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Abstract: In this paper, we study high-dimensional nonlinear quantum harmonic oscillator equation.

We show the equation admits many time quasi-periodic solutions by establishing an abstract infinite

dimensional KAM theorem with multiple normal frequencies. The proof is based on the classical

KAM scheme, and the key is a decaying structure of Hessian matrices of Hamiltonian functions.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the nonlinear Schrödinger equation

iut +(−∆+ |x|2)u+Mρu+ ε|u|2pu = 0, x ∈ R
d , d ≥ 2, (1.1)

where T := −∆+ |x|2 is the d-dimensional quantum harmonic oscillator, Mρ is a Hermitian multi-

plier, ε > 0 is a small parameter, and p is a positive integer. Under the standard inner product on

L2(Rd), the equation can be written in the form

u̇ = i
∂H

∂ ū
(1.2)

with the Hamiltonian

H =
∫

Rd

(

|∇u|2 + x2|u|2 +(Mρu)ū
)

dx+
ε

p+ 1

∫

Rd
|u|2p+2dx. (1.3)

We will construct time quasi-periodic solutions by KAM theory with the multiplier Mρ as parameter

and the nonlinearity ε|u|2pu as perturbation.

Historically, KAM theory for partial differential equations was originated by Kuksin [21] and

Wayne [29], where one dimensional nonlinear wave and Schrödinger equations with Dirichlet bound-

ary conditions were studied. Then infinite dimensional KAM theory was deeply developed with

applications to more partial differential equations, including both one dimension and higher dimen-

sion. For one dimensional partial differential equations, also see [10, 19, 22, 24, 26, 27, 31] for
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example. For higher dimensional partial differential equations, the second order Melnikov non-

resonance conditions are seriously violated. By developing further Criag and Wayne’s scheme in

[11], Bourgain [8] made a breakthrough for two dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equations. This

method only requires the first order Melnikov non-resonance conditions and is now known as Craig-

Wayne-Bourgain (C-W-B) method. See [4, 5, 6, 9, 30] for higher dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger

equations and nonlinear wave equations. Due to the absence of the second order Melnikov condi-

tions, C-W-B method generally gives no information on the linear stability of the obtained invariant

tori. In contrast, the classical KAM scheme gives a normal form, which usually contains the infor-

mation of linear stability. Furthermore, this normal form is a cornerstone to investigate nonlinear

stability around the invariant tori.

In [13], the classical KAM scheme was developed by Eliasson and Kuksin for high dimensional

nonlinear Schrödinger equations on Td . To cope with the infinitely many second order Melnikov

conditions, they made a breakthrough by exploring the Töplitz-Lipschitz structure of Hessian ma-

trices of Hamiltonian functions. For more results of high dimensional partial differential equations

on Td , also see [12, 14, 15, 28, 32] for example. Different from ∆ on Td , another important type is

represented by ∆ on S
d and quantum harmonic oscillator on R

d . Between them, the first significant

difference is the clustering of eigenvalues. For ∆ on Td , a sub-clustering with upper bound was

discovered in [13], which ensures the solving of homological equations without loss of regularity;

for the latter, the natural clustering is given by the resonant subsets in

{( j, ι) ∈ N
+×N

+ | ι = 1, · · · ,d j},

where d j → +∞ means that there is no upper bound. The second significant difference is the anal-

ysis nature of eigenfunctions. For ∆ on Td , the eigenfunctions are ei〈 j,x〉, j ∈ Zd , which provide a

foundation for the Töplitz-Lipschitz structure mentioned above; for the latter, the eigenfunctions are

spherical harmonic functions or Hermite functions, which do not fit in the Fourier analysis.

Regarding these difficulties, in [17], Grébert and Paturel introduced a matrix norm for the Hes-

sian A := ∇2
ζ f of perturbation f as follows:

|A|s,β := sup
i, j

∥

∥A
j
i

∥

∥(i j)β
( i∧ j+ |i2 − j2|

i∧ j

) s
2
, (1.4)

where ‖A
j
i

∥

∥ denotes ℓ2-operator norm of the block A
j
i , i∧ j denotes min{i, j}, and the weight β >

0 characterizes the regularizing effect and is crucial to control the number of small divisors. To

maintain the structure (1.4) under KAM iteration, the gradient ∇ζ f of perturbation f must also be

regular, i.e.,

∇ζ f : Ys → Ys+β , (1.5)

where Ys are Sobolev type spaces. Under (1.4) and (1.5), the authors established an abstract KAM

theorem for infinite dimensional Hamiltonian systems with multiple normal frequencies, and applied

this theorem to the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation on S
d .

For high-dimensional nonlinear quantum harmonic oscillator equation (1.1), there is a similar

structure as (1.4) for Hessian of perturbation, i.e.,

|A|s,β := sup
i, j

‖A
j
i ‖(i j)β

(

√
i∧ j+ |i− j|√

i∧ j

)s

, (1.6)

but the gradient of perturbation is merely bounded, i.e.,

∇ζ f : Ys → Ys, (1.7)
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which causes an essential obstacle of maintaining the structure (1.6). Precisely, consider the Poisson

bracket { f ,g}, where

f := fθ (θ )+ 〈 fr(θ ),r〉+ 〈 fζ (θ ),ζ 〉+
1

2
〈 fζζ (θ )ζ ,ζ 〉+ h.o.t. (1.8)

is the Hamiltonian function of perturbation and

g := gθ (θ )+ 〈gr(θ ),r〉+ 〈gζ (θ ),ζ 〉+
1

2
〈gζζ (θ )ζ ,ζ 〉 (1.9)

is the Hamiltonian function of transformation. By direct calculation,

∇2
ζ { f ,g}= fζζ · Jgζζ −∇ζ (∂r f )⊗∇ζ (∂θ g)+ · · ·, (1.10)

where J =

(

0 −1

1 0

)

and ⊗ denotes the tensor product. The obstacle is the second term, i.e.,

∇ζ (∂r f )⊗∇ζ (∂θ g), which does not possess the structure (1.6). Interestingly, there is still a very

nice application of (1.6) to the reducibility of high-dimensional quantum harmonic oscillator in

[18], since the second term in (1.10) disappears for linear equation.

In the present paper, we devote to studying the case that the Hessian ∇2
ζ f has regularizing effect

but the gradient ∇ζ f is merely bounded. Our approach is to weaken the norm defined in (1.6) such

that the tensor product in (1.10) possesses a weaker structure. Precisely, we define

|A|s,β := sup
i, j

‖A
j
i ‖(i∧ j)β

(

√
i∧ j+ |i− j|√

i∧ j

)s

(1.11)

with (i∧ j)β instead of the factor (i j)β in (1.6). Now, to guarantee the tensor product in (1.10)

possesses the structure (1.11), it just requires that one vector is regular and the other is bounded,

instead of both regular. Generally in KAM scheme, the corresponding terms of perturbation f and

transformation g have different regularities. Let’s take the equation (1.1) and the terms 〈 fζ ,ζ 〉,
〈gζ ,ζ 〉 in (1.8), (1.9) for example. The fact is that, the former is bounded, i.e., fζ ∈ Ys, while the

latter is regularized by the first order Melnikov conditions, i.e., gζ ∈ Ys+1. Therefore, we think our

decaying structure may be used in a wider range.

More precisely, in order to maintain the structure (1.11), we also introduce a well-matched matrix

norm for the Hessian S := ∇2
ζ g of transformation g as follows:

|S|s,β+ := sup
i, j

‖S
j
i ‖(1+ |i− j|)(i∧ j)β

(

√
i∧ j+ |i− j|√

i∧ j

)s

. (1.12)

Respectively denote Ms,β and M
+
s,β the spaces of matrices with the norm in (1.11) and (1.12).

Formally the same as [17, 18], we need to prove: if A ∈ Ms,β and S ∈ M
+
s,β , then AS,SA ∈ Ms,β ;

if S1,S2 ∈ M
+
s,β

, then S1S2 ∈ M
+
s,β

. Compared with the factor (i j)β in [17, 18], the conclusions for

(i∧ j)β are less obvious and the proof is harder.

Except for the trouble caused by (i∧ j)β above, there is another tricky problem. By (1.9),

∇ζ g = gζ + gζζ ζ , (1.13)

where the regularity of the first term gζ has been discussed above, and the second term gζζ ζ is left

as a problem. For the factor (i j)β , this problem is solved in [17, 18] by the following conclusion:

if S ∈ M
+
s,β , then S ∈ L (Ys,Ys+β ). However, for the weaker factor (i∧ j)β , the conclusion is no
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longer valid. Fortunately, we find a weaker conclusion: if S ∈ M
+
s,β

, then S ∈ L (Ys,Ys+β ′) for any

0 < β ′ < β . Of course, this leads to ∇2
ζ { f ,g} belongs to Ms,β ′ instead of Ms,β , which means that

the perturbation after each KAM step will lose some regularizing effect. Thus, we take β as an

iteration parameter and shrink it in the KAM procedure.

Finally, we also mention KAM theory for partial differential equations with their nonlinearity

containing spatial derivatives such as KdV, derivative nonlinear wave and Schrödinger equations,

water wave equations, seeing [1, 2, 3, 7, 20, 23, 25] for example.

In the present paper, for convenience, we keep fidelity with the notation and terminology from

[17, 18]. Now we lay out an outline:

In Section 2, we first state an abstract infinite dimensional KAM theorem, seeing Theorem 2.1,

and then apply this theorem to the high-dimensional nonlinear quantum harmonic oscillator equa-

tion, seeing Theorem 2.2.

In Section 3, we prove several basic properties of the matrix spaces Ms,β and M
+
sβ

. These

properties are crucial to our main results and have been discussed above.

In Section 4, we first study Poisson brackets of two Hamiltonian functions, seeing Lemma 4.1.

Since the space T
s,β

σ ,µ,D is not closed under the Poisson bracket, we introduce its subspace T
s,β+

σ ,µ,D .

Then, we give a precise description of the Hamiltonian flow and some useful estimates of the trans-

formation, seeing Lemma 4.2. Notice that this lemma takes into account the change of the param-

eter β . Finally, we prove that the Hamiltonian flow preserves the regularizing effect in the sense of

smaller β , seeing Lemma 4.3.

In Section 5-7, the KAM theorem is proved. In section 5, we perform one KAM step. In

section 6, we prove the iterative lemma, seeing Lemma 6.1, where a new iterative parameter βm is

introduced. In section 7, we estimate the measure of excluded parameters, seeing Lemma 7.2.

In Appendix, we give some useful lemmas. Lemma 8.1 describes a property of the weight w(i, j).
Lemma 8.2 provides two elementary inequalities being frequently used in Section 3. We emphasize

that, when using this lemma to the proof of Lemma 3.3, the parameter β in (8.2) is replaced by

β −β ′, which leads to the large coefficient 1
β−β ′ in (3.11). Lemma 8.3 shows that the operator norm

can be controlled by the Frobenius norm. Lemma 8.4 is the Schur inequality. Lemma 8.5 is quoted

from [18] and is used to solve the homological equation (5.36). Lemma 8.6 is quoted from [17] and

is devoted to estimating the new perturbation f3+ in (5.69). Lemma 8.7 is quoted from [18] and is

used to check the Hessian of perturbation f satisfies the norm (2.4).

2 Main results

In this section, we give an abstract KAM theorem with multiple normal frequencies and its applica-

tion to high-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equation with harmonic potential.

2.1 An abstract KAM theorem

At beginning, we introduce some notations. Denote the index set

L := {( j, ι) ∈ N
+×N

+ | ι = 1, · · · ,d j}, (2.1)

where d j ≤ c∗ jd∗ for some constants c∗ > 0 and d∗ > 0. For a complex vector valued sequence

ζ = (ζ j,ι ∈C
2)( j,ι)∈L,

we also write ζ = (ζ j) j≥1 with ζ j = (ζ j,ι)1≤ι≤d j
. Denote the ℓ2-norm |ζ j| :=

√

∑1≤ι≤d j
|ζ j,ι |2,

where |ζ j,ι |=
√

|p j,ι |2 + |q j,ι |2 for ζ j,ι = (p j,ι ,q j,ι). Let s ≥ 0 and define the space Ys of complex
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vector valued sequences ζ with the norm

‖ζ‖2
s := ∑

j≥1

|ζ j|2 j2s = ∑
( j,ι)∈L

|ζ j,ι |2 j2s = ∑
( j,ι)∈L

(|p j,ι |2 + |q j,ι |2) j2s <+∞. (2.2)

Denote by Mm×n(C) the set of complex m× n matrices. For an infinite-dimensional M2×2(C)-
valued matrix

A : L×L→ M2×2(C),
(

(i, ι1),( j, ι2)
)

7→ A
( j,ι2)
(i,ι1)

,

we write its block wise representation A = (A j
i )i, j≥1 with A

j
i ∈ M2di×2d j

(C). For any i, j ≥ 1, denote

i∧ j = min{i, j} and

w(i, j) =

√
i∧ j+ |i− j|√

i∧ j
. (2.3)

Fix β > 0 and define the space Ms,β of infinite matrices A with the norm

|A|s,β := sup
i, j≥1

(i∧ j)β w(i, j)s
∥

∥A
j
i

∥

∥<+∞, (2.4)

where ‖A
j
i

∥

∥ denotes the ℓ2-operator norm from C2d j to C2di .

For σ > 0, denote

T
n
σ = {z ∈ C

n : |ℑz|< σ}/2πZn;

for σ ,µ > 0 and s ≥ 0, denote

O
s(σ ,µ) = T

n
σ ×{r ∈ C

n : |r|< µ2}×{ζ ∈Ys : ‖ζ‖s < µ},

where |ℑz| and |r| are maximum norm of n-dimensional vectors. Let D ⊂ Rn be a compact set

of positive Lebesgue measure. This is the set of parameters upon which will depend our objects.

Differentiability of functions on D is understood in the sense of Whitney.

Let f : Os(σ ,µ)×D → C be a function, real holomorphic in (θ ,r,ζ ) ∈ Os(σ ,µ) and C1 in

ρ ∈ D , such that for all ρ ∈ D ,

O
s(σ ,µ) ∋ (θ ,r,ζ ) 7→ ∇ζ f (θ ,r,ζ ;ρ) ∈ Ys

and

O
s(σ ,µ) ∋ (θ ,r,ζ ) 7→ ∇2

ζ f (θ ,r,ζ ;ρ) ∈ Ms,β

are real holomorphic functions. Denote this set of functions by T s,β (σ ,µ ,D) and define the norm

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D through

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈D

(θ ,r,ζ )∈Os(σ ,µ)

max
{

|∂ ν
ρ f (θ ,r,ζ ;ρ)|,µ‖∂ ν

ρ ∇ζ f (θ ,r,ζ ;ρ)‖s,µ
2|∂ ν

ρ ∇2
ζ f (θ ,r,ζ ;ρ)|s,β

}

. (2.5)

We remark that for β > 0, only the Hessian of f ∈ T s,β has a regularizing effect, so does not the

gradient of f .

Introduce the orthogonal projection Π defined on the 2× 2 complex matrices

Π : M2×2(C)→ CI+CJ,
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where I =

(

1 0

0 1

)

and J =

(

0 −1

1 0

)

. A matrix A : L×L→ M2×2(C) is called on normal form

and denoted by A ∈ N F if it is real valued, symmetric, i.e., A = tA, block diagonal, i.e., A
j
i = 0 for

i 6= j, and satisfies ΠA = A.

