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Abstract. We study analytically the dynamics of a d-dimensional Klein-Gordon lattice with pe-
riodic boundary conditions, for d ≤ 3. We consider initial data supported on one low-frequency
Fourier mode. We show that, in the continuous approximation, the resonant normal form of the
system is given by a small-dispersion nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation. By exploiting a result
about the growth of Sobolev norms for solutions of small-dispersion NLS, we are able to describe an
energy cascade phenomenon for the Klein-Gordon lattice, where part of the energy is transferred to
modes associated to higher frequencies. Such a phenomenon holds within the time-scale for which
we can ensure the validity of the continuous approximation.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we present an analytical study of the dynamics of a d-dimensional (d ≤ 3) Klein-Gordon
lattice with periodic boundary conditions, for initial data where only one low-frequency Fourier mode
is initially excited. We give a rigorous result concerning the transfer of energy to modes associated to
higher frequencies, resulting in an energy cascade phenomenon, according to the terminology used in
[PB05].

The study of the dynamics of Hamiltonian lattices started with the numerical result by Fermi, Pasta
and Ulam (FPU) [FPU95], who investigated the dynamics of a one-dimensional chain of particles with
nearest neighbour interaction. In the original simulations all the energy was initially given to a single
low-frequency Fourier mode, with the aim of measuring the time of relaxation of the system to the ‘ther-
mal equilibrium’ by looking at the evolution of the Fourier spectrum. According to classical statistical
mechanics (more precisely, by the theorem of equipartition of energy), the energy spectrum correspond-
ing to the thermal equilibrium is a plateau. Fermi, Pasta and Ulam expected that the system would
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have reached thermal equilibrium within a short time-scale, However, the outcome of their numerical
experiment was surprising: indeed, they obtained a Fourier spectrum which was far from being flat,
exhibiting a lack of thermalization and a recurrent behaviour of the dynamics.

Both from a physical and a mathematical point of view, the studies on FPU-like systems have a long
history: a survey of the vast literature on the subject (until 2006) is discussed in the monograph [Gal07].
We also mention the numerical study in [BP11] about the time-scale for equipartition for two classes of
FPU models: in this paper the authors showed that in the regime of small specific energy ϵ ≪ 1, the
lattice first reaches a state very far from energy equipartition (the one observed in the FPU paper), and
then it evolves towards equipartition of energy among normal modes on a much longer time-scale.

Unlike the dynamics of one-dimensional Hamiltonian lattices, the dynamics of higher-dimensional
Hamiltonian lattices is far less clear; it is expected that different choices of the geometry of the lattice
and of the specific energy regime could lead to different results. Moreover, when considering nearly
integrable Hamiltonian lattices, the dynamics of “a priori stable” models (namely, when the unperturbed
system is integrable, but does not present hyperbolicity) and “a priori unstable” models (when the
unperturbed system is integrable and presents hyperbolicity) may be drastically different.

Benettin and collaborators [Ben05] [BG08] studied numerically a two-dimensional FPU lattice with
triangular cells and different boundary conditions in order to estimate the equipartition time-scale. They
found out that the equipartition is reached faster than in the one-dimensional case.

Regarding the dynamics of “a priori unstable” models, there are some analytical results concern-
ing Arnold diffusion for lattices of weakly-coupled penduli. In [KLS14] [Hua17] the authors consider
a 1-dimensional lattice of weakly-coupled penduli with periodic boundary conditions, and they prove
by variational methods the existence of orbits which display an energy transfer among modes. More
recently, in [GG23] the authors construct orbits for d-dimensional lattices (d ≥ 1) of weakly-coupled
penduli which display Arnold diffusion. We also mention [BKZ16] [GdlLMS20] about Arnold diffusion
mechanisms for other classes of Hamiltonian systems.

The relation between the dynamics of Hamiltonian lattices and the dynamics of dispersive PDEs has
been first highlighted in [ZK65], by comparing the FPU model and the KdV equation (see also [SW00]
[BP06] [GPR21] [GP22] and references therein, where metastability phenomena for the FPU model are
described by approximating its dynamics with the dynamics of the KdV equation). We also mention
[BCP02], where the authors obtain the NLS equation as a resonant normal form for the FPU model. More
recently, metastability phenomena have been proved for two-dimensional rectangular lattices [GP21], by
approximating their dynamics in some particular specific energy regimes with the dynamics of integrable
dispersive PDEs. Regarding instability phenomena, we mention [GMPR22], which describes the ap-
proach to thermalisation in the FPU model through a system of generalised Burgers equations.

In this paper we study a d-dimensional Klein-Gordon (KG) lattice with (2N + 1)d sites, with poly-
nomial nonlinearity of degree 2ℓ + 2 (ℓ ≥ 1), in the case of periodic boundary conditions, for d ≤ 3.
We show the existence of an energy cascade phenomenon, in which part of the energy initially given to
only one low-frequency mode is transferred to higher-frequency modes. More precisely, if we denote by
µ≪ 1 the wave-number of the Fourier mode initially excited and we consider small-amplitude solutions
for which the specific energy ϵ ∼ µ2α, with α belonging to a suitable interval (α0, α1) ⊂ (0, 1/ℓ), we
obtain that the lattice is approximated by a small-dispersion nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation. We
then exploit a result concerning the growth of Sobolev norms for solutions of the small-dispersion NLS
equation in order to deduce a rigorous energy cascade result for the KG lattice.

Up to the author’s knowledge, this is the first rigorous result concerning instability phenomena for
multidimensional “a priori stable” Hamiltonian lattices by continuous approximation arguments.

To prove our result we adopt the following strategy. The first step consists in the approximation of
the dynamics of the lattice with the dynamics of a continuous system; this step gives also a natural
perturbative order. Next, we perform a normal form canonical transformation and we notice that for
1
2ℓ
< α < 1

ℓ
the effective dynamics is given by a small-dispersion NLS equation. Next, we exploit a

theorem by Kuksin about the growth of Sobolev norms for solutions of the small-dispersion NLS (see
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Sec. 3 of [Kuk97]) in order to construct approximate solutions of the original discrete lattices, and we
estimate the error with repect to a true solution with the corresponding initial datum (see Section 6 of
[GP21] for a similar argument in the analytic setting). This allows us to estimate the specific energies for
the modes of approximate solutions of the original lattice and to prove the energy cascade phenomenon.

The novelties of this work are: a mathematically rigorous proof of an energy cascade phenomenon
for a Hamiltonian lattice through a growth of Sobolev norms the dynamics of a dispersive PDE, see
Theorem 6.1 and its proof in Sec. 6; the normal form Theorem 3.7, which combines the techniques used
in [FG11] and [Fao12] with those used in [Bam05] [Pas19] (we mention that, unlike the results proved in
[BP06] [GP21], the normal form theorem proved in the present paper holds for sequences in ℓ1s-spaces,
see also comment iv. later); we also mention the estimates in Sec. 5 for bounding the error between the
approximate solution and the true solution of the lattice, which need a more careful study than the ones
appearing in [SW00] [BP06] for the one-dimensional case (see also Sec. 6 of [GP21]).

Some comments are in order:
i. as mentioned before, the specific energy ϵ of the system and the wave-number µ ∼ 1

N
of the

Fourier mode initially excited are linked through the relation ϵ ∼ µ2α, with α belonging to a
suitable interval (α0, α1) ⊂ (0, 1/ℓ). In particular, this implies that the main result of the paper
does not hold in the thermodynamic limit regime (namely, for large N and for fixed small ϵ not
depending on N), which is the most relevant regime for statistical mechanics;

ii. the averaging Theorem proved in Sec. 3 of the paper applies also to the endpoint case α = 1/ℓ,
as highlighted by (3.49) and by Corollary 3.14. It would be interesting in this context to use
more recent results proved in [CKS+10] [GHP16] [GG22] about transfer of energy among Fourier
modes for the NLS equation on the torus. However, those results hold for solutions with initial
data supported on a large number of Fourier modes, and this is a first difference with respect
to the initial data considered in the present paper. Moreover, some technical estimates, like the
ones proved in Proposition 5.3, would require a more careful proof in the endpoint case;

iii. in the one-dimensional case the dynamics of the KG lattice with different boundary conditions
has been studied in [BCP09]; since the regime investigated in [BCP09] corresponds to ℓ = 1 and
ϵ ∼ µ2 in the notation of the present paper, it does not overlap with the results presented here;

iv. the mechanism of the energy cascade exhibited in this paper is obtained in four steps. First,
we prove a normal form Theorem 3.7 in ℓ1s-spaces, by which we can approximate the continuous
approximation (3.35) of the Klein-Gordon lattice (2.3) with a small-dispersion NLS equation
(3.52). Next, we use a result of growth of Sobolev norms for solutions of small-dispersion NLS,
see Theorem 4.2. Then, we estimate the difference between the Fourier modes of the small-
dispersion NLS and the normal modes of the lattice, see Proposition 5.3. Finally, we prove an
energy transfer phenomenon in ℓ2m-spaces, with m > s. We mention that the approach of using
a normal form result in ℓ1-spaces in order to show growth in ℓ2m-spaces has been used in recent
results about growth of Sobolev norms and instability phenomena for Hamiltonian PDEs where
dispersion and nonlinearity are of the same order of magnitude, see [CF12] [Han14] [GHP16];

v. the result presented in this paper is a first example in which an instability phenomenon for a mul-
tidimensional Hamiltonian lattice is described by exploiting an instability result for a nonlinear
Hamiltonian PDE. Apart from the results by Kuksin on nonlinear PDEs with small dispersion
[Kuk95] [Kuk96] [Kuk97], it would be interesting to apply to multidimensional Hamiltonian lat-
tices more recent results regarding instability phenomena for nonlinear Hamiltonian PDEs, like
the ones proved in [GG10] [GG12] [HPTV15] [GLPR18] [GGMP21] [BGGH24].

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we introduce the mathematical setting of the model
and we give an informal statement of the main result. In Section 3.1 we describe the functional setting for
stating in Section 3.2 an abstract Averaging Theorem; we prove this theorem in Section 3.3. In Section
3.4 we apply the averaging Theorem to the KG lattice, deriving the NLS with small dispersion. In Sec-
tion 4 we review a result about the dynamics of the NLS with small dispersion. In Section 5 we use the
normal form equations in order to construct approximate solutions, and we estimate the difference with
respect to the true solutions with corresponding initial data. In Section 6 we state and we prove the main
result of the paper. In Appendix A we prove Lemma 3.11, while in Appendix B we prove Proposition 5.2.
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Relevant notation. For the sake of clarity we provide a short explanation of some of the symbols we
use in the paper. We denote by N the half length of the side fo the lattice, and by Nd := (2N + 1)d

the total number of sites in the lattice. With Zd
N we denote (Z/(2N + 1))d = {(j1, . . . , jd) ∈ Zd : |ji| ≤

N,∀i = 1, . . . , d}. We will denote by k = (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd the index of the wave-vector.

2. Setting and informal statement of the Main Result

We consider a periodic d-dimensional lattice (d = 1, 2, 3), called KG lattice, which combines the
nearest-neighbour potential with an on-site one. We write

Zd
N := {(j1, . . . , jd) : j1, . . . , jd ∈ Z, |ji| ≤ N ∀i = 1, . . . , d};(2.1)

we also write (e
(d)
j )j=1,...,d for the vectors of the canonical basis of Zd. We denote by

Nd := (2N + 1)d(2.2)

the total numbers of sites in the lattice Zd
N .

The Hamiltonian describing the scalar KG lattice is given by

HKG(Q,P ) =
∑
j∈Zd

N

P 2
j

2
+

1

2

∑
j∈Zd

N

Qj (−∆1Q)j +
∑
j∈Zd

N

U(Qj),(2.3)

(∆1f)j :=

d∑
k=1

(f
j+e

(d)
k

− 2fj + f
j−e

(d)
k

),(2.4)

U(x) =
x2

2
+ β

x2ℓ+2

2ℓ+ 2
, β > 0, ℓ ≥ 1,(2.5)

The associated equations of motion are

Q̈j = (∆1Q)j −Qj − βQ2ℓ+1
j , j ∈ Zd

N .(2.6)

If we take ℓ = 1, we obtain a generalization of the one-dimensional ϕ4 model.

We also introduce the Fourier coefficients of Q via the following standard relation,

(2.7) Qj(t) :=
1√
Nd

∑
k∈Zd

N

Q̂k(t) e
2πi j·k

Nd , j ∈ Zd
N ,

and similarly for Pj . We denote by

Ek :=
|P̂k|2 + ω2

k|Q̂k|2

2
,(2.8)

ω2
k := 1 + 4

d∑
j=1

sin2

(
kj π

2N + 1

)
,(2.9)

the energy and the square of the frequency of the mode at site k = (k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Zd
N .

We will restrict to solutions of (2.3) which have a discrete odd-symmetry, namely to solutions Q =
(Qj)j∈Zd

N
such that

Qj1,...,jd = −Qj1,...,−ji,...,jd , ∀i = 1, . . . , d, ∀j = (j1, . . . , jd) ∈ ZN
d ,

and similarly for P .
As is customary in lattices with a large number of degrees of freedom, especially in relation with

statistical mechanics, we introduce the specific wave vector κ as

(2.10) κ := κ(k) =

(
k1

N + 1
2

, . . . ,
kd

N + 1
2

)
,
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and the specific energy of the specific normal mode κ = κ(k) as

Eκ :=
Ek(

N + 1
2

)d .(2.11)

The important role of the energy of normal modes can be understood in the following way (see also
pag. 155 in Chap. 4 of [Gal07] for a more detailed explanation). According to classical equilibrium
statistical mechanics, the statistical properties of an Hamiltonian lattice with Nd sites and Hamiltonian
H (such as the KG lattice (2.3)) at equilibrium at a given total energy E should be described by the
microcanonical measure induced on the energy surface {H = E} by the Lebesgue measure, or equivalently
(if Nd is sufficiently large) by the canonical or Gibbs measure with a temperature T = T (E).

Considering the lattice (2.3) at equilibrium and in the harmonic case β = 0, by the Theorem of
Equipartition of Energy we have that the expected values of the harmonic energies Ek at a given total
energy E do not depend on k and are all equal to the so-called specific energy ϵ of the system, given by

ϵ := E/Nd.

Moreover, the specific energy of the system and the temperature are related by the formula ϵ = kBT ,
where kB is the Boltzmann constant and T the temperature. The result does not change qualitatively
for a slightly anharmonic system (e.g. for |β| ≪ 1 in (2.3)) or for small temperature T (equivalently, due
to the formula before, in the case of small specific energy ϵ≪ 1), because anharmonic corrections to the
energy equipartition do vanish in the limit of vanishing anharmonic nonlinearity (e.g. in the limit β → 0
for (2.3)) or in the limit of vanishing temperature T → 0 (equivalently, in the limit ϵ→ 0).

By the above discussion it is expected that in the regime of small specific energy the normal modes
of the lattice should evolve towards a final state which exhibits equipartition of energy among normal
modes. This phenomenon has been observed numerically in [PCB+19] for the one-dimensional KG lat-
tice (see also the numerical results in the thermodynamic limit regime in [BP11] and [BG08] for the
one-dimensional and two-dimensional FPU lattice, respectively).

