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Abstract

By applying the Craig-Wayne-Bourgain (CWB) method, we establish the existence of
periodic response solutions to multi-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equations (NLS)
with unbounded perturbation.

1 Introduction

In the last 40 years, significant progress has been made in the KAM (Kolmogorov-Arnold-
Moser) theory for nonlinear Hamiltonian partial differential equations (PDEs). The first
existence results were established by Kuksin[Kuk87] and Wayne[Way90], who studied nonlin-
ear wave (NLW) and Schrödinger equations (NLS) in one spatial dimension under Dirichlet
boundary conditions. There are two main approaches: the classical KAM technique (e.g.,
[Kuk87], [Way90], [Kuk93], [P9̈6], [CY00], [EK10], [Yua21]) and the Craig-Wayne-Bourgain
(CWB) method (e.g., [CW93], [Bou94],[Bou95], [Bou98],[Bou05], [BP11], [BB13], [Wan16],
[BB20] ). There are too many works to list here in this field.

In the context of unbounded perturbations, where the nonlinearity involves derivatives,
KAM theory encounters greater challenges compared to the bounded case. The initial KAM
theorem for unbounded perturbations was pioneered by Kuksin[Kuk98][Kuk00], who studied
small denominator equations with large variable coefficients and developed applicable KAM
theorems to investigate the persistence of finite-gap solutions for the KdV equation. The
estimate concerning the small-denominator equation with large variable coefficients is now
called the Kuksin lemma[Kuk87]. Later, Liu and Yuan[LY10][LY11] extended the Kuksin
lemma to the limiting case and established the KAM theorem for quantum Duffing oscillators,
derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equations (DNLS) and and Benjamin-Ono equations. The
Italian school (e.g., [BBP13], [BBM14], [BBM16], [BBHM18]) has developed a novel approach
for addressing unbounded perturbations.

All existent approaches dealing with unbounded perturbations rely on classical KAM
techniques. As for the CWB method, it was only briefly mentioned by Bourgain in [Bou94],
where he suggested in the final remark that his analysis could be extended to unbounded
perturbations, such as the Hamiltonian “derivative” wave equation. However, no details
were provided, and there have been no further developments applying the CWB method for
unbounded perturbations until today. Moreover, all existing results for unbounded perturba-
tions are restricted to the case where the spatial dimension is equal to 1. To the best of our
knowledge, there are currently no established results for cases where the perturbations are un-
bounded and the spatial dimension is greater than one. In this paper, we take a step towards
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addressing this gap by employing the CWB method to study periodic response solutions of
multi-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equations with fractional derivative perturbations
(unbounded ones).

Consider the multi-dimensional nonlinear Schrödinger equations (NLS) with fractional
derivatives:

iut −∆u+ u+Dα(|u|2u) = εP (x, ωt) (1)

under periodic boundary conditions (i.e., x ∈ T
d). Here, P (x, θ) : Td × T → R is Gevrey

smooth. Furthermore, the fractional derivative Dα is defined as follows:
Let f ∈ L2(Td) be a smooth periodic function on the torus Td. We define

Dαf(x) =
∑

n∈Zd

〈n〉αf̂(n)ein·x, (2)

where f̂(n) is the n-th Fourier coefficient of f and 〈n〉 =
√ ∑

1≤j≤d

|nj|2 + 1.

Furthermore, we define the Gevrey norm of P as follows:

‖P‖c =
∑

n,k

|P̂ (n, k)|e2(|n|+|k|)c , (3)

where P̂ (n, k) refers to the Fourier coefficients of P and c is referred to the Gevrey index.
We assume ω ∈ [1, 2] is the parameter. Our aim is to prove that there is a 2π

ω -time periodic
solution to (1) for “ most ” ω ∈ [1, 2]. More precisely, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Assume α < 1
30(d(2d+2)d+2+2)

, P (x, θ) : Td × T → R is Gevrey smooth, c is

small enough and ‖P‖c < 1. Then, for ε > 0 small enough, there exists a set Iε ⊂ [1, 2] with

mes Iε → 0, as ε→ 0, (4)

such that for any ω ∈ [1, 2] \ Iε, there exists a Gevrey smooth function

u : Td × R → R, (5)

which solves (1) and is 2π
ω periodic in time. Moreover, we have

∑

n,k

|û(n, k)|e
1
2
(|n|+|k|)c < Cε1/4, (6)

where û(n, k) is the Fourier coefficient of u and C is a constant depending on d, α and c.

Remark 1. In this paper, the Gevrey index c is taken to be small enough for technical sim-
plicity. To extend the proof to arbitrary values of c ∈ (0, 1), a more refined coupling lemma
and more precise estimates of the Green’s function are required.

