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GEOMETRY OF HYPERBOLIC CAUCHY-RIEMANN SINGULARITIES
AND KAM-LIKE THEORY FOR HOLOMORPHIC INVOLUTIONS

LAURENT STOLOVITCH AND ZHIYAN ZHAO

ABSTRACT. This article is concerned with the geometry of germs of real analytic surfaces
in (C2,0) having an isolated Cauchy-Riemann (CR) singularity at the origin. These are
perturbations of Bishop quadrics. There are two kinds of CR singularities stable under
perturbation : elliptic and hyperbolic. Elliptic case was studied by Moser-Webster [MW83]
who showed that such a surface is locally, near the CR singularity, holomorphically equiv-
alent to normal form from which lots of geometric features can be read off.

In this article we focus on perturbations of hyperbolic quadrics. As was shown by Moser-
Webster [MW83], such a surface can be transformed to a formal normal form by a formal
change of coordinates that may not be holomorphic in any neighborhood of the origin.

Given a non-degenerate real analytic surface M in (C2,0) having a hyperbolic CR sin-
gularity at the origin, we prove the existence of a non-constant Whitney smooth family of
connected holomorphic curves intersecting M along holomorphic hyperbolas. This is the
very first result concerning hyperbolic CR singularity not equivalent to quadrics.

This is a consequence of a non-standard KAM-like theorem for pair of germs of holo-
morphic involutions {71, 72} at the origin, a common fixed point. We show that such a
pair has large amount of invariant analytic sets biholomorphic to {z;z2 = const} (which
is not a torus) in a neighborhood of the origin, and that they are conjugate to restrictions
of linear maps on such invariant sets.

Key words: Hyperbolic CR singularities, Moser-Webster normal form, holomorphic
involutions, KAM-like theory, small divisors, normal forms, elliptic fixed point of diffeo-
morphisms.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we are concerned with the local holomorphic invariants of a real analytic
submanifold M in C". If the tangent space of M at a point py contains a maximal complex
subspace, the dimension d of which does not depend on pg, then we say that M is a Cauchy-
Riemann (CR) submanifold. Since the work of Cartan [Car32] in the 30’s, lots of studies
were devoted to this geometry (see for instance [CM74, BER99, LM18, KZ19]). As “baby”
example, one can consider an open neighborhood U of a point py in R™ in C". The local
hull of holomorphy of U is the largest open set in C" containing U and over which all
holomorphic functions defined on U can be holomorphically extended to. It can be shown
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that, in that case, the hull of holomorphy of U is nothing but U. This situation is quite
different when considering a neighborhood of a CR singularity, that is a point py in the
real submanifold M in C" such that the maximal complex tangent spaces do not have a
constant dimension in any neighborhood of py. A real submanifold with a CR singularity
must have codimension at least 2.

The study of real submanifolds with CR singularities was initiated by Bishop [Bis65]
in his pioneering work, and followed by Moser-Webster [MW83]. They considered higher-
order analytic perturbations of the elementary models called Bishop quadrics @, C C?
depending on the Bishop invariant 0 < v < o0 :

o for 0 <y <00, Q)20 =Q(21,21) = |21 |* + (27 + 77),
o for v =00, Qun: 20 = 22 + 72

When ~ # %, such a surface has an isolated CR singularity at the origin as it is totally
real (i.e., d = 0) everywhere but at the origin at which the tangent space is the complex
line {z; = 0} (i.e., d =1). When 0 < y < 3, one says that this singularity is elliptic. In
their seminal work, Moser-Webster [MW83] considered higher-order analytic perturbations
of elliptic quadrics Q.. They proved that such a submanifold is holomorphically equivalent
to a normal form, z, = |z1]* + (7 + €Re(22)%) (27 + z2), for some ¢ € {—1,0,1} and
s € N*U{oo}. Lots of geometric features can be read off from such a normal form.
They also considered n—dimensional submanifolds in C™ which have a complex tangent
at the origin of minimal (positive) dimension. This has been recently extended to CR
singularity with maximal complex tangent by Gong and the first author [GS16, GS19].
When v = 0 (degenerate elliptic case), Moser [Mos85] constructed a formal power series
normal form. Although it is still not known whether such a normal form can be obtained
through a convergent transformation, Huang-Yin [HY09b] did the achievement of obtaining
the holomorphic classification of analytic perturbations of Q. Relatively recently, related
problems such as flattening [HY16, HY17, HF18] or quadric rigidity [HY09a] have been
successfully considered by Huang and co-authors. Some results on CR singularities of
k—dimensional submanifolds in C", k # n have been obtained by A. Coffman [Cof06,
Cof09].

In the so-called hyperbolic case, i.e., higher-order analytic perturbation of Q. with v > %,
not much is known. Moser-Webster [MW83] showed that some analytic perturbations
of @, may not be holomorphically equivalent to a normal form as in the elliptic case.
Forstneri¢-Stout [FS91] proved that such a perturbation is always polynomially convex
near such a hyperbolic CR singularity. Gong [Gon94] showed that if the higher-order
analytic perturbation of Q, is formally equivalent to Q. (i.e., by the mean of formal power
series transformation) and if a Diophantine condition associated to -y is satisfied, then the
perturbation is actually holomorphically equivalent to the quadric. He also proved the
existence of higher-order analytic perturbations of a hyperbolic quadric which are formally
equivalent to the hyperbolic quadric but not holomorphically equivalent to it [Gon04]. On
the other hand, Klingenberg [KI1i85] showed that under a similar Diophantine condition,
for a given higher-order analytic perturbation M of the quadric, there always exists a
holomorphic curve that intersects M along two transverse totally real curves. Both results
have been extended in higher dimension in the case of maximal complex tangent [GS16].



3

In both elliptic and hyperbolic cases, the CR singularity is stable under perturbation
and is not removable.

The aim of this work is to prove that non-degenerate analytic perturbations of hyperbolic
quadrics, i.e., perturbations which are not formally equivalent to quadrics, contain a large
number of analytic hyperbolas. By this, we mean that there exists a compact set  C R
of positive measure such that for all w € IC, there exists a connected holomorphic curve S,
that intersects the non-degenerate analytic perturbation M along two distinguished real
analytic curves that are simultaneously holomorphically mapped to the two branches of the
real hyperbola {{n = w} (in a neighborhood of the origin). We remark that it is elementary
that a real analytic curve in the real analytic surface is contained in a holomorphic curve.
Having a connected holomorphic curve that intersects M in two distinct real analytic curves
is, however, one of main conclusions of this paper.

To do so, we shall develop a new KAM theory (named after Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser
[Kol54, Arn63, Mos62]) for a pair of (germs of) holomorphic involutions in a neighborhood
of a fixed point (say 0) in C%, which is swapped by conjugacy with some anti-holomorphic
involution. Initially, KAM theory was conceived as an answer to the fundamental problem
arising in Dynamical Systems and in particular in Celestial Mechanics [Fej04, CP11]. It
can be formulated as follows : Given a completely integrable Hamiltonian dynamical system
written in action-angle coordinates (,1) € T" x R" of the form 6 = w(I), I = 0, where w
denotes an analytic function. For each Iy, the manifold T™ x {I} is invariant and the motion
on it is a constant rotation of angle w(/ly). In the nature, these systems are rather rare but
one encounters small perturbations of them under the form (x) 6 = w(I) + ef(I,0), I =
eg(1,0) with f, g analytic functions and € a small number. Essentially, KAM theorem states
that if the system is non-degenerate in some sense then there exists a large (in measure)
compact set IC such that for all I € K, the system (%) has an invariant manifold which
is diffeomorphic to a torus the dynamical system on which is conjugated to the rotation
of angle @(I) on that torus. In some sense, a lot of the invariant tori T" x {I} “survive”
under a small non-degenerate perturbation.

As mentioned earlier, to obtain a connected holomorphic curve intersecting the real
surface is a main result. In our context, we shall go one step further by proving, for a
sufficiently small R > 0, the existence of a compact set O, (R) C|] — R?, R?| of positive
measure such that for each w € OL(R), there exists an invariant connected complex
submanifold S, in Ay(0, R2) := {(&,n) € C* : |¢|,|n| < R2}, which is the image of
the connected holomorphic manifold CE := {(¢,n) € C? : &n = w, [£],|n] < R} by a
biholomorphism ¥, : Cf* — S... The inverse of the latter, U1 conjugates the restrictions
of nonlinear involutions to S,, to the restrictions to C# of linear ones. We emphasize that
CR N Ay(0,a+/|wl|) contains the graph ¢ — (¢, ) over the annulus @ < |¢] < V/|wla.
This KAM-like result is non-standard as one does not expect to obtain invariant tori
as in [Bo86, Eli96, Riis01, BBP13] but different kind of invariant manifolds of the form
{z122 = w} (in a neighborhood of the origin; when w # 0). The role played by the rotation
is played by linear involutions. In a similar spirit, but in a different context, a KAM-like
theory was obtained by the first author for germs of holomorphic vector fields at a fixed
point [Sto05]. We emphasize that the KAM-like statement in this paper is different from
an apparently similar real problem for which one obtains a lot of invariant tori. The main
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achievements in this direction are due to Sevryuk [Sev86, Sevll, Sev12] near an elliptic
fixed point. The non-standard hyperbola character of our KAM-like result near an elliptic
fixed point of reversible holomorphic mappings unveils new unexpected difficulties.

Hard implicit function theorem, Nash-Moser theorem, Newton Scheme or KAM process
are various names in the literature that stand for “rapid iteration scheme” usually needed
to solve functional equations in Fréchet spaces [Ham82]. This appears in particular in
conjugacy problem to normal forms of vector fields at a fixed point [Bru72, Sto00], of
interval exchange maps [MMY12] or in reducibility problems of quasi-periodic cocycles
[Eli92, HY12, AFK11], the latter being related to spectral theory as well.

Acknowledgment: The authors thank X. Gong for his interest, stimulating discussions
that help them to substantially improve the exposition of the main results. The authors
would also like to thank L. Lempert and M. Procesi for their interests and sharp comments
which help them to improve the text. The authors thank also the anonymous referees for
the careful review and helpful suggestions.

2. MAIN RESULTS

We shall here summarize some statements of [MW83]. Let us consider Bishop’s hyperbolic
quadric, a real quadratic surface in C? given by

1
Q,y L 29 = Q7(21,51> = ‘21’2 +”}/(Z% +§%), v > 5
Let M be a higher-order analytic perturbation of Q. given by
(1) M : 2z =Qy(21,21) + f(21,21), [f(21,21) = O*(z1, 71).

To such a real surface, one associates a local dynamical system in (C2,0), {70, 75, p}, where
17,75 are local holomorphic involutions fixing 0, p is an anti-holomorphic involution. They
satisfy 77 o 77 = Id and 75 = p o7y o p. Moser-Webster’s construction goes as follow.
We first ”complexify” M as a complex surface M in C* by considering two new complex

independent variables wy, ws, playing the role of z;, Z5 respectively. In these coordinates,

M { z2 = Qv(zlawl)‘f']_c(zlawl)
’ Wy = Q7<Zl,wl)+f(w1,21).

There are two natural holomorphic mappings m; : (C*,0) N M — (C%,0), i = 1,2, defined
as m(z,w) = z and my(z,w) = w. It happens that these are 2 — 1 branched coverings.
Each mapping 72 is defined to be the deck transformation (different from identity) of m;,
that is
m (1 (z,w)) = 2z, m(15(2,w)) = w.

For instance, 7{ can be regarded as a mapping defined as 7{(z1, w;) = (21, ¢1(21,w1)) such
that

Qy (21, ¢1(21,w1)) + [ (21, ¢1(21,w01)) = Q4 (21, wr) + [ (21, w1).
The linear part 77 of the mapping 77 at the fixed point 0, is obtained by solving the equa-
tion Q,(z1,T1(21,w1)) = Q(z1,w1). An immediate computation shows that T} (2, wq) =
(21, =y 21 —wy). In good local holomorphic coordinates (£,7), Ty is rewritten as Ty (€, n) =
(0m,67 1) for some complex number §.
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Such a triple {7, 73, p} completely characterizes the holomorphic equivalent class of the
real surface M (cf. [MW83][Proposition 1.1] or [GS16][Proposition 2.8]). It is also useful to
consider the germ of biholomorphism o, := 77 o 75. In good local holomorphic coordinates

(&), we have p(€,n) = (£,7),

6%)‘ 0
o e (B0

e~ + P, m)
(3) (&) = (po1iop)(&n) = ( i o ,
’ ' e’ +q°(€,1)
where h denotes h(¢,n) == D k>0 ;Lk,lfknl if h(&m) =D 110 ﬁk,lfknl. We also have

€+ feEm) _iA Y
(4) 00(5#7) - ( /f177+90(f,77) ) , M =€, |€ | =1.

Here, ez, e 2 are the roots of the quadratic equation vX? — X +~v = 0 and p°, ¢°,
f°, g° are germs of holomorphic functions of order > 2 at the origin (i.e., the functions
and their first-order derivatives vanish at 0). In the case M = Q,, 77, 75 are the linear
involutions

A A

0 _ [ e 0 _ (e
e = (0 ) men= (")
In the sequel, we shall assume that the submanifold M (or their associated involutions 77,

79) is non-exceptional, meaning that ez* is not a root of unity. In this case, Moser-Webster
showed (cf. [MWS83][Lemma 3.2, Theorem 3.4]) that there exists a formal transformation
U satisfying W o p = p o W such that

) = (torenen = (4600 ),
(©) b= (B orgo b)) = (ﬁ%g;”),
(7) 6= (V" oo, 00)(6n) = (%gz;in)

Here, A(z) and M (z) are formal power series of the one-dimensional variable z and satisfy:
A(2)A(z) =1, M(z)=A(2)%, A0)=e2*, M(0)=p.

The maps 7; and ¢ are called formal normal form. Furthermore, the pair {7y, 72} is said
to be formally integrable. It would have been called integrable over a domain in C? if
A was holomorphic in that domain. The map U is called the normalizing transformation.
Contrary to the elliptic case, one cannot expect the normalizing transformation to converge
in a neighborhood of the origin. This is due to the presence of small divisors (we recall that
{|p¥ — 1| }ren+ accumulate at the origin when |u| = 1) as emphasized in [MW83][Section 6
(b)].

If A(z) = A(0), then {7,759} is formally linearizable by a formal transformation that
commutes with p. Hence, the submanifold is formally equivalent to the quadric Q,. Gong’s
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theorem [Gon94] asserts that, if a Diophantine condition is satisfied, i.e., there exist r, ¢ > 0,
such that for k € N*, |p* — 1| > 7> then the submanifold is actually holomorphically
equivalent to the quadric Q. near the origin.

In what follows, we shall focus on the non-degenerate case, i.e., we assume that A(z) #
A(0) and assume that s is the smallest positive integer [ such that AW(0) # 0. We can

A)(0) -1

normalize =

2.1. KAM-like theorem for reversible holomorphic maps. We assume that 77, 75, o,
are defined in {|¢],|n| < r} for some 0 < r < § as in (2) — (4), and
(A) X € [0, 47 with 2 e R\ Q,
(B) p° and ¢° are convergent power series on {|{], |n| < r} of order > 2, i.e.,
PEN) =Y B, &) =Y @,

I+j>2 I+j>2
1,520 1,520

with coefficients py;, ¢7; € C.

It is easy to verify that o, is reversible w.r.t. the involution p, i.e., o0, ! = po o, o p.

As above, let U be the unique normalized formal transformation together with the formal
power series A = A(z). We assume that A(z) is not constant. Let s € N* be the smallest
positive integer such that A®(0) # 0. More precisely, we assume that

(8) Az) = e + Z C;2%, Cy#0.
Jj=>s
For r > 0, let Ay(0,7) := {(&,m) € C* : |¢,|In| < r} and for w € R, let C! :=
{(¢,n) €C?: &n=w, [€],|n] <r}. Obviously, C is empty if |w| > r*>. The following
theorem shows that there is a family of invariant closed curves for the involutions 77 and
the reversible map o, in any neighborhood of the origin.

Theorem 2.1. With the notations above and under assumption (8), there exists a small
enough R = R(\,r,s) > 0 such that there is a compact set O (R) C] — R%, R?| satisfying

O (R)] !
(9) spe I, R—0,
such that for any w € Ox(R), one can find p, € R and a holomorphic transformation

U, : CB — Ay(0, R2) with U, 0 p = po W, such that, on CE :
. o ek - o ek
(qul 0Ty © qu)(ﬁvn) = ( —i;ZZ > ) (\le 0Ty © \Dw)(gan) = < u, " ) )
e 2k exhwg
eiuwg

(vt ooon)en = (55, ). Emect

In other words, 70,75 and o, have V,,(CE) as holomorphic invariant set and their restric-
tions to it are conjugate to the restrictions to CE of linear maps defined above. Moreover,
tho EJA =T, A+ [ depends on w smoothly in the sense of Whitney, and ¥, = Vo (Id+ ¢,,),

IThrough the paper, for any S C R, |S| denotes its Lebesgue measure.
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with U biholomorphic on the neighborhood Ay(0, R), fizing the origin, and ¢, is smooth
with respect to w and sufficiently small in the sense of Whitney.

Remark 2.2. If the surface M can be holomorphically flattened, that is, if it can be holo-
morphically mapped into Im(ze) = 0, then the situation is much simpler. Indeed, in that
case, the associated dynamical system has an extra holomorphic first integral (Gon96]. It
implies that automatically, in good holomorphic coordinates near the origin, all curves
{&n = constant} are left invariant by the original dynamics. One thus needs to prove that
for suitable values of these constants (i.e. w’s), one has a conjugacy to linear maps on the
associated {&n = constant} as mentioned by Sevryuk [Sev97] in his Mathematical review of
Gong’s article [Gon96].

Remark 2.3. p, obtained in Theorem 2.1 is such that “ is irrational and {|e"*~ —
1 }nens does not accumulate at the origin too quickly (see (67)), which guarantees that
the restriction o|s, is an irrational rotation on S,,. This contrasts with the example given
Section 6(b) of [MWS83]. Indeed, the divergence of the formal normalizing transformation
T in (5) = (7) cannot be avoided because of the periodic orbits of o. Such periodic orbits,
as well as its invariant curves, do not have any immediate geometrical significance since
they do not lie on M but only on its complezification M C C*.

Sketch of proof of Theorem 2.1. For 1 and 73 given as in (2) and (3), our aim is to eliminate
the perturbation p° and ¢° (hence p° and ¢°) by a sequence of holomorphic transformations
which commute with p.

After finitely many steps of normalization in the sense of Poincaré-Dulac in the neigh-
borhood of origin, we obtain a pair of involutions of the form

V (s 4 (e, )
A& n) = ( e~ 2%ENE 4 G(€, )

with a non-degenerate & = (z) (as in (69)) and higher-order perturbations p, ¢ (as in
(70)). Hence, we can make the norm of the perturbation small enough by choosing a small
enough neighborhood of origin {|¢|, || < r«}. By a possible normalization on the “crown”,
{|¢&n — w| < B}, around {&n = w} with w well chosen from a compact positive-measure

subset of | — 72, 72|, the system enters into a general iteration scheme (a KAM-like process,

*9 7 ok

see Proposition 4.4), under an additional assumption on the perturbation.