In the present paper we study the KG lattice (2.3) in the regime of small specific energy ϵ ∼ 1
N2α ≪ 1,

with 0 < α < 1
ℓ

(see Remark 3.12 below). More precisely, we want to study the behaviour of small
amplitude solutions of (2.3), with initial data in which only one low-frequency Fourier mode is excited.

We introduce the quantity

µ :=
2

2N + 1
,(2.12)

which plays the role of the small parameter in our construction: we will use it in the asymptotic ex-
pansion of the dispersion relation of the continuous approximation of the lattice in order to derive the
approximating PDE in the regime we are considering.

We write κ0 := v0
N+ 1

2

= µ v0, with v0 :=
∑d

j=1 e
(d)
j .

We now present an informal statement of the main result.

Theorem 2.1 (informal statement). Consider (2.3) with β > 0 and ℓ ≥ 1.
Then for all sufficiently large m≫ 1 there exist positive λ0 and λ1 such that for any λ ∈ (λ0, λ1) the

following holds true.
There exist an open interval I ⊂ (0, 1/ℓ) and δ0 > 0 such that for any δ ∈ (δ0, 1) and for any α ∈ I

we have that for all positive µ≪ 1, if the initial datum satisfies

Eκ0(0) = C0 µ
2α, Eκ(0) = 0, ∀κ ̸= κ0,

then there exist C1 > 0, K > 0, a sufficiently large Tm > 0 and c > 0 such that∑
κ∈µ Zd

N
:|κ|≤µδ

|κ|2m Eκ(Tm) ≥ c

8
µ2α−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ
+2m.(2.13)

We defer a rigorous statement of our main result, together with its proof, to Section 6.
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Remark 2.2. First, we observe that the initial datum in Theorem 2.1 satisfies

|κ0|2m Eκ0(0) = C0 |v0|2m µ2α+2m, |κ|2m Eκ(0) = 0, ∀κ ̸= κ0,

for all m ≥ 0, so that (2.13) gives an analytical description of an energy transfer between lower-frequency
and higher-frequency modes for the KG lattice. Such a phenomenon is called energy cascade (see [PB05]),
in analogy with a similar phenomenon arising in weak turbulence theory.

From the proof of the rigorous Theorem 6.1 (see Section 6) one can check that λ1 < λ⋆(m), where
λ⋆(m) admits the following asymptotics (see also Remark 4.3 below):

λ⋆(m) =
1

2ℓ

(
1− B0

2ℓm

)
+O

(
1

m2

)
, B0 = dℓ+ 5, as m→ +∞,

lim
m→∞

1

m

λ⋆(m)

1− 2ℓλ⋆(m)
=

1

B0
.

Remark 2.3. In Theorem 2.2 we chose κ0 = v0
N+ 1

2

for simplicity. With simple modifications (see

Remark 3.7 and Sec. 5 of [BP06]), the result can be generalized to initial data supported on the mode
with specific wave vector κ(v) = v

N+ 1
2

, v ∈ Zd
N \ {0}, and on its higher harmonics, under the assumption

that |κ(v)| ≪ 1 .

As mentioned in comment i. of the introduction, the regimes of specific energy ϵ ∼ µ2α described in
Theorem 2.1 are above the regime for which one can prove the existence of metastability phenomena
(see Theorem 2.7 in [GP21]), and they are also below the so-called thermodynamic limit (since α > 0).

We also observe that since in Eq. (2.13) the quantity κ has an upper bound which depends on µ, and
since the index m is very large, the energy transfer exhibited in (2.13) is weaker compared to the energy
equipartition observed numerically both for the KG lattice [PCB+19] and for the FPU lattice [BP11]
[BG08].

3. Galerkin Averaging

In this Section we prove an abstract averaging theorem, which we will later apply in order to show
that for large N the dynamics of the KG lattice can be approximated by the dynamics of a NLS equation
with small dispersion.

The idea of its proof (following [Bam05], [BP06], [FG11], [Pas19] and [GP21]) is to make a Galerkin
cut-off, namely to approximate the original infinite dimensional system by a finite dimensional one, to
put in normal form the truncated system, and then to choose the dimension of the truncated system
in such a way that the error due to the Galerkin cut-off and the error due to the truncation in the
normalization procedure are of the same order of magnitude. The system one gets is composed of a part
which is in normal form, and of a remainder.

If we neglect the remainder, we obtain a system whose solutions are approximate solutions of the
original system; in Sec. 5 we will show how to control the error with respect to a true solution of the
original system.

This Section is divided into four parts. In the first part we introduce the analytic setting we are
working with. In the second part we state the averaging Theorem 3.7. In the third part we give a
concise proof of the averaging Theorem, deferring the proof of the technical Lemma 3.11 to Appendix A.
In the last part we show an application of the abstract result to study the dynamics of the Klein-Gordon
lattice.

3.1. Functional Setting.

Definition 3.1. Fix a constant s ≥ 0, and let N = Zd or Nd, and j = 1, 2. We will denote by ℓjs the
Banach space of complex sequences v = (vn)n∈N with obvious vector space structure and with norm given
by

∥v∥
ℓ
j
s
:=

(∑
n∈N

|n|js |vn|j
)1/j

, |n|2 := max(1, n2
1 + · · ·+ n2

d), ∀n = (n1, · · · , nd).(3.1)

We will denote by ℓj the space ℓj0.
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We define the set Z := N ×{±1}; for j = (a, σ) ∈ Z, we define |j| := |a| and we denote j̄ := (a,−σ).
We identify (ξ, η) ∈ CN × CN with (ζj)j∈Z ∈ CZ through the formula

j = (a, σ) ∈ Z =⇒

{
ζj = ξa if σ = 1,

ζj = ηa if σ = −1.

Now fix s ≥ 1, and consider the scale of Banach spaces Ws := ℓ1s × ℓ1s ∋ ζ = (ξ, η), endowed with the
symplectic form

Ω1 := −i
∑
a∈N

dξa ∧ dηa,(3.2)

and the norm

∥ζ∥Ws := ∥ξ∥ℓ1s + ∥η∥ℓ1s , ∀ζ = (ξ, η) ∈ Ws.

If we fix s and Us ⊂ Ws open, the Hamiltonian vector field of the Hamiltonian function H ∈ C1(Us,C)
is given by

XH(ζ) := Ω−1
1 ∇ζH(ζ),(3.3)

where

∇ζH(ζ) :=

(
∂H

∂ζj

)
j∈Z

,

and for j = (a, σ) ∈ Z
∂H

∂ζj
:=

{
∂H
∂ξa

if σ = 1,
∂H
∂ηa

if σ = −1.

If we have F,G ∈ C1(Us,C) the Poisson bracket {F,G} is defined by

{F,G} := ∇ζF
T Ω−1

1 ∇ζG = i
∑
a∈N

∂F

∂ξa

∂G

∂ηa
− ∂F

∂ηa

∂G

∂ξa
.

We denote the open ball of radius R and center 0 in ℓ1s by Bs(R); we write Bs(R) := Bs(R)×Bs(R) ⊂ Ws.
Now, we introduce the Fourier projection operators π̂j : ℓ1s → ℓ1s

π̂j((vn)n∈Zd\{0}) :=

{
vn if j − 1 ≤ |n| < j

0 otherwise
, j ≥ 1,(3.4)

the operators πj : Ws → Ws

πj((ζn)n∈Zd\{0}) :=

{
ζn if j − 1 ≤ |n| < j

0 otherwise
, j ≥ 1,(3.5)

and the operators ΠM : Ws → Ws

ΠM ((ζn)n∈Zd\{0}) :=

{
ζn if |n| ≤M

0 otherwise
, M ≥ 0.(3.6)

Last, we define the operator πj := id− πj .

Lemma 3.2. The projection operators defined in (3.5) and (3.6) satisfy the following properties for any
ζ ∈ Ws:

i. for any j ≥ 0

ζ =
∑
j≥0

πjζ;

ii. for any j ≥ 0

∥ΠMζ∥Ws ≤ ∥ζ∥Ws .
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Remark 3.3. Given a Hamiltonian H ∈ Ws, the associated equations of motion are given by{
ξ̇a = i ∂H

∂ηa
(ξ, η), a ∈ N ,

η̇a = −i ∂H
∂ξa

(ξ, η), a ∈ N .

If H is real, then we can introduce the coordinate (qa, pa) given by

ξa =
pa + iqa√

2
, a ∈ N ,

so that the equations of motion take the form{
ṗa = − ∂H

∂qa
(q, p), a ∈ N ,

q̇a = ∂H
∂pa

(q, p), a ∈ N .

We also mention the following result about ℓp spaces (see Proposition III.2 in [Fao12]).

Lemma 3.4. Let m, s ∈ R be such that m > s+ d/2. Then we have

ℓ2m ⊂ ℓ1s ⊂ ℓ2s

ant there exists C = C(s,m) > 0 such that

(3.7) ∥z∥ℓ2s ≤ ∥z∥ℓ1s ≤ C ∥z∥ℓ2m , ∀z ∈ ℓ2m.

We now describe the class of nonlinearities we are going to consider. Let l ≥ 2, we consider j =
(j1, . . . , jl) ∈ Zl, and where ji = (ai, σi), with ai ∈ N and σi ∈ {±1}, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , l}. We define

j := (j1, . . . , jl), ji := (ai,−σi), i = 1, . . . , l.

We also use the notation ζj := ζj1 · · · ζjl , and we define the momentum M(j) of a multi-index j and the
set Il of indices with zero momentum as following,

M(j) :=

l∑
i=1

aiσi,(3.8)

Il := {j = (j1, . . . , jl) ∈ Zl|M(j) = 0}.(3.9)

Definition 3.5. We say that a polynomial P of degree k belongs to the class Pk if P is real, it has a
zero of order at least 2 in ζ = 0, and if P contains only monomials of zero momentum, namely it is of
the form

P (ζ) =

k∑
l=2

∑
j∈Il

ajζj,

where aj = aj, and the coefficients are bounded,

∀ℓ = 2, . . . , k, ∀j = (j1, . . . , jl) ∈ Il, |aj| ≤ C.

As an example, polynomials belonging to the class Pk are the ones corresponding in Fourier variables
to nonlinearities of the form

∫
Td p(ψ(y), ϕ(y))dy, where p ∈ C[X,Y ] is a polynomial of degree k having

a zero of order at least 2 at the origin and such that p(ψ,ψ) ∈ R.

We define the following norm

∥P∥ =

k∑
ℓ=2

sup
j∈Iℓ

|aj|, ∀P ∈ Pk.(3.10)

We mention the following result (see Proposition III.6 of [Fao12]; see also Proposition 2.8 of [FG11]),
which exploits the property of zero momentum.
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Proposition 3.6. Let k ≥ 2 and s ≥ 0, then Pk ⊂ Ws, and for P ∈ Pk we have

|P (ζ)| ≤ ∥P∥ max
n=2,...,k

∥ζ∥nWs , ∀ζ ∈ Ws,(3.11)

∥XP (ζ)∥Ws ≤ 2k(k − 1)s ∥P∥ ∥ζ∥Ws max
n=1,...,k−2

∥ζ∥nWs , ∀ζ ∈ Ws.(3.12)

Moreover, for any ζ1, ζ2 ∈ Ws we have

∥XP (ζ1)−XP (ζ2)∥Ws ≤ 4k(k − 1)s ∥P∥ ∥ζ1 − ζ2∥Ws max
n=1,...,k−2

(∥ζ1∥nWs , ∥ζ2∥nWs).(3.13)

Finally, if P ∈ Pk and Q ∈ Ph, then {P,Q} ∈ Pk+h−2, and

∥{P,Q}∥ ≤ 2kh ∥P∥ ∥Q∥.(3.14)

3.2. An Averaging Theorem. Now we consider a Hamiltonian system of the form

H = h0 + δF,(3.15)

where we assume that
(PER) h0 generates a linear periodic flow Φτ

h0 with period T ,

Φτ+T
h0

= Φτ
h0 ∀τ,

which is analytic as a map from Ws into itself for any s ≥ 1. Furthermore, the flow is an
isometry for any s ≥ 1.

(INV) for any s ≥ 1, Φτ
h0 leaves invariant the space ΠjWs for any j ≥ 0. Furthermore, for any j ≥ 0

πj ◦ Φτ
h0 = Φτ

h0 ◦ πj .

Next, we assume that there exist ν ∈ R and k ∈ N, where

(3.16) −1

2
< ν ≤ 0

and k ≥ 3, such that the vector field of F ∈ Pk admits an asymptotic expansion in δ of the form

F ∼
∑
j≥1

δj−1(F1j + δνF2j),(3.17)

XF ∼
∑
j≥1

δj−1(XF1j + δνXF2j ),(3.18)

where we used the notation (3.3) in (3.18), and that the following property is satisfied
(HVF) There exist R∗ > 0 and a non-increasing sequence of integers (kj)j≥1 with k1 = k such that for

any j ≥ 1
· XF1j ∈ P1 is analytic from Bs+2j(R

∗) to Ws, and XF2j ∈ Pkj−1 is analytic from Bs(R
∗) to

Ws.
Moreover, there exists a non-increasing sequence of integers (jr)r≥1 with jr ≤ k for all r ≥ 1
such that for any r ≥ 1

· XF−
∑r

j=1 δj−1(F1j+δνF2j)
∈ Pk−1 is analytic from Bs+2(r+1)(R

∗) to Ws.

The main result of this Section is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.7. Fix R > 0, s1 ≫ 1. Consider (3.15), and assume (PER), (INV) and (HVF), with ν as
in (3.16). Then ∃ s0 > 0 with the following properties: for any s ≥ s1 there exists δs ≪ 1 such that for
any δ < δs there exists an analytic canonical transformation Tδ : Bs(R) → Bs(R) such that

H1 := H ◦ Tδ = h0 + δZ11 + δ1+νZ21 + δ2(1+ν) R(1),(3.19)

where Z11 ∈ P2 and Z21 ∈ Pk are in normal form, namely

{Zj1, h0} = 0, j = 1, 2,(3.20)

and there exists a positive constant C′
s (that depends on s) such that

sup
Bs+s0

(R)

∥XZj1∥Ws ≤ C′
s, j = 1, 2,
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sup
Bs+s0

(R)

∥XR(1)∥Ws ≤ C′
s,(3.21)

sup
Bs(R)

∥Tδ − id∥Ws ≤ C′
s δ

1+ν .(3.22)

In particular,

Zj1(ζ) = ⟨Fj1⟩ (ζ), j = 1, 2,(3.23)

where ⟨Fj1⟩ (ζ) :=
∫ T

0
Fj1 ◦ Φτ

h0(ζ)
dτ
T

.

Remark 3.8. We observe that the terms Z11 and Z21 appearing in Theorem 3.7 come from the terms
F11 and F21, respectively.

Moreover, we point out that the operator δF − δ(F11 + δ1+νF21) has order O(δ2+ν), whereas the
remainder in (3.19) has order O(δ2(1+ν)), so it is larger (in terms of order of magnitude in δ) for ν < 0;
this loss comes from the normal form procedure performed in the proof of Lemma A.11. The assumption
ν > − 1

2
ensures that the remainder of the normal form procedure is smaller than the terms which are in

normal form with the unperturbed Hamiltonian h0, so that it can be regarded as a lower order correction.
On the other hand, in Sec. 3.4 and Sec. 4 we will exploit the fact that the Hamiltonian in normal

form that we obtain has a very simple structure, and is associated to a semilinear Hamiltonian PDE
whose solutions, under suitable assumptions, exhibit growth of their Sobolev norms.

3.3. Proof of the Averaging Theorem. The proof of Theorem 3.7 is actually an application of the
techniques used in [Pas19] and [BP06]).

First notice that by assumption (INV) the Hamiltonian vector field of h0 generates a continuous flow
Φτ

h0 which leaves ΠMWs invariant.

Now we set H = H1,M +R1,M +R1, where

H1,M := h0 + δ F1,M ,(3.24)

F1,M := (F11 + δν F21) ◦ΠM ,(3.25)

and

R1,M := h0 + δ(F11 + δνF21)− H1,M ,(3.26)

R1 := δ (F− F11 − δνF21) .(3.27)

The system described by the Hamiltonian (3.24) is the one that we will put in normal form.
In the following we will use the notation a ≲ b to mean: there exists a positive constant K independent
of M and R (but eventually on s), such that a ≤ Kb. We exploit the following intermediate results:

Lemma 3.9. For any s ≥ s1 there exists R > 0 such that ∀ σ > 0, M > 0

sup
ζ∈Bs+σ+2(R)

∥XR1,M (ζ)∥Ws ≲
δ1+ν

Mσ
,(3.28)

sup
ζ∈Bs+4(R)

∥XR1(ζ)∥Ws ≲ δ2+ν .(3.29)
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Proof. We recall that R1,M = h0 + δF1 − H1,M = δ(F11 − F11,M ) + δ1+ν(F21 − F21,M ).
We first notice that ∥id−ΠM∥Ws+σ→Ws ≤M−σ: indeed, let f = (f1, f2) ∈ Ws+σ, then∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑
j≥M+1

πjf

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Ws

=
∑
k∈Zd

|k|s
 ∑

j≥M+1

πjf1


k

+

 ∑
j≥M+1

πjf2


k


=
∑
k∈Zd

|k|s
 ∑

j≥M+1

πjf1k +
∑

j≥M+1

πjf2k


f∈Ws

=
∑

j≥M+1

∑
k∈Zd

|k|s(πjf1k + πjf2k)

=
∑

j≥M+1

∑
j−1≤|k|<j

|k|s(f1k + f2k)

≤
∑

j≥M+1

|j − 1|−σ
∑

j−1≤|k|<j

|k|s+σ(f1k + f2k)

≤M−σ∥f∥Ws+σ .

Inequality (3.28) follows from

sup
ζ∈Bs+2+σ(R)

∥XR1,M (ζ)∥Ws

≲ ∥dXδF11+δ1+νF21
∥L∞(Bs+2(R),Ws)∥id−ΠM∥L∞(Bs+2+σ(R),Bs+2(R))

≲ δ1+ν M−σ,

while estimate (3.29) is an immediate consequence of (HVF). □

Lemma 3.10. For any s ≥ s1

sup
ζ∈Bs(R∗)

∥XF1,M (ζ)∥Ws ≤ (K
(F11)
1,s + δνK

(F21)
1,s )M2,

where

K
(F11)
1,s := sup

ζ∈Bs(R∗)
∥XF11(ζ)∥Ws−2 < +∞, K

(F21)
1,s := sup

ζ∈Bs(R∗)
∥XF21(ζ)∥Ws < +∞.

Proof. We have

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
h≤M

πhXF1,M (ζ)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Ws

≤M2 sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF1,M (ζ)∥Ws−2 = (K
(F11)
1,s + δνK

(F21)
1,s )M2,

where the last quantity is finite for R ≤ R∗ by property (HVF). □

To normalize (3.24) we need to prove a reformulation of Theorem 4.4 in [Bam99]. Here we report a
statement of the result adapted to our context which is proved in Appendix A.

Lemma 3.11. Let s ≥ s1 + 2, R > 0, and consider the system (3.24).
Then there exists δ0 = δ0(T, ∥F11∥, ∥F21∥, R, k, ν) > 0 such that if δ ≤ δ0, then there exists an analytic

canonical transformation T (0)
δ,M : Bs(R) → Bs(R) such that

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥T (0)
δ,M (ζ)− ζ∥Ws

≤ 4T k(k − 1)sM2 (δ1+ν∥F21∥ (1 + δM2∥F11∥) + δ∥F11∥
)
R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k−2

∥ζ∥nWs ,(3.30)

and that puts (3.24) in normal form up to a small remainder,

H1,M ◦ T (0)
δ,M = h0 + δZ

(1)
M + δ1+νZ

(2)
M + δ2(1+ν)R(1)

M ,(3.31)
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with Z(j)
M in normal form, namely {h0,M , Z

(j)
M } = 0, for j = 1, 2. Moreover, we have

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥X
Z
(j)
M

(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 2k(k − 1)s ∥Fj1∥M2 R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k−2

∥ζ∥nWs , ∀ζ ∈ Ws, j = 1, 2,(3.32)

and

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)
M

(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 24 T M4 (k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)sR sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs ×

×
{
4 ∥F11∥

[((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sM2 ∥F11∥R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
∥F11∥+ ∥F21∥

]

+ ∥F21∥2
[(

4Tk1(k1 − 1)sM2 ∥F21∥R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]
+ 2 ∥F11∥2

}
+ 2k1(k1 − 1)s (ρ0 + 4T M4 ∥F11∥ ∥F21∥)R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs(3.33)

for ν = 0, and

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)
M

(ζ)∥Ws

≤

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sM2 ∥F21∥R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 8

]
×

× 24(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s TM4 ∥F21∥2R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs(3.34)

for − 1
2
< ν < 0.

Now we conclude with the proof of Theorem 3.7.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. If we define δs := δ0, where δ0 is the quantity appearing in the statement of
Lemma 3.11, and we choose

s0 = σ + 2,

σ ≥ 2,

then the transformation Tδ := T (0)
δ,M defined by Lemma 3.11 satisfies (3.19) because of (3.31).

Next, Eq. (3.20) follows from Lemma 3.11, Eq. (3.21) follows from (3.34), while (3.22) is precisely
(3.30). Finally, (3.23) can be deduced by applying Lemma A.4 to G = Fj1, for j = 1, 2. □

3.4. Application to the KG lattice. We want to study small amplitude solutions of (2.6), with initial
data in which only one low-frequency Fourier mode is excited.

The first step is to introduce an interpolating function Q = Q(t, x) such that
(B1) Q(t, j) = Qj(t), for all j ∈ Zd

N ;
(B2) Q is periodic with period 2N + 1 and odd in the xj-variable, for all j = 1, . . . , d;
(B3) Q fulfills

Q̈ = −Q+∆1Q− βQ2ℓ+1,(3.35)

where ∆1 is the operator defined by

∆1 := 4

d∑
k=1

sinh2

(
∂xk

2

)
.(3.36)

One can check that the operator (3.36) is equivalent to (2.4) by using functional calculus.
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It is easy to verify that (3.35) is Hamiltonian with Hamiltonian function

HKG(Q,P ) =

∫
[− 1

µ
, 1
µ
]d

(
P 2

2
+
Q2

2
− Q ∆1Q

2
+ β

Q2ℓ+2

2ℓ+ 2

)
dx,(3.37)

where P is a periodic function and is canonically conjugated to Q.
Starting from the Hamiltonian (3.37), we look for small amplitude solutions of the form

Q(t, x) = µα q(t, µx), 0 < α ≤ 1

ℓ
,(3.38)

where q : R× [−1, 1]d → R is a space-periodic function and µ is defined in (2.12).

Remark 3.12. The ansatz (3.38) introduces a relation between the number of particles of the lattices
(through the quantity µ) and the specific energy, which we denote by ϵ. Indeed, we have

ϵ ∼ 1

(2N + 1)d

∑
k∈Zd

N

µ2αq2,

which implies

ϵ ∼ µ2α.(3.39)

We introduce the rescaled space variable y = µx, and we define I as

I := [−1, 1]d.(3.40)

Recalling (3.35), the rescaled equation of motion is given by

qtt = −q +∆µq − µ2ℓα β q2ℓ+1,(3.41)

which is a Hamiltonian PDE with associated Hamiltonian given by

K(q, p) =

∫
I

p2

2
+

(
q2

2
− q ∆µq

2

)
+ µ2ℓα β

q2ℓ+2

2ℓ+ 2
dy, ∆µ := 4

d∑
k=1

sinh2

(
µ∂yk
2

)
,(3.42)

where p is the variable canonically conjugated to q.
We now exploit the change of coordinates (q, p) 7→ (ψ, ψ̄) given by

ψ =
1√
2
(q − ip),(3.43)

so that the inverse change of coordinates is given by

q =
1√
2
(ψ + ψ̄), p =

i√
2
(ψ − ψ̄),(3.44)

while the symplectic form is given by −i dψ ∧ dψ̄. With this change of variables the Hamiltonian takes
the form

K(ψ, ψ̄) =

∫
I

ψψ̄ +
(ψ + ψ̄)(−∆µ(ψ + ψ̄))

4
+ µ2ℓα β

(ψ + ψ̄)2ℓ+2

2ℓ+1(2ℓ+ 2)
dy

∼ h(ψ, ψ̄) + µ2F(ψ, ψ̄) + µ4R(ψ, ψ̄),(3.45)

h(ψ, ψ̄) =

∫
I

ψ ψ̄ dy,

F(ψ, ψ̄) =

∫
I

− (ψ + ψ̄) [−∆(ψ + ψ̄)]

4
+ µ2(ℓα−1) β

(ψ + ψ̄)2ℓ+2

2ℓ+1(2ℓ+ 2)
dy.(3.46)

Observe that the remainder is of higher-order with respect to the leading part of the Hamiltonian, since

4 > 2ℓα; α <
2

ℓ
,

which is true due to (3.38).
If we denote by eh(y) := eπi h·y, h ∈ Zd, the Fourier basis on L2(I), by the decomposition

ψ(y) = 2−d/2
∑
h∈Zd

ξheh(y), ψ(y) = 2−d/2
∑
h∈Zd

ηhe−h(y),(3.47)



14 S. PASQUALI(⋆)

we get that

h(ξ, η) =
∑
h∈Zd

ξh ηh,

F(ξ, η) =
∑
h∈Zd

1

4
(ξh + η−h) |h|2(ξ−h + ηh)

+ µ2(ℓα−1) β

2ℓ+1(2ℓ+ 2)

∑
h1,...,h2ℓ+2∈Zd∑

j hj=0

(ξh1 + η−h1) · · · (ξh2ℓ+2 + η−h2ℓ+2).(3.48)

Now we apply the averaging Theorem 3.7 to the Hamiltonian (3.45), with δ = µ2, ν = ℓα− 1, which
in turn corresponds to

(3.49)
1

2ℓ
< α ≤ 1

ℓ
.

Observe that h generates a periodic flow,

−i∂tξh = ξh; ξh(t, y) = eitξ0,h(y), h ∈ Zd,(3.50)

and similarly for η.

Proposition 3.13. Assume that the condition (3.53) holds true. Then the average of F in (3.48) with
respect to the flow of h (3.48) is given by

⟨F⟩ (ξ, η)

=
∑
h∈Zd

1

2
|h|2 ξhηh + µ2(ℓα−1) β

2ℓ+1(2ℓ+ 2)

∑
h1,...,h2ℓ+2∈Zd∑

j(−1)j−1hj=0

ξh1ηh2 · · · ξh2ℓ+1ηh2ℓ+2 .(3.51)

Corollary 3.14. Assume that the condition (3.49) holds true. Then the equations of motion associated
to h(ξ, η) + µ2 ⟨F⟩ (ξ, η) are given by the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS),

−i ∂tξh = ξh − µ2

2
|h|2ξh + µ2ℓα β

2ℓ+2

(
2ℓ+ 2

ℓ+ 1

) ∑
h1,...,h2ℓ+1∈Zd∑

j(−1)j−1hj=h

ξh1ηh2 · · · ηh2ℓξh2ℓ+1 ,(3.52)

for all h ∈ Zd, and similarly for η. Moreover, if

(3.53)
1

2ℓ
< α <

1

ℓ

is satisfied, then Eq. (3.52) is a small-dispersion NLS.

Remark 3.15. By Corollary 3.14 and (3.47) we obtain that the function ψ introduced in (3.43) satisfies

−iψt = ψ − 1

2
µ2 ∆ψ + µ2ℓα β

(
2ℓ+ 2

ℓ+ 1

)
1

2ℓ+2
|ψ|2ℓψ.(3.54)

Observe that if we introduce the second time scale τ = 1
2
µ2ℓαt and we consider φ = e−i 2 τ/µ2ℓα

ψ,
then the rescaled Hamiltonian K2 = 2µ−2ℓα K1 has associated equations of motions equivalent to

−iφτ = −µ2(1−ℓα) ∆φ+ β

(
2ℓ+ 2

ℓ+ 1

)
1

2ℓ+1
|φ|2ℓφ,(3.55)
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which in Fourier reads

−i ∂τξh = −µ2(1−ℓα) |h|2ξh + β 2−(ℓ+1)

(
2ℓ+ 2

ℓ+ 1

) ∑
h1,...,h2ℓ+1∈Zd∑

j(−1)j−1hj=h

ξh1ηh2 · · · ηh2ℓξh2ℓ+1 ,

i ∂τηh = −µ2(1−ℓα) |h|2ηh + β 2−(ℓ+1)

(
2ℓ+ 2

ℓ+ 1

) ∑
h2,...,h2ℓ+2∈Zd∑

j(−1)j−1hj=h

ηh2 · · · ξh2ℓ+1ηh2ℓ+2 ,(3.56)

for all h ∈ Zd.

4. Dynamics of the NLS equation with small dispersion

In this Section we recall some known facts on the dynamics of the defocusing small-dispersion NLS
equation with periodic boundary conditions. The interested reader can find more detailed explanations
and proofs in [Kuk95] [Kuk96] [Kuk97].

Consider the defocusing NLS equation

−iφτ = −ε ∆yφ+ |φ|2ℓφ, φ(0) = φ0, ε > 0, y ∈ Td := (R/(2πZ))d.(4.1)

Eq. (4.1) is a PDE admitting a Hamiltonian structure: indeed, the associated Hamiltonian is given
by

HNLS(φ, φ̄) :=

∫
Td

(
ε

2
|∇φ|2 + 1

2ℓ+ 2
|φ|2ℓ+2

)
dy.(4.2)

We first mention the following result, which states that if the dispersion in (4.1) is sufficiently small,
then there exists a time at which the solution doubles its Sobolev norm (see Theorem 1 of [Kuk97] and
its rescaled version in Sec. 3 of [Kuk97]).

Proposition 4.1. Consider (4.1) for d ∈ {1, 2, 3}, under odd periodic boundary conditions.
Let m ≥ 3, and set ν := 2ℓ+ 1/m. Assume that the initial datum φ0 of (4.1) satisfies

∥φ0∥L2 = ϱ > 0, ∥φ0∥Hm = r > 0.

Then there exists λ⋆ = λ⋆(m) ∈ (0, 1/ν) such that for all λ ∈ (0, λ⋆), if the condition

ϱ ≥ K ελ r1−2ℓλ(4.3)

holds true, then there exist C > 0 independent from m and t1 > 0 satisfying

t1 ≤ K1 r
ν−2ℓ ϱ−ν ≤ K2 ε

−νλ r−2ℓ(1−νλ), K2 = K1K
−ν ,(4.4)

such that ∥φ(t1)∥Hm = 2r, and ∥φ(t1)∥Hm < 2r for 0 ≤ t < t1.

