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Massive Cantor families of periodic solutions of

resonant Klein-Gordon equation on S
3

Diego Silimbani∗

Abstract

We prove existence and multiplicity of Cantor families of small amplitude analytic in time
periodic solutions of the completely resonant cubic nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation on S3 for
an asymptotically full measure set of frequencies close to 1. The solutions are constructed by
a Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition and a Nash-Moser iterative scheme. We first find non-
degenerate solutions of the Kernel equation. Then we solve the Range equation with a Nash-
Moser iterative scheme to overcome small divisors problems.

MSC2020: 37K58, 58E07, 35L05, 58J45, 83C10.
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1 Introduction

Motivated by the study of stability of anti-de Sitter space-time (AdS), the purpose of this paper
is to prove existence and multiplicity of positive measure Cantor families of small amplitude time-
periodic solutions of the nonlinear Klein Gordon equation on S

3

−∂ttφ+ ∆S3φ− φ = φ3, (1.1)

where φ : R× S
3 → R, and ∆S3 is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on the 3-dimensional sphere S

3.
At linear level, all the solutions of (−∂tt + ∆S3 − 1)φ = 0 are 2π-time periodic, i.e. have frequency
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ω = 1, since the eigenvalues of −∆S3 + 1 are the squares of the natural numbers. A classical
approach to look for periodic solutions of (1.1) with frequency ω ∼ 1, bifurcating from the kernel
ker(−∂tt+∆S3−1), consists in using a Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition. We call (1.1) a completely
resonant PDE since ker(−∂tt + ∆S3 − 1) is infinite dimensional. The reversibility of (1.1) implies
that we can look for solutions which are even in time.

Equation (1.1) has been suggested in [19, 38, 18] as a toy model of spherically symmet-
ric Einstein-scalar field equations close to the AdS space-time which is the maximally symmet-
ric solution to the vacuum Einstein equations with universally negative cosmological constant
Ric(g) = −Λg.
AdS stability/instability properties are not yet understood nowadays and it seems they depend
on conformal boundary conditions. For example, AdS is expected to be stable under dissipative
boundary conditions, see [35], while it has been conjectured that it is unstable under fully reflective
boundary conditions by Dafermos and Holzegel in [28] and Anderson [1]. Numerical simulations in
[19] for spherically symmetric Einstein massless scalar field equations, seem to support AdS insta-
bility conjecture, against the formation of black holes for small perturbations. Such a phenomenon
is rigorously proven for Einstein-massless-Vlasov systems with spherical symmetry by Moschidis in
[39, 40] where it is shown the existence of a one-parameter family of inital data arbitrarily close
to AdS whose time evolution generates black-hole region. In [19] it is also suggested that some
small initial data could lead to stable solutions of Einstein-massless scalar field equation, and in
[38] Maliborski and Rostworowski construct such solutions by formal power series which are also
supported by numerical simulations. In the works [30, 29], the conjecture of existence of time
periodic solutions (geons) has been extended to the vacuum Einstein equations.

Small amplitude time periodic spherically symmetric solutions of equation (1.1) have been con-
structed by formal power series expansions in [23] by Chatzikaleas. The absence of ”secular terms”
in the power series expansions is obtained using the method of Maliborski and Rostworowski [38],
developed for the Einstein-Klein-Gordon equation. However, the presence of small divisors prevents
the convergence of such power series. This difficulty looks analogous to the convergence problem
of “Linstedt series” of quasi-periodic solutions in Celestial Mechanics, devised since Poincaré [41],
and successfully overcome during the last century by the celebrated KAM theory.

The currently rigorous existence results of small amplitude time-periodic solutions of (1.1) are
[24] and [15]. These works construct periodic solutions, either spherically symmetric or Hopf-plane
waves, whenever the time frequency ω belongs to the set of strongly Diophantine numbers

Ωγ :=

{

ω ∈
[

1

2
, 2

]

: |ωℓ− ωj| ≥
γ

〈ℓ〉 , ∀ℓ, j ∈ N, ℓ 6= ωj

}

, ωj = j + 1, γ ∈
]

0,
1

6

[

, (1.2)

where 〈ℓ〉 := max{1, |ℓ|} and N := {0, 1, 2, . . . }. The values ωj = j + 1 in (1.2) are the square root
of the eigenvalues of the operator −∆S3 +1 appearing in equation (1.1). The set Ωγ is uncountable
and accumulates to ω = 1, but it has 0 measure, as shown in [4].

Looking for time-periodic solutions of (1.1) with frequency ω ∈ Ωγ avoids small divisors phe-
nomena since the inverse of the Klein-Gordon operator −ω2∂tt+∆S3−1 is bounded when restricted
to the Range of −∂tt + ∆S3 − 1. Indeed it acts as a diagonal operator with eigenvalues ω2ℓ2 − ω2

j ,

and the condition ω ∈ Ωγ implies |ω2ℓ2 − ω2
j | ≥ γ for any ℓ 6= ωj. In this way the Range equation

can be solved by a simple contraction argument.
The goal of this paper is to prove existence and multiplicity of small amplitude time-periodic

solutions of (1.1) for a much larger set of frequencies, with actually positive measure, in particular
it has asymptotically full measure at 1. We refer to Theorem 1.3 for a precise statement.

Enlarging the set of frequencies for which time-periodic solutions exist is relevant from both a
physical and mathematical point of view. From a physical point of view, since this model can be
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thought as a first effective equation to understand stability near AdS space, the fact that time-
periodic solutions are provided for a large set of frequencies suggests that stability regions are
actually an observable phenomenon and not only an anomalous event, which could be thought
when the result is given for only a 0-measure set of frequencies like Ωγ . From a mathematical point
of view Theorem 1.3 is one of the few existence results of periodic solutions of completely resonant
Hamiltonian PDEs in high space dimension with small divisors phenomena.

In order to prove existence of solutions for a set of frequencies with asymptotically full measure
at ω = 1, we consider Diophantine-type conditions of type

|ωℓ− ωj| ≥
γ

〈ℓ〉τ , ∀ℓ 6= ωj , for some τ > 1 , (1.3)

which are weaker than (1.2) and give rise to small divisors. This implies that the inverse of the
Klein-Gordon operator −ω2∂tt + ∆S3 − 1 is unbounded, actually it loses τ − 1 derivatives since
|ω2ℓ2−ω2

j | ≥ γ〈ℓ〉1−τ . Thus, a standard contraction arguments to solve the Range equation like in
[24, 15] fails, and a more refined Nash-Moser type iteration is needed. Actually for the convergence
of the iterative scheme further non-resonance Melnikov conditions are required: for a solution of
amplitude ε, they have the form

∣
∣
∣
∣
ω(ε)ℓ− ωj − ε

m(ε)

ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ γ

〈ℓ〉τ , ∀ℓ 6= ωj , ℓ ≥
1

3ε
, ω(ε) =

√
1 + ε , (1.4)

where ε 7→ m(ε) is a suitable C1 function, see (3.5) for the precise expression. We underline that
the need to impose non-resonance conditions as (1.4) is the ultimate reason why the solutions (1.10)
are not analytic in ε. For finite dimensional systems the lack of analyticity in ε of lower dimensional
tori has been rigorously proved for instance in [31] (the periodic orbits we find are 1-dimensional
invariant tori in the infinite dimensional phase space).

We postpone after the statement of Theorem 1.3 further comments and comparisons with [24, 15]
as well as related literature. We now introduce the functional setting to state rigorously Theorem
1.3.

1.1 Main Result

We look for solutions which are spherically symmetric in space according to the next definition.

Definition 1.1 (Spherically symmetric functions). Consider on S
3 the standard spherical coordi-

nates

(0, π) × (0, π) × (0, 2π) ∋ (x, θ, ϕ) 7→ (cos(x), sin(x) cos(θ), sin(x) sin(θ) cos(ϕ), sin(x) sin(θ) sin(ϕ)) .

We say that φ : S3 → R is spherically symmetric if

φ(x, θ, ϕ) = u(x) ⊗ 1θ,ϕ , ∀(x, θ, ϕ) ∈ (0, π) × (0, π) × (0, 2π) , u : (0, π) → C , (1.5)

where 1θ,ϕ is the function identically equal to 1 for any (θ, ϕ). We say that φ : R × S
3 → R is

spherically symmetric if φ(t, ·) is spherically symmetric for any t ∈ R, and we identify φ(t, ·) with
the function u(t, x) according to (1.5).

The above identification between u and φ corresponds to the unitary isomorphism between
Hilbert spaces:

H0
x := L2([0, π], sin2 xd̄x) ≃ {φ ∈ L2(S3, d̄µ) : φ is spherically symmetric} (1.6)
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where d̄x = 2
π
dx is normalized so that the constant function u ≡ 1 has L2−norm equal to 1, and

d̄µ is the normalized measure of S3.
The Laplace-Beltrami operator leaves invariant the subspace of spherically symmetric functions

L2([0, π], sin2 xd̄x), and, when restricted to this subspace, it possesses the orthonormal basis of
eigenfunctions

ej(x) :=
sin((j + 1)x)

sin(x)
∀j ∈ N , (1.7)

with eigenvalues ω2
j where ωj := j + 1 for any j ∈ N.

As a consequence, the subspace of real valued spherically symmetric functions of the Sobolev
space Hr(S3, d̄µ) can be identified with the Hilbert space

Hr
x :=

{

u ∈ H0
x : (−∆S3 + 1)

r
2u ∈ H0

x

}

=






u(x) =

∑

j∈N
ujej(x) : ‖u‖2Hr

x
:=
∑

j∈N
u2jω

2r
j <∞







with inner product

〈u1, u2〉Hr
x

:= 〈(−∆ss
S3

+ 1)ru1, u2〉H0
x

=
∑

j∈N
u1,ju2,jω

2r
j .

We look for spherically symmetric time-periodic solutions of (1.1) in the following spaces.

Definition 1.2. Let σ ≥ 0, s, r ∈ R, we introduce the Hilbert spaces of functions

Xσ,s,r :=

{

u(t, x) =
∑

ℓ∈Z
exp(iℓt)uℓ(x)

∣
∣
∣
∣
u−ℓ = uℓ ∈ Hr

x, ‖u‖2σ,s,r :=
∑

ℓ∈Z
exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s‖uℓ‖2Hr

x
<∞

}

,

endowed with the scalar product 〈u, v〉σ,s,r :=
∑

ℓ∈Z
exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s〈uℓ, vℓ〉Hr

x
. In the following we use

the notation
Xσ,s := Xσ,s,2, ‖ · ‖σ,s := ‖ · ‖Xσ,s,2 .

In view of the condition u−ℓ = uℓ, these functions are actually real-valued and even in time and
admit the representation u(t, x) = 2

∑

ℓ∈N
cos(ℓt)uℓ(x).

For σ > 0, s ≥ 0 these spaces consist of all even in time periodic functions, taking values in
the Sobolev space Hr

x which admit a time-analytic extension in the complex strip |Im(t)| < σ with
trace function in the lines |Im(t)| = σ which belongs to Hs

t (T,Hr
x). For any σ ≥ 0, s > 1

2 , r >
3
2

these spaces are algebras with respect to the product of functions, in particular

‖u1 · u2‖σ,s,r ≤ C(s, r)‖u1‖σ,s,r‖u2‖σ,s,r. (1.8)

Theorem 1.3. Let s > 1
2 , σ̄ > 0 and m ∈ N. There exist ε0 := ε0(σ̄, s,m) > 0 small enough, a

Cantor-like set B∞ := B∞(s, σ̄,m) ⊆ [0, ε0] with asymptoticallly full measure at 0, namely

lim
η→0+

|B∞ ∩ [0, η]|
η

= 1 , (1.9)

and m+ 1 curves u
(0)
ε , . . . u

(m)
ε : [0, ε] → Xσ̄,s of class C1, of the form

u(j)ε (t, x) = ε
1
2

√

4ωj

3
cos (tωj) ej(x) + r(j)ε (t, x) ,

∥
∥
∥r(j)ε

∥
∥
∥

σ̄
2
,s
.σ,s,m ε

3
2 , (1.10)
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for any j = 0, . . . ,m, such that for any ε ∈ B∞

ũ(j)ε (t, x) := u(j)ε (
√

1 + ε t, x) , j = 0, . . . ,m ,

are 2π√
1+ε

−periodic, analytic in time solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation (1.1) on S
3.

We now make some simple comments on Theorem 1.3.

1. The set of frequencies ω(ε) =
√

1 + ε for which we find m-distinct 2π
ω(ε)−periodic solutions

also has full-asymptotic measure at ω = 1 for any m ∈ N, see Remark 3.15.

2. By triangular inequality if m1 6= m2, then u
(m1)
ε and u

(m2)
ε are distinct functions, and so ũ

(m1)
ε

and ũ
(m2)
ε are different 2π

ω(ε) -periodic solutions of (1.1) for ε small enough.

3. The functions u
(j)
ε in (1.10) (and so the solutions ũ

(j)
ε of (1.1) we construct) are actually C∞

also in the variable x, as follows by the bootstrap argument of Lemma 3.16.

4. By performing the change of variable U(t, x) = u(t, x) sin(x), equation (1.1) is equivalent to
the completely resonant nonlinear wave equation

{

∂ttU − ∂xxU = U3

sin2 x
, x ∈]0, π[,

U(t, 0) = U(t, π) = 0.
(1.11)

For this reason Theorem 1.3 can also be regarded as a result of existence and multiplicity
of time periodic solutions for a large set of frequencies for the completely resonant 1d wave
equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions and singular nonlinearity U3

sin2 x
. Existence of

time-periodic solutions for completely resonant 1d nonlinear wave equation of type −∂ttU +
∂xxU = f(x,U) were first proved in the case of periodic boundary conditions in x for the case
f(x, u) = ±U3 in [37] for badly approssimable irrational freuqencies ω, and then extended in
the case of Dirichlet Boundary conditions for a more general class of nonlinearities of type
f(x, u) = a(x)up +O(up+1) in [4, 5, 6].
Special quasi-periodic solutions with two frequencies living in a 0−measure set have been
constructed in [44, 16] for completely resonant wave equations.
The first existence results of time-periodic solutions with frequencies in a large Cantor set
for completely resonant 1d wave equations with Dirichlet boundary conditions and analytic
nonlinearity were proved in [33, 7, 2]. The small divisors problem is overcome in [33] by
Lindstedt series expansions, while in [7] by a Nash-Moser iterative scheme. In [8] the result is
extended in the case when the non linear function f has only finite regularity (f ∈ Ck). The
work [3] proves existence of periodic solutions via a Nash-Moser scheme for a more general
equation, which describes how waves propagates in nonhomogeneous media, with a forcing
nonlinear term which ensures the existence of nondegenerate solutions of the Bifurcation
Equation.