)7 Tg = pPOTLOp,

By the iteration process, we build a sequence of involutions Tlgl), v € N, (hence P =

porsVopand g, =7V o 7‘152)) of the form

ia»(&n)
S0 = € n+pu(&n)
v e zav(fﬂ)g_i_qy(g,n)

on crowns around {{n7 = w}, that shrink to the connected holomorphic curve {{n = w}
when v tends to infinite. On the other hand, when restricted to {{n = w}, «, tends to a
real number a.,(w) and the perturbation (p,,q,) tends to zero, as v tends to infinite. In
order to control this process, one has to exclude some parameters w from the previous set
and to show that, the set of admissible parameters w for full process is non-void.



8 LAURENT STOLOVITCH AND ZHIYAN ZHAO

The required supplementary condition mentioned above is that the “crossing term”,

called skew term below, e%a"(én)n%%—e_%a”(gn)fpy of 7" is much smaller than p, and ¢, (see
(52)) on the crown. With this condition, we are able to construct a suitable holomorphic

transformation of the form
o+ )
vu(&m) ( n+uv,(§m) )’
(1)

which conjugates 7Y into 7,11 With perturbation of much smaller size on a smaller crown
around {{n = w}. Here w is chosen from a suitable real parameter set, which is related to
the small-divisor conditions and guarantees the convergence for the product of sequence of
transformations {1, } on {{n = w}.

Indeed, the supplementary condition on the skew term of ) implies the skew term
nu, + &v, of transformation v, is much smaller (similar to (145) in Lemma 7.5). As a

: : i
consequence, the error term coming from the non-degeneracy of the “eigenvalues” ez ().

ei%au(fﬁ-f—nuu-l—ﬁvy-&-ul,vu) - e:t%au(gn)

is so small that it can be directly put into the new perturbation. We emphasize that this

supplementary hypothesis on the skew terms of 7',51) has to be assumed only at the initial
KAM step (i.e., for v = 0), as after each (v + 1) — th KAM step, the new skew term of
7',921 is automatically much smaller than p,; and ¢,,1. This is due to a subtle cancellation
of main parts (see (65) and (66) in Theorem 4.7 and its proof). As mentioned above, by
an initial preparation of the involutions, we can make them to satisfy this supplementary

condition required in the iteration process.

2.2. Geometry of hyperbolic CR singularity. We recall that M is non-exceptional,
since 2 € R\ Q in the associated involutions 7¢ and 75 given in (2) and (3). Hence, (5) and
(6) hold. Let us show that Theorem 2.1 enables us to obtain the result on the geometry of
real analytic surfaces with a hyperbolic CR singularity.

As mentioned above, the triple {77, 75, p} given in (2), (3) completely characterizes the
holomorphic equivalent class of the submanifold M given in (1). Indeed, following Moser-
Webster [MW83], we can reconstruct a submanifold from a pair of involutions. Let us
define two holomorphic mappings ¢, ® fixing the origin of C? as follows :

(10) pr(&n) =E+EoT), wai=Fiop, p(&n) = (&)
The latter implies that the biholomorphic mapping, fixing the origin of C2,

(11) @(6777) = (901(5777)7 902(5777)) = (Zl7w/)

transforms p into the standard complex conjugation (2, w') — (@', Z'). Define

(12) (&, m) = (o7 (&m) - ¢,
where £o77(€, 1) denotes the {—coordinate of 70(£, ). We verify that ¢; and ® are invariant
by 77. Then the local analytic submanifold defined by the local equation

(13) R = (QD © 9071)<z17 21)7

has {70, 75, p} as associated Moser-Webster involutions. Assume that the pair of invo-
lutions 77 and 75 associated to the real surface M satisfies the assumption of Theorem
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2.1. Then, for each w € O4(R), there is a holomorphic map V¥, defined on CE¥ =
{(¢,n) €C?*: &n=w, [§],|n] < R}. Tt is a small perturbation of the the identity. Let
HZE be the real hyperbola of CZ ie., HE := {(£,n) e R?: &np=w, [£],|n] < R}. Let us
consider the connected holomorphic curve defined as the image of C? (which contains a
graph over an annulus) :

= oo W(En)
S‘”'{z; = @10%(5777) - Emeds

as well as HE, the image of the restriction, T, = (1, ®)0Wy|yr, to H. Hence, HE C S,
shrinks to zero with R.

Theorem 2.4. Under the assumption of Theorem 2.1 and the notation above, the family
{Su}weon(r) i a non-constant Whitney smooth family of connected holomorphic curves.
Each of them intersects M, in a neighborhood of the origin, along the holomorphic hyperbola
HE.

Remark 2.5. Assumptions of the previous theorem, through (8), implies that the real
analytic surface M given in (1) is not formally equivalent to Q..

Remark 2.6. The conclusion of the previous theorem contrasts with that of the elliptic
case treated by Moser-Webster. Indeed, in the holomorphic normalizing coordinates, there
15 a real analytic family of holomorphic curves S, : zo = ¢ for ¢ in a real neighborhood of
the origin, and for every c, S, intersects M along the ellipse ¢ = |z1|*> + (v + ec®) (27 + 23).

Proof. According to Theorem 2.1, for any good parameter w € O (R), there exists a con-
nected holomorphic curve S, invariant by the dynamics and p, such that 77|s, is conjugated
to the restriction to C® of the linear involutions :

Ty (&) o (€BCD e, 30 )
Indeed, with the definitions given in (10) and (12), we have, for all (¢,7) € CE,
(10 W) (€)= (€0 Wu)(€,m) + (§ 0 W0 (VS 077 0 W)) (€,7)
= (§oW)(Em) + (§0 W) (eBenm, emig)
(@0 W)€ m) = (€0 W)(Em) - (€0 W) (¥ e73g) ).

We define the connected holomorphic curve S, as the image of the holomorphic curve C#
by the holomorphic map :

o = (o W,)(En)
so{d 2 BhE)  enee

On the one hand, since ¥, and p commutes, we have

(1
v,)
v,)
v,)

goo\I/w:(golo\Ilw,golo\I/wop).

On the other hand, Hf := CJ N Fix(p) is the union of two branches of real hyperbola
{¢n=w, £=¢& n=1, [],In] <R} Hence, we have

oW, |gr = (21,21)|uz-



10 LAURENT STOLOVITCH AND ZHIYAN ZHAO

F1GURE 1. Holomorphic hyperbola : Intersection of M by a holomorphic curve.

As a consequence, the complex curve S, intersects M given in (13) along the image of H!
by (9017 (I)) oWy,

2o =(PoV,)o (W;l o (p_l) (2’1,21)|H5 =(PoV¥,)o(po \Ilw)_l(zl, 21)|H£"~

We recall that W, = o (Id + ¢,). We can assume that U = Id for convenience. Then,
with A, = ez S, is defined as

zr = E+ A+ (§od,)(&n) + (€0 ¢w)(Aw77:Ac:1£)
20 = Aow+ & ((§0du)(Aun, ALTE)) + Aun - (€0 0u)(,m))
+((§ 0 du)(€m)) - (€0 du)(Aun, ALE))
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where (£,7) € CE, that is n = © % < [£] < R. Since ¢, is sufficiently small and smooth
with respect to w in the sense of Whitney, S, is a small perturbation of the main part

{ 21 = §+Aw%}

Zy = Ayw

Y

which varies with w as A w does. Indeed, assume that there exist w,w’ € Oy (R) C R with
w # ' such that Ayw = Ayw'. Since A, = e2* and A, = ez we have

i, w
ez —pw) — 2 €R,
w/

which implies that p,, — e, = (4k + 2)m for some k € Z. This contradicts with the fact
that, ., €]JX =, A+ 7| for every w € O (R). Hence, S,, varies with w.
The Whitney smoothness of S, follows immediately from that of ¥, and p,,. O

The rest of paper will be organized as follows. In Section 3, the precise definition of
crowns around the curve {£n = constant} C C? and the norm of holomorphic functions
on them are introduced, and basic properties associated with reversible map are given.
In Section 4, we give an abstract KAM-like theorem, which is used to prove Theorem
2.1 in Section 5. A preliminary normalization (which is required to start the KAM-like
process, also known as Newton method), as well as the Whitney smoothness of the family
of invariant curves, is also given in Section 5. In Section 6, we describe properties of the
pair of holomorphic involutions {7y, 75 = por 0p} and in particular of their non-degenerate
principal parts, as well as of their reversible associated composition o = 77 o 7. In Section
7, two types of holomorphic transformations of {71, 72}, commuting with p, are introduced,
which is used to complete the proof of the KAM-like theorem.

3. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

3.1. Basic property of reversible map. Let us define the involution p(&,7) = (&,7).
An invertible map o : C* — C? is called reversible with respect to p if o071 = po o op.

Lemma 3.1. Given ¢ : C* — C? with ¢ = (u,v). Then ¢ op = po) if and only if u = 4,
v ="7.

Proof. Since po p = 1Id, we have p~t oo p = potop= (i,v) which equals to 1 if and
only if u = u, v = 0. O

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 : C?* — C? be a reversible map w.r.t. p, and let 1 : C* — C? be an
invertible map commuting with p, Then ™' o o o is also reversible w.r.t. p.

Proof. The conclusion follows from

(prooo)™t = ¢Tloo oy
= (pov top)o(pogop)o(potpop) = po(yoooy)op O
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3.2. Function space and norms. Given 0 < r < i and 0 < B < r?, for w €] —r? +
B,r% — B[, we define

(14) C:; ::{<£7T7)€C2:€77:w7 |£|7’77|<T}7 Cu ::UCZ”
r>0
(15) rs={EmeC g —w| <B, ¢ Inl <1}, Cup=|]JCLs

r>0
For a power series
v g ¥
F&m) =Y fiséw’, fi;€C,
1,j>0
we have the unique decomposition

(16) FE&m) = fool&n) + D frol€m) &+ foiEmn’ =D fii(Emén’,

1>1 j>1 1,520
1-5=0

with the coefficients of f, depending on the product &n, given by
FiEn) = farinss - En)F, 15 =0.
k>0
Sometimes, by defining f; ; = 0 for [j # 0, we rewrite f as
F&m) =Y fis(€n) .
1,j>0

Let us consider the anti-holomorphic involution p : (§,1) = (£,7). We define the conjugate
of f to be f, whose Taylor expansion coefficients at the origin are the complex conjugates
of those of f. Obviously, f = f if and only if f;; € R for all /,j > 0.
Let h = h(&n) be a function of the product &n. We define
|hlwp = sup [h(€n)l = sup |h(z)], |hlo:= sup [h(&n)] = sup[h(z)].

(&meCy g |z—w|<B (&meCy

Given a power series f, we define the norms

{47 Tl = SN 1, s o= 3 ol ™.
ZJZO ll,jzoo

In particular, for a function f of &n, we have || f|lo. 5, = |flwg. For w €] —r? + B,r% — j],
it is easy to see that

(18) sup | f(& )| < [ fllwpr < [
The definition of norm || - ||, g, implies that

(19) &M lwpr = 170 wpr = 1FEMwprs fislos <N Fllwsrr™ P, 15> 0.
For O C| —r? + B3,r* — 3], we also define the norm

[fllosr =" sup [ fllws-
weo

lw|<r2—8
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In particular, for the coefficients of f,
Ifiillopr =" sup |fijlos, 1,720, 1j=0.
we
lwl<r2—p

Lemma 3.3. For given power series f and g, if |w| < r*=08, then || f9llw.sr < |1 flwprllgllwsr

Proof. Decompose fg as in (16), we have
(f9)(&m) = (F9oo+ D _(fDos + > _(F9om
I>1 j>1
with the coefficients given by
(20) (f9)oo = foogoo+ >_(frodor + forgro)(En),

k>1
l—

(21) (f9ho = (fi-k09k,0 + fr091-k0) + Z(flJrk,OQO,k + forgirro) (€T,
0 k>1

—_

i

and similar expression for (fg)o,. If |w| < r* — 8 and (§,7) € C,p, then [&n| < 72
Therefore, we have

((fooles < |foolwslgoolws + D (| frolwsldorlos + |forlwslgrolus) 7,
k>1
-1
|(f9)l,0|w,,87”l < Z (1f1-r,0lw,8l9k0lw0,8 + | fr0l,8]91-k,0]w,8) rt
k=0

- Z (| fisk0lw,8|90. kw8 + | foklwal91k.0]ws) r2k+l7
E>1

and a similar estimate for |(fg)o;lwsr?. Since [|fgllosr = 22 50 1(f9)1slwpr™ with
(fg)1; = 0 whenever [j # 0, we obtain

1 gllwsr < (Z Ifz,j|w,m~“j> (Z |gz,j|w,5rl+j> | Flosrllglosr O

1,j=0 1,j=0

Let 0 < 8 < r? and O C] —r?, r?[. We define Hg,(U) to be the set of holomorphic
functions in a complex neighborhood U of

(22) O(r,8) :=0N] —r*+ B,r* = 3,
and the collections of power series

_: _ ' 1 ; . [ is holomorphic on UMGO(T’B) Cl s
Asr(0) {f lzjfl’](gn)g e fij € Hp,U), U complex neighborhood of O(r,3) [’

AE(0) = {feAul0):f=F}.
In the above definition, ¢ denotes an unprecised neighborhood over which all f;;’s are
holomorphic. Finally for any O C R and any function h defined on O, we define the norm
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|h|s = sup,,cs |h(w)|. By (19), we see that

(23) | fusloms = Ifiilosr < Iflopr= .
It is easy to see that:
o (linear structure) for f,g € Az,.(O) (or Aj,(O)), we have ay f + azg € Ag,(O) (or
A5,(0)), a1, a3 € C(or R), with
(24) larf + azgllosr < laalllfllosr + lazlllgllos.-

e (monotonicity) If 0" C O and v’ <, §" < §, 7% = ' < r? = 3, then A,(0) C
Ag (0') and A% (0) C Af, . (O') with

(25) Ifllos e < W flosas ¥ f € Asn(O) or Az, (O).
Lemma 3.4. For f,g with || fllosr, ||9]lo.sr < 00, we have that
(26) 1fgllosr < Ifllosrlglosr

Moreover, if f,g € Az, (O), then fg € Ag.(O).

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.3, we obtain (26). Provided that f,g € A, (O), let us prove
the analyticity of coefficients (fg),;(-), [,7 > 0 with [j = 0, on a same neighborhood of
O(r,8). By (21), we have, for [ > 1,

-

(f9)io(w) = (fi-k0(W)gro(w) + fro(w)gi—ko(w))

0

Z Srero(W)go k(@) + for(w)gisno(w)) .
k>

|_|

+TT

Let U be a complex neighborhood of O(r, 5) over which the f ;, g ;’s are holomorphic.
Since |w| < r? — B and, in view of (23), we have

2|l fllo.srllgllos.
| freroloeplgorlows) + [ forlowslgirolows) < Tﬂzlm@ o

The analyticity of the (fg¢);0’s on a same neighborhood of O(r, ) follows. The proof for
(f9)o,, 7> 0, is similar by the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

Lemma 3.5. Given f € Ag,(O) with || fllosr < o0 and a € C, we have e* € Az ,(O).

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, we see that f* € Ag,(O) with || f*|l0,5, < || fl|& 5, for every k € N.
Then, according to (23), we have that, for [, j > 0 with [j = 0,

k|| £k K
a*|[f*llosr o @
(@ falowsy < — 757 < 75 I l05

Developing the exponential function around 0, we have, for w € O(r, §),

(e 1+Z fk”

k>1
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Hence we obtain the analyticity of (e*/); ;, since

(a®f* )1 (w) 1 a* || f 116 5.
D T S D D Tl
k>1 k=1

Lemma 3.6. Given 0 <" <71’ < %, OcC| =127 and 0 < 2p" < B, if 5 is sufficiently
small such that

(27) — < 1-2, 8p:< (r" =",

then for h € Ag ,» (O) with ||h||o75/7,,/ < 400, for fi, fa, 91, g2 satisfying
2

||meO,B”,T”7 HgmHO,ﬂ”ﬂ"” < 1_67 m=1,2,

we have that

3r'l[hllos

7€+ f1smtg1) —h(E+fa, ntgo)llo,pr i < = max {|| f1 = fallos7, 91 — g2ll0,67,0} -

Moreover, if fi, f2, g1, 92 € Agr i (O), then

h(§ + fin+g1) — (€ + fo,n + g2) € Agrpn (O)
Remark 3.7. Note that the second inequality in (27) implies that r'"* — " < r? — p'.
Hence, by the monotonicity, Ag .. (O) C Agn . (O).

A more general version of Lemma 3.6 will be given in Section 6 (see Lemma 6.11), and
will be shown in Appendix A.

Given (f,g) € (Ap,(0))?, we define, for w € O(r, ),

ICFs Do = Nl + ||9||wﬁra ICf, Dlosr = I Fllosr + gllosr

Lemma 3.8. Given 0 <" <r' < 1, O C]=r?1"?[and §' > 0, consider the transformation
¢ =1d+U on Cl,, withU € (.Ag/ ~(O))2. If B is sufficiently small such that (27) is
satisfied, and
ﬁ/(’f’/ _ 7,//)

30
then ¢ is invertible on Cl, 5, with ¢~' —1d € (.A%/m,,(O))2 and

(28) [eA]loprr <

8 ([U|13 4
_1 O?ﬂ 7T
I T e
||¢ d UHO,BQ = (7”/ T/I)BI

Proof. In view of (28), we see that ¢ is close to identity, hence it is biholomorphic on CL’ g
Let us write ¢~ =: Id + V. The identity ¢ o ¢~* = Id means that

(29) V=—Uo(Id+V)=-U—-Uo(Id+V)—-U).

By Lemma 3.6 (since (27) is satisfied) and (29), we have

6T/ "V"@7%7T//

Wl < 1Ullog .+ m||V||o,%’,r~||ullo,ﬁcr’ < ledlloprs + ——=—
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which implies that V||, & ., < 3|[Ullop . Let us set Uy = —U, Vi =U o (Id+ V) - U.
727
Hence, V = U, — V1, and, by Lemma 3.6, U € Ay ,(O),
27

61 Wlog )05
||V1||O,%’,7‘N < —<7a/ — 7"//) : /B/||V||OV%/7T//||U||Oyﬁ/7r/ < 5 2 < 4 .

Then, we have
V = —Uo(Id+U, — V)
= —Uo(Id+U) —UoId+U — Vi) —Uo (Id+Uy)) = Uy — Vs,
and, by Lemma 3.6, Us € A%’,w/(o)’

- Vilog,  [Ulog.
< —||V1||07%/77,//||u||ovﬂl7rl < 4 : < 42, . .

||O,%/,r” (7’/ _ 7“”) . 5/
Assume that, for some n € N, we have V = U,, — V,, with

Uy € As 0 (0), [Vally s n <4 Ull0,p
2 2

V2

Then we have V = U, 41 — V41 with
Upir = —Uo (Id+Uy,), Varr i=Uo (Id+U, — V) —Uo (1 +U).
By Lemma 3.6, we have U, € A%r,,(O) and

67", HVnHOfL/’rN HZ/{HO B!
“Vn—kl”o,%,f,«/ < m||Vn||o,%',r'/HUHOWB’,T’ < 4 : < 4n+71 -

As n — oo, we see that V € Agm,,((’)).
Let U := ¢~* —Id +U. By (29), we have Y =U — U o (Id 4+ V). Hence, by Lemma 3.6,

61" ||\U|| o5 8T,H“H%9,ﬁ/,r/

lo.g.r < Gy 75 CErIN

||Z/~[||(9,%/7TH = Hu —Uo (Id + V) ||V||(9’%'7T// <

4. AN ABSTRACT KAM-LIKE THEOREM

In this section, we give an abstract KAM-like theorem for pairs of holomorphic involu-
tions near a fixed point, which are pairwise conjugate by an anti-holomorphic involution.
From this, we obtain the existence of a lot of analytic invariant sets in a neighborhood of
the fixed point. This is the core of the proof of Theorem 2.1.