Introduce the symplectic structure

n

∑
b=1

drb ∧dθb + ∑
( j,ι)∈L

d p j,ι ∧dq j,ι ,

and a Hamiltonian is called on normal form if it reads

h = 〈ω(ρ),r〉+ 1

2
〈ζ ,A(ρ)ζ 〉,

where ω ∈ R
n is the tangential frequency, A is a matrix on normal form, and ρ ∈ D is an external

parameter.

Theorem 2.1. Consider the perturbed Hamiltonian system

h+ f = 〈ω(ρ),r〉+ 1

2
〈ζ ,A(ρ)ζ 〉+ f (θ ,r,ζ ;ρ) (2.6)

with the normal form h and the perturbation f satisfying the following assumptions:

(A1) Both the map ρ 7→ ω(ρ) and its inverse map are C1 between D and its image. More

precisely, there exist positive constants Mω and L, such that

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈D

|∂ ν
ρ ω(ρ)| ≤ Mω , (2.7)

sup
ρ∈ω(D)

|∂ρ ω−1(ρ)| ≤ L. (2.8)

(A2) The normal form matrix A(ρ) is block diagonal with its components

A
j
j(ρ) = λ jI+ Ã

j
j(ρ), λ j = b1 j+ b0, (2.9)

where b1,b0 are constants satisfying b1 > 0 and b1 + b0 > 0, I is the unit matrix of the same order

as A
j
j, and Ã

j
j(ρ) is C1 in the parameter ρ ∈ D . Moreover, there exist positive constants MΩ and β̃ ,

such that for any j ≥ 1,

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈D

‖∂ ν
ρ Ã

j
j(ρ)‖ ≤

MΩ

jβ̃
. (2.10)

Additionally we assume

MΩ < min{b1

8
,

1

12L
}. (2.11)

(A3) The perturbation f is real analytic in the space coordinates Os(σ ,µ) and C1 in the pa-

rameter ρ ∈ D , where 0 < σ ,µ ≤ 1. Moreover, there exist positive constants s,β (without loss of

generality, assume β ≤ β̃ ) with 0 < β ≤ min{ s
2
, 1

2
} such that f ∈ T

s,β
σ ,µ,D .

Then there exists ε∗ > 0 depending on n, s, b0, b1, c∗, d∗, Mω , L, MΩ, β , σ , µ such that if

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D = ε < ε∗, (2.12)
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then there exist:

(1) a Cantor set D∗ ⊂ D with

meas(D \D∗)≤ ε
1
α , (2.13)

where

α = 32(1+
d∗

β
)(1+

4d∗+ 2

β
); (2.14)

(2) a family of real analytic symplectic diffeomorphism Φ : Os(σ/2,µ/2)×D∗ → Os(σ ,µ)
satisfying

‖Φ− id‖s ≤ ε
1
2 , (2.15)

such that

(h+ f )◦Φ = 〈ω∗(ρ),r〉+
1

2
〈ζ ,A∗(ρ)ζ 〉+ f∗(θ ,r,ζ ;ρ), (2.16)

where the norm ‖(θ ,r,ζ )‖s = max{|θ |, |r|,‖ζ‖s} for (θ ,r,ζ ) ∈ Cn ×Cn ×Ys, the new tangential

frequency ω∗ satisfies

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈D∗

|∂ ν
ρ (ω∗(ρ)−ω(ρ))| ≤ 2ε

µ2
, (2.17)

the new normal form matrix A∗ satisfies

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈D∗

‖∂ ν
ρ (A∗(ρ)−A(ρ)) j

j‖ ≤
2ε

µ2
j−

β
2 , (2.18)

and the new perturbation f∗ satisfies ∂r f∗ = ∂ζ f∗ = ∂ 2
ζ f∗ = 0 for r = ζ = 0.

As a result, for each ρ ∈ D∗,the map Φ restricted to T
n ×{0}×{0} is an analytic embedding of

a rotational torus with frequencies ω∗(ρ) for the perturbed Hamiltonian h+ f at ρ . In other words,

t 7→ Φ
(

θ + tω∗(ρ),0,0;ρ
)

, t ∈ R

is an analytic quasi-periodic solution for the Hamiltonian h+ f evaluated at ρ for every θ ∈ Tn and

ρ ∈ D∗.

Remark 2.1. We remark that α in (2.14) is not optimal. However, it could tell us that the digged set

D \D∗ will become larger if d∗ becomes larger or β becomes smaller.

2.2 Application to high-dimensional nonlinear quantum harmonic oscillator

In this subsection, we shall apply Theorem 2.1 to the equation (1.1). The operator T has eigenvalues

{λ j} satisfying

λ j = 2 j− 2+ d, j ≥ 1.

Let X j be the associated eigenspace, whose dimension denoted by d̃ j is less than jd−1. We denote

by Ψ j,ι the Hermitian function of degree j and order ι so that we have

X j = Span{Ψ j,ι , ι = 1, · · · , d̃ j}.
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Denoting

L0 := {( j, ι) | j ≥ 1, ι = 1, · · · , d̃ j},

then {Ψ j,ι}( j,ι)∈L0
forms a basis of L2(Rd). Define the Hermitian multiplier on the basis as

Mρ Ψ j,ι = ρ j,ιΨ j,ι for ( j, ι) ∈ L0,

where (ρ j,ι)( j,ι)∈L0
is a bounded sequence of real numbers. Writing u as

u = ∑
( j,ι)∈L0

ξ j,ι Ψ j,ι(x),

then the equation (1.1) turns into

ξ̇ j,ι = i
∂H

∂ ξ̄ j,ι

(2.19)

with the Hamiltonian function

H = ∑
( j,ι)∈L0

(λ j,ι +ρ j,ι)ξ j,ι ξ̄ j,ι +
ε

p+ 1

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣ ∑
( j,ι)∈L0

ξ j,ιΨ j,ι(x)
∣

∣

∣

2p+2

dx. (2.20)

Introduce the real variables ζ j,ι =

(

p j,ι

q j,ι

)

by letting ξ j,ι =
1√
2
(p j,ι + iq j,ι). Then (2.19) becomes

{

ṗ j,ι =
−∂H
∂q j,ι

q̇ j,ι =
∂H

∂ p j,ι

(2.21)

with

H =
1

2
∑

( j,ι)∈L0

(λ j,ι +ρ j,ι)(p2
j,ι + q2

j,ι)+
ε

p+ 1

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣ ∑
( j,ι)∈L0

p j,ι + iq j,ι√
2

Ψ j,ι(x)
∣

∣

∣

2p+2

dx. (2.22)

Choose A := {( j1, ι1),( j2, ι2), · · · ,( jn, ιn)} ⊂ L0 as tangential sites and L := L0\A as normal

sites. The index set L is of the form (2.1) with d j ≤ jd−1, that is, c∗ = 1, d∗ = d− 1. We assume

{

ρb = ρ jb,ιb
∈ [0,1], b = 1,2, · · · ,n

ρ j,ι = 0, ( j, ι) ∈ L
(2.23)

and take ρ := (ρ1, · · · ,ρn) ∈ [0,1]n := D as KAM parameters. Fix Ib > 0 and introduce the action-

angle variables (θb,rb) for ( jb, ιb) ∈ A :

p jb,ιb
=
√

2(Ib + rb)cos(θb), q jb,ιb
=
√

2(Ib + rb)sin(θb).

Then the Hamiltonian (2.22) becomes H = h+ f with

h = 〈ω(ρ),r〉+ 1

2
〈ζ ,Aζ 〉,

f =
ε

p+ 1

∫

Rd

∣

∣

∣

n

∑
b=1

√

Ib + rbeiθbΨ jb,ιb
(x)+ ∑

( j,ι)∈L

p j,ι + iq j,ι√
2

Ψ j,ι (x)
∣

∣

∣

2p+2

dx,
(2.24)

8



where ζ = (ζ j,ι )( j,ι)∈L and

ω(ρ) = (ω1(ρ), · · · ,ωn(ρ)), ωb(ρ) = 2 jb − 2+ d+ρb, (2.25)

A = diag(A j
j, j ≥ 1), A

j
j = (2 j− 2+ d)I2d j×2d j

. (2.26)

In view of (2.25), the tangential frequency ω satisfies the assumption (A1) with

Mω = max
1≤b≤n

2 jb + d− 1, L = 1.

In view of (2.26), we know b1 = 2, b0 = d − 2 and Ã
j
j(ρ) = 0, which implies that we can choose

MΩ = 1
100

and β̃ = 1 such that (2.10) and (2.11) in the assumption (A2) hold. It remains to check

the perturbation f in (2.24) satisfies the assumption (A3). Before that, introduce the space

H
s =
{

u(x) = ∑
( j,ι)∈L0

ξ j,ιΨ j,ι (x)
∣

∣ ∑
( j,ι)∈L0

|ξ j,ι |2 j2s <+∞
}

,

with the norm ‖u‖2
H s := ∑( j,ι)∈L0

|ξ j,ι |2 j2s. Clearly,

H
s = D(T s) := {u ∈ L2(Rd) : T su ∈ L2(Rd)},

Fix

σ =
1

2
, µ =

1

2
min{1, I1, · · · , In}, s > max{d− 2,

d

4
}.

The fact (θ ,r,ζ ) ∈ Os(σ ,µ) implies u ∈ H s. Then |u|2p+2 belongs to H s since H s is an algebra.

Thus the perturbation f is analytic in Os(σ ,µ) with

sup
(θ ,r,ζ )∈Os(σ ,µ)

| f (θ ,r,ζ )| ≤Cε, (2.27)

where C is a positive constant depending on s, p,d, { jb}1≤b≤n, {Ib}1≤b≤n. Furthermore, one has

∂ f

∂ p j,ι
=

ε√
2

(

∫

Rd
upūp+1Ψ j,ι (x)dx+

∫

Rd
up+1ūpΨ j,ι(x)dx

)

and

∂ f

∂q j,ι
=

εi√
2

(

∫

Rd
upūp+1Ψ j,ι(x)dx−

∫

Rd
up+1ūpΨ j,ι (x)dx

)

.

Thus
∂ f

∂ζ j,ι
= t( ∂ f

∂ p j,ι
, ∂ f

∂q j,ι
) is the ( j, ι)-th coefficients of the decomposition of upūp+1 and up+1ūp,

and both terms are in H s. Hence, ∇ζ f ∈ Ys and

sup
(θ ,r,ζ )∈Os(σ ,µ)

‖∇ζ f‖s ≤Cε. (2.28)

To estimate the Hessian of f , we have

∂ 2 f

∂ pi,ι1
∂ p j,ι2

=
ε

2

∫

Rd
(pup−1ūp+1 + 2(p+ 1)|u|2p+ pup+1ūp−1)Ψi,ι1

(x)Ψ j,ι2
(x)dx,

∂ 2 f

∂ pi,ι1
∂q j,ι2

=
∂ 2 f

∂qi,ι1
∂ p j,ι2

=
iε p

2

∫

Rd
(up−1ūp+1 − up+1ūp−1)Ψi,ι1

(x)Ψ j,ι2
(x)dx,

∂ 2 f

∂qi,ι1
∂q j,ι2

=
−ε

2

∫

Rd
(pup−1ūp+1 − 2(p+ 1)|u|2p+ pup+1ūp−1)Ψi,ι1

(x)Ψ j,ι2
(x)dx.
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Since up−1ūp+1, |u|2p,up+1ūp−1 ∈ H s, by Lemma 8.7, there exists β ∈ (0, 1
8
) such that

∥

∥

∥

∂ 2 f

∂ pi∂ p j

∥

∥

∥,
∥

∥

∥

∂ 2 f

∂ pi∂q j

∥

∥

∥,
∥

∥

∥

∂ 2 f

∂qi∂q j

∥

∥

∥≤ Cε

(i j)
β
2 ws(i, j)

‖u‖2p

H s ≤
Cε

(i∧ j)β ws(i, j)
‖u‖2p

H s .

Thus, ∇2
ζ f ∈ Ms,β and

|∇2
ζ f |s,β ≤C‖u‖2p

H sε ≤Cε. (2.29)

Notice that f does not depend on ρ . Therefore, by (2.27)-(2.29), we have f ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D and

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ≤Cε. (2.30)

Now applying Theorem 2.1, we get the following result.

Theorem 2.2. Consider the equation (1.1) parameterized by Hermitian multiplier Mρ in (2.23).

There exists ε∗ > 0 depending on n, s, d, p, A , {Ib}1≤b≤n such that if 0 < ε < ε∗, we obtain a subset

D∗ ⊂ D with

meas(D\D∗)≤ ε
1
α , α = 32(1+

d− 1

β
)(1+

4d− 2

β
) (2.31)

and for every ρ ∈ D∗, the equation has a smooth quasi-periodic solution of the form

u(t,x) = ∑
( j,ι)∈L0

ξ̃ j,ι(t)Ψ j,ι (x), (2.32)

where {ξ̃ j,ι}( j,ι)∈L0
are quasi-periodic functions with frequencies ω∗. Moreover,

|ω∗−ω |= O(ε) (2.33)

and

∑
( j,ι)∈L

ξ̃ 2
j,ι(t) j2s = O(ε). (2.34)

Remark 2.2. Actually, the precise expression of β can be given. For example, if d ≥ 3 and s > d is

an integer, then β = 1
2(d+3)

, seeing the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [18] for details.

Remark 2.3. We also mention that for equation (1.1), Grébert, Imekraz and Paturelin have proved

long time stability of solutions by Birkhoff normal form in [16].

3 Estimates on matrix norm

In view of the infinite matrix space Ms,β defined by the norm | · |s,β in (2.4), we also introduce its

subspace M
+
s,β

of infinite matrices A with the norm

|A|s,β+ := sup
i, j≥1

(i∧ j)β w(i, j)s(1+ |i− j|)
∥

∥A
j
i

∥

∥<+∞. (3.1)

On these two matrix norms, we will prove several basic estimates, which are crucial for establishing

our KAM theorem.
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Lemma 3.1. Let A ∈ Ms,β and B ∈ M
+
s,β

with 0 < β ≤ min{ s
2
,1}. Then both AB and BA belong to

Ms,β with the following estimates

|AB|s,β , |BA|s,β ≤ 2
s
2+2

β
|A|s,β |B|s,β+. (3.2)

Proof. The proof of BA is similar to the proof of AB. Thus, we only prove the inequality of AB in

(3.25). In view of the definitions of matrix norms in (2.4) and (3.1), it is sufficient to verify

I := ∑
k≥1

(i∧ j)β

(i∧ k)β (k∧ j)β (1+ |k− j|)
( w(i, j)

w(i,k)w(k, j)

)s

≤ 2
s
2+2

β
(3.3)

for any i, j ≥ 1. Now fix i, j ≥ 1 with i ≤ j, and decompose the sum in (3.3) into three parts:

I1 = ∑1≤k≤ i
2
, I2 = ∑ i

2<k<2 j
and I3 = ∑k≥2 j.

For the first sum, we have i∧ k = k, k∧ j = k and

w(i,k) = 1+
i− k√

k
≥ 1+

i/2
√

i/2
>
√

i/2.

Moreover, we have w(i, j) ≤ w(k, j) by Lemma 8.1. Thus,

I1 < ∑
1≤k≤ i

2

iβ

k2β (1+ |k− j|)
(2

i

) s
2 ≤ 2

s
2 ∑

1≤k≤ i
2

1

k2β (1+ |k− j|) , (3.4)

where the assumption β ≤ s
2

is used in the last inequality.

For the second sum, we have (i∧k)(k∧ j) > ik/2. Moreover, we have w(i, j)≤ w(i,k)w(k, j) by

Lemma 8.1. Thus,

I2 < ∑
i
2<k<2 j

iβ

(ik/2)β (1+ |k− j|) = 2β ∑
i
2<k<2 j

1

kβ (1+ |k− j|) . (3.5)

For the last sum, we have i∧ k = i, k∧ j = j and

w(k, j) = 1+
k− j√

j
≥ 1+

k/2
√

k/2
>
√

k/2.

Moreover, we have w(i, j) ≤ w(i,k) by Lemma 8.1. Thus,

I3 < ∑
k≥2 j

1

1+ |k− j|
(2

k

) s
2 = 2

s
2 ∑

k≥2 j

1

k
s
2 (1+ |k− j|)

. (3.6)

Combining (3.4)-(3.6), by 0 < β ≤ min{ s
2
,1} and Lemma 8.2, we get

I < 2
s
2 ∑

k≥1

1

kβ (1+ |k− j|) < 2
s
2+1
(

1+
1

β

)

≤ 2
s
2+2

β
. (3.7)

This completes the proof of (3.3) with i ≤ j. We can prove (3.3) with i > j in the same way.

Lemma 3.2. Let A,B ∈ M
+
s,β

with 0 < β ≤ min{ s
2
,1}. Then both AB and BA belong to M

+
s,β

with

the following estimates

|AB|s,β+, |BA|s,β+ ≤ 2
s
2+3

β
|A|s,β+|B|s,β+. (3.8)
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Proof. By symmetry, we only prove the inequality of AB in (3.8). In view of the definition of matrix

norm in (3.1), it is sufficient to verify

I := ∑
k≥1

(i∧ j)β (1+ |i− j|)
(i∧ k)β (k∧ j)β (1+ |i− k|)(1+ |k− j|)

( w(i, j)

w(i,k)w(k, j)

)s

≤ 2
s
2+3

β
(3.9)

for any i, j ≥ 1. By 1+ |i− j|< 1+ |i− k|+ 1+ |k− j|, we have

1+ |i− j|
(1+ |i− k|)(1+ |k− j|) <

1

1+ |k− j|+
1

1+ |i− k| . (3.10)

Thus, the proof of (3.9) is translated to the proof of Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.3. Let A∈M
+
s,β with s≥ 0 and 0≤ β ′ < β ≤ 1

2
. Then A ∈L (Ys,Ys+β ′) with the following

estimate

‖Aζ‖s+β ′ ≤ 2s+4

β −β ′ |A|s,β+‖ζ‖s. (3.11)

Proof. Write the block wise representation of A ∈ M
+
s,β

and ζ ∈ Ys, i.e., A = (A j
i )i, j∈N+ and ζ =

(ζ j) j∈N+ , where A
j
i ∈ M2di×2d j

(C) and ζ j ∈ C2d j . Then we have

‖Aζ‖2
s+β ′ = ∑

i∈N+

i2(s+β ′)
∣

∣

∣ ∑
j∈N+

A
j
i ζ j

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ ∑
i∈N+

i2(s+β ′)
(

∑
j∈N+

∥

∥A
j
i

∥

∥|ζ j|
)2

≤ |A|2s,β+ ∑
i∈N+

i2(s+β ′)
(

∑
j∈N+

(i∧ j)−β (1+ |i− j|)−1w(i, j)−s|ζ j|
)2

≤ |A|2s,β+‖B‖2
ℓ2→ℓ2‖ζ‖2

s ,

(3.12)

where

B =
(

b
j
i

)

i, j∈N+ :=
(

is+β ′
j−s(i∧ j)−β (1+ |i− j|)−1w(i, j)−s

)

i, j∈N+
. (3.13)

Thus, it is sufficient to verify

‖B‖ℓ2→ℓ2 ≤ 2s+4

β −β ′ . (3.14)

To estimate the ℓ2-operator norm of B, we decompose B = B1 +B2 +B3 with

B1 =
(

b
j
i χ

i≤ j
2

)

i, j∈N+ , B2 =
(

b
j
i χ j

2<i<2 j

)

i, j∈N+ , B3 =
(

b
j
i χi≥2 j

)

i, j∈N+ ,

where χ
i≤ j

2
= 1 if i≤ j

2
, and χ

i≤ j
2
= 0 otherwise; it is similar for χ j

2<i<2 j
and χi≥2 j. In the following,

we estimate b
j
i in three cases respectively.

Case 1: i ≤ j
2
. By i∧ j = i, 1+ |i− j|> j

2
and w(i, j) > 1, we have

b
j
i <

2

i−s+β−β ′
js+1

<
2

i
1
2 (1+β−β ′) j

1
2 (1+β−β ′)

, (3.15)
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where the facts j > i and s+ 1
2
(1−β +β ′) > 0 are used in the last inequality. Then by (3.15) and

Lemma 8.3, we get

‖B1‖ℓ2→ℓ2 ≤
(

∑
i, j∈N+

4

i1+β−β ′
j1+β−β ′

) 1
2
< 2+

2

β −β ′ , (3.16)

where the last inequality follows from (8.2) in Lemma 8.2.

Case 2:
j
2
< i < 2 j. By i∧ j > i

2
, j > i

2
and w(i, j) ≥ 1, we have

b
j
i <

2s+β

iβ−β ′(1+ |i− j|) , (3.17)

and thus

‖B2‖ℓ1→ℓ1 ≤ sup
j∈N+

∑
i∈N+

2s+β

iβ−β ′
(1+ |i− j|) < 2s+β+1

(

1+
1

β −β ′
)

, (3.18)

where the last inequality follows from (8.3) in Lemma 8.2. On the other hand, by i∧ j > j
2
, i < 2 j

and w(i, j) ≥ 1, we have

b
j
i <

2s+β+β ′

jβ−β ′
(1+ |i− j|), (3.19)

and thus

‖B2‖ℓ∞→ℓ∞ ≤ sup
i∈N+

∑
j∈N+

2s+β+β ′

jβ−β ′
(1+ |i− j|) < 2s+β+β ′+1

(

1+
1

β −β ′
)

, (3.20)

where the last inequality follows from (8.3) in Lemma 8.2. By (3.18), (3.20) and Lemma 8.4, we get

‖B2‖ℓ2→ℓ2 < 2s+β+
β ′
2 +1
(

1+
1

β −β ′
)

. (3.21)

Case 3: i ≥ 2 j. By i∧ j = j, 1+ |i− j|> i
2

and w(i, j) > i
2
√

j
, we have

b
j
i <

is+β ′

js+β

2

i

(2
√

j

i

)s

=
2s+1

i1−β ′
j

s
2+β

≤ 2s+1

i1−β ′
jβ

<
2s+1

i
1
2 (1+β−β ′) j

1
2 (1+β−β ′)

, (3.22)

where the facts i > j and 1
2
(1− β − β ′) > 0 are used in the last inequality. Then by (3.22) and

Lemma 8.3, we get

‖B3‖ℓ2→ℓ2 ≤
(

∑
i, j∈N+

22s+2

i1+β−β ′
j1+β−β ′

) 1
2
< 2s+1

(

1+
1

β −β ′
)

, (3.23)

where the last inequality follows from (8.2) in Lemma 8.2.

Finally, summing the estimates (3.16), (3.21) and (3.23), we get

‖B‖ℓ2→ℓ2 <
(

2+ 2s+β+ β ′
2 +1 + 2s+1

)(

1+
1

β −β ′
)

< 2s+3 2

β −β ′ , (3.24)

which is (3.14). This completes the proof of the lemma.
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Lemma 3.4. Let η ∈ Ys+β and ζ ∈ Ys with s ≥ 0 and β ≥ 0. Denoting A := η ⊗ ζ , then we have

A ∈ Ms,β with the following estimate

|A|s,β ≤ ‖η‖s+β‖ζ‖s. (3.25)

Proof. For i, j ∈ N+, we have

‖A
j
i ‖= |ηi||ζ j| ≤ i−(s+β ) j−s‖η‖s+β‖ζ‖s. (3.26)

Thus, it is sufficient to verify

(i∧ j)β w(i, j)si−(s+β ) j−s ≤ 1, (3.27)

which follows from i∧ j ≤ i and w(i, j) ≤ i j. This completes the proof of the lemma.

4 Poisson bracket and Hamiltonian flow

In this section, we shall study Poisson brackets and Hamiltonian flows. Before that, we define the

truncation functions: for function f ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D , define its truncation functions f T , which are the

second order Taylor approximation of f at r = 0 and ζ = 0. That is,

f T := fθ + 〈 fr,r〉+ 〈 fζ ,ζ 〉+
1

2
〈ζ , fζζ ζ 〉

= f (θ ,0;ρ)+ 〈∇r f (θ ,0;ρ),r〉+ 〈∇ζ f (θ ,0;ρ),ζ 〉+ 1

2
〈ζ ,∇2

ζ f (θ ,0;ρ)ζ 〉.
(4.1)

According to the definition of the norm [ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D in (2.5), for θ ∈ Tn

σ and ρ ∈ D , we have

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ fθ (θ ;ρ)| ≤ [ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (4.2)

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ fζ (θ ;ρ)‖s ≤ µ−1[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (4.3)

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ fζζ (θ ;ρ)|s,β ≤ µ−2[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.4)

Furthermore, using the Cauchy estimates, we obtain

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ fr(θ ;ρ)| ≤ µ−2[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (4.5)

and (∂ ν
ρ fζζ )ν=0,1 are bounded linear operators from Ys to itself, satisfying

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ fζζ (θ ;ρ)‖L (Ys,Ys) = sup

ν=0,1
‖∂ ν

ρ ∇2
ζ f (θ ,0;ρ)‖L (Ys,Ys)

≤ µ−1 sup
ν=0,1

(θ ,r,ζ )∈Os(σ ,µ)

‖∂ ν
ρ ∇ζ f (θ ,r,ζ ;ρ)‖s

≤ µ−2[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D .

(4.6)
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4.1 Poisson bracket

With the symplectic structure dr∧dθ + d p∧dq, the Poisson brackets of f and g are defined by

{ f ,g}=−∇r f ·∇θ g+∇θ f ·∇rg+ 〈∇ζ f ,J∇ζ g〉, (4.7)

where ζ = (p,q) and J =

(

0 −1

1 0

)

. Since the space T
s,β

σ ,µ,D is not closed under Poisson brackets,

we introduce the subspace T
s,β+

σ ,µ,D ⊂ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D defined by

T
s,β+

σ ,µ,D :=
{

g ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D

∣

∣ ∂ ν
ρ ∇ζ g(θ ,0;ρ) ∈Ys+β , ∂ ν

ρ ∇2
ζ g(θ ,0;ρ) ∈ M

+
s,β , ν = 0,1

}

with the norm

[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D = [g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D + sup

ν=0,1
θ∈Tn

σ ,ρ∈D

(

µ‖∂ ν
ρ ∇ζ g(θ ,0;ρ)‖s+β + µ2|∂ ν

ρ ∇2
ζ g(θ ,0;ρ)|s,β+

)

. (4.8)

Based on above, we shall give the estimates of Poisson brackets in the following.

Lemma 4.1. Assume f = f T ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D and g = gT ∈ T
s,β+

σ ,µ,D with 0 < β ≤ min{ s
2
,1}. Then for

0 < σ ′ < σ , we have { f ,g} ∈ T
s,β

σ ′,µ,D and

[{ f ,g}]s,βσ ′,µ,D ≤ C

β (σ −σ ′)µ2
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.9)

where C > 0 is a constant only depending on n and s.

Proof. According to (4.1), write

f = fθ + 〈 fr,r〉+ 〈 fζ ,ζ 〉+
1

2
〈ζ , fζζ ζ 〉,

g = gθ + 〈gr,r〉+ 〈gζ ,ζ 〉+
1

2
〈ζ ,gζζ ζ 〉,

where fθ , fr, fζ , fζζ , gθ , gr, gζ , gζζ are independent of r,ζ . Then in view of (4.7), by direct

calculation we have ∇r f = fr, ∇rg = gr, ∇ζ f = fζ + fζζ ζ , ∇ζ g = gζ + gζζ ζ and thus

{ f ,g}=−〈 fr,∇θ g〉+ 〈∇θ f ,gr〉+ 〈 fζ ,Jgζ 〉− 〈gζζ J fζ ,ζ 〉+ 〈ζ , fζζ Jgζ 〉+ 〈ζ , fζζ Jgζζ ζ 〉. (4.10)

For simplicity, let h1,h2,h3,h4,h5,h6 be the right side of (4.10) successively.

Firstly, we consider h1 and h2. By (4.5) and Cauchy estimates, we get

[h1]
s,β
σ ′,µ,D , [h2]

s,β
σ ′,µ,D ≤ C

(σ −σ ′)µ2
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.11)

Secondly, we consider h3 := 〈 fζ ,Jgζ 〉. Notice that ∇ζ h3 = ∇2
ζ h3 = 0. Thus, by (4.3), we get

[h3]
s,β
σ ,µ,D = sup

ν=0,1,ρ∈D

(θ ,r,ζ )∈Os(σ ,µ)

|∂ ν
ρ h3| ≤

C

µ2
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.12)

Thirdly, we consider h4 := −〈gζζ J fζ ,ζ 〉 and h5 := 〈ζ , fζζ Jgζ 〉. Notice that ∇ζ h4 = −gζζ J fζ ,

∇ζ h5 = fζζ Jgζ and ∇2
ζ h4 = ∇2

ζ h5 = 0. Thus, by (4.3), (4.6) and ‖ζ‖s ≤ µ , we get

[h4]
s,β
σ ,µ,D = sup

ν=0,1,ρ∈D

(θ ,r,ζ )∈Os(σ ,µ)

max
{

|∂ ν
ρ h4|,µ‖∂ ν

ρ ∇ζ h4‖s

}

≤ C

µ2
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (4.13)
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[h5]
s,β
σ ,µ,D = sup

ν=0,1,ρ∈D

(θ ,r,ζ )∈Os(σ ,µ)

max
{

|∂ ν
ρ h5|,µ‖∂ ν

ρ ∇ζ h5‖s

}

≤ C

µ2
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.14)

Finally, we consider h6 := 〈ζ , fζζ Jgζζ ζ 〉. Notice that

∇ζ h6 = fζζ Jgζζ ζ − gζζ J fζζ ζ ,

∇2
ζ h6 = fζζ Jgζζ − gζζ J fζζ .

By (4.6) and ‖ζ‖s ≤ µ , we get

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ h6| ≤

C

µ2
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (4.15)

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ ∇ζ h6‖s ≤

C

µ3
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D ; (4.16)

by Lemma 3.1, we get

|∇2
ζ h6|s,β ≤ C

β
| fζζ |s,β |gζζ |s,β+ ≤ C

β µ4
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.17)

|∂ρ ∇2
ζ h6|s,β ≤ C

β

(

|∂ρ fζζ |s,β |gζζ |s,β++ | fζζ |s,β |∂ρ gζζ |s,β+
)

≤ C

β µ4
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.18)

Thus, by (4.15)-(4.18), we get

[h6]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ≤ C

β µ2
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.19)

Summing the estimates (4.11)-(4.14) and (4.19), we get (4.9).

4.2 Hamiltonian flow

In this subsection, we assume g ≡ gT , namely,

g = gθ (θ ;ρ)+ 〈gr(θ ;ρ),r〉+ 〈gζ (θ ;ρ),ζ 〉+ 1

2
〈ζ ,gζζ (θ ;ρ)ζ 〉. (4.20)

Then the Hamiltonian associated with g have the following form:











θ̇(t) = gr(θ ;ρ)

ṙ(t) =−∇θ g(θ ,r,ζ ;ρ)

ζ̇ (t) = J(gζ (θ ;ρ)+ gζζ (θ ;ρ)ζ ).

(4.21)

In the following, we shall study the Hamiltonian flows Φt
g generated by (4.21).

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < β ′ < β ≤ min{ s
2
, 1

2
}, 0 < σ ′ < σ ≤ 1, 0 < µ ′ < µ ≤ 1 and g = gT ∈ T

s,β+
σ ,µ,D

satisfy

[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D ≤ (β −β ′)(σ −σ ′)(µ − µ ′)2

c1

, (4.22)
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where c1 > 1 is a properly large constant only depending on n and s. Then for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 the flow

maps

Φt
g : O

s(σ ′,µ ′) ∋ (θ 0,r0,ζ 0) 7→ (θ (t),r(t),ζ (t)) ∈ O
s(

σ +σ ′

2
,

µ + µ ′

2
)

are of the form (here hide the parameter ρ):

Φt
g :





θ 0

r0

ζ 0



→





K(θ 0;t)
L(θ 0,ζ 0;t)+V(θ 0;t)r0

T (θ 0;t)+U(θ 0;t)ζ 0



 , (4.23)

where the mappings K,T and the operators V,U analytically depend on θ 0 ∈ Tn
σ ′ , and the mapping

L analytically depends on (θ 0,ζ 0) ∈ Tn
σ ′ ×Oµ ′(Ys) with Oµ ′(Ys) := {ζ ∈ Ys : ‖ζ‖s ≤ µ ′}. More

precisely, there hold the following estimates:

(1) For any θ 0 ∈ Tn
σ ′ , we have

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ (V (θ 0;t)− I)‖L (Cn,Cn) ≤ 16(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (4.24)

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ (

tU(θ 0;t)− I)‖L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )
≤ 2s+7µ−2

β −β ′ [g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.25)

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ (U(θ 0;t)− I)‖L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )

≤ 2s+7µ−2

β −β ′ [g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.26)

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ (U(θ 0;t)− I)|s,β+ ≤ 8µ−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D ; (4.27)

for any (θ 0,ζ 0) ∈ Tn
σ ′ ×Oµ ′(Ys) and any component Lb of L, b = 1,2, · · · ,n, we have

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ ∇ζ 0Lb(θ 0,ζ 0;t)‖s+β ′ ≤ 2s+9

β −β ′ (σ −σ ′)−1µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.28)

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ ∇2

ζ 0 Lb(θ 0,ζ 0;t)|s,β+ ≤ 32(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.29)

(2) The flow maps Φt
g analytically extend to mappings

T
n
σ ′ ×C

n ×Ys ∋ (θ 0,r0,ζ 0) 7→ (θ (t),r(t),ζ (t)) ∈ T
n
σ ×C

n ×Ys,

which satisfy

|θ (t)−θ 0| ≤ µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ,

|r(t)− r0| ≤ 8(σ −σ ′)−1
(

1+ µ−1‖ζ 0‖s + µ−2|r0|+ µ−2‖ζ 0‖2
s

)

[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ,

‖ζ (t)− ζ 0‖s+β ′ ≤
(

2µ−1 +
2s+5µ−2

β −β ′ ‖ζ 0‖s

)

[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

(4.30)

and

|∂ρ θ (t)| ≤ 2µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ,

|∂ρ r(t)| ≤ 32(σ −σ ′)−1
(

1+ µ−1‖ζ 0‖s + µ−2|r0|+ µ−2‖ζ 0‖2
s

)

[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ,

‖∂ρ ζ (t)‖s+β ′ ≤
(

8µ−1 +
2s+7µ−2

β −β ′ ‖ζ 0‖s

)

[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D .

(4.31)
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Proof. Since gr is independent of r,ζ , we firstly consider the equation (4.21)1 for θ (t). By (4.5) and

(4.22), we get

sup
θ∈Tn

σ ,ρ∈D

|gr(θ ;ρ)| ≤ µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D <

σ −σ ′

2
, (4.32)

which implies Tn
σ ′ ∋ θ 0 7→ θ (t)∈Tn

σ+σ ′
2

and the first estimate of (4.30) for θ (t)−θ 0. Differentiating

(4.21)1 with respect to ρ , we get

∂ρ θ̇ (t) = ∂ρ gr(θ ;ρ)+∇θ gr(θ ;ρ)∂ρ θ (t), ∂ρ θ (0) = 0. (4.33)

By (4.5) we get

sup
θ∈Tn

σ ,ρ∈D

|∂ρ gr(θ ;ρ)| ≤ µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.34)

In view of (4.32), by Cauchy estimate, we get

sup
θ∈Tn

σ+σ ′
2

,ρ∈D

|∇θ gr(θ ;ρ)| ≤ 2(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.35)

Then, by (4.22), (4.33)-(4.35) and Gronwall inequality, we get the first estimate of (4.31) for ∂ρ θ (t).
Next, we consider the equation (4.21)3 for ζ (t). It reads

ζ̇ (t) = a(t)+B(t)ζ (t), ζ (0) = ζ 0 ∈ Oµ ′(Ys), (4.36)

where a(t) := Jgζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

and B(t) := Jgζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

analytically depend on θ 0. Since g ∈T
s,β+

σ ,µ,D ,

we have a(t) ∈ Ys and B(t) ∈ M
+
s,β

. By (4.8), we get

‖a(t)‖s+β ≤ µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.37)

and by (4.8), (4.22) and Lemma 3.3, we get

‖B(t)‖L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )
≤ 2s+4

β −β ′ |B(t)|s,β+ ≤ 2s+4

β −β ′ µ
−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D ≤ 1

2
, (4.38)

which implies

‖B(t)‖L (Ys,Ys) ≤
1

2
. (4.39)

According to (4.36), we have ζ (t) = ζ 0 +
∫ t

0(a(t
′)+B(t ′)ζ (t ′))dt ′. Iterating this relation, we can

get

ζ (t) = a∞(t)+ (I+B∞(t))ζ 0, (4.40)

where

a∞(t) =

∫ t

0
a(t1)dt1 + ∑

k≥2

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0
· · ·
∫ tk−1

0

k−1

∏
j=1

B(t j)a(tk)dtk · · ·dt2dt1 (4.41)

and

B∞(t) = ∑
k≥1

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0
· · ·
∫ tk−1

0

k

∏
j=1

B(t j)dtk · · ·dt2dt1. (4.42)
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For k ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ tk ≤ ·· · ≤ t1 ≤ 1, by (4.38) and (4.39), we have

‖B(t1) · · ·B(tk)‖L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )
≤
(1

2

)k−1 2s+4

β −β ′ µ
−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D ≤

(1

2

)k

. (4.43)

Then in view of (4.22),(4.37) and (4.43), the series (4.41) and (4.42) uniformly converge in t ∈ [0,1]
and θ 0 ∈ Tn

σ ′ with

‖a∞(t)‖s+β ′ ≤ µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D + ∑

k≥2

(1

2

)k−1

µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

= 2µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

(4.44)

and

‖B∞(t)‖L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )
≤ ∑

k≥1

(1

2

)k−1 2s+4

β −β ′ µ
−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D

=
2s+5

β −β ′ µ
−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D .

(4.45)

Putting (4.44) and (4.45) into (4.40), it is easy to verify ζ (t)−ζ 0 fulfills the third estimate of (4.30).

In the following, we estimate the derivative of ζ (t) with respect to ρ . In view of (4.8), (4.22)

and (4.31)1, by Cauchy estimates and Lemma 3.3, we get

‖∂ρ a(t)‖s+β ≤ 2µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.46)

‖∂ρ B(t)‖L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )
≤ 2s+5

β −β ′ µ
−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.47)

Then differentiating (4.41) and (4.42) with respect to ρ , we get

‖∂ρ a∞(t)‖s+β ′ ≤ 2µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D + ∑

k≥2

k
(1

2

)k−1

2µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

= 8µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

(4.48)

and

‖∂ρB∞(t)‖L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )
≤ ∑

k≥1

k
(1

2

)k−1 2s+5

β −β ′ µ
−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D

=
2s+7

β −β ′ µ
−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D ,

(4.49)

from which the third estimate of (4.31) for ∂ρ ζ (t) is derived.

Moreover, by (4.8), we have

|B(t)|s,β+ ≤ µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.50)

Then, by (4.22),(4.50) and lemma 3.2, we have

|B(t1) · · ·B(tk)|s,β+ ≤
(

2
s
2+3β−1µ−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D

)k−1

µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

≤
(1

2

)k−1

µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

(4.51)
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and thus

|B∞(t)|s,β+ ≤ 2µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.52)

In the same manner, we deduce

|∂ρ B∞(t)|s,β+ ≤ 8µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.53)

Due to U = I+B∞, the estimates of U in (4.25)- (4.27) follow from (4.45), (4.49), (4.52) and (4.53).

Finally, we consider the equation (4.21)2 for r(t). It reads

ṙ(t) = α(t)+Λ(t)r(t), r(0) = r0 ∈ O
(µ ′)2(Cn), (4.54)

where O(µ ′)2(Cn) = {r ∈ Cn : |r| ≤ (µ ′)2}, Λ(t) =−∇θ gr

(

θ (t);ρ
)

, and

α(t) =−∇θ gθ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

−〈∇θ gζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

,ζ (t)〉− 1

2
〈ζ (t),∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

ζ (t)〉.

By (4.5), (4.22) and Cauchy estimate, we get

‖Λ(t)‖L (Cn,Cn) ≤ 2(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ≤ 1

2
. (4.55)

In view of (4.22),(4.30)3 and Cauchy estimates, we get

|α(t)| ≤ 2(σ −σ ′)−1[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D

(

1+ µ−1‖ζ (t)‖s +
µ−2

2
‖ζ (t)‖2

s

)

≤ 4(σ −σ ′)−1[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D

(

1+ µ−1‖ζ 0‖s + µ−2‖ζ 0‖2
s

)

.

(4.56)

Similarly as ζ (t), we get

r(t) = α∞(t)+ (1+Λ∞(t))r0, (4.57)

where

Λ∞(t) = ∑
k≥1

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0
· · ·
∫ tk−1

0

k

∏
j=1

Λ(t j)dtk · · ·dt2dt1 (4.58)

and

α∞(t) =

∫ t

0
α(t1)dt1 + ∑

k≥2

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0
· · ·
∫ tk−1

0

k−1

∏
j=1

Λ(t j)α(tk)dtk · · ·dt2dt1. (4.59)

From (4.55) and (4.56), we obtain that

‖Λ∞(t)‖L (Cn,Cn) ≤ 4(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D (4.60)

and

|α∞(t)| ≤ 8(σ −σ ′)−1
(

1+ µ−1‖ζ 0‖s + µ−2‖ζ 0‖2
s

)

[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.61)

Putting (4.60) and (4.61) into (4.57), it is easy to verify r(t)−r0 fulfills the second estimate of (4.30).
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In the following, we estimate the derivative of r(t) with respect to ρ . By (4.5), (4.22), (4.31)1,

(4.30)3 and Cauchy estimate, we get

‖∂ρ Λ(t)‖L (Cn,Cn) ≤ 4(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D (4.62)

and

|∂ρ α(t)| ≤ 8(σ −σ ′)−1[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D

(

1+ µ−1‖ζ 0‖s + µ−2‖ζ 0‖2
s

)

. (4.63)

Then differentiating (4.58) and (4.59) with respect to ρ , we get

‖∂ρ Λ∞(t)‖L (Cn,Cn) ≤ 16(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D (4.64)

and

|∂ρ α∞(t)| ≤ 32(σ −σ ′)−1
(

1+ µ−1‖ζ 0‖s + µ−2‖ζ 0‖2
s

)

[g]
s,β
σ ,µ,D (4.65)

from which the second estimate of (4.31) for ∂ρ r(t) is derived.

Moreover, due to V = I +Λ∞, by (4.60) and (4.64), the estimate (4.24) holds. By (4.8) and

Cauchy estimates, we have

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ ∇θ gζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

‖s+β ≤ 2(σ −σ ′)−1µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.66)

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ ∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

|s,β+ ≤ 2(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.67)

and thus by Lemma 3.3,

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ ∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

|L (Ys,Ys+β ′ )
≤ 2s+5

β −β ′ (σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.68)

By direct calculation, we have

∇ζ 0α(t) =−tU∇θ gζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

− tU∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

ζ (t)

and

∇2
ζ 0α(t) =−tU∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

U.

Then by (4.22), (4.25), (4.66), (4.68) and ‖ζ (t)‖s ≤ µ+µ ′
2

, we get

‖∇ζ 0α(t)‖s+β ′ ≤ 2s+6

β −β ′ (σ −σ ′)−1µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D ; (4.69)

by (4.22), (4.27), (4.67) and Lemma 3.2, we get

|∇2
ζ 0 α(t)|s,β+ ≤ 4(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.70)

Furthermore, we have

∂ρ ∇ζ 0 α(t) =−(∂ρ
tU)∇θ gζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

− tU∂ρ ∇θ gζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

− (∂ρ
tU)∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

ζ (t)

− tU∂ρ∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

ζ (t)− tU∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

∂ρ ζ (t)
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and

∂ρ ∇2
ζ 0α(t) =−(∂ρ

tU)∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

U − tU∂ρ ∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

U − tU∇θ gζζ

(

θ (t);ρ
)

(∂ρU).

Then in the same manner, we deduce

‖∂ρ ∇ζ 0α(t)‖s+β ′ ≤ 2s+7

β −β ′ (σ −σ ′)−1µ−1[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D , (4.71)

|∂ρ ∇2
ζ 0 α(t)|s,β+ ≤ 8(σ −σ ′)−1µ−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D . (4.72)

Since L(θ 0,ζ 0;t) = α∞(t) with the formula (4.59) and Λ(t) is independent of ζ 0, then the estimates

of L in (4.28) and (4.29) follow from (4.69)-(4.72).

The next lemma indicates the preservation of functions h ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D under the flow maps Φt
g.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < β ′ < β ≤ min{ s
2
, 1

2
}, 0 < σ ′ < σ ≤ 1, 0 < µ ′ < µ ≤ 1, h ∈ T

s,β
σ ,µ,D , and

g = gT ∈ T
s,β+

σ ,µ,D satisfy (4.22) with c1 > 1 being a properly large constant only depending on n and

s. Then for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, we have ht := h
(

Φt
g(θ ,r,ζ ;ρ);ρ

)

∈ T
s,β ′

σ ′,µ ′,D with the following estimate

[ht ]
s,β ′

σ ′,µ ′,D ≤ 2[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.73)

Proof. Write the flow map Φt
g as

(θ 0,r0,ζ 0) 7→ (θ (t),r(t),ζ (t)).

By Lemma 4.2, ht(θ
0,r0,ζ 0;ρ) is analytical in (θ 0,r0,ζ 0) ∈ Os(σ ′,µ ′) with

|ht(θ
0,r0,ζ 0;ρ)| ≤ [h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.74)

Moreover, by (4.22), (4.31) and Cauchy estimates, we can deduce

|∂ρ ht(θ
0,r0,ζ 0;ρ)| ≤ 2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.75)

Now we estimate the gradient of ht(θ
0,r0,ζ 0). Since θ (t) does not depend on ζ 0, we have

∇ζ 0 ht =
n

∑
b=1

∂h

∂ rb

· ∂ rb

∂ζ 0
+ tU∇ζ h.

Since (θ (t),r(t),ζ (t)) ∈ Os(σ+σ ′
2

, µ+µ ′
2

), by Cauchy estimates, we get

∣

∣

∣

∂h

∂ rb

∣

∣

∣≤ 4(µ − µ ′)−2[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.76)

By (4.22), (4.28) and (4.76), we get

∥

∥

∥

n

∑
b=1

∂h

∂ rb

· ∂ rb

∂ζ 0

∥

∥

∥

s
≤ 2s+11n

β −β ′ (σ −σ ′)−1µ−1(µ − µ ′)−2[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D [g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D

≤ 1

2
µ−1[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D ; (4.77)
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by (4.22) and (4.25), we get

‖tU∇ζ h‖s ≤
(

1+
2s+7µ−2

β −β ′ [g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

)

µ−1[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D

≤ 3

2
µ−1[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.78)

Summing the estimates (4.77) and (4.78), we get

‖∇ζ 0ht‖s ≤ 2µ−1[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.79)

Similarly, we can estimate the derivative of ∇ζ 0ht with respect to ρ and get

‖∂ρ ∇ζ 0ht‖s ≤ 2µ−1[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.80)

Next we estimate the Hessian of ht(θ
0,r0,ζ 0). By direct calculation, we have

∇2
ζ 0 ht =

n

∑
b,b′=1

∂ 2h

∂ rb∂ rb′

∂ rb

∂ζ 0
⊗ ∂ rb′

∂ζ 0
+

n

∑
b=1

∂h

∂ rb

∂ 2rb

(∂ζ 0)2

+
n

∑
b=1

∂ rb

∂ζ 0
⊗
(

tU
∂ 2h

∂ rb∂ζ

)

+
n

∑
b=1

(

tU
∂ 2h

∂ζ∂ rb

)

⊗ ∂ rb

∂ζ 0
+ tU

∂ 2h

∂ζ 2
U.

(4.81)

For simplicity, let I1, I2, I3, I4, I5 be the right side of (4.81) successively. In the following, we will

estimate them separately.

(i) By Cauchy estimates, we get

∣

∣

∣

∂ 2h

∂ rb∂ rb′

∣

∣

∣≤ 32(µ − µ ′)−4[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.82)

Then by (4.22), (4.28), (4.82) and Lemma 3.4, one has

|I1|s,β ′ ≤ 22s+23n2(β −β ′)−2(σ −σ ′)−2(µ − µ ′)−4µ−2
(

[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

)2
[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D

≤ 1

5
µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D .

(4.83)

(ii) By (4.22), (4.29) and (4.76), one has

|I2|s,β+ ≤ 27n(σ −σ ′)−1(µ − µ ′)−2µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D [h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D

≤ 1

5
µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D .

(4.84)

(iii) By Cauchy estimates, we get

∥

∥

∥

∂ 2h

∂ rb∂ζ

∥

∥

∥

s
≤ 4(µ − µ ′)−2µ−1[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.85)

By (4.22), (4.25) and (4.85), we get

∥

∥

∥

tU
∂ 2h

∂ rb∂ζ

∥

∥

∥

s
≤ 4(µ − µ ′)−2µ−1

(

1+
2s+7µ−2

β −β ′ [g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D

)

[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D

≤ 8(µ − µ ′)−2µ−1[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.86)
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Then by (4.22), (4.28), (4.86) and Lemma 3.4, one has

|I3|s,β ′ ≤
n

∑
b=1

∥

∥

∥

∂ rb

∂ζ 0

∥

∥

∥

s+β ′

∥

∥

∥

tU
∂ 2h

∂ rb∂ζ

∥

∥

∥

s

≤ 2s+12n(β −β ′)−1(σ −σ ′)−1(µ − µ ′)−2µ−2[g]
s,β+
σ ,µ,D [h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D

≤ 1

5
µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D .

(4.87)

(iv) The same as the estimate of I3, one has

|I4|s,β ′ ≤ 1

5
µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.88)

(v) In view of (2.5), we have

∣

∣

∣

∂ 2h

∂ζ 2

∣

∣

∣

s,β
≤ µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.89)

Then by (4.22), (4.27), (4.89) and Lemma 3.1, one has

|I5|s,β ≤
(

1+ 2
s
2+2β−1|U − I|s,β+

)2∣
∣

∣

∂ 2h

∂ζ 2

∣

∣

∣

s,β

≤
(

1+ 2
s
2+5β−1µ−2[g]

s,β+
σ ,µ,D

)2

µ−2[h]
s,β
σ ,µ,D

≤ 6

5
µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D .

(4.90)

Summing the estimates (4.83), (4.84), (4.87), (4.88) and (4.90), we get

|∇2
ζ 0ht |s,β ′ ≤ 2µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.91)

Similarly, we can estimate the derivative of ∇2
ζ 0ht with respect to ρ and get

|∂ρ ∇2
ζ 0ht |s,β ′ ≤ 2µ−2[h]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (4.92)

Finally, by combining the estimates (4.74), (4.75), (4.79), (4.80), (4.91) and (4.92), we complete

the proof of this lemma.

5 The KAM step

5.1 Homological equation

At each KAM step, we look for a transformation such that the perturbation of the transformed

Hamiltonian becomes smaller. Roughly speaking, for the m-th step, the Hamiltonian

Hm = hm + fm

is considered as a small perturbation of the normal form hm, where fm is of order εm. A transforma-

tion Φm is set up so that

Hm ◦Φm = hm+1 + fm+1
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with another normal form hm+1 and a much smaller perturbation fm+1 of size ε2
m. We drop the index

of Hm,hm, fm,Φm and shorten the index m+ 1 as +.

Let h be a normal form

h(r,ζ ;ρ) = 〈ω(ρ),r〉+ 1

2
〈ζ ,A(ρ)ζ 〉

and f T be the 2-order Taylor polynomial truncation of f , that is,

f T = fθ + 〈 fr,r〉+ 〈 fζ ,ζ 〉+
1

2
〈ζ , fζζ ζ 〉,

where fθ , fr , fζ and fζζ depend on θ and ρ . The coordinate transformation Φ is obtained as the

time-1-map X t
S|t=1 of a Hamiltonian vector field XS, where S is of the same form as f T :

S(θ ,r,ζ ;ρ) = Sθ (θ ;ρ)+ 〈Sr(θ ;ρ),r〉+ 〈Sζ (θ ;ρ),ζ 〉+ 1

2
〈ζ ,Sζζ (θ ;ρ)ζ 〉. (5.1)

Thus, it follows that

H ◦Φ = (h+ f T )◦X1
S +( f − f T )◦X1

S

= h+ {h,S}+ f T +

∫ 1

0
{(1− t){h,S}+ f T,S} ◦X t

Sdt +( f − f T )◦X1
S .

(5.2)

Introduce the cut-off operator ΓN with N ∈ N+. For a function g defined on Tn
σ , define

ΓNg(θ ) := ∑
|k|≤N

ĝ(k)ei〈k,θ〉,

where ĝ(k) is the k- Fourier coefficient of g. For f ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D , define ΓN f in the same way, and

choose large enough N such that f −ΓN f is of order ε2. We will solve the homological equation

{h,S}+ΓN f T = ĥ (5.3)

with the shift term

ĥ := [[ fθ ]]+ 〈[[ fr]],r〉+
1

2
〈ζ ,Bζζ ζ 〉, (5.4)

where [[u]] denotes the averaging of a function u in θ ∈ Tn, and Bζζ ∈ N F will be chosen later.

More precisely, the homological equation (5.3) can be written as

−∂ωSθ +ΓN fθ − [[ fθ ]] = 0, (5.5)

−∂ωSr +ΓN fr − [[ fr]] = 0, (5.6)

−∂ωSζ +AJSζ +ΓN fζ = 0, (5.7)

−∂ωSζζ +AJSζζ − Sζζ JA−Bζζ +ΓN fζζ = 0. (5.8)

We are now in a position to solve these homological equations respectively. In what follows the

notation a⋖ b stands for “there exists a positive constant c such that a ≤ cb, where c only depends

on n,s,b0,b1,c
∗,d∗,Mω ,MΩ,β .”

• The first two equations

Assume the tangential frequency ω(ρ) satisfies

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈D

|∂ ν
ρ ω(ρ)| ≤ Mω , (5.9)
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and normal form matrix A(ρ) of the form (2.9) satisfies

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈D

‖∂ ν
ρ Ã

j
j(ρ)‖ ≤

MΩ

jβ
. (5.10)

Under the following non-resonant condition

|〈k,ω(ρ)〉| ≥ κ for 0 < |k| ≤ N, (5.11)

where 0 < κ < 1, the solutions of the homological equations (5.5) and (5.6) can be obtained by the

standard procedures and the details are omitted.

• The third equation

Introduce the complex variables t(ξ ,η) by

ζ( j,ι) =

(

p( j,ι)

q( j,ι)

)

=U

(

ξ( j,ι)

η( j,ι)

)

, for ( j, ι) ∈ L, (5.12)

where

U =

(

1√
2

1√
2

−i√
2

i√
2

)

.

Let Q : L×L→C be the complex valued normal form matrix associated to A, i.e.,

1

2
〈ζ ,Aζ 〉 = 〈ξ ,Qη〉.

Since Q is Hermitian and block diagonal, i.e., Q = diag(Q
j
j), then for every j ≥ 1, there exists a

unitary matrix Pj such that

tPjQ
j
jPj = D j := diag(Ω j,ι , ι = 1, · · · ,d j). (5.13)

Next, we solve the homological equation (5.7) under the following non-resonant condition

|〈k,ω(ρ)〉+Ω j,ι(ρ)| ≥ κ j for |k| ≤ N. (5.14)

Multiplying by tUJ in (5.7), we have

−∂ω
tUJSζ +

tUJAJSζ +ΓN
tUJ fζ = 0. (5.15)

By the substitution tUJSζ = S, tUJ fζ = F and the fact tUJU = iJ, equation (5.15) becomes

−∂ωS+ iJtUAUS+ΓNF = 0. (5.16)

Denote

S = t(S
ξ
j ,S

η
j ) j≥1, F = t(F

ξ
j ,F

η
j ) j≥1. (5.17)

Then by the relationship

(tUAU) j
j =

(

0 Q
j
j

tQ
j
j 0

)

, (5.18)

26



the system (5.16) is decoupled into

−∂ωS
ξ
j − i(tQ

j
j)S

ξ
j +ΓNF

ξ
j = 0, (5.19)

−∂ωS
η
j + i(Q j

j)S
η
j +ΓNF

η
j = 0. (5.20)

Since the two equations above are conjugated, we just consider (5.19). Expanding the functions

S
ξ
j ,F

ξ
j with respect to θ into Fourier series, it becomes

−i(〈k,ω〉+ tQ
j
j)Ŝ j(k)+ F̂j(k) = 0, |k| ≤ N, (5.21)

where we have suppressed the upper index ξ . Multiplied by tPj in the left side of (5.21), the equation

turns into

−i(〈k,ω〉+D j)Ŝ
′
j(k)+ F̂ ′

j(k) = 0, |k| ≤ N (5.22)

with Ŝ′j(k) =
tPjŜ j(k) and F̂ ′

j(k) =
tPjF̂j(k). By (5.14) and (5.22), we have

|Ŝ j(k)| = |Ŝ′j(k)| ≤
1

κ j
|F̂j(k)|. (5.23)

Then in view of the relationship between Sζ and t(Sξ ,Sη), we have

‖Ŝζ (k;ρ)‖2
s+1 = ∑

j≥1

|(Ŝζ (k;ρ)) j|2 j2s+2

= ∑
j≥1

(|Ŝξ
j (k;ρ)|2 + |Ŝη

j (k;ρ)|2) j2s+2

≤ 1

κ2 ∑
j≥1

|(F̂ζ (k;ρ)) j |2 j2s

=
1

κ2
‖ f̂ζ (k;ρ)‖2

s .

(5.24)

Furthermore, for any θ ∈ Tn
σ ′ ,

‖Sζ (θ ;ρ)‖s+1 ⋖
1

κ(σ −σ ′)n
sup

θ∈Tn
σ

‖ fζ (θ ;ρ)‖s. (5.25)

In the following, we give the estimate of ∂ρ Ŝζ (k;ρ). Differentiating (5.21), we get

−i(〈k,ω〉+Q
j
j)∂ρ Ŝ j(k;ρ)+ R̂ j(k;ρ) = 0 (5.26)

with

R̂ j(k;ρ) := ∂ρ F̂j(k;ρ)− i(〈k,∂ρ ω〉+ ∂ρQ
j
j)Ŝ j(k;ρ).

By (5.9), (5.10) and (5.18), we know

|∂ρ ω | ≤ Mω , ‖∂ρQ
j
j‖ ≤ MΩ. (5.27)

Then due to (5.23), we have

|R̂ j(k;ρ)| ≤ |∂ρ F̂j(k;ρ)|+(|k|Mω +MΩ)
1

κ j
|F̂j(k;ρ)|. (5.28)
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Similar to (5.21), for (5.26), we obtain

|∂ρ Ŝ j(k;ρ)| ≤ 1

κ j
|R̂ j(k;ρ)|

≤ 1

κ j
|∂ρ F̂j(k;ρ)|+ |k|Mω +MΩ

κ2 j2
|F̂j(k;ρ)|.

(5.29)

Then it follows that

‖∂ρ Ŝζ (k;ρ)‖2
s+1 = ∑

j≥1

|(∂ρ Ŝζ (k;ρ)) j|2 j2s+2

= ∑
j≥1

(|∂ρ Ŝ
ξ
j (k;ρ)|2 + |∂ρ Ŝ

η
j (k;ρ)|2) j2s+2

⋖
1

κ2 ∑
j≥1

|(∂ρ F̂ζ (k;ρ)) j |2 j2s +
(|k|+ 1)2

κ4 ∑
j≥1

|(F̂ζ (k;ρ)) j |2 j2s

=
1

κ2
‖∂ρ f̂ζ (k;ρ)‖2

s +
(|k|+ 1)2

κ4
‖ f̂ζ (k;ρ)‖2

s .

(5.30)

Therefore, for any θ ∈ Tn
σ ′ ,

‖∂ρSζ (θ ;ρ)‖s+1 ⋖
1

κ(σ −σ ′)n
sup

θ∈Tn
σ

‖∂ρ fζ (θ ;ρ)‖s +
1

κ2(σ −σ ′)n+1
sup

θ∈Tn
σ

‖ fζ (θ ;ρ)‖s. (5.31)

Summing the estimates (5.25) and (5.31), for any θ ∈ Tn
σ ′ , we get

sup
ν=0,1

‖∂ ν
ρ Sζ (θ ;ρ)‖s+1 ⋖

1

κ2(σ −σ ′)n+1
µ−1[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.32)

• The fourth equation

Now, we solve the homological equation (5.8). By the substitution

S := tUSζζU, B := tUBζζU, F := tU fζζU (5.33)

and the fact tUJU = iJ, the equation (5.8) becomes

−∂ωS+ itUAUJS− iSJtUAU −B+ΓNF = 0. (5.34)

Denote

S =

(

(S j
i )

ξ ξ (S j
i )

ξ η

(S j
i )

ηξ (S j
i )

ηη

)

i, j≥1

and B,F similarly. Then by the relationship (5.18), the system (5.34) is decoupled into

−∂ω(S
j
i )

ξ ξ + i(Qi
i)(S

j
i )

ξ ξ + i(S j
i )

ξ ξ (tQ
j
j)− (B j

i )
ξ ξ +ΓN(F

j
i )

ξ ξ = 0, (5.35)

−∂ω(S
j
i )

ξ η + i(Qi
i)(S

j
i )

ξ η − i(S j
i )

ξ η (Q j
j)− (B j

i )
ξ η +ΓN(F

j
i )

ξ η = 0, (5.36)

−∂ω(S
j
i )

ηξ − i(tQi
i)(S

j
i )

ηξ + i(S j
i )

ηξ (tQ
j
j)− (B j

i )
ηξ +ΓN(F

j
i )

ηξ = 0, (5.37)

−∂ω(S
j
i )

ηη − i(tQi
i)(S

j
i )

ηη − i(S j
i )

ηη (Q j
j)− (B j

i )
ηη +ΓN(F

j
i )

ηη = 0. (5.38)

Under the following non-resonant condition

|〈k,ω(ρ)〉+Ωi,ι1
(ρ)+Ω j,ι2

(ρ)| ≥ κ(i+ j) for |k| ≤ N, (5.39)
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the solutions of the homological equations (5.35) and (5.38) can be obtained with

(B j
i )

ξ ξ = (B j
i )

ηη = 0.

Since they are much simpler than (5.36) and (5.37), the details are omitted. Notice that (5.36) and

(5.37) are conjugated, so in the following we only give the procedure of solving (5.36) under the

following non-resonant condition

|〈k,ω(ρ)〉−Ωi,ι1
(ρ)+Ω j,ι2

(ρ)| ≥ κ(1+ |i− j|) (5.40)

for |k| ≤ N and |k|+ |i− j| 6= 0. Writing in Fourier coefficients, (5.36) reads

−i〈k,ω〉Ŝ j
i (k)+ iQi

iŜ
j
i (k)− iŜ

j
i (k)Q

j
j −B

j
i + F̂

j
i (k) = 0, |k| ≤ N, (5.41)

where we have suppressed the upper index ξ η .

For the case k = 0 and i = j, set

B
j
j = F̂

j
j (0) and Ŝ

j
j(0) = 0; (5.42)

otherwise, |k|+ |i− j| 6= 0, set B
j
i = 0. Thus, the matrix Bζζ is on normal form and for ν = 0,1, we

have ∂ ν
ρ Bζζ ∈ Ms,β with the estimates

|∂ ν
ρ Bζζ |s,β ≤ |∂ ν

ρ f̂ζζ (0)|s,β . (5.43)

For the case |k|+ |i− j| 6= 0, in view of (5.13), multiplied by tPi and Pj in the left and right sides

of (5.41) respectively, the equation turns into

−〈k,ω〉Ŝ′ j

i (k)+DiŜ′
j

i (k)− Ŝ′
j

i (k)D j = iF̂ ′ j

i (k) (5.44)

with

Ŝ′
j

i (k) =
tPiŜ

j
i (k)Pj, F̂ ′ j

i (k) =
tPiF̂

j
i (k)Pj. (5.45)

The equation (5.44) can be formally solved term by term

Ŝ′
( j,ι2)
(i,ι1)

(k) = i
F̂ ′( j,ι2)

(i,ι1)
(k)

−〈k,ω〉+Ωi,ι1
−Ω j,ι2

, |k| ≤ N, ι1 = 1,2, · · · ,di, ι2 = 1,2, · · · ,d j. (5.46)

In view of (5.10) and (5.40), applying Lemma 8.5 in Appendix to (5.46), we get Ŝ′(k) ∈ M
+
s,β and

|Ŝ′(k)|s,β+⋖
N

d∗
2

κ
d∗
2β

+1
|F̂ ′(k)|s,β . (5.47)

Recalling (5.33) and (5.45), we get

|Ŝζζ (k)|s,β+⋖
N

d∗
2

κ
d∗
2β

+1
| f̂ζζ (k)|s,β . (5.48)

Furthermore, for any θ ∈ Tn
σ ′ ,

|Sζζ (θ ;ρ)|s,β+⋖
N

d∗
2

κ
d∗
2β

+1
(σ −σ ′)n

sup
θ∈Tn

σ

| fζζ (θ )|s,β . (5.49)
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For the estimate of ∂ρ Sζζ , we differentiate (5.41) and obtain for |k|+ |i− j| 6= 0,

−i〈k,ω〉∂ρ Ŝ
j
i (k;ρ)+ iQi

i∂ρ Ŝ
j
i (k;ρ)− i∂ρ Ŝ

j
i (k;ρ)Q

j
j + R̂

j
i (k;ρ) = 0 (5.50)

with

R̂
j
i (k;ρ) := ∂ρ F̂

j
i (k;ρ)− i〈k,∂ρ ω〉Ŝ j

i (k;ρ)+ i∂ρ Qi
iŜ

j
i (k;ρ)− iŜ

j
i (k;ρ)∂ρ Q

j
j.

By (5.27), we have

‖R̂
j
i (k;ρ)‖ ≤ ‖∂ρ F̂

j
i (k;ρ)‖+(|k|Mω + 2MΩ)‖Ŝ

j
i (k;ρ)‖, (5.51)

which implies R̂(k;ρ) ∈ Ms,β and

|R̂(k;ρ)|s,β ≤ |∂ρ F̂(k;ρ)|s,β +(|k|Mω + 2MΩ)|Ŝ(k;ρ)|s,β . (5.52)

In the same manner, by Lemma 8.5 in Appendix, one has

|∂ρ Ŝ(k;ρ)|s,β+⋖
N

d∗
2

κ
d∗
2β

+1
|R̂(k;ρ)|s,β

⋖
N

d∗
2

κ
d∗
2β

+1
|∂ρ F̂(k;ρ)|s,β +

Nd∗(1+ |k|)
κ

d∗
β
+2

|F̂(k;ρ)|s,β ,
(5.53)

where (5.45), (5.47), (5.52) are used in the second inequality. Therefore, for any θ ∈ T
n
σ ′ ,

|∂ρ Sζζ (θ ;ρ)|s,β+⋖
N

d∗
2

κ
d∗
2β

+1
(σ −σ ′)n

sup
θ∈Tn

σ

|∂ρ fζζ (θ )|s,β

+
Nd∗

κ
d∗
β
+2
(σ −σ ′)n+1

sup
θ∈Tn

σ

| fζζ (θ )|s,β .
(5.54)

Summing the estimates (5.49) and (5.54), for any θ ∈ Tn
σ ′ , we get

sup
ν=0,1

|∂ ν
ρ Sζζ (θ ;ρ)|s,β+⋖

Nd∗

κ
d∗
β
+2
(σ −σ ′)n+1

µ−2[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.55)

Finally, to sum up, we conclude that

[S]
s,β+
σ ′,µ,D ⋖

Nd∗

κ
d∗
β
+2
(σ −σ ′)n+1

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.56)

5.2 New Hamiltonian

Denoting the new Hamiltonian H ◦Φ in (5.2) still by H, we have

H = h++ f+

with the new normal form h+ := h+ ĥ and the new perturbation

f+ := (1−ΓN) f T +

∫ 1

0
{(1− t)(ĥ−ΓN f T )+ f T ,S} ◦X t

Sdt +( f − f T )◦X1
S . (5.57)
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This subsection is devoted to estimating ĥ and f+.

• The new normal form

In view of (5.4), since the term [[ fθ ]] is a constant and does not affect the dynamics, we omit it

and rewrite

ĥ = 〈[[ fr]],r〉+
1

2
〈ζ ,Bζζ ζ 〉. (5.58)

By (5.43) and the fact that Bζζ is block diagonal, for ν = 0,1, we get

‖∂ ν
ρ Bζζ ζ‖2

s = ∑
j≥1

| j2s(∂ ν
ρ Bζζ ζ ) j|2

= ∑
j≥1

j2s‖∂ ν
ρ (Bζζ )

j
j‖2|ζ j|2

≤ |∂ ν
ρ f̂ζζ (0)|2s,β‖ζ‖2

s

≤ µ−4([ f T ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D)

2‖ζ‖2
s

and thus

[ĥ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ≤ [ f T ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D ⋖ [ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (5.59)

where Lemma 8.6 is used in the last inequality.

• The new perturbation

Denote the three terms in the right hand side of (5.57) by f1+, f2+, f3+. Assume 0 < σ ′ < σ and

0 < µ ′ < µ
2

. By the definition of the norm [ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D and Lemma 8.6 in Appendix, we have

[ f1+]
s,β
σ ′,µ,D ⋖

e−
1
2 (σ−σ ′)N

(σ −σ ′)n
[ f T ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D ⋖

e−
1
2 (σ−σ ′)N

(σ −σ ′)n
[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.60)

Substituting σ ′ by 2σ+σ ′
3

in the last subsection, the final conclusion (5.56) becomes

[S]
s,β+
2σ+σ ′

3 ,µ,D
⋖

Nd∗

κ
d∗
β
+2
(σ −σ ′)n+1

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.61)

For the estimates of f2+ and f3+, we assume that

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ≤ (β −β ′)(σ −σ ′)n+2(µ ′)2

c̃1

· κ
2+ d∗

β

Nd∗ (5.62)

with a sufficiently large constant c̃1, such that the inequalities (5.61) and (5.62) imply

[S]
s,β+
2σ+σ ′

3 ,µ,D
≤ (µ ′)2(σ −σ ′)(β −β ′)

c1

, (5.63)

where c1 is the constant in (4.22). Denote

gt := (1− t)(ĥ−ΓN f T )+ f T = (1− t)ĥ+(1− t)(1−ΓN) f T + t f T .

By (5.59) and Lemma 8.6 in Appendix, we have

[gt ]
s,β
2σ+σ ′

3 ,µ,D
⋖

(

1+
e−

1
6
(σ−σ ′)N

(σ −σ ′)n

)

[ f T ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ⋖ [ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (5.64)
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where in the second inequality we assume

N >
6n

σ −σ ′ ln
1

σ −σ ′ . (5.65)

By (5.61), (5.64) and Lemma 4.1, we have

[{gt ,S}]s,βσ+2σ ′
3 ,µ,D

⋖
1

(σ −σ ′)
µ−2[gt ]

s,β
2σ+σ ′

3 ,µ,D
[S]

s,β+
2σ+σ ′

3 ,µ,D

⋖
Nd∗µ−2

κ
d∗
β
+2
(σ −σ ′)n+2

([ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D )2. (5.66)

By Lemma 8.6 in Appendix, we have

[ f − f T ]
s,β
σ ,2µ ′,D ⋖

(µ ′

µ

)3

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.67)

By (5.63), (5.66), (5.67) and Lemma 4.3, we get

[ f2+]
s,β ′

σ ′,µ ′,D ⋖
Nd∗µ−2

κ
d∗
β
+2
(σ −σ ′)n+2

([ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D )2, (5.68)

[ f3+]
s,β ′

σ ′,µ ′,D ⋖

(µ ′

µ

)3

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.69)

Finally, by (5.60), (5.68) and (5.69), we get

[ f+]
s,β ′

σ ′,µ ′,D ⋖

(e−
1
2 (σ−σ ′)N

(σ −σ ′)n
+

Nd∗µ−2

κ
d∗
β
+2
(σ −σ ′)n+2

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D +

(µ ′

µ

)3)

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D . (5.70)

6 Iteration and Convergence

Now we give the precise set-up of iteration parameters. Let m ≥ 0 be the m-th KAM step.

Mω,m = Mω,0(2− 2−m), which is used to dominate the norm of tangential frequencies,

Lm = L0(2− 2−m), which is used to dominate the inverse of tangential frequencies,

MΩ,m = MΩ,0(2− 2−m), which is used to dominate the norm of normal frequencies,

σm = σ0
2
(1+ 2−m), which is used to dominate the width of the angle variable θ ,

βm = β0
2
(1+ 2−m), which is used to quantify the regularizing effect of Hessian matrix.

Denote E0
m = c1c2(βm −βm+1)

−1(σm −σm+1)
−α(n+d∗+2) and Em = c3

2E0
m, where c1 is the constant

in (4.22), and c2 triples the largest of all the constants being implicit in the notation ⋖ in the last

section. For fixed 0 < µ0 ≤ 1 and 0 < ε0 < 1, define µm and εm inductively

µm+1 = µm

(

εm

µ2
m

) 1
4 (E0

m)
1
3 , which is used to dominate the size of r and ζ ,

εm+1

µ2
m+1

=
(

εm

µ2
m

) 5
4 (Em)

1
3 , which is used to dominate the size of perturbation.

Denote Om = Os(σm,µm). Moreover,

Nm =
2 ln
(

µ2
m

εm

)

σm−σm+1
, which is the length of the truncation of Fourier series,

κm =
(

εm

µ2
m

)

1

8(2+ d∗
βm

)
, which is used to dominate the measure of removed parameters.
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6.1 Iteration lemma

Lemma 6.1. Assume that

ε0

µ2
0

≤ γ0

16

∞

∏
k=0

E

− 1

3( 5
4
)k+1

k , (6.1)

where γ0 is small and depends on n,d∗,Mω,0,L0,MΩ,0,β0,σ0,µ0. Suppose the Hamiltonian hm + fm

is regular on Om ×Dm, where hm = 〈ωm,r〉+ 1
2
〈ζ ,Amζ 〉 is on normal form with ωm and

(Am)
j
j(ρ) := λ jI +(Ãm)

j
j(ρ), j ≥ 1

satisfying

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈Dm

|∂ ν
ρ ωm(ρ)| ≤ Mω,m, (6.2)

sup
ρ∈ωm(Dm)

|∂ρ ω−1
m (ρ)| ≤ Lm, (6.3)

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈Dm

‖∂ ν
ρ (Ãm)

j
j(ρ)‖ ≤

MΩ,m

jβm
, (6.4)

and fm ∈ T
s,βm

σm,µm,Dm
satisfying

[ fm]
s,βm

σm,µm,Dm
≤ εm. (6.5)

Let Qm be the complex valued normal form matrix associated to Am, and for every j ≥ 1, denote the

spectra of (Qm)
j
j by Ωm, j,ι (ρ), 1 ≤ ι ≤ d j. Then there exist a closed subset

Dm+1 = Dm\
⋃

|k|≤Nm

R
m
k (κm), (6.6)

where

R
m
k (κm) =R

m,0
k ∪R

m,1
k ∪R

m,20
k ∪R

m,11
k

with

R
m,0
k =

{

ρ ∈ Dm : |〈k,ωm(ρ)〉|< κm

}

,

R
m,1
k =

⋃

( j,ι)∈L

{

ρ ∈ Dm : |〈k,ωm(ρ)〉+Ωm, j,ι(ρ)|< κm j
}

,

R
m,20
k =

⋃

(i,ι1),( j,ι2)∈L

{

ρ ∈ Dm : |〈k,ωm(ρ)〉+Ωm,i,ι1
(ρ)+Ωm, j,ι2

(ρ)|< κm(i+ j)
}

,

R
m,11
k =

⋃

(i,ι1),( j,ι2 )∈L
|k|+|i− j|6=0

{

ρ ∈ Dm : |〈k,ωm(ρ)〉−Ωm,i,ι1
(ρ)+Ωm, j,ι2

(ρ)|< κm(1+ |i− j|)
}

,

(6.7)

and a C1-Whitney smooth family of real symplectic transformations Φm+1 : Om+1 ×Dm+1 → Om,

such that

(hm + fm)◦Φm+1 = hm+1 + fm+1 = 〈ωm+1,r〉+
1

2
〈ζ ,Am+1ζ 〉+ fm+1, (6.8)

where the estimate

[hm+1 − hm]
s,βm

σm,µm,Dm
≤ c2εm (6.9)

holds true and the same assumptions as above are satisfied with m+ 1 in place of m.
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Proof. According to the induction formula of εm, namely,
εm+1

µ2
m+1

=
(

εm

µ2
m

) 5
4 (Em)

1
3 , we get for m ≥ 1,

εm

µ2
m

=
( ε0

µ2
0

m−1

∏
k=0

E

1

3( 5
4
)k+1

k

)( 5
4 )

m

. (6.10)

Then by (6.1), (6.10) and the fact Em is increasing with respect to m, we get

εm

µ2
m

≤
( γ0

16

∞

∏
k=m

E

− 1

3( 5
4
)k+1

k

)( 5
4 )

m

≤
( γ0

16

)( 5
4 )

m
( ∞

∏
k=m

E

− 1

3( 5
4
)k+1

m

)( 5
4 )

m

=
( γ0

16

)( 5
4 )

m

E
− 4

3
m ,

(6.11)

which implies for γ0 small enough,

εm

µ2
m

E
4
3

m ≤ γ0

24m+4
. (6.12)

Furthermore, by (6.12), we know

2ln
(µ2

m

εm

)

<
( εm

µ2
m

)− 1
4α(n+d∗+2) (6.13)

and

(σm −σm+1)
−1 <

(

Em

) 1
α(n+d∗+2) <

( εm

µ2
m

)− 3
4α(n+d∗+2) . (6.14)

By (6.13) and (6.14), we get

Nn+d∗+2
m =

( 2ln(
µ2

m
εm
)

σm −σm+1

)n+d∗+2

<
( εm

µ2
m

)− 1
α , (6.15)

which imply

Nd∗
m <

( εm

µ2
m

)− 1
8 . (6.16)

Then, by (6.12), (6.16) and the facts

εm

µ2
m+1

E0
m =

( εm

µ2
m

) 1
2 (E0

m)
1
3 , (6.17)

κ
−2− d∗

βm
m =

( εm

µ2
m

)− 1
8 , (6.18)

we get

εm

µ2
m+1

κ
−2− d∗

βm
m Nd∗

m E0
m ≤

( εm

µ2
m

) 1
4 (E0

m)
1
3 < 1, (6.19)

34



which implies that for each m ≥ 0, the smallness condition (5.62) is satisfied. Moreover, by (6.12),

we get

Nm(σm −σm+1) = 2ln
(µ2

m

εm

)

>
8

3
lnEm > 6n ln

1

σm −σm+1

, (6.20)

which implies that for each m ≥ 0, the condition (5.65) is satisfied.

Therefore, there exists a transformation Φm+1 : Om+1×Dm+1 →Om, taking hm+ fm into hm+1+
fm+1. Firstly, by (5.59), we get the estimate (6.9) and

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈Dm

|∂ ν
ρ (ωm+1(ρ)−ωm(ρ))| ≤

εm

µ2
m

, (6.21)

sup
ν=0,1,ρ∈Dm

‖∂ ν
ρ (Am+1(ρ)−Am(ρ))

j
j‖ ≤

εm

µ2
m jβm

. (6.22)

From (6.12), (6.21) and (6.22), for γ0 small enough, the estimates (6.2)-(6.4) are satisfied with m+1

replacing m. Next, we give the estimate of the new perturbation. In view of (5.70), by the following

facts

e−
1
2 (σm−σm+1)Nm

(σm −σm+1)n
=

1

(σm −σm+1)n
· εm

µ2
m

≤ εm

µ2
m

E0
m,

(µm+1

µm

)3

=
( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E0

m,

Nd∗
m µ−2

m

κ
2+ d∗

βm
m (σm −σm+1)n+2

[ fm]
s,βm

σm,µm,Dm
≤
( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E0

m,

(6.23)

we have

[ fm+1]
s,βm+1

σm+1,µm+1,Dm+1
≤ c2

3

( εm

µ2
m

E0
m +

( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E0

m +
( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E0

m

)

· εm

≤ c2

( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E0

mεm

= εm+1,

(6.24)

which is (6.5) with m+ 1 replacing m.

6.2 Convergence

Now we are in a position to prove the KAM theorem. To apply the iterative lemma with m = 0, set

h0 = h, f0 = f , Mω,0 = Mω , L0 = L, MΩ,0 = MΩ, (6.25)

σ0 = σ , µ0 = µ , β0 = β , D0 = D , ε0 = ε = [ f ]
s0,β0

σ0,µ0,D0
. (6.26)

In view of (2.7),(2.8) and (2.10), we know that (6.2)-(6.4) with m = 0 are satisfied. There exists

ε∗ > 0 depending on n, s, b0, b1, c∗, d∗, Mω , L, MΩ, β , σ , µ such that if 0 < ε < ε∗, the assumption

(6.1) is satisfied. Hence, the iterative lemma applies, and we obtain a decreasing sequence of domain

Om ×Dm and a sequence of transformations Φm+1 defined on Os(σm+1,µm+1) for each m ≥ 0.

Denoting

Φm+1 = Φ1
Sm+1

: (θm+1,rm+1,ζm+1) 7→ (θm,rm,ζm),
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then by (5.61) we have

[Sm+1]
s,βm+
2σm+σm+1

3 ,µm,Dm+1

≤ c2Nd∗
m

3κ
2+ d∗

βm
m (σm −σm+1)n+1

εm

≤ (σm −σm+1)
( εm

µ2
m

)− 1
4
εmE

1
4

m ,

(6.27)

where in the last inequality we use (6.16), (6.18) and the fact

c2

3
(σm −σm+1)

−n−2 < E
1
4

m .

Furthermore, by (4.30) and (6.27), the transformation Φm+1 has an analytic extension to Os(σm+1,µ0)
and verifies on this set

|θm+1 −θm| ≤ (σm −σm+1)
( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E

1
4
m ,

|rm+1 − rm| ≤ 12
(

1+
µ0

µm

+ 2
( µ0

µm

)2)( εm

µ2
m

)− 1
4
εmE

1
4
m ,

‖ζm+1 − ζm‖s ≤ (σm −σm+1)
(

2µm +
2s+5

βm −βm+1

µ0

)( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E

1
4
m .

(6.28)

By (6.28), there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on s, β0 such that

sup
Os(σm+1,µ0)

‖Φm+1 − id‖s ≤C

( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E

1
4
m , (6.29)

which implies

sup
Os(σm+1,µ0)

‖Φm+1 − id‖s ≤C
( εm

µ2
m

E
4
3

m

) 3
4
<

γ
1
2

0

23m+3
, (6.30)

where in the last inequality we use (6.12) and the fact γ0 is sufficiently small. By Cauchy estimate,

we have

sup

Os(
σm+1+σm+2

2 ,
3µ0

4 )

‖DΦm+1 − I‖L (C2n×Ys,C2n×Ys)
<

γ
1
3

0

22m+2
. (6.31)

Now for every m ≥ 1, let us denote Φm = Φ1 ◦ Φ2 ◦ · · · ◦Φm. By (6.30) and the fact γ0 is

sufficiently small, the transformations Φm are from Os(σm+1,
µ0
2
(1 + 2−m−1)) to Os(σm,

µ0
2
(1 +

2−m)) and Φm are from Os(σm+1,
µ0
2
(1+ 2−m−1)) to Os(σ0,

3µ0
4
). By construction, the map Φm

transforms the original Hamiltonian H = 〈ω ,r〉+ 1
2
〈ζ ,Aζ 〉+ f into

Hm = 〈ωm,r〉+
1

2
〈ζ ,Amζ 〉+ fm (6.32)

with

ωm = ω +[[∇r f0(0;ρ)]]+ · · ·+[[∇r fm−1(0;ρ)]], (6.33)
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Am = A+(Bζζ)0 + · · ·+(Bζζ )m−1, (6.34)

and

[ fm]
s,βm

σm+1,µm,Dm
≤ εm. (6.35)

By (6.31) and the chain rule, ones obtain

sup
Os(σm+1,

µ0
2 (1+2−m−1))

‖DΦm‖L (C2n×Ys,C2n×Ys)
≤

m

∏
k=1

sup

Os(σk+1,
3µ0

4 )

‖DΦk‖L (C2n×Ys,C2n×Ys)

<
∞

∏
k=1

(1+
γ

1
3

0

22k
)

< 2.

(6.36)

Furthermore, by (6.29), (6.36) and the mean value theorem, we get

sup
Os(σm+2,

µ0
2 (1+2−m−2))

‖Φm+1 −Φm‖s

≤ sup
Os(σm+1,

µ0
2 (1+2−m−1))

‖DΦm‖L (C2n×Ys,C2n×Ys)
sup

Os(σm+2,
µ0
2 (1+2−m−2))

‖Φm+1 − id‖s

≤ 2C
( εm

µ2
m

) 3
4
E

1
4

m

≤ ε
1
2

0

2m+1
,

(6.37)

where we denote Φ0 = id and in the last inequality we use the facts

2C
( εm

µ2
m

Em

) 1
4
<

µ0

2m+1
,

( εm

µ2
m

) 1
2 ≤

( ε0

µ2
0

) 1
2
.

This shows that Φm converge uniformly on Os(σ0
2
, µ0

2
)×D∗, where D∗ = ∩m≥0Dm. Let Φ =

limm→+∞ Φm. Summing in (6.37) with respect to m ≥ 0, we get ‖Φ− id‖s ≤ ε
1
2

0 . Since the original

Hamiltonian H is analytic in Os(σ0,µ0),

H ◦Φ = lim
m→+∞

H ◦Φm

= lim
m→+∞

〈ωm,r〉+ lim
m→+∞

1

2
〈ζ ,Amζ 〉+ lim

m→+∞
fm

= 〈ω∗,r〉+
1

2
〈ζ ,A∗ζ 〉+ f∗.

Summing in (6.21), (6.22) with respect to m ≥ 0, we get the estimates of ω∗, A∗ in (2.17) and (2.18).

Moreover, for r = ζ = 0 and |ℑθ |< σ0
2

, by (6.12), (6.35) and Cauchy estimates, we have

|∂r fm|, ‖∂ζ fm‖s, |∇2
ζ fm|s,βm

≤ εm

µ2
m

· 2m+2

σ0

<
γ0

23m+2σ0

,

which leads to ∂r f∗ = ∂ζ f∗ = ∂ 2
ζ f∗ = 0 by letting m →+∞.
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7 Measure estimate

From (6.6), we know that

D\D∗ =
⋃

m≥0

⋃

k∈Zn

|k|≤Nm

(

R
m,0
k

⋃

R
m,1
k

⋃

R
m,20
k

⋃

R
m,11
k

)

, (7.1)

where R
m,0
k , R

m,1
k , R

m,20
k and R

m,11
k are defined in (6.7). In the following, we only estimate the set

Θ :=
⋃

m≥0

⋃

k∈Zn

|k|≤Nm

R
m,11
k (7.2)

in detail, since the other three cases are much simpler.

Fix m ≥ 0, 0 < |k| ≤ Nm and κ > 0, we firstly study the set

R̄
m
k (κ) :=

⋃

i, j≥1

R̄
m
k,i, j(κ)

=
⋃

i, j≥1

{

ρ ∈ Dm : |〈k,ωm(ρ)〉−λi+λ j|< κ(1+ |i− j|)
}

(7.3)

with λi = b1i+ b0 and λ j = b1 j+ b0.

Lemma 7.1. Assuming κ < b1
3

, then we have

meas
(

R̄
m
k (κ)

)

≤C|k|κ , (7.4)

where C > 0 is a constant only depending on n,b1,Mω,0,L0.

Proof. We introduce the perturbed frequencies ω = ωm(ρ) as parameters over the domain ∆ :=

ωm(Dm) and consider the resonance zones ˙̄
R

m
k,i, j(κ) = ωm(R̄

m
k,i, j(κ)). From the iterative lemma, we

know

sup
ω∈∆

|ω | ≤ Mω,m ≤ 2Mω,0, sup
ω∈∆

|∂ωρ | ≤ Lm ≤ 2L0. (7.5)

Now we consider a fixed ˙̄
R

m
k,i, j(κ). If 0 < |k| ≤ b1

6Mω,0
|i− j|, then

|〈k,ω〉| ≤ 2Mω,0|k| ≤
b1

3
|i− j|

and thus

|〈k,ω〉−λi +λ j| ≥
2b1

3
|i− j|> κ(1+ |i− j|),

which implies ˙̄
R

m
k,i, j(κ) = /0; otherwise, |k| > b1

6Mω,0
|i− j|, fixing ~v ∈ {−1,1}n such that k ·~v = |k|,

then it is clear that

∂~v
(

〈k,ω〉−λi +λ j

)

= |k|,

which leads to

meas
( ˙̄
R

m
k,i, j(κ)

)

≤ (diag∆)n−1 κ(1+ |i− j|)
|k|

< (4Mω,0)
n−1
(

1+
6Mω,0

b1

)

κ .

(7.6)
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Summing (7.6) with respect to |i− j|< 6Mω,0

b1
|k|, one has

meas
( ˙̄
R

m
k (κ)

)

< (4Mω,0)
n−1
(

1+
6Mω,0

b1

)(

1+
12Mω,0

b1

|k|
)

κ . (7.7)

Going back to the original parameter domain Dm by the inverse frequency map ω−1
m , we finally get

meas
(

R̄
m
k (κ)

)

≤ Ln
mmeas

( ˙̄
R

m
k (κ)

)

< (2L0)
n(4Mω,0)

n−1
(

1+
6Mω,0

b1

)(

1+
12Mω,0

b1

|k|
)

κ , (7.8)

which is (7.4) in the lemma.

Next, we give the estimate of Θ in (7.2).

Lemma 7.2. We have

meas(Θ)< ε
1
α

0 . (7.9)

Proof. If k = 0, then we know i 6= j. Using (6.4), the facts MΩ,0 <
b1
8

and κm ≤ κ0 <
b1
4

, we obtain

|Ωm, j,ι2
(ρ)−Ωm,i,ι1

(ρ)|

≥ b1|i− j|− MΩ,m

jβm
− MΩ,m

iβm

≥ b1|i− j|− 4MΩ,0

> κm(1+ |i− j|),

(7.10)

which implies

R
m,11
0 = /0. (7.11)

It remains to consider the case 0 < |k| ≤ Nm. Similarly, we introduce the perturbed frequen-

cies ω = ωm(ρ) as parameters over the domain ∆ := ωm(Dm) and consider the resonance zones

Ṙ
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

(κm). The eigenvalues Ωm, j,ι can be seen as functions of ω . Since (Qm)
j
j is Hermitian, by

the variation principle of eigenvalue of matrix,

|∂~vΩm, j,ι(ω)| ≤ MΩ,mLm ≤ 4MΩ,0 ·L0 <
1

3
, (7.12)

where~v ∈ {−1,1}n such that k ·~v = |k|.
For a fixed Ṙ

m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

, if 0 < |k| ≤ b1
6Mω,0

|i− j|, then by (7.5), (7.10), the facts MΩ,0 < b1
8

and

κm ≤ κ0 <
b1
12

, we know

|〈k,ω〉−Ωm,i,ι1
(ρ)+Ωm, j,ι2

(ρ)|
≥ |Ωm, j,ι2

(ρ)−Ωm,i,ι1
(ρ)|− |〈k,ω〉|

≥ b1|i− j|− 4MΩ,0− 2Mω,0|k|
> κm(1+ |i− j|),

(7.13)

which implies Ṙ
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

= /0; otherwise, |k|> b1
6Mω,0

|i− j|, then by (7.12), we have

∂~v(〈k,ω〉−Ωm,i,ι1
(ρ)+Ωm, j,ι2

(ρ))> |k|− 2

3
≥ |k|

3
,
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which leads to

meas(Ṙm,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

)≤ 3κm(1+ |i− j|)
|k| <

36Mω,0

b1

κm. (7.14)

Going back to the original parameter domain Dm, we get

meas(Rm,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

)< (2L0)
n 36Mω,0

b1

κm. (7.15)

In the following, we estimate the measure of

R
m,11
k =

⋃

|i− j|< 6Mω,0
b1

|k|

R
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

:=
(

⋃

B1

R
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

)

∪
(

⋃

B2

R
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

)

(7.16)

with the index sets

B1 =
{

((i, ι1),( j, ι2)) ∈ L×L : |i− j|< 6Mω,0

b1

|k|, min{i, j}≥Jm

}

,

B2 =
{

((i, ι1),( j, ι2)) ∈ L×L : |i− j|< 6Mω,0

b1

|k|, min{i, j} < Jm

}

,

where Jm = (
4MΩ,0

κ2α∗
m

)
1

βm and α∗ = β0

2β0+8d∗+4
. By the fact βm > β0

2
, we have

κ2α∗
m <

( εm

µ2
m

) 2
α . (7.17)

Then by (7.17) and the fact βm < 1, we have

Jm > 4MΩ,0

( εm

µ2
m

)− 2
α >

6Mω,0

b1

Nm, (7.18)

where the last inequality follows from (6.15) and γ0 small enough.

Firstly, consider the case ((i, ι1),( j, ι2)) ∈B1. If

|〈k,ω(ρ)〉−λi +λ j| ≥ 2κ2α∗
m (1+ |i− j|),

then we have

|〈k,ω(ρ)〉−Ωm,i,ι1
(ρ)+Ωm, j,ι2

(ρ)|

≥ |〈k,ω(ρ)〉−λi +λ j|−
2MΩ,0

iβm
− 2MΩ,0

jβm

≥ 2κ2α∗
m (1+ |i− j|)−κ2α∗

m

≥ κ2α∗
m (1+ |i− j|)

≥ κm(1+ |i− j|),

(7.19)

which means

R
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

⊂ R̄
m
k,i, j(2κ2α∗

m )⊂ R̄
m
k (2κ2α∗

m ). (7.20)

Thus, by (7.20) and Lemma 7.1, we get

meas
(

⋃

B1

R
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

)

≤ meas
(

R̄
m
k (2κ2α∗

m )
)

≤C|k|κ2α∗
m , (7.21)
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where C > 0 is a constant only depending on n,b1,Mω,0,L0.

Next, consider the case ((i, ι1),( j, ι2)) ∈B2. We will count the number of the set B2, denoted

by #B2. By (7.18), we know

|i− j|< 6Mω,0

b1

|k| ≤ 6Mω,0

b1

Nm < Jm, (7.22)

Assuming i ≤ j, then by (7.22) and min{i, j}< Jm, we know i < Jm and j < 2Jm. Thus,

#B2 ≤ 2 ∑
i<Jm,

i≤ j<
6Mω,0

b1
|k|+i

c∗id
∗
c∗ jd∗

≤ 2(c∗)2Jd∗
m (2Jm)

d∗ 6Mω,0

b1

|k|Jm

= 2d∗+1(c∗)2 6Mω,0

b1

|k|J2d∗+1
m .

(7.23)

By (7.15), (7.23) and the fact Jm ≤ (
4MΩ,0

κ2α∗
m

)
2

β0 , we get

meas
(

⋃

B2

R
m,11
k,i, j,ι1,ι2

)

≤C|k|κ2α∗
m , (7.24)

where C > 0 is a constant only depending on n,b1,c
∗,d∗,Mω,0,L0,MΩ,0,β0.

Summing (7.21) and (7.24), we get

meas
(

R
m,11
k

)

≤C|k|κ2α∗
m , (7.25)

and further taking sum with respect to k = 0 in (7.11) and 0 < |k| ≤ Nm in (7.25),

meas
(

⋃

|k|≤Nm

R
m,11
k

)

≤CNn+1
m κ2α∗

m ,

≤C
( εm

µ2
m

) 1
α

(

1+ d∗+1
n+d∗+2

)

,

(7.26)

where C > 0 is a constant only depending on n,b1,c
∗,d∗,Mω,0,L0,MΩ,0,β0, and the last inequality

follows from (6.15) and (7.17). Finally, taking sum in (7.26) with respect to m ≥ 0, this lemma is

proved.

8 Appendix

Lemma 8.1. Assuming j1, j2, j3 ∈N+ with j1 ≤ j2 ≤ j3, then we have

max{w( j1, j2),w( j2, j3)} ≤ w( j1, j3)≤ w( j1, j2)w( j2, j3). (8.1)

Proof. See Lemma A.1 and its proof in [18].

Lemma 8.2. Assuming β > 0 and j ∈ N+, then we have

∑
k∈N+

1

k1+β
< 1+

1

β
, (8.2)

∑
k∈N+

1

kβ (1+ |k− j|) < 2+
2

β
. (8.3)
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Proof. Firstly, (8.2) follows from the fact

∑
k∈N+

1

k1+β
< 1+

∫ +∞

1

1

x1+β
dx = 1+

1

β
.

Then, by Hölder inequality and (8.2),

∑
k∈N+

1

kβ (1+ |k− j|) ≤
(

∑
k∈N+

1

k1+β

)
β

1+β
(

∑
k∈N+

1

(1+ |k− j|)1+β

) 1
1+β

<
(

∑
k∈N+

1

k1+β

)
β

1+β
(

2 ∑
k∈N+

1

k1+β

) 1
1+β

< 2 ∑
k∈N+

1

k1+β

< 2+
2

β
.

Lemma 8.3. Let B =
(

b
j
i

)

i, j∈N+ be a complex infinite-dimensional matrix. If its Frobenius norm

‖B‖F :=
(

∑
i, j∈N+

|b j
i |2
) 1

2
<+∞,

then B is a bounded operator on ℓ2(N+) with its ℓ2-operator norm satisfying

‖B‖ℓ2→ℓ2 ≤ ‖B‖F . (8.4)

Proof. For z = (z j) j∈N+ ∈ ℓ2(N+), by Schwarz inequality, we get

‖Bz‖2
ℓ2 = ∑

i∈N+

∣

∣

∣ ∑
j∈N+

b
j
i z j

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ ∑
i∈N+

(

∑
j∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣

2
)(

∑
j∈N+

|z j|2
)

= ‖B‖2
F‖z‖2

ℓ2 .

From this the estimate (8.4) follows.

Lemma 8.4. Let B =
(

b
j
i

)

i, j∈N+ be a complex infinite-dimensional matrix. If both ℓ∞-operator norm

and ℓ1-operator norm are bounded, i.e.,

‖B‖ℓ∞→ℓ∞ := sup
i∈N+

∑
j∈N+

|b j
i |<+∞,

‖B‖ℓ1→ℓ1 := sup
j∈N+

∑
i∈N+

|b j
i |<+∞,

then B is a bounded operator on ℓ2(N+) with its ℓ2-operator norm satisfying

‖B‖ℓ2→ℓ2 ≤ ‖B‖
1
2
ℓ∞→ℓ∞‖B‖

1
2

ℓ1→ℓ1 . (8.5)
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Proof. For z = (z j) j∈N+ ∈ ℓ2(N+), by Schwarz inequality, we get

‖Bz‖2
ℓ2 = ∑

i∈N+

∣

∣

∣ ∑
j∈N+

b
j
i z j

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ ∑
i∈N+

(

∑
j∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣

)(

∑
j∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣|z j|2
)

≤
(

sup
i∈N+

∑
j∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣

)(

∑
i, j∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣|z j|2
)

=
(

sup
i∈N+

∑
j∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣

)

∑
j∈N+

(

∑
i∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣

)

|z j |2

≤
(

sup
i∈N+

∑
j∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣

)(

sup
j∈N+

∑
i∈N+

∣

∣b
j
i

∣

∣

)

∑
j∈N+

|z j|2.

From this the estimate (8.5) follows.

Lemma 8.5. Assume A ∈ M0,0. For any k ∈ Z
n with |k| ≤ N, define B(k) by

B
j,ι2
i,ι1

(k) =
A

j,ι2
i,ι1

〈k,ω〉−Ωi,ι1
+Ω j,ι2

, for |k|+ |i− j| 6= 0,

and B
j,ι2
j,ι1

(0) = 0, where ω ∈R
n, {Ω j,ι}( j,ι)∈L is a sequence of real numbers satisfying

|Ω j,ι − b1 j− b0| ≤
MΩ

jβ
, for ( j, ι) ∈ L

with b1,b0 in (2.9) and MΩ,β being given positive real numbers. Moreover, assume

|〈k,ω〉−Ωi,ι1
+Ω j,ι2

| ≥ κ(1+ |i− j|)

for (i, ι1),( j, ι2) ∈ L with |k|+ |i− j| 6= 0. Then B(k) ∈ M0,0, and there exists a constant C > 0

depending on n,b0,b1,c
∗,d∗, |ω |,MΩ,β such that

‖B
j
i (k)‖ ≤

CN
d∗
2

κ
d∗
2β

+1
(1+ |i− j|)

‖A
j
i ‖. (8.6)

Proof. See Lemma 4.3 and its proof in [18].

Lemma 8.6. Assume f ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D . Then we have f T ∈ T
s,β

σ ,µ,D ,

[ f T ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D ≤C[ f ]

s,β
σ ,µ,D , (8.7)

and for any 0 < µ ′ < µ ,

[ f − f T ]
s,β
σ ,µ ′,D ≤C

(µ ′

µ

)3

[ f ]
s,β
σ ,µ,D , (8.8)

where C > 0 is an absolute constant.

Proof. See Proposition 4.2 and its proof in [17].
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Lemma 8.7. Assume s > d− 2 ≥ 0 and V (x) ∈ H s. Define the matrix Q with its element

Q
j,ι2
i,ι1

=

∫

Rd
V (x)Ψi,ι1

(x)Ψ j,ι2
(x)dx, (i, ι1),( j, ι2) ∈ L.

Then there exists β ∈ (0, 1
8
) only depending on d,s such that for any i, j ≥ 1,

∥

∥Q
j
i

∥

∥≤ C

(i j)
β
2 ws(i, j)

‖V‖s, (8.9)

where C is a positive constant only depending on d,s.

Proof. See Lemma 3.2 and its proof in [18].

References

[1] P. Baldi, M. Berti, E. Haus and R. Montalto, Time quasi-periodic gravity water waves in finite

depth, Invent. Math. 214 (2), 739-911 (2018)

[2] P. Baldi, M. Berti and R. Montalto, KAM for quasi-linear and fully nonlinear forced perturba-

tions of Airy equation, Math. Ann. 359, 471-536 (2014)

[3] M. Berti, L. Biasco and M. Procesi, KAM theory for the Hamiltonian derivative wave equation,

Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Super. 46 (2), 301-373 (2013)

[4] M. Berti and P. Bolle, Sobolev quasi-periodic solutions of multidimensional wave equations

with a multiplicative potential, Nonlinearity 25, 2579-2613 (2012)

[5] M. Berti and P. Bolle, Quasi-periodic solutions with Sobolev regularity of NLS on Td with a

multiplicative potential, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 15, 229-286 (2013)

[6] M. Berti, L. Corsi and M. Procesi, An abstract Nash-Moser theorem and quasi-periodic solu-

tions for NLW and NLS on compact Lie groups and homogeneous manifolds, Comm. Math.

Phys. 334 (3), 1413-1454 (2015)

[7] M. Berti, Z. Hassainia and N. Masmoudi, Time quasi-periodic vortex patches of Euler equation

in the plane, Invent. Math. 233, 1279-1391 (2023)

[8] J. Bourgain, Quasi-periodic solutions of Hamiltonian perturbations for 2D linear Schrödinger

equation, Ann. of Math. 148, 363-439 (1998)

[9] J. Bourgain, Green’s function estimates for lattice Schrödinger operators and applications,

Ann. of Math. Stud. 158, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2005.

[10] L. Chierchia and J. You, KAM tori for 1D nonlinear wave equations with periodic boundary

conditions, Comm. Math. Phys. 211 (2), 497-525 (2000)

[11] W. Craig and C. E. Wayne, Newton’s method and periodic solutions of nonlinear wave equa-

tion, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 46, 1409-1501 (1993)
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[16] B. Grébert, R. Imekraz and E. Paturel, Normal forms for semilinear quantum harmonic oscil-

lators, Comm. Math. Phys. 291, 763-798 (2009)
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[20] T. Kappeler and J. Pöschel, KdV & KAM, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2003.

[21] S. B. Kuksin, Hamiltonian perturbations of infinite-dimensional linear systems with an imag-

inary spectrum, Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 21 (3), 22-37 (1987); English translation in:

Funct. Anal. Appl. 21, 192-205 (1987)

[22] S. B. Kuksin, Nearly Integrable Infinite-Dimensional Hamiltonian Systems, Lecture Notes in

Math. 1556, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993

[23] S. B. Kuksin, Analysis of Hamiltonian PDEs, Oxford Univ. Press, Oxford, 2000.
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