Remark 2. The nonlinearity |u|2u can be replaced by any ∂H
∂ū where H(u, ū) =

∑
aj,lu

jūl,
ajl = alj ∈ R, is real analytic. When H is a polynomial, the proof follows the same line as
described in this paper. When H is real analytic instead of polynomial, combining the scheme
in this paper and (1) of Section 14 in [Bou98] gives the proof.

Remark 3. The idea to handle the unbounded perturbation is to define non-singular sites to
be (n, k) which makes min

±
|D±,n,k| = min

±
| ± kω + |n|2 + 1| > N δ for some small δ, which is

different from the usual ones and allows us to handle the unbounded perturbation for (α < δ).
Only when δ is small, can the existing separation lemma for |n|2 handle it; thus, α in this
paper is small.
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We introduce some useful notations.
For any positive numbers a, b the notation a . b means Ca ≤ b for some constant C > 0.

By a≪ b we mean that the constant C is very large. The various constants can be defined by
the context in which they arise. Finally, Na− means Na−ǫ with some small ǫ > 0 (the precise
meaning of “small” can again be derived from the context).

2 Initial approximate solution

Choose and fix the various constants c, M , C1, C2, C3 such that

M > 100, 0 < c <
log 17

16

logM
, C1 = 20d, C2 > 2, C3 > C2 + 2. (7)

Replacing u by ε
1
3u, equation (1) becomes

iut −∆u+ u+ ε
2
3Dα(|u|2u) = ε

2
3P (x, ωt). (8)

To solve a periodic solution with frequency ω of (8) is equivalent to solve

i∂ωu−∆u+ u+ ε
2
3Dα(|u|2u) = ε

2
3P (x, θ), (9)

where ∂ωu = ω∂θ. Let

F (u) = i∂ωu−∆u+ u+ ε
2
3Dα(|u|2u)− ε

2
3P (x, θ).

Definition 2.1. For f ∈ L2(Td+1), we denote

ΓNf(x, θ) =
∑

|n|<N,|k|<N

f̂(n, k)ein·x+ikθ. (10)

Definition 2.2. We say u(x, θ) ∈ L2(Td+1) is an O(δ)-approximate solution to (9) if

‖F (u)‖ ≤ δ, (11)

where ‖·‖ denote the norm of L2(Td+1).

Lemma 2.3. Let j0 = ⌊
log log 1

ε
2 logM ⌋. There exists uj0(x, θ;ω) ∈ L2(Td+1) smoothly defined for

ω ∈ [1, 2] such that

(i) supp ûj0 ⊂ B(0,M j0).

(ii) ‖uj0‖ < ε
1
5 .

(iii) |ûj0(ξ)| < e−|ξ|c and |∂ûj0(ξ)| < 2e−|ξ|c, where ξ = (n, k) ∈ Z
d+1 and ∂ refers to the

derivative with respect to ω.

Furthermore, there exists a subset Λj0 ⊂ [1, 2] which is a union of disjoint intervals of size
exp(−jC3

0 ) such that

mes [1, 2] \ Λj0 . (log
1

ε
)−1 + e−j0−9.

For ω ∈ Λj0 , uj0 is an O(e−2(Mj0 )c)-approximate solution to (9), i.e., ‖F (uj0)‖ < e−2(Mj0 )c.
Moreover, for ω ∈ Λj0 , we also have

‖∂F (uj0)‖ < e−2(Mj0 )c .
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Proof. Partition [1, 2] into intervals {Iζ} of size 1
1−e−j0−9 exp(−j

C3
0 ). Let

Λj0

=
⋃

{(1 − e−j0−9)Iζ : ∃ ω′ ∈ Iζ such that | − kω′ + |n|2 + 1| ≥ (log
1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ ,

|n| < M j0 , |k| < M j0}.

Here, τ = d+ 1 and (1− e−j0−9)Iζ refers to (1− e−j0−9)-dilation of Iζ . For ω ∈ Λj0 , we have

| − kω + |n|2 + 1| > (log
1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ − exp(−

1

2
jC3
0 )

>
1

2
(log

1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ .

Thus, we have

[1, 2] \ Λj0 (12)

⊂ ∪
|n|<Mj0

|k|<Mj0

{ω ∈ [0, 1] : | − kω + |n|2 + 1| < (log
1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ} ∪ (∪

ζ
Iζ \ (1− e−j0−9)Iζ).

Denote

Rn,k = {ω ∈ [1, 2] : | − kω + |n|2 + 1| < (log
1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ}. (13)

Note that Rn,0 = ∅ and Rn,k = ∅ for |n| > 2|k|. Thus, we have

mes [1, 2] \ Λj0 <
∑

|k|<Mj0

k 6=0

∑

n≤2|k|

mes Rn,k + e−j0−9

.
∑

|k|<Mj0

k 6=0

(log
1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−d−1 · |k|d−1 + e−j0−9

. (log
1

ε
)−1 + e−j0−9.