1

4.1. Sequences of quantities. With fixed s € N*, 0 < ry < ;11, 0 < ey <1 C:=¢g,
define the sequences, with v € N, {e,}, {8,}, {6,}, {¢}, {r.} and {K,} by:

5 1 - e
vl = 537 ﬁu =", /BI/ = 16B1/+1 = 1653257

(30) L ) [Ing, |
Grat 7= G b vy Tusn =Ty = W’ v In ( Tretress '

8ry



Between 7, and r,1, we define

rim =, + %(7‘” —7ry+1), m=0,1,---,8, 7y =1 = v +2TV+1
We assume that ¢ is small enough such that
1
1 16 1)16s 240052
(31) |7n80| + 2 ( ‘?—i_ ) )80 < 1
r ro — 1)
wiva) ) e
Lemma 4.1. Under the assumption (31), we have
1
Ine, 16 1)16s W
(32) e o) U6t D™ 0 oy
‘ln (g + %—*1) ‘ (TV - Tu-i-l)rl/—f—l

17

Proof. The above inequality holds for » = 0 under the assumption (31). Now, assume that,

for some v, € N, we have

1
Ine, 16 1)16s W
(33) e o) (6s+Dei™
’111 (% + _r§;+1> ‘ (rv. = Tout1) o1

The definition of sequence {¢,} implies that, for v € N,

5 1 5. _ 1
(34) llne, 1] = 1 llne,|, 533?%52 = g 20057

and the definition of {r,} implies that, for v € N,

- 1 Ty = Tvt1
(35) e =T (1 -2 W) e e =

J=0

Hence, for v € N, we have

(36)

v—1
Ty :1—Zj:oﬁ:1+;<z_1 e _ 1
Tyt 1— ZJ’{ZO 23% v+l L1 = 3 r DESEDE
Then, we obtain
hl <1_%<1 7'1/4*1)) é.l 1_Tu+l) 2
v 2 8 T
(37) 1 , S 3 1 o2 e 4 — 21, 1 S 4
In (1_5(1 ru«ﬁ)> 175l _Tu+1> T
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By (34) — (37), combining with the assumption (33), we have

1
e, (165 +1)!9° 207

+2
‘111 (Z + —TV*+2 > ’ (TV*“FI - rV*+2>TV*+2
8 87",/*4,_1
1 Tvx 5. 1
o ) |ln5V* In (1 - §(1 - rl:f)) 49 27y, 11 (168 + 1)16383* 240052
4 ‘ln (% + —Té'*Jrl)‘ In (1 — %(1 — —T”*“)) Tve+2 (Foe = T )Tt
Tvx Tvx+1
1
< 5yo b e [ men] ) (165 + 1)
-4 3 ’111 (% + Tgr—“)‘ (v = Tvt1)Tvu 1
40 3
< el 24003 < 1.
3
11 11
The last inequality follows from (33) since e, 249°% < gd 240:% < (165 + 1)~ < 3. O

4.2. Tteration argument. Let the sequences of quantities be given as in (30). For w €
O C| — r¢,r3] with |Og| > r2, we consider the pair of germs of holomorphic involutions
Té ),TéQ) : (C%,0) — (C2,0), i.e., they satisfy Té ) 7'0 = Id, £ = 1,2. Recalling the
notation in (22), we set Oy(ro, fo) := OoN] — 12 + Bo, 78 — 60[. We assume that they are
of the form

220y 4 po(€,n)
(38) ©(&n) = ( eféao@n)wgo(f,n) ) ’
~tany 4
(39) e = (perop)(€n = <Z$a(5”)212ﬂ%<£’;;7) )

where, for the fixed s € N*,
e (the principal part) ag = ao(En) € Aj, ., (Op) with

(40) ao(w) € 1-%,@ + % [ w € Ou(ro, Bo),

(41) lao(En)llonsmm < 47+,

(42) ‘oz((]s) — sl Ontros) < %,

(43) ‘ag’“) oy S 1—16, l<k<s—1, ifs>2,
(44) \ag@ oy Tfl—l, s+1<k<16s,

e (the perturbation) po = po(&,1), qo = qo(&,m) € Ap,r,(Op) with

o ia —ia
(45) Hpo”oo,ﬂoﬂ"o’ HQUHOOﬂOJ‘O < E? ”62 0(577)77q0 +e 2 O(én)prHOO,ﬂo»ro <
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Remark 4.2. For instance, ag(z) = X+ 2° + 37" ¢;2), with X € [0,4x[, arbitrary
m > s+ 1, ¢; € R, and ry sufficiently small, is an example of such a function satisfying
(40) = (44).

Remark 4.3. In (45), besides the smallness of perturbation (po,qo), the smallness of
e220E g, 4 e=220ENEp, - called the “skew term” of Tél), is crucial in the iteration.

We also consider the germ of map oy = 7-0(1) o 7-0(2). It is reversible with respect to both p
and Tél) since

pOO'OOp:pOTo(l)OpOpOTéQ)OpZTSQ)OTO(U20'61:To(l)OO'OOTéI).

. 1 2
We can write og = Té )o Té ) as

e ENE + fo(€,m)
7o(&,m) = ( em0Cmy 4+ go(&,m) )
It will be shown in Section 6 (see Lemma 6.14 and Corollary 6.15) that, if ey satisfies (31),
then fo, go € ABO r(7)<00) with
7o
€0
1 folloy o rgs 90l o = -

Proposition 4.4 (Iteration scheme). Assume that g > 0 satisfies (31). There exist a
sequence of sets {O,} with O, C| —r2,r%[ satisfying that

vy'v

1
(46) OV—H - Ol/ ﬂ] - T3+17 Tz2/+1[7 |(OV \ OV+1) N }_TEJA + 6u+17 T3+1 - 6u+1 H < 51}0??7

and a sequence of maps {o,} given by o, = Y o 782 with

sy 4 p (€ 7)
N 7—(1) | _ ez i N7 Duls, N , 7‘(2) =po 7'(1) o p,
(47) »(&m) e~ 3 E¢ 1 g, (€, n) c '

satisfying 7 o ) = Id, k= 1,2, such that the following holds.
(1) o, = o (En) € Af, ., (O,) satisfies that

1
(s) _ gl _ !
(48) o — 5! Oulrf) < (16 i C”) =
1
(k) il _ ;
(49) |04V Ovr B < 6 + ¢, 1<k<s—1,if s>2,
1
(k) il -1
(50) |Oé,/ Oy (rv,Bv) < (4 + CV) Ty s s+1< k< 106s,

and for 0 < k < 16s,
(51) (e — ) ®)

(2) pu, qv € Ag, ., (O,) satisfy that

1

< el

Ou41,Bv4+1,Tv+1

&n)nqy + e*%“u(&ﬁ)gpynoyﬂwm <

9 i
52 y v |t < ==, Jlez?
(52)  Apllossres lavllos s, < 350 lle? 3
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(3) The reversible map (w.r.t. p) o, = Vo P has the form

i, (€
@@mz(j-“+ﬁ@m )

lew(&my + g,(&,m)

with HfVHOVB PN ngHO B, rl? ) < Z
(4) There is a sequence of transformations {1, } of the form
£+u4&n))
53 W(&n) = Ad+U,)(En) = )
(53 sson) = e = (5T
with U, € (A5, ., ... (Oui1))? satisfying
49
e’

||UV||OV+176V+17TV+17 HUV”(’)IJH,,@LH,TVH < 7

such that, for every w € O, 1(ruy1, Bui1), ¥y 1 CV51

w ﬁu+l

Ovt+1 = ¢;1 00y 0 ¢V7 l/+1 ¢_ )0 ¢V’ k= L,2.

Ty Tv+1
— Cg, and, on C/5

5\V
Remark 4.5. According to the definition of sequence €, = 554) and the fact that (%)m—l >
5, Vo >0, we have

5\Y_ sv S
(54) Y- e legyF -5 voccan

8
v>0 >0 v>0 I —¢§

,l
In particular, 3_,~qe0 < : I < 240 Since || Qg1 — Q )(k)‘

16s, we obtain, according to (40) and (41), forV v € N,

1
<er,0<k<

(LI =)
=i ol

Ou+1 75y+1 NETES |

1 1 1
(55) a,(w) € ]—1,47r + 2 {, VweO,(r,B), lawllo,.gyr < 4w+ 3

Moreover, in view of the definition of {(,}, we see that ¢, < ﬁ for every v € N, which
implies that s ¢ < 15, %1—1— ¢ < % Then, by (48) — (50),

|
(5) _ o 5
(56) |00 = 8o, < 15
1

(k) = 1

(57) ‘Oéy Ouir B < R 1<k<s—1,if s>2,

-1
(k) Ty

(58) |l Ovrp) S 5 s+1<k<16s.

4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.4. Suppose that, at the (v + 1) step, v > 0, we have

iau(ﬁn)
- ( e ( {;eru(f,ﬁ) ) REC N
e 22y + q,(€,m)

as described in Proposition 4.4. Our aim is to construct the transformation v, as in (53),

7—151) °p, Oy = 7_(1) © 7_(

such that 0,1 := ¢, o0, 01, T l/+1 =1 lo 7 04p,. k = 1,2, possess similar properties
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as those of o, ¥ This will describe an iteration step, hence will give the proof of
Proposition 4.4 .

Before starting the construction of v, we first introduce another type of transformations
that conjugate the pairs of involutions (47) to a perturbation of a new integrable pair. The
main feature of the new involutions is that the new perturbation part is much smaller than
the initial one, provided that the initial skew term smallness condition is satisfied.

For given 0 < r; <r < }l and fixed s € N*, assume that ¢ > 0 satisfies

|ln 5| (165 + 1)16552401052
T T + 2 — < 1.
|ln <§ + _)| (r—ry)ry

8r
Let us set
(59) B € [ems, e, By =pi €[, ens],

Given O C] — r? r?[, we consider the involutions 71,7 = poTi0p:

_ (e @4 p(g,m) ) _ ( e~ 20y 4 (¢, ) )
(61) (&) = ( e,éa(gn)g_i_q(g’n) , m(&n) = 650‘(5")€+q(£,n)

with o = a(én) € A5, (O) satisfying (55) — (58) as a,,, together with p,q € Ag,(O)
satisfying

€
62 T, r<—.
(62) IPlos.r llallos, 10
Remark 4.6. Here, all assumptions of Proposition 4.4 are satisfied but the smallness
condition of the skew term ez®EMng + e~ 24EMEp in (52).

Theorem 4.7. (Main step) Given § €] 80w, 1[, let

. Ine|
63)  O;:= O: [ 136, VO<|n|<Kk+1, K= 1
There exists a transformation i of the form

V(&) = 1A +U)En) = ( 21%323 )

with u,v € AR+7T+ (Os) satisfying
49
£50
||u||(9575+77“+7 ||v||05,ﬂ+,r+ < 7,

such that for every w € Os(ry, By) = OsN| — 13 + By, 11 — By[, ¢ is biholomorphic on
C::lh with 3 <C:;,+g+> C Cl 5 and, on C}

w w,fB47

. ez 4 p. (&) y
(1/) ! omn O¢)(§an) - < 6_%a+(§n)§+;_+(§777) > ) <§’77) € Cw,,3+’
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where ooy = ay (§n) € Aj, . (O5), with

1

k €3
(64) HW+—aﬂWmﬁw+<ﬂy 0 <k < 16s,
and D+, 4+ € Aﬁ+,7‘+(05)7 with
5% . .
(65) ||p+H(95,5+:7‘+7 Hq+H(96,ﬁ+ﬂ“+ < 7 + 24(K + 1)571H€§a7]q + 67§a§p| 0,8,
iq _ig 61
(66) H€2 +77Q+ +e 2 +€p+HO§,,3+,T+ < €32,

Remark 4.8. Theorem 4.7 can be applied in two ways, which are indeed two cases described
in Section 5.2.

o [f the skew term e%anq + e_%ofp of 71 satisfies
571”‘3%&77(] + eféafpﬂo,ﬁ,r <et 0<e<1,

then, according to (65), Theorem 4.7 describes an iteration step (as in Proposition
4.4) withr =r,, ro =71,41, € =¢&,, and we can simply take 5 = £0s .
e [f it is not the case, we cannot apply our Iteration scheme. However, noting that
49

(65) implies ||pi|los.8,. s atlloss,r < 61%, we see that the Iteration scheme is

applicable to y~tori01) in view of (66). Hence, Theorem 4.7 describes a preliminary
step of iteration. In this case, we need to take 5 > e1s since the new perturbation
may be of size 3. This is why B is defined in an interval as in (59).

We postpone the proof of Theorem 4.7 to Section 7. The rest of the section is devoted
to the proof of Proposition 4.4 from Theorem 4.7.

We want to conjugate the involution 71 to a new one 7'521. To do so, we need to exclude

some parameters so we define the new parameter set as follow :

. 1
(67) CL+1;:{wEEOVﬂ]—wf+Dri4P|ém“W)—1|>5ﬁ“,V()<|n|§lﬂ,+1}.
In order to measure its size, let us first recall Pyartli’s lemma :

Lemma 4.9. [Pya69, RiisOl] Let f : [a,b] — R with a < b be a g-times continuously
differentiable function satisfying

1fD) >6, Vi€ a,b]
for some g € N* and 6 > 0. Then, for any A > 0,
A\
(R HICENER TN
We then have

1

Lemma 4.10. |(OV \ OV+1) ﬁ] - T12/+1 + ﬁu-ﬁ-l: T12/+1 - /BV—H [| < 530?-
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Proof. Since |a,(w)| < 47 + 1, it is sufficient to bound from above the measure of the
parameter set U0<|n\<KV+1 Run , where

38 64e

)

Ron = {w €O, N =12y, ri ] Inay(w) — 2kn| < , keZ, |kl < 3|n|}

In view of (48) — (50), we see infuco, |(na,)®(w)| > 3|n|s!. Applying Lemma 4.9 with
q = s, we have
1
o\ ®

€ 1
Run| <3ln|-4| = < 20(K, + 1) 52
Rl < 3ln <ﬂm) (K, +1)

Therefore, we obtain

- - 1
U [Runl < 40(K, +1)> 3257 < c97,
0<|n|<Ky+1
noting that (32) implies that
2

Ine, 1 1
’ |7nf| +1] &7 < (16s+ 1) < — O
1n( - TV+1>‘

8ry

40
Applying Theorem 4.7 to 7, = ) with § = 5345 > 805605, we obtain a transformation
1, of the form

(K +1)2 6415 80152 _

(&) = (Id+ 1) (&) = ( 21“%23 >

with u,, v, € Aﬁwhmﬂ((’)y“) satisfying

19
)
”u’/||ou+17511+177”u+17 ”U||Ou+1,,3u+1,7’u+1 < %7

such that, on CL?E;H, w € Opi1(rys1, Pus1), Uy - CLfng — Cl5, is injective and holomor-
phic, and

1 l¢) 1) l¢) 62au+1(£n)n + pu+1(€ 77) )
it ovien = (e e ),

where a1 = a,11(€n) € Aﬁy+1, (O,41) with

Tv+1
1
||<al/+1 - Oél’)(k)||ou+lyﬁu+1a7’u+1 < 537 0< k < 1687
which, combining with (48) — (50), implies that
B 1
‘Oél(/-i)-l - S!‘OV+1(TV+17/BV+1) < (16 + <V+1>

1
k .
|al(/—‘21|ou+l(ru+176y+1) < 16 + Cl/-‘rl? 1<k<s-— 17 if s > 27

1 _
|az(/]21|(9y+1(ru+1751/+1) < (Z + Cl/-i-l) r 17 s+1<k<16s.



24 LAURENT STOLOVITCH AND ZHIYAN ZHAO

In view of (52) and (65), (66), we have the new perturbation p,.; and g, satisfy that

61
32 1
~ 64s

||pl’+1||ou+17ﬂu+177‘v+17 ||qy+l”0u+lvﬁu+177’u+1 <% + 24(KV + 1)81’ eéa’/nqy + e_éaué.pVHOu,ﬂu,Tu?

5

£ €
<_V _ Z/Jrl7
10 10
and the new skew term satisfies
15 3
i i o gf g2y
||62ay+177qv+1 t+e 2au+1§pV+1||Ou+17ﬁu+177“u+1 <&t < ? B V3+ .
According to Lemma 3.1, u,, v, € A%HLTVH(OVH) implies that p o, =, o p. Then, for

=iy oo, nl =uorP oy, =poniop,
we still have T,Ei)l o Tlfi)l = Id, £ = 1,2. Moreover, in view of Lemma 3.2, for 0,41 =

7'19,’_)1 o 7'153_)1, it is still reversible w.r.t. p.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2.1 by applying the Iteration scheme
Proposition 4.4.

5.1. Preliminary normalization. Let us consider the pair of involutions 77 and 75 given
in (2) and (3) (and the reversible map o, = 77 0 75). In order to start the Iteration scheme
Proposition 4.4, we need the involutions to be in a well prepared form as in (38) and (39).

First of all, for any N > s, there exists a holomorphic transformation ¥ in the neighbor-
hood of origin, tangent to identity up to order 2, with U o p = p o ¥, such that

v o . B 3y 4 5(€,m)
(68) A& m) = (Vo7 e W) (§n) = ( Z—%d(f’gf fc](&?n) > ’

where we have
N

(69) alén) ==X+ (En)°+ > elén)”, ceR,
n=s+1

and convergent power series at the origin

(70) plEm = > pln, aEn) = > au

I+j>2N+2 I+j>2N+2
1,;>0 1,j>0

Indeed, since % € R\ Q, by classical normal form theory [Arn88, IY08, MW83], combining
with the fact that 77 o 77 = Id, there is a polynomial transformation ¥pp, tangent to
identity up to order 2 at the origin (composed by finitely many steps of normalization in
the sense of Poincaré-Dulac) satisfying Wpp o p = po ¥pp, such that

w6 < (€ ClEmn+BE ) ) N a
(urbortowm) (€)= (L GlEn e Lt ) OO 2,5
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Here §, § are holomorphic at the origin and of order > 2N+2 there. We note that e2*+C (2)
is actually the truncation of A(z) in (5) — (7). Recalling the non-degeneracy assumption
of Theorem 2. 1 we see that ¢; 7 0. According to the proof of Theorem 3.4 of [IMWS83], we

can change e2* + C to (62 + )2 by applying the transformation
(71) (& m) = (EmE n™" (Emn),

where u = p(&n) is the fourth root u(&n) := ((e%A +C(&n))(e 2 + 5(577))) %. We see that
w(€n) is sufficiently close to 1 and hence well-defined since (£,7) belongs to a sufficiently
small neighborhood of the origin. A direct computation shows that

(2 +C)u> = (e + )2 (e P+ 0) 2 = e (14 e PC)2 (14 e270) 2.
We consider the principal determination of the logarithm to be defined on C\R™. Let A(t)

be holomorphic germ vanishing at the origin. If ¢ is small enough, there are real numbers
b; such that

In(1+A(t) —In(1+ A(t) = Y Ak()— =iy bt*

E>1 k>1

and it converges at the origin. Applying this, we have

In ((1 + e_%’\é’)%(l + e%)‘é’)_%> = % (e_%’\é eNE ) Z by (En)"

n>s+1

with {b,} C iR coefficients of a convergent power series. Define

d(fn):zk—i(e g, — 2 c) (&n)® — 2i Z by (En)"

n=s+1
which is of the for (69) up to a scaling on the neighborhood of origin. By rewriting
(1+e22C)2(1 + e2*C)~

(14 e 22 C)2 (1 + 22 )72 = 25N exp { > b"@”)n} ’

n>N+1

NJ\»—\

as

we see that
n>N-+1

which contains terms of (£,7) of order > 2N + 2. It is similar for (ez* + C)~'p2 — e~2%.
Hence, we obtain 71 in (68), up to a scaling on the neighborhood of origin.