None of the previous mentioned results implies the existence of periodic solutions of (1.11)
since the nonlinear term is singular, namely 1

sin2(x)
/∈ Hr(S1), ∀r ∈ R.

A much richer literature concerning existence of periodic and quasi periodic solutions of nonresonant
or partially resonant nonlinear wave/Klein Gordon equations is available. In these cases one uses the
mass or the potential in order to impose suitable nonresonance conditions on the linear frequencies.
In this cases the bifurcation equation will be finite-dimensional.
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We quote the KAM results of Kuksin [36], Wayne [45] and Poschel [42, 43] for 1d analytic
wave equations with Dirichlet boundary conditions. For periodic boundary conditions Craig and
Wayne [27] introduced the Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition approach and showed existence of
time-periodic solutions via a Nash-Moser iterative scheme, extended for also quasi-periodic solutions
by Bourgain [20]. Subsequently Chierchia-You [26] managed to prove existence of quasi-periodic
solutions for wave equations extending the KAM approach  la Kuksin.

In higher space dimension we quote the works [21, 10, 13, 17] proving the existence of periodic
solutions and [22, 11, 14, 34, 12] for quasi-periodic solutions.

All the above works treated the nonresonant or partially resonant case (when the bifurcation
equation is finite dimensional). Existence of quasiperiodc solutions for completely resonant wave
equations are still poorly understood, the only existence results in this direction are [44, 16] which
prove existence of quasiperiodic solutions with two frequencies. It is a very interesting open question
to establish if equation (1.1) admits quasi-periodic solutions.

1.2 Ideas of the proof

In order to prove Theorem 1.3 we perform a Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition, and then solve the
Range equation where ”small divisors” appears by a Nash-Moser scheme.
For this purpose, it is convenient to rescale the size u 7−→ ε

1
2u and the period t 7→ ωt of the solutions

of (1.1), and look for 2π−periodic spherically symmetric solutions (according to the Definition 1.1)
of the equation

Lωu = εu3, (1.12)

where we used the notations

Lω := −ω2∂tt −A, A := −∆S3 + 1 . (1.13)

We perform a Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition of equation (1.12) by introducing

V := ker(−∂tt −A) =
{

u(t, x) =
∑

j,ℓ∈N
uℓ,j cos(ℓt)ej(x) : uℓ,j = 0, ∀ℓ 6= ωj

}

=
{

v(t, x) =
∑

j∈N
vj cos(ωjt)ej(x)

}

,
(1.14)

W := Rg(−∂tt −A) =
{

u(t, x) =
∑

j,ℓ∈N
uℓ,j cos(ℓt)ej(x) : uℓ,j = 0, ∀ℓ = ωj

}

=
{

w(t, x) =
∑

ℓ∈N
cos(ℓt)wℓ(x) : wℓ ∈ H0

x, 〈wℓ, eℓ−1〉H0
x

= 0
}

.
(1.15)

Note that W = V ⊥ in Xσ,s, ∀σ, s. We denote by ΠV , ΠW , the orthogonal projectors on V and W
respectively. By denoting v = ΠV u, w = ΠWu, a function u solves (1.12) if and only if v,w solve
the system {

(ω2 − 1)Av − εΠV (v + w)3 = 0 ,

Lωw − εΠW (v + w)3 = 0 .
(1.16)

By imposing the natural amplitude-to-frequency relation ω2 − 1 = ε, namely

ω = ω(ε) =
√

1 + ε , (1.17)
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the system (1.16) becomes

Av − ΠV (v + w)3 = 0 , (1.18)

Lωw − εΠW (v +w)3 = 0 . (1.19)

For the Bifurcation Equation (1.18) we will first find explicit solutions of the ”resonant system”
Av = ΠV v

3 (which corresponds to (1.18) in the case w = 0). These solutions have the form

v̄m = ±
√

4ωm

3 cos(ωmt)em(x), m ∈ N and we prove their nondegeneracy. In this way one can apply

an Implicit function argument and find a solution vm(w) of (1.18) for any ‖w‖σ,s ≤ ρ.
Since v̄m are one-mode functions, they are clearly analytic, namely v̄m ∈ Xσ,s for any σ, s.
Then, in order to show that the Range equation (1.19) admits solutions when v = vm(w) we
build a Nash-Moser Iterative scheme in order to deal with the loss of derivatives caused by L−1

ω =
(−ω2∂tt + ∆S3 −1)−1. We construct a sequence of approximate solutions {wn}n∈N which converges
in the analytic space Xσ

2
,s to a solution of (1.19). The scheme we use to prove the existence of a

solution for the Range equation (1.19) is rather general. It is based on the following properties:

• Algebra estimates (1.8): they are fundamental to control the nonlinear term and every term
where a multiplication appears. For this reason we require a minimal regularity in time
(s > 1

2 ) and in space (r > 3
2).

• Smoothing estimates (3.8): these estimates are a standard tool when working with scales of
Banach spaces, which is our case for Xσ,s.

• Invertibility with loss of derivatives of the Linearized Operator.
The whole Section 4 is devoted to prove Proposition 3.5. In order to build iteratively a
sequence of approximating solutions {wn}n∈N of the Range equation (1.19) one has to invert
the linearized operator

Ln+1(ε, wn) := −ω2∂tt + ∆S3 − 1− 3εPn+1ΠW (v(wn) + wn)2· , (1.20)

obtained by linearizing (1.19) and projecting it on the first Ln+1 ∼ 2n+1 time frequencies. In
Section 4 we analyze in depth this operator and show that Ln+1(ε, wn)−1 exists, and loses τ−1
Sobolev derivatives, if the time frequency ω satisfies suitable first order Melnikov conditions.
First note that the unperturbed operator Lω in (1.13), which is diagonal on the time-space
basis {exp(iℓt)ej(x)}ℓ 6=j+1, loses τ − 1 Sobolev derivatives in time if the frequency ω satisfies
Diophantine type conditions (1.3).

Then, to prove Proposition 3.5, we expand functions u(t, x) ∈ Xσ,s only in time-Fourier basis
{exp(iℓt)}ℓ∈Z, and we split the operator Ln+1(ε, wn) into its diagonal part D = {Dℓ}ℓ∈Z and
its off-diagonal part with respect to this basis. Each Dℓ is an operator, acting on functions
depending only on the space variable x, of the form

Dℓ = ω2ℓ2 + ∆S3 − 1− εb0(x) ,

where b0(x) is the mean in time of the nonlinear term b(t, x) = 3(v(wn)(t, x) + wn(t, x))2.
With Sturm-Liouville theory we prove that for ε small enough the operator −∆S3 + 1 +
εb0(x) can be diagonalized and its eigenvalues are close to ω2ℓ2 − ω2

j − εb0 (see Lemma 4.5),

where b0 denotes the mean in x of the function b0(x). A key role is played by the Sobolev
Embedding Lemma 4.2 which states that Sobolev Spaces of spherically symmetric functions
Hr

x can be embedded into the standard Sobolev Spaces on the unit Circle S
1 with flat metric

7



Hr+1+δ(S1, dx) for any δ > 0 arbitrarily small. This embedding implies in particular the
off-diagonal decay estimates of Lemma 4.3 for the matrix entries which represent the action
of the multiplication operator for b0(x) in the basis ej(x) of H0

x. With these estimates one
sees that natural conditions to be asked for ω in order to prove the invertibility of D and that
its inverse loses τ − 1 derivatives are the so called first order Melnikov conditions

|ωℓ− ωj| ≥
γ

〈ℓ〉τ ,
∣
∣
∣
∣
ωℓ− ωj − ε

b0
2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ γ

〈ℓ〉τ , ∀ℓ, j .

A further analysis of the small divisors enable to control the off-diagonal part of the operator
Ln+1(ε, wn). In Lemma 4.9 it is shown that for τ ∈]1, 2[ the product of two small divisors is
larger than a constant if the singular sites are close enough, deducing suitable bounds for the
off-diagonal operators, see Lemmas 4.10, 4.11, which enable to treat them as a perturbation of
the main diagonal part D. In conclusion the linearized operator Ln+1(ε, wn) can be inverted
by Neumann Series.

The existence of solutions of the Range equation is then deduced in Section 3 by implementing a
Nash-Moser iterative scheme. At last we prove in Proposition 3.14 that the set of amplitudes ε for
which we find periodic solutions has asymptotically full measure at 0.

Now we explain why, despite the fact that the Hopf-Plane waves solutions in [24] of equation
(1.1) are nondegenerate, we don’t know yet how to prove their existence for an asymptotically full
measure set of frequencies. The missing ingredient is the analogous of the estimate (4.3) which
we are not able to verify since the eigenfunctions in Hopf coordinate have a much more difficult
explicit form with respect to the spherically symmetric eigenfunctions ej(x).

Acknowledgments. I thank Massimiliano Berti and Beatrice Langella for useful discussions
during the preparation of this work. Research supported by PRIN 2020 (2020XB3EFL001) “Hamil-
tonian and dispersive PDEs”.

2 Solution of the Bifurcation Equation

In this section we solve the bifurcation equation (1.18) by the Implicit function theorem.
First we remind the product rule of the spherically symmetric eigenfunctions of −∆S3 defined in
(1.7):

ej(x)ek(x) =

min{j,k}
∑

ℓ=0

e|j−k|+2ℓ(x) . (2.1)

Note that the product ej · ek contains the frequencies from |j − k| to j + k with the same parity.

Proposition 2.1. Let m ∈ N, σ ≥ 0, s > 1
2 . There exists ρ := ρ(m,σ, s) > 0 and a smooth

solution

vm : DW
σ,s(ρ) −→ V ∩Xσ,s+2, where DW

σ,s(ρ) := {w ∈W ∩Xσ,s : ‖w‖σ,s ≤ ρ} (2.2)

of the bifurcation equation (1.18), satisfying the following properties:

• vm(0) = v̄m where v̄m := αm cos(ωmt)em(x) and αm = ±
√

4ωm

3 .
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• vm has bounded derivatives on DW
σ,s(ρ), in particular ∃R = R(σ, s,m) > 0 such that

max
j=0,1,2,3

sup
w∈DW

σ,s(ρ)

‖Dj
wvm(w)‖σ,s ≤ R, (2.3)

where ‖Dj
wvm(w)‖σ,s := sup

‖h‖σ,s≤1,h∈W
‖Dj

wvm(w)[hj ]‖σ,s+2 is the operatorial norm as a j−linear

continuous map.

Proof. Consider the following operator:

F : (V ∩Xσ,s+2) × (W ∩Xσ,s) −→ V ∩Xσ,s, F(v,w) = Av − ΠV (v + w)3.

By algebra properties (1.8) of Xσ,s, and boundedness of A : Xσ,s+2 ∩ V 7→ Xσ,s ∩ V , the map F is
analytic.
We shall prove first F(v̄m, 0) = 0, and then that DvF(v̄m, 0) is invertible. Since cos3(ωmt) =
3
4 cos(ωmt) + 1

4 cos(3ωmt), we obtain v̄3m =
(
3α3

m

4 cos(ωmt) + α3
m

4 cos(3ωmt)
)

e3m(x), recalling the

definition (1.14) of V we have

ΠV (v̄3m) =
3α3

m

4
〈e3m, em〉H0

x
cos(ωmt)em(x) +

α3
m

4
〈e3m, e3ωm−1〉H0

x
cos(3ωmt)e3ωm−1(x).

The product rule (2.1) implies that em(x)3 ∈ span{ej(x)}3mj=0, thus 〈e3m, e3ωm−1〉H0
x

= 0 since 3ωm−
1 = 3m + 2 > 3m, moreover by product rule (2.1) and H0

x-orthonormality of {ej}j∈N, one has

〈e3m, em〉H0
x

=
∥
∥e2m

∥
∥2

H0
x

= ωm. In conclusion:

F(v̄m, 0) =

(

αmω
2
m − 3ωm

4
α3
m

)

cos(ωmt)em(x) = 0, sinceαm = ±
√

4ωm

3
.

Now we shall prove that DvF(v̄m, 0) is invertible. We start by writing explicitly:

DvF(v̄m, 0)[h] = Ah− 3ΠV

(
v̄2mh

)
. (2.4)

We check how the operator DvF(v̄m, 0) acts with respect to the basis {cos(ωjt)ej(x)}j∈N (which is
an orthogonal basis for V ∩Xσ,s, ∀σ, s), namely ∀j ∈ N we compute DvF(v̄m, 0)[cos(ωjt)ej(x)] =
cos(ωjt)Aej(x) − 3ΠV (v̄2m cos(ωjt)ej(x)). In order to do this we start by writing:

cos(ωmt)
2 cos(ωjt) =

cos(ωjt)

2
+

cos(|2ωm − ωj|t) + cos((2ωm + ωj)t)

4
.

We shall now compute ΠV (cos(ωjt)e
2
mej), ΠV (cos((2ωj + ωm)t)e2mej), ΠV (cos(|2ωm − ωj |t)e2mej):

• ΠV (cos(ωjt)e
2
mej) = 〈e2mej , ej〉H0

x
cos(ωjt)ej(x) and 〈e2mej , ej〉H0

x
= 〈e2m, e2j 〉H0

x
= ωmin{j,m} by

product rule (2.1) and the orthonormality of {ej}n∈N.