For ω ∈ Λj0 , let

ûj0(n, k) =





ε
2
3 P̂ (n,k)

−kω+|n|2+1 , |k| < M j0 , |n| < M j0 ,

0, otherwise.

We have

|ûj0(n, k)| < ε
2
3
−e−

3
2
(|n|+|k|)c,

|∂ûj0(n, k)| < ε
2
3
−e−

3
2
(|n|+|k|)c.

By the definition of ûj0 and Plancherel’s Theorem, we have

‖F (uj0)‖

=‖i∂ωuj0 −∆uj0 + uj0 + ε
2
3Dα(|uj0 |

2uj0)− ε
2
3P (x, θ)‖

=‖ε
2
3Dα(|uj0 |

2uj0)− ε
2
3 (1− ΓMj0 )P‖

≤‖ε
2
3Dα(|uj0 |

2uj0)‖+ ‖ε
2
3 (1− ΓMj0 )P‖

≤ε+ ε
2
3 exp(−(2−)(M j0)c)

≤ exp(−2(M j0)c). (14)
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Moreover, we have

‖∂F (uj0)‖

=‖∂ε
2
3Dα(|uj0 |

2uj0)− ∂ε
2
3 (1− ΓMj0 )P‖

=‖∂ε
2
3Dα(|uj0 |

2uj0)‖

≤ε < exp(−2(M j0)c). (15)

By Whitney extension theorem, we can extend ûj0(n, k) to the whole parameter space [1, 2]
and we have

‖ûj0(n, k)‖C1([1,2]) < ε
2
3
−e−(|n|+|k|)c. (16)

This completes the proof.

3 The Newton iteration scheme

Assume that uj(x, θ;ω) ∈ L2(Td+1) (j ≥ j0) is defined smoothly for ω ∈ [1, 2]. Moreover,
assume that

(j-i) supp ûj ⊂ B(0,M j).

(j-ii) ‖uj‖ < (1 +
j∑

j′=j0

1
j′2

)ε1/5.

(j-iii) |ûj(ξ)| < (1+
j∑

j′=j0

1
j′2 )e

−|ξ|c and |∂ûj(ξ)| < 2(1+
j∑

j′=j0

1
j′2 )e

−|ξ|c , where ξ = (n, k) ∈ Z
d+1,

and ∂ refers to the derivative with respect to ω.

(j-iv) ‖F (uj)‖ < e−2(Mj )c and ‖∂F (uj)‖ < e−2(Mj)c are valid for ω restricted to a subset Λj

of ω-parameter set which, in particular, we assume to be a union of disjoint intervals of
size exp(−jC3).

Let u = uj + v, then we have

F (u) = i∂ωuj + i∂ωv −∆uj −∆v + uj + v + ε
2
3Dα

(
(uj + v)2(ūj + v̄)

)
− ε

2
3P

= F (uj) + i∂ωv −∆v + v + ε
2
3Dα(2uj ūjv + u2j v̄) + ε

2
3Dα(2ujvv̄ + ūjv

2 + v2v̄). (17)

Thus, we have the linearized equation

i∂ωv −∆v + v + ε
2
3Dα(2uj ūjv + u2j v̄) = −F (uj). (18)

The equation conjugate to (18) is

−i∂ω v̄ −∆v̄ + v̄ + ε
2
3Dα(ū2jv + 2uj ūj v̄) = −F (uj). (19)

Let

w =

(
v
v̄

)
, Qj =

(
−F (uj)
−F (uj)

)
.

Then, the homological equation is

(
i 0
0 −i

)
∂ωw −∆w + w + ε

2
3Dα

(
2uj ūj u2j
ū2j 2uj ūj

)
w = Qj. (20)
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Passing to Fourier coefficients, we get a lattice system of equations:

(D + ε
2
3ΛSj)ŵ = Q̂j, (21)

where

D =

(
−kω + |n|2 + 1 0

0 kω + |n|2 + 1

)
, (22)

Λ =

(
k · 0 + 〈n〉α 0

0 k · 0 + 〈n〉α

)
, (23)

and

Sj =

(
S2uj ūj Su2

j

Sū2
j

S2uj ūj

)
, (24)

where Sφ represents the Toeplitz operator corresponding to φ (i.e., Sφ((n, k), (n, k)) = φ̂(n−

n′, k − k′)). The index of the matrix Tj = D + ε
2
3ΛSj is (±, n, k) ∈ Z2 × Z

d+1. Denote
Tj,N = Tj ||n|,|k|<N .