A consequence of Proposition 4.1 is the following result, which describes the dynamics of solutions of
small-dispersion NLS up to a time scale proportional to the inverse of the dispersion, showing that such
solutions display a growth of their Sobolev norm (see Theorem 2 of [Kuk97]).

Theorem 4.2. Consider (4.1) for d ∈ {1, 2, 3}, under odd periodic boundary conditions.
Let m ≥ 3, and set ν := 2ℓ + 1/m. Then there exists λ⋆ = λ⋆(m) ∈ (0, 1/ν) such that for all

λ ∈ (0, λ⋆), if we define the set

A := A(m, ℓ, λ) :=

{
φ ∈ Hm(Td) | ∥φ∥Hm > K− 1

1−2ℓλ ε−
λ

1−2ℓλ ∥φ∥
1

1−2ℓλ

L2

}
,(4.5)

the following holds true: if φ is a solution of (4.1) such that φ0 /∈ A and ∥φ0∥Hm = r, then there exists
T > 0 satisfying

T ≤ 1

1− 2−2ℓ(1−νλ)
K−ν ε−νλ r−2ℓ(1−νλ),(4.6)

such that φ(T ) ∈ A.
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Remark 4.3. The fact that φ0 /∈ A can be seen as a condition on the dispersion ε, since it is equivalent
to

ε ≤ ε0 :=

(
∥φ0∥L2

K ∥φ0∥1−2ℓλ
Hm

)1/λ

,(4.7)

see also the corresponding condition (4.3) in Proposition 4.1.
Kuksin also proved that for every a > 0 one can choose K such that

λ⋆(m) =
1

2ℓ

(
1− B0

2ℓm

)
+O

(
1

m2

)
, B0 = B0(d, ℓ, a) = dℓ+ 4 + a, as m→ +∞,(4.8)

lim
m→∞

1

m

λ⋆(m)

1− 2ℓλ⋆(m)
=

1

B0
,(4.9)

see Proposition 1 and pag. 346 in [Kuk97].
We point out that the time T in (4.6) is obtained by looking at the proof of Theorem 2 in [Kuk97],

which is in turn based on the estimate (4.4) in Proposition 4.1. In the actual statement of the Theorem,
the time T is bounded by using that 1

1−2−2ℓ(1−νλ) ≤ C12ℓ(1− νλ) and the asymptotics (4.8), leading to

T ≤ CmK−ν ε−νλ r−2ℓ(1−νλ) ≤ CmK−1/λ ε−1,(4.10)

where the second estimate in (4.10) follows from the fact that if φ0 /∈ A, we have r ≥ ∥φ0∥L2 ≥
K ελ r1−2ℓλ, hence r2ℓ ≥ K1/λ ε.

Remark 4.4. Kuksin proved also that under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2, if moreover ∥φ0∥L2 = 1,
then

λ⋆(m) ≤ 1

2

m

1 + 2ℓm
,(4.11)

see Theorem 5 in [Kuk97].

Remark 4.5. For our application to the KG lattice we have from (3.55) that ε = µ2(1−ℓα), which by
(4.10) it implies that in the original time scale t

t ≤ O
(

1

µ2(νλ+ℓα(1−νλ))

)
≤ O

(
1

µ2

)
.

5. Approximation results

In this Section we show how to use the normal form equations in order to construct approximate
solutions of (2.6), and we estimate the difference with respect to the true solutions with corresponding
initial data.

Recall that for (2.6) we defined the energy of normal mode Ek, k ∈ Zd
N , in (2.8); also recall that for

any k ∈ Zd
N we defined the corresponding specific wave vector κ := κ(k) in (2.10).

In this section, we first point out a relation between the specific energy of normal mode Eκ =
2dEk/Nd, and the Fourier coefficients of the solutions of the normal form equations, see Lemma 5.1
and Proposition 5.2; this procedure has to be done carefully, since all wavevectors of the form k +
((2N + 1)h1, . . . , (2N + 1)hd) (h = (h1, . . . , hd) ∈ Zd) contribute to the specific energy Eκ of the dis-
crete system. Then we prove that the approximate solutions approximate the specific energy of the true
normal mode Eκ up to the time-scale for which the continuous approximation is valid, see Proposition
5.3. For simplicity we present in this Section only the main part of the argument, and we defer the proof
of Proposition 5.2 to Appendix B.

The component k of the Fourier transform of the continuous approximation at time t will be denoted
by Q̂(t, k) to distinguish it from the k-th component of the Fourier transform of the discrete variable
Q̂k(t). Since for the rescaled functions such as q and p this ambiguity does not hold, we prefer the short
notation q̂k(τ) and p̂k(τ) for their Fourier transform.

Let β > 0 and let I be as in (3.40), we define the Fourier coefficients of the function q : I → R by
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q̂k :=
1

2d/2

∫
I

q(y) e−iπ k·ydy, k ∈ Zd,(5.1)

and similarly for the Fourier coefficients of the function p.

Lemma 5.1. Consider the lattice (2.3) in the regime (3.39) and with interpolating function (3.38). Then
for a state corresponding to (q, p) one has

Eκ =
µ2α

2

∑
L∈Zd:µL∈(2Z)d

|p̂K+L|2 + ω2
K |q̂K+L|2 , κ = µK, K = (K1, . . . ,Kd) ∈ Zd

N ,(5.2)

where the ωK are defined as in (2.9).

Proof. First we introduce a smooth (2N + 1)d-periodic interpolating function for Qj , and we denote it
by Q, and similarly for Pj . We denote by

Q̂(j) :=
1

(2N + 1)d/2

∫
[−(N+ 1

2 ),(N+ 1
2 )]

d
Q(x)e−i 2π

2N+1
j·x dx,(5.3)

so that by the interpolation property we obtain

Qj(t) = Q(t, j) =
1

(2N + 1)d/2

∑
k∈Zd

Q̂(j)e−i 2π
2N+1

j·k

=
1

(2N + 1)d/2

∑
k=(k1,...,kd)∈Zd

N

e−i 2π
2N+1

j·k×

×

 ∑
h=(h1,...,hd)∈Zd

Q̂(k1 + (2N + 1)h1, . . . , kd + (2N + 1)hd)

 ,
hence

Q̂k =
∑
h∈Zd

Q̂(k1 + (2N + 1)h1, . . . , kd + (2N + 1)hd), ∀ k ∈ Zd
N .(5.4)

The relation between Q̂(k) and q̂k can be deduced from (3.38), which gives Q(j) = µαq(µj) for all
j ∈ Zd

N . This implies that

Q̂k =
1

2d/2
µd/2

∫
[
− 1

µ
, 1
µ

]d Q(x)e−iπ(µ k·x)dx

=
1

2d/2
µα+d/2

∫
[
− 1

µ
, 1
µ

]d q(µx)e−iπ(µ k·x)dx

(3.38)
=

1

2d/2
µα−d/2

∫
I

q(y)e−iπ k·ydy = µα−d/2 q̂k, ∀ k ∈ Zd
N ,(5.5)

and similarly

P̂k = µα−d/2 p̂k, ∀ k ∈ Zd
N .(5.6)

By using (2.11) and (5.4)-(5.6) we have that for κ = µK, K = (K1, . . . ,Kd) ∈ Zd
N ,

Eκ
(2.11)
= µd 1

2

∑
L∈Zd:µL∈(2Z)d

|P̂K+L|2 + ω2
K |Q̂K+L|2

(5.5)
= µd µ2α−d 1

2

∑
L∈Zd:µL∈(2Z)d

|p̂K+L|2 + ω2
K |q̂K+L|2 ,

and this leads to (5.2). □
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Proposition 5.2. Fix s > d
2
+ 1 and 0 < δ < 1.

Consider the normal form system (3.56), with (ξ, η) ∈ Ws, and denote by Eκ the specific energy of
the normal mode with index κ as defined in (2.10)-(2.11). Then for any sufficiently small µ > 0 there
exist positive constants C, c1, c2 and M such that∣∣∣∣ Eκ

µ2α
− ξK ηK

2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cµc1∥(ξ, η)∥2Ws , c1 = c1(δ),(5.7)

for κ = µK, K = (K1, . . . ,Kd) ∈ Zd
N and |K1|+ · · ·+ |Kd| ≤M =M(δ), and

|Eκ| ≤ C µc2∥(ξ, η)∥2Ws , c2 = c2(δ, α, s, d)(5.8)

for κ = µK, K = (K1, . . . ,Kd) ∈ Zd
N and |K1|+ · · ·+ |Kd| > M . More explicitly, we have

c1 = 2δ, M = µ−(1−δ), c2 = 2α+ (1− δ)(2s− d− 2).(5.9)

The proof of the above Proposition is deferred to Appendix B.

Proposition 5.3. Let us consider (2.3) with β > 0.
Let m > s+s0+

d
2
≫ 1, where s0 > 0 is the exponent for which Theorem 3.7 holds true. Let ν, λ⋆ > 0

be defined as in Theorem 4.2, and assume that λ ∈ (0, λ⋆).
Let us assume that the initial datum satisfies (6.1) with α0 < α < 1/ℓ, where

α0 = α0(m, d, ℓ, λ)

:=
1

ℓ
max

(
1− (1 + νλ)−1

(
1− d

4

)
,
1− νλ+ [(1− νλ)2 + 8νλ]1/2

4
,
d

4
+

1

16
,
1

2

)
,(5.10)

and denote by (Qj(t), Pj(t))j∈Zd
N

the corresponding solution. Consider the approximate solution ζ̃a(t, x) =

(ξ̃a(t, x), η̃a(t, x)) with initial datum ζ̃a,0 = (ξ̃a,0, η̃a,0) ∈ Ws+s0 ∩(ℓ2m×ℓ2m), and assume that ζ̃a ∈ Ws+s0

for all times. Moreover, let 0 < δ < 1, let c1 = c1(δ) > 0 and M = M(δ) > 0 be as in Proposition 5.2,
and assume that 1

16
c1 ∈

(
0, 2ℓα− d

2

)
.

Then there exist T0, µ0 = µ0(α, ∥(ξ̃a,0, η̃a,0)∥Ws+s0 ) such that, if µ < µ0, we have that there exists
C > 0 such that

sup
j

|Qj(t)−Qa(t, j)|+ |Pj(t)− Pa(t, j)| ≤ Cµα+c1/16, ∀ |t| ≤ T0

µ2(νλ+ℓα(1−νλ))
,(5.11)

where (Qa, Pa) are given by considering (ξ̃a,0, η̃a,0) and applying (3.47), (3.44) and (3.38). Moreover,∣∣∣∣∣Eκ(t)

µ2α
− ξ̃a,K(t)η̃a,K(t)

2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C µc1/16 , ∀|t| ≤ T0

µ2(νλ+ℓα(1−νλ))
(5.12)

for κ = µK, K = (K1, . . . ,Kd) ∈ Zd
N and |K1|+ . . .+ |Kd| ≤M . Moreover, there exists ϱ := ϱ(δ, α, s, d)

such that

|Eκ(t)| ≤ µ2α+ϱ , ∀|t| ≤ T0

µ2(νλ+ℓα(1−νλ))
,(5.13)

for κ = µK, K = (K1, . . . ,Kd) ∈ Zd
N and |K1|+ . . .+ |Kd| > M .

Remark 5.4. Observe that the assumption c1 < 16
(
2ℓα− d

2

)
is equivalent to δ < 8

(
2ℓα− d

2

)
, which

is automatically satisfied since 1 ≤ 8
(
2ℓα0 − d

2

)
; ℓα0 ≥ d

4
+ 1

16
.

One can check from (5.10) that
1

2ℓ
≤ α0 <

7

8 ℓ
, ∀d ∈ {1, 2, 3}, ∀ℓ ≥ 1, ∀m > 1, ∀λ ∈ (0, λ⋆).

Proof. The proof combines the argument in Appendix E of [GP21] (see also Appendix C of [BP06] for
the one-dimensional case) together with the argument in Appendix B of [GK15] .

Exploiting the canonical transformation found in Theorem 3.7, we also define

ζa := Tµ2(ζ̃a) = ζ̃a + ϕa(ζ̃a),(5.14)
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where ϕa(ζ̃a) := (ϕξ(ζ̃a), ϕη(ζ̃a)); by (3.22) we have

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥ϕa(ζ)∥Ws ≤ C′
sµ

2ℓαR.(5.15)

For convenience we define

qa(τ, y) :=
1√
2

[
eiτ ξ̃a(τ, y) + e−iτ η̃a(τ, y)

]
, pa(τ, y) :=

1√
2i

[
eiτ ξ̃a(τ, y)− e−iτ η̃a(τ, y)

]
.(5.16)

We observe that the pair (qa, pa) satisfies

µ(qa)t = µpa + µ2ℓα+1Rq, µ(pa)t = −µqa + µ∆1qa − µ2ℓα+1 β π0q
2ℓ+1
a + µ4ℓα+1Rp,

where the operator ∆1 acts on the variable x, π0 is the projector on the space of the functions with zero
average, and the remainders are functions of the rescaled variables τ and y which satisfy

sup
Bs+s0

(R)

∥(Rq,Rp)∥Ws ≤ C,(5.17)

due to estimate (3.21) in Theorem 3.7.

We now restrict the space variables to integer values; keeping in mind that qa and pa are periodic,
we restrict to j ∈ Zd

N . Now let Q = (Qj)j∈Zd
N

a finite sequence, we define the following norms

∥Q∥k :=

 ∑
j∈Zd

N

|Qj |k
1/k

, k = 1, 2.

Now we consider the discrete model (2.3): we rewrite it in the following form,

Q̇j = Pj ,(5.18)

Ṗj = −Qj + (∆1Q)j − β π0Q
2ℓ+1
j ,(5.19)

and we want to show that there exist two sequences E = (Ej)j∈Zd
N

and F = (Fj)j∈Zd
N

such that

Q = µα qa + µα+γE, P = µαpa + µα+γF, γ := c1/16,

fulfills (5.18)-(5.19). Therefore, we have that

Ė = F − µ2ℓα−γRq(5.20)

Ḟ = −E +∆1E − βπ0 µ
2ℓα

(
2ℓ∑

k=0

µ(2ℓ−k)γ

(
2ℓ+ 1− k

k

)
qkaE

2ℓ+1−k

)
− µ4ℓα−γRp,(5.21)

where we impose initial conditions on (E,F ) such that (qa, pa) has initial conditions corresponding to
the ones of the true initial datum,

µαqa(0, µj) + µα+γE0,j = Q0,j , µ
αpa(0, µj) + µα+γF0,j = P0,j .

We now define the operator ∂i, i = 1, . . . , d, by (∂if)j := fj − f
j−e

(d)
i

for all f ∈ ℓ20 ∩ ℓ10 such that
∥f∥k < +∞ , k = 1, 2.

• Claim 1: Let γ > 0, we have

∥E0∥2 ≤ C′µ2ℓα−γ−d/2, ∥F0∥2 ≤ C′µ2ℓα−γ−d/2,

∥∂jE0∥2 ≤ C′µ2ℓα+1−γ−d/2, ∥∂jF0∥2 ≤ C′µ2ℓα+1−γ−d/2, j = 1, . . . , d.

