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Full dimensional tori in C'* vector fields over T

Zhicheng Tong !, Yong Li *%12

Abstract

We consider linearization of perturbed vector field w + P over infinite dimensional torus
T and give sharp regularity requirement for perturbation P under which there is a nearly
identical transformation conjugating the unperturbed one w onto w — & + P via a small mod-
ifying term @. Besides discussing the Diophantine type introduced by Bourgain [11], we also
investigate the universal nonresonance and provide weakest regularity of perturbations known
so far for which KAM applies. Lower than analyticity, our results allow Gevrey or even only
C*°, and the new KAM scheme with a balancing sequence to overcome non-polynomial non-
resonance is shown to be non-Newtonian that differs from the usual ones. Thereby, we answer
the fundamental question of what is the minimum regularity required for KAM in infinite
dimensional case. Additionally, our linearization could also be employed to deal with quasi
periodic case over T".
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1 Introduction

The celebrated KAM theory established by Kolmogorov and Arnold [3-5,19], Moser [25,26], mainly
concerns the preservation of invariant tori of a Hamiltonian function or a vector field under small
perturbations, and indeed has a history of more than sixty years. So far, KAM theory has been well
developed and widely applied to a variety of dynamical systems and PDEs. On these aspect, see
Kuksin [21], Eliasson [14], Poschel [28], Wayne [35], Bourgain [9,10], Kuksin and Pdschel [23] and
Salamon [32] for some fundamental developments. As to recent work on PDEs involving nonlinear
Schrodinger equation (NLS), wave equation, beam equation as well as Euler equation via KAM
approaches, we mention the work of Bourgain [11], Khesin et al [18], Eliasson et al [15], Biasco
et al [7], Berti et al [6], Montalto and Procesi [24], Guardia et al [16] and the references therein.
We also refer to the overview of KAM theory for PDEs by Kuksin [22], and finite and infinite
dimensional systems by Chierchia and Procesi [13].

However, as commented in [23], work on abstract KAM theory in infinite dimensional tori
case is very few in the light of difficulties caused by small divisors and spatial structure, let alone
proving the persistence of full dimensional tori and reducing regularity for perturbations over T°°.
The latter, being as a fundamental question in KAM theory, has caused a surge in the study
of how smooth the perturbation has to be to ensure KAM persistence. In the n dimensional case
(2 < n < +00), it is well known that finitely differentiability is enough, namely C?" (plus certain
Dini modulus of continuity) for perturbed Hamiltonian functions, and C™"~! for perturbed vector
fields, see Albrecht [1] and Poschel [29] for KAM theory, and Herman [17], Cheng and Wang [12]
and Wang [34] for counterexamples with lower regularity. It shall be emphasized that the above
regularity is actually sharp, and therefore when considering infinite dimensional situation, finitely
differentiable perturbations would destroy KAM invariant tori. As a result, one demands at least
C* smoothness under almost periodic setting. Regularity usually available for KAM at this case is
analyticity, and to the best of our knowledge, there do not exist any abstract Gevrey KAM except
for very few results concerning with Gevrey dependent potential in specific PDEs via Diophantine
nonresonance introduced by Bourgain in [11], namely

|k - wl >7*H%, Vk € 7% satisfying0<2|kj| < 400 (1.1)
Harmrom 2

with 0 < 7* < 1 and p > 1, and (j) := max {1, |j|} for j € Z, which we refer to Biasco et al [7]
and Procesi and Stolovitch [30] for relevant work. It seems that, such Diophantine frequencies are
indeed related to Gevrey smoothness for perturbations over T°° denoted by P, and we mention
that for given nonresonance, the minimum regularity of P should depend on it as well as certain
spatial structure due to almost periodicity. Therefore, reducing regularity must base on explicitly
constructed nonresonance. To answer the previous addressed fundamental question on minimum
KAM regularity via almost periodicity, we investigate linearization of perturbed vector fields over
T without Hamiltonian structure for simplicity and present two main sharp results in this paper:

e With Diophantine nonresonance in (1.1) it is shown that non-analytic Gevrey type regularity
is enough to obtain KAM conjugacy, and the Gevrey exponent is indeed sharp even for finite
dimensional case;

e For almost all vector fields, certain C*° regularity beyond Gevery is enough to guarantee full
dimensional tori, and it is also sharp in view of the fact that C'>° cannot be reduced to finite
differentiability.



Obviously, achieving sharp results for infinite dimensional KAM is not simple. To this end, via
specific spatial structure we extend Poschel’s non-Newtonian KAM scheme for quasi periodicity
in [29] to the almost periodic case, that is, being different from the usual superexponential conver-
gence, our iteration possesses arbitrarily slow convergence rate and therefore weakens regularity
assumption as much as possible. To be more precise, we solve a nonlinear equation by employing
the Banach contraction theorem at each KAM step rather than linearizing the conjugacy equation
under consideration. An essential fact should be stressed that Péschel’s KAM only applies to finite
dimensional Diophantine vector fields, therefore we have to propose a balancing sequence to deal
with the small divisor in infinite dimension, and this is a main difference. As you will see, choosing
an appropriate balancing sequence allows one to derive sharp regularity (not given in advance)
for which KAM applies, and this is indeed different from the usual case where one has to first
assume regularity (e.g., analyticity or Gevrey). Apart from above, instead of applying Jackson
type approximation theorem in the finite dimensional case to finitely differentiable KAM, we com-
bine certain KAM coordinate transformations with the analytic smoothing approach to construct
a special m-weighted norm that reveals explicit regularity about perturbation over T°. Thereby,
we provide an effective and universal approach to reduce reqularity in infinite dimensional case
for the first time. Furthermore, our results are of real physical interest. For example, as Arnaiz
used linearization theorem of perturbed vector fields over T™ to study semiclassical KAM as well
as renormalization theorem based on counterterms (acting as the ‘modifying term’ in our paper)
in [2], certain semiclassical measures and quantum limits could be well characterized. As a con-
sequence, our infinite dimensional linearization theorems would play an important role in further
touching such physical related problems in the almost periodic sense, even considering less regular
symbols (see Remark 1 in [2]).