Lemma 3.1. Let N = M j+1. Under assumptions (j-i), (j-ii), (j-iii), (j-iv). Assume that we
have confirmed

‖T−1
j,N‖ < 2 exp(logN)C2 := B(N), (25)

and
|T−1

j,N (ξ, ξ′)| < 2e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2 , (26)

for ω restricted to a subset Λ′
j ⊂ Λj , which we assume to be a union of disjoint intervals of size

1
1−e−j−10 exp(−(j +1)C3). Then there exist a subset Λj+1 ⊂ Λ′

j and a function uj+1(x, θ;ω) ∈

L2(Td+1) defined smoothly for ω ∈ [1, 2] such that

((j+1)-i) supp ûj+1 ⊂ B(0,M j+1).

((j+1)-ii) ‖uj+1‖ < (1 +
j+1∑
j′=j0

1
j′2

)ε1/5.

((j+1)-iii) |ûj+1(ξ)| < (1 +
j+1∑
j′=j0

1
j′2 )e

−|ξ|c and |∂ûj+1(ξ)| < 2(1 +
j+1∑
j′=j0

1
j′2 )e

−|ξ|c, where ξ = (n, k) ∈

Z
d+1, and ∂ refers to the derivative with respect to ω.

((j+1)-iv) ‖F (uj+1)‖ < e−2(Mj+1)c and ‖∂F (uj+1)‖ < e−2(Mj+1)c are valid for ω restricted to Λj+1

which is a union of disjoint intervals of size exp(−(j + 1)C3).

((j+1)-v) ‖∂β(uj+1 − uj)‖ < e−
11
8
(Mj+1)c, where β = 0, 1.

((j+1)-vi) mes (Λ′
j \ Λj+1) . e−j−10.

Proof. For simplicity, we omit the subscript j of Sj and Tj . By the definition of S and
assumptions, we have

|S((±, n, k), (±, n′, k′))| < e−(1−)(|n−n′|+|k−k′|)c , (27)

and
|∂S((±, n, k), (±, n′, k′))| < e−(1−)(|n−n′|+|k−k′|)c . (28)
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We omit the index ±. Thus, we have

|T (ξ, ξ′)| < ε2/3〈n〉αe−(1−)|ξ−ξ′|c , for ξ 6= ξ′, ξ = (n, k), (29)

and
|∂T (ξ, ξ′)| < ε2/3〈n〉αe−(1−)|ξ−ξ′|c , for ξ 6= ξ′, ξ = (n, k). (30)

Let ω ∈ Λ′
j . Since one has

∂T−1
N = −T−1

N (∂TN )T−1
N , (31)

it follows that

‖∂T−1
N ‖ ≤ ‖T−1

N ‖2‖∂TN‖

< B(N)2N < e3(logN)C2
. (32)

When |ξ − ξ′| > N3/4, we have

|(∂T−1
N )(ξ, ξ′)| ≤

∑

|ξ1|,|ξ2|<N

∣∣T−1
N (ξ, ξ1)

∣∣ |∂TN (ξ1, ξ2)|
∣∣T−1

N (ξ2, ξ
′)
∣∣

≤ N2(d+1)+3e5(logN)C2
e−

1
2
(|ξ−ξ′|−3N1/2)c

≤ e−( 1
2
−)|ξ−ξ′|c. (33)

Since Q̂j is expressed as a polynomial in ûj and ˆ̄uj , and given that supp ûj ⊂ B(0,M j), we
get

supp Q̂j ⊂ B(0, CM j) ⊂ B(0,
1

4
M j+1). (34)

Let

ŵj =

(
v̂j
ˆ̄vj

)
= T−1

N Q̂j , (35)

and
uj+1 = uj + vj.

It is straightforward that
supp v̂j ⊂ B(0,M j+1). (36)

By (35), we have

‖vj‖ ≤ ‖T−1
N ‖‖Qj‖

≤ exp(logN)C2e−2(Mj )c

< e−(2−)(Mj )c < e−
3
2
(Mj+1)c , (37)

provided that c <
log 4

3
logM . Moreover, we have

‖∂vj‖ ≤ ‖∂T−1
N ‖‖Qj‖+ ‖T−1

N ‖‖∂Qj‖

≤ e3(logN)C2
e−2(Mj)c + e(logN)C2

e−2(Mj )c

< e−(2−)(Mj )c < e−
3
2
(Mj+1)c . (38)

Thus, (36), (37) and (38) permit us to confirm ((j+1)-i), ((j+1)-ii), ((j+1)-iii), ((j+1)-v) for
uj+1 = uj + vj provided the ω-parameters are restricted to Λ′

j.
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By (17), we have
(
F (uj+1)

F (uj+1)

)
= ((T − TN )ŵj)

∨ + ε2/3
(
Dα(2ujvj v̄j + ūjv

2
j + v2j v̄j)

Dα(2ūjvj v̄j + uj v̄
2
j + vj v̄

2
j )

)
, (39)

where ŵj =

(
v̂j
ˆ̄vj

)
. For the second term, we have

‖Dα(2ujvj v̄j + ūjv
2
j + v2j v̄j)‖ < e−(3−)(Mj+1)c (40)

and

‖∂Dα(2ujvj v̄j + ūjv
2
j + v2j v̄j)‖ = ‖Dα∂(2ujvj v̄j + ūjv

2
j + v2j v̄j)‖ < e−(3−)(Mj+1)c . (41)

Now we consider the first term. Denote PK the projection on B(0,K). We have

(T − TN )ŵj = (I − PN )TPN
2
ŵj + (T − TN )(ŵj − PN

2
ŵj)

= (I − PN )TPN
2
ŵj + (T − TN )(I − PN

2
)T−1

N Q̂j

= (I − PN )TPN
2
ŵj + (T − TN )(I − PN

2
)T−1

N PN
4
Q̂j . (42)

By (29), (30), (37) and (38), we obtain

‖∂β(I − PN )TPN
2
ŵj‖ < Nαe−(1−)( 1

2
N)ce−

3
2
(Mj+1)c

<
1

3
e−

1
2
Nc
e−

3
2
(Mj+1)c =

1

3
e−2(Mj+1)c , (43)

for β = 0, 1. By (j-iv), (26) and (33), we get

‖∂β(T − TN )(I − PN
2
)T−1

N PN
4
Q̂j‖ < e−( 1

2
−)( 1

4
N)ce−2(Mj )c

≤
1

3
e−

17
8
(Mj)c

≤
1

3
e−2(Mj+1)c , (44)

for β = 0, 1, provided that c <
log 17

16
logM . Hence, we obtain

‖∂β(T − TN )ŵj‖ <
2

3
e−2(Mj+1)c , (45)

for β = 0, 1 and ω ∈ Λ′
j. Thus, we have

‖∂βF (uj+1)‖ < e−2(Mj+1)c , (46)

for β = 0, 1 and ω ∈ Λ′
j . Note that in the above vj is defined on Λ′

j. We need to extend its
definition to the entire ω-parameter set [1, 2]. Assume

Λ′
j = ∪

ζ
Iζ , (47)

where {Iζ} are disjoint intervals of size 1
1−e−j−10 exp(−(j + 1)C3). For each ζ, denote I ′ζ ⊂ Iζ

the (1 − e−j−10)-dilation of Iζ with the same center. Let 0 ≤ ψζ ≤ 1 be a smooth function
satisfying

ψζ = 0 outside Iζ , ψζ = 1 on I ′ζ , (48)

|∂ψζ | < exp(2(j + 1)C3). (49)
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Let
ṽj =

∑

ζ

ψζvj, (50)

then we have

supp ˆ̃vj ⊂ B(0,M j+1), (51)

‖∂β ṽj‖ < e−( 3
2
−)(Mj+1)c , for β = 0, 1. (52)

Let uj+1 = uj + ṽj . Thus, (51) and (52) permit us to confirm ((j+1)-i), ((j+1)-ii), ((j+1)-iii),
((j+1)-v). Let Λj+1 = ∪

ζ
I ′ζ , then ((j+1)-iv) is confirmed. Moreover, we have

mes (Λ′
j \ Λj+1) . e−j−10. (53)

This completes the proof.

Thus, the key is to obtain (25) and (26). We refer to T−1
N as Green function.

4 Estimate of Green function

In this section, we estimate T−1
j,N and find Λ′

j step by step. Recall that

Tj = D + ε2/3ΛSj. (54)

Denote
T̃j = Λ−1D + ε2/3Sj. (55)

We have Tj = ΛT̃j . Thus, we have T−1
j,N = T̃−1

j,NΛ−1
N . To obtain (25) and (26), it suffices to

ensure that

‖T̃−1
j,N‖ < 2 exp(logN)C2 , (56)

|T̃−1
j,N (ξ, ξ′)| < 2e−

1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2 . (57)

The reason we introduce T̃ is that it is self-adjoint. Denote D̃ = Λ−1D, T̃j = D̃+ ε2/3Sj and
Nj =M j . Furthermore, we denote

D̃±,n,k = 〈n〉−α(±kω + |n|2 + 1). (58)

For Nj+1 ≤ ε−
1

30d , we construct Λj and Λ′
j (j ≥ j0) directly. Note that Λj0 has been

constructed in Section 2. Now we construct Λ′
j0
. Partition [1, 2] into intervals {Ij0+1,ζ} of size

1
1−e−j0−10 exp(−(j0 + 1)C3). Let

Λ′
j0

=
⋃

{Ij0+1,ζ : ∃ ω
′ ∈ Ij0+1,ζ such that | − kω′ + |n|2 + 1| ≥ (log

1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ ,

|n| < Nj0+1, |k| < Nj0+1}.