The following lemma shows that, for N > 16s large enough, there exists 0 < r, <
sufficiently small, depending on the coefficients ¢,, n = s+ 1,--- , N, such that (31) ca
be satisfied in the two cases (where A := 10 max{|p|,., |q|r.}):

1
4
n

® 5y = A50 ro = §7“* and r; =
e co=A,rg=r,and r =

9
167

3
47“*.
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Lemma 5.1. If N is large enough, there exists 0 < r, < l sufficiently small such that
(1) SUP |z <r2 |d( ) )\| < é: SUP|z|<r2 |d(8)(z) - S" < 207
(2) sup,,j<,2 |a®)(2)| < 20, 1<k<s—1,ifs>2,
(3) supj.ycp2 [6®(2)| < ", s +1 < k < 165,
(4) A = 10max{|p|,., |4l } satisfies that

49 1
|lIl A| (163 —+ 1)165,4%'240032’
(72) (‘ln(7 13)] +2 3 9 9 <l

st351 (47+ = 167+) 167

Proof. In view of (69), it is easy to see that (1) — (3) are satisfied for & for any N > 16s
and 7, sufficiently small. Let us choose N = 4900s%. We recall that all terms of p and ¢
are of order > 2N + 2. According to the definitions of norms in (17), if we replace r, by

IN+2

ri = 27"r, then A, := 10 max{|p|,, |g|, } satisfies that A} < A- ( ) = 9~ (N+2)k 4
Since 0 <7, < }1, we have that (( Ty — l%r*) . 1967“*)71 = 22576 -2 < 10r;2. To show (4), it is
sufficient to show that

InA
(73) (165 4 1)6s <|1|I27|)‘ + 2) A% e < 1,

(33
(74) 10r2A% w07 < 1.

Replacing r, by 7}, in (73) and (74), we see that, as k — oo,

< (165 + 1) <1n<2) : (98(})0?;)2‘)]6 +lnAl 2) 08 SRk AR e 5 0,
In (55
32

191 _ _ 49980052 £2p 0491 _ 1 49 980052 12
IOT;_Q-(A;C)E’)O 80057 < 107, 292k 97 50" 450052 * A50 150057 = 107; 2 Aas0052 -2 (50 Tazoosz. Pk ).

Hence, there exists a k, € N* such that if we replace r, by r}_, then (73) and (74) are both
satisfied. 0

5.2. Application of KAM-like Theorem. Take r, as in Lemma 5.1. Since p and § are
. . . 1 1
convergent power series, in view of (18), we have that, for any /5, € [Aws, Ass],

5 _ _ 5 A
(75) 1Pl =r248.02—8.1, Bures NAll=r2480 r2—5.1 8oy < MaX D]y, []r, } = o
e Case 1. Small skew term
If we have
S ig o A%
(76) le72%p + e2"ngll)—r21p, 2.1, Burre < 3

then, from Lemma 5.1 and (75), with ag(&n) := &(&n), po := D, qo := G, 7o := T, €0 := A,
By = 5305 = Ams and Oy =] — r2,r2[, we have that ao(€n) € AS 0 (Oo)s Do, g0 €
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Agy0(Op), and (40) — (45) are satisfied. Since, for r := 3ry = 3r,, (31) is satisfied from

1
Lemma 5.1, we can apply Proposition 4.4 to Tél) := 71 (hence 7(52) =po 7-0(1) o p and

o= Tél) o Té )) on Cg,, w € Oy(ro, Bo) = O N] — 2 + Bo, 72 — Bo |-
e Case 2. Non-small skew term

Now assume that (76) is not satisfied. In view of (69) and Lemma 5.1, we see that

L s 1 [|a—= Al
= e < 3 (B ) b el

k>0

Then, by (75),

" eiv A A
le™2%p + €39l . . < > 10 10
With "= T Ty = 3r, 1and r) = r++%(r* —r.),j=0,---,8,8:=100Ae0s, 3 := Asos,
B4 = Asv s € [Ass, Azss|, and
o In A
Os = we]—r2r[:|e"@ 1] >4§, V0<|n SK*—Fl::L—I—l :
‘ln(rfj) /7%)

we apply Theorem 4.7 to 7y for w € Os(ry, fy) := Os N ]| =713 4+ B4+, r3 — B[ We obtain, for
all w € Os(ry, B4), a biholomorphic transformation ¢ = Id 4 U CL’*B — C,, 5, with Ue

~ 49
(A5, ., (05))% and [Ulws, r, < A% Furthermore, there are dy = @, (¢n) € A% L (0s),
P4, G+ € Ag, . (Os) such that

107 o I = e%d+(£n)n+ﬁ+(§7n> )
-t ononen = (Dl ool ). e e,
They satisfy

1

(77) (@ =)o, 5,,, < 750 0k <165,
61 49
. y 32 1 ia, s | —ide Aso
||p+||(9575+77“+’ ||q+||(95ﬁ+ﬂ“+ < T+18(K*+1)6 “62 ng+e 2 €p||]—7“2+ﬂ*77"3—/3*[w3*,m < 1_07
Ais
i~ ix 61
H€75a+€p+ + 65&+7]Q+H0575+77’+ <A® < 3

o o N e 3 T -
Hence, for ag := dy., po := Py, qo = 4, 7o := 1y = 574, €0 := A0, and

fo = By = e = AR,
we have (45) for Oy := Os(r0, fp). According to (77), we obtain (40) — (44) from Lemma 5.1.
In particular, Lemma 5.1 (1) and (77) imply that

1
jao(-) = Ao < 7
Sp, 1 = %ro = 167’*, (31) is verified by Lemma 5.1, then we can apply Proposition

1
44 t0 1" = toF ot (hence 732 = poriMop and o = Tél)ong ") on Cllg,> w € Oo(ro, Bo) =

For rq =
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Op. According to Lemma 5.1, we see that |&(*)(w)] > 25! for w €] =72, r?[, then we deduce
from Pyartli’s lemma (Lemma 4.9) that

1
(78) |1 =75+ Bo.rg — Bo [\Oo| < A2
The proof of (78) is similar to that of Lemma 4.10.

Let us define ) = Id in Case 1. In Case 2, we have, as above, ¢y = Id + U with
Uc (.AB+ ».(O5))?. In both cases, we define ® := W o). To summarize, for the involutions
7{ given in (2), we have

Proposition 5.2. There exists ro > 0 and there exists eg > 0 satisfying (31) with r1 = TO,
and there exists a set Oy C| — 13, r3[ with

49, 1
|1 =75+ Bo, 5 — Bo [\Oo| < g5°

1
for By = %, such that the following holds for w € Oy.
There exists a transformation ® : Clls, — C2, with ®op = pod, such that the involution

~ ~ Lao(&n)
w6 = @ orod)icn) = (e PO ),

with ag(En) € AR, 10 (O0), Do, Go € Agory(Oo) and (40) — (45) satisfied. In particular,

1
(79) ma»—M%<Z.
. (2) _ (1) _ M (2 q %
As in (3), 7'0 is obtained by 7,7 = po7y op, and 09 =75’ o7y . Since & commutes

with p, we see that Té ) is still an 1nvolution and, in view of Lemma 3.2, gy is still reversible

with respect to p.

By applying Proposition 4.4 to Tél) (hence 752) =po Tél) opand oy = Tél) o 7'0(2)) on
c?

50 W € Oo(ro, Bo), we get sequences of involutions {Tyl }oen and {T,,2 ten (and hence
{o,}ven) on C'* .5, and a sequence of holomorphic transformations {wl,},,eN of the form

Y, =1d+U, with U, € (A5, ., (0v11))? and Uy l|0)41 80s1m0er < 530, such that, for all
w € Opyr1(rur1, Burr), Yo 1 CLALL — Clla s

o=t 00,00, mh=u orMoy, k=12
Recall that 7,41 = 1, — 2~#™2)rq, we see that r, 50 =: R as v — oco. By (46), we can
see that O, — O (R) for some O (R) }—%’, %0[ —R? R?[. Moreover, by (46) and
(54),
ﬁ 1
H RQ R2 \ O Z <€1003 _ < 2560032 _
>0 1 — goos?

Hence, we have (9) by noting that the Lebesgue density of O, (R) in |—R?, R?| satisfies

€1003 |O ( )l
=" < R

<1,
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1
since 19 = r, or 3r,, and by (72) we have 61005 < AR o0 < (2 )24003 100s7 = R4,
For any v € N, let U, := ) o ¢y o --- 0 1, which is well defined and injective on
Cit for every w € O,y1(ryi1,8,41). By Lemma 3.1, since U € (AR (05))* and

w,Bu+1 8 - BT+
uj, vj € Aﬁm,rm(oﬂl), j=0,1,---,v, then pop = pot and 9; o p = po1);. Hence
V,op=poV,.
4
Lemma 5.3. For everyv € N, ||V, — VU, |0 <eghn

v+2,Bu4+2,Tv42

Proof. With the smallness of A verified in Lemma 5.1 and recalling that ¢g = A or A%, we
have, by Lemma 3.6,

1Wolloy g < 1Y 0th0 — ¥llonsm + 1¥llosp,m

. 19
3T0||¢||(90750,7‘0880

< .
= Q(TO — 7,1)50 + Hw”oo,ﬁoﬂ"o

49
3roed’

< (2rg+ A%) [ —20 1] < 3.
( 0 )<2(7“0—7’1)50 0

Let us show the lemma by induction on v. When v = 0, ¥y = ¢) 0 ¢y and Uy = U0 9);.
For any (¢,7n) € C“ﬂ1 we have V1(§,m) € C5,- Since (31) implies that (27) holds for

B'= By, B" = Ba, ¥ =11, " = ry, we have, by Lemma 3.6,
||\Ill _\IIOHOQ,ﬁQ,TQ = ||\I/0(§+u1u77+vl) _\Ijo<§7n)||0276277'2
49
< 37"1"\1]0”01,&,7"1 % 37’07dl€i)O < 81%.

2(ry —ra) s (7’1 —12)B1

Given k € N*, assume that [|[V;1; — V,|lo for 0 < j < k. Then

ir2.Birarive < J+1
(80)
k 4
H\Ijk+1|’0k+2:ﬁk+2ﬂ"k+2 < H\IIOHOLﬁl,Tl =+ Z H\I]J#l - qjj”©j+2ﬁj+2ﬂ“j+2 < 37.0 + ZE;-H < 4700'
=0 =0
Hence, by Lemma 3.6,
H\Ijk-l—? - \I}k+1||ok+3vﬂk+3a7’k+3 = H\Pk-i-l (5 + Ugy2, 1 + Uk+2) - \IJk-H(Sa 77) ||Ok+37/8k+377'k+3

3Tk+2 || \Ilk-l-l ||Ok+27ﬁk+2’rk+2 %

2(Ppr2 — This)Bran T
49
6707 126° 1
< 0" k4+2C K12 < 62_,_2,
(Tht2 — Th+3) Brta
since (32) implies that (27) holds for 8 = fgi2, 8" = Brts, ' = Tha2, " = Tiys. O

The above lemma shows that, with W in (68), for every w € O, (R), the sequence {WoW,}
converges uniformly to an injective holomorphic mapping ¥,, : C¥ — C? as it is a Cauchy
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sequence:

sup [[WoW,(&n) —PoU, (&)l < V[T, — T,
(¢meck

w,0,R

l/l
< ||\D||RZ ||\IJ] - \I]j+1||w76j+277'j+2
j=v

. 4
< |¥rd e =0, v— oo

jzv

We shall denote ¥, ,, the restriction of Tol, to CE. Moreover, recalling that ¥ is tangent
to identity and combining with (80), we have, for every w € O (R),

. > 1
(81) sup ||‘I’w(§ﬂ7)|| < H\I/”R (H\POHOL,@LH + Z H\I/V—i—l - \I]V||OV+27611+277'V+2) < Rz,

(&mecCt v=0

which implies that W, (CE) c Ay(0, R2).
For w € Ou+1<7nu+17 Bu+1>7 we have
UlobtortVo (\il oV,) = = eiayﬂ(gn)g T Prs1
v 0 v v+1 e‘éa”“(fn)n + Goit )

. Eut1 T X . .
with [|[pys1llw,gosrmiss |Gttllos i < 16 and (WoW,)op=po(¥oW,) implies that

Tlgi)l = pon(i)lop = \I’;loi’_loﬁgmo(@oq’u% Ovt1 = Ty(}i-)lo’ry(?i—)l =W, oW oggo(Pol,).

Hence, for every w € O, (R) C |—R?, R?[, the sequence {a,} restricted to CI* converges
to a real number 1, = qoo(w) With ane = g + Y o, (aw, — a,—1). Indeed, since for any
V,v e N with v/ > v,

/

14
1
3
la, — ayrfwo < E |l — jiifwg < E el =0, v— oo,
j=v i>v

it is a Cauchy sequence C|] — 1,47 + 1[. In particular, combining (51) and (79), we obtain
T

1 i
oo = Aow(r) < lao — Alo, + Z law = aw-illo, i, < 1 + 253—1 < 1

v>1 v>1
Furthermore, we have

(W oM oW, () = < o ) (T oag0 W) (& n) = < :—l?:fn ) :

67%/‘%15

5.3. Whitney-smoothness of holomorphic hyperbolas. Now let us show the smooth-
ness (in the sense of Whitney) of p,, and ¥, with respect to w € Oy = Ox(R). We refer
to [BHS96][Chapter 6.1.4] for Whitney-smoothness notions.
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Given r € Ry \ N, let k, := |r| = max{k € Z : k < r}. Given a closed set O C R, given
a family f = (f))o<i<r, € (C°(O))F T, we define its Whitney-C™ norm to be :

filw) = P(w, '

Flopo = sw L)+ sup &)= P
weO (w,we02, wrw! |w —w |T
0<I<kr 0<i<ky

9

where P, is an analogue of the (k, — [) — th Taylor polynomial for f;, i.e.,

krl

Z fl+J )]'

Such a family f = (f1)o<i<, € (C°(O))**+! is said to define a Whitney-C" function f if its
Whitney-C" norm is finite :

| flen, o) < +o0.
Given an open set U satisfying O C U C R, for g € C* (U), we define
| D g(w) — D¥rg(w)]

o @
r = su w)|+ su )
\9lcrwy wezl; 19" (w)] (u,w’)le)lﬂ lw — /[
0<i<ky ww!
D¥rg(w) — DF g(w'
l9lcre) = sup 19" (w)| +  sup L2adiC) —kg( )
weo (w,w)e0? jw — W'
0<i<ky w#w!

We have |g|cro) < [glcr@). According to Chapter 6.1.4 of [BHS96], the norms | - |cr (o)
and | - |cr(o) are equivalent. Given A > 0, this last norm can be extended to functions
defined in a (complex) A-neighborhood O+ A := {2z € C: |z —w| < A, for some w € O} of
O as well. Following Zehnder [Zeh75][(2.5), p.109], Cauchy’s estimates can be generalized
to “derivatives of non-integer orders” of holomorphic functions g in a neighborhood U of
O such that |g|cry < +oo @ if ' < r (not necessarily integers) and A" < A, then there
exists some constant C,,» > 1 such that

OT,’/"
(82) |9lcm 04y < mm!cw(ow)-

Let us consider the sum as = ag 4 Yo (@, — a,—1), which converges in C*(O) if
s € Ry \ N with § < 16s. Indeed, according to (51), we apply (82) to ap41 — v, v € N,
with r = 3, v’ = k;. Since 5,41 < 55;]1“5, there is some constant C5 such that

(CYV-H - al/)(l)||ou+1yﬁu+l7ru+1 < ngé_?és
3 .
61/—1—1

|1 — awleson) < Cs -

Since 3 — 5= > 0, according to (54), we have

,L 083 32s
E ’al+1—alcso <C E 32 W—)O, VvV — OQ.

I>v I>v
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1

Hence, it is a Cauchy sequence in C%(O4,). Furthermore, we have
C 80 T 32s
O3 57 (0o ) ~ 32s-3°

01C%, (0o < E o, — a1
I/>1 1 608 96s

With fixed wy € O, let us consider the sets

2lse} ch={Ene@0m=u ld<g}.

Wo

| Qoo —

Uy, = {w € O

R
Let us define, for all w € U,,,, the map &, : C2 — CZ to be x,(£,n) = (if,n). We then

~ ~ R
define ¥,,, := ¥, , 0k, and ¥, := ¥ 0k, on . With the same argument, using Lemma
5.3, we have

Sup | (f 77) wO(g 77) Cy (Uuy) = SupR Z(qu,u(fan) - \ij,ufl(fﬂﬁ)
(s,mecwo (&mecs vzl O3 (Ui
~ “\IIV_\PV—IHC’) 1,80+41,Tv+1
S O(S,u)()) v+1,Pv+1,"v+
; Bu+1
1
5 32s
< Clra) Y ef o < Qs
v>1 1 —g o0

Here, C'(3,wp) > 0 is some constant that depends only on § and wy. Hence, ¥, is Whitney
R

smooth in w and holomorphic on
As a consequence, there is a C*~-Whitney smooth family of holomorphic invariant curves
of 7, 75 and o,, for 16s — 1 < § < 16s.

6. INVOLUTIONS AND REVERSIBLE MAPS

In this section, we describe some properties of a pair of germs of involutions 7y, 7 as
n (61) with @ = a(én) € Af,(0) satisfying (55) — (58) with O, = O, together with
p.q € Ag,(O) with ||p|los.r, HQHOBT 13- Hence, according to Remark 4.6, if we take
the involutions (71, 1) = (7’,5 ) r? ) for some v € N, described in Proposition 4.4, then the
above assumptions are satisfied. We also consider the germ of map o = 71 o 7.