The rest of paper is organized as follows. Towards almost periodicity, we introduce nonreso-
nance, spatial structure and Fourier analysis as preliminaries in Section 2. Then our main results,
namely Gevrey type KAM Theorem 3.1 concerning with Diophantine nonresonance and C'*° type
KAM Theorem 3.2, are stated in Section 3, respectively. Our approach is also valid for quasi peri-
odic case and shown to be sharp, as explained by Theorem 4.1 in Section 4. Section 5 is devoted
to the proof of all results, and we shall provide a guideline for readers: some basic lemmas that are
crucial in KAM theory are constructed firstly, aiming to establish an Abstract m-weighted KAM
Theorem 5.1; then Theorems 3.1, 3.2 and 4.1 are direct corollaries of Theorem 5.1, by successfully
and appropriately selecting balancing sequences as already mentioned.

2 Preliminaries

Let us recall the approximation function, infinite dimensional Diophantine nonresonance, weighted
norm for vector, T torus and the analyticity on it to be studied in this paper. Denote by ||
the sup-norm on infinite dimensional vector space R (or finite dimensional vector space R™ with
n e NT).

Definition 2.1 (Approximation function). A function A : [1,4+00) — [1,+00) is said to be an
approximation function, if it is continuous, strictly monotonic increasing, and satisfies A(+00) =
+00.

Such approximation functions will be used to characterize certain universal nonresonance in
infinite dimensional case (see Section 5.4) beyond Diophantine type below, as well as weight that
embodies the spatial structure (see Theorem 3.2).

Definition 2.2 (Diophantine nonresonance). Given v* € (0,1) and p > 1, the Diophantine



nonresonance of frequency w € [1, 2]Z is given by

N 1
|kW|>")/ Hm, VkGZZ ,O<Z|I€J|<+OO, (21)
JEZ i\ JEZL

provided (j) := max {1, |j|} for j € Z.

Let us denote by D~ , the set containing Diophantine frequencies in infinite dimensional case.
Fortunately, it turns out that there exists a constant C(u) > 0 such that P ([1,2]Z\D7*)H) <

C (u) v*, that is, almost all frequencies are of Diophantine type in a measure-theoretical sense. See
more details from [7,11, 24, 30].

Next, we shall introduce the infinite dimensional torus and Fourier expansion series on it. For
1,0 > 0, the thickened infinite dimensional torus is define by

T .= {:1: = (2),ez:@; € C: Re(x;) € T, [Ima;| < o(j)",j € Z} .

In particular, it represents the usual torus T when o degenerates to 0. For given n > 0, we define
the set of infinite integer vectors with finite support

7 .
LY = k€L k|, = Z ()" |k;] < +o0
JEL
Such a spatial structure like this is not necessary in the finite dimensional case, but cannot be
removed under infinite dimensional setting, otherwise the Fourier series would explode. It is

worth mentioning that similar spatial structure appears in Theorem 3.2. Via the above notations,
analyticity on Tg® with exponential weighted norm could be given.

Definition 2.3. For o > 0, the Banach space containing analytic functions or maps on T is

defined by

G(TP) =S u(@)= > da(k)e* ™ |ully = > (k)| e < o0

keze keze

Remark 2.1. It follows from the definition of norm |||, that Heik'IHU = ekl for k € Z2°, and
| X1, = I X]l, = |X| holds for X being constant.

Finally, let us introduce a special m-weighted norm that will be used to construct the regularity
of perturbations as weak as possible in KAM. We say that m = {mk}kezgo is a weight, if my =
m(|k|,) > 0 is non-decreasing for every k € Z2°. We always denote by m a weight rather than a
non-negative number (e.g., o in Definition 2.3) throughout this paper. Based on weight m, one
could consider certain m-weighted norm from our non-Newtonian KAM that has weaker regularity
than analyticity (e.g., Gevrey or even C*°).

Definition 2.4. Consider a map with Fourier expansion series f =3, 7o fA(k)ei’“”. Then for a
weight m = {Mmx},czo0, define the m-weighted norm of f as

1l = D 1K)l

keze

Remark 2.2. As an example, mj = |k|f7 corresponds to the Gevery regularity with 0 < a < 1
and analyticity with a = 1, respectively. We also mention the finite dimensional Gevrey regularity
proposed by Popov in [27].



3 State of main results

As usual, let us first discuss the Diophantine vector field in the almost periodic case. It is shown
that, assuming Gevrey type regularity depending on Diophantine nonresonance for perturbation
is enough to ensure the KAM linearization via modifying term. Compared with the well known
fact in the finite dimensional case, that is, the critical regularity in KAM theory strongly depends
on Diophantine exponent admitted by frequency (e.g., see Salamon [32]), our infinite dimensional
result also reveals the similar point. Moreover, the Gevrey exponent obtained below is indeed
sharp, even in the quasi periodic case, see Section 4 for explanations.

Theorem 3.1 (Gevrey type KAM). Letn > 0 be given. Assume that w € T satisfies the infinite
dimensional Diophantine condition in Definition 2.2. Then for all 0 < 1’ < 7, as long as the
perturbation P is sufficiently small in the sense that

R i,
S Pk exp (W" ) <1,

0£keZ®

there exist a modifying term @ and a nearly identical transformation ¥ such that w — & + P is
conjugated to w, i.e.,
UV (w—0+P)=w.

Now we consider the nonresonance beyond Diophantine, for which almost all vector fields hold,
and we say that it is universal. One sees later that the non-Gevrey regularity for perturbation
is explicitly shown, but we shall emphasize, it could be weaker, as long as the weight added in
(3.1) is larger than any polynomial’s form, see details from Remark 3.1 and Section 5.4. This fact
reveals the sharpness, since in the almost periodic case, polynomial’s nonresonance or regularity do
not ensure KAM persistence, which we refer to the counterexamples constructed by Herman [17],
Cheng and Wang [12], Wang [34] and the references therein (as the dimension tends to infinity).
Thereby, the following theorem provides the weakest reqularity—namely C* (since C™ case has to
admit this weight structure) for which KAM applies in the universal sense over T, and therefore
fills the gap of results on this aspect.

Theorem 3.2 (C* type KAM). For almost all w € R?, there erists a uniform approvimation
function w, as long as the perturbation P is sufficiently small in the sense that

> [P()|exp (s(In|K]],)") < 1, (3.1)
0£keZe

where |[k|,, == >_ ez w ((4)) |kj| and k > 0,a > 1, then the KAM conjugacy in Theorem 3.1 holds.

Remark 3.1. The approzimation function w could also be explicitly determined, see Section 5.4.
The regularity in (3.1) could also be weakened to

> 1PR)A(IE],) < 1,

0£keZe

provided with any approzimation function A larger than any polynomial’s type and certain weight
u depending on it, which implies that C*° regularity is enough to ensure KAM conjugacy. We
prefer not to state here for the sake of clarity.