• ΠV (cos((2ωj + ωm)t)e2mej) = 〈e2mej , e2m+j+2〉H0
x

cos((2ωj + ωm)t)e2m+j+2 = 0 because by

product rule (2.1) e2mej ∈ span{ek}2m+j
k=0 , and so 〈e2mej , e2m+j+2〉H0

x
= 0.

• In order to compute ΠV

(
cos(|2ωm − ωj|t)e2mej

)
we consider two different cases:

9



1. If j ≤ 2m ⇒ |2ωm − ωj| = ω2m−j , then as in previous cases we have:
ΠV

(
cos((2ωm − ωj)t)e

2
mej

)
= 〈e2mej , e2m−j〉H0

x
cos(ω2m−jt)e

2
mej .

We can rewrite 〈e2mej , e2m−j〉H0
x

= 〈emej , eme2m−j〉H0
x
, and using product rule (2.1)

emej =
min{m,j}∑

k=0

e|m−j|+2k, eme2m−j =
min{m,2m−j}∑

k=0

e|m−j|+2k, it follows:

〈emej , eme2m−j〉H0
x

=

min{m,j}
∑

k=0

min{m,2m−j}
∑

k′=0

δk,k′ = ωmin{j,m,2m−j}.

2. If j ≥ 2m + 1 then |2ωm − ωj| = j − 2m − 1, in the case j = 2m + 1 then we have
ΠV

(
e2mej

)
= 0 cfr. (1.14). If j > 2m+ 1 we have ΠV

(
cos(|2ωm − ωj|t)e2mej

)
= cos((j −

2m− 1)t)〈ej−2m−2, eje
2
m〉H0

x
ej−2m−2(x) = 0 because by product rule (2.1) e2m(x)ej(x) ∈

span{ek(x)}j+2m
k=j−2m, then 〈ej−2m−2, eje

2
m〉H0

x
= 0

Now, since v̄m = αn cos(ωmt)em(x), with αm = ±
√

4ωm

3 we obtain:

3ΠV

(
v̄2m cos(ωjt)ej(x)

)
= β̃m,j cos(ωjt)ej(x) + γm,j cos(ω2m−jt)e2m−j(x),

where β̃m,j = 2ωmωmin{j,m}, γm,j =

{

ωmωmin{j,2m−j}, if j ≤ 2m

0, if j > 2m.

(2.5)

Plugging (2.5) in (2.4) we deduce the following formula:

DvF(v̄m, 0)[cos(ωjt)ej(x)] = βm,j cos(ωjt)ej(x)+γm,j cos(ω2m−jt)e2m−j(x), where βm,j = 2ω2
j−β̃m,j .

It follows immediately that DvF(v̄m, 0) admits the following invariant subspaces:

• span{cos(ωmt)em(x)}, with associated eigenvalue Λm = −2ω2
m,

• ∀j > 2m, span{cos(ωjt)ej(x)}, with associated eigenvalue Λj = ω2
j − 2ω2

m,

• ∀0 ≤ j ≤ m−1, span{cos(ωjt)ej(x), cos(ω2m−jt)e2m−j(x)}, with associated symmetric matrix

Am,j :=

(
ω2
j − 2ωmωj −ωmωj

−ωmωj ω2
2m−j − 2ω2

m

)

.

A direct computation shows det(Am,j) = −ωj(ωm − ωj)
2(4ωm − ωj) < 0, it follows that the

eigenvalues of Am,j are not 0.

Hence DvF(v̄m, 0) can be diagonalized by an orthogonal base, and all its eigenvalues are different
from 0, moreover ∀j > 2m its eigenvalues Λj satisfy 1

2ω
2
j ≤ |Λj | ≤ ω2

j .
This is enough to conclude that DvF(v̄m, 0) ∈ GL(V ∩Xσ,s+2, V ∩Xσ,s) and so ∃Cm = C(m,σ, s) > 0
such that ‖DvF(v̄m, 0)−1h‖σ,s+2 ≤ Cm‖h‖σ,s, ∀h ∈ V ∩Xσ,s.
This shows that F satisfies the assumptions of Implicit Function theorem near the point (v̄m, 0),
and so the thesis follows immediately.

Remark 2.2. By the proof of Proposition 2.1 one can see that the radius ρ = ρ(m,σ, s) can be
chosen uniformly in σ, when σ and s vary respectively over finite intervals [σ∞, σ0], [s0, s1].
Having an uniform radius will be useful in the next section since we will construct iteratively a
sequence wn ∈ Xσn,s, with decreasing analytic regularity σn, such that ‖wn‖σn,s ≤ ρ ∀n, so that
vm(wn) will be well defined at each step.
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3 Solution of the Range equation

In this section we fix σ̄ > 0, s > 1
2 , γ ∈

]
0, 16
[
, τ ∈]1, 2[, m ∈ N and we denote for simplicity the

function v(w) := vm(w) defined in Proposition 2.1 and the common radius of definition

ρ := min
σ∈Σ, s̃∈S

ρ(σ, s̃,m), Σ := [0, σ̄], S :=

[

s, s+
2τ(τ − 1)

2 − τ

]

. (3.1)

We want to solve the Range equation

Lωw = εΠWΓ(w) , ω = ω(ε) =
√

1 + ε , (3.2)

where
Γ(w) := f(v(w) + w) , f(u) := u3 . (3.3)

This entire section is devoted to show the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. For any σ̄ > 0, s > 1
2 , γ ∈

]
0, 16
[
, τ ∈]1, 2[, m ∈ N, there exist ε0 := ε0(γ, τ, σ̄, s,m) >

0 small enough, K2 := K2(σ̄, s,m) > 0, and a function w̃(·) ∈ C1([0, ε0],W ∩X σ̄
2
,s) satisfying

‖w̃(ε)‖ σ̄
2
,s ≤ K2

ε

γ
, ‖∂εw̃(ε)‖ σ̄

2
,s ≤ K2γ

−1 , ∀ε ∈ [0, ε0] , (3.4)

which is a solution of the Range equation (3.2) for any ε belonging to

B∞ :=

{

ε ∈ [0, ε0] :

∣
∣
∣
∣
ω(ε)ℓ− ωj − ε

M(w̃(ε))

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ 2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
,

|ω(ε)ℓ− ωj| ≥
2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
, ∀ℓ, j ∈ N : ℓ ≥ 1

3ε
, ℓ 6= ωj

}

,

where M(w) :=
1

2π

2π∫

0

π∫

0

(∂uf)(w + v(w))(t, x)d̄xdt .

(3.5)

The proof of this theorem will be consequence of several lemmas and propositions. We introduce
orthogonal subspaces of the Range W defined in (1.15). Given L0 ∈ N0 (fixed later), we define for
every n ∈ N

W (n) :=






w ∈W : w =

∑

0≤ℓ≤Ln

cos(ℓt)wℓ(x)






,

W (n)⊥ :=






w ∈W : w =

∑

ℓ>Ln

cos(ℓt)wℓ(x)






, Ln := L02

n ,

(3.6)

and we denote as Pn and P⊥
n the respective orthogonal projectors.

Remark 3.2. The function M(w) defined in (3.5) is a smooth map in Xσ,s for σ > 1
2 , s > 3

2
with bounded derivatives on bounded sets since f is analytic map by (1.8) and v is smooth by
Proposition 2.1.
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3.1 Fundamental Properties

Here we write the 3 fundamental properties we use to solve the Range equation by means of an
iterative Nash-Moser scheme:

Lemma 3.3 (REGULARITY of Γ). For any s > 1
2 and σ̄ > 0, there exist ρ := ρ(σ̄, s) > 0 and

R′ := R′(σ̄, s) such that Γ(·) ∈ C2
(
DW

σ,s(ρ)
)
(where DW

σ,s(ρ) was defined in (2.2)) and ∀σ ∈ [0, σ̄]

max
j=0,1,2,3

sup
w∈DW

σ,s(ρ)

‖DjΓ(w)‖σ,s ≤ R′. (3.7)

Here we denoted for j = 1, 2, 3 ‖DjΓ(w)‖σ,s = sup
‖h‖σ,s≤1,h∈W

‖DjΓ(w)[hj ]‖σ,s the operatorial norm

of DjΓ(w) in Bj(Xσ,s,Xσ,s) which consists of all continuous j−linear maps from Xj
σ,s to Xσ,s.

Proof. This follows directly by algebra properties (1.8) since Γ is a polynomial in w and v(w),
moreover v(·) is smooth with bounded derivatives in DW

σ,s(ρ) by Proposition 2.1.
We remark that R′ is uniform in [0, σ̄].

Lemma 3.4 (SMOOTHING ESTIMATES).

∀w ∈W (n)⊥ ∩Xσ,s, ∀0 ≤ σ′ ≤ σ, ‖w‖σ′ ,s ≤ exp
(
−Ln(σ − σ′)

)
‖w‖σ,s. (3.8)

Proof. In fact, a direct computation shows:

‖w‖2σ′,s =
∑

|ℓ|>Ln

exp(2σ′|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s‖wℓ‖2H2
x

=
∑

|ℓ|>Ln

exp(−2(σ − σ′)|ℓ|) exp(2σℓ)〈ℓ〉2s‖wℓ‖2H2
x

≤ exp(−2(σ − σ′)Ln)
∑

|ℓ|>Ln

exp(2σℓ)〈ℓ〉2s‖wℓ‖2H2
x

= exp(−2(σ − σ′)Ln)‖w‖2σ,s.

The most important property of Nash-Moser scheme is the invertibility of linearized operator.

Proposition 3.5 (INVERTIBILITY OF THE LINEARIZED OPERATOR). Let γ ∈
]
0, 16
[
, τ ∈

]1, 2[, σ̄ > 0, s > 1
2 . Given σ ∈ [0, σ̄], assume ‖w‖

σ,s+ 2τ(τ−1)
2−τ

< ρ. Then there exists ε0 :=

ε0(σ̄, s,m, γ, τ) > 0 small enough, such that for any ε in

Gn(w) :=

{

ε ∈ [0, ε0] :

∣
∣
∣
∣
ω(ε)ℓ− ωj − ε

M(w)

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
>

γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
,

|ω(ε)ℓ− ωj| >
γ

(ℓ+ ωj)τ
, ∀ℓ, j ∈ N :

1

3ε
≤ ℓ ≤ Ln, ωj ≤ 2Ln, ℓ 6= ωj

}

,

(3.9)

the linear operator
Ln(ε, w) := Lω(ε) − εPnΠWDwΓ(w) (3.10)

is invertible on W (n) and, setting K := 8 · 92,

∥
∥Ln(ε, w)−1[h]

∥
∥
σ,s

≤ K

γ
Lτ−1
n ‖h‖σ,s , ∀h ∈W (n) ∩Xσ,s . (3.11)

The proof of this Proposition will be the whole content of Section 4.
We remark that the estimate (3.11) holding for any n ∈ N is essentially equivalent to the fact that
the linearized operator L(ε, w)−1 loses τ − 1 Sobolev derivatives in time.

In the following we will often omit to write the dependence of quantities on m ∈ N.
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3.2 Nash-Moser Scheme

Let σ0 := σ̄ > 0, θ > 0 such that π2θ
6 < σ̄

2 . Let σn+1 := σn − θ
1+n2 , so that σ∞ := limn→∞ σn >

σ̄
2 .

Proposition 3.6. There exist L0 := L0(γ, τ, σ̄, s) > 0 and ε0 := ε0(γ, τ, σ̄, s, L0) > 0 such that for
any n ≥ 0 there exists a solution wn := wn(ε) ∈W (n) of the equation

Lωw = εPnΠWΓ(w) (3.12)

defined inductively for ε ∈ Gn ⊆ Gn−1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ G0 := [0, ε0], where

Gn := Gn−1 ∩Gn(wn−1) 6= ∅. (3.13)

Furthermore wn ∈ C1
(
Gn,W

(n) ∩Xσn,s

)
satisfies for some K1, K

′
1 > 0, not depending on n, ε, γ

‖wn(ε)‖σn,s ≤ K1
ε

γ
, ‖∂εwn(ε)‖σn ,s ≤ K ′

1, ∀ε ∈ Gn. (3.14)

Moreover wn =
n∑

i=0
hi, with hi ∈ C1

(
Gn,W

(i) ∩Xσi,s

)
satisfying for χ = 3

2 , χ̄ ∈]1, χ[ and some

C̄ := C̄(τ, σ̄, s, χ̄) > 0

‖hi‖σi,s ≤
ε

γ
exp(−χi), ‖∂εhi(ε)‖σi,s

≤ C̄ exp(−χ̄i), ∀i = 0, . . . , n, ∀ε ∈ Gn. (3.15)

In addition for any n ∈ N, there exists w̃n(ε) ∈ C1
(
[0, ε0],W (n) ∩Xσn,s

)
such that:

1. w̃n(ε) = wn(ε), for any ε ∈
n⋂

i=0
G̃i, where G̃i are defined for some ν > 0 as

G̃0 := [0, ε0], G̃i :=

{

ε ∈ Gi : dist(ε, ∂Gi) ≥
2ν

L3
i

}

, ∀i ≥ 1. (3.16)

2. ‖w̃n(ε)‖σn,s ≤ K2
ε
γ
, ‖∂εw̃n(ε)‖σn,s ≤ K ′

2ν
−1, for any ε ∈ [0, ε0], for some constants

K2, K
′
2 > 0 which do not depend on n, ε, γ.

The sequence wn will be constructed inductively.

Lemma 3.7 (Initialization). Let L0 ∈ N, then there exists ε0 := ε0(L0) > 0 small enough such
that for any ε ∈ [0, ε0] the equation (3.12) for n = 0,

Lωh0 = εP0ΠWΓ(h0), (3.17)

admits a solution h0(ε) satisfying, for some K1, K
′
1 > 0,

‖h0(ε)‖σ0 ,s ≤ K1
ε

γ
, ‖∂εh0(ε)‖σ0,s ≤ K ′

1.