Note that 2
1−e−j0−10 exp(−(j0 + 1)C3) < exp(−jC3

0 ). It is easy to check that Λ′
j0

⊂ Λj0 .

For ω ∈ Λ′
j0
, we have

| − kω + |n|2 + 1| ≥ (log
1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ − 2Nj0+1 ·

1

1− e−j0−10
exp(−(j0 + 1)C3)

>
1

2
(log

1

ε
)−1(1 + |k|)−τ ,

9



for |n| < Nj0+1, |k| < Nj0+1. Thus, we have

|D̃±,n,k| >
1

2
(log

1

ε
)−1N−τ−α

j0+1 , (59)

for |n| < Nj0+1, |k| < Nj0+1. We obtain

‖T̃−1
j0,Nj0+1

‖ = ‖(I + ε2/3D̃−1
Nj0+1

Sj0,Nj0+1)
−1D̃−1

Nj0+1
‖

≤ 4(log
1

ε
)N τ+α

j0+1 < exp(logNj0+1)
C2 .

(60)

Furthermore, we have

T̃−1
j0,Nj0+1

= D̃−1
Nj0+1

+
∞∑

l=1

(−1)lε
2l
3 (D̃−1

Nj0+1
Sj0,Nj0+1)

lD̃−1
Nj0+1

. (61)

Note that we have∣∣∣
(
(D̃−1

Nj0+1
Sj0,Nj0+1)

lD̃−1
Nj0+1

)
(ξ, ξ′)

∣∣∣ ≤
∑

|ξ1|,...,|ξl−1|≤Nj0+1

N10dl
j0+1e

−(1−)|ξ−ξ′|c

≤ N12dl
j0+1e

−(1−)|ξ−ξ′|c . (62)

Thus, we obtain

|T̃−1
j0,Nj0+1

(ξ, ξ′)| ≤
∞∑

l=1

(−ε
2
3N12d

j0+1)
le−(1−)|ξ−ξ′|c

≤ e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c , for ξ 6= ξ′. (63)

By Lemma 3.1, we obtain Λj0+1. Proceed this process until Nj+1 > ε−
1

30d . We obtain

Λj ⊂ Λ′
j−1 ⊂ Λj−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Λ′

j0 ⊂ Λj0 .

Lemma 3.1 and a standard measure estimate as in Section 2 tell us

mes [1, 2] \ Λj . (log
1

ε
)−1 + e−j0−10. (64)

For Nj+1 > ε−
1

30d , we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let Nj+1 > ε−
1

30d . Assume there exist Λj ⊂ Λj−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Λj0 ⊂ [1, 2] and
functions uj′(x, θ;ω) ∈ L2(Td+1)(j0 ≤ j′ ≤ j) defined smoothly for ω ∈ [1, 2] such that (j′-i),
(j′-ii), (j′-iii), (j′-iv) (j0 ≤ j′ ≤ j) and (j′-v) (j0 + 1 ≤ j′ ≤ j) hold. Moreover, assume we
have

‖T̃−1
j′,Nj′+1

‖ < 2 exp(logNj′+1)
C2 , (65)

|T̃−1
j′,Nj′+1

(ξ, ξ′)| < 2e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2
j′+1. (66)

for ω ∈ Λj′+1 for j0 ≤ j′ ≤ j − 1. Then, there exists a subset Λ′
j ⊂ Λj which is a union of

disjoint intervals of size 1
1−e−j−10 exp(−(j + 1)C3) such that

‖T̃−1
j,Nj+1

‖ < 2 exp(logNj+1)
C2 ,

|T̃−1
j,Nj+1

(ξ, ξ′)| < 2e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c, for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2
j+1. (67)

Moreover, we have
mes Λj \ Λ

′
j ≤ N−10d

j+1 . (68)
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Proof. To control T̃−1
j,Nj+1

, we cover Q = [−Nj+1, Nj+1]
d+1 by intervals Q0 = [−N⌊ j+1

3
⌋, N⌊ j+1

3
⌋]

and intervals Qr in Z
d+1 of size N

1/3
j+1 such that dist (0, Qr) > N

1/4
j+1. By the inductive

hypothesis, we have

‖T̃−1
⌊(j+1)/3⌋−1,N⌊(j+1)/3⌋

‖ < 2 exp(logN⌊(j+1)/3⌋)
C2 , (69)

|T̃−1
⌊(j+1)/3⌋−1,N⌊(j+1)/3⌋

(ξ, ξ′)| < 2e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2

⌊(j+1)/3⌋. (70)