4 Application to quasi periodic case

It shall be pointed out that our result (namely the Abstract m-weighted KAM Theorem 5.1 in
Section 5.2.1) also applies to quasi periodic case given below.



Theorem 4.1. Let n € NT and an approzimation function A be given. Assume that w € R™ with
n € NT satisfies the finite dimensional nonresonant condition

o
A(|k])’
Suppose that any of the followings is satisfied:

|k - w| > 0#£keZ", ~" >0.
(i) A is Diophantine, i.e.,

Alx) ~28, B> {1’ n=1 (4.1)

n—1, n>=2,

WV

and the perturbation P admits polynomial reqularity > |P(k)|[k|PT < +oo;
0#£kezn

(it) A is subezponential, i.e., A (z) ~ exp(z®) for some 0 < { < 1, and the perturbation P admits

Gevrey reqularity Y. |P(k)|exp(|k|¢) < +oo with any ¢’ > (;

0£kEZN
(i) A(x) ~ exp ((Inz)®) with some a > 1, and the perturbation P admits same type regularity
> |P(k)|exp (k(In]k|)*) < 400 with any k > 1.

0£kezn
Then there exist a modifying term @ and a nearly identical transformation VU such that w —w + P
is conjugated to w, i.e.,

V' (w—0+P) =w.

When n > 2 in (i), although our regularity is higher than Péschel’s in his preprint [29] (our
method is somewhat different from his, under which n > 2 is necessary—due to Riissmann’s esti-
mates in [31]), it is still nearly critical, thanks to counterexamples of Herman [17] and etc. More
precisely, 3 = n — 1 with n > 2 only yields C™ smoothness, while C*~! is the critical case. Our
results also cover the case n = 1. So far we have discussed the Diophantine nonresonance in all
dimensions, i.e., from 1 to +oco. Besides considering Diophantine nonresonance, both of (ii) and
(iil) are sharp and concise, see Bounemoura [8] for optimal Gevrey instance about vector fields (our
sharpness is reflected in the exponent, i.e., ¢’ > ( could be arbitrarily chosen, while Bounemoura’s
KAM allows optimal case ¢’ = (. Actually, our result would achieve this critical case whenever
one chooses the balancing sequence more carefully, but we prefer not to calculate this point for
simplicity, since some parameters must be very complicated as Bounemoura provided), and see
Salamon [32], Koudjinan [20] and Tong and Li [33] for universal nonresonance considering Hamil-
tonian systems.

5 Proof of results

Proof of all results are given in this section. We have to establish some basic lemmas via infinite
dimensional structure introduced forego in detail before proving. Throughout this paper, we always
denote by id the identity operator without causing ambiguity, and we denote by I the infinite
dimensional identity matrix, that is, D (id) = I. Moreover, V and A represent the maximum
operator and minimum operator, respectively.

5.1 Some basic lemmas

Lemma 5.1 (Neumann Lemma). Let ¢ be a self map the torus T*. If = ||Dyp — 1|, < 1, then
© is a diffeomorphism, and its inverse v satisfies

1 1%
Dy| < ——, |Dy -1 < ——.
IDYll, < 5 | Dy 1], =

3



Lemma 5.2 (Transformation Lemma). Consider a diffeomorphism ¢ of the torus T extending
to Ty with o > 0. If || —id||, < a for some a > 0, then for f € G(Tg), it holds

1foelly <Iflloyar

Proof. With A
fop(x)= f (k) exp (ik - ) - exp (k- (¢ (x) —id))

we have

Ifoell, < D 1 ®)llexp (ik-2)]l, - lexp (k- (¢ (@) —id))],-

keZe

By Remark 2.1 one obtains |jexp (ik - )|, = ¢’/*ls. On the other hand, with |k| < k|, and triangle
inequality we can prove that

. =1 . |k|? o
IIexp(k-(cp(w)—ld))llg<Zf,|\k-(s0(w)—ld)lli Z —2 [l () —id]l]
j:O‘]' j=0 7!
P Fy
\ZT—G i
Jj=0

Therefore, it follows that

1fowel, < D0 If (R = £,

kezgo
as desired. O

Lemma 5.3 (Cauchy’s estimate Lemma). Let f,p € G(T°) be given. Then for 0 < a < 1 and
o > 0, it holds

IDf - éllao < £l 12l -

-
e(l—a)o

Proof. Tt is obvious that

Df-p=iy (k-o)f (k)™ =13 > (k-@(0)f (k)T

kezge kEZ LELP

Recalling Remark 2.1 we have
. ) o — ooolkl,  Laoll],
llexp (i (k+¢) - 2)| ., = exp (aa|k+€|n) < exp (a0|k|n+a0|€|n) =e e .

Therefore, by |k| < [k|, one derives the conclusion as

IDf - @lla < Do D K2 OIS (B)llexp (i (k+£) - )l

k€L LeLX
<Y D Ikl [ O11F () M- e
kEZe Lele
< |3 Ikl F et ST 1 0]
k€zZe LET®



1
< meHUHSDHMa (5.1)

where the following trivial fact is employed in (5.1):

1
su k e_(l_o‘)alkln> <su (te_(l_a)5t> =
kezl; (| g t}l(:J) e(l-a)o

O

Let a map f € G (TS) be given. Then for K € N, let us define the truncation map Tx as well
as the residual map Ry as

TKf: Z f(k IkZLIJ, RKf— Z f 1k;E
S Ikl > K

respectively. Therefore Tx + Ri = id holds for all & € N. In particular, Tx + Rx = id for all
maps [ without Fourier constants and K € NT.

Lemma 5.4 (Cauchy type Lemma). Given a map f € G(TS®) without Fourier constant term,
then it holds

Moreover, we have
1
D < — .
1051y < =1l

Proof. Using |k| < |k, and recalling 2.1 one directly proves that

IDTefll, < D KIE®R) ™l < Y [kl 1 (k) [l

0<[k|, <K 0<|kl, <K
<K > |F®) M = K| Tif]l,-
0<|k|, <K

On the other hand, by |k[ < |k|, and et < e' it is shown that

IDfly < 32 WLIF0I < — 32 1Rl = 7],

kezge kEZOO
o

Lemma 5.5 (Small divisor Lemma). Let a nonresonant frequency w € T be given. Then for
f € G(T) without Fourier constant term, the unique solution for the homological truncation
equation

w-09=Tkf, 9:=LTkf (5.2)

satisfies the estimate
-1
an<Q%%mm>M|

Proof. The unique solution of the homological truncation equation (5.2) can be written as

f
LTef= ), —i(' (jek
0|k, <K



As a consequence, one concludes

Z S ",Z?’“)'|eik'f|a<< tmax lk-wl1> > f @t

oxil<x ¥l O<lkl, <K 0kl <K
-1
= max |k w T
(MNJ | ) ITict,
due to Remark 2.1, which proves the lemma. o

Lemma 5.6 (Residual term Lemma). Given f € G (TS), then for 0 < a < 1, it holds
IR fllay < e R S,
Proof. With Remark 2.1 we prove that

IRK o < 3 1F R 0p < 3 1F (k) oM

|k, >K k|, >K

<(sup ”) S 1F 0 et | < oK Ry

|k, >K k|, > K

O

5.2 Linearization of vector fields over T* via non-Newtonian iteration

In what follows, we will always assume that the perturbation P of a constant vector field w on T
has Fourier series expansion as P =) £keZ P(k)el* and possesses certain different regularity
under different nonresonance for frequencies w, which will be determined in Section 5.2.4.

5.2.1 Abstract KAM Theorem

To prove the specific KAM theorems in this paper, let us first show an abstract m-weighted KAM
result. As one will see later, our convergence rate is arbitrarily slow (it depends on the convergence
rate of series ) Aje; in Iterative Lemma 5.8). In the KAM history, the iteration is always be
of Newtonian, i.e., superexponential. However, when weakening smoothness is considered, such
rapid convergence will become resistence. As done in [1,29,33], the convergence rate could also be
arbitrarily slow, therefore sharp regularity (in view of counterexamples) has been achieved. Our
Theorem 5.1 follows from the same viewpoint, and as a consequence, we obtain such sharp result
in the infinite dimensional case for the first time.

Theorem 5.1 (Abstract m-weighted KAM). Let b > 1 and a nonresonant constant vector field

w € T be given. L

(I) Suppose that there exists some 0 < q < 1 and a non-negative sequence {dy }, ¢ with lim d;'d, 41 <
V—r00

b such that

oo v—1
Vexp | — di | max |k-w|'< 400, 5.3
;q p ngo ; 0<|k|n<b”| | (5.3)

where v = %(1 —A) and A = b~ lim d;'d, 1. Then there exists a weight m, as long as the
vV—00

perturbation P is sufficiently small in the sense that | P||,, < 1, one has a modifying term @ and
a nearly identical transformation ¥ such that w — @ + P is conjugated to w, i.e.,

V' (w—0+P) =w.



(II) The weight m could be chosen as

— p(p) 02 H(1+A)bd,—1
lim
pmoe (b

< 400

with

oo v—1
p(n)=> ¢ "exp (=Y d; |0 max [k-w|".
= = 0<|k|, <b

The proof of Abstract KAM Theorem 5.1 will be shown in detail from Sections 5.2.2 to 5.2.5.

5.2.2 Main strategy

Firstly, let us present the classical KAM strategy of our proof. It should be noted that although
we apply the idea of Poschel in his preprint [29], it is indeed different in many details, e.g., in
the construction of iterative sequences (especially, we introduce a balancing sequence {d,},en to
overcome nonresonance, because Poschel’s idea indeed only works for Diophantine nonresonance
in the finite dimensional case) as well as infinite dimensional structure.
Assume that we have constructed a modifying term @ and a coordinate transformation ¥ such
that
UV (w+P—-0)=w+0Q, (5.4)

where P is a finitely order Fourier series of the original perturbation (namely at most of order
|| , > K and without constant term). Then using the Banach contraction theorem (indeed, Pdschel
employed Brouwer fixed point theorem in [29], but we have to apply Banach contraction theorem
instead of it because the dimension is infinite) on a ball & via special metric, we obtain another
modifying term w’ and a coordinate transformation ® (note that they admit uniqueness) such that

O*(w+Q - VW) =w+QT, (5.5)

here Q1 is an intermediate quantity, and moreover we could obtain accurate estimates for w’ and
® due to the quantitative property of 2. Now define the new modifying term w, = @ + w’ and
the coordinate transformation ¥, := ¥ o ®. Then it follows from (5.5) that
U (w+P—wy) =0 (T (w+ P—0) — )
=0 (w+Q— V")
=w+QT,
which leads to

UL (W+ Py —04) =w+ QT + L (Py — P)
I:W+Q+, (56)

where the order of Py is larger than P and tends to infinite order during the iteration process.
Recall (5.4), therefore (5.6) provides one cycle of the KAM iteration. Finally, we will prove the
uniform convergence of (5.6), which implies the desired conjugacy as

U (Wt Poo — Wp) = W+ Qoo = w.

Here we measure the original perturbation P, (note that Py tends to P, because it is indeed
a truncation of Py,) by a special m-norm instead of the usual analytic norm, and therefore the
regularity of it might be Gevrey or even C*°.

10



5.2.3 KAM Step

In this section we establish Step Lemma 5.7 that will serve as a crucial induction step in KAM

iteration.

Lemma 5.7 (Step Lemma). Let A € (0,1) and o := 271 (A +1) € (0,1) be given. Consider

U* (w4 P) =w+ Q. Assume that
1 1
AAQl, <= A ——1), [[D¥ I, <
4 @
with A = Kmax‘k|n<;<|k-w|_1 and oK > (1—-X)"".
term w’' and a (unique) transformation ® satisfying

Al vV K ||® —id],, <4A[Qll, < &,

such that
PV (w+P—-w)=w+Q".

Moreover, it holds that

>~ w

HQ+H>\U < 1267761{”@”0’7 =

Proof. Recall (5.5), i.e.,
O*(w+Q - VW) =w+ Q.
Then letting ® = id + $ yields that
D w+D® QT =D (w+Qt) —w
=Ww+Q—-V*wW)od—w
=(Q - V*w)od.
We solve the following equations
Dd - w =Tk (Q—T*w)od,
DO QT =Rk (Q—T¥*W)od

instead of solving (5.11). Consider the first equation in (5.12), with
©:= DU (DY 1)

and the map given by R A
T (W', @) := (Q +0Ouw)o (id+ ),
one calculates the equivalent form as
DO w+w =T (Q—Tw)od+w
=T (Q—w +0w)od+u
=Tk (Q+6Ouw)od® —w)+u
=Tk (Q + 6uw') o (id + D)
=TT (W', fi))

11

1
7

(I=X)>0.

(5.7)

Then one can find a (unique) modifying

(5.8)

(5.9)

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

(5.13)

(5.14)



Note that w’ is constant, we therefore solve the following equations:

{Dé-w_(ﬁ—%)ﬁ(w’@)v (5.15)

w' = 769(&/, fiJ)

Since the operator D - w = Y7 | w;0;, = w - d yields the small divisors and there is no constant
term in the first equation in (5.15), then by Lemma 5.5 we have

{w/ =77 (/. ®), (5.16)

o=2(Th—To) 7 (v, ).

With the fact that | X||, = || X||, = |X] holds for constant X in mind, then solution for (5.16) is
equivalent to the fixed point of map 2

. 1=ToT (W, ®),
2w d) =T (. ®) ) (5.17)
b = 2 (T - To) 7 (), ®)
in a ball % defined as
B = {(w',é) € Q: AW VK] <4A]Q|l, < n}, (5.18)

where the space € is chosen as

Q:= (w/, (i)) : w/ = constant, (i) = Z (i)keik»m
o<kl <K

And this inspires us to apply the Banach contraction theorem because one easily verifies that 4 is
indeed a Banach space endowed with the metric in (5.18). To this end, we should verify that for
every (wi, @1) arising from initial value (w’ , ﬁ)) under the map 2 defined in (5.17) still belongs to
the ball 4, in the sense of given metric.

By (5.13), Neumann Lemma 5.1 and smallness assumption (5.7) we have

17 1
=||[D¥" (DY -T)||_ < || D¥|_|[DY -T], < =— 1
jel, = |1P¥~ (0¥ -], < [D¥ | ID¥ T, < =g (519)
which yields
1Q + 0w, < lQll, + 18w, < [Qll, + O], 1w’
1
<lielly + 5 -4lQll, < 2, (5.20)
because w’ is constant. In view of oK > (1 — bil)fl, one then concludes from (5.18) that
- 1 1-A 1-a
<-—<—"o= : 21
o SakSTa 7T T2 ” (5:21)
Therefore, it follows from (5.14), (5.20), (5.21) and Transformation Lemma 5.2 that
Hy(w’, o) - H(Q +0uw) o (id + &) Ha <NQ+ 0w |l g y0-1(1-aro
=1Q + 0w 31110y < 1Q + 0], < 2[Ql,- (5.22)
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On these grounds, one can observe from (5.17) and (5.22) that

Alef] = Al oy = A| 07 (o, )

< AHﬁ(w’,i)HM <4A|Q|

o’
and

Klj#],, = 5|2 (7 - T) 7 (. @)

oo

<K max k- w|71H(77c —To) 9(w/a‘i))
0<|k|, <K

< AHy(w', é)HM <4A|Q]l, . (5.23)

oo

These imply that the map 2 is indeed a self map in the Banach space 4. We are now in a position
to prove its contraction property.
With (5.14) one obtains

T (W, @) - T(W' )= (Q+6uw)o (id+ @) — (Q+Ouw") o (id + &)
=[(Q+6w)o® —(Q+06w)od]+ (O W —w’))od]
=T+ P (5.24)

By recalling d is a truncated Fourier series, it follows from (5.18) and Cauchy type Lemma 5.4
that . .
1Dy < K]0, <™~ 1,

then similarly by Neumann Lemma 5.1 one has

|D®|,, V| D7, <ol (5.25)
Note (5.25) implies that any map in % maps T2 into TS°. Then by Cauchy’s estimate in Lemma
5.4 we get
1Fillr < Q@+ 0], @~ @]
1ao\e(1_a)o. o ao
1
<——+— -2 K|® - o’
e 2Kl - ¥,

<AQI, K| — @ (5.26)

ao?

where 0K > (1 —X)"" is used in (5.26). Besides, one observes that (5.21) also holds for ', then
the Transformation Lemma 5.2 gives (similar to (5.22))

172llae = (8 (" = w")) 0 @], < 1O (W' =),

1
<Ol llo” ="l < 7l =", (5.27)

o

because w’ — w’ is constant, where (5.19) is employed in (5.27). Now, substituting (5.26) and
(5.27) into (5.24) yields

K|é: - 8], <A 7 (), 8) - 7 (", ")
<Al + Al Tl (5.29)

<4A(|Q|l, K||® — ¢

[e3

1
N
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1 R N
<7 (K[| =¥, +Ak - (5.30)

due to (5.23) and linearity, and one uses 4A[|Q||, < 1/4 from the definition of the Banach ball #
in (5.18). Similarly, from (5.28) and (5.30) we obtain

At ot = AT (7, 8) - 7,8

0
<A|7(w, @) - 7 (", 8")

oo

< i (KH&-&’HMJFAW—M), (5.31)

because w] — wy is also constant. Combining (5.30) and (5.31) one concludes that the map 2 is
indeed a 1/2-contraction in the Banach ball % with respect to the norm

K| - <i>’||aa VA —w.

At this case, applying Banach contraction theorem one obtains a unique fixed point (w’ , ﬁ)) € A of
the map 2, which corresponds to the solution of the first equation in (5.12) as we forego. Moreover,
the ball # provides the estimate for (w’ , <I>) € A as

Al'|V K|[®]], <4A]Q)l, < k. (5.32)

Finally, note that Q7 is determined by the second equation in (5.12), then
QT =Dd ' Ry (Q—T*w)od. (5.33)

Recall | DV — 1| < 1/7. It follows from Neumann Lemma 5.1 and (5.32) that

[, = DUt o o w], = [Du 2,
< [Pw | Nl = [ D]l
70, T gt
< Tl < -4l = =1l (5.34)

because w’ is constant. Therefore by (5.33) we prove that

1™ (], < 1D27 ", IRk (Q = ¥w) 0 D),

<aMRi (Q - qj*wl)”)\a’JrQ*l(lfa)U (5.35)
= a_1||RK (@ - ‘I’*WI)||471(1+3>\)U

< a*167(174*1(1+3>\)‘7)"K||Q -, (5.36)
=2(1+\) e TN g g (5.37)

where (5.25) and Transformation Lemma 5.2 are employed in (5.35) (similar to that in (5.22)),
(5.36) is due to Residual term Lemma 5.6 (with o = 471 (1 + 3X) € (0,1)). Therefore, by observing

14 17
S lel, = e,

through (5.34), we could conclude the desired estimate from (5.37) that

1Q = ¥w'l, < [Qll, + ¥, < [1Qll, +

34 3
+ < —3(1-NoK <12 —voK
HQ H)\g 3(1+)\)e HQHG’ e ||Q||07
provided with v := % (1 = X) > 0. This completes the proof of Step Lemma 5.7. o
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5.2.4 KAM Iteration
Let 7 > 0 sufficiently large and b > 1 be given. For a non-negative sequence {d, }, .y satisfying

lim d;td, 1 < b, let us define
V—>00

K,=b, 0,=b"(r+d,), Ay=K, max |k-w|™', veN (5.38)
0<|k|, <K,

Then it follows that o, K, > r, and we have 0,11 < Ao, with X := b~ lim d;'d, 4, € (0,1) by
V—r00

the assumption on d,, without loss of generality. As we will see later, such a balancing sequence
{d,},cn+ will overcome the nonresonance beyond polynomial’s type. Besides, Cauchy type Lemma
5.4 and Small divisor Lemma 5.5 provide

Kol 2Tk, fll,, VIDZL Tk, fll5, < Al Tk, fll,, -

and
HRKVJCHQUU L e (-a)r, e*(lfa)duHRKVfHau_

On these grounds, one could obtain Step Lemma 5.7 under above setting (namely (5.38)), whenever
7> 1. Now let us introduce a non-negative weight m = {my},;-., and set

%{,:z{O#kEZ”:K,,_1<|k|n<K,,}

for all » € N. One will see later that the weight m could be appropriately and explicitly chosen
from a bounded series function. For the given perturbation

P= Y P(k)e*,
0#£kEZX

we shall use the K, -truncation term defined as

P, := Z P(k)e*® v >0
0< k|, <K

to approximate the original perturbation P. In particular, P,, = P. Moreover, define A*FPy := Py
and the difference term A*P, := P, — P,_4 for v > 1. Then the above notations yield

AP, = )" P(k)e™.
ke,
Now we are in a position to establish Iterative Lemma 5.8.

Lemma 5.8 (Iterative Lemma).ﬂppose that there exists some 0 < ¢ < 1 and a non-negative
sequence {dy},cy i (5.38) with lim d;'d, 1 <b such that
V—r00

o) v—1
Zq” exp —*yZdj A, < +o0, (5.39)
v=0 §=0

where v = %(1 —A) and A = b7t @ d;td, 1. Then there ewists a weight m such that the

followings hold, whenever the perturbation P of w is sufficiently small in the sense that e = || P||,, <
1. For each P, there exists a modifying term @, and a transformation ¥, such that

UV (w+ P —@)=w+Q, (5.40)
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with the estimates

v v—1 o2 (1M )bd 1
1Qull,, Sevi=C> ¢ Fexp|—7) d iy 1A Pull.p, (5.41)
n=0 J=n m( )
provided with some universal constant C > 0, and
v—1
D, — 1|, <6, =[] (1+448,e,) — 1. (5.42)
pn=0
Moreover, one has
|Opg1 — @] < dey, (5.43)
and
|D¥, 11— DV, ||, < 12A,¢,. (5.44)

Remark 5.1. Indeed, one could choose the weight m for which the boundedness holds

. p(u)e271(1+)‘)bd“*1
lim
Y )

00 v—1
v— v —1
< 400, p(p):= E g Pexp | —v E d; | b 0<ﬁ1\a§bv |k - w| .
v=p J=n K

Proof. For v = 0, let us set Yy = 0, Vg = id. Therefore ¥y —id = 0, Qo = Py = A* Py, and all
estimates for v = 0 are satisfied if one defines m (b_l) :=1and d_; := 0, and the universal C > 0
is chosen sufficiently large. Next we will complete the proof by induction.

It is obvious that (5.39) implies the function p(p) in Remark 5.1 is well defined, and the
weight m could be suitably chosen from the boundedness condition (also note that this is indeed
achievable)

(1) 02 H(1H+Nbd 1

#11330 m (1) < Hoo

Next we shall establish a crucial fact via the smallness assumption for the perturbation, i.e.,
>oos o Ave, < 1. By exchanging the order of summation, we get

[e’e] [e'e] L v v—1 6271(1+>‘)bdﬂfl|‘A*PM”

v P v—p _ ) m
E Aye, <C E b 0<‘r§€1‘a§by |k - wl E q" Fexp | —v E d; )
v=0 v=0 n n=0 j=p

e2*1(1+A)bd“,1

e ) (= A
—C T ey AR, =0 <§IIA mm)

=0(|P],)=0() =o(1).

At this case, Step Lemma 5.7 is valid for all ¥,, and @, with v € N as long as € > 0 is sufficiently
small. Applying Step Lemma 5.7 we obtain a modifying term w/, and a transformation ®,, satisfying

lwy | < 4)1Qull,, <4en (5.45)
and (also using Cauchy type Lemma 5.4)
K|®, —id[|,,, VID®, =1, <4A[Qul,, <4Ave,. (5.46)

Setting the new modifying term @&, 11 = @, + w/, and the new transformation ¥, ; = ¥, 0 ®, and
recalling (5.6) we get

Uy (WP —@p1) =w+ Q) + V5 AP,
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T=w Qy+1. (547)

With (5.47) in mind, we next establish the induction for [|Q, ||, < &,. Let r > 0 be chosen

sufficiently large such that 1277 < ¢ € (0,1). On the one hand, Step Lemma 5.7 provides the
estimate

Q5 |1, < 20" [Qull,, (5.48)

with A = b~ lim d;'d,.; € (0,1). On the other hand, one could derive the following similar to
V—r00
the arguments forego

19508 Pl = [DVSL, AP 0 ], < 210 P

Z p(k)eik»m

kex, 11

o,

=2 <2 ) |P(k)erorRen

ooy, ke, 11

. 2eab(r+du)
<2 ab(r+d,) PR <=
: > Ipwl<

ke, 11

962 (L NN+d) AP, ||
") |

S 1Pk

k€<}ffy+1

(5.49)

here a = 271 (A+ 1), and the fact K, 41 = bK,, is used. This turns the usual exponential weighted
norm depending on the iterative sequence in KAM to the m-weighted norm introduced in this paper,
which allows us to determine the concrete reqularity for perturbation more feasible and convenient.

Now, it follows from (5.48) and (5.49) that
|‘Q”+1||UV+1 < HQ;"_H)\G’V + ||\Ij;+1A*PV+1||)\a,,
262*1(1+)\)b(7‘+du) HA*PIJ
m (b¥)
26271(1+>\)de HA*PVJFIHW
m (b¥)

< qe*’yduHQyHau + +1Hm

<ge Ve, +

v v 2*1(1+A)bdu,1”A*P H 2 2*1(1+,\)deHA*P
_ e € v IH
=C E vil—p _ E d.: Hilm +11lm
u:oq o 7J:u ’ m (b#=1) ’ m (b¥)

vtl v 271 (14 N\)bd,, 1 AP, |
v4+1—p _ . € Hllm
< CZ(] exp VZdJ m (br—1)
pn=0 I=H
= Eu+1,
which completes the induction for [|Q,[|, <e, in (5.41). O

Moreover, note that both ®, and ¥, are nearly identical transformations, and ¥,,;1 = U, 0®,,.
Therefore direct calculation gives
DY, .1 -1=DV,0®,-DP, -1
=DV,0®%,+DV,0d, - (DP, —1)—-109P,
=(DY,-1)o®,+DV,0®, (DD, —1I). (5.50)

Similar to that in (5.21), by (5.42), (5.46) and the fact that r is sufficiently large we get

VAN < da(r+d,)

(by_.dadg ~
9, — idllag, < = =

=ao, < 0,. (5.51)

17



Hence it follows from Neumann Lemma 5.1 and (5.46) that

DYy i1 =1llo,,, < DYy —1lo, + DV, [DP) — ||,
5 (1+5 )-4A,e,
= (

v)(14+4Ae,) —

<
<

1

+
+
H (1+44,¢,) ) (1+4A,e,) —1

(1 +4A,e,) -1
pn=0
- 5l/+17

which completes the proof of (5.42) for all v € N.

As to (5.43), it suffices to recall the relation @, 41 = @, + w], and the estimate (5.45) derived
from Step Lemma 5.7.

Finally, direct calculation yields

DU,y — DV, =D (¥, 0d,) — DU,
=DV, 0®, DD, — DV,
= (DV, 0®, — DU,) + (DV, 0, - (DD, —1)). (5.52)

For the first term in (5.52), Cauchy type Lemma 5.4 as well as (5.46) provide

. 1 .
[D¥, 0@, — DV, [|, < HD2\IJV||0”(I)V —id[|y < ;HD\IIVH%H@U —idl|

20, 2
LA, <4A e, 5.53
eo, K, ~er c Ews ( )

2 .
< —||<I>,, - ldHaau <
eo,

whenever r > (2e)~!. For the second term in (5.52), it follows from (5.42) and (5.46) that

|IDY, 0 ®, - (D, —T)|jp < ||DY, ||, |DP, —T|jo <A, -4A,e, < 8A,e,, (5.54)

ooy,

because 0 < ¢ < 1. Now substituting (5.53) and (5.54) into (5.52) one finally proves (5.44):

DU,y — DV, ||, < 12A,¢,.

5.2.5 Uniform convergence

The uniform convergence in Iterative Lemma 5.8 for KAM conjugacy is easy to see, that is, the
modifying terms @&, admit a limit denoted as @, the transformations ¥, have a C! limit ¥ (at
least O, because DV is continuous, and ¥ might admit higher regularity), and @, — 0 in the
| - l]o norm. As a consequence, the limit form of (5.6) is

V' (w—0+P) =w,
which proves the desired KAM conjugacy for infinite dimensional vector field w.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1

We shall employ Abstract m-weighted KAM Theorem 5.1 to prove Theorem 3.1. For given b, > 1,
setting the balancing sequence as d; = 67 with 1 < bt < @ < b. Then it is not difficult to verify
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that A =b"" lim d,'dy41 =b"'0 and y = 3 (1 — X) = 3 (1 —b~'0). On the one hand, it follows
V—r00
that

= -y 3(1-b719) ,
Jj=0 j=0

On the other hand, Lemma 6.1 yields the small divisor estimate

b R (O b bﬁ). 5.56
0<‘r;€1‘8:§bul w| exp (C (n, 1, b) vbT+n (5.56)

Now one observes the following fact with some 0 <7’ < for v > 1:

3(1—0b710)

0" > b7 > C (n, p, b) b7,

hence (5.55) and (5.56) provide the boundedness in Theorem 5.1 for all ¢ € (0,1):

o) v—1 o)
v - d; | b” k-w™t=0 1=001 5.57
S (5 ) g, b =0 (Sr) o0, oo

which implies the existence of weight m admitted by perturbation P. More explicitly, by recalling
1

(IT) in Theorem 5.1 the weight could be chosen as my = m(|k|n) = exp (|k|ﬁ) for k € Z due
to the fact .
_ p(ﬂ) 2 (14+A)bdy—1
lim
T )

< +00,

because one notices that €2 (1FNbdu-1 — exp (O (6#7")) whenever y > 1, and

oo v—1
p() = ¢ Fexp | —y> d; | 0¥ max [|k-w|™"
= = 0<|k|, <b

0o pn—1 v—1
_ —1
= qg texp |y di | - ¢"exp|—v)) d; | b max |k -w
2 2 Dy | s,

p—1
=0 |qg " exp |~ Z d; =exp (O (6"71)) (5.58)
§=0

with the help of (5.57), and we stress that exp ((’) (9“_1)) =0 (m (b”_l)). Finally, the regularity
for perturbation P is immediately derived from my, i.e., assuming

1P, = > |P(k)

0£keZe

a1
exp (|k|ﬁ+" ) <1

for any 0 < 7 < n (since 6 € (bﬁ,b) could be arbitrarily chosen for fixed b,7) is sufficient to
obtain KAM conjugacy. This proves the desired conclusion.

Remark 5.2. One may observe that our choice for weight m is somewhat loose, and it is indeed
improvable by using more elaborate asymptotic analysis. We prefer not to state it here for the sake
of simplicity.
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5.4 Proof of Theorem 3.2

The proof is based on the observation that the weighted norm for vector k& € Z2° employed in our
Abstract m-weighted KAM Theorem 5.1, i.e., k|, := 37,5 ()" [k;| < 400, could be replaced by
any norm [[k|,, :== ;.7 w ((j)) |k;| with certain approximation function w, because we only use
the property |k| < |k , throughout the analysis, see lemmas given in Section 5.1 for instance. Now,
it is crucial to construct a nonresonant condition for which almost all frequencies in R% hold. For
weight (approximation functions) A and w to be determined, setting the small divisor condition
as

,Y*
k-
| w|>A

— L 4*>0, 0£keZ®
(1%L, )

It suffices to require Zo;ékezm A(H’YT*H) =0(1) as v* — 0%. Now we are in a position to establish a
cardinality estimate. For v >> 1, we observe that the largest j such that |k;| # 0 under assumption
|kll, € [v—1,v) must satisfy jmax < w™ ! (v), because w ((j)) < w({j)) |k;| < [|k], <v. Asa
consequence, it holds
4104 ke 22 ¢ |kl € [v—1.))
<HA{0# k€ 2 : ko + [k-r| + k1] + - + [k— w10 | + K109 = v}
<22[w71(u)]+1# {kj eEN:ko+k_1+ki+-+ k_[w—l(l,)] + k[w—l(y)] = I/}

2[w™ (v 1w
@O (5.59)

With (5.59) and v* < 1 one gets

e A 1
P NP P> A(IFT,)

0#£kEL® (1l v>0||k||, €[v—1,0)
22[w71(u)]+lcu .
=703 o =00 =0 (560)
v>0

as desired, whenever A is larger than arbitrarily given polynomial’s type, i.e., A (z) > x’ with
any L > 0, and w depending on A could be suitably chosen to increase rapid enough, thus at this
case [w™! ()] is small (but tends to +00) and it could be killed by A(r)™", we therefore obtain the
boundedness of series in (5.60) (as well as global smallness if 7* < 1). As a remark, in this infinite
dimensional case, A (x) > xl is essential due to the counterexamples (as the dimension tends to
+00) constructed by Herman [17] and etc. This can also be seen in our argument, i.e., assuming
A (z) = ¥ with some L > 0, we have to require that [w=! (v)] = O (1) by the properties of the
combinations, which contradicts with the assumption on weight (approximation function) w, since
it must tend to 4+00. It’s also worth emphasizing that, the Jackson type approximation theorem
for finitely differentiable maps admits optimal error estimate, and the control constant depending
on dimension n indeed tends to 400 as n — +o0o. Therefore, even if there do exist nonresonant
condition of polynomial’s type under infinite dimensional setting, people have no way to deal with
them.

Based on the above preparation, we are now ready to choose an explicit approximation function
A admitted by almost all w € RZ. Although the implicit case could be weaker, we prefer to choose
an explicit one in order to highlight the result and avoid complexity. As an illustration, let
A (z) ~ exp ((Inz)®) with some a > 1. One easily verifies that it is larger than any polynomial’s
type. It remains to construct regularity for perturbation via (I) and (II) in Theorem 5.1. For
b > 1, setting d; = Aj*~! yields A = b—lj@ di'djs =btandy=3(1-X)=3(1-b"").

20



Then we let A > ay~(Inb)”. Besides, one easily checks that

v—1 v—1

Ava~ v —1)" = A”Y/ s s <) dj < AW/ s lds = Aya”lv" (5.61)
0 i=0 0

<

At this case, assuming ¢ € (O, bil) leads to the boundedness in (I)
0 v—1
v - d; | v feow| ™t
;q exp ”YZ i o<||I?|ﬁUX<bu| wl
v= 7=0
<yt Z (gb)” exp (—Aya™' (v —1)" + (Inb)"v*)
v=0
-0 (Z <qb>”> o)
v=0
due to our choice of A. Moreover, similar to the argument in (5.58), we derive
v—1
p(n)=0 |exp | —v Z dj | b | = O (exp ((Inb)* + €) u*))
J=n

for any ¢ > 0, and €2 (1+Nbdu—1 — 4 (exp (u)). Note that b > 1 and ¢ > 0 could be arbitrarily
chosen, therefore for any x > 1, letting my = m (||k[|,,) ~ exp (k(In||k||,,)*) is enough to obtain
the relation
— p(p)er THNbd
lim
W )

< 400

in (II), and this yields the explicit regularity requirement for perturbation:

> [P(k) exp (s(In]|k[l,,)") < 1.
0£keZe

Finally, one easily checks that x > 1 could be replaced by &’ > 0 in the above conclusion, if we
modify the approximation A (z) ~ exp ((Inz)”) by A (z) ~ exp ((x”Inz)") for sufficiently small
%" > 0. This proves the theorem.

5.5 Proof of Theorem 4.1

Consider (i). It is well known that frequencies satisfying finite dimensional Diophantine nonres-
onance in (4.1) do exist, and admit full Lebesgue measure in R™. Similar to the arguments in
Section 5.4, Abstract m-weighted KAM Theorem 5.1 do work for finite dimensional case, because
|k| < |k| (note that the weight w being some approximation function is only required for infinite
dimensional case). Therefore, with the Diophantine assumption (4.1) for vector field, setting the
balancing sequence d; = 0 yields

o) v—1 00
_ 1 _ a1 vp(B+1)y _
g q" exp —’yg d; | b¥ max |k-w| " <7 E q’b =0(1
—~ = I 0<\k|<bv| < ~ (1)

for all ¢ € (O, b_B_l) and b > 1. Besides, by the exponential property one obtains that

00 v—1
_ -1
p(p) = ¢ Pexp|—v) d; |V max |k-w
w-3 St ) g, e
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= i ¢ I = g fj (@) = 0 (g (ab)") = O (b
V=p v=p

which shows that taking the weight m as my = m(Jk|) = |k|°"" is enough to achieve the re-

quirement of (II) in Theorem 5.1. Therefore, the KAM conjugacy could be proved whenever
Soznezn [P(R)|[E]"T < 1. This proves (i).

As to (ii) and (iii), it is obvious that the almost periodic results, i.e., Theorem 3.1 and Theorem
3.2, could be valid for quasi periodic case, as long as one modifies the nonresonant conditions. For
example, the infinite dimensional Diophantine nonresonance gives small divisor estimate in Lemma
6.1, and after replacing |k|,, by |k| in the quasi periodic situation, one observes that it corresponds
to A(z) ~ exp (2¢) with 0 < ¢ < 1 (because ﬁ € (0,1) for n > 0). Therefore the desired
conclusion follows from the proof of Theorem 3.1. Similarly, (iii) is promised by the proof of
Theorem 3.2.

6 Appendix

Lemma 6.1. Let > 1. We have the following small divisor estimate for N > 1:

, 1
sup H(1+<j>”|kj|“) < exp (C (n, ) N7 ln(l—i—N))
KeZ:lkl, <N iz

Proof. See Lemma B.2 in [24]. O
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