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WEAK SOBOLEV ALMOST PERIODIC SOLUTIONS FOR THE 1D NLS

LUCA BIASCO, JESSICA ELISA MASSETTI, AND MICHELA PROCESI

ABSTRACT. We construct almost periodic solutions of the one dimensional analytic NLS with external param-
eters. Our solutions have Sobolev regularity both in time and space and typically solve the equation only in a
weak sense. This is the first result of this kind in KAM theory for PDEs.
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1. OVERVIEW AND MAIN RESULT

In the study of finite dimensional nearly-integrable Hamiltonian systems KAM Theorem play a pivotal role,
casting a light that illuminated the picture quite clearly. Indeed under some (generic) non-degeneracy assump-
tions most of the phase space of such systems is foliated by maximal invariant tori, whose dimension is half of
the one of the whole space. In particular the system is not ergodic and the majority of initial data give rise to
quasi-periodic solutions that densely fill some invariant torus and are, therefore, perpetually stable. Possible
chaotic behaviour is restricted to a set of small measure.

On the other hand, in the infinite dimensional setting, for example in the PDEs case, the general picture is
so far rather obscure and the main questions still remain unanswered The typical (in the sense of measure)
solutions of an infinite dimensional integrable system are the almost-periodic onesﬂ that lie on maximal infinite
dimensional invariant tori; what is their fate under perturbation? Is it still true that the majority of initial data
produce perpetually stable solutions? Both the above related questions are completely open and only partial
answer in model cases are available.

As is usual in KAM Theory, a key point in the study of the dynamics in the neighborhood of these invariant tori,
consists in controlling the spectral properties of appropriate linear operators and dealing with the connected
problem of small-divisor. The main difficulty is then to guarantee that suitable arithmetic (Diophantine) condi-
tions on the frequencies are fulfilled all along the scheme, so that small-divisors can be bounded accordingly and
the almost-periodic dynamics controlled. Extending diophantine (or similar) estimates, which strongly depend
on the dimension, to the infinite dimension is not straightforward. In fact all the results on almost-periodic

1i.e. solutions which are limit (in the uniform topology in time) of time-quasi-periodic functions.
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solution for PDEs only deal with special model cases and consider parameter dependent equations. Quoting
Bourgain [Bou05|: “the role of this parameter is essential to ensure appropriate non-resonance properties of the
(modulated) frequencies along the iteration. In the absence of exterior parameters, these conditions need to be
realized from amplitude-frequency modulation and suitable restriction of the action-variables. This problem is
harder. Indeed, a fast decay of the action-variables (enhancing convergence of the process) allows less frequency
modulation and worse small divisors”.

Indeed, in all the existent literature, the almost periodic solutions have an extremely fast decay in their Fourier
coefficients, which approach zero super-exponentially, exponentially or sub-exponentially (Gevrey). This means
that those solutions are ”very close” to quasi-periodic ones.

For example Péschel in [P6s02], studies an NLS with a multiplicative potential (producing an infinite set
of free parameters) and smoothing nonlinearity and constructs almost-periodic solutions iteratively, through
successive small perturbations of finite (but at each step higher) dimensional invariant tori. This leads to
a very strong compactness property: in order to overcome the dependence of the KAM estimates on the
dimension, the distances of these tori have to shrink super-exponentially, this leading to very regular solutions.
See also [GX13] for a generalization of Poschel’s approach to the analytic cathegory, by using Toplitz-Lipschitz
function techniques. In his pioneering work [Bou05] on the quintic NLS with Fourier multipliers (providing
external parameters in £*°), Bourgain proposed a different approach which does not rely on approximations by
quasi-periodic functions by working directly in Fourier space, and relying on a Diophantine condition which is
taylored for the infinite dimension. For most choices of the parameters, this leads to the construction of almost
periodic invariant tori which support Gevrey solutions.

The recent work [BMP21] extends the techniques of [Bou0O5] and proposes a novel, flexible approach which
allows to construct in a unified framework, both maximal and elliptic invariant tori of any dimension which
are the support of the desired Gevrey solutions, for an NLS with Fourier multipliers. A key improvement with
repect to Bourgain’s result is that we do not need any lower bound on the Fourier coefficients of the solutions,
i.e. our method is not affected by the singularities of action-angle variables. This means for instance that
we can construct infinite dimensional elliptic invariant tori . The persistence of the invariant tori is achieved
through an abstract normal form theorem “& la Herman”, whose estimates are wuniform in the dimension
(see [BMP21] Theorems 3 and 7.1]). See also [BM20,[Mas19,[Mas18§] for a survey on this technique.

The possibility of constructing almost-periodic solutions for a fized PDE, i.e. “eliminating” the external
parameters through amplitude-frequency modulation, appears to be intimately related to the regularity issues.
Roughly speaking, a fast decay of the ”actions” (needed for the scheme to converge) leads to a weak modulation
of frequencies which in turn results in bad bounds on the small divisors. Moreover, in the context of completely
integrable PDEs, the invertibility of the amplitude-frequency map is known only in spaces of very low regularity
(see [KM18§]). It then becomes fundamental to look for almost-periodic solutions in lower regularity spaces if we
want to bypass the introduction of external parameters. However this appears to be a very difficult problem,
due to the presence of extremely small divisors.

An analogous problem with rapidly vanishing small divisors arises in Birkhoff Normal Form theory for PDEs.
Indeed in the analytