l))c3 < o0

provided m is large.
On the other hand, for |£ — &| < «|_#1|, there is

< Kp+l
|(Tl((7)-;M0 - T )(k, k’)| < ]‘401 . eXp(—slo(k _ k/))

lo;Mo

By noticing p = AW and Cs = Cg +2, we get
Kp+l

= My(1 - A—(log(m+l))C6)p+l A(log(m+l))C6 <e M — e—C(m+l)C0
= .

My
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In conclusion, we have
(3.19) |(T;(;M0 — T Yk, k)| < e Moe0k=F1 for |k| < My, K| < M.

lo;Mo
Step two. By Lemma[3.1land Proposition[3.7] we also essentially havel]
Go-;,g < eMg,

(3.20) : 1‘?;M°“ g
Gy, (ks KDl < exp(=a”’lk = k') for [k — k| > M,

3
except for all o € R outside of a set &), with mes &), < oMo
G7> (k, k') = (Tl‘;;f,,o)*(k, k")/ det TZZU

lo;Mo

. Using the formula

with (-)* being the adjoint matrix, we consider the set © of the triplets (&, wi, o) such that
(K, )| > ﬁ 0%kl <M, keZ¢
and (3.20) fails. Obviously, @ c (_# NRY) x RY X R is a semi-algebraic set of degree at

most M§p = MOCA(‘Og(’"”))CS. Since T is restricted to [—M,, My]¢, we may restrict o to be in
[-CM,y, CM,]. Otherwise, T is diagonal dominated and it suffices to apply Neumnan series
to 77 to get the desired estimate. We decompose [-CM,, CM,] into intervals of length 1 and
identify each of them with [0, 1]. Then & is divided into CM,, sub-intervals &’.

Let € (in Lemma[3.3) be € = 2/K and

log K = (log My)“".

We apply the decomposition Lemmal[3.3/to the semialgebraic set &’ by identifying the algebraic
curve (&, wfo) with an interval. Then we obtain

S =C31UGE,
with

Proj S A ¢ Cs - ¢ _ Cy+6
rO_](f,a)Ig(f)) /2 < Mg Clog(m+1)) 55 < AC(IOg(mH)) 56 (log(m+1))¢7 <A (log(m+1))c4+ ,
0

since C;7 > (C4 + 10) V Cs in our choice (2.3)) of constants.
Moreover, for any |k| > K/2 and the hyperplane L; = {(£, wfo, (k, wi M)}, there is

mes (&' N L) <M A Cllog(m+1)Cs e“e—M§3/(2d)
<AC(10g(m+l))C7 e—(m+1)Coﬁ3
<e—(m+1)/34Co.
Therefore, taking into consideration of each &', there is a set 75 C _# satisfying
mes (72) < CMo (‘Lﬁlog(mﬂ))c4+6 + Ac(m+1>e—<m+1>f*“c°) < A-Uoglm+ D)3

such that (3.20) holds for all o = (k, wfo) with K/2 < |k| < N.

Step three. We divide ¢ into a sequence of disjoint sub-intervals with each interval of
diameter A=V ie, ¢ = U ¢’ with | #’| = A% Then for any £ € _¢ but lying
outside the boundaries of the subintervals, there is a unique ¢’ such that £ € _#’. Suppose

fWe omit the constant multiplier induced by Lemma 3.1} which finally can be absorbed by the margins in our
estimates. See Lemma[3.6] for example.
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& € 1, ie., (320) fails for & and for some o = (k, wfo), K/2 < |k|] < N. We have that, for all
& e 77, (3.20) with the above o also fails but with a smaller constant due to Neumann series
(actually, MgA‘(’"“)C3 < ™M), i.e., for some o = (k, wfo), there is

lo;Mo

o< / 1
IG5, @)l > e,
(3.21) 1
or |GZ§§MO(k, k&) > 5 exp(—a”|k = k’|) for some |k — k| > M,

As before, (3.21) also has a semialgebraic description. Denoting by 7} the setof all é € ¢

such that (3.21) holds for some o~ = (k, w}), we have mes(¥;) < A~(ogm+ ) Noreover, we
have

AJ = U{f’ e ':3¢ée g’ c ¢ s.t. (3.20) fails for some o = (k,wfo)} c .
As aresult, ¢ \ A_Z is the union of a sequence of intervals with each interval of diameter
A~+D% and mes (A_g7) < A-(ogtm+ )%,
Letting ¢ range over A, the total measure of the set A_¢# removed from IT,, fulfills

C3 Cy+5 1 C.
mes (U yep, A7) < Ao A0S T o —IOOA—“"«%('"“)) )

in view of C; > C5 in (2.9).

Let IT, = U gea JIN (7 \ A_Z). Then I, is a collection AEJ) of disjoint intervals with
diameter A=V Since IT C I1,,, for each interval ¢’ € A", there is a unique .# € A such
that ¢’ c .. OnII,, (3.20) essentially holds (up to a constant multiplication by applying the
Neumann series). From (3.19), we see that (3.17) essentially holds on IT,. Since C; > C; >
Co in Z3), it then follows from Lemma 311 that (3.17) remains valid on &(IL,, A=™*)) by
verifying A=) < A=Mg

This completes the proof of Lemma[3.3] o
3.4. Estimate of Gy. In this part, we shall establish the Green’s function estimate for Gy.

As we mentioned before, we shall apply a coupling lemma involving two scales, which is
independent of the KAM iteration.

Lemma 3.6. Let the matrix T = D + €8 defined on [-N, N1¢ N Z¢ satisfy
IS(x, y)| < e x#y.
Let the integers 0 < 2 My < K < N be sufficient large and the various constants below satisfy
C,>Cy>10, C,>2C;+ 10,
My ~ (log N)°,  loglog K ~ loglog M,

O<%<p<&, 0<%<0x<07,

O<b<9<1—£.
C

0
Assume

e there is Green’s function estimate on Gy
C
Gl < ALEX

G, ) < &P, for [x =y > (log K)©.
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e for each |ky| > K /2, there is

b
1Gsos - momorell S €,
1Gro iMoo (X V] S €™ for [x — y| > M.
The we have the Green’s function estimate
IGwl < ACEN,
IGn(x, )| < e for |x — y| > (log M),
wherey > (a A p) — (log N)78.
Remark 3.2. The above lemma also appeared in |6, Chapter 18] and [3, Lemma 5.1]. One
should be very careful to establish Lemma when taking into account the loss of regularity

in the KAM iteration. In (6] and (3], the off-diagonal exponential decay for Gy, (k, k") is valid

when |k — k'| > lzﬁoMO, rather than |k — k'| > Mg in our imposition. We remark that in [6l,

this might lead to a great loss of regularity at each KAM step, which possibly impedes us to get
a uniform analyticity domain for the angle variable. In [3l], there is no such trouble since the
matrix therein is of short range. This is the main reason why we establish the Green’s function
estimate for those |k — k'| > Mg.

Proof. The proof is based on the application of the resolvent identity. We divide the proof into
two parts which are on the norm control and the exponential decay estimate, respectively.
1. Estimate of the norm. For any fixed x € [-N, N 14, we define

[_7(’ %]d’ lf |)C| < g’
U = ”
(x + [-Mo, Mo]) N [-N N, if [x] > >
For |x| < K/2, we have

dist(x, [-N, N1\ U(x) > %
and for |x| > K'/2, we have

dist(x, [-N, N1\ U(x)) > Mo.
Compute by the resolvent identity

(3.22) IGn (X V] < NG U (6 V] xuw () + Z G U (% e ™ MGn (v, ).

welU(x),v¢U (x)
When |x| < K/2, we have

: N Y) SIGuw (L) xuw pxe NGN (V. y
(3.23) GN (X, Y) SIGUe (X, Yl O+ ARG (v, y))
for some |v| > K, where

oxc = 2KINIA1ETO gploe 10 o A2,
Since |x — v| > K /2, there is

e < N KT %.
When |x| > K'/2, we have

(3.24) IGN (Y < 1G 0w (X V) Xum ) + omee ™ MGN (v, y)]
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TasLE 1. Four cases

Case Condition Estimate of Gy (x,y) | |x — v[*| Action®
Al || [x < K/2, |x —y| < (log K)& apply (3.23)) N/A* [ off
A2 [ |x] < K/2,|x —y| > (log K)*2 apply (3.23) >%K/2| on
A3 x| > K /2, [x =yl < M apply (3.25) N/A off
A4 x| > K/2,1x — y| > M apply (3.24) > My | on

* vy originates from the application of (3.23) or (3.24).
T This indicates the iteration is going on or called off.
¥ N/A indicates not applied since the iteration terminates.

for some v satisfying |[v — x| > M,, where
b 0 6
Py = 2MENMoerMo < Mo,
Moreover,
1
—plx—v| 20M? —pMy
e P < ePMoe < —.
M0 10
In conclusion, we have
C b 1
IGn(x, Y| < (AP 4 M)+ = max  |Gn (v, ).
4 ve[-N.NJ?
which further implies

C 1-
max  |Gu(x,y)| < 2(41 %07 4 Moy
xe[-N N4

for any y € [-N, N1¢. By Schur’s criterion, we finally get
(3.25) IGNII < 2N ATETO 4 M) < AToe N

by our assumptions on the constants.

2. Exponential decay estimate.

For any |x|, |y| < N, we apply (3.23) and (3.24)) to take iterations. At each step, there are four
cases. See table (I). When |x — y| > (log )2, the iteration would start from A2 or A4. Note
also 10(log N)©2 < K and log K ~ loglog N.

A sequence of iterations should obey the following rule

> (A2 5 A4) 5 A4 — -
or ---—> (A2 > A4) > (A2 > Ad) —> .-,
or ---—>A4 > (A2 5 A4) > -,
or ---—>A4—>A4— ...

The iteration would stop in the following way

-+ Ad — Al | A3,
or ---A2 — A3.

Assume we are able to iterate (A2 — A4) for p times and iterate A4 alone for g times. Then
we have

(326)  IGN(x, | < (p+q = Dphphy ™ e @ 4 gf Gl @Ol |G (v, )
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and
K
|X V2p+q| > P + qMO
Let
K
P 5 ta "My =10|x -y
and thus p* < 20|x — y|/K and p* + ¢* < 10|x — y|/ M,. Moreover, we have
40d log N 1
3.27 1 <1 2dpt < 7 27Ty — —|x -
(3.27) og¢h, <log N XK lx—yl < 10(logN)glx b
and also
20p 1
10g¢p < T x -y < —————|x ).
ML 10(log N)3

If (p, q) = (p*, ¢°), it follows from (3.26) that
1 1
— —_ /\ _— —
Gn (e <5 eXp( (@Ap 5(log N)S)Ix yl)

AUog NI e~ 10@AD)l—y]

1
Stoe —y|)

1
—_ /\ —_— —_
< eXp( (@np oz N)g)lx yl)
since |x —y| > (log N)¢? and C, > 2C; + 10.
If we stop the iteration before (p, g) arriving at (p*, g*), then we have

+q - ) log N)C1_— =yl oM
€ T IGN Wapeg V)| < X p( >|x—y|)A<°g et

5(log N)®

1 1
—_ —_ /\ —_ —_
<3 eXp( (@np (og N)g)lx yl) ;
which together with (3.26) implies

1
|G~ (x, y)| < exp (—(a Ap— Tog N)? )x = yl) :
This completes the proof. O

Now we turn to establish the Green’s function estimates on Gy. Recall the two scales 0 <
M, < K satisfying
M, = (log N)©, log K = (log My)©.
Moreover, we take [, and [; such that
Iy = CglogM,, K =A",

with Cg > (1 + log 10)/(log %). By the Iterative Lemma[2.1] we have

NGkl < AllCl < A(IOgK)Cl ,
Gy, K < e 16K for |k — k'] > [€ ~ (log K)®,
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for any ¢ € IT,,. Using (2.49), Lemma[3.2] and Lemma 3.1l we have
Gkl < A9,

(3.28) ,
Gk, k)| < e "1 for |k —Kk'| > (log K),

since

C
1/1 1/1 172 e
611/0-N+611/0<611/0<A11.

(Indeed, loglog 61_11 ~ I} ~ (log(m + 1) > log(m + 1) ~ loglogN.) Moreover, by ver-
ifying A=m*D° < A=(e K% it follows again from Lemma 3.1 that (3.28) remains valid on
O(I1,,, A~*Y“Y and hence on G(IT,, A~"*D?),

Then, using (3.28) on O'(I1,, A~™*Y%) and Lemma 3.3} we obtain from Lemma [3.6] that

C
Gyl < e

(3.29) -8 ’
Gk, k)| < e Cm1eM L for [k — k') > (log N)©

holds on @(I1,, A~™*Y™)_ Note that s — (log N)® > s!' > s, = s5,.,1. This completes the proof
of Lemma [2.4]

4. ApPENDIX A: LARGE DEVIATION THEOREM

The appendix is devoted to the proof of the large deviation theorem (Lemma[3.4), which can
be read independently. The proof follows exactly the same line in [[7] and we prove it here for
completeness. It is worthy noticing that the notations below are also independent of the main
body of the paper. For that reason, we write simply 7 by 7" and so on.

4.1. Notations and phrases. We consider matrix defined on Z¢. For m = (my,--- ,my),n =
(n1,--- ,ng) € Z, we define the distance by

m—n| =max m; — nj|.
| | lgjgdlj Jl

For A C Z%, we denote the diameter of A by |A|. For a matrix A defined on Z¢, we denote by
l|A|| the the operator norm induced by the £ norm of a vector in Z¢. The inverse of a matrix is
always denoted by G.

When applying in resolvent identity, we shall control the Green’s function G, with A being
the difference of two boxes in Z¢. For that reason, as in [7], we introduce the elementary regions.
An elementary region is defined to be a set A of the form

A=R\(R+2)
where z € Z¢ is arbitrary and R is a block in Z¢, i.e.,
R={y=0 Yo €L 1y €lx—ayx+ali=1--.d).

The size of an elementary region A is simply its diameter. For any integer M > 0, the set of all
elementary regions of size M > 0 is denoted by ER(M) and are also referred as M-regions. The
class of elementary regions consists of d-dimensional rectangles, L-shaped regions and (d — 1)
-dimensional rectangles with normal vector parallel to the axis.

Note that these regions play only a role in the application of resolvent identity in the presence
of interior corners, but basically have no effect on the other parts of the argument.
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Given a elementary region A, we consider exhaustion {S j(m)}z‘:0 of A of width 2M centered
at m € A defined inductively by

So(m) = Qu(m) N A, Qu(m) = {n € Z* : |n — m| < M},
(4.1) Sim= ) Qumnn), for 1<j<l,
nes ;-1 (m)
where / is maximal such that §; # A. Define the annulus between the exhaustion by
4.2) Aim)=S;(m\S;(m), 0<;j<I
with §'_;(m) = 0. We have the following two simple observations:

o Except the possible exception of a single annulus, Q,(n)NA ;(m) is an elementary region
for all n € A;(m). The exceptional annulus is the one that contains the unique interior
corner of A (i.e., the corner lying in the interior of the hull of A).

e Any two cubes Qy(ny) and Qy(n,) with centers n; and n, lying in nonadjacent annuli
are disjoint.

4.2. Coupling Lemma for long range operators. We present and prove two kinds of coupling
lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let T be a matrix defined on a finite set A C Z¢, |A| = N. Let the various constants
below satisfy
0<f<1, O0<b<l, O<t<l, br<b, a>0, p>0.

Further let
(log N)'9% < M < N™.
Assume the following properties hold.
(i) The matrix T exhibits the off diagonal exponential decay

(4.3) IT(x,y) < e x#y, xyeA.
(ii) For every m € A, there is a subinterval U(m) C A containing m with
“4.4) |[Um)| =M and dist (m, A\ U(n)) > %
such that
(4.5) IGumll < "
and
(4.6) Gy (X, < e ™ for [x—y| >N’ x,y€Um).

Then, there is
b
IGAll < 2N < &',
IGA(x, )| < e for |x — y| > N,
provided N is large enough, i.e., N > N(a, b, d, p, 0, 7). Moreover, the decay rate @' > (a A p) —
(log N)=.

The proof of Lemma .1l is similar to that of Lemma [3.6] and is much simpler. We omit it
here.
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Lemma 4.2. Let T be a matrix defined on Ay € ER(N) C Z°. Let the various constants below

satisfy
1-2
4.7) O<T<b<f<l 0>~ Ly
-7
and let

N < M() < 2N".
Assume the following properties hold.
(i) The matrix T exhibits the off-diagonal exponential decay

(4.8) IT(m,n)| < e m,neAy,m#n.
(ii) For any A € ER(L), A C Ay with any N* < L < N, there is a bounded inverse
(4.9) IGAll < €.

We say an elementary region A € ER(L), A C Ay is good if in addition to (4.9) the Green’s
function exhibits the off diagonal decay

(4.10) IGA(m,n)| < e ®@m=nl s ne A jm—n|>L°.

Otherwise A is called bad.
(iii) For any family ¥ of pairwise disjoint bad M'-regions in Ay with My +1 < M’ <2M, + 1,
b

N
4.11) BF < R

Then, there is

—a'|m—n|

|Ga,(m,n)| <e , forall m,ne Ay, |m—n|>N

provided N is sufficiently large, i.e., N > N(b,d, ,6). Moreover, @’ > (a A p) — N™° for some
0 =0(b,d,7,0) > 0and a = a(M,).

Proof. The proof is based on an iteration procedure. In the first step, we give a detailed analysis
on the off diagonal decay of the Green’s function at small scale M;. Then we list an induction
statement, whose proof is basically same to that in the first step and hence is omitted. By the
finitely many iterations, we obtain the Green’s function estimate at large scale N.

The first step. Let M, = [Mg] with 4 > 1 and consider A; € ER(M,), A; C Ay. Fix any

m € A, and let {S j(m)}z‘:0 be the exhaustion of A; of width 2M|, and centered at m (see (4.1)
and the associated annuli in (4.2)).

We say an annulus A ;(m) is good if for any n € A ;(m) both Qy,(n) N A j(m) and Qu,(n) N A
are good regions in the sense of (4.9) and (4.10). Otherwise A ;(m) is bad. Note that there is at
most one annulus A, (consisting the interior corner of A;) such that Qy,(n) N Aj,(n) possibly
fails to be an elementary region. In this case , Aj; is counted among the bad annuli. Note also
that for good annuli, the diameter of those Qy, (1) N A ;(m) ranges from M, + 1 to 2M, + 1.

With the above definition of good and bad annuli, we say that an elementary region A; €

ER(M), A C Ap is "GOOD’ ﬁ if, for any m € A, there are at most By = K— many bad annuli
for the associated exhaustion centered at m, where « will be determined below Otherwise, the
M, -region A, is called "BAD”.

$We use "GOOD” here to make a difference from the goodness of an elementary region as in #9) and @.10)
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Let #, be an arbitrary family of pairwise disjoint "BAD” M,-regions contained in Ay. If
A € 1, we can find an exhaustion of A; centered at some m € A; such that there are at least
%Bl many nonadjacent annuli. Each bad annuli A;(m) contains a bad M’-region (Quy, N A j(m)
or Oy, N Ay) with My < M" < 2M, + 1, which does not intersect with that in the nonadjacent
bad annulus. As a result, we have

#F  2N°

B < <
"UBi2 kMY

Consider a "GOOD” region A; € ER(M,) and fix any pair m,n € Ay,|m —n| > Mf. Let
{S j(m)}i.zo and {A j(m)}f) be the associated exhaustion and annuli of A; of width 2M,, centered at
meA. LetAj, A, ,Aj be adjacent good annuli and denote

Jjts

U:Um.
i=j

Obviously, |U| > 2My(s + 1). We claim the following Green’s function estimate on G
(4.12) IGu(x, y)| < £PMo72D - forall x,ye U,

where
B=anAp=aM Ap.

Usually U is no longer an elementary region and thus (4.9) is not applicable to get a norm
estimate on Gy, Nevertheless, we can invoke Lemmal4. 1] to estimate ||Gy||. Forany n € A; c U,
by definition both Qy,(n) N A; and Qy,(n) N A; are good. Following the notations in Lemma
4.1 we take U(n) = Qu,(n) N Ay when Qu,(n) € U and take U(n) = Qp,(n) N A; when
Oum,(n) \ U # 0. Then we have

(4.13) IGyll < 2Mde?MorD)’

Next we repeat the same analysis as Lemma 4.1l and obtain

(4.14) IGy(x, y)| < Mo for |x — y| > My
as long as

l1<A<2-(bV6).

Then the claim (#.12) is an immediate result of @.13) (4.14).
Now we are back to establish the off diagonal estimate for a good M;-region Ay, i.e., to

establish
IGa,(m,n)| < eI for |m—n|> M m,neA,.

Recall the exhaustion of A; of width 2M, centered at m. Suppose S ((m) is good and write an
exhaustion

So(m)CJ()CJl C"'CJg:Al
satisfying

e Js.1 \ J; is the union of adjacent bad annuli (resp. union of adjacent good annuli) if s is
even (resp. if s is odd);
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e The exhaustion is maximal in the sense that if
Js+1
Ja\Jo={Ja; seon,
Jj=s
then A; 1, Aj,, 1 are good and A; is bad for all j; < j < j,i. The case of s being odd
1s similar;
e J, is the elementary region in A, forall 1 < s < g.
By the "GOOD” property of A, there is

MO
415 i1 = Js) < K=,
(4.15) 2, Usni =) <
and hence
(4
4.16 < 2k—L.
(4.16) 8 KMO

To begin with, we see from (.12) that
Gy, (m, y)| < Mo for  y e Jp.
Take
4.17) @y = Mo
and we assume by induction that
(4.18) IGy.(m,y)| < o, e P for yelJ,.

If s+ 1isodd, Jy, \ J; is made up of bad annuli. For any y € J;,;, we apply the resolvent
identity
Gy, (m, Y| <IGy,(m, Yy, () + Z G, (m, e |G, (2, y)

z€Jg.2€J51\Js

(4.19) <pe g N PG, ()]

2€J5,2' €541\ Js

_ _ b _ A
<pe PN o MPeM™ max e Pl
Z€Js1\Js

IfyeJ,,thenim—-7|>|m—ylandify € Jy \ J; there is

Im — 2’| > dist(m, 8S ;1) > |m = y| = 2Mo(js1 = Jji)-
Consequently, we have
(4.20) Gy (m )| < (14 MM @M1 =00 g o7fm

If s + 11seven, Jg \ J; is made up of good annuli. For any y € J;, we repeat the resolvent
identity analysis in (4.19) and obtain from |m — 7’| > |m — y| that

4.21) Gy, (m, Y| < s P14+ MM,
Ifye Jgq\ J;, we have

Gr < D0 (G, m, e 1Gy,, @Y)l

Zelg.zed501\Js
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Applying @.12)) with U = Jy,y \ J; to Gy, ,\s,(z,y) and applying (4.21) to G, (m,z") we have
(4.22) Gy, (m, )| < MMM (1 + MMM )Mo,

In conclusion, we can take
(4 23) e3ﬁM0(js+l_js)¢s’ Ky iS even,;
’ Punt My sisodd.

By @.13),4.16) and @.17), we get

(4.24) 0, < ePMog < 13y
Suppose S o(m) is bad, then ¢y < MM and @24) is also valid by the same analysis. There-
fore, we prove the induction statement (4.18]) and get

(4.25) G, (m, n)| < &' >FMi g Bm=nl,

Since |m — n| > MY, it follow that

G, (m,m)] < ey = B(1 - 15x),
which establishes the off diagonal decay of G, for a?’GOOD” elementary region A; € ER(M,).

Induction statement. Let k < 1072 be specified later and let A satisfy

l<1<2-(bVvO=2-6, bl<l.

Indeed, due to our choice of b < 0, we have 2 — 6§ < 1/b.

Define inductively M, = [Mf_l], t < t, and ¢, is specified later. Consider A, € ER(M,), A, C
Ay. Fix any m € A, and let {S j(m)}ﬂ.:O be the exhaustion of A, of width 2M,_; and centered at
m. Let {A j}é':o be the associated annuli.

We say an annulus A ;(m) is good if for any n € A ;(m) both Qy, ,(n)NA;(m) and Qy, ,(n)NA,
are good regions in the sense of (4.9) and (4.10) but with the decay rate a,_; = 8,_1(1 — 15«) =
B —15¢)"" and Bi- = > A p. Otherwise A j(m) is bad. We say that an elementary region

0

A, € ERM,), A, C Ay is "GOOD” if, for any m € A,, there are at most B, = K% many
bad annuli for the associated exhaustion centered at m. Otherwise, the M,-region A, is called
"BAD”. Let F,_; be the family of pairwise disjoint " BAD” M,_,-regions contained in A,.

Assume

(M, oM, 3+ M;)'™°

o) t—1 Nb
oy
K t—1

and (4.9)) holds for all N* < L < N. Then for any "GOOD” M,-region A, € ER(M,), the Green’s
function G,, exhibits off diagonal decay

|Ga,(m,n)| < e am=nl i — | > Mf,m,n €A

with a; = B(1 — 15«)'. Moreover, denoting by ¥, the family of pairwise disjoint "BAD” M-
regions contained in A, there is

2\" NP o
#F, < (;) ﬁl@(Mt—le—Z"‘Ml) .

The proof of the above statement is the same to that in the first step and is omitted.
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Off diagonal estimate of Gy. In order to reach size N = M, , the number ¢, of steps should
satisfy

A" logM =logN

hence A ~ % It then suffices to show that [-N, N]¢ is a "GOOD” M, -region, which is of
course valid if

2\ N N
4.26 = M, M) < :
4.26) F) s <o
Obviously, (4.26) is equivalent to
1\ AT
2|=— =0-b-——A""' - 1)1 -0).
K> (ZNV) .Y L ) -6)
To keep y > 0, it suffices to take
1-b

A

>
0l-t)+7-b

which is compatible with 4 < 2 — 8 according to our choice of 8 > (1 — 27)/(1 — 7).
Take

_ yloga
K=Ky = 4N loe7”!

and then
IGn(m,n)| < e m—n| > N°.
The conclusion is valid with some choice of 6 = 6(b, d, 7, 6, A(b, 7, 6)) such that
@ =a, =B - 15" > (a(My) A p) — N°.
This completes the proof. O
4.3. Matrix-valued Cartan’s theorem. The following matrix-valued Cartan’s theorem as well
as its proof is given in [6]].

Lemma 4.3. Let A(0) be a matrix valued function defined on o € [—6, 0] with A(o)(m,n) € C
form,n € Ay C Z% |Ao| = N. Assume

(i) A(o) is real analytic in o, and there is a holomorphic extension to a strip

(4.27) IRe z| <6, |Imz| <vy
satisfying
(4.28) IA(2)Il < Bj.
(ii) For each o € [0, 6], there is a subset A C Ay such that
(4.29) BAC < M
and
(4.30) I(RAA(0)RA) | < Ba.
(iii)

(4.31) mes {0’ € [-6,6] : lA() 7] > 33} <107y(1 + B)'(1 + By)™".
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Then, letting

(4.32) k< (1 + B + By)"'M,
we have
56 1 clogk™
433 —=» 51 1A@) ™l > = - '
(4.33) mes{ae[ 5 2] lA(o) "l > K}<9XP{ Mlog(M+Bl+Bz+B3)}

Corollary 4.2. Let T(0) be a matrix valued function defined on o € [—6, 6] with T (o )(m,n) € C
form,n € Ay C [-N,N1¢ C Z% |Ag| = N. Let the various constants below satisfy

O<a,b,B,p,0<1, 0<71< ﬁ[g’, C>1
and further let
(logN)> < M < N".
Assume

(i) T(0) is real analytic in o, and exhibits the off diagonal decay

(4.34) IT(o)m,n)| < e ™, m+n.
Moreover, there is a holomorphic extension to a strip
(4.35) Rez| <46, |Imz <vy
satisfying
(4.36) IT ()|l < N€.
(ii) For each o € [0, 6], the set Q(o) of bad sites satisfies
4.37) #Q(o) < N'P.

Here we say m € Ay is a good site if Q(m)NAg and the restriction of T (o) on Q = Qy(m)
is invertible. Also

(4.38) IRT()R)™l < €™,
and

(4.39) I(RoT()Rp) ' (x,y)| < ™™ x,y € Qu(M),|x —y| > M".
Otherwise m is called a bad siteﬁ.