In order to prove Claim 1 we observe that

E0 = µαψa + ψ̄a − (ψ̃a +
¯̃
ψa)√

2µα+γ
= µ−γ ϕξ + ϕη√

2
,

F0 = µαψa − ψ̄a − (ψ̃a − ¯̃
ψa)]√

2 iµα+γ
= µ−γ ϕξ − ϕη√

2 i
,
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and by (5.15) we can deduce

∥E0∥22 =
∑
j∈Zd

N

|E0,j |2 ≤ C Nd (µ2ℓα−γ)2 = C µ4ℓα−2γ−d,

∥F0∥22 =
∑
j∈Zd

N

|F0,j |2 ≤ C Nd (µ2ℓα−γ)2 = C µ4ℓα−2γ−d,

∥∂kE0∥22 =
∑
j∈Zd

N

|∂kE0,j |2 ≤ C Nd (µ2ℓα+1−γ)2 ≤ C µ4ℓα+2−2γ−d, k = 1, . . . , d,

∥∂kF0∥22 =
∑
j∈Zd

N

|∂kF0,j |2 ≤ C Nd (µ2ℓα+1−γ)2 ≤ C µ4ℓα+2−2γ−d, k = 1, . . . , d,

and this leads to the thesis.

• Claim 2: Fix n ≥ 0, T0 > 0 and K∗ > 0. If (5.10) holds true, then for any µ < µs and for any
γ > 0 satisfying

γ < 2ℓα− d

2
(5.22)

we have

∥E∥22 + ∥F∥22 +
d∑

j=1

∥∂jE∥22 ≤ K∗, |t| < T0

µ2(νλ+ℓα(1−νλ))
.(5.23)

To prove the claim, we define

G(E,F ) :=
∑
j∈Zd

N

[
F 2
j + E2

j + Ej(−∆1E)j

2
+ β µ2ℓα

(
2ℓ∑

k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ

(
2ℓ+ 1− k

k

)
qka,j

E
2(ℓ+1)−k
j

2(ℓ+ 1)− k

)]
,

(5.24)

and we remark that

1

2
G(E,F ) ≤ ∥E∥22 + ∥F∥22 +

d∑
j=1

∥∂jE∥22 ≤ 2G(E,F ).

Now we compute the time derivative of G. Exploiting (5.20)-(5.21), we obtain

Ġ =
∑
j

Fj

[
− Ej + (∆1E)j − β µ2ℓα

(
2ℓ∑

k=0

µ(2ℓ−k)γ

(
2ℓ+ 1− k

k

)
qka,jE

2ℓ+1−k
j

)
− µ4ℓα−γ(Rp)j

]
+
∑
j

(Ej − (∆1E)j)
[
Fj − µ2ℓα−γ(Rq)j

]

+ β µ2ℓα
∑
j

2ℓ∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ

(
2ℓ+ 1− k

k

)
qka,j E

2ℓ+1−k
j

[
Fj − µ2ℓα−γ(Rq)j

]

+ β µ2ℓα
∑
j

2ℓ∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ

(
2ℓ+ 1− k

k

)
k

2(ℓ+ 1)− k
qk−1
a,j µ2ℓα dqa,j

dτ
E2(ℓ+1)−k,
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which simplifies to

Ġ = −β µ2ℓ(α+γ)
∑
j

E2ℓ+1
j Fj(5.25)

− µ4ℓα−γ
∑
j

Fj(Rp)j − µ2ℓα−γ
∑
j

(Ej − (∆1E)j)(Rq)j(5.26)

− β µ4ℓα−γ
∑
j

(Rq)j

2ℓ∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ

(
2ℓ+ 1− k

k

)
qka,j E

2ℓ+1−k
j(5.27)

+ β µ4ℓα
∑
j

2ℓ∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ

(
2ℓ+ 1− k

k

)
k

2(ℓ+ 1)− k
qk−1
a,j

dqa,j
dτ

E
2(ℓ+1)−k
j(5.28)

In order to estimate (5.25)-(5.28), we notice that

sup
j

|(∆1E)j | ≤ 2 sup
j

d∑
k=1

|(∂kE)j | ≤ 4d
√
G,

∥Rq∥22 ≤
∑
j

|(Rq)j |2 ≤ C Nd sup
y

|Rq(y)|2 ≤ Cµ−d,

∥Rp∥22 ≤ Cµ−d,

and that |(∂iRq)j | ≤ µ supy

∣∣∣ ∂Rq

∂y
(y)
∣∣∣, which implies

∥∂iRq∥22 ≤ Cµ2−d.

Now, we can estimate (5.25) by

β µ2ℓ(α+γ) ∥E2ℓ+1∥2 ∥F∥2 ≤ C β µ2ℓ(α+γ) G1/2 µ(2ℓα−γ)(2ℓ−1) G

≤ C β G3/2 µ4ℓ2α+γ .(5.29)

Next, we can estimate (5.26) by

C µ4ℓα−γ−d/2 G1/2 + C µ2ℓα−γ−d/2 G1/2 = C µ2ℓα−γ−d/2(1 + µ2ℓα)G1/2,(5.30)

so that this term is small if γ < 2ℓα− d
2
, which in turn implies that α > d

4ℓ
.

Next, recalling that qa is bounded, we can estimate (5.27) by

C β µ4ℓα−γ−d/2

[
G1/2 + µγG +

2ℓ−2∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ∥E2ℓ+1−k∥2

]

≤ C β µ4ℓα−γ−d/2

[
G1/2 + µγG +

2ℓ−2∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ+(2ℓα−γ)(2ℓ−1−k)G

]

≤ C β

[
µ4ℓα−γ−d/2G1/2 + µ4ℓα−d/2G + µ4ℓα−γ−d/2+2ℓγ+2ℓα(2ℓ−1)−γ(2ℓ−1) G

2ℓ−2∑
k=1

µ−2ℓαk

]
≤ C β

[
µ4ℓα−γ−d/2G1/2 + µ4ℓα−d/2G + µ6ℓα−d/2 G

]
.

Finally, we can estimate (5.28) by

C β µ4ℓα

[
G +

2ℓ−1∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γ∥E2ℓ+2−k∥2

]

≤ C β µ4ℓα

[
G +

2ℓ−1∑
k=1

µ(2ℓ−k)γµ(2ℓα−γ)(2ℓ−k)G

]

≤ C β

[
µ4ℓαG + µ4ℓαG

2ℓ−1∑
k=1

µ2ℓα(2ℓ−k)

]
≤ C β

[
µ4ℓαG + µ6ℓαG

]
.
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Hence, as long as G < 2K∗ and provided that condition (5.22) holds true,

∣∣∣Ġ∣∣∣ ≤ CK1/2
∗

[
µ2ℓα−γ−d/2(1 + µ2ℓα) + β µ4ℓα−γ−d/2

]
+ C β µ2ℓα

[
(µ2ℓα−d/2 + µ2ℓα)(1 + µ2ℓα) +K1/2

∗ µ2ℓα(2ℓα−1)+γ
]
G,(5.31)

where we can rewrite the term on the last line of Eq. (5.31) in the following form,

C β µ2ℓα+2νλ(1−ℓα) G ×

×
[
(µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα)−d/2 + µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα))(1 + µ2ℓα) +K1/2

∗ µ2ℓα(2ℓα+νλ−1)+γ−2νλ

]
where

2ℓα− 2νλ(1− ℓα)− d/2 > 0

for

ℓα > (1 + νλ)−1

(
d

4
+ νλ

)
= 1− (1 + νλ)−1

(
1− d

4

)
,

(we also observe that 1− (1 + x)−1
(
1− d

4

)
> d

4
for all 0 < x < 1 and d = 1, 2, 3), and where

2ℓα(2ℓα+ νλ− 1)− 2νλ > 0

for

ℓ α >
1− νλ+ [(1− νλ)2 + 8νλ]1/2

4
,

from which we can derive the assumption (5.10).
By applying Gronwall’s lemma we get

G(t)

≤ G(0)eC β µ2ℓα+2νλ(1−ℓα) t
[
(µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα)−d/2+µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα))(1+µ2ℓα)+K

1/2
∗ µ2ℓα(2ℓα+νλ−1)+γ−2νλ

]

+ e
C β µ2ℓα+2νλ(1−ℓα) t

[
(µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα)−d/2+µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα))(1+µ2ℓα)+K

1/2
∗ µ2ℓα(2ℓα+νλ−1)+γ−2νλ

]
× C β µ2ℓα+2νλ(1−ℓα) t

×
[
(µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα)−d/2 + µ2ℓα−2νλ(1−ℓα))(1 + µ2ℓα) +K1/2

∗ µ2ℓα(2ℓα+νλ−1)+γ−2νλ
]

× CK1/2
∗

[
µ2ℓα−γ−d/2(1 + µ2ℓα) + β µ4ℓα−γ−d/2

]
,

(5.32)

and from (5.32) we can deduce the thesis.
□

We conclude with some important remarks about the proof of Proposition 5.3.

Remark 5.5. We stress the fact that (5.17), unlike the bound (C.7) in [BP06] and the estimate after
Eq. (260)-(261) in [GP21], means that the remainder (which is evaluated on an approximate solution)
is bounded in the space Ws, which is based on ℓ1s; see also the estimate (3.19) in Theorem 4 of [GK15],
where such bound is used in the context of proving growth of Sobolev norms for the NLS equation.

Remark 5.6. Using the notations of Claim 1 in the proof of Proposition 5.3, we can exploit the as-
sumption on the regularity of the initial datum ζ̃a,0 and Lemma 3.4 in order to prove the following
estimates,

∥E0∥1 ≤ C′µ2ℓα−γ−d, ∥F0∥1 ≤ C′µ2ℓα−γ−d,

∥∂jE0∥1 ≤ C′µ2ℓα+1−γ−d, ∥∂jF0∥1 ≤ C′µ2ℓα+1−γ−d, j = 1, . . . , d.
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Remark 5.7. Notice that the function G introduced in (5.24) is adapted to the norm ∥ · ∥2. In principle,
we could have introduced an analogous function adapted to the norm ∥ · ∥1; in that case, however, using
the above argument we would have obtained worse estimates with respect to µ, and in turn we would have
obtained worse estimates on the exponent α0 (see also Remark 5.6, and compare it to the Claim 1).

6. Statement and Proof of the Main Result

Here we state and we prove our main result, Theorem 6.1. The main issue in the proof of the theorem
is to determine to which extent we can show that the discrete Klein-Gordon lattice (2.3) displays an
energy cascade phenomenon as its approximating PDE, the small-dispersion NLS (3.54).

Now we state our main result.

Theorem 6.1. Consider (2.3) with β > 0, ℓ ≥ 1, and let 7
8
ℓ−1 < α1 <

(
1− 1
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)
ℓ−1.

Then there exists m0 ≫ 1 such that for all m ≥ m0 there exist positive λ0 and λ1 such that for any
λ ∈ (λ0, λ1) the following holds true.

There exist α0 > 0 and δ0 > 0 such that for any δ ∈ (δ0, 1) and for any α ∈ (α0, α1) there exists a
sufficiently small µ0 > 0 such that for all positive µ < µ0, if the initial datum satisfies

Eκ0(0) = C0 µ
2α, Eκ(0) = 0, ∀κ ̸= κ0,(6.1)

then there exist C1 > 0, K > 0, a sufficiently large Tm > 0 satisfying

Tm ≤ C1K µ−2ℓα−2(2ℓ+1/m)λ(1−ℓα),(6.2)

and c > 0 such that ∑
κ∈µ Zd

N
:|κ|≤µδ

|κ|2m Eκ(Tm) ≥ c

8
µ2α−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ
+2m.(6.3)

Remark 6.2. From the proof of Theorem 6.1 one can highlight the dependence of the quantities m0, λ0,
λ1, α0, δ0, µ0, K, Tm and c from the parameters introduced in the statement of the Theorem 6.1.

More precisely, we have m0 = m0(d, ℓ, s, s0) > s + s0 + d
2
, where the exponents s0 and s appear in

the statement of Theorem 3.7. We also have λ0 = λ0(m, d, ℓ, α1), λ1 = λ1(m, d, ℓ), α0 = α0(m, d, ℓ, λ),
δ0 = δ0(m, d, ℓ, α1, λ), µ0 = µ0(m, d, δ, ℓ, α, λ), K = K(ℓ,m, λ), Tm = Tm(µ, ℓ, α, λ) and c = c(ℓ, λ).

Remark 6.3. Theorem 6.1, and in particular (6.3), gives an analytical description of an energy cascade
for the KG lattice. As mentioned in comment i. of the introduction, the regimes of specific energy
described in Theorem 6.1 are above the regime for which one can prove the existence of metastability
phenomena, but they also are below the so-called thermodynamic limit.

We observe that the fact that d ≤ 3 is a consequence both of Theorem 4.2 about the growth of Sobolev
norms for the small-dispersion NLS equation, and of Proposition 5.3 regarding the approximation of the
normal modes of the lattice with the Fourier modes of the PDE.

Remark 6.4. Here we mention where the different quantities mentioned in the statement of Theorem
6.1 appear in the paper, in order to highlight their role and to give a better explanation of the interplay
between the different intermediate results.

The exponent m0 is defined at the end of the proof of Theorem 6.1.
The exponent λ0 is defined at the end of the proof of Theorem 6.1, by using the asymptotics (4.9),

while the exponent λ1 is defined at the beginning of the proof of Theorem 6.1.
We observe that the exponent α0 is defined in the statement of Proposition 5.3, see (5.10), and is

essential in order to ensure that the approximation estimates (5.11), (5.12) and (5.13) hold true. The
exponent α1 is defined due to Remark 5.4 and is needed in the proof of Theorem 6.1 in order to ensure
that the remainders are smaller than the growth for the small-dispersion NLS stated in Theorem 4.2.
The precise upper bound on α1 is irrelevant, the important property is that α1 is bounded away from ℓ−1.

The threshold δ0 > 0 is defined at the end of the proof of Theorem 6.1; the fact that the threshold is
positive implies that in Proposition 5.3 we prove that the normal modes of the lattice are close to the
Fourier modes of the approximating PDE only if the associated frequency is not too high, see (5.12).
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The time Tm appearing in (6.3) is related to the time for which the growth of Theorem 4.2 is achieved.
Its estimate (6.2) is a consequance of (4.10) (which in turn follows from (4.8)) and Remark 4.5.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let m ≥ m0 > s + s0 + d
2
, where s ≫ 1 and s0 > 0 is the exponent for which

Theorem 3.7 holds true; we will specify the value of m0 later. Recalling the notations of Theorem 4.2,
we define ν(m) := 2ℓ+ 1/m, and we denote λ1 := min(λ⋆(m), λ⋆(m+ 1)).

We consider the lattice (2.3), and we consider an initial datum of the form

Eκ0(0) = C0 µ
2α, Eκ(0) = 0, ∀κ ̸= κ0,

with α0 < α < α1 (recall that α0 is defined in (5.10)) and with corresponding Fourier coefficients
(Q̂0,k, P̂0,k)k∈Zd

N
given by (2.7).

Moreover, we define an interpolating function for the initial datum (Q0, P0) by

Q0(t, y) =
1

(2N + 1)d/2

∑
K:µ|K|≤1

Q̂0,K(t) eiπ µK·y,

and similarly for y 7→ P0(y).