Given 0 < r < 7, recall that we have defined ™ and 7 in (60) between r and 7

(83) T(m):7”+—|—%(7’—r+)’ m2071>“'787 f:r(4)zr—i_2r+-
We assume, from now on, that ¢ is sufficiently small such that
1 165 + 1)165¢ 31007
(84) el ) Qs D e
I (5 +5)] (r=r)ry

It is easy to see that (32) holds if we have

Ey = €&, Ty, =T, Tyy1 =T+,



33
6.1. Properties of a(-). Recalling (22) and (59), we define
Belem e, B =pt€lem em], §=166%, O(r,f) =00 —r+ 5" b
The definitions are compatible with (30) if we take

&€ =&y, B = ﬂl/a ﬂ+ = ﬁlﬂrla B = BV? veN.
The smallness of € in (84) implies that of 5, 5, and 3, and we have

(85) B.<B<pB<pm <276
As it is needed below, we also have ! < B_%z and
o5 95\ 95 1 75
(86) w<1+—2( >_ g}_%<uga
k>0 8

Then, according to (55) — (58), we have

Lemma 6.1. ||, 5 < 15 and |aV)] < B3 for 2 <k < 16s.

O(r,8)

Remark 6.2. The non-degeneracy condition (56) is essential through this paper. Never-
theless, we only need the estimates of Lemma 6.1 in the rest of this section.

Lemma 6.3. For every w € O(r, ), |a(&n) — a(w)|w75 < %B and

17
16

|29 (&n) — D (w)l, 5 < 1<j<s.

Y

Proof. For (§,n) € C,, 3, we have [{n — w| < 3. Developing a(-) around w,

a® (w a® (W) - B
|M&”_QW”SE:L7§J%h—wW<§:L—%£Lﬁn

E>1 ’ E>1

According to (85), we have

BHp _ 16617 <1088 % < =
2(1-p) 201-p) 90
Then, in view of Lemma 6.1, we have
16s (k) Bk 11 ~ B_L 16s ~ B 52
« w 32
k=1 ’ (1 - 5)
Since 47 + 1 < 24, Cauchy’s inequality and (55) lead to
2k k. 2k+4
(88) la®(w)] <K sup  |a(z)]- 7 < s k> 16s + 1.
lz—w|=5

Then, we obtain

165+1
|Oc(k)(w)| Bk 2k+46k B N B 24 (25ﬂ )
> — < > o 2t N (25B4> =g

k>16s+1 k>16s+1 k>16s+1
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According to (85), we have L T < 5 and

16s+1

45 _ 24‘ﬁé .ﬁ2s < 2—1252 < 32-
Therefore, we have
2 (9551 165+1
D S e JHEL 48 B
k>16s+1 k! — 2531 1—ps 3 72
Adding estimates (87) and (89), we obtain |a(&n) — a(w )| %B
For (§,m) € C, 3, and 1 < j <'s, by Lemma 6.1, we have,
_1 16s5—j ) A hrd B
|Oé w)| > ﬂ 52 N (j+ k)l - 20+h+4
P (en)—a )] < 3 E el < T X B % -
k>1 k>165+1—j k- pre

Note that under (84), for £k > 16s + 1 — j > 15s,
(+EK)- 2j+k+45k

< 2j+5k+4ﬁg—jB% < 2s+4+5k5£ 'Bg—jﬁ% < %@fs,

k! pitk
Hence, we have
16(s—1)+2—j 17
168 B 15— 316
ol — U 5 = + < .G
By Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.3 and (88), we have
Corollary 6.4. sup,co(.g [@'(En)l, 5 < g,
287 2<k<sifs>?2
(k) . - -
sup |a'™(&n :
weo(r,8) ’ ( )‘ { k!g:rsa k Z s+ 17

Corollary 6.5. For any b € R, and any 0 < ' < B, we have

sup [P €|, 5 < oslbl8
weO(r,B) ,

Moreover, for —1 < b <1,

3.

sup Heiba(gn)| — 1‘
weO(r,B)

| Ot

wp S

Remark 6.6. By Corollary 6.5, forb € R with |b| < 5, we have SUD,eo(rg) 1€ g <

esh” ts_ el for all 0 < B < 5. Since 8 < 271 we usually use the rough estimate in
this paper for convenience:

. 101
sup Mwmhﬂ<ﬁﬁ Vb eR with [b| < 577
weO(r,B)



Proof of Corollary 6.5. Since a(w) € R, @) = 1. Then [e*(En)| = |eiblaEm—a@))|,

(&,m) € Cy 5, we have

kbk k
(elEn)—a(w)) —1+Z a(én) — a(w))".

k>1

If || < 1, then, under (84), |b||a(én) — a(w)| < %B is sufficiently small, and we have

iba ib(a —a(w i b QB 5 -
0] 1] = [N — 1 <13 -(alen) —aw)| < 775 < 36
k>1 ]
Moreover, for any b € R, any 0 < 8’ < 3,
iba(£n) i*pF k ‘b|k 9-\" 21p)8
0], <D0 (el —a@))t| < TR (S8) =€ O
k>0 w,/S’ k>0

Lemma 6.7. Given 0 < r’ <r, assume [ is sufficiently small such that
(90) B <r?—r"?

Given 0 < ' < 3, and f € Ag .(O) with

(91) I fllos . < 67,

then o(én + f) € Ag . (O) with

(92) laen + £) — afemllo . < 2N flo

and for —1 < b < 1, &) € Ag (O) with

(93) g€t — bl g0 < —||f||<95' -

35
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Remark 6.8. Recalling ™) given in (83), we see that, under the assumption (84), (90)

15 satisfied for
R m=0,1,---,7.

Indeed, according to (84), we have

r =1

B<ems < (r—ryry _ (r—ry)1dry +7) (r(DY2 _ (p0)2 < (plmt1)y2 _ ()2,

<
(165 + 1)16s 8
Proof. Let ¢ := || fllog»- (91) implies that, for (£,n) € Cy 5, w € O, 3'),
[€n+ £(&,m) —wl < |60 —w| + [ fllog.r < B+ <,
and (90) implies that 72 — 3’ < r? < r? — 3.

Developing a(-) around &7, we obtain

NG
(94) aln+ f)—alén) =) a(En) s

k!
k>1
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By Lemma 3.3, for every w € O(r', '), we have || f*|, 5. < <* for k € N*. Then, in view
of Corollary 6.4, we have

_ 1 k kck
BCH207E Y L 2 e ey 522

ok k )

Se+2°% ., 5 s=1
which can be bounded by gq under assumption ¢ < 32*¢. Indeed,
o if s =1, we have ¢ < 6245 = 3?* then

5 2 § 5 23 k 27§%
I A DICE )
— 2¢24

E>2 E>2 §24 E>2

la(én + ) — alen)lup < {

o if s > 2, then, ¢ < 5245 implies that
27§27i
R e S C e
ok S
k>s+1 B k>s+1 gQ‘“ k>2 1 —2¢775
2 1—

1
1 g24s32-g G 24532
25 SQZE<5 322g < =c- 1_§'

According to (85), we have

¢ < gl—ﬁ < g1—2}l—s <§1—ﬁ < B2 < 9163222

Hence, we obtain these rough estimates

27¢l— 1 1 l-snm 1
¢ 12 _ < , G 24532 < , Vs> 1.
1—2¢t7=z 200 1—¢ 200

As a consequence, we have, for every w € O(r', '), [|[a(En+f)—a(&n)|w,pr o < Sc+155 < 2.
By Lemma 3.3 and 3.4, we see that f* € Ag ,.(O) for every k € N, and, in view of (23),

(FFNslow sy < N ll6 g r™ G = cfrm (49,
Hence, according to (94), 04(577 + f) —a(én) € Ap (O) with

a® (W), . :
(a(&n+f) —alén),; @) =) (f)sw), V1,j=>0.
k>1
For —1 < b <1, we have
. . . : . bor i* bk
elba(Entf) _ giba(én) _ piba(én) (elb(a(§n+f) (€m) _ 1) — plbalén) Z o (a(&n+ f) — 04(577)) _

k>1
Then, by Lemma 3.3 and Remark 6.6, we obtain, for every w € O(r’, '),

. . . 1 101 57" 4
ba(En+f) _ ibalén)|| ba(fm)| il _ k - >z
I S (S R ()| (PR L Ay

k>1 k>1
which implies (93). By Lemma 3.4 and 3.5, we see that
ehbol€ntl) _ gibalén) — (blalertN=oln) _ 1) cbalén) ¢ 45 (0). O



Lemma 6.9. Given 0 <7" <r' <r <1 i, if B is sufficiently small such that

(95) 832 < (r" =" )" 257"" <1- ﬂQ
’ T 16°
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then for —1 < b <1, for 0 < g < B, h € Ag (O) with ||h||opg . < +00, we have

h(eitelEn ¢ e=ibalen)y) e Agr i (O) with
|h(e ibo( 577)5 e iba(én) Mlogr . < ||hllog

Remark 6.10. Under the assumption (84), (95) is satisfied for

(96) r=pmE) = p(m) m=0,1,---,7.

Indeed, (84) implies that

7

Then we have

8 8r 8 8r

(r—ry)ry

8(r(m+1) _ pm) ). (m)

_ pm))pm)

1 (r—ry)ry
8 < < (m—+1)
B < MG+ ) = 7165 £ 1) (r

(7) 7 2

el (LT 445

es ® =es (8+8r) <e s <1 6

Hence we obtain (95) for the case (96) by noting that, for 0 < m < 6,

Mmoo 8y +m(r —ry) 8ry +(m+1)(r—ry)

)

)
> 255 > ZB'

T(m+1)

rmtD) 8 - (m A+ 1) (r—1y)  Sry 4+ (m+2)(r —7ry)

Proof. In view of Corollary 6.5, we have, for every w € O(r", "),

Hh(eibaf, e—iban)Hwﬂ//m” < ’h070’w7ﬁl + Z ‘eiblahl,olwyﬁ/ T//l + Z e

1>1 i>1

= pmt2)

. 1
Flwg "

< |hool, 5 + Z o SUIbIA ol 5 N Z o SilblA hogl s z

>1 j>1
g T
S |h00|w,8’+z< 8 r_) |hlo|w6/r +Z
>1 i>1
< Plly e

Noting that, for [,7 > 0,

(h(eiba(@?)& 6_iba(§")n))l,j~ (W) = hyj(w)eP=Det),

we see that h (e®*EN¢, e=PEmp) € Ags . (O).

(z

ﬁ|ﬁ

) |h03|w,8’rj

i

Lemma 6.11. Let 0 <7’ <r' <r < }L and 0 < 28" < B' < B. If B is small enough such
that (95) is satisfied, then for h € Ag .. (O) with ||hllog . < +00, for fi, f2, g1, g2 with

12

B
(98) HmeO,,B”,T”a HgmHO,,B“,r“ < 1_67 m = 17 27
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we have that, for —1 < b <1,

1R(®*EDE 4 fr, e 1 g1) — h(eENE + fo, 7 En 4 g,)|| 0,57

3r'|lhllos
(7" _ 70//)57/1 maX{Hfl - fQHO,,B",r", Hgl - 92HO,6”,T”} .

Moreover, if fi1, f2, g1, 92 € Agr o (O), then

h(ePEE + fi e Py 4 g1) — h(e™EE + fo, e Py 4 o) € Agn i (O).

Remark 6.12. We deduce Lemma 3.6 from Lemma 6.11 by taking b = 0, with (27) verified
by (95).

We postpone the detailed proof of Lemma 6.11 in Appendix A.

6.2. Properties of the perturbation. Recall that 7 and 7 are given by (61) with
D, q € Ag(O) satistying (62).

Lemma 6.13. For 0 < k < 16s,

1

_ig Lo €
(99) (e2P01) P o 5y » 1€2%P0) P on 5y < 10

)

15, we see that

Proof. By (19), Corollary 6.5 and the assumption ||p|lo s, <

i 101 ~
sup (€ 3%01)(2)] < ) w e 0D, ).

|z—w|<B 10007’7

Hence (99) is true for £ = 0. According to (84) and (86), we have

(165)le1se2 o b 101(165 + 1)165 ¢ o205 o o f
107 10007 10
Indeed, according to (84), we have
e s Ty —16s Ty
- <ln(§+§>‘(165+1) (r—r+)<m<l

Hence, £67 1030 < £T9305 < ro. Then, applying Cauchy’s inequality and recalling that B e
[168T§s, 16641ﬁ], we have, for 1 < k < 16s, w € O(r(", B),

SUP|,_ =4 |(e72%po1)(2)] (16s)letsPez &3
< <

=39 VB ()] < K- .
|(€ pO,l) (w)l —= 16k€% 10r 10

The proof for e%ap()’l is similar. O
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For 0 = 7, o 79, we have

exp {5 (algn-+e73na + e+ ) + alén)) } ¢
+ eXp{ a(én+ e 2ng +e2 £p+pq)}(i(£,77)

+p(e™ 2% + P, e2%€ + q) . ( 2oEme + f(E,n)

®

(&n) =
o exp { ~3 (alén+ e75mg + et + pa) + a(én) ) b

+ exp {~Sa(én+ e g + eiogp + pa) | plE, )
+q(e”3% + p,e3°¢ + )

Hence, we have

o) = (e

1 _ig i | = _ig _ g _
+eXp{§a(§n+e 29Nq + €2 €p+pq)}q+p(e 2N+ p, e +q),

DO =

(a€n+ e 3 + e3gp + pa) — a(ém) } - 1) €

i Cia = dge— —ia

(101) gz(exp ) (a(£n+6 29nq + €2 §p+pQ)—a(§n))} —1)6 n
1 i ige | - _ig R DA
+eXp{—§a(§n+e 2%nq + e? £p+pQ)}p+Q(e 2N+ p, e+ q).

Lemma 6.14. f,g € Az . (O) with

. ; £16

(102) Hf _ lol(en )( 29nq + e2%Ep)eE — e2“q — p(e”2%n, e2f) < =,
2 0grm 80
. a
i i £16

(103) Hg + L5 (e72%nG + e2%E{p)e " — e 2% — q(e™ 2%, e2%¢) < —.
2 0,8, 80

Proof According to Lemma 6.7 and 6.11, we see that ple™2%n + P, e2%¢ + @), qle™2%n +

p,e2% +q) and a(én + e 2%nq + e2%£p + pq) are elements of Az, (0). Then, by Lemma
3.5,

exp {i%a(fn + 67%0‘7]@ + G%O‘fﬁ + ﬁQ)} EAB7T(7) (O)’
exp { ; ( (En+ e 297 + e2%Ep +pq) — a(én)) } €Az, (0).

In view of (100) and (101), combining with Lemma 3.4, we obtain that f,g € Az .7 (O).

e 2y 4+ g(&,n)

)
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For (&,7m) € CT( ' we O™, B), we have
(o0 { 3laten+ e 2oa-+ 36+ )~ alen) | 1) e

= 1“522%,< (En+ e 3G + e3 £p+pQ)—Oé(€77))k

k>1
(104) = i0/(677)( 5O + ex° fp) g
o )
(105) + a(én) g - PG+ gz o 577) (e3°0q + e 2°Ep + pg)’
j>2

; k

(106) +6“622kk,< &+ e nq+e‘§°‘§ﬁ+ﬁ@)—a(€n)> :
k>2

Since ||pllo,s.» ||¢llo,5r < 5, by Corollary 6.5 and (86), we obtain

| I e _ egﬁr(ﬂg 62 €
2 2 3 ST 100 10°
lle ng+ e2“Ep + pC]Ho,ﬁ,r(?) 10 + 100 10

Hence, applying Corollary 6.4 and Lemma 3.4, we have, if s > 2, then

iele¢ aD(En), iy i
5 > j(' )(6 2°nq + €2°£p + pq)’

Jj=2 O’~’7‘(7)
s . 95 . . 63
<r(Medh. g3 1 (i)J N r(MNesh Z YRR £
< T —— .
=l 10 2 et 47105 100
Otherwise, for s = 1, we have

16”{' ; . 7“(7)6%5) 2J+527 5%

g+ e2%¢p + pg)’ < — < —

Z 2°ng PP S5 2 e < 200

Jj=2 0,8,r(M Jj22

Then, the || - || 3,.»—norm of terms in (105) is bounded by

31 9
€16 3r(MesP , e\2 ¢i6
107 (—) <=
(107) 200+ 5 10 160

Applying Lemma 6.7, we obtain

Cia . dge— o __ €
la(€n + e72%ng + e2%6p + pg) — al&nllogrm < g-

Hence the || - ||, 5. —norm of terms (106) is bounded by

-
(108) )35 Z o <

2
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Since [[pllp 5. < IPlosr < 15, by Lemma 6.11, we have

(109) [lp(e™2%n +p,e2°€ +q) — pe” 2%, e2%€) |0 5,7
2 31

T ? T ’ 6767 —_— 2 *

Sl )

Moreover, by (93) in Lemma 6.7, we have

(110)

1 Cia = dge— = da(em -
eXp{Ea(€n+e 20nq + e §p+pQ)}q—e2 Cngll
07677‘(7)

< ||exp i04(571 +eTE0g + e3P + pg) ¢ — 2 el < lee_ 2
- 2 ogam O 310 10 75
Hence, (102) is shown by combining (107) — (110). The proof for (103) is similar. O

Corollary 6.15. || f]

0,8,r(M HQHO,B,W) < i.
Proof. Lemma 6.9 implies that

3

Ip(e™2"n, e2°¢)lo g pn lale™>*m,e2%E)llo 5,0 < 15

Moreover, we have

0 (&) i tag i 10/ (6M) , “ia 0 iae ia 3e2Pr2e
(T)<€ 2°nq + e2%¢p)e*§ , (2 )(e 2°nq + e2¢p)en <=5
0,8,r(M 0,3,r(D
o =
ig _ig_ etsle
lez*qllo gm0 lle” 2D, 5,0 < 10
By Lemma 6.14, the corollary is shown. U

Let C(¢,m) == 3a’(n) (e #°@na(€,n) + e2*@ep(€,m) ). Applying (19), we have

Corollary 6.16. C' € A, (O) and we have

(111) Hfl,o - 65&671,0 - eélall?(),l —e“Ci_1 0.5 SO(ET 0’ [ >2,
(112) Hfo,j — e — e 0 — (En)e*Co i 0.5 8()6:17))3’ j=0,
(113) oo = €30 — e300 + (@) Crana| 80(€7jé7>)l’ 10,
(114) HQO»J‘ — €T30, — €00 + e Co, 0,5,r(D) 8()6:)(17))]’ j=z2
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Recall that 7 o 71 = Id, which means that
exp {% (Oé(é“n +e2°nq + e 2%p + pq) — a(fn)) } 13
+ exp {%a(fn +e2°ng 4+ e 2%p + PQ)} q
( ¢ ) +p(exn +p, e3¢ + q),

exp {—% (a(&? + e29ng + e 2%(p + pq) — a(fn)) } n

+ exp {—%a(én +e2%ng + e 2%Ep + pQ)}p
+q(e2®n + p, e 2°€ + q)

Then, similarly to Lemma 6.14, we have

Lemma 6.17. We have

iOé/ i i i i i g16
(115) ) (g 4 e ogp)e 4+ edog 1 pletom e sog)| <,
2 O,B,TW) 80
31
iOzl i i i i i £16
(116) H —ﬂ(eﬁanq +e 2 %p)n +e 2%+ q(e™n, e 2%E) < ==
2 O,,E,TW) 80
Corollary 6.18. We have, forl,7 > 1
) ) (1) -3
ig _ig rv’eie
(117) [(Em)(e2®qio+ e 2%poi)lloj.m < 0

(118)

Lo L+ —ia —3(-1a [ —
H(fn)(w Q+10 +€ 2 Pos+1) € 2pipgte 2 qu_l”O,B,rm < 40(rM)=1°

_ig iia)a i, 1 Da 6
(119) H(gn)(e 2%Do.j+1 +62(J+1) qj+170)+e2 qo,j—1 +€2(J 1) pj_1,0”0737T(7> < W

Proof. Due to cancellation of terms, we have that

id'(&n) , i, g ig i, _ig
n(#(fﬂ ng + e 2%p)E +e2%q + p(e2n, e 2 5))

2
= e2%ng + e 2%Ep +np(ei®n, e 2%€) + Eq(e2n, e727).
Hence, by (115) and (116),

The corresponding coefficients under the decomposition (16) satisfy (117) — (119). O

iO/ i i i i i
+¢ (_ﬂ(fﬂ“nq +e 2%p)n +e 2% + q(e2n, €2a5))

31 31
(1) €1 r(Meis

I e
0,3,r(M 80 40

e2%ng + e 2%p + np(e2n, e 2%E) + Eqe2n, e 2€) H
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Corollary 6.19. We have

61

ig _ig €32
(120) le2%qro+e 2%porllo g m < FNGE
61
ig_ i, £ 32
(121) ||€2 Q1,0 + e2 pO,l — f1,0||(’),ﬁ~,7“(7) < W,
61
i _ig £32
(122) le™2%Po1 + e 2%q10 — g10llo 5,0 EGE
Proof. Note that (117) actually means that
i ig r(Dets
I{e2ng + e™2%p)oollogrm < —5
Hence we obtain (120), since in (115), the coefficients of the term £'n° satisfies

31
c16

< —F.
0,50 0r (7

] / . . . .
@(eéaﬁq +e72%p)oo + €20+ e 2%g

In (102), the coefficients of the term & satisfies

i’ (€n) e
2 050 80rD’

then we have (121). The proof for (122) is similar by applying (103). O

w
—

=]

o, - tae- i Lo~ Lo
(e72nq + e2%EP)ooe™™ — e2%qro — e2“po1

fio—

6.3. The skew terms. In the KAM-like (or Newton) scheme stated in Section 4, we also

consider the skew term e%anq + e_%o‘fp of 71, and the skew term e 'nf + €%€g of 0. By
Lemma 3.4 and 6.14, we see that both skew terms belong to Aj . (O).