(iii)

8
mes {0’ € [-6,6] : IT()7 Y| > eN4} < e M

Then, we have

(=

1-

(4.40) mes {0' € [—é é] T >N ! } <e™

B
20

S

2°2

INote that for those sites at the corner of Ay, the size of Oy N Ap might have very small diameter. For that
reason, we think of all corners of Ay as bad sites.
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Proof. Fix o € [-6,6]. Consider a paving of Ag by Qy(x) with x € 2MZ?. Let

A= | auwnn
Om(0)NQ(0)=0
From (4.37), we have
#AC < 2MIN'P.
By Lemmald.1] we get a norm control on G, = (RAT(0")Rx)™!
IGAll < 2N9e™”.
Next we employ B3] to prove the corollary. Obviously, B; = N¢. Then Lemma 43| (i) holds
f
with B, = 2N?e™’. Letting By = ¢"*, we have
e ' < 1073yB;'B;' ~ yN Ce™

and thus Lemma[4.3] (iii) holds. Noticing that

_B

_N-10 _10.04d ppd n1-B _Nb+dT+1-8
k=eN " < (B + By 0FMNT L oN

b

then the conclusion (4.40) is an immediate result of (4.33)) as long as N is large enough. mi

4.4. Multi-scale analysis.

Lemma 4.4. Let T(0) be a matrix valued function defined on o € [0, 6] with T(o)(m,n) € C
form,n € Ao, Ag € ER(N). Let the various constants below satisfy

O0<Bxl1l, a>0, p>0, O<1—1%<bs6'<1,

and further let
2
(4.41) M=[N"], Ly=[Nw].
Assume the following properties hold.

(i) T(o) is real analytic in o and satisfies (4.34),(@.33) and (4.36).

3

(ii) For any I € ER(Ly), except for o in a set &(I) of measure at most e ,
(4.42) IR, T()R)™|| < €
and
(4.43) (R, T ()R (m,n)| < e @ =l form,nel,lm-n|> L

(iii) Define again Q(o) the set of bad sites in A by condition (4.38) and (4.39). Assume further
that for any J € ER(L) such that

B
L > N3,
we have

(4.44) #J N Qo)) < L',
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Then we have
Nb
G ll < e
and

—a'|m—n|

|G, (m,n)] < e , forall m,ne Agy,|lm—n|>N’

(o 2 .
except for o € [—%, %] in a set of measure at most e N where 0 < ¢ = c(d) < 1 is an absolute

constant. Moreover, the decay rate o' > (a A p) — (log N)8.

Proof. Let
(4.45) &= ) ew.
1€ER(Ly)
It follows that
mes &y < Nde_Llf.
For any o € [-6,6] \ &, all Ly-regions in A, are good in the sense of (4.42) and (4.43). Using

Lemmal4.1]and taking

B
20°
we obtain that for any J € ER(L), J € Ag with L > N /5, there is

M=L,, N=L, 7

B
IG ()] < 2L%50 < e-* .

In other words, for any such J, we have

mes (o € [~6,5] : G/ > €'} < Nle s < e 1oV,
Combining (4.44)) and taking

M=M, N=L, t=p,
it follows from the Cartan’s estimate Corollary [4.2] that

B _B
mes {0 € [=6/2,6/2] : |G, ()| > & "} < et ™.

Denoting

B
(4.46) & = U {o€[-6/2,6/2] : IGs(0)|| > " "},

JEER(L),L>Na/5

then & is the desired exceptional set satisfying

a1 LB N
Ne

mes & < <e

with 0 < ¢ < 15 depending on d.
Fix any o € &° = [-6, 6] \ & in what follows. We shall apply Lemma4.2]to prove the results.
Observe first that, for A € ER(L), L > N § with A Ao, it follows from that

]—ﬁ b
IGA(0)]] < €& ™ <€l

Next, for I € ER(N%), I € A with I N Qo) = 0, applying Lemma[.1] by taking
M=M, N=N5 1=p,
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we get
Gi@)(x, )| < e, for|x =y > N, x,y e,
where
a > (a A p)— (log NP)™0 > (@ A p) — (log N)™1°.
As a result, we call the above region I is good and call a N 5 -region bad if it contains a bad site
in Q(o).
Finally recalling (£.44)), there are at most N'~* bad M-sites in A,. The set F of disjoint bad

NS -region satisfies
Nb
#F <N'P < —
Ns
sinceb > 1 — 1%. Then the conclusion follows from Lemmal4.2] by taking

M,=N5, N=N, ng.

The arithmetical condition (4.7) is valid since 8 > b > 1 — 1% and 8 < 1.
The decay rate o’ satisfies

@ >a&-N7?>anrp-(ogN)?®.

4.5. Large deviation theorem. Consider the matrix

(4.47) T7 =D + &S
where D7 is a diagonal matrix with

(4.48) Tk = (k) +0) - py.

S satisfies the Toeplitz property and ||S|| < 1. The one dimensional parameter o is defined on
someopenset # CR.Let0<f < 1and0 < 1—% <b<f<1l.
Assume that

(4.49) IS (x,y)| < e, for some p > 0.