By applying (3.38) and Lemma 5.1, the initial datum (Q̂0,k, P̂0,k)k∈Zd
N

of the lattice (2.3) corresponds
to (q̂0,J , p̂0,J)J∈Zd ∈ Ws+s0 ∩ (ℓ2m+1× ℓ2m+1), which, by the change of variable introduced in Remark 3.3,
takes the form of an initial datum in the Fourier space (ζ̃a,0,L)L∈Zd ∈ Ws+s0 ∩ (ℓ2m+1 × ℓ2m+1).

Remark 6.5. Due to the specific form of the initial datum and to the change of variable introduced in
Remark 3.3, we have that ∑

L∈Zd

ξ̃a,0,L η̃a,0,L = 1,

namely, the solution is normalized, in the language of [Kuk97].

By Remark 4.3, Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 4.1 we have that for all positive λ < λ1, if the dispersion
is sufficiently small, namely

µ ≤ µ0,m :=

K−2/λ

∑
L∈Zd

|L|2mξ̃a,0,L η̃a,0,L

−(1−2ℓλ)/λ


1
4(1−ℓα)

,(6.4)

there exists a (large) T ∗
m > 0 satisfying

T ∗
m ≤ C1 K

−ν(m) m µ−2ℓα−2ν(m)λ(1−ℓα)

∑
L∈Zd

|L|2mξ̃a,0,L η̃a,0,L

−ℓ(1−ν(m)λ)

,

such that we have the growth∑
L∈Zd

|L|2m ξ̃a,L(T
∗
m) η̃a,L(T

∗
m) = c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ ,(6.5)

where c = c(ℓ, λ) := K− 2
1−2ℓλ > 0. Moreover, we can assume that T ∗

m is the minimal time at which the
growth (6.5) is attained. Notice that (6.5) implies∑

L∈Zd

|L|2(m+1) ξ̃a,L(T
∗
m) η̃a,L(T

∗
m) ≥ c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ .

Similarly, for all positive λ < λ1, if the smallness condition

µ ≤ µ0,m+1 :=

K− 2
λ

∑
L∈Zd

|L|2(m+1)ξ̃a,0,L η̃a,0,L

− 1−2ℓλ
λ


1

4(1−ℓα)

(6.6)
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holds true, then there exists a positive (large) T ∗
m+1 ≤ T ∗

m satisfying

T ∗
m+1 ≤ C1 K

−ν(m+1) (m+ 1) µ−2ℓα−2ν(m+1)λ(1−ℓα)×

×

∑
L∈Zd

|L|2(m+1)ξ̃a,0,L η̃a,0,L

−ℓ(1−ν(m+1)λ)

,

such that we have the growth∑
L∈Zd

|L|2(m+1) ξ̃a,L(T
∗
m+1) η̃a,L(T

∗
m+1) = c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ .(6.7)

We now denote

µ∗
0 := µ∗

0(m) = min(µ0,m, µ0,m+1),

where µ0,m and µ0,m+1 are defined in (6.4) and (6.6) , respectively.
Hence, for all positive µ < µ∗

0 and λ < λ1, there exists Tm ∈ [T ∗
m+1, T

∗
m] such that the following

property holds true: there exists ϑ := ϑ(m+ 1, Tm) ≥ 1 such that∑
L∈Zd

|L|2m ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm) ≥ 3

4
c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ ,(6.8)

∑
L∈Zd

|L|2(m+1) ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm) = ϑ c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ
1−2ℓλ .(6.9)

We now exploit that for all M > 0 and for all σ > 0

∥id−ΠM∥ℓ2m+σ×ℓ2m+σ→ℓ2m×ℓ2m
≤ (M + 1)−σ(6.10)

(see Lemma 3.4 in [GP21]).

If we fix δ ∈ (0, 1) and we apply (6.10) to (6.9) with M = µ−(1−δ) − 1 and σ = 1, we obtain∑
L∈Zd:|L|>µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm) ≤ µ2(1−δ) ϑ c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ
1−2ℓλ ,(6.11)

so that by (6.8) and by (6.11) we get∑
L∈Zd:|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm) ≥
(
3

4
− µ2(1−δ) ϑ

)
c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ .(6.12)

Therefore, there exists µ⋆
0 := µ⋆

0(m) < µ∗
0 such that for all positive µ < µ⋆

0 satisfying

µ2(1−δ) ≤ 1

4ϑ

we have
3

4
− µ2(1−δ) ϑ ≥ 1

2
.(6.13)

Therefore, by (6.12) and (6.13) we can deduce that there exists µ⋆
0 := µ⋆

0(m, δ) ≤ µ∗
0 such that for all

positive µ < µ⋆
0 and λ < λ1, there exists Tm ∈ [T ∗

m+1, T
∗
m] such that the following property holds true,∑

L∈Zd:|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm) ≥ 1

2
c µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ .(6.14)

Then by applying Proposition 5.3, we have that if λ ∈ (0, λ1), then there exists a positive µ0 such
that, if µ < µ0, we have that there exists C > 0

sup
j

|Qj(t)−Qa(t, j)|+ |Pj(t)− Pa(t, j)| ≤ Cµα+c1/16, ∀ |t| ≤ Tm,



26 S. PASQUALI(⋆)

where (Qa, Pa) are given by considering (ξ̃a,0, η̃a,0) and applying (3.47), (3.44) and (3.38); moreover, by
(5.12) we have that ∣∣∣∣∣Eκ(t)

µ2α
− ξ̃a,L(t)η̃a,L(t)

2

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C µδ/8 , ∀|t| ≤ Tm,

for κ = µL and |L| ≤ µ−(1−δ) (recall that κ ∈ µZd
N ).

By combining (6.14) and (5.12) we have that

c

4
µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ ≤
∑

L∈Zd:|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm)

2

=
∑

L∈Zd:|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m
[
EµL(Tm)

µ2α
+
ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm)

2
− EµL(Tm)

µ2α

]
,

hence
c

4
µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ ≤
∑

L∈Zd:κ=µL,|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m Eκ(Tm)

µ2α
(6.15)

+
∑

L∈Zd:κ=µL,|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m
[
ξ̃a,L(Tm) η̃a,L(Tm)

2
− Eκ(Tm)

µ2α

]
.(6.16)

Now, by (5.11) and by (5.12) we have that (6.16) is bounded by O(µδ/8−(1−δ)(2m+d)). Hence (6.16) is of
lower order compared to the left-hand side term of (6.15) if(

1

8
+ 2m+ d

)
δ − (2m+ d) > −2(1− ℓα1)

2λ

1− 2ℓλ
;

δ > δ0 = δ0(m, d, ℓ, α1, λ) := 1− 1/8

2m+ d+ 1/8

[
1 + (1− ℓα1)

2λ

1− 2ℓλ

]
.

Therefore, by taking δ > δ0 and by recalling the asymptotics (4.8) (where we choose B0 = B0(d, ℓ, 1))
and (4.9) we can deduce that for all c ∈ (0, 1/(2B0)) there exists a sufficiently large m0 = m0(d, ℓ, c, s, s0)
such that for all m ≥ m0 ∣∣∣∣m−1 λ1

1− 2ℓλ1
− 1

B0

∣∣∣∣ < c.

Hence there exists λ0 = λ0(m, d, ℓ, α1) > 0 such that for any λ ∈ (λ0, λ1), for any δ ∈ (δ0, 1) and for any
α ∈ (α0, α1) there exists a sufficiently small µ0 = µ0(m, d, δ, ℓ, α, λ) > 0 such that for all positive µ < µ0,
if the initial datum is of the form (6.1), then∑

L∈Zd:κ=µL,|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m Eκ(Tm)

µ2α
≥ c

8
µ−2(1−ℓα) 2λ

1−2ℓλ .(6.17)

Finally, from (6.17) we can deduce (6.3) by observing that∑
L∈Zd:κ=µL,|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|L|2m Eκ(Tm) =
∑

L∈Zd:κ=µL,|L|≤µ−(1−δ)

|κ|2m

µ2m
Eκ(Tm)

=
∑

κ∈µ Zd
N

:|κ|≤µδ

Eκ(Tm)
|κ|2m

µ2m
,

where the last equality holds true because |L| ≤ µ−(1−δ) .
□

Remark 6.6. In order to obtain (6.3) it is essential to assume both that 1
ℓ
− α1 is bounded away from

zero and that λ > λ0, otherwise we would obtain that 1− δ0 = O(1/m) as m→ ∞.
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3.11

This appendix is devoted to the proof of the Lemma 3.11, which is a key step to normalize the system
(3.24). Its proof is an adaptation of the proof of Theorem 4.4 in [Bam99] together with some results
from Sec. III.3 and Sec.IV.1 of [Fao12]; it is based on the method of Lie transform, briefly recalled in
the following. Throughout this Section, we consider s ≥ s1 to be a fixed quantity.

Given k0 ≥ 2 and an auxiliary function χ ∈ Pk0 analytic on Ws, we consider the auxiliary differential
equation

ζ̇ = Xχ(ζ)(A.1)

and denote by Φt
χ its flow at time t.

Definition A.1. The map Φχ := Φ1
χ is called the Lie transform generated by χ.

Given k1 ≥ 2 and G ∈ Pk1 analytic on Ws, let us consider the differential equation

ζ̇ = XG(ζ),(A.2)

where by XG we denote the vector field of G. Now define

Φ∗
χG(ζ̃) := G ◦ Φχ(ζ̃).

By exploiting the fact that Φχ is a canonical transformation, we have that in the new variable ζ̃ defined
by ζ = Φχ(ζ̃) equation (A.2) is equivalent to

˙̃
ζ = XΦ∗

χG(ζ̃).(A.3)

Using the relation
d

dt
Φ∗

χG = Φ∗
χ{χ,G},(A.4)

and the Poisson bracket formalism {G1,G2}(ζ) := dG1(ζ)[XG2(ζ)] we formally get

(A.5) Φ∗
χG =

∞∑
l=0

Gl, G0 := G, Gl :=
1

l
{χ,Gl−1}, l ≥ 1.

In order to estimate the vector field of the terms appearing in (A.5), we exploit the following results
(see also Proposition III.6 in [Fao12]). We recall that we defined the norm ∥ · ∥ in (3.10).

Lemma A.2. Let k0, k1 ≥ 2, R > 0, and assume that χ ∈ Pk0 , G ∈ Pk1 are analytic on Bs(R), as well
as their vector fields. Then we have that {χ,G} ∈ Pk0+k1−2 is analytic on Bs(R), and

∥{χ,G}∥ ≤ 2k0k1∥χ∥ ∥G∥,(A.6)

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥X{χ,G}(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 4 (k0 + k1 − 2)(k0 + k1 − 3)s k0k1 ∥χ∥ ∥G∥ R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k0+k1−4

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.7)
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Proof. First we prove the thesis assuming that χ and G are homogeneous polynomials of degrees k0 and
k1 respectively, with coefficients aj, j ∈ Ik0 , and bh, h ∈ Ik1 , respectively. Then it follows from definition
that {χ,G} is a monomial of degree k0+k1−2 satisfying the zero momentum condition. Moreover, write

{χ,G}(ζ) =
∑

j∈Ik0+k1−2

cjζ j,

where cj is a sum of coefficients arbs, for which there exists a ∈ N and σ ∈ {±1} such that

(a, σ) ⊂ r ∈ Ik0 , (a,−σ) ⊂ s ∈ Ik1 ,

and such that if for example (a, σ) = r1 and (a,−σ) = s1, we necessarily have

(r2, . . . , rk0 , s2, . . . , sk1) = j.

If χ =
∑k0

i=2 χi and G =
∑k0

j=2 Gj , where χi and Gj are homogeneous polynomials of degree i and j
respectively, then we have

{χ,G} =

k0+k1−2∑
n=2

∑
i+j−2=n

{χi,Gj},

where all the polynomials {χi,Gj} are homogeneous polynomials of degree i + j − 2; hence we can
conclude that {χ,G} ∈ Pk0+k1−2.

By applying (3.14) and (3.12) we can deduce the thesis.
□

Lemma A.3. Let k0, k1 ≥ 2, R > 0, and assume that χ ∈ Pk0 and G ∈ Pk1 are analytic on Bs(R),
as well as their vector fields. Let l ≥ 1, and consider Gl as defined in (A.5), then Gl ∈ Pl(k0−2)+k1

is
analytic on Bs(R) as well as its vector field, and

∥Gl∥ ≤ (2e k0 ∥χ∥)l k1 ∥G∥,(A.8)

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XGℓ(ζ)∥Ws ≤ 2 (l(k0 − 2) + k1)
l (l(k0 − 2) + k1 − 1)s (2e k0 ∥χ∥)l k1 ∥G∥ R×

× sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,l(k0−2)+k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.9)

Proof. Fix l ≥ 1. We look for a sequence C(l)
m such that

∥Gm∥ ≤ C(l)
m , ∀m ≤ l.

Lemma A.2 ensures that the following sequence satisfies this property.

C
(l)
0 := k1 ∥G∥, C(l)

m =
2l

m
C

(l)
m−1 k0 ∥χ∥.

One has

C
(l)
l =

1

l!
(2l k0 ∥χ∥)l k1 ∥G∥,

and by using the inequality ll < l! el one obtains the estimate (A.8). □

Lemma A.4. Assume that G ∈ Pk1 is analytic on Bs(R) as well as its vector field, and that h0 satisfies
(PER). Then there exists χ ∈ Pk1 analytic on Bs(R) and Z ∈ Pk1 analytic on Bs(R) with Z in normal
form, namely {h0,Z} = 0, such that

{χ, h0} + G = Z.(A.10)

Such Z and χ are given explicitly by

Z(ζ) =
1

T

∫ T

0

G(Φt
h0(ζ)) dt ,(A.11)

χ(ζ) =
1

T

∫ T

0

t
[
Z(Φt

h0(ζ))− G(Φt
h0(ζ))

]
dt .(A.12)
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Furthermore, we have that the vector fields of χ and Z are analytic on Bs(R), and satisfy

∥Z∥ ≤ ∥G∥, sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XZ(ζ)∥Ws ≤ sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XG(ζ)∥Ws ,

∥χ∥ ≤ 2T ∥G∥, sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xχ(ζ)∥Ws ≤ 2T sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XG(ζ)∥Ws .(A.13)

Proof. We check directly that the solution of (A.10) is (A.12). Indeed,

{χ, h0}(ζ) =
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

χ(Φs
h0(ζ))

=
1

T

∫ T

0

t
d

ds

∣∣∣
s=0

[
Z(Φt+s

h0
(ζ))− G(Φt+s

h0
(ζ))

]
dt

=
1

T

∫ T

0

t
d

dt

[
Z(Φt

h0(ζ))− G(Φt
h0(ζ))

]
dt

=
1

T

[
tZ(Φt

h0(ζ))− tG(Φt
h0(ζ))

]T
t=0

− 1

T

∫ T

0

[
Z(Φt

h0(ζ))− G(Φt
h0(ζ))

]
dt

= Z(ζ)− G(ζ).

In the last step we used the explicit expression of Z provided in (A.11). Finally, the first estimate in
(A.13) follows from the explicit expression of Z in (A.11) while for the second estimate we write explicitly
the vector field Xχ:

Xχ(ζ) =
1

T

∫ T

0

tDΦ−t
h0

(Φt
h0(ζ)) ◦XZ−G(Φ

t
h0(ζ)) dt .