Lemma 6.20. We have

31

—ia ia ia _ig €16
(123) e nf +e“Cqllojm <2[le2*ng + e 2%pllos, + 10
Proof. According to (102) and (103), e™'*nf + ¢“£g can be approximated by
—ia i N Toaes=\ ia la- —la 1o
e n<7<6 2%nq +e2 Sp)e §+e2"q+ple2"n,e? 5))

B[

i iOé, .
+e 5(—7 (e ng+e
= eI+ e+ e 20 (e’%“n) ple™ 3%, e2°€) + e3° (656“5) g(e 3%, e3°¢),

31

“5‘) e 4+ e 3 + g(e72%, eé“f))

up to an error smaller than 64—18 In view of (19) and (25), we have

le2°ng + e2°¢pllp 5. = lle2*ng + e 2%¢pllo 5. < lle2ng + e 2%¢pl|o g1,
By (19) and Lemma 6.9, we have

le™2% (e 2% n)p(e2n, e2%¢) + e2%(e2E)q(e” 2N, €28l s < lle2*ng + e 2¢pllo,s.r-
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31

Then (123) is shown by combining the error smaller than % i

7. TRANSFORMATIONS ON CROWNS

Fixse N, 0<r, <r< %1, 0 < e,B < r? as in Section 6. In this section, we introduce
two types of transformations on the “crown” C7, 5, which will be used in the KAM-like
scheme.

7.1. Product-preserving scaling transformation. Consider the map

260 4 A(En))n + p(&.m) /
124) T 5777 = ( (ei _ ’ )7 (5777 GCL "y
| G = (ebren 4 agen) e +aten ) €€
with 0 < 8’ < B and 0 < 7' < (12 — B)2, where A = A(n) € A, (O) with ||Allos, < &,
p.q € Az, (0), 0 = 0(¢n) € AF,(O), with f(w) €] — 5,47 + 5[ for w € O(r, ) and
10]l0,5, < 47 + 1. Furthermore, we assume |0®) — s!|o. 5 < % and

%, 1<k<s—1ands>2,

1
’”27, s+1<k<16s.

16® o5 <

6 satisfies all the hypothesis of « in Section 6 (see (55) — (58) in Section 4). Hence all the
lemmas and corollaries in Subsection 6.1 are applicable on 6. In particular, by Remark 6.6,
we have

. 101
(125) €% |0 500 < o Y B1<bh<pBd.

For (¢,n) € CZ;:B/, we o, p), let

=

(126) O(&n) = (3" + A(gn)) (e 27 + Afgn)) )"
be the fourth root, and let us set

(127) p:(&m) = (B(EnE 07 (Enn) -

It is easy to show that poyp = pop.

Lemma 7.1. For k = £1, £2, ©" € A}, ,(O) satisfies that

3|kl
(128) 10" —1]lop . < THAHO,B’,T“

Proof. Since A € Ag,(O) with ||Allos, < 15, by (125), we have that ex? A+ e 2?A+AA €
A% (O) with

ig ¢ i - 101 21
lez’A+e 2’ A+ Ado g < EHAHO,@T + A5, < 1—OHAHO,5,7~-
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For k = £1, £+2, we have
k| ez A+ e 20 A+ Adl|o.p

(14 e2?A+ e A+ AA)T —1|jog <

FSE

Z i = i — 1-
(1 - H€§9A + 675014 -+ AAHO,B’,W)

3
k| 21 21 w2
< B 2 Allos, - (1= Z)All0ss
< 3 Gllos, - (1 - Tl4llos
3|k|
< 2l Alos..

By the expression of © in (126), we obtain that ©F € Af, ,(O) and (128) is satisfied. [

Proposition 7.2. If ||Al|p s, satisfies that

A(r — 1)

—

then @, as defined by (127), satisfies ||¢—1d| o3 < 2| Allo,s, and, for everyw € O, ),
we have ©(Cl 5) C Cl, 5. Furthermore, there are 0, € A%, ,(0), pi, ¢+ € Ag(O) such

(129) [Allosr <

that i

(9t oTop)(En) = ( Z{f:gg f ;(1777)7) ) :
(130) 0:(6n) —0(n) = —i(e 2V AEn) — ex"V A(g)),
(131) oo < (143 1llos ) Iplloss + 11415,
(12 leclomse < (14314100, ) ldloas + 1415,

Moreover, we have

le 2% ¢py + €_§0+77Q+||O,B’m’
(133) < e 2%p+ e2®ngllosr + |Allosr(Iplloss + lalloss) + 1Al 5.

Remark 7.3. At each KAM step, we always work with the involutions of the form (61)
with p,q € Ag,(O) satisfying (62). After conjugacy by the KAM transformation, the new
involution, denoted by T, (resp. T = po 710 p), has the form

) _ (A& +p(E;n)
(&n) = ( AHENE+ G(E, ) ) ’

with new perturbations p and ¢ of much smaller size than p, q. Nevertheless, the new
principal part usually does not satisfy |AN(w)| = 1 (but close to 1). Hence, an additional
transformation ¢ (as in (127), see also (71)) is needed in order to preserve the same form
as 1y in (61). This is similar to the role of Theorem 3.4 in [MWS83] for the formal hyperbolic
non-exceptional manifold case.

Before the proof of Proposition 7.2, we show the following lemma similar to Lemma 6.9.
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Lemma 7.4. For 0 < v < r and h € Az, (O) with ||hllosg, < +oo, if [|Allos, is
sufficiently small such that (129) is satisfied, then we have h(©&,07'n) € Ag ,.(O) with

(134) 1h(©8, 0~ n)llos < llhllos-

’ 3 ! —(r—r'
Proof. According to (129), we have (1+ 2[Al,5) % =1+ M < 1. Therefore,
with the help of (128), we obtain for w € O(r', 3') :

Hh(657®71n)“w76/’7«/ < |h’00|w5' +Z|h10|wﬁ’|@’w5/7ﬂ+Z‘h0]|w5’|@ wﬁ’,r

>1 j>1
3 VN z
< thonkis + 30 (14 51 ) () ol + oo
< |Allwpr-
Since for 1,7 > 0 with [j = 0 and w € O(r, #'), (M(O&,07'9)), ; (w) = hy j(w) - O (w), we
see that h(©&,071n) € Ag . (O). O

Proof of Proposition 7.2. With ¢ defined in (127), we have
taren [ OEEE A ) (o, emoeo )
O%(&n)(e2"C + A(én)) '€ O(£n)q(©¢,0"n)
In view of (134), we obtain
[p(0&,07 )|y 5.0 < IPllogr  [|a(©E 07 )|y 4,0 < llallos
Combining with (128) together with B := 1+ 3||A|lo s, we have
|07'p(0¢, 07 ) || 4, < Blpllosr 04007 )|, 5., < Bllallosr-

By a direct computation, we have, for (§,7n) € CLI,B” we o g,

ez + A(¢n)
Y 4 Agn))z (em20En
Y 4 Agn))2 (e + A
= DL 3D Agy)E (14 e3¢ A<sn>> ,
O(En)(ex” ) + A(en) ! = e 3N (14 e W A(gy)) 2 (1 + €2 A(en))2.

According to (125) and (129), we see that e 296" A(&n) and e2¢m A(¢n) are small enough.
Then, by the expansion of power series, we have

“2(en)(e2?€D 1 A(en)) =

L
€2
L
€2

/\ A
w\»—t

N—
\/
to\»—‘

1

In (1 + 57D A(En) 3 (1 + 27D A(gm) )
= 1 (14§ (At - ) A(en) + Plen)

* (e 40 AGen) — 10 A(en)) + Plen),
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where P, P are sums of powers of (e” 29A e3? A) of order greater than 2, satisfying that
- 1 )
IPllog .+ IPllos. < _HAHO,B',r'-

Now we define 0 (£n) := 0(&n) —i(e~20€M A(gn) — e2?@m A(¢n)) as in (130), which belongs
to A% .(O). Then we rewrite (1+ e~ 3 A)%(l + ez‘gA) 3 as

(14 3°4)2(1+ 20 A) 72 = 20+ ~0eP,
Since (125) implies that
le#’ A= e Ao <2l 2 Ao < ==

we have

(135]|©72 - (¢34 4) — 3

076/’7./ O,B/,T/
_ ’e%"’ei("’“")ep o0+
Oﬁ/ !
< Je2lloprlez®Pop ||€ — 1o,
101 101 )
< w1+ ||A||wr) E VI
< |All5p,-
Similarly, we have
(136) “@2.(6%9+A) . o < IAlG 5,

Then we obtain (131) and (132) by letting

( p+(&:m) ) _ @7 (e Ay ety ( CRRICINCR) )
q(&m) )\ (©2-(e2f + A)L — emaf )¢ ©-¢(0¢,07'n)
Since [|Allogr < 75, we see that (e2? + A)F € Ay, (O). According to Lemma 3.4,

Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.4, we have that p,, ¢4 € Ag ,(O).
It remains to prove (133). With the above p; and ¢, we have that

e % Ep, + 65‘“77%

(137) — e af+. (€n) ( (62 +A) — ez(’*)
(138) e () (07 (¢34 A)7 - emif)
(139) +e 726071 p(0¢, 07 ) + 2 0 ¢(0¢,071).

Since (130) implies [|64 — 0]lo,57,» < 2| Allo,,, SO that

e+ — el pr < §\beAHo,ﬁ,m -1<b <1,
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which implies that ||+ o 5, < 2, we see that, in view of (135) and (136), the sum of
terms in (137) and (138) is smaller than ||A|?, 5. Let us focus on (139), which equals to

e 2071 p(B¢,07"n) + 2% - O - (6,07 )
= 2" (B)p(O¢, 07 ') + €2’ - (07'n)q(O¢, 07 ')
+ (2707 = e72°0)¢p(0¢,07 1) + (€240 — €207 ng(0¢, 07 'n)

Since Lemma 7.1 implies that |07 g < 14 3||Allosr < 15 and

_ _ 3
10 =0 Yopw <O —1ogw+ 107" = 1oz < §HAHO,B,7~>
we obtain that

le7z 07 —eOllog,r < [(e72% =)0 o +[le72(O7 = O)llop
19 7 101 3
— . —||A s+ —=||A » < 4||A .
16 4|| lo.s.r + 100 2|| llo,s, [Allo.s,
Similarly, we have ‘ '
le2*+0 — €207 |0 g0 < 4| Allosr-

On the other hand, by Lemma 7.4, we see that
le™2" - (©€)p(0¢, 07 1) + e2* - (07'n)a(0¢, 0~ )05 < lle™2°Cp + e2ngl|o .-

Hence (139) is bounded by ||e_%9§p+e§9nq||oﬁl,r/+||A||O757T(||p||o75,r+||q||@757r). Combining
with the errors in (137) and (138), (133) is shown. O

7.2. Approximated cohomological equations — Proof of Theorem 4.7. For 0 <
ry<r< %, let £ > 0 be sufficiently small such that (84) is satisfied, let 3, By, 5 be defined

as in (59), and let 7™, m = 0,1,---,8, be defined as in (60). Consider the holomorphic
involution

Sa(én)
(&) = ( ;Lﬁgff@% ) . (&m) eC, weO(r )

given as in Section 6 (same with that in Theorem 4.7), with ||p[lo,s, [|7llo,s, < 15-
The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.7. The core of proof is
the resolution of the approximated cohomological equations (see Lemma 7.5).

At first, we see that the definition of Oy in (63) implies that
J

(140) |eineen 1| > 3 YO<Pl<K+1, V({n)€C,p weOs
Indeed, recalling that 3 = 165, and & > 80e s , by (84), we have
1
|Ine| |Ine £ 240052
141 K+1l=—FF7— = ——t1< .
(141) WG/l @+ ) 2

Hence, by Lemma 6.3, for 0 < |n| < K + 1, we have

1 1 6
Infla(§n) — a(w)],; < (K +1)- 183, < 18(K + 1)etss < 20605 < 1
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In view of Remark 6.6, we have

Y

ina ina(w An|B) in(a —a(w 101 |n|k|04(€77> o Oé((JJ) (]ZB
|eina&m _ ginal )lw,B < eslnlB|gin(alEm—a@) _ 1,5 < mz o

k>1

20
2
and hence, combining with (63), (140) is obtained.

Define px and gk € Ag,(O) as
(142) ( Pk ) o ( poo(én) + 21§l§1{p10( )5 + Z1<]<Kp0,y(§77)77j )
ax ) q,0(§m) + Z1§l§K q0(€ )f + Zl<]<K QOJ(&])WJ '

Since ||pllosr, dllopr < 15> We have
|Ing|

(7) RG) | 2
e [r () /r) €
1) = pelogn o= o < 55 (5 )1 = 5
Lemma 7.5. There is U = ( Z ) € (Aﬂgw)((’)(s))Q, with Uy o = 091 = 0 satisfying
R
(144) ||7~AL||05,B,7~<7>7||77||05,B,r<7) < 20
61
. A €32 1y ia _ig
(145) Ini+ &ollo, gpm < 75 + 3K + 107 lez%ng + e2¢pllo,s,r
such that
61
L DN ez 6(K+1), i, _ig
(146) [[ez*0—a(e2"n, e 2"¢) +pr —poinllo, 5.0 < %Jr%’ ng+e 2%6pllo.s.r
61
_,aA ig, _ig e 6(K +1 i, _ig
(147) [le72%a—1v(e2%n, e 29E) +qr —q1,0€l o, jrn < %‘F%HW ng+e 2%pllos.r
(148) He’%af (65% — ﬂ(e%“n, e’%aﬁ) +pr — po,m)
| | | | 8
+e2% (e 290 — v(e2n, e 2%) + qi — qLof)‘ 03 5D < 50"

Remark 7.6. As mentioned in Section 2.1, the aim of the KAM-like process is to eliminate
the main part of the perturbation and get a much smaller new perturbation.

~

In view of (143), we would like to construct U= < g ) so that the change of variables

Id + U eliminates pr and qx. This amounts to solve the cohomological equations (arising
as the “linearized equation” of the conjugacy equation),

€30 — (e2*n, e72%E) + pic — poan = 0,

e — (2%, €7 2%€) + g — o€ = 0,
with po1n and q 0 added to the new principal part. Based on the fact that 7 and 7 are
involutions and T, o 75 1s reversible w.r.t. p, we solve the above equations approximately,
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with the errors estimated as in (146) and (147). Then, with the transformation Id +U, the
main parts of perturbations of T, To and T o 7o are all eliminated approximately.

Proof. Let us define 4, v by giving the coefficients: @9 = 091 = 0,

(149) o(en) = - fro(€n) — elraen flo(ﬁﬁ)j 2<I<K

—_

2 eila(én) _ eia(én)
(150) fog(&m) = % fo’j(gngua(;i()j 13101(671]; (f'f])7 0<j<K,
(151) bo(&n) = % : gl’o(52[;;;(l__2iizgi’°(&7), 0<I<K,
12 nolen) = 5 g(“'(glﬁafgnﬂiﬁi@? i o<k,

with other coefficients being 0. Here, f, g are defined by (100) and (101). In view of (149)
— (152), we see that if 4, ; # 0, then

= L fig(gn) — e CIHDED S i(em)
ul,j(é-n) = 5 ) e—il—ja(€n) _ g—ia(€n) Ulu‘(@?)y

and if 9;; # 0, then

= 1 gi(&n) — e Ui heleng, | (&n) _
Og(&n) =5 - e—i(l—j)a(€n) _ gla(en) 03(En).

Hence, according to the definition of Oy in (63) and Lemma 6.14, 4,0 € A%W) (Os).
With the coefficients in (149) — (152), we have, for [ =0, [,7 < K and (l,j) # (0, 1),

(153) €30y — e3UDag,, = _ gy — eI, et g, — eli-ttlaf
Ly — gyl 2 eill=ja _ p—ia 5 P ,

and for [ =0, 1,5 < K, (I,7) # (1, ()),

3% fy s — ellmitbag B e2(—De gjy — eit=bag,,
2 ei(lfj)a — elo 2 eii—Da _ =i~

(154) e 2%y, — 20D, =
According to Corollary 6.16, we have
1 _ig, _ g _
C = Sa/(en) (e #ng + 3°ep) € Ag ) (05).