Proof. The first step is to prove that if ε0
ω+1L0 ≤ 1

2 then |ω2ℓ2 − ω2
j | ≥ 1

2 , ∀ℓ 6= ωj. Indeed
∀0 ≤ ℓ ≤ L0

|ω2ℓ2 − ω2
j | = |ωℓ+ ωj|

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥1

|ℓ− ωj + (ω − 1)ℓ| ≥ |ℓ− ωj|
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥1

− |ω − 1|
︸ ︷︷ ︸

= ε
ω+1

|ℓ|
︸︷︷︸

≤L0

≥ 1 − 1

2
.

It follows that L−1
ω is bounded in W (0) ∩ Xσ0,s and has norm ≤ 2. In order to solve (3.17) we

show that, provided |ε| ≤ ε0 small enough, the map T (0)
ε (w) := εL−1

ω P0ΠWΓ(w) is a contraction
on D0 := {w ∈W (0) : ‖w‖σ0 ,s ≤ ρ0}, where ρ0 = ρ

2 . Indeed by Lemma 3.3
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•

∥
∥
∥T (0)

ε (w)
∥
∥
∥
σ0,s

≤ 2εR′.

Hence for ε0 ≤ ρ0
2R′ one has that T (0)

ε maps D0 into itself.

•

∥
∥
∥DwT (0)

ε (w)[h]
∥
∥
∥
σ0,s

≤ 2εR′‖h‖σ0,s.

Thus, for ε0 ≤ 1
4R′ one has

∥
∥
∥DwT (0)

ε (w)[h]
∥
∥
∥
σ0,s

≤ 1
2‖h‖σ0,s, and so T (0)

ε is a contraction.

It follows that ∃!h0(ε) fixed point of T (0)
ε , moreover

‖h0(ε)‖σ0,s = ‖T (0)
ε (h0(ε))‖σ0 ,s ≤ 2εR′.

Using that h0(ε) is solution of (3.17) we obtain for the derivative ‖∂εh0(ε)‖σ0,s ≤ 3R′.

Suppose now that we already defined a solution wn ∈W (n) of the equation (3.12) satisfying the
properties of Proposition 3.6. We want to define a solution wn+1 = wn +hn+1, with hn+1 ∈W (n+1)

of
Lω(wn + hn+1) − εPn+1ΠW (Γ(wn + hn+1)) = 0. (3.18)

Since by induction wn(ε) ∈W (n) solves (3.12) for any ε ∈ Gn we have

Lω(wn + h) − εPn+1ΠWΓ(wn + h) = Lωh+ εPnΠWΓ(wn) − εPn+1ΠWΓ(wn + h)

= Lωh− εPn+1ΠW (Γ(wn + h) − Γ(wn)) − ε(Pn+1 − Pn)ΠWΓ(wn)

= Lωh− εPn+1ΠWDwΓ(wn)[h]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Ln+1(ε,wn)[h]

−εRn(h) − εrn,

where
Rn(h) := Pn+1ΠW (Γ(wn + h) − Γ(wn) −DwΓ(wn)[h]) , (3.19)

rn := Pn+1P
⊥
n ΠWΓ(wn). (3.20)

Thus, solving (3.18) is equivalent to find a solution of

Ln+1(ε, wn)[h] = ε(rn + Rn(h)), h ∈W (n+1). (3.21)

Lemma 3.8. There exists ε0 := ε0(γ, τ, σ̄, s) > 0 small enough such that for any ε ∈ Gn+1 defined
in (3.13), the operator Ln+1(ε, wn) is invertible on W (n+1) and (3.11) holds at the n+ 1 step.

Proof. It is sufficient to prove

‖wn‖σn+1,s+β ≤ ε

γ
K(τ), where β :=

2τ(τ − 1)

2 − τ
. (3.22)

Indeed, by (3.22), taking ε0γ
−1K(τ) < ρ, the Lemma follows applying Proposition 3.5.

We introduce the following loss in analiticity-gain in Sobolev estimate

‖u‖σ−α,s+β ≤ max

{

1, exp(−β)

(
β

α

)β
}

‖u‖σ,s, ∀α, β ≥ 0 (3.23)

which follows from

sup
x≥0

exp(−αx)〈x〉β ≤ max

{

1, exp(−β)

(
β

α

)β
}

, ∀α, β ≥ 0.
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We expand wn =
n∑

i=0
hi, and using (3.23) on each hi with σ = σi, α = σi − σn+1, β = 2τ(τ−1)

2−τ
we

obtain

‖hi‖σn+1,s+β ≤ max

{

1, exp(−β)

(
β

σi − σn+1

)β
}

‖hi‖σi,s ,

and, using (3.15),

‖wn‖σn+1,s ≤
n∑

i=0

ε

γ
exp(−χi) max

{

1, exp(−β)

(
β(1 + i2)

θ

)β
}

≤ K(τ)
ε

γ
.

The lemma is proved.

We can now solve Equation (3.21) by contraction.

Lemma 3.9 (Contraction). There exist L0 := L0(γ, τ, σ̄, s) > 0, ε0 := ε0(γ, τ, σ̄, s) > 0 such that
for any ε ∈ Gn+1 defined in (3.13), there exists a unique solution hn+1(ε) ∈ W (n+1) of (3.21)
satisfying ‖hn+1‖σn+1,s ≤ ε

γ
exp

(
−χn+1

)
. It follows that wn+1 := wn + hn+1 is solution of (3.12)

at the n+ 1 step.

Proof. Remembering the definitions (3.19), (3.20) we are going to prove that the map

T (n+1)
ε (h) := εLn+1(ε, wn)−1(rn + Rn(h))

is a contraction on the set

Dn+1 :=
{

h ∈W (n+1) : ‖h‖σn+1,s ≤ ρn+1

}

, ρn+1 :=
ε

γ
exp(−χn+1).

Step 1: T (n+1)
ε (ε, ·) maps the disk Dn+1 into itself.

By (3.7) and the smoothing estimates (3.8), we have

‖rn‖σn+1,s ≤ exp(−Ln(σn − σn+1))‖Pn+1ΠWΓ(wn)‖σn,s ≤ exp(−Lnγn)R′. (3.24)

In order give a bound of the term Rn(h) we write it in integral Taylor remainder form:

Rn(h) = Pn+1ΠWZ(h)[h, h], Z(h) :=

1∫

0

t

1∫

0

D2Γ(wn + sth)dsdt. (3.25)

Then one has ‖Rn(h)‖σn,s ≤ sup
t∈[0,1]

‖D2Γ(wn + th)‖σn+1,s‖h‖2σn+1,s
and by (3.7) we obtain

‖Rn(h)‖σn+1,s ≤ R′‖h‖2σn+1,s
. (3.26)

For any ε ∈ Gn+1 it follows by Lemma 3.8, (3.24), (3.26) for all h ∈ Dn+1

∥
∥
∥T (n+1)

ε (h)
∥
∥
∥
σn+1,s

≤ Kε

γ
(Ln+1)

τ−1
(
‖rn‖σn+1,s + ‖Rn(h)‖σn+1 ,s

)

≤ ε
C ′

γ
Lτ−1
n+1(exp(−Lnγn) + ρ2n+1).

Since ρn+1 = ε
γ

exp(−χn+1) one has:
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• εC
′

γ
Lτ−1
n+1 exp(−Lnγn) = εC

′

γ
Lτ−1
0 2(n+1)(τ−1) exp

(

−L0θ
2n+1

1+n2

)

≤ ρn+1

2 , in fact this holds if and

only if Lτ−1
0 exp

(

−L0θ
2n+1

1+n2

)

≤ C ′−12−(n+1)(τ−1) exp(−χn+1), ∀n ∈ N.

The left hand side is way smaller for large n since 2n

1+n2 ≫ χn+1, and so if L0 is chosen large
enough the inequality holds ∀n ∈ N.

• C ′ ε
γ
(2n+1L0)

τ−1ρ2n+1 ≤ ρn+1

2 , in fact by simplifying one has the equivalent condition

ε2

γ2
≤ inf

n∈N
exp(χn+1)

21+(n+1)(τ−1)C ′Lτ−1
0

which is clearly satisfied if ε0γ
−1 is small enough since the right hand side goes to ∞ as n→ ∞.

Step 2: T (n+1)
ε is a contraction on the disk Dn+1. By (3.25) we have

Rn(h)−Rn(h′) = Z(h)[h, h]−Z(h′)[h′, h′] = V (h)[h, h−h′]+Z(h)[h−h′, h′]+(Z(h)−Z(h′))[h′, h′].

Now the terms Z(h), Z(h′) are bounded by ‖D2Γ‖, while Z(h)−Z(h′) is bounded by ‖D3Γ‖‖h−h′‖,
thus by (3.7) we have for all h ∈ Dn+1

‖Rn(h) −Rn(h′)‖σn+1,s ≤ 2R′(‖h‖σn+1,s + ‖h′‖σn+1,s)‖h − h′‖σn+1,s. (3.27)

Hence, we obtain by (3.11), (3.27):

∥
∥
∥T (n+1)

ε (h) − T (n+1)
ε (h′)

∥
∥
∥
σn+1,s

=
∥
∥εLn+1(ε, wn)(Rn(h) −Rn(h′))

∥
∥
σn+1,s

≤ ε
C

γ
(Ln+1)

τ−1C ′(‖h‖σn+1,s + ‖h′‖σn+1,s)‖h− h′‖σn+1,s

≤ C ′′ ε
2

γ2
(Ln+1)

τ−1 exp(−χn+1)‖h− h′‖σn+1,s.

It follows that for
ε20
γ2 ≤ inf

n∈N
exp(χn+1)

C′′21+(n+1)(τ−1)Lτ−1
0

one has that Tn+1(ε, ·) is a contraction.

In the next Lemma we show that for L0 big enough and ε0 small enough, both depending on
γ, estimates (3.15) hold for a constant C̄ not depending on γ.

Lemma 3.10 (Estimate of ∂εhn+1(ε)). There exists L0 := L0(γ, τ, σ, s) > 0, ε0 := ε0(γ, τ, σ, s) > 0
such that the function ∂εhn+1(ε) in Lemma 3.9 satisfies (3.15) at the n+ 1 step. As a consequence

the function wn+1 =
n+1∑

i=0
hi(ε) satisfies (3.14) at n+ 1 step.

Proof. The function hn+1 is the unique solution in Dn+1 of Un+1(ε, hn+1) = 0, where

Un+1(ε, h) := Lω(wn + h) − εPn+1ΠWΓ(wn + h). (3.28)

By differentiating (3.28) we have DhUn+1(ε, hn+1) = Lω−εPn+1ΠWDwΓ(wn+hn+1) = Ln+1(ε, wn+1).
By Lemma 3.8 if ε ∈ Gn+1, then Ln+1(ε, wn) is invertible and (3.11) holds.
Moreover Ln+1(ε, wn+1) − Ln+1(ε, wn) = εPn+1ΠW (DwΓ(wn+1) −DwΓ(wn)), hence by (3.7):

‖Ln+1(ε, wn+1)hn+1 − Ln+1(ε, wn)hn+1‖σn+1,s
≤ εR′‖hn+1‖σn+1,s ≤ R′ε2γ−1 exp(−χn+1). (3.29)
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We rewrite DhUn+1(ε, hn+1) = Ln+1(ε, wn+1) in the following way:

Ln+1(ε, wn+1) = Ln+1(ε, wn) + Ln+1(ε, wn+1) − Ln+1(ε, wn)

= Ln+1(ε, wn)
(
1 + Ln+1(ε, wn)−1 (Ln+1(ε, wn+1) − Ln+1(ε, wn))

)
.

Using (3.11), (3.29), we obtain:

∥
∥Ln+1(ε, wn)−1 (Ln+1(ε, wn+1) − Ln+1(ε, wn))

∥
∥
B(Xσn+1,s)

≤ KR′ε2γ−2(Ln+1)
τ−1 exp(−χn+1).

Thus, under the smallness assumption ε0γ
−1 ≤

[

(KR′)−1L−τ+1
0 inf

n∈N
2−1−(n+1)(τ−1) exp(χn+1)

] 1
2

,

we can invert (1 + Ln+1(ε, wn)−1 (Ln+1(ε, wn+1) − Ln+1(ε, wn))) by Neumann Series, obtaining
that DhUn+1(ε, hn+1) is invertible, and again by (3.11) its inverse satisfies

∥
∥DhUn+1(ε, hn+1)−1h

∥
∥
σn+1,s

≤ 2K

γ
(Ln+1)

τ−1‖h‖σn+1,s, ∀h ∈W (n+1), ∀ε ∈ Gn+1. (3.30)

This proves that hn+1 ∈ C1(Gn+1,W
(n+1)), since it is the implicit function defined by Un+1(ε, hn+1) =

0 which has invertible differential in h by (3.30). Now we estimate ∂εUn+1(ε, h), in order to do that
we write Un+1(ε, h) in the following way (using Lωwn = εPnΠWΓ(wn)):

Un+1(ε, h) = Lωh− εPn+1ΠW (Γ(wn + h) − Γ(wn)) + εP⊥
n Pn+1ΠWΓ(wn),

and by computing its derivatives (remember that ω2 = 1 + ε) we obtain

∂εUn+1(ε, h) = −∂tth− Pn+1ΠW (Γ(wn + h) − Γ(wn)) + P⊥
n Pn+1ΠWΓ(wn)

+ ε
(

−Pn+1ΠW (∂wΓ(wn + h) − ∂wΓ(wn)) ∂εwn + P⊥
n Pn+1ΠW∂wΓ(wn)∂εwn

)

.

Using (3.7), (3.8) one estimates each of these terms

‖∂εUn+1(ε, hn+1)‖σn+1,s ≤ R′ (1 + ε‖∂εwn(ε))‖σn ,s) (exp(−Lnγn) + ρn+1) + L2
n+1ρn+1. (3.31)

It follows by the Implicit function theorem and estimates (3.30), (3.31) that

‖∂εhn+1‖σn+1,s ≤
2K

γ
Lτ+1
n+1ρn+1 +

2KR′Lτ−1
n+1

γ
(1 + ε‖∂εwn(ε))‖σn,s) (exp(−Lnγn) + ρn+1) . (3.32)

It follows that for L0(γ, τ, σ̄, s) big enough and ε0(γ, τ, σ̄, s) small enough, given χ̄ ∈ ]0, χ[, ∃C̄ =
C̄(τ, σ̄, s, χ̄) large enough such that ‖∂εhn+1‖σn+1,s ≤ C̄ exp(−χ̄n+1),∀n ∈ N. Indeed by (3.32) it is
sufficient to choose C̄ which satisfies the following inequalities:

•
2K
γ
Lτ+1
n+1ρn+1 ≤ 1

3C̄ exp(−χ̄n+1).

We take C̄ ≥ εγ−26K ′ max
n∈N

Lτ+1
n+1 exp

(
−χn+1 + χ̄n+1

)
, which can be done since the right hand

side goes to 0 as n→ ∞.

•
4KR′

γ
Lτ−1
n+1

(
1 + 3εC̄

)
ρn+1 ≤ 1

3 C̄ exp(−χ̄n+1).

We take 1
3ε0

≥ C̄ ≥ 24KR′

γ
εγ−1 max

n∈N
Lτ−1
n+1 exp(−χn+1 + χ̄n+1).

The r.h.s goes to 0 as n→ ∞, hence there exists a constant C̄ which is upper bound ∀n ∈ N.
Then for ε0 small enough both inequalities are satisfied and compatible.
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•
4KR′

γ
Lτ−1
n+1

(
1 + 3εC̄

)
exp(−Lnγn) ≤ 1

3C̄ exp(−χ̄n+1).

As we did before, we take 1
3ε0

≥ C̄ ≥ 24KR′

γ
max
n∈N

Lτ−1
n+1 exp

(

− θL02n

1+n2 + χ̄n+1
)

. Since the max

exists finite, we can pick such a C̄ > 0.

By taking a constant C̄ for which the previous conditions hold, we obtain that
‖∂εhn+1(ε)‖σn+1,s ≤ C̄ exp(−χ̄n+1), ∀n ∈ N, and so (3.15) is proved.

As a consequence ‖wn+1(ε)‖σn+1,s ≤
n+1∑

i=0

ε
γ

exp(−χi) ≤ K1
ε
γ
, with K1 =

∞∑

i=0
exp(−χi), and

‖∂εwn+1(ε)‖σn+1,s ≤
n+1∑

i=0
‖∂εhi(ε)‖σi,s ≤ C̄

∞∑

i=0
exp(−χ̄i) =: K ′

1.

We now extend the functions wn(ε), which are defined for ε ∈ Gn, to the whole set ε ∈ [0, ε0].

Lemma 3.11 (Whitney C1-Extension). For any i ∈ N there exists h̃i ∈ C1([0, ε0],W (i) ∩ Xσi,s)

satisfying ‖h̃i‖σi,s ≤ Kε
γ

exp(−χ̃i), for some χ̃ ∈]1, χ̄[, and such that w̃n :=
n∑

i=0
h̃i ∈ C1([0, ε0],W (n)∩

Xσn,s) satisfies items 1, 2 of Proposition 3.6.

Proof. Let φ : R → R be a smooth cutoff such that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1, suppφ ⊆] − 1, 1[,
∫

R

φ(ε)dε = 1.

Let us take ν > 0 and define the rescaled function φi(ε) :=
L3
i

ν
φ
(
L3
i

ν
ε
)

, so that suppφi ⊆
]

− ν
L3
i

, ν
L3
i

[

and
∫

R

φi(ε)dε = 1.

Now let ψi(ε) := φi ∗ χG̃i
(ε) =

∫

R

φi(ε− η)χG̃i
(η)dη.

One has 0 ≤ ψi ≤ 1, suppψi ⊆ suppφi + G̃i ⊂⊂ int(Gi), moreover ψi ∈ C∞, and

|∂εψi| ≤ C
L3
i

ν
, where C = ‖∂εφ‖L1 since

∂εψi(ε) = (∂εφi) ∗ χG̃i
(ε) =

(
L3
i

ν

)2 ∫

R

(∂εφ)

(
L3
i

ν
(ε− η)

)

χG̃i
(η)dη. (3.33)

Now we can define

w̃0(ε) := w0(ε), w̃i+1 := w̃i + h̃i+1 ∈W (i+1), with h̃i+1 := χGi+1(ε)ψi+1(ε)hi+1.

We have h̃i+1 ∈ C1
(
[0, ε0],W (i+1)

)
since hi is differentiable on Gi, and suppψi ⊂⊂ int(Gi), further-

more ‖h̃i(ε)‖σi,s ≤ ‖ψi‖L∞[0,ε0]‖hi(ε)‖σi,s ≤ C̄εγ−1 exp(−χ̃i) by (3.15). It follows that:

‖w̃n‖σn,s ≤
n∑

i=0

‖h̃i‖σi,s ≤ K2γ
−1ε.

Then, by chain rule, by (3.33) and (3.15), ‖∂εh̃i‖σi,s ≤ K̃2ν
−1 exp(−χ̃i), for some χ̃ ∈]1, χ̄[. It

follows ‖∂εw̃n(ε)‖σn,s ≤ K2ν
−1, ∀n ∈ N, ∀ε ∈ [0, ε0].

With this we completed the proof of each point of Proposition 3.6. Now we prove Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.12 (Existence and estimates of w̃(ε)). The function w̃(ε) :=
∑

i∈N
h̃i(ε) = lim

n→∞
w̃n(ε),

where h̃i(ε) were defined in Lemma 3.11, satisfies the first estimate of (3.4). Furthermore

‖w̃(ε) − w̃n(ε)‖σ∞,s ≤ K̂
ε

γ
exp(−χ̃n). (3.34)
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Proof. By Lemma 3.11 we have ‖w̃(ε)‖σ∞ ,s ≤
∞∑

i=0
‖h̃i(ε)‖σi,s ≤ K2

ε
γ

so w̃(ε) ∈ X σ̄
2
,s, and we also

have ‖∂εw̃(ε)‖σ∞ ,s ≤
∞∑

i=0
‖∂εh̃i(ε)‖σi,s ≤ K2ν

−1, which proves (3.4) since σ∞ > σ̄
2 , and similarly

(3.34) follows.

Now, in order to complete the proof of Theorem 3.1 we introduce the following sets:

Bn :=

{

ε ∈ [0, ε0] :

∣
∣
∣
∣
ω(ε)ℓ− ωj − ε

M(w̃(ε))

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ 2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
,

|ω(ε)ℓ − ωj| ≥
2γ

(ℓ+ ωj)τ
; ∀ℓ, j ∈ N :

1

3ε
≤ ℓ ≤ Ln, ωj ≤ 2Ln, ℓ 6= ωj

}

.

(3.35)

We remark that the set B∞ defined in (3.5) is the limit set of these sets Bn, namely B∞ :=
⋂

n∈N
Bn.

We also remark that these sets depend only on the limit function w̃(ε), while the sets Gn, G̃n,
respectively defined in (3.13),(3.16) depend on the n-th iterated wn(ε). For this reason the sets Bn

are much easier to handle if we want to give a measure estimate. Next we show that ∀n ∈ N, Bn ⊆
G̃n, and that B∞ has actually positive measure.

Lemma 3.13. There exist ν0 := ν0(τ, σ̄, s) > 0 and ε0 := ε0(γ, τ, σ̄, s) > 0 such that for 0 < ε < ε0
and 0 < νγ−1 < ν0 then Bn ⊂ G̃n, ∀n ∈ N.

Proof. First of all, by definition B0 ⊂ G̃0 = [0, ε0], now assume as induction hypothesis that
Bn ⊂ G̃n, our aim is to prove that Bn+1 ⊂ G̃n+1. In order to prove that, it is sufficient to show that
∀ε ∈ Bn+1, the ball

Dν,n+1(ε) :=
{

ε′ ∈ [0, ε0] : |ε− ε′| < 2ν
L3
n+1

}

satisfies the inclusion Dν,n+1(ε) ⊂ Gn+1.

We have by induction assumption that Bn+1 ⊆ Bn ⊂ G̃n, and since Ln+1 > Ln then the ball
Dν,n+1(ε) ⊂ Dν,n(ε) ⊂ Gn, since ε ∈ G̃n.
Now consider ε′ ∈ Dν,n+1(ε), since ε ∈ G̃n we have w̃n(ε) = wn(ε), then by (3.14) and (3.34) we
obtain:

‖wn(ε′) − w̃(ε)‖σ∞ ,s ≤ K̃

(
ν

L3
n

+
ε

γ
exp(−χ̄n)

)

. (3.36)

Then, letting ω =
√

1 + ε, ω′ =
√

1 + ε′ and using the definiton of Bn in (3.35) and the estimates
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(3.36) we obtain:
∣
∣
∣
∣
ω′ℓ− ωj − ε′

M(wn(ε′))
2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≥
∣
∣
∣
∣
ωℓ− ωj − ε′

M(w̃(ε))

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
− |(ω − ω′)ℓ| − ε′

2ωj
|M(wn(ε′)) −M(w(ε))|

≥ 2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
− 1

2
|ε− ε′||ℓ| − C̃ε′

ωj

(
‖wn(ε′) − w(ε)‖σ∞ ,s

)

≥ 2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
− C̄

(
ν

L3
n

(

|ℓ| +
ε′

ωj

)

+
ε′2

γωj
exp(−χ̄n)

)

≥ 2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
− C̄γ

(
νγ−1

L3
n

(

|ℓ| +
ε′γ−1

ωj

)

+
(ε′γ−1)2

ωj
exp(−χ̄n)

)

≥ 2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
− C̄

γ

L2
n

(
2νγ−1 + (ε′γ−1)2L2

n exp(−χ̄n)
)

≥ 2γ

(ℓ+ ωj)τ
− 9C̄

γ

(ℓ+ ωj)2
(
2νγ−1 + (ε′γ−1)2L2

n exp(−χ̄n)
)

≥ 2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
− γ

(ℓ + ωj)2
>

γ

(ℓ+ ωj)τ
.

Where we used that the conditions ℓ ≤ Ln+1, ωj ≤ 2Ln+1 imply − 1
L2
n
≥ − 9

(ℓ+ωj)2
for the second

last passage, and then we used τ < 2 and the smallness assumptions νγ−1 ≤ (36C̄)−1, ε0γ
−1 ≤

(

1
18C̄

min
n∈N

exp(χ̄n)L−2
n

) 1
2

for the last passage.

In the same way one proves the second condition |ω′ℓ− ωj | > γ
(ℓ+ωj)τ

.

This completes the proof that Bn+1 ⊂ G̃n+1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Since Bn ⊂ G̃n, ∀n ∈ N, then if ε ∈
∞⋂

n=0
Bn we have that ∀n ∈ N, w̃n(ε) =

wn(ε) is solution of (3.18), and so the following identity holds:

wn(ε) = εL−1
ω PnΠWΓ(wn(ε)) = εL−1

ω ΠWΓ(wn(ε)) − εL−1
ω P⊥

n ΠWΓ(wn(ε)). (3.37)

Then one has:

‖εL−1
ω P⊥

n ΠWΓ(wn(ε))‖ σ̄
2
,s ≤ C

ε

γ
(Ln)τ−1‖P⊥

n ΠWΓ(wn(ε))‖ σ̄
2
,s

(3.6)

≤ C
ε

γ
(L02

n)τ−1 exp
(( σ̄

2
− σn

)

L02
n
)

‖Γ(wn(ε))‖σn,s ≤ C ′ ε
γ

(L02n)τ−1 exp

(

− θL02
n

1 + n2

)

n→∞−→ 0.

The left hand side of (3.37) does converge to w̃(ε) in X σ̄
2
,s by (3.34). Moreover L−1

ω ΠWΓ(wn(ε))

does converge to L−1
ω ΠWΓ(w̃(ε)) in X σ̄

2
,s since L−1

ω is bounded from Xσ∞,s to X σ̄
2
,s. It follows:

εL−1
ω ΠWΓ(w̃(ε)) = lim

n→∞
εL−1

ω ΠWΓ(wn(ε)) = lim
n→∞

wn(ε) = w̃(ε).

Moreover by Lemmas we have that w̃ satisfies the second estimates of (3.4) since by Lemma
3.12 ‖∂εw̃(ε)‖ σ̄

2
,s ≤ Kν−1 and by Lemma 3.13 ν can be chosen as ν = ν0

2 γ. It follows that

‖∂εw̃(ε)‖ σ̄
2
,s ≤ 2K

ν0
γ−1, and so for K2 ≥ 2K

ν0
we have estimates (3.4) and so we conclude the proof

of Theorem 3.1.

We now prove that the set B∞ has positive measure, in particular it has asymptotically full
measure at 0.
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Proposition 3.14. The set B∞ defined in (3.5) has asymptotically full measure at 0, namely it
satisfies (1.9).

Proof. Let η ∈]0, ε0[, and let us estimate the measure of the complementary set

Bc
∞∩]0, η[=

{

ε ∈]0, η[ :

∣
∣
∣
∣
ω(ε)ℓ − ωj − ε

m(ε)

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
<

2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
∨ |ω(ε)ℓ− ωj| <

2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ
,

for some ℓ, j ∈ N, ℓ ≥ 1

3ε
, ℓ 6= ωj

}

where we denoted m(ε) := M(w̃(ε)), which is a C1 function. We can write then

Bc
∞∩]0, η[ ⊆

⋃

(ℓ,j)∈IR

Sℓ,j ∪Rℓ,j

Sℓ,j :=

{

ε ∈
]

1

3ℓ
, η

[

:

∣
∣
∣
∣
ω(ε)ℓ− ωj − ε

m(ε)

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
<

2γ

(ℓ + ωj)τ

}

,

Rℓ,j :=

{

ε ∈
]

1

3ℓ
, η

[

: |ω(ε)ℓ− ωj| <
2γ

(ℓ+ ωj)τ

}

,

IR :=
{

(ℓ, j) ∈ N× N : ℓ 6= ωj,
ωj

ℓ
∈ [1 − 4η, 1 + 4η]

}

.

We observe that the condition
ωj

ℓ
∈ [1− 4η, 1 + 4η], appearing on IR is not restrictive, namely if it

does not hold, then Sℓ,j = Rℓ,j = ∅. Indeed, if we assume
∣
∣ωj

ℓ
− 1
∣
∣ > 4η, then |ωj − ℓ| > 4ηℓ, and

it follows that

|ω(ε)ℓ − ωj| ≥ 4ηℓ− |ω(ε) − 1|ℓ ≥ 4ηℓ− 1

2
ηℓ =

7

2
ηℓ ≥ 7

6
∣
∣
∣
∣
ω(ε)ℓ− ωj − ε

m(ε)

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
> 4ηℓ− |ω(ε) − 1|ℓ− Cε ≥ 7

2
ηℓ− Cη ≥ 1.

Since γ ∈
]
0, 16
[
, it follows that the inequalities appearing in the definition of Sℓ,j and Rℓ,j cannot

be satisfied, hence they are empty.

We now prove

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

⋃

(ℓ,j)∈IR
Sℓ,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= o(η).

In order to estimate the measure of each Sℓ,j we prove that the C1 functions fℓ,j(ε) := ω(ε)ℓ−ωj −
εm(ε)

2ωj
satisfy

∂εfℓ,j(ε) =
ℓ

2
√

1 + ε
− m(ε) − ε∂εm(ε)

2ωj
≥ ℓ

4
. (3.38)

This follows because, since (ℓ, j) ∈ IR we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

m(ε)

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤
∣
∣
∣
∣

m(ε)

2ℓ

∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

(ℓ− ωj)m(ε)

2ℓωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 3

2
η|m(ε)| +

2η|m(ε)|
ωj

≤ Cη,

∣
∣
∣
∣
ε
∂εm(ε)

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ Cε

1

νωj
≤ C ′εγ−1 1

ωj
≤ C ′′η.

By (4.10) it follows that fℓ,j admits C1 inverse function with derivative bounded by 4
ℓ
, thus

|Sℓ,j| ≤
∫

{

|fℓ,j(ε)|< 2γ
(ℓ+ωj)

τ

}

dε =

∫

{

|x|≤ 2γ
(ℓ+ωj)

τ

}

df−1
ℓ,j (x)dx ≤ C

γ

ℓ(ℓ+ ωj)τ
≤ C

γ

ℓτ+1
.
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Now given ℓ ∈ N, we estimate the number of j ∈ N such that (ℓ, j) ∈ IR.
Using the definition we obtain that if (ℓ, j) ∈ IR, then j ∈]ℓ − 4ηℓ − 1, ℓ + 4ηℓ − 1[, hence
# {j ∈ N : (ℓ, j) ∈ IR} ≤ 8ηℓ. We can estimate now:

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

⋃

(ℓ,j)∈IR

Sℓ,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∑

(ℓ,j)∈IR

|Sℓ,j| ≤ C
∑

(ℓ,j)∈IR

γ

ℓτ+1
≤ C ′ ∑

ℓ> 1
3η

γηℓ

ℓτ+1
≤ C ′′ηγ

∑

ℓ> 1
3η

1

ℓ
τ+1
2

η
τ−1
2 ≤ cγη

τ+1
2 .

Hence we proved that it is o(η), since τ > 1.

With similar arguments we prove

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

⋃

(ℓ,j)∈IR
Rℓ,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= o(η), using fℓ,j(ε) = ω(ε)ℓ − ωj . This concludes

the proof since we have:

lim
η→0+

|B∞∩]0, η[ |
η

≥ lim
η→0+

η −
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

⋃

(ℓ,j)∈IR
Sℓ,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
−
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

⋃

(ℓ,j)∈IR
Rℓ,j

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

η
= lim

η→0+

η − o(η)

η
= 1.

Remark 3.15. Since the amplitude to frequency map ω(ε) =
√

1 + ε is smooth near 0 with
bounded derivative from below and above by some positive constants, then the set ω(B∞) has also
asymptotically full measure at 1.

We finally prove that the solutions of Theorem 1.3 are C∞ also in space.

Lemma 3.16. Let σ > 0, s > 1
2 , r >

3
2 and assume that u ∈ Xσ,s,r is a solution of

−ω2∂ttu−Au = u3. (3.39)

Then, for any 0 < σ̃ < σ, it results that u ∈ Xσ̃,s,r+2, in particular u is C∞ also in the variable x.

Proof. Since u is solution of (3.39) then Au = −ω(ε)2∂ttu− εu3. The algebra estimates (1.8) and
the boundedness of −∂tt : Xσ̃,r+2,s −→ Xσ̃,r,s imply that

‖u‖σ̃,s,r+2 ≤ 2‖u‖σ̃,s+2,r + εCs,r‖u‖3σ̃,s,r. (3.40)

Now the embedding Xσ,s,r →֒ Xσ̃,s+2,r is bounded, namely:

‖u‖σ̃,s+2,r ≤ C‖u‖σ,s,r,
(

C = max

{

1, sup
ρ≥0

exp(−ρ(σ − σ̃)〈ρ〉2
})

. (3.41)

Then, by applying (3.40) and (3.41) one has

‖u‖σ̃,s,r+2 ≤ 2C‖u‖σ,s,r + εCs,r‖u‖3σ,s,r <∞. (3.42)

Now one can iterate m ∈ N times this procedure by choosing any sequence σ = σ0 > σ1 > · · · >
σm > 0, obtaining u ∈ Xσm,s,r+2m. Since m is arbitrary (and so is the decreasing sequence) one
has that u ∈ Xσ̃,s,∞, ∀0 < σ̃ < σ, namely it is C∞ also in the space variable up to an arbitrary
small shrinking of the strip of analiticity in time, and so the thesis follows.
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4 Invertibility of Linearized Operator

The aim of this Section is to prove Proposition 3.5. Recalling (3.3) we write the operator Ln(ε, w)
in (3.10) as

Ln(ε, w) = Lωh− εPnΠW (b(t, x)h) − εPnΠW (b(t, x)∂wv(w)[h]), (4.1)

where we denoted b(t, x) := (∂uf)(w + v(w)) = 3(w + v(w))2.
The operator Lω acts diagonally in the time-Fourier basis {exp(iℓt)}ℓ∈Z, and it can be repre-

sented with the operator valued matrix Lω = diag(ω2ℓ2 −A)ℓ∈Z, where A is defined in (1.13).

Notation 4.1. In the following we will use the convention e−1 := 0. Given u ∈ H0
x we denote

〈u〉⊥ :=
{
ũ ∈ H0

x : 〈u, ũ〉H0
x

= 0
}
.

Recalling Definition 1.2 we can expand functions in time in the basis of cosines or exponentials.
For any h ∈W (n) we have

b(t, x)h(t, x) =
∑

ℓ1∈Z
exp(iℓ1t)bℓ1(x)

∑

|k|≤Ln

exp(ikt)hk(x) =
∑

ℓ∈Z, |k|≤Ln

exp(iℓt)bℓ−k(x)hk(x) .

We denote πℓ : Hr
x 7−→ Hr

x the H0
x-orthogonal projector on 〈e|ℓ|−1〉⊥. In view of Notation 4.1

π0 = 1H0
x

and it follows that

PnΠW (b h)(t, x) =
∑

|ℓ|,|k|≤Ln

exp(iℓt)πℓ(bℓ−k(x)hk(x)) .

Thus, the linear operator h 7→ PnΠW (b h) can be represented in time-Fourier basis by the operator
valued matrix (πℓ(bℓ−k · ))ℓ,k with indices |ℓ|, |k| ≤ Ln. In particular the diagonal entries (which

correspond to the values ℓ = k) are operators of the form πℓ(b0 · ), where b0(x) = 1
2π

∫ 2π
0 b(t, x)dt is

the average in time of b(t, x).
It is convenient to split Ln(ε, w) in (4.1) as

Ln(ε, w) = D − εM1 − εM2 , (4.2)

where

D := Lω − εPnΠn(b0(x)·) = diag




ω

2ℓ2 −A− επℓ(b0(x)·)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Dℓ






Ln

ℓ=−Ln

, (4.3)

and, denoting b̃(t, x) := b(t, x) − b0(x),

M1 := PnΠW (b̃(t, x)·) , M2 := PnΠW (b(t, x)∂wv(w)[·]) . (4.4)

The operators Dℓ in (4.3) act between Dℓ : H2
x∩〈e|ℓ|−1〉⊥ −→ H0

x∩〈e|ℓ|−1〉⊥, and satisfy D−ℓ = Dℓ,
for any ℓ ∈ Z. So we will consider in the following the case ℓ ∈ N.

The operator D is the main diagonal part of the operator Ln(ε, w). We shall prove that M1 is
the main off-diagonal part, and that M2 is a remainder term since it contains ∂wv(w) which gains
two derivatives with respect to w, see Proposition 2.1.
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4.1 Inversion of D

In this section we prove that for |ε| small enough, the operator D can be inverted. To this aim we
start by proving that each Dℓ can be diagonalized. We first observe that Dℓ is H0

x-selfadjoint and
〈eℓ−1〉⊥-invariant. We write Dℓ = ω2ℓ2 − Sℓ(ε) where

Sℓ(ε) := A+ επℓb0πℓ, (4.5)

and we introduce the bilinear forms

〈u1, u2〉i,ε := 〈Sℓ(ε)iu1, u2〉H0
x
, i = 1, 2 . (4.6)

Note that for ε = 0 we have 〈 · , · 〉i,0 = 〈 · , · 〉Hi
x
.

For |ε| ≤ 1
2‖b0‖∞ , the bilinear form 〈 · , · 〉1,ε is an inner product on H1

x ∩ 〈eℓ−1〉⊥, equivalent to

〈 · , · 〉H1
x
, because

(1 − ε‖b0‖∞)‖u‖2H1
x
≤ ‖u‖21,ε ≤ (1 + ε‖b0‖∞)‖u‖2H1

x
.

In the same way, for |ε| ≤ 1
4‖b0‖∞ , the bilinear form 〈 · , · 〉2,ε is an inner product on H2

x ∩ 〈eℓ−1〉⊥,

equivalent to 〈 · , · 〉H2
x
, because

(1 − 2ε‖b0‖∞ − ε2‖b0‖2∞)‖u‖2H2
x
≤ ‖u‖22,ε ≤ (1 + 2ε‖b0‖∞ + ε2‖b0‖2∞)‖u‖2H2

x
. (4.7)

In order to prove that Dℓ can be diagonalized we use the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.2 (Sobolev Embedding from the Sphere to the Circle). For any r ≥ 0 and δ > 0, the
embedding Hr+1+δ

x →֒ Hr(S1, dx) is compact. In particular there exists c(δ) > 0 such that

‖u‖Hr(S1,dx) ≤ c(δ)‖u‖Hr+1+δ
x

, ∀u ∈ Hr+1+δ
x . (4.8)

Proof. We write the eigenfunctions ej(x) in (1.7) as

ej(x) =
sin(ωjx)

sinx
=
eiωjx − e−iωjx

eix − e−ix
=
e−iωjx

e−ix

1 − ei2x·ωj

1 − e2ix
= e−ijx1 − (e2ix)ωj

1 − e2ix
.

Next, by the geometric identity
n∑

m=0
ym = 1−yn+1

1−y
, we obtain

ej(x) = e−ijx

j
∑

m=0

ei2mx =

j
∑

m=0

ei(2m−j)x .

It follows that ‖ej‖2Hr(S1,dx) = 2π
j∑

m=0
〈2m− j〉2r ≤ 2π

j∑

m=0
ω2r
j = 2πω2r+1

j = 2π‖ej‖2
Hr+1

2
x

.

Given r ≥ 0, δ > 0 and u =
∑

j∈N
ujej(x) ∈ Hr+1+δ

x we obtain

‖u‖Hr(S1,dx) ≤
∑

j∈N
|uj |‖ej‖Hr(S1,dx) ≤

√
2π
∑

j∈N
|uj |ω

r+ 1
2

j

≤
√

2π




∑

j∈N
|uj |2ω

2(r+ 1
2
+ 1

2
+δ)

j





1
2

·




∑

j∈N
ω−1−2δ
j





1
2

which proves (4.8) with c(δ) :=
√

2π

(

∑

j∈N
ω−1−2δ
j

) 1
2

.
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Lemma 4.3 (Matrix elements of multiplication). Let r ≥ 0, δ > 0 and let b0(x) be a function in
Hr+1+δ

x . Then, for any j, k ∈ N,

|〈b0ej , ek〉H0
x
| ≤ c(δ)‖b0‖Hr+1+δ

x

(
1

〈k − j〉r +
1

|ωk + ωj|r
)

.

In particular, when j = k

〈b0ej , ej〉H0
x

=
1

π

π∫

0

b0(x)dx + rj(b0), |rj(b0)| ≤ c(δ)
‖b0‖Hr+1+δ

x

(2ωj)r
. (4.9)

Proof. Using (1.6) and the explicit representation of the eigenfunction (1.7) we have

〈b0ej , ek〉H0
x

=
2

π

π∫

0

b0(x) sin(ωjx) sin(ωkx)dx.

Using the identity sin(ωjx) sin(ωkx) = 1
2 (cos(|k − j|x) − cos((ωj + ωk)x)), and the inequality

∣
∣〈b0, b1〉L2(S1,dx)

∣
∣ ≤ ‖b0‖Hr(S1)‖b1‖H−r(S1), with b1 = cos((ωj + ωk)x), cos(|k − j|x) we obtain

|〈b0ej , ek〉H0
x
| ≤ ‖b0‖Hr(S1,dx)

(
1

〈k − j〉r +
1

(ωj + ωk)r

)
(4.8)

≤ c(δ)‖b0‖Hr+1+δ
x

(
1

〈k − j〉r +
1

(ωj + ωk)r

)

.

In particular when j = k we have sin(ωjx)2 = 1
2 − cos(2ωjx)

2 and so (4.9) holds.

Definition 4.4. For any ℓ ∈ N, let define the Hilbert space

Fℓ := H2
x ∩ 〈eℓ−1〉⊥ (4.10)

endowed with the inner product 〈·, ·〉2,ε in (4.6).

Proposition 4.5 (Sturm-Liouville). There exists ε0 > 0 such that for any |ε| < ε0, there exist
eigencouples {(φℓ,j(ε), λℓ,j(ε))}j∈N,ωj 6=ℓ, diagonalizing the operator Sℓ(ε) defined in (4.5), and such
that {φℓ,j(ε)}j∈N,ωj 6=ℓ are Fℓ-orthonormal and H0

x-orthogonal. Furthermore, for any δ ∈]0, 1], there
exists a constant C := C(δ) such that the eigenvalues λℓ,j(ε) satisfy

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

λℓ,j(ε) − ω2
j − ε

1

π

π∫

0

b0(x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C
ε‖b0‖H2

x

ω1−δ
j

. (4.11)

Proof. The operator Sℓ(ε) is H0
x-selfadjoint, and can be written as Sℓ(ε) = A(1 + εA−1πℓb0πℓ).

Since ‖A−1φ‖H0
x
≤ ‖φ‖H0

x
∀φ ∈ H0

x, we can invert Sℓ(ε) for |ε| < 1
‖b0‖∞ , obtaining the convergent

Neumann series

Kℓ(ε) := Sℓ(ε)
−1 = (1 + εA−1πℓb0πℓ)

−1A−1 =
∞∑

p=0

(−εA−1πℓb0πℓ)
pA−1 . (4.12)

The operator Kℓ(ε) is H0
x-selfadjoint and compact, since A−1 is compact (its eigenvalues are ω−2

j ).

Thus, by standard spectral theory, the operator Sℓ(ε) can be diagonalized with H0
x-orthonormal

eigenfuncitons
{

φ̃ℓ,j(ε)
}

ωj 6=ℓ
with corresponding eigenvalues {λℓ,j(ε)}ωj 6=ℓ

.
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By rescaling φℓ,j(ε) := (λℓ,j(ε))
−1 φ̃ℓ,j(ε), we obtain a H0

x-orthogonal and 〈·, ·〉2,ε-orthonormal basis.
By classical spectral theory we also know that for |ε| small enough, the eigenvalues of Sℓ(ε) are
still simple since A has simple spectrum, moreover the eigenvalues λℓ,j(ε) and the eigenfunctions
φ̃ℓ,j(ε) are smooth in ε and the following formulas hold:

λℓ,j(ε) = 〈Sℓ(ε)φ̃ℓ,j(ε), φ̃ℓ,j(ε)〉H0
x
,

∂ελℓ,j(ε) = 〈πℓb0πℓφ̃ℓ,j(ε), φ̃ℓ,j(ε)〉H0
x
,

∂2ελℓ,j(ε) = 2〈πℓb0πℓφ̃ℓ,j(ε), ∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε)〉H0
x
.

(4.13)

Evaluating at ε = 0 we have ∂ελℓ,j(0) = 〈b0ej , ej〉H0
x

which we estimated in (4.9). Thus, since by
Taylor remainder formula we have

λℓ,j(ε) = ω2
j + ε(∂ελℓ,j)(0) +

ε∫

0

ν∫

0

(∂2ελℓ,j)(ν̃)dν̃dν, (4.14)

we are left to estimate the second derivative term in (4.14) in order to prove (4.11). According to
(4.13) we need to estimate ‖∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε)‖H0

x
in order to obtain a bound for ∂2ελℓ,j(ε).

We denote as Pε the H0
x-orthogonal projector on 〈φ̃ℓ,j(ε)〉⊥, and µℓ,j(ε) := λℓ,j(ε)

−1.
We differentiate the identity (Kℓ(ε) − µℓ,j(ε))φ̃ℓ,j(ε) = 0, where Kℓ(ε) is defined in (4.12), and we
obtain

(Kℓ(ε) − µℓ,j(ε))∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε) = −(∂εKℓ(ε) − ∂εµℓ,j(ε))φ̃ℓ,j(ε) . (4.15)

Then we apply the projector Pε, which commutes with Kℓ(ε)−µℓ,j(ε), to both sides of (4.15), and
using 〈∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε), φ̃ℓ,j(ε)〉H0

x
= 0 (which is equivalent to Pε∂εφ̃ℓ,j = ∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε)) and that Kℓ(ε)−µℓ,j(ε)

is invertible on Rg(Pε) we obtain

∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε) = −(Kℓ(ε) − µℓ,j(ε))
−1Pε(∂εKℓ)(ε)φ̃ℓ,j(ε) .

Since Kℓ(ε) = Sℓ(ε)
−1, we have that ∂εKℓ(ε) = −Kℓ(ε)∂εSℓ(ε)Kℓ(ε), and it follows

∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε) = µℓ,j(ε)(Kℓ(ε) − µℓ,j(ε))
−1PεKℓ(ε)πℓb0πℓφ̃ℓ,j(ε) = Tπℓb0πℓφ̃ℓ,j(ε), (4.16)

where we denoted T := µℓ,j(ε)(Kℓ(ε) − µℓ,j(ε))
−1PεKℓ(ε).

For any v :=
∑

k 6=j

v̂kφ̃ℓ,k(ε) we have

Tv =
∑

k 6=j

v̂k
λℓ,j(ε) − λℓ,k(ε)

φ̃ℓ,k(ε) .

Recalling (4.13), we see that |∂ελℓ,j(ε)| ≤ ‖b0‖∞, and so for ε ≤ 1
4‖b0‖∞ we have:

|λℓ,k(ε) − λℓ,j(ε)| ≥ |λℓ,k(0) − λℓ,j(0)| − |λℓ,k(ε) − λℓ,k(0)| − |λℓ,j(ε) − λℓ,j(0)|

≥ |ω2
k − ω2

j | − 2ε‖b0‖∞ ≥ 1

2
|ωk + ωj|, ∀k 6= j .

Hence we have ‖T‖B(H0
x)

≤ 2
ωj

, and by (4.16) we obtain

‖∂εφ̃ℓ,j(ε)‖H0
x
≤ ‖T (πℓb0πℓφ̃ℓ,j(ε))‖H0

x
≤ 2

ωj
‖b0‖∞ .
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Plugging this inequality into (4.13) we obtain

|∂2ελℓ,j(ε)| ≤
4‖b0‖2∞
ωj

. (4.17)

Finally, we plug (4.9) and (4.17) into (4.14) and we obtain
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

λℓ,j(ε) − ω2
j − ε

1

π

π∫

0

b0(x)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 4ε2
‖b0‖2∞
ωj

+ c(δ)ε
‖b0‖H2

x

ω1−δ
j

≤ 2c(δ)ε
‖b0‖H2

x

ω1−δ
j

,

which proves (4.11) with C := 2c(δ).

In order to prove invertibility of Dℓ we prove the following estimates of the small divisors.

Lemma 4.6. For any γ ∈
]
0, 16
[
, and τ ∈]1, 2[, there exists ε0 := ε0(γ, τ) > 0 small enough such

that, for any ε ∈ Gn(w) ⊆ [0, ε0] defined in (3.9), and ω as in (1.17) then

αℓ := min
j∈N

ωj 6=ℓ

|ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j(ε)| ≥
γ

20〈ℓ〉τ−1
, ∀ℓ ∈ Z . (4.18)

Proof. From (4.11) it follows that for any ℓ ∈ Z, |ℓ| 6= ωj,

|ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j(ε)| ≥
∣
∣ω2ℓ2 − ω2

j − εM(w)
∣
∣ − C(δ)

ε‖b0‖H2
x

ω1−δ
j

, (4.19)

where, according to (3.5), M(w) = 1
π

∫ π

0 b0(x)dx, and b0(x) = 1
2π

∫ 2π
0 3(w(t, x) + v(w)(t, x))2dt.

For ℓ = 0 we have α0 = min
j∈N

|λ0,j| = λ0,0(ε). Since λ0,0(0) = 1, then (4.18) holds for any ε small

enough by continuity. For ℓ 6= 0 we first note that, by simmetry of ω2ℓ2 and λℓ,j, we have αℓ = α−ℓ,
so we consider ℓ ≥ 1. We shall look at 2 different cases:

1st case: 0 < ℓ ≤ 1
3ε . Since |ω − 1| ≤ 2ε and ℓ 6= ωj , then we have:

|ωℓ− ωj | = |ℓ− ωj + (ω − 1)ℓ| ≥ |ℓ− ωj| − |ω − 1||ℓ| ≥ 1 − 2ε
1

3ε
=

1

3
.

It follows by (4.19) |ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j| ≥ 1
3 −O(ε) ≥ 1

4 ≥ γ
20|ℓ|τ−1 .

2nd case: ℓ > 1
3ε . Applying (4.19) for some δ ∈]0, 2 − τ ] we obtain

|ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j(ε)| ≥
∣
∣ω2ℓ2 − ω2

j − εM(w)
∣
∣ − C(δ)ε

‖b0‖H2
x

ω1−δ
j

=
∣
∣
∣ωℓ−

√

ω2
j + εM(w)

∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣ωℓ+

√

ω2
j + εM(w)

∣
∣
∣− C(δ)‖b0‖H2

x
εω−1+δ

j .

By Taylor
√

ω2
j + εM(w) = ωj

(

1 + εM(w)
2ω2

j

+O

(

ε2

ω4
j

))

, it follows:

|ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j(ε)| ≥ ωℓ ·
∣
∣
∣
∣
ωℓ− ωj − ε

M(w)

2ωj

∣
∣
∣
∣
− Ĉ(δ)

(

ε

ω1−δ
j

+
ε2ℓ

ω3
j

)

≥
︸︷︷︸

ε∈Gn(w)

ωℓγ

|ℓ+ ωj|τ
− Ĉ(δ)

(

ε

ω1−δ
j

+
ε2ℓ

ω3
j

)
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for some positive constant Ĉ(δ) > 0 which tends to +∞ as δ tends to 0. For any τ ∈]1, 2[ we take
δ ∈]0, 2 − τ ] so that τ − 1 ≤ 1 − δ.
Now, if |ωℓ − ωj| ≥ 1, then by (4.19) |ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j(ε)| ≥ ωj − Cε ≥ ωj

2 , and so the thesis holds.
Hence, we can suppose that αℓ is realized for some j = j(ℓ) such that |ωℓ− ωj| < 1, which implies
ωj ≤ ωℓ+ 1 ≤ 3ℓ and so ℓ+ ωj ≤ 4ℓ. It follows ωℓ · γ

|ℓ+ωj |τ ≥ ℓ · γ
(4ℓ)τ ≥ γ

16ℓτ−1 . On the other hand,

we also have ωℓ ≤ ωj + 1, so ℓ ≤ ωj + 1 ≤ 2ωj, hence ωj ≥ ℓ
2 , and so, provided εγ−1 ≪ Ĉ(δ)−1 we

have

Ĉ(δ)

(

ε

ω1−δ
j

+
ε2ℓ

ω3
j

)

≤ 4Ĉ(δ)
ε

ℓ1−δ
≤ γ

80ℓτ−1
.

It follows finally |ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j(ε)| ≥ γ
16ℓτ−1 − γ

80ℓτ−1 ≥ γ
20ℓτ−1 , which gives our statement.

We define |Dℓ|−
1
2 as the linear operator acting as |Dℓ|−

1
2φℓ,j(ε) = |ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j(ε)|−

1
2φℓ,j(ε),

where φℓ,j(ε) is the Fℓ-orthonormal basis defined in Proposition 4.5. We also define |D|− 1
2 :=

diag(|Dℓ|−
1
2 )ℓ∈Z.

Lemma 4.7 (Invertibility of D). For any ε ∈ Gn(w) ⊆ [0, ε0], with ε0 given in Lemma 4.6, the
operator Dℓ is invertible in Fℓ (defined in (4.10), and

‖|Dℓ|−
1
2h‖2,ε ≤

1√
αℓ

‖h‖2,ε , ∀h ∈ Fℓ . (4.20)

In addition the operator |D| 12 is invertible on W (n) for any n ∈ N and it satisfies

∥
∥
∥|D|− 1

2h
∥
∥
∥
σ,s

≤ 9√
γ
‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1

2
, ∀h ∈W (n). (4.21)

Proof. By Lemma 4.6 |ω2ℓ2 − λℓ,j| ≥ αℓ > 0, for any ℓ 6= ωj ∈ N and therefore each D−1
ℓ is

well-defined and (4.20) holds.
Moreover by (4.18), (4.20) and the equivalence of the norms ‖ · ‖H2

x
, ‖ · ‖2,ε in (4.7), we have that

for any h ∈W (n), |D|− 1
2h =

∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(iℓt)|Dℓ|−
1
2hℓ satisfies

∥
∥
∥|D|− 1

2h
∥
∥
∥

2

σ,s
=
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s
∥
∥
∥|Dℓ|−

1
2hℓ

∥
∥
∥

2

H2
x

≤
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s 4

αℓ

‖hℓ‖2H2
x

≤ 80
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s 〈ℓ〉
τ−1

γ
‖hℓ‖2H2

x
≤ 80γ−1‖h‖2

σ,s+ τ−1
2

.

This proves (4.21).

4.2 Invertibility of Ln

In the following we show how to recover the invertibility of Ln := Ln(ε, w) defined in (4.2) from the

invertibility of its main diagonal part D. It is convenient to factor out Ln(ε, w) by |D| 12 writing

Ln = |D| 12 (U − εR1 − εR2) |D| 12 ,

where, recalling (4.3),(4.4), the operators U , R1 and R2 are

U := sgn(D) :=
(
sgn(Dℓ))ℓ∈Z

)
, Ri := |D|− 1

2Mi|D|− 1
2 , i = 1, 2 . (4.22)
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Lemma 4.8 (Estimate of U). There exists ε0 > 0 small enough such that, for any |ε| ≤ ε0, the
operator U in (4.22) satisfies

‖Uh‖σ,s ≤ 4‖h‖σ,s , ∀h ∈W (n), ∀σ ≥ 0, ∀s > 1

2
. (4.23)

Proof. By definition ∀h ∈ W (n), sgn(D)h =
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(iℓt)sgn(Dℓ)hℓ. Moreover the norms ‖ · ‖2,ε

and ‖ · ‖H2
x

are equivalent for |ε| ≤ ε0 small enough by (4.7). It follows that

‖Uh‖2σ,s =
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s‖sgn(Dℓ)hℓ‖2H2
x

≤ 2
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s‖sgn(Dℓ)hℓ‖22,ε ≤ 4
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s‖hℓ‖2H2
x
≤ 4‖h‖2σ,s

proving the lemma.

Lemma 4.9 (Analysis of Small Divisors). Let σ ≥ 0, s > 1
2 , and let β := 2−τ

τ
∈]0, 1[. Then there

exist C̄ > 0 and ε0 := ε0(σ, s, γ, τ) > 0 small enough such that, for any ε ∈ Gn(w) ⊆ [0, ε0], the
following estimates hold

1

αℓαk

≤ C̄
|k − ℓ|2

τ−1
β

γ2ετ−1
, ∀ℓ, k ∈ Z, ℓ 6= k . (4.24)

Proof. First case: sites far away from the diagonal, namely |k − ℓ| ≥ 1
2 max{|k|, |ℓ|}β . By (4.18)

we have for ε ≤ 2
− 2

β

(αkαℓ)
−1 ≤ (20γ−1)2 max{|k|, |ℓ|}2(τ−1) ≤ (20γ−1)2(2|k − ℓ|)

2(τ−1)
β ≤ C1γ

−2ε−(τ−1)|k − ℓ|
2(τ−1)

β .

The other cases consist of sites close to the diagonal, namely when |k − ℓ| < 1
2 max{|k|, |ℓ|}β .

We point out that in the case of sites close to the diagonal sgn(k) = sgn(ℓ), in fact if we assume
sgn(k) 6= sgn(ℓ) then |k − ℓ| = |k| + |ℓ| > max{|k|, |ℓ|} > 1

2 max{|k|, |ℓ|}β , since β ∈]0, 1[. Moreover
by simmetry α−k = αk, so from now on we assume k, ℓ ≥ 0. We also point out that for sites which
are close to the diagonal k and ℓ have the same size, namely:

|k|
2

≤ |ℓ| ≤ 2|k|, and
|ℓ|
2

≤ |k| ≤ 2|ℓ| . (4.25)

In fact if k ≥ ℓ then |k− ℓ| ≤ |k|β
2 ≤ |k|

2 , hence we have |k| ≤ |k− ℓ|+ |ℓ| ≤ |ℓ|+ |k|
2 and so |k|

2 ≤ |ℓ|.
If ℓ ≥ k we obtain with the same considerations that |ℓ|

2 ≤ |k| ≤ |ℓ|.
Second case: |k − ℓ| ≤ max{k,ℓ}β

2 , k ≤ 1
3ε ∨ ℓ ≤ 1

3ε .

If k ≤ 1
3ε , then for ε small enough we have αk ≥ k+1

12 , in fact |ωk − ωj| ≥ |k − ωj| − |ω − 1||k| >
1 − 2ε 1

3ε ≥ 1
3 . Then |ω2k2 − ω2

j | ≥ k
3 and by (4.19) it follows

|ω2k2 − λk,j(ε)| ≥ |ω2k2 − ω2
j | −O(ε) ≥ k

3
− Cε ≥ k + 1

6
− 1

6
≥ k + 1

12
.

Now if also ℓ < 1
3ε , then (αkαℓ)

−1 ≤ 122

(k+1)(ℓ+1) ≤ 122, while if ℓ ≥ 1
3ε we use the bound given by

(4.18) and (4.25) obtaining (αkαℓ)
−1 ≤ 12

k+1
20|ℓ|τ−1

γ
≤ C2

γ
for some constant C2 > 0.

We are left to consider when |k − ℓ| ≤ max{ℓ,k}β
2 , k > 1

3ε , ℓ >
1
3ε . We define the integer numbers
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j := j(k) = arg min
j′∈N,

ωj′ 6=k

|ω2k2 − λk,j′(ε)|, and in the same way we define i := i(ℓ).

Third case: |k − ℓ| ≤ max{ℓ,k}β
2 , k > 1

3ε , ℓ >
1
3ε , k − ωj = ℓ− ωi.

|(ωk − ωj) − (ωℓ− ωi)| = |ω(k − ℓ) − (ωj − ωi)| = |ω − 1||k − ℓ| ≥ ε

2

⇒ |ωk − ωj| ≥
ε

4
∨ |ωℓ− ωi| ≥

ε

4
.

Assume |ωk−ωj| ≥ ε
4 , then |ω2k2−ω2

j | ≥ ε
4ωk ≥ 1

12 . It follows αk ≥ 1
24 since αk ≥ |ω2k2−ω2

j |−Cε.
Then, by (4.18) we obtain for some constants C3 > c > 0 that (αkαℓ)

−1 ≤ c ℓ
τ−1

γ
≤ C3

1
γετ−1 .

If |ωℓ − ωi| ≥ ε
4 we proceed as before with k, ℓ having inverted roles, obtaining the same bound.

Fourth case: |k − ℓ| ≤ max{k,ℓ}β
2 , k > 1

3ε , ℓ >
1
3ε , k − ωj 6= ℓ− ωi.

Using the condition ε ∈ Gn(w) and recalling ωj = j + 1, we obtain:

|(ωk − ωj) − (ωℓ− ωi)| = |ω(k − ℓ) − (j − i)| ≥ γ

|k − ℓ|τ ≥ 2τγ

max{k, ℓ}βτ =
2τγ

max{k, ℓ}2−τ
,

and so

|ωk − ωj | ≥
2τ−1γ

max{k, ℓ}2−τ
∨ |ωℓ− ωi| ≥

2τ−1γ

max{k, ℓ}2−τ
.

If the first one holds then for some c′, c′′ > 0 we have |ω2k2 − ω2
j | ≥ c′γ

k2−τ ωk ≥ c′′γkτ−1, and so

αk ≥ c′′

2 γk
τ−1. It follows by (4.18) that for C4 > 40c′′ we have (αkαℓ)

−1 ≤ 20c′′ 1
γkτ−1

ℓτ−1

γ
≤ C4

1
γ2 .

If the second one holds then the conclusion is the same by inverting the roles of k and ℓ.
In conclusion, the previous cases finally imply that

(αkαℓ)
−1 ≤ max






C1

|k − ℓ|
2(τ−1)

β

γ2ετ−1
,
C2

γ
,

C3

γετ−1
,
C4

γ2






≤ C̄

|k − ℓ|
2(τ−1)

β

γ2ετ−1

where C̄ := max{C1, C2, C3, C4}.

Lemma 4.10 (Estimate of R1). Assume ‖w‖
σ,s+ 2τ(τ−1)

2−τ

< ρ defined in (3.1). Then, for any

ε ∈ Gn(w), the operator R1 defined in (4.22) is bounded in Xσ,s+ τ−1
2
, in particular there exists

C̃ = C̃(σ, s) > 0 such that

‖R1h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

≤ C̄

γε
τ−1
2

‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2
, ∀h ∈W (n). (4.26)

Proof. Since ‖w‖
σ,s+ 2τ(τ−1)

2−τ
+2

< ρ, then v(w) ∈ X
σ,s+ 2τ(τ−1)

2−τ
+2

by Proposition 2.1. Moreover,

recalling b = 2(v + w(v))2, by algebra estimate (1.8) there exists R′ > 0 such that

‖b‖
σ,s+

2τ(τ−1)
2−τ

≤ R′. (4.27)

Now recalling (4.22), expanding h(t, x) =
∑

|k|≤Ln

exp(ikt)hk(x) ∈W (n), we have (cfr (4.4))

|D|− 1
2PnΠW (b̃|D|− 1

2h) =
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(iℓt)|Dℓ|−
1
2πℓ




∑

|k|≤Ln

bℓ−kδℓ 6=k|Dk|−
1
2hk



 .
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Thus we obtain

‖R1h‖2σ,s+ τ−1
2

=
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(2σ|ℓ|)〈ℓ〉2s+τ−1

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

|Dℓ|−
1
2πℓ

∑

|k|≤Ln

k 6=ℓ

bℓ−k|Dk|−
1
2hk

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

H2
x

. (4.28)

Let us denote B0 := 0, Bm := ‖bm‖H2
x
, if m ∈ Z \ {0}, then by (4.20),(4.24)

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

|Dℓ|−
1
2πℓ

∑

|k|≤Ln

k 6=ℓ

bℓ−k|Dk|−
1
2hk

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
H2

x

≤ 1√
αℓ

∑

|k|≤Ln

k 6=ℓ

Bℓ−k
1√
αk

‖hk‖H2
x

≤ C̄
∑

|k|≤Ln

k 6=ℓ

|k − ℓ|
τ−1
β

γε
τ−1
2

Bk−ℓ‖hk‖H2
x
≤ C̄γ−1ε−

τ−1
2 Sℓ where Sℓ :=

∑

|k|≤Ln

k 6=ℓ

|k − ℓ|
τ−1
β Bk−ℓ‖hk‖H2

x
.

Now let S̃(t) :=
∑

|ℓ|≤Ln

exp(iℓt)Sℓ, then by (4.28) we have

‖R1h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

≤ C̄γ−1ε−
τ−1
2 ‖S̃‖σ,s+ τ−1

2
. (4.29)

Writing S̃(t) = Pn(B · h), where B(t) =
∑

k∈Z\{0}
exp(ikt)|k|

τ−1
β Bk, and h(t) :=

∑

|k|≤Ln

exp(ikt)‖hk‖H2
x
,

using algebra estimates (1.8) we have (remember β = 2−τ
τ

):

‖S̃‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

≤ C(s)‖B‖σ,s+ τ−1
2
‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1

2

≤ C(s)‖b‖
σ,s+(τ−1)

(

1
2
+ 1

β

)‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

≤
︸︷︷︸

1
2
+ 1

β
≤ 2

β
,(4.27)

C(s)R′‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2
. (4.30)

By plugging (4.30) into (4.29), we obtain the thesis with C̃ = C(s)R′C̄.

Lemma 4.11 (Estimate of R2). Assume ‖w‖
σ,s+

2τ(τ−1)
2−τ

< ρ defined in (3.1). Then, for any

ε ∈ Gn(w), the operator R2 defined in (4.22) is bounded in Xσ,s+ τ−1
2
, in particular there exists

C̃ = C̃(σ, s) > 0 such that

‖R2h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

≤ C̃γ−1‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2
, ∀h ∈W (n) . (4.31)

Proof. Recalling τ ∈]1, 2[ and (4.4), (4.22), we have by algebra estimate (1.8), (4.21) and (4.27)

‖R2h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

≤ 9√
γ

∥
∥
∥PnΠW

(

b · ∂wv(w)
[

|D|− 1
2h
])∥
∥
∥
σ,s+τ−1

≤ C(s)
1√
γ
‖b‖σ,s+τ−1

∥
∥
∥∂wv(w)

[

|D|− 1
2h
]∥
∥
∥
σ,s+τ−1

≤ C(s)
R′
√
γ

∥
∥
∥∂wv(w)

[

|D|− 1
2h
]∥
∥
∥
σ,s+2

≤
︸︷︷︸

by Proposition 2.1

C(s)
RR′
√
γ

∥
∥
∥|D|− 1

2h
∥
∥
∥
σ,s

≤ C̃(σ, s)

γ
‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1

2
.

This proves (4.31).
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Proof of Proposition 3.5. In view of (4.22), U = U−1, in particular we can write U − εR1 − εR2 =
U(1 − εUR1 − εUR2). Now, U is invertible on Xσ,s+ τ−1

2
and satisfies (4.23) and we can invert

1 − εUR1 − εUR2 in Xσ,s+ τ−1
2

for ε < 1
2

(
γ

8C̃

)2
by Lemmata 4.10, 4.11 using Neumann series.

We deduce that U − εR1 − εR2 is invertible and ‖(U − εR1 − εR2)−1h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

≤ 8‖h‖σ,s+ τ−1
2

,

∀h ∈W (n). Recalling (4.21) and letting K = 8 · 92, we conclude that, for any h ∈W (n),

‖Ln(ε, w)−1h‖σ,s =
∥
∥
∥|D|− 1

2 (U − εR1 − εR2)−1|D|− 1
2h
∥
∥
∥
σ,s

≤ K

γ
‖h‖σ,s+τ−1 .

In particular ‖Ln(ε, w)−1h‖σ,s ≤ K
γ
Lτ−1
n ‖h‖σ,s for any h ∈W (n).
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[34] B. Grébert and E. Paturel. KAM for the Klein Gordon equation on S
d. Boll. Unione Mat. Ital., 9(2):237–288,

2016.

[35] G. Holzegel, J. Luk, J. Smulevici, and C. Warnick. Asymptotic properties of linear field equations in anti-de
sitter space. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 374(2):1125–1178, Nov. 2019.

[36] S.B. Kuksin. Hamiltonian perturbations of infinite-dimensional linear systems with imaginary spectrum(in rus-
sian). Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen., 21 (1987), no. 3, 22 - 37; Engkish translation in Functional Anal. and
Appl. 21 (1987), 192 - 205.

[37] B. V. Lidskii and E. I. Shulman. Periodic solutions of the equation utt − uxx + u
3 = 0. Funktsional. Anal. i

Prilozhen., 22(4):88–89, 1988.

[38] M. Maliborski and A. Rostworowski. Time-periodic solutions in an einstein AdS–massless-scalar-field system.
Physical Review Letters, 111(5), Aug. 2013.

[39] G. Moschidis. A proof of the instability of AdS for the Einstein-null dust system with an inner mirror. Anal.
PDE, 13(6):1671–1754, 2020.

[40] G. Moschidis. A proof of the instability of AdS for the Einstein-massless Vlasov system. Invent. Math., 231(2):
467–672, 2023.
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