Since ‖vj′‖ < e−
11
8
(Mj′+1)c , we have

‖(uj − u⌊(j+1)/3⌋−1)(ξ)‖ < e−( 3
8
−)(M⌊(j+1)/3⌋)ce−|ξ|c. (71)

Thus, we have

|(T̃j − T̃⌊(j+1)/3⌋−1)(ξ, ξ
′)| < e−

1
4
(M⌊(j+1)/3⌋)ce−|ξ−ξ′|c . (72)

Form (69), (70), (72) and e−
1
4
(M⌊(j+1)/3⌋)cNC

⌊(j+1)/3⌋ exp(logN⌊(j+1)/3⌋)
C2 ≪ 1, we obtain

‖T̃−1
j,N⌊(j+1)/3⌋

‖ < 4 exp(logN⌊(j+1)/3⌋)
C2 , (73)

|T̃−1
j,N⌊(j+1)/3⌋

(ξ, ξ′)| < 4e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2

⌊(j+1)/3⌋. (74)

To estimate T̃−1
j,Qr

, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 4.2. Fix any large number B. There is a partition {πζ} of Zd satisfying the properties

diam πζ < BC̃d

and
|n− n′|+ ||n|2 − |n′|2| > B, if n ∈ πζ , n

′ ∈ πζ′ , ζ 6= ζ ′.

Here, C̃d = (2d+ 2)d+2.

In the sequel, we omit the subscript j of Tj and the subscript j+1 of Nj+1, i.e., we denote
Tj = T and Nj+1 = N . Fix ω. Denote

Ωr = {(n, k) ∈ Qr : min
±

|D̃±,n,k| = min
±

|〈n〉−α(±kω + |n|2 + 1)| < 1}. (75)

Choose a constant δ such that δ > α and (dC̃d + 2)δ < 1
30 , which can be chosen since we

assume α < 1
30(d(2d+2)d+2+2)

. Let B = N δ in Lemma 4.2, and denote by {πζ} the partition of

Z
d. By Lemma 4.2, we have

diam πζ < N δC̃d , (76)

and
|n− n′|+ ||n|2 − |n′|2| > N δ, if n ∈ πζ , n

′ ∈ πζ′ , ζ 6= ζ ′. (77)

Now we consider the structure of Ωr. If (n, k), (n
′, k′) ∈ Ωr, we have

||n|2 − |kω|| < Nα + 1 and ||n′|2 − |k′ω|| < Nα + 1. (78)

Thus, we have
||n|2 − |n′|2| < 2|k − k′|+ 2Nα + 2. (79)

If n ∈ πζ , n
′ ∈ πζ′ , ζ 6= ζ ′, then

2|k − k′|+ |n− n′|+ 2Nα + 2 > |n− n′|+ ||n|2 − |n′|2| > N δ, (80)
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which implies
|k − k′|+ |n− n′| & N δ. (81)

Fix |n| < N , the number of k such that min
±

|〈n〉−α(±kω + |n|2 + 1)| < 1 is at most 4Nα.

Hence, we have

#{(n, k) ∈ Ωr : n ∈ πζ} . N δC̃dd ·Nα. (82)

The above argument allows us to obtain a partition of Ωr:

Ωr = ∪
κ
Ωr,κ, (83)

such that

diam Ωr,κ . N δC̃dd+α+δ < N (C̃dd+2)δ , (84)

dist (Ωr,κ,Ωr,κ′) & N δ. (85)

Let ω′ in the O(N−2)-neighborhood of ω. We have

min
±

|〈n〉−α(±kω′ + |n|2 + 1)| >
1

2
, for (n, k) /∈ Ωr. (86)

Hence, {Ωr,κ} remains fixed for ω′ in the O(N−2)-neighborhood of ω. Denote this neighbor-
hood by Ir,κ,s (s < N2, and the subscript s corresponds to the neighborhood of ω). Let Ω̃r,κ,s

be the N
δ
2 -neighborhood of Ωr,κ,s. Note that (dC̃d + 2)δ < 1

30 . As long as we ensure that

‖T̃−1
Ω̃r,κ,s

‖ < NC1 (87)

for all κ, applying Lemma A.2 gives us

‖T̃−1
Qr

‖ . NC1+1, (88)

|T̃−1
Qr

(ξ, ξ′)| < e−
1
10

|ξ−ξ′|c , for |ξ − ξ′| > N
1
5 . (89)

Let ω′
1 = ω′−1 and write

ω′
1T̃Ω̃r,κ,s

=

(
〈n〉−α(−k + ω′

1(|n|
2 + 1)) 0

0 〈n〉−α(k + ω′
1(|n|

2 + 1))

)
+ ε2/3ω′

1SΩ̃r,κ
. (90)

Then, we have

∂ω′
1
(ω′

1T̃Ω̃r,κ,s
) =

(
(|n|2 + 1)〈n〉−α 0

0 (|n|2 + 1)〈n〉−α

)
+O(ε2/3). (91)

Denote EΩ̃r,κ,s
(ω′

1) as an eigenvalue of ω′
1T̃Ω̃r,κ,s

. The first-order eigenvalue variation implies
that

|∂ω′
1
EΩ̃r,κ,s

| & 1. (92)

Thus, there exists a subset Ĩr,κ,s of Ir,κ,s satisfying

• mes Ĩr,κ,s . N1/2N−C1 .

• For ω′ ∈ Ir,κ,s \ Ĩr,κ,s, we have
‖T̃−1

Ω̃r,κ,s
‖ < NC1 .
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Thus, for ω ∈ Λj−1 \ ∪
r,κ,s

Ĩr,κ,s, we have

‖T̃−1
Ω̃r,κ

‖ < NC1 , for all r, κ. (93)

By applying Lemma A.2, we have (88) and (89) for all r. Furthermore, by applying Lemma
A.1, we have

‖T̃−1
j,Nj+1

‖ < exp(logNj+1)
C2 , (94)

|T̃−1
j,Nj+1

(ξ, ξ′)| < e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2
j+1, (95)

for ω ∈ Λj−1 \ ∪
r,κ,s

Ĩr,κ,s. Now we construct Λ′
j . Partition Λj into intervals {Ij,ζ} of size

1
1−e−j−10 exp(−(j + 1)C3). Let

Λ′
j = ∪{Ij,ζ : ∃ ω ∈ Ij,ζ such that (94), (95)}. (96)

By a perturbation argument, we have

‖T̃−1
j,Nj+1

‖ < 2 exp(logNj+1)
C2 , (97)

|T̃−1
j,Nj+1

(ξ, ξ′)| < 2e−
1
2
|ξ−ξ′|c for |ξ − ξ′| > N

1
2
j+1, (98)

for ω ∈ Λ′
j. Moreover, we have

mes Λj \ Λ
′
j < mes ∪

r,κ,s
Ĩr,κ,s

< N2d
j+1N

2
j+1N

−C1+
1
2

j+1 < N−C1+2d+3
j+1 < N−10d

j+1 , (99)

where the second inequality follows from the fact that the number of both r and κ is less than
Nd

j .

Theorem 1.1 follows from Lemma 2.3, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 4.1.

A Coupling Lemma

In this appendix, we state two coupling lemmas whose proof can be found in [Bou98, Lemma
5.3, Lemma 7].

Lemma A.1. Assume T satisfies

|T (ξ, ξ′)| < e−|ξ−ξ′|c for ξ 6= ξ′. (100)

Let Ω ⊂ Z
d be an interval and assume Ω = ∪

ζ
Ωζ a covering of Ω with intervals Ωζ satisfying

• |T−1
Ωζ

(ξ, ξ′)| < B.

• |T−1
Ωζ

(ξ, ξ′)| < K−C for |ξ − ξ′| > K
100 .

• For each ξ ∈ Ω, there is ζ such that

BK(ξ) ∩ Ω = {ξ′ ∈ Ω : |ξ′ − ξ| ≤ K} ⊂ Ωζ . (101)

• diam Ωζ < C ′K for each ζ.
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Here, C > C(d) and B,K are numbers satisfying the relation

logB <
1

100
Kc and K > K0(c, C

′, r). (102)

Then

|T−1
Ω (ξ, ξ′)| < 2B, (103)

|T−1
Ω (ξ, ξ′)| < e−

1
2
|x−y|c for |ξ − ξ′| > (100C ′K)

1
1−c . (104)

Lemma A.2. Fix some constants 1
10 > ε1 > ε2 > ε3 > 0 and let Ω be a subset of the M -ball

in Z
d+1 (M → ∞). Assume {Ωκ} a collection of subsets of Ω satisfying

diam Ωκ < M ε1 , (105)

dist (Ωκ,Ωκ′) > M ε2 for κ 6= κ′. (106)

Write T = D + S (D is a diagonal matrix) where

‖S‖ < ε, |S(ξ, ξ′)| < εe−|ξ−ξ′|c , (107)

where c is sufficiently small and

|D(ξ)| > ρ≫ ε if ξ ∈ Ω \ ∪Ωκ, (108)

‖(T |Ω̃κ
)−1‖ < MC for all κ, (109)

where Ω̃κ is an M ε3-neighborhood of Ωκ. Then

‖(T |Ω)−1‖ < ρ−1MC+1, (110)

and
|(T |Ω)−1(ξ, ξ′)| < e−

1
10

|ξ−ξ′|c if |ξ − ξ′| > M2ε1 . (111)
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