Replacing the coefficients of f and ¢ in (153) and (154) and according to (111) — (114), let
us show that, for [j = 0 with [, j < K,

iga i 5 lels ‘

(155) €425 = e300 4+ p15 = Busllo, 50 < ooy (09) # (O,
i i 5 lets

(156)  lle™#ug = e300+ = dusllo, ar < oo () # (LO)
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Here, p,§ € Az, (Os) with p; and g, ; defined by

. i = i : i
—e 2%Cly10 + €"e3Criio + €2 Copn — e 2 e Coup

157 Do = . : .
( ) Do (677) 2(61la _ e*la)
1 i
+3 <pz,0 + €_§(l_l)aCI0,z> , 0<I<K,

i e oA Y Lio —ia /A
—e 2%y i1 + e 7%2%Cy 1 + e 270519 — ex!e 0 o

158 De) - = — i
( ) Po,j 2(6—1304 _ e—la)
1 » |
+ 5 <p07j —+ €§(J+1)aqj’0> 7 9 S ] S K,
(159) Go == eéaCFLO _ eilaeiéaélflao - eélaCO,lfl + 67%1&61&60,171
Lo 2(cile — ¢in)
1 i
—+ 5 <QZ,0 —+ e_E(l-‘rl)apO,l) 7 2 S l S K7
(160)  Go; = (&n)- e2°Cojp1 — e e 2°Ch 41 — e 290l + 7% Ciap

z(e—ija _ eia)

1 i
+ 3 (QO,j + 65(]71)041%,0) , 0<7 <K,

and all other coefficients of p and ¢ are defined as 0. Indeed, by (153), we have

4

= Z(Mk +Nk),

k=1

Ll ~

i i(l-1)a = —i —i(l-Da
e%"‘f} e 2%y = e2” 910 — ell )agl:O ez fO,l — e )afO,l
1,0 — 0,0 = -

2 eila _ efia 2 efila _ eia

where, My := Me'®, My = Mge @ Ny = Niel®, N := Nse ' together with

3i

My = 2(ei+De — 1) (6 2%Pro +e2%qoy — (§n)e C'l+1,o>,
e%o‘

= - _ —ia— o ila o

M= 2(eilia — 1) (gl,o e 2% —e2%qoy + (En)e Cz+1,0>,
6_%(l+2)a i i ,

Mz = - 2(e—i(l+1)a _ 1) <62 qog +¢€ 27 pro+ (5”)6 Co,l+1> ,
6_%(14—2)& L i N

Ny = = 2(e-il+Da — 1) (fo,z —e2%y; —e 2%y 0 — (En)e Co,z+1> )

By Corollary 6.5 and Remark 6.6, we obtain, for 0 <1 < K, w € O™, ),

Ay i(l+%)oz < &
|2 100"

le2°], 5 —3(+Da)

_3i
|€ NeE ‘6 QIZa’w,B

w’ﬂ’
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and, by (140), for 0 < I < K[| (eF0H0e — 1)_1”@5 Gy < 207" Then, by (112), (113), we
have

31
16 0 lets
(7)

T

4
g1
161 5 —5_
( 6 ) ; ||Nk||(95,,3,r(7> = 100 (

On the other hand, we have

€2 i ig
My = 2(eila — ¢-io) (6 2*Pro + 2o — (En)e” Cl+1,0>
1 . i L
T (el — e-ia) (pz,o + ez, — (En)e Cl+1,o),
1 | . e
My = - 2(eile — g—ier) (ellapl,o +ex7Dgy ) — (¢n)et+) Cl+1,0> ;
N Lu-Tag 4 oo Lo
Ms = Sl ey (62 Goa + e pro + (En)e? Co,l+1>,
1
Ms = - 2(eile — ¢—ia) (6 DGy + P + (En)e 2 Gy 1>

Hence, adding the above terms, we have

1 _ _ i L 1Da =
Pro + ZMk = Pt 2ela — ey [(pl,o — Pro) + (62(l Dge, —ex qo,l)i|

—i il a4+ —iu+1
(e7iep g — el@ppg) + (e2HDagy — em2(HDagy )
2(eila _ e—ioc)
e2'*Ch i — e 2™ 9Ch 111 — e72%Clyr 0 + €%e2°Chi
2(eila _ e—icx)

+

+(&n) -

—iu—1
Do € 2 )QQO,Z
2
—e 2%Cy19 4 €1%e29Cly o + e2*Coyyr — e 2% Ch 4
2(eila _ e—ia)

+(&n) -
(162) = Lo

By (161) and (162), we obtain (155) for the case (I,7) = (1,0), { > 0. The proof is similar
for the case (1,7) = (0,4), j > 2. It is also similar for proving (156).
Now we are going to show (146) — (148). Since (155) and (156) imply that

L X Ko lets
|e2%0 — a(e2%n, e72%8) + px — poan — Dllo, srm < — g
Liga i _i K§'ets

le™2%0 — 0(e2%n, e72%€) + qx — 10§ — dllo; 50 < T
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it is sufficient to prove

61

R N €32 ~1y ia _ig
(163) 507 Wlew0 < S+ 00K + D3 ek + 4l
832
(164) He 29D + €3 M4llo; 5rm < = 10

By (19), Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 6.4, we have

ANogr, i _i 3, i i
1€l o5 m < HHT[”HW“U(He 6pllo gam < cllet®ng +e 2 ¢pllosr,

which gives the estimates for the coefficients: for Ij = 0,
3 ia —iq
||Cl7j||(95,5~,r(7) < WHW nqg +e 2%pllos.r-
Then, in view of (115), we have that
le2*q + p(e2°n, e %)l 5o < lle2%q + p(e2n, €7 2%€) = Céllo, m + 1CElloy 5.cr

£16 3r(
<
- 80

le2°ng + e~ 2%Epllo s,

which gives the estimates for the coefficients: for I = 0,

Hez Qj + e3U=D “Diilloszrm: le™2%pr; + eé(j_l)a%',l|‘05,5,r<7>

31

e 3r(7 o
< (% ”62 ng+e 2 pro,Br) ()=,

Recalling the coefficients in (157) — (160), and combining with (140), we obtain

31
R R 101 fere 3D o (g
1Prillos 5,5 Nlauillo,srm < 555 (_80 + === lle™2na + e2€pllo, 5.0 (r™)=+)

101_3_;01, Lo —(I+j
4- 1550t 2 lleT g + e Epll oy .pm (r7) )

31
< (ﬁ +36 le2"ng + 65“£P!’O,ﬁ,r> (r() =),

which implies (163). By Corollary 6.18, we have, for [ > 1,

3

_igy —i(-9)a ig _ i a £16
(165) |le 2 (p—1o+e 2P %0m1)+ (e (qrrote 2ol o, s < 40(r™M)i=17

—



54 LAURENT STOLOVITCH AND ZHIYAN ZHAO

Moreover, we have

g _(577)6_%&0@0 i, e%aC’l’O B

(166) e 2(eil=Da _ gia) +(En)ex® - 2(eil+Da _ gia) 0,
g (57])61(1—1)%%&@[70 i _ei(l—i—l)ae—%aél’() B

(167) e 2% . = + (n)ex - Y@ ey = 0,

_ig (577)65(171)&00,1 ia —eé(lﬂ)aco,l B
(168) e 2(ei=Da — g—ia) + (En)ez - 2(eill+Da — cia) = 0

—i _(577)67%([71)%4&@0 ! i e’%(l“)o‘eiac_’o !
@, B a | ;
(169) e 2 2(eilt-Da — g—ia) + (€n)e? 2(ei(HHDa — ¢ia

= 0.

In view of the definition of coefficients of p and ¢ in (157) — (160), we have, for 1 <1 < K,

6_%aﬁl—1,o + (577)65“%1,0
o—ta . pha
= (p—10+e 2(-2) doi-1) + (&n)

(Gu+1,0 + 6_%(l+2)apo,z+1)

2 2
-3 _6_%aCl o+ 6i(l*1)ae%°‘él 0o+ e%(l—l)ac()l — 6_%@—1)06@*1046_'01
170 —+ 50, , ; | 7 |
(170) (En)e o
(171) + (fﬁ)eéae%acl’o — ei(lﬂ)ae_%aél,o - e%laCO,l + e_%(lﬂ)aeiaéo,l

2(eiltDa — ¢ia)
Combining (165) — (169), we have (170) 4 (171) = 0, so that

31
c16

H€7§O‘]§lil’0 —+ (én)ega(lerl,O”(’)(;,B,r(ﬂ < m, 1< l < K +1.

Similarly, we have

||(€77)€_§aﬁ0,j+1 + 65&@&]'—1”0575,7"(7) < 2(7"(7))j I<j<K+1

Then, according to (141), we obtain (164) by

K+1

le29¢p + eéanqAHos,B,rm < Z e 2%p_10 + (577>eéadl+1,0|05,3,7~(7> (D)
=1
K+1 ' |
£ 2 1Eme 5 o+ 30 alop 5, (7Y
j=1

61
£32

31
< 2(K 4+ 1)eis < —.
(K + et <

In view of (149) and (150), and recalling that || f[|,, 5, < § in Corollary 6.15, we have

. ) 1015_1 . 101 € 60 te
sl 0.0 < 100° + 100 2(r(M)H+i < 5(r(M)i+i°
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Hence, recalling that 6 > 80es0s and (141), we have

K 49
6 €50
’ . . . 71 .
lall o500 < lz; [au0ll oy 5 (F7) + Z; 0,3l oy .00 (r'7) < 2K - 55 e< oy
= J
49
. . N £ 50
We have similarly, [[9]|¢, 5,0 < 55
In nu + &0, (nu + £0)g0 = 0 since Uy 9 = 091 = 0. For other terms, we have
K+1
> i+ €0)1.0€' |0, 5.rr
=1
K+1
= Z | (@10 - €0+ D1-10) 5l||05,5,r<7>
=1
K+1 ~ =
— 1 Z+ fl+1,0 - 61(l+2)afl+170£77 i gi-1,0 — elll= 2)agl 1,0 (7,(7))1
2 — eil+)a _ pla eil-Da _ p-ia 05 5r(D
K"H el ia £ —ia =
_ ! Z fz+1o + e%g_ 10) — i ((Ene fizro0 + e Gi—10) (rm)l
ella —1 05’B7T(7) )
and similarly,
K+1
> @+ €0)o7 | o, 500
j=1
K+1 o ia —ija o F —ia =
_ 1 Z foj—1+ (En)e“goj+1) — e (e fo -1 + (En)e " Goj+1) (rDy
eilja - 1 057377‘(7)

Note that (n)e ™ fii10+ €“gi_10 and e fy i1 + ()€ go j+1 are respectively the coef-
ficients of ¢ and 7/ in e”nf + €l®¢g . Hence, in view of Lemma 6.20, we have

K+1 K+1
Z H i+ £0)10€" ||O§,3r(7) + Z H i+ §0)o,41 Hoéﬁrm
=1

101 Lo i
< 20K+1)5"! (1 + m) le™nf +e“Lgllosr

< o+ 15 (14200 (€2 L g ptagg s e bagy)
100 ) \ 40 €T e = CPloss

61

< E +5(K + 1) |ex%ng + e 3p| o 5,r-

This finishes the proof of Lemma 7.5. O
By Lemma 7.5, we see that ¢ = Id + U is invertible on CL(? and QS(CL(;)) C Cp for
w e Os(rM,3) = 050 — (rD)? + 3, (r™M)2 — B[. Indeed, according to (144), (145) and
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(141), we have

61 49
A A oA €32 14 ia _ig €25
It + &0 + @i, g < 75 +B(K +1)0 Hlezng + ez &pllosr + 155
61 49
£32 101 e £25 49
< ZasKk+DS 2 2 < &%,
6 TOE DT o 5T a0 < €

7

Then, in view of the definition of the set given in (15), we have for any (£,7) € C‘:( B) with
(WS O§<r(7)76~>7

(€ +a(&,m)(n+0(&,m)) — [§n — wl| + [na(€, n) + &0(8, n) + @€, n)o(S, )]

<
< B llni+ &b+ adllo, 50 < B+ew <5,
E+aEml, m+on) < rO e <,
noting that, under the condition (84),

~ 49 1 r—=ry

5313<54$s§§<5—5, £50 < 240052 < 2 — g — (0

Moreover, since 4,0 € A§7T(7)(05), we have, by Lemma 3.1, po ¢ = ¢ o p.

With ¢ = Id + U constructed above, we define 7 := ¢! o 7 0 ¢. For any h = h(&n), we
define the linear operator L by:

(172) [Lh ( g; )] (&,m) = e M ep, (€,m) + "y (€, 7).

Lemma 7.7. For 7, = ¢t o1 0 ¢, we have

At -

D= N[

al&n) 4 po N )
sl 4 po ) le ) € (A2s,.7(05))",
satisfying that

(173)

~ (650‘(577) +p071)n
nem = ( (39 4 py 1) e

em 22K +1), i, iy
<=5 + THW ng + e 2°6pllo g
05725+7f

i ( %a(fﬂ) + , )
L% (7'1(5777) - ( (;a(in) +]€Z,1)nlf

Proof. A direct computation yields that

= ¢ lomog

( e%a(§ﬂ+nﬂ+§ﬁ+ﬁ6)n + esol&ntniteota) g Lpod—dom oo

(174) '

05726+7F

i

e—éa(f’]-ﬁ-nﬁ-ﬁ-éﬁ—i—ﬁ@)g + e salEntnitEitan) g 4 qogp—Hor oo

)—I—Z;{OTloqb,
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with & = ¢~ — Id + U defined as in the proof of Lemma 3.8. Recalling (142), we see that

e3%EM 4 po
ms,n)—(((i ¥ Poali )

6504(5’7) + p071)_1€

0
(175) - i i
(672 4 g1 ) — (2%  py 1)_1) 3
saléngy _ o3 o
ez D uezn,e2£+p Doan
(176) + i ( i ) Lo
e 2N G — ez, e~ 2”5) +qx — q1,0§

(178) +

(177) +<p—pK)+(pO¢—p)
q—qxK qod—q
(eéa(fn-ﬁ-??ﬁ-i-{f)-i—ﬁﬁ) _ 6%&({7}))(77 + f})
(e~ 3alEnnit€o+as) _ o=Jaln)(¢ 4 )

(179) — (Z/A{ oTi0¢0— LA{(e%O‘n, e_%a§)> + Uor o

In what follows, we shall estimate the norms of terms (175) — (179) as well as their image
under La. We emphasize that if a given term T' € (Agg, #(05))? satisfies || T o;.26, # < De®

with ¢ > 1 and some constant D > 0, then ||La (T)||lo; 25, 7 < 505 De® < De*.

e Terms in (175)
In view of (120) in Corollary 6.19, we obtain, for w € Os(7, 28.),

61
i _ig iq _ig £32
(180)  [(e2® +po1)(e7" + qro) = Lwsy = lex%qro + €7=%pon + poadrolus, < g5 -
Since Corollary 6.5 implies that, for any (£,7) € Cu28,, w € Os(7, 284),
ig i, 4
|e2 &n) +po,1(f77)| > ez (577)| - |p0,1|w72,6’+ > %

we see that ((e™2% + G10) — (e2® + po.1) ') (w) is analytic on Os(7, 2434 ), and (180) implies
that

_ig ig 1 5%
(€72 + qr0) = (€2 +p01) " lozsr < 45y
Hence, (175) € (Ass, +(O5))?,
(181) ! 5
i <.
al&n) 4 g, o) — (b 4 pO,l)_l) ¢ 40
O5,264,7

e Terms in (176)
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According to Lemma 7.5, 4, © € A% 5.0 (Os), which implies that
( 3@ — e, e"3°) + prc — poa(En))

e—zeEmyg — v(ez n,e 20‘{) +ax — q10(En)§
By (146) — (148), we obtain

) € (Azg, #(05))*.

. ||< aEnp — (ezon, e 2°€) + px — por(En)n >
e~ 29 G — pexn, e 2%E) + qx — qro(En)E

61

< 4—0 +6(K +1)67 ez ng + e 3%€p|los.r,

05,28+,7

(183) L ( ez — qu(e9n, e 2E) + pic — po1 (€M) ) g3
’ e—éa(&l)ﬁ - @(e% ) € 20&5) + dx — q1 0(57])5 05,284 ,F 20
e Terms in (177)
In view of (143), we have p — pk, ¢ — qx € Az, #(Os), with
_ 2
(184) H(p pK) <<
q — 4k 05,2847
Since 7 = % and > Eﬁ, we have, by Lemma 6.11,
pod—p ) 9
S A 7 05 )
(27077 ) € (unsl0n)
satisfying that
706~ )lgy0p -  r—1)F 20 10 50(7« ) T80
The last inequality follows from (97).
e Terms in (178)
In view of Lemma 7.5, we see that nu + £0 + 40 € Ajyg, 7(Os) and
61 49
N ~ NN _ i, _ig £25
[Nt + &0+ 40| os 08, 7 < —— +5(K +1)0"ez%ng + e 2%pllosr +
16 400
61
(186) < E +5(K +1)6 " le2*ng + e 2*¢pllo .-

By Lemma 6.7, we obtain a(£n+ nt + £0 4 u0) — a(€n) € Agg, #(O;s), and for —1 < b < 1,
eiba(Entnitsot+an) _ piba(én) < A25+ f(Oé), with

61

lac(€n + mit + € + D) — alén)llo, 25, 7 < = + TK + 107 e2ng + ¢ 2%¢pllo g,

@

Heiba(£n+nﬁ+£@+ﬂﬁ) — elbalén) H(% 25, < 5 7(K—|—1) flueganq_i_e—%agp“oﬁyh 1<bh<1.