Hypothesis (PER) guarantees that Φt
h0 as well as its derivatives and the inverses are uniformly bounded

as operators from Ws into itself. Moreover, for any t ∈ R, the map ζ 7→ Φt
h0(ζ) is a diffeomorphism of

Bs(R) into itself. Using the fact that Φt
h0 is an isometry, we have

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xχ(ζ)∥Ws ≤ T sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

(∥XZ(ζ)∥Ws + ∥XG(ζ)∥Ws) ≤ 2T sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XG(ζ)∥Ws

where in the last step we used the first inequality in (A.13). □

Now we introduce the following definition regarding Lie derivatives of functions defined on Ws (see
Definition IV.1-Proposition IV.3 in [Fao12]).

Definition A.5. Let Us ⊂ Ws open, and let H ∈ C1(Us,C) be a Hamiltonian. Now let g ∈ C∞(Ws,C),
we define the Lie derivative LH[g] in the following way,

LH[g] := {H, g}.

Similarly, let Y ∈ C∞(Ws,Ws) with Y = (Yj)j∈Z , then we set

(LH[Y])j := {H,Yj}, j ∈ Z.

Lemma A.6. Let s1 ≥ s ≥ 0, and k ≥ 3. Assume that P ∈ Pk, Y ∈ C∞(Ws1 ,Ws). Then LP[Y] ∈
C∞(Ws1 ,Ws) .

Proof. Observe that Y = (Yj)j∈Z ∈ C1(Ws1 ,Ws) and that

LP[Y](ζ) = ∇ζY(ζ) ·XP(ζ),

hence the fact that XP(ζ) ∈ Ws1 for ζ ∈ Ws1 implies that LP[Y](ζ) ∈ Ws. The thesis follows by a
similar argument on the higher-order derivatives of LP[Y].

□

Let Φt
χ be the flow associated to the equation

ζt = Xχ(ζ), in Ws,

for |t| ≤ 1. Now if ζ(t) ∈ Ws for all s ≥ 0, we can consider the Taylor expansion around t = 0.
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Lemma A.7. Let R > 0 and k0 ≥ 3. Let χ ∈ Pk0 , and let ζ(t) = Φt
χ be a solution of the Hamiltonian

vector field Xχ in Ws. Assume that ζ ∈ Bs(R), then there exists T0 ∈ (0, 1) such that there exists C > 0
such that for all t ∈ [0, T0] we have∥∥Φt

P(ζ)− ζ − tLP[Id](ζ)
∥∥
Ws ≤ Ct2.

Proof. By Lemma A.6 we have that LP[Id] ∈ C∞(Ws,Ws), and the result is obtained as in the finite
dimensional case. □

We just mention that Lemma A.7 can be generalized to the Taylor expansion up to any finite order
(see Proposition IV.3 in [Fao12]).

Lemma A.8. Let s ≥ s1, and assume that χ ∈ Pk0 , F ∈ Pk1 are analytic on Bs(R). Then for |t| ≤ 1

sup
Bs(R)

∥X(Φt
χ)∗F−F(ζ)∥Ws = sup

Bs(R)

∥XF◦Φt
χ−F(ζ)∥Ws

(A.6)
≤ 4(k0 + k1 − 2)(k0 + k1 − 3)s ∥χ∥ ∥F∥R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k0+k1−4

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.14)

Proof. The thesis follows from the fact that

F ◦ Φt
χ = F + t

∫ 1

0

Lχ[F] ◦ Φtτ
χ dτ,

and from (A.6)-(A.7), from the definition A.5 of Lie derivative and from Lemma A.7. □

Lemma A.9. Let k1 ≥ 3, and assume that G ∈ Pk1 and its vector fields are analytic on Bs(R), and
that h0 satisfies (PER). Let χ ∈ Pk1 and its vector field be analytic on Bs(R), and assume that χ solves
(A.10). For any ℓ ≥ 1 denote by h0,ℓ the functions defined recursively as in (A.5) from h0. Then
h0,ℓ ∈ P(ℓ+1)k1−2ℓ and its vector field are analytic on Bs(R), and

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xh0,ℓ(ζ)∥Ws ≤ 2k1(k1 − 1)s∥G∥ [8(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s ∥χ∥]ℓ Rℓ+1 ×

× sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,(ℓ+1)(k1−1)−2ℓ−1

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.15)

Proof. By using (A.10) one gets that h0,1 = Z− G is analytic on Bs(R). Then by exploiting (A.14) and
(3.12) one gets the result. □

Lemma A.10. Assume that G ∈ Pk1 and its vector field are analytic on Bs(R), and that h0 satisfies
PER. Let χ ∈ Pk1 be the solution of (A.10), denote by Φt

χ the flow of the Hamiltonian vector field
associated to χ and by Φχ the corresponding time-one map. Moreover, denote by

F(ζ) := h0(Φχ(ζ))− h0(ζ)− {χ, h0}(ζ).

Then we have that F and its vector field are analytic on Bs(R), and

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF (ζ)∥Ws ≤

[(
2k1(k1 − 1)s∥χ∥R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]
×

× 4(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s ∥χ∥ ∥G∥R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2k1−4

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.16)

Proof. Since

h0(Φχ(ζ))− h0(ζ) =

∫ 1

0

{χ, h0} ◦ Φt
χ(ζ) dt

(A.10)
=

∫ 1

0

Z(Φt
χ(ζ))− G(Φt

χ(ζ)) dt,

if we define F(ζ) := Z(ζ)− G(ζ), we get

F(ζ) =

∫ 1

0

(
F(Φt

χ(ζ))− F(ζ)
)
dt.
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Now, we have

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF (ζ)∥Ws = sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥∥∥∥Ω−1
1 d

[ ∫ 1

0

(
F(Φt

χ(ζ))− F(ζ)
)
dt

]∥∥∥∥
Ws

≤ sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

(dΦ−t
χ (Φt

χ(ζ))− id)Ω−1
1 dF(Φt

χ) dt

∥∥∥∥
Ws

+ sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

(
XF(Φ

t
χ(ζ))−XF(ζ)

)
dt

∥∥∥∥
Ws

and by dominated convergence we can bound the last line by

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥dΦ−t
χ (Φt

χ(ζ))− id∥Ws→Ws sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))∥Ws

+ sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))−XF(ζ)∥Ws

≤ sup
t∈[0,1]

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥dΦ−t
χ (Φt

χ(ζ))− id∥Ws→Ws sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))∥Ws

+ sup
t∈[0,1]

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))−XF(ζ)∥Ws ,

where

sup
t∈[0,1]

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥dΦ−t
χ (Φt

χ(ζ))− id∥Ws→Ws sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))∥Ws

≤ sup
t∈[0,1]

[
sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

∥dΦ−t
χ (Φt

χ(ζ))∥Ws→Ws + 1

]
sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))∥Ws

(3.12)
≤

[(
2k1(k1 − 1)s∥χ∥ sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

∥ζ∥Ws max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 1

]
×

× sup
t∈[0,1]

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))∥Ws ,

and where we can exploit Lemma A.8 so that

sup
t∈[0,1]

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(Φ
t
χ(ζ))−XF(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 4(2k1 − 2)(2k1 − 3)s ∥χ∥ ∥F∥R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2k1−4

∥ζ∥nWs .

□

Lemma A.11. Let s ≥ s1 ≫ 1, R > 0, − 1
2
< ν ≤ 0, k1 ≥ 3, and consider the Hamiltonian

H(0)(ζ) = h0(ζ) + δ F(1,0)(ζ) + δ1+νF(2,0)(ζ) + δ2+νR(0)(ζ).(A.17)

Assume that h0 satisfies (PER) and (INV), that F(1,0) ∈ P2, F(2,0) ∈ Pk1 , and that either R(0) = 0 or
R(0) ∈ Pk1 . Moreover, assume that F(1,0), F(2,0), R(0) and their vector fields are analytic on Bs(R), with

∥F(j,0)∥ ≤ Fj , j = 1, 2, ∥R(0)∥ ≤ ρ0.

Then there exists δ0 = δ0(T, F1, F2, ρ0, R, k1, ν) > 0 such that if δ ≤ δ0, then there exists a canonical
transformation T (0)

δ analytic on Bs(R) such that

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥T (0)
δ (ζ)− ζ∥Ws

≤ 4T k1(k1 − 1)s
(
δ1+νF2 (1 + δF1) + δF1

)
R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs ,(A.18)

and H(1) := H(0) ◦ T (0)
δ has the form

H(1)(ζ) = h0(ζ) + δZ(1,1)(ζ) + δ1+νZ(2,1)(ζ) + δ2(1+ν)R(1)(ζ),(A.19)
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where

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XZ(j,1)(ζ)∥Ws ≤ 2k1(k1 − 1)s Fj R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs ,(A.20)

for all ζ ∈ Ws, j = 1, 2, and where

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 24 T (k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)sR sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs ×

×
{
4F1

[((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2

]

+ F 2
2

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]
+ 2F 2

2

}
+ 2k1(k1 − 1)s (ρ0 + 4T F1F2)R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs(A.21)

for ν = 0, and

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)(ζ)∥Ws

≤

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 8

]
×

× 24(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s TF 2
2 R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs(A.22)

for − 1
2
< ν < 0.

Proof. Here we prove the case R(0) ∈ Pk1 , the case R(0) = 0 being simpler. The key point of the proof
is to look for T (0)

δ as the time-one map of the Hamiltonian vector field of an analytic function. Hence,
let χ0 ∈ P2, and consider the differential equation

ζ̇ = Xδχ0(ζ).(A.23)

By standard theory we have that, if ∥Xδχ0∥Bs(R) is small enough and ζ0 ∈ Bs(R), then the solution of
(A.23) exists for |t| ≤ 1.

Therefore we can define T t
0,δ : Bs(R) → Bs(R), and in particular the corresponding time-one map

T 1
0,δ, which is an analytic canonical transformation, δ-close to the identity. We have

(T 1
0,δ)

∗ (h0 + δF(1,0) + δ1+νF(2,0) + δ2+νR(0))

= h0 + δ
[
F(1,0) + {χ0, h0}

]
+ δ1+νF(2,0)

+
(
h0 ◦ T 1

0,δ − h0 − δ{χ0, h0}
)
+ δ

(
F(1,0) ◦ T 1

0,δ − F(1,0)
)

(A.24)

+ δ1+ν
(
F(2,0) ◦ T 1

0,δ − F(2,0)
)
+ δ2+νR(0) + δ2+ν

(
R(0) ◦ T 1

0,δ − R(0)
)

(A.25)

=: h0 + δ
[
F(1,0) + {χ0, h0}

]
+ δ1+νF(2,0) + δ2+νR1,0.

We can observe that the three terms in square brackets in the second line can be normalized through
the choice of a suitable χ0, while the terms in (A.24)-(A.25) contain all terms of order at least O(δ2+ν).
This lead us to solve the homological equation

{χ0, h0}+ F(1,0) = Z(1,1),

with Z(1,1) in normal form. Lemma A.4 ensures the existence of χ0 and Z(1,1); using the analyticity of
the flow Φt

h0 ensured by (PER) and (A.13), we have that the vector fields associated to Z(1,1) and χ0

satisfy
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sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xχ0(ζ)∥Ws ≤ 2T sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(1,0)∥Ws ≤ 4T k1(k1 − 1)s F1R,(A.26)

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XZ(1,1)∥Ws ≤ 2k1(k1 − 1)s F1R.(A.27)

We also estimate the vector field of the remainder R1,0: due to (A.16), (A.25) and (A.6) we have

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xh0◦T 1
0,δ

−h0−δ{χ0,h0}(ζ)∥Ws

(A.16)
≤

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]
×

× 4(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2Tδ2F 2
1 R,

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(1,0)◦T 1
0,δ

−F(1,0)(ζ)∥Ws

(A.6)
≤ 8(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2TδF 2

1 R,

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(2,0)◦T 1
0,δ

−F(2,0)(ζ)∥Ws

(A.6)
≤ 8(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2TδF1 F2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs ,

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(0)◦T 1
0,δ

−R(0)(ζ)∥Ws

(A.6)
≤ 8(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2TδF1 ρ0R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs ,

so that we can deduce from (A.24)-(A.25) that

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR1,0(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 16T (k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s F1R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs×

×

[
δ−ν

((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2 + δ ρ0

]
+ 2k1(k1 − 1)s ρ0R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.28)

Now let χ1 ∈ Pk1 , and consider the differential equation

ζ̇ = Xδ1+νχ1
(ζ).(A.29)

Again by standard theory we have that, if ∥Xδ1+νχ1
∥Bs(R) is small enough and ζ0 ∈ Bs(R), then the

solution of (A.29) exists for |t| ≤ 1.
Therefore we can define T t

1,δ : Bs(R) → Bs(R), and in particular the corresponding time-one map
T 1
1,δ, which is an analytic canonical transformation, δ1+ν-close to the identity. We have

(T 1
1,δ)

∗ (h0 + δZ(1,1) + δ1+νF(2,0) + δ2+νR1,0)

= h0 + δZ(1,1) + δ1+ν
[
F(2,0) + {χ1, h0}

]
+ δ2+νR1,0 +

(
h0 ◦ T 1

1,δ − h0 − δ1+ν{χ1, h0}
)
+ δ

(
Z(1,1) ◦ T 1

1,δ − Z(1,1)
)

(A.30)

+ δ1+ν
(
F(2,0) ◦ T 1

1,δ − F(2,0)
)
+ δ2+ν (R1,0 ◦ T 1

1,δ − R1,0

)
(A.31)

=: h0 + δZ(1,1) + δ1+ν
[
F(2,0) + {χ1, h0}

]
+ δ2(1+ν)R(1).
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Lemma A.4 ensures the existence of χ1 and Z(2,1); using the analyticity of the flow Φt
h0 ensured by

(PER) and (A.13), we have that the vector fields associated to Z(2,1) and χ1 satisfy

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xχ1(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 2T sup
ζ∈Bs(Rm)

∥XF(2,0)∥Ws ≤ 4T k1(k1 − 1)s F2R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs ,(A.32)

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XZ(2,1)∥Ws ≤ 2 k1(k1 − 1)s F2R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.33)

Defining now T (0)
δ (ζ) := Φ1

δ1+νχ1
◦ Φ1

δ χ0
(ζ) we can apply Lemma A.8, (A.26) and (A.32), so that we

obtain

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥T (0)
δ (ζ)− ζ∥Ws ≤ sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Φ1
δ1+νχ1

(
Φ1

δ χ0
(ζ)
)
− Φ1

δ χ0
(ζ)∥Ws + ∥Φ1

δ χ0
(ζ)− ζ∥Ws

≤ sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xδ1+νχ1
◦ Φ1

δ χ0
∥Ws + sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xδχ0∥Ws

≤ 4T k1(k1 − 1)s
(
δ1+νF2 (1 + δF1) + δF1

)
R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs ,

which leads to (A.18).
Now we estimate the vector fields of the terms in (A.30)-(A.31): we have that

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥Xh0◦T 1
1,δ

−h0−δ1+ν{χ1,h0}(ζ)∥Ws

(A.16)
≤

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]
×

× 4(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2Tδ2(1+ν)F 2
2 R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2k1−4

∥ζ∥nWs ,

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XZ(1,1)◦T 1
1,δ

−Z(1,1)(ζ)∥Ws

(A.27)
≤ 2k1(k1 − 1)s 2Tδ1+νF1F2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs ,

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XF(2,0)◦T 1
1,δ

−F(2,0)(ζ)∥Ws

(A.6)
≤ 8(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2Tδ1+νF 2

2 R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs ,

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR1,0◦T 1
1,δ

−R1,0
(ζ)∥Ws

≤ δ1+ν

{
32T 2(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s F1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs×