Obviously, for any large N, T has a holomorphic extension of o on ¢ to the complex
domain

{oceC:dist(o, #) <1}
such that
TS|l < N€.
Note that sup,, ¥ lo| ~ N. Otherwise, for |o| > 100N, the matrix Ty, is diagonal dominated and

a simple application of Neumann series yields a desired Green’s function estimate of GY,.

Assume N is sufficiently large and the property
G || < ™ ,
(4.50) ”Ny — good” : G, .
G, (e )] < e for [x — y| > N, [x] < No, |yl < No

. 8
holds for all o except in a set & of measure at most ™o .
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Indeed, for low scale N, the ”Ny-good” property can be derived from a simple application of

Neumann series. We show some details here. Consider
DY ] = Kk, V) + 0 £ ] < &1,

+

which is valid for o lying in an interval of size 2¢;. Then, denoting

&y = {0' €eR: min |DI,|< 81},

1< j<d,|k|<Ng
there is
mes & < 8dNle;.
Foro e ¢\ &,
105 < -
Assume
4.51) O<e<e®, g ~e™.
By Lemma[3.1] we obtain that
IG5l = 1T <
and

G, (6 ) < e,

To ensure that

N4
mes & < e Vo

for some 0 < y < 1, we take

B
l-—<y<b.
107
Consequently, the ”Ny-good” property holds (with ay = p) for all o~ except in a set &, of measure
3

B . . . .
at most e ™ < ¢=M . Observe also that the matrix element of 77 is at most linear in o-. Hence
&o(Np) is a semi-algebraic set in o~ of degree at most NOC @

Let Ny > 1 and let
N, = Néooﬁ‘, N, < N, < Noc*

where C. is to be determined later.

We apply Lemma [4.4] to get the Green’s function estimate at larger scales. Following the
notations in Lemma[4.4] we take

Ly € [N,, Nol
and define
N =LY%, M=L" =N

where 0 < 8 <« 1 is a fixed constant.

For any Ay € ER(N), we establish the Green’s function estimate on Giﬂ. For any I € ER(Ly)

and I C A, it follows from the previous arguments that, if & < ¢=4No. then Gy = G5
satisfies the ”Ly-good” property except o + (k,, ') € &, where k, + I’ = I, I' C [-Ly, Ly]¢ and
I' € ER(Ly). The exceptional set & (1) is characterized by

E) = &y(Ly) — ki, A7)
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and thus \
mes &(I) < e < 70 |

This verifies conditions (4.42)) and (4.43)).

For any J € ER(L) and any N > L > N>, we compute #(J N Q(0)), where Q(o) is the set of
the M-bad sites in Ay. Roughly speaking,

neQo) e (n+[-M,M]*)NAgisaM -bad region
& o+(n ) e EHM),

and a site n € A is taken as bad site whenever (n + [-M, M]?) N A is not an elementary region.

Recall that &(M) is a semi-algebraic set of degree at most M@, The number of connected
components of & (M) does not exceed M€. The constant C = C(d) might differ from line to
line. Moreover, the size of each component of &y(M) is less than n = ¢™". Fix a component
[a —%,a+ 1] and consider the set

H={nelJ:|lo+nA)—a <n/2}.
For two different n, n’ € H, we have
Kn—n', ') <n.
Assume A’ is diophantine
K, ) > ﬁ 0#keZi0<v<l,r>d+1.
Then .
In—n'| >v(=)"" = ve™" > N =M.
n

whenever N, is large. As a result, we have
#(J N Qo)) < ME = N < (N5YB < 1B,

and this verifies (4.44).

Let ,
> —  —100/8
N, =Ny"", Ni=N,

By Lemmal4.4] we have that for any N, < N; < N, and any Ay € ER(N}), the property
G% |l < eN?,
(4.52) "N — good” : IG , ,
IGZ, (x5 )l < e for [x -y > N{, x,y € Ag

except for o is a set & = &1(N;) of measure
3

NP d N
éal(Nl)<€ ! Nl <e !,
where a; = (@) A p) — (log N )%
To iterate on, we impose the condition that
Nl < N()

which results in
100

— <
B
We only write out the iteration statement, whose proof is essential the same to that from the
scale Ny to N;. The following statement holds for all £ > 0.

C..



48 X. HE, J. SHI, Y. SHI, AND X. YUAN
2 — —100/5?
For any Mf?/ﬁ =N, <Ny <Ny=N,; andany Ay € ER(N,), the property

Nb
Gl < €%,

(4.53) ”Ni — good” :
IGKO(x, y)| < e~ WP for |x — yl > N, x,y € Ay

holds except for o is a set &, = &;(N;) of measure

53
-N,
éak<€ ko,

where @ = (29 A p) — (log N,)™® —--- = (log N,)™® . One easily finds that

lim a; > p — (log No)~®.

k—oo

Since N, ,, < N, we are able to iterate constantly and proves Lemma 3.4,
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