£32
8



59

Hence, we have

( (eholnsmicsorin) _ ooten) (s 4 )

(e-2@(Entniteotan) _ o—5aEn)(¢ 4 q)

) € (Azg, #(05))%,

satisfying that

RelErniE0ran) _ e=el) (¢ a) ) ||, 5
§52P+,T

(ez@(EntnictEitin) _ za(n))(p 4 p)
(e
61

S LK 4 1)5 Y fe g + e 30 L, e

< _— 2 2 r . — _
g T +1)0 lez%ng + e2¢pllo, 1730
61

€32 - ia —iq
(187) < %4'2([("'1)5 Yezng + e 2%¢pllo s,

In order to obtain the estimate of the image under Lg of this term, we shall follow the

scheme of the proof of Lemma 6.14. Developing e2°0) around &n,

(188) eseCrbmictiti) _ gpa(en _ pzalen §°
k>1

Sy (@l€n + mit+ €0 + ) — alén)*

1 i ~ ~
= e "o (gn) (i + £0)

2
. i () |
+ %eia(&’)a’(gn)a@ 4+ ez Z L(‘@?)(nﬂ + &0 + D)
j>2 ’
3o(€n) i* 04 €O+ D k
+ 2@y ooy (@& + i+ €0+ av) — al€n))”.
k>2
2

Noting that [|ad]|e, 5,0 < 100’ and (186) gives the rough estimates via (144):

50
(189) It + &0 + @dllos 28,7 < S5

8
(190) lad€n + it + &0 + av) — alen)llo, 28,7 < T4

49
iba(En+na+Eo+ad) _ iba(€n) gso
(191) | ebtemt " e s < 5 lsbsl
we have, in view of (188),
: 61
(192) ez (Entna+Eot+an) _ ogalén) _ ieéo‘(sn)a’(fn)(nﬁ + 5@) < 2‘
2 Os,264,F 3

~—

Indeed, according to Corollary 6.4, we have, for w € Os(7, 26,

)

285, 2<k<s, if s> 2

6
& (EN) w25, < 5 |04(k)(f77)|w,25+ < { f1ok+5
5k 9

k>s+1
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As a consequence, (188) implies that, if s > 2, then,

sa(gntnitEo+an) _ jsa(én) _ ie%a(gn)a'(ﬁn)(nﬁ + £0)
2 0572ﬁ+af
101 6 i g
£25 £50
< L. —33
= 200 5 400 100 2673 Z k! ( )
k 49 k 61
101 ok+5 [ 255 N 101 Z 1 £30 _ £33
100 ﬁk 20 100 2k k1 \ 16 3
k>s+ k>2

Otherwise, for s = 1, it is bounded by

k k
101 6 e2 101 Z ok+5 [ o5 . 101 Z 1 £50 g e
Bk 100 £ 2 - k! | 16 3

200 5 200 T 100 20
Similarly,
61
(193) o balentniteotas) _ ,~falen) | L faten) o (€n)(na + €0) < &2
2 05,284 F
5 +>
Noting that Lg ( 2 1 (&) (it +-E0)n = 0, we have
le72° 577)(7716 + £0)¢€
65 Entniat-Eo+a0) _ salé n)) (77 + ,0)
L

o salentni+eota) _ e—%a(f")) (€ + )
2 (5 4 0) — Je €’ (€n)(nit + €0)n

a(Entnu+E0+aud) e*%‘ﬂf’])) (E + lAL) + %eféa(fn)a%gn)(nﬁ + fﬁ)é

[N]})

I
h
[N]1)

i
e 2%

<€§ a(nt+ni+Eo+ad) _

Hence, by (192), (193) and Lemma 6.7, we have

(eé a(Entnitgotas) _ ew(em) (n + ) or o o8 o
< —e%2 + < —.
3 150 5

(194)

w\sz

2

<€_La(fn+nu+6v+uv) o b gm) (€ +a)
0572ﬂ+7f

e Terms in (179)
49

Since ||u||05 83, 71 < 6150 and according to Lemma 3.8, Y = ®~! — Id + U satisfies

: AR, g5 B
U 0;.45, r6 < A
10000 S TG g, S

Then, by Lemma 6.9, we have that
532

49

£50
HZ/{(e2 87)776 aelémg )’|052ﬁ+r5>< 3

sz{(eéa(én)m 675“(5”)5)”@5,4@,“6) < o
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By Lemma 6.11, we have

3r €

~ ~ N ~ € e
Hp<€ +u7n+v>‘|05,8ﬁ+,7'(7)7 HQ(£+U>77 + U)”Og,Sﬁ_;,_,rU) < E + (T _ T(7))/6 ' 200 < §7

which, together with (191), implies that

eQa(énJrnquéHuv) — e%a@”))n + (€ + G, n + D) _ wrMNess & g%
“holermitertin) _~do)e 4 q(e + i+ 0) ), . 15 4 20
Therefore, by Lemma 6.11, we obtain
6r(7) £ gm0 e
(195) om0 —Uler @y, e soe) g 50 5 < T ST S0 < 2

8(rM — /B, 10 20 200

In a similar way, we have,

16070 0 dllogas,s < (e, e 3, 1y
-|-||L~[ orMo ¢ — d(eéa(ﬁn)m 6_%a(§n)§)||w,2,3+f

61 49 61 61

e 6r(0) €50 g3:  gm
196 I .
(196) S IO —mE. 20 8 T 6

With (175) — (179) estimated as above, we have (173) by combining (181), (182), (184
(185), (187), (195), (196), and get (174) by combining (181), (183), (184), (185), (194),
(195), (196). Hence Lemma 7.7 is shown. O

Proof of Theorem 4.7. By Lemma 7.7, we see that 7i = ¢! o 77 0 ¢ can be written as

- ggi o Lpene )+ (60 )

with p, ¢ € Agg, 7(Os) satisfying that

o |2
b1 < (;) 0020 7

Since ||pllo.s., llallo.sr < 15, (197) implies a rough estimate for p and §:

);
)

< 42K +1)5Yer g + e 2o s

O5,2B+,7

™
l\3| ‘-"\2 OJ| w‘g

(198) ‘ <

61 31 31
£32 £32 532

199 p m g 7 20 16"
(199) 1Bllos 2617 ldllos 28,7 < 3 750 <16

As in Subsection 7.1, with the well-defined fourth root

PN

O(En) = (5 + po(Em) (e + i (€m))

we define

(200) @ (&n) = (OEnE 07 (Enn) .
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Since [po.1]w,p, < €, we can apply Proposition 7.2 with r =7, ' =, and get

1% o _ 6%%(@7)774'2745777) )
(90 71 90)(5777) - ( e‘5a+(5”)§+q+(§,n) )

with a; € A3y +(Os) satisfying

a(€n) — a(én) = —i(e”2Ppo,1(€n) — 2o, (En)).
By Lemma 6.13, we obtain (64).
u

With ¢ := ¢ o ¢, which satisfies Y op=po, let U = ( v ) =1 — Id. In view of the

definitions of ¢ = Id 4+ in Lemma 7.5 and ¢ given in (200), we have that

_ " —1
w-ten = &5 )+ (ecen ).
@, by Lemma 7.4, we have

Since ||ﬂ||(95757r(7)’ ||@||(95,/5’,r(7) < 20

49
N _ . _ €50
(201) HU(G&G 177)”05754—7?“4—7 ||U(@f,@ 177)||(95”3+7T+ < %7

Moreover, by Lemma 7.1, we obtain that

- 3 3e
(202) H@ - 1H(95,25+,f7 H@ - 1H(95,2ﬁ+f < 1Hp0,1“0575ﬂ" < 4_07”
49
Combining (201) and (202), we obtain [[ullo;a, ., |V]l0s8m < 5
It remains to prove (65) and (66). By (131), (132) in Proposition 7.2, we obtain that p,,

q+ 6 Aﬁ+,7"+ (05)7 a‘nd

3 -
||p+||(95,,3+ﬂ"+ < <1 + ZalO,IHO,,B,?‘) ||p||05,2,3+f + ||p0,1||?9,25,r7

< (1422 €% +22(K 4 1)67Y|ez%ng + e 2%¢p)| + &2
ez e 2 z
107 3 nq Pllogrm

61
£32 i i
<-?+MM+DFWWW+€W@MWW
61

g3z - Lo —ia
MWMM+<-7+%W+D5%ﬂW+e2@%mw
Moreover, by (133) in Proposition 7.2 and (198), (199), we have

e 2% Epy + e 2% g | 05,8, s

< e 2°6p + e2*ngllo,.26, 7 + Po,illo.s.r (1Bllos28,7 + Ndll0s28,.7) + P01 [|5 5.0
£ N e em N g2 61

< 4 .= < e
2 100 8 10002 °°F
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It remains to show that

(203) w(éan) ECTﬁ for (5 TI) ECwB+7 w € 05(T+7ﬂ+)'
Recalling the definition of the set given in (15), we have

Cwm ‘_{577 ) € C*:lén —wl < By, [€], ’77‘<7”+}

19
-8

Since ||u||0575+,r+’ ||U||0(575+:7“+ < ;: we have that

(€ +u€n)n+ov&n) —wl < Bp+lnu+ v+ uwllus, .,

< BJr—l—a% tem < B,
49
E+ulEn)l, In+o€n)| < rptew <

(203) is shown.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 6.11

. . /2
Let ¢ := max{||fi — follog .+, |lg1 — 92ll0.p7}, which is, by (98), smaller than Bl—ﬁ.

Let w € O(r",5”). In order to estimate its norm, let us first decompose the following
expression:

h(e @V 1 fr, e 0y 4 g)) — h(e**EVE 4 fo, e Ey 4 go)
(204)= Z (ho(€n + e ™ nfi + €*€gy + frgr) — huo(En + e ™ nfa + €**Ega + f295))

1>0
(Mgt o)
(205)  + Z hio(€n+ e " nfi + g + fig1) ((eiba§ + f1)f = (™ + f2)l)
1>1
(206) + Si;nilar expressions involving hy ; instead of A .
e Terms in (204)
Expanding ko around &n + 70 fo 4 €"*Ego + foge in (204), we obtain :

(207) hy 0(577 + €_iba7]f + e"¢gy + figr) — huo(§n+ e b fy + "¢ gy + f292)
Z h O (En+ ey + ¢ Egs + foge)
E>1 :

(e nfi 4+ €"Egi + figr) — (e nfo + €*Ego + f292))k :

Combining Corollary 6.5 together with Remark 6.6 and (98), we obtain, for (£,7) € C" N
and m=1,2:

|§n+6_ibanfm +€iba§gm +fmgm _w| S |€’)” —W| + |@_ibanfm _’_eibaggm +fmgm|
< gt B LB
16~ 256
5' 01 g p
—_ 4 — . — +
200 16 = 256

<p.
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By Cauchy’s inequality, we have, for all ({,n) € C, g~ and k> 1,

(208 L] < s o) (2) < (2) Mok
X 1,0 = ;0 B B 1,0|w,B"

/
lz—gn|=5%

We recall that, for |z| < 1,

z 1 dF 1 _
SOt = g () = (1_2) = (1-2)7.

k>k k>0

Hence, developing hl(f)) around &n, we have, for k > 1,

1 k —iba iba
il th(,o)(577+€ “nfy+ g, +f292)”

w7ﬁ//77./l
)
Z‘hl(o 2 |lebenf, 1 ey, + frgallE
S —F |l an +€1 a592+ 2092 ﬁ”r”
' bl
£ G- b
3 1R
k! ’ |, g . :
= Z - C =2 le T fy + €%Ega + fagalli g
_ | . Ll | N
(k—k)-k K
ﬁ/Q 2 k ﬁ/ k—k
< |hlo|wﬁ'zck</3’) (16 —\p hioles 2 G (5
B>k
9\ il (k+1)
209 = holws [1—= .
@9 = (3) ok (1-2)

Recalling that |w| < 72 — 3", by Lemma 3.3, we have, for —1 < b <1,

[(e™™nfi + € €g1 + frgr) = (e7*nfo + €**Ego + fogo)||, 50 10
S He_iban(fl - f2)”w,ﬁ”,7‘” + Heibag(gl - 92)”w76//77,//
+1[(fr = f2)91 — f2(91 — g2)lw,pr 0

<e¥r" (|| fu = Fallagrn + llgr = gollu o)
+ Hfl - f2||w ,8//7r//||gl‘|w7,3”,r” + ||f2”w,ﬁ”w””gl - 92||"Jw3”’7"”

ﬁ/? 13
210 < —¢< —
(210) 50 o 8° 25"
/ A\ —1
Since % < % and according to (85), we have 1 — £ > o and 1 — 225;65, ( - %) > 5

/ —2 / -1 -t
so that 22 < - %) (1 - 255/ < - %) ) < g—g Combining (209) and (210), together
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with (19), we obtain
‘ hio(En + e ™ nfi + €*Egr + fig1) — hio(En + e nfa + €°Ego + faga) ||w7ﬁ//ﬂ.//

1 k —iba iba
S Z Hth(,o)(fU +e N fy + €"Ego + f292)|w, gm0

k>1

—iba iba —iba iba k
(TP nf+ € Egy + figr) — (€7 fo + €*€ga + faga) ||, o

B 26§ k 6/ —(k+1)
<Pl (525 ) (15

k>1
—1
Wl 288 (1 BN (266 (BN
= [|Allwp 7 - = — - —
A 253’ ) 255" )
27¢ _
(211) <FB'HhHO’B"W’ "

Hence, according to Lemma 3.3, for [ > 0,

| (hio(En+ e ™ nf1 + € g1 + fig1) — hio(En+ e 7™ nfo + €*Ega + foga))
: <€iba§ + fQ)ZHUJ’ﬁ//’T.//

27 ; 2\
bl (35455

255" 16

On the other hand, (95) implies 203 < %. Indeed, since 0 < 7 <7/ < 1 and 0 < 3 < 1,
then 882 < (r' — r”)r” implies

(7,/ _ T”)T” r—

(212) 2" G = 2" 1651 < 881 < 88 < 843 - Ll LEpY

Therefore, according to (86), we have
~ 2 - P 7
7ﬁ/ _ 6357’// = > T/ _ T// _ 2 T// > 7ﬁ/ _ r// _ — _ r/ _ 7.‘// )
16 g 8 8( )

As a consequence, we have

/2 k / /

5 r 8r
d ik eshrt 1 i 57 7 < :
16 ' —esPpr — B T(r—r")

k>0

Thus, under (95), the || - ||o g7 »—norm of (204) is bounded by

276 o 95 B2\ 27 &' g
h 't =l IB " - < e h ! !
255/ H Hoﬁ ) ; r (68 T+ 16 25 7(7"/ _ ’I"”) /3' H H(')ﬁ»

5r' S
4(r" — ') EHh”O’ﬁI’W'

To show (204) € Agr . (O) provided that fi, fa, g1, 92 € Agr v (O), it remains to verify
the analyticity on O(r”, ") for the coefficients (204), ;,{,7 > 0, lj = 0. According to (207),

(213)
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(209) and (210), for I > 0,
hl”,o(@? +e " nfi 4+ g + figr)

ro(&n+ e N fo + €°Egs + fag2) € Agr oy (O),
and, by (23) and (211), for [ > 0, for [, j > 0 with [j = 0
| (hio(&n + e nf1+ g+ fig)

hio(En+e ™ nfy + €*Ego + faga))
Note that, for [ > 0,

204)0=Y 3" ( (€€ + ) >

>0 0<k<!

_ 27 o
o gy 25ﬁ/ plptl+i

: (hio<f77 +e P+ g + fig)

+ZZ< e+ 1))

ro(&n+ e nfo + " Egs + fag2)),_,
S(em)”
lZO k>1 Lk,

: (hi,o(&? +e " nf 4 g + fig)
and for 7 > 1,

(204)0; =5 %" ( (€€ + f,) )

120 0<k<j

hio(En+ e nfy + € Ega + fag2)), , -
0,k

: (hio(fn +e i+ g + fig)

=33 (e ),

o(&n+ e " nfy + gy + fag2))
0,j—k
" (&n)*
lZO k>1 0.5+

' (hi,o(fn +e P f + g + fig1)

Lo(&n+ e fo + €%€gs + faga)),
where, by Lemma 6.5 and by (23), for {,5 > 0 with [j =0

iba ] 243 6/2 l+])
<(€ £+ f2) ) , < (esPr” 16
O(,,-.//7ﬁ/l)

lLj
Then we see that, for w € O(r”, ")

2.2

>0 0<k<!

("¢ +n)), @

- (hio(&n+ e ™ nfy + e Egr + flgl) ro(€n+e "o+ €*€g2 + faga)), ., ( )’
27(1+ 1)s||hl|lo,pr 9

- S r—+ g
— 25ﬁ/7””l r! ’
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(et o)), @t

>0 k

(hio(€n + e nfi + e Egi + fig1) = hyo(€n + e nfa + €"Ega + foge)) (W)‘

>1

2\ !
23 1n B_ n—(+k) (012 Ak 27¢ HhHOﬂ’ﬂ"’
S Z; (68 T + 16) T (/r /6) 25/8/ T/ZT’”k
>0 k=1
275] |l 0, BN = (opr” B2
= T 2] 2 e

which implies the analyticity of (204);o under (95), and it is similar for that of (204)o ;.
Hence, (204) € Agr,» (O).

e Terms in (205)
Note that (19) and (208) imply that, for w € O(r”, 3"), for I > 0,

—iba iba |h'l(]§))|w7,8” —iba iba
[hio(En + e nfi + €**Egi + f1g1)||w,grm < E — le™™nf1 + €™ Egr + frgalld o
k>0 ’
2\" [, 05.,8%  B\" _101||hllos.
214 < |h “"E = 2esbpl 4 T <_i.
(214) < lulas £ (5) (6 "8 +256) ST00 o

In (205), we have, for [ > 1,

l
(€& + f1)' = (€€ + fo) llwgrer < D CRIE™E+ Al nll f2 = FillE g o
k=1

(215)

IN

_ -1
[ (egﬂr” + 8%+ §> G.

5
Furthermore, by (95), we have 5% < ﬁ% < =" Recalling that ¢ < 2= < A659) 4 nd usin
y 32 & 8 8 &)
(212), we have

93 1 ) 2\ 0 A A ran
esPr’ + + 1+28)r r'—r r'—r (r" —r
) s L (2B ) -

216 1
(216) 7! r! v 8r/ 8r’
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Therefore, the || - |0 7 »—norm of (205) is bounded by

S lhno(€n+ e nfy + gy + frg) lwgrar - 126 + f) = (€2 + fo) [l om0

>1
—1 ~ —2
_ 101 20 s S et 4 32 4 ¢ _ 101¢ L0ls . ePr’ 4 B2 4 ¢
= 100, MO = r — 1007 O r
101§ 827“,2 77”’§Hh“(9 B!
217 hllo g - 5
(217) 100 / ey 72(r' — )2 5(r — )2

For [ > 0, we have that (205), equals to

Z Z o 577‘1_6 1ba77f +€1ba€gl +flgl>)l ko <(eiba€+f1)i_ (eiba§+f2)f>k0

[>1 0<k<l!

+ 3D (halEn+ e nfu+€%Eg + fign)),, o (€€ + ) = (o + £2)) (em)*

[>1 k>1

£ 20D (higlen+ e nfi + g+ fign), (%€ + £ = (e f2)) ()"

I>1 k21

and for j > 1, (205),; equals to

DY (hpn+etnfi+ g + f191), <(€ib°‘€ + f) = (e™E + fz)l~>0k

>1 0<k<j

+ Z Z (hl”,o(@? + e f 4 g + flgl))OJJrk <(€ibaf + fl)l~ — (€™ + f2)z>k o (&n)”
>1 k>1 ’

£ 200 (glen+e ™ nfy +egr + i), (€ + 1) = (e + 1)) ()
I>1 k=1 ’

If f1, f2, 01, 92 € Agr o (O), then by (214) — (216) and (19), we see the analyticity of (205), 0,
since for w € O(r”, 8"),

D03 (halen+ e nfi+ Mg+ fign), @) ("6 + A) = (¢ + £)]) (@)

[>1 0<k<l!

101 ||hl|o.gr . 1(e3507 + B2 4 ¢)1
<> -

1 1l— 1"k
=T 0<hel 100 pprmi—k r
. -1
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DX (hglen+ e nfy + €+ i), @) (€76 + £ = @6+ £)) (@)
[>1 k>1 ,
< ZZ 101 ||h||(9 B! l( g +7,//6:],€2 + §) 1 . (7,//2 . /B//)k

100 oripmi+k
i>1 k>1 rr

3 -1
].0]. ||h||Oﬂ’ S Zl 6%57,//+ﬂ/2 +§ ( 72 /8//)

10 r r”l r! 72k ?
l>1 k>1

Z Z (hio(én+ e " nfi + e g + f191))07,€ (w) ((eibaf + fl)l~ — ("¢ + fz)l~> (w) -

I+k,0
i>1 k>1 e

101 ||h||o g7 4 l G%BT”—Fﬁ/Q‘i‘g Z_lg
SZZ || || B5r ( ) . (7”//2 _ 5//)]@

ples 100 T”ZT”k itk

5 -1
101 ||h”(f)’ﬁlﬂ./§ ~ 6%67’” + 5’2 +¢ ( "2 ﬁ”)
:m iyl Z l r! 12k :
>1 E>1
The proof for (205)o; is similar, hence (205) € Agr,» (O).
Combining (213), (217) and similar estimates obtained for expressions (206), we obtain
IR(€E + fr, e 0+ g1) — h(€*E + fo, e+ ga) |0,
14¢” 5r 3r’

1 /
< — h o < —————||h 1t
R (5(7"—7“”) + 2/3/) §|| ||O,,37 (,r,/_,r,/,)/B,gn ||(9,,3,

since (95) implies that g’ <
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