×

[
δ−ν

((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2 + δ ρ0

]

+ 4Tk1(k1 − 1)s ρ0R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k−2

∥ζ∥nWs

}
,
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from which we deduce that

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 16T (k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s F1R

(
sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs

)
δ−ν ×

×

[
δ−ν

((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2 + δ ρ0

]
+ 2k1(k1 − 1)s δ−ν ρ0R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k−2

∥ζ∥nWs

+

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]
×

× 4(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2TF 2
2 R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs

+ 2k1(k1 − 1)s 2Tδ−νF1F2R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

+ 8(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s 2T F 2
2 R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs

+ 32T 2(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s F1R sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs×

× δ

[
δ−ν

((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2 + δ ρ0

]
+ 4T δ k1(k1 − 1)s ρ0R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs .(A.34)

In particular, if we evaluate (A.34) for ν = 0 we have

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)(ζ)∥Ws

≤ 8T (k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)sR sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs ×

×
{
2F1

[((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2 + δ ρ0

]

+ F 2
2

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]

+ 2F 2
2 + 4T F1 δ

[((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2 + δ ρ0

]}
+ 2k1(k1 − 1)s (ρ0 + 2T (δ ρ0 + F1F2))R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs ,

so that there exists δ0 = δ0(T, F1, F2, ρ0, R, k1) > 0 such that if δ ≤ δ0

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)(ζ)∥Ws ≤ 24 T (k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)sR sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs ×

×
{
4F1

[((
2Tk1(k1 − 1)sF1R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 4

)
F1 + F2

]

+ F 2
2

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 6

]
+ 2F 2

2

}
+ 2k1(k1 − 1)s (ρ0 + 4T F1F2)R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs .
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Similarly, if ν ∈
(
− 1

2
, 0
)
, then there exists δ0 = δ0(T, F1, F2, ρ0, R, k1, ν) > 0 such that if δ ≤ δ0

sup
ζ∈Bs(R)

∥XR(1)(ζ)∥Ws

≤

[(
4Tk1(k1 − 1)sF2R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,k1−2

∥ζ∥nWs

)
+ 8

]
×

× 24(k1 − 1)(2k1 − 3)s TF 2
2 R sup

ζ∈Bs(R)

max
n=1,...,2(k1−2)

∥ζ∥nWs .

□

Proof of Lemma 3.11. The Hamiltonian (3.24) satisfies the assumptions of Lemma A.11, Fj1 ◦ ΠM in
place of F(j,0), (j = 1, 2), Fj = ∥Fj1∥M2 (j = 1, 2), R(0) = 0, ρ0 = 0 and k1 = k.

So by applying Lemma A.11, we obtain that for δ ≤ δ0 (where δ0 is the quantity appearing in the
statement of Lemma A.11) there exists an analytic canonical transformation T (0)

δ,M : Bs(R) → Bs(R) such
that

H1,M ◦ T (0)
δ,M = h0 + δZ

(1)
M + δ1+νZ

(2)
M + δ2(1+ν)R(1)

M ,(A.35)

Z
(j)
M := ⟨Fj1 ◦ΠM ⟩ , j = 1, 2, δ2(1+ν)R(1)

M = δ2(1+ν)R(1),

where R(1) is the remainder appearing in the statement of Lemma A.11.
□

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 5.2

In order to prove Proposition 5.2 we first discuss the specific energies associated to the high modes,
and then the ones associated to the low modes. In the rest of the section K = (K1, . . . ,Kd) ∈ Zd

N .
First we remark that for κ = (µK1, . . . , µKd) we have

∣∣ω2
K

∣∣ (2.9)
= 1 + 4

d∑
j=1

sin2

(
µKjπ

2

)
≤ π2(1 + µ2|K|2).(B.1)

moreover, for K ̸= 0 and for all m ≥ s > 0

|p̂K |2 + π2(1 + µ2|K|2)|q̂K |2

2
≤ π2 |K|−2s |p̂K |2 + (1 + µ2|K|2)|q̂K |2

2
|K|2s

≤ π2 |K|−2s (1 + µ2|K|2
)
∥(ξ, η)∥2Ws ,(B.2)

where in the last inequality we used the fact that ℓ1s ⊂ ℓ2s (see Proposition III.2 in [Fao12]).

In order to estimate Eκ for large values of Kj (j = 1, . . . , d), it is convenient to divide the frequency-
space in different regions and bound the terms supported in each region separately. Indeed, in the multi-
dimensional case the introduction of different regions in the frequency space will help us estimating most
of the terms in an efficient way. Let us define

L = Lµ,δ,α,s

:=
{
L = (L1, . . . , Ld) ∈ Zd : µLj ∈ 2Z ∀j = 1, . . . , d, |K1|+ · · ·+ |Kd| > M

}
,(B.3)

M =M(µ, δ) = µ−(1−δ), δ > 0, s > d/2.

Hence we obtain that for κ = (µK1, . . . , µKd) and |K1|+ · · ·+ |Kd| > M

Eκ

µ2α
=

1

2

∑
L∈L

|K+L|=0

(
|p̂0|2 + ω2

K |q̂0|2
)
+

1

2

∑
L∈L

|K+L|≠0

(
|p̂K+L|2 + ω2

K |q̂K+L|2
)

=
1

2

∑
L∈L

|K+L|≠0

(
|p̂K+L|2 + ω2

K |q̂K+L|2
)
,
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where ∑
L∈L

|K+L|≠0

(
|p̂K+L|2 + ω2

K |q̂K+L|2
)

(B.2)
≤ π2 ∥(ξ, η)∥2Ws 2

∑
L∈L

|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s

[
1 + µ2

d∑
j=1

(Kj + Lj)
2

]

≤ 2π2 ∥(ξ, η)∥2Ws

[ ∑
L∈L

|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s + µ2
∑
L∈L

|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s
d∑

j=1

(Kj + Lj)
2

]
.(B.4)

Now, ∑
L∈L

|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s

≤ |K|−2s

+
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1=0,(L2,...,Ld )̸=(0,...,0)

|K + L|−2s + · · ·+
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

(L1,...,Ld−1 )̸=(0,...,0),Ld=0

|K + L|−2s

+
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0

|K + L|−2s.(B.5)

We now estimate the last sum in (B.5); we point out that for L1, . . . , Ld ̸= 0 we have |L| ≥ 2d µ−1,
hence d |K| ≤ |L|.

Therefore, for any s > d
2

and for κ = (µK1, . . . , µKd) and |K1|+ · · ·+ |Kd| > M∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
L1,...,Ld ̸=0

|K + L|−2s ≤
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0

| |K| − |L| |−2s

≤
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0

|K|−2s (|L|/|K| − 1)−2s ,

where for d = 2, 3 the above sum can be bounded by

|K|−2s 2π πd−2

∫ +∞

d|K|
Rd−1(R/|K| − 1)−2sdR = 2πd−1 C(s, d) |K|−(2s−d),(B.6)

where

C(s, 2) = (4s− 3)
Γ(2s− 2)

Γ(2s)
, C(s, 3) =

(6s− 11)3s+ 13

4s−1

Γ(2s− 3)

Γ(2s)
,

(Γ is Euler’s gamma function), while for d = 1 the above sum can be bounded by∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
L1,...,Ld ̸=0

|K + L|−2s

≤
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0
|K|≤|L|≤2|K|

|K + L|−2s + 2|K|−2s

∫ +∞

2|K|
(R/|K| − 1)−2sdR,(B.7)
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where the above integral is equal to 1
2s−1

|K|, and where the sum in the right-hand side of (B.7) is
bounded by

|K|−2s
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0
|K|≤|L|≤2|K|

|1 + L/K|−2s ≤ Cs |K|−2s+1,

for some Cs > 0 (as |K + L| ≠ 0 implies |K + L| ≥ 1).
Next we estimate the second sum in (B.5); of course the sum vanishes for d = 1, while for d = 2, 3∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1=0,(L2,...,Ld) ̸=(0,...,0)

|K + L|−2s ≤ |K|−2s
∑

L=(0,L2,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

(L2,...,Ld )̸=(0,...,0)

∣∣∣∣2|L|µ − 1

∣∣∣∣−2s

,(B.8)

which is polinomially small with respect to µ, and similarly for the other sums in the second line of
(B.5).

Now we want to estimate the term∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s
d∑

j+1

(Kj + Lj)
2

in (B.4). We have for all j ∈ {1, . . . , d}∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|̸=0

|K + L|−2s (Kj + Lj)
2

≤ 2
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s (K2
j + L2

j )

≤ K2
j

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s +
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

|K + L|−2s L2
j ,

where the first sum can be bounded as before, while the second sum can be decomposed in the following
way, ∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1=0,(L2,...,Ld )̸=(0,...,0)

|K + L|−2s L2
j + · · ·+

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
Ld=0,(L1,...,Ld−1 )̸=(0,...,0)

|K + L|−2s L2
j

+
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0

|K + L|−2s L2
j .

Then, for any s > d
2
+ 1 and for κ = (µK1, . . . , µKd) and |K1|+ . . .+ |Kd| > M we have∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0

|K + L|−2sL2
j ≤

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
L1,...,Ld ̸=0

|K + L|−2s|L|2

which for d = 2, 3 can be bounded by

|K|−2s
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L
|K+L|≠0

L1,...,Ld ̸=0

∣∣∣∣ |L||K| − 1

∣∣∣∣−2s

|L|2 ≤ 2πd−1 |K|−2s

∫ +∞

d|K|
Rd+1(R/|K| − 1)−2s dR

= 2πd−1 C1(s, d) |K|−(2s−d−2),(B.9)
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C1(s, 2) = 2(4s(2s− 5) + 9)(4s− 5)
Γ(2s− 4)

Γ(2s)
,

C1(s, 3) = (−1)2s+1

[
B3(5, 1− 2s) + 24

Γ(2s− 5)

Γ(2s)

]
, Bz(a, b) :=

∫ z

0

ta−1(1− t)b−1dt,

((z, a, b) 7→ Bz(a, b) is the generalized Euler Beta function); for d = 1 the above sum can be bounded by∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
L1,...,Ld ̸=0

L2
j |K + L|−2s + 2|K|−2s

∫ +∞

2|K|
R2

(
R

|K| − 1

)−2s

dR ≤ Cs |K|−(2s−3).

Similarly, we now estimate the terms∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
L1=0,(L2,...,Ld )̸=(0,...,0)

|K + L|−2s L2
j + · · ·+

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
Ld=0,(L1,...,Ld−1 )̸=(0,...,0)

|K + L|−2s L2
j ;

of course the sums vanish for d = 1, while for d = 2, 3 and for any j ∈ {1, . . . , d}∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
L1=0,(L2,...,Ld )̸=(0,...,0)

|K + L|−2s L2
j ≤ |K|−2s

∑
L=(0,L2,...,Ld)∈L

|K+L|≠0
(L2,...,Ld )̸=(0,...,0)

∣∣∣∣2|L|µ − 1

∣∣∣∣−2s

L2
j ,(B.10)

which is polinomially small with respect to µ.
On the other hand, for κ = (µK1, . . . , µKd) and |K1|+ · · ·+ |Kd| ≤M and for any s > d

2
+1 we have∣∣∣∣ Eκ

µ2α
− ξK ηK

2

∣∣∣∣
≤
∣∣ω2

K − 1
∣∣ |q̂K |2 + 1

2

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈Zd\{0}

µL1,...,µLd∈2Z

(
|p̂K+L|2 + ω2

K |q̂K+L|2
)

≤ µ2 π2|K|2 |q̂K |2 + 1

2

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈Zd\{0}

µL1,...,µLd∈2Z

(
|p̂K+L|2 + |q̂K+L|2 + µ2 π2 |K + L|2 |q̂K+L|2

)
≤ µ2 π2|K|2 |q̂K |2 + ∥(ξ, η)∥2Ws

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈Zd\{0}

µL1,...,µLd∈2Z

|K + L|−2s (1 + µ2 π2 |K + L|2
)

≤ π2 µ2δ ∥(ξ, η)∥2W0 + ∥(ξ, η)∥2Ws

∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈Zd\{0}

µL1,...,µLd∈2Z

|K + L|−2s (1 + µ2 π2 |K + L|2
)
,(B.11)

while for any s > d
2
+ 1 we estimate the sum in (B.11) in the following way,∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈Zd\{0}
µL1,...,µLd∈2Z

|K + L|−2s (1 + µ2 π2 |K + L|2
)

≤
∑

L=(L1,...,Ld)∈Zd\{0}
µL1,...,µLd∈2Z

|K + L|−2s

(
1 + µ2 2π2

d∑
j=1

(K2
j + L2

j )

)

≤ |K|−2s 2πd−1 I(µ, |K|, s, d),

I(µ, |K|, s, d) :=
∫ +∞

2/µ

(
R

|K| − 1

)−2s (
1 + 2π2 µ2(|K|2 +R2)

)
Rd−1 dR,(B.12)
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where

I(µ, |K|, s, 1) =
∣∣∣∣1− 2

|K|µ

∣∣∣∣−2s (
2

µ
− |K|

)
1

(s− 1)(2s− 1)(2s− 3)
×

×
[
3− 5s+ 2

(
s2 + π2 (4 + 4s(2s− 3) + 2|K|µ− 4sµ|K|+ (4 + s(2s− 5))|K|2µ2)) ],

I(µ, |K|, s, 2) =
∣∣∣∣1− 2

|K|µ

∣∣∣∣−2s (
2

µ
− |K|

)
1

2(s− 1)(s− 2)(2s− 1)(2s− 3)µ
×

×
[
(s− 2)(2s− 3)(4s− 2− |K|µ)

+ 2π2

(
8(s− 1)(2s− 1)(2s− 3)− 12(s− 1)(2s− 1) |K|µ

+ 2(2s− 1)(9 + s(2s− 7)) |K|2µ2 − (9 + s(2s− 7)) |K|3µ3

)]
,

I(µ, |K|, s, 3) =
∣∣∣∣1− 2

|K|µ

∣∣∣∣−2s
1

(s− 1)(s− 2)(2s− 1)(2s− 3)(2s− 5) µ3
×

×
[
2π2

(
32(s− 1)(s− 2)(2s− 1)(2s− 3)− 16s(s− 1)(2s− 1)(2s− 3) |K|µ

+ 8(s− 1)(2s− 1)(10 + s(2s− 5)) |K|2µ2 − 4s(2s− 1)(16 + s(2s− 9)) |K|3µ3

+ 4s(16 + s(2s− 9)) |K|4µ4 + (−16 + s(2s− 9)) |K|5µ5

)
+ (s− 2)(2s− 5)(2− |K|µ)

(
4 + 8s2 + (2 + |K|µ) |K|µ− 4s(3 + |K|µ)

) ]
,

and since

I(µ, |K|, s, d) ≤ C2(s) µ
2s−d |K|2s, d = 1, 2, 3

we obtain ∑
L=(L1,...,Ld)∈Zd\{0}

µL1,...,µLd∈2Z

|K + L|−2s (1 + µ2 π2 |K + L|2
)
≤ 2πd−1 C2(s) µ

2s−d.(B.13)

Finally, we observe that

min (2δ, 2s− d) = 2δ, ∀s > d

2
+ δ,

so that we can deduce the thesis with the constants specified in (5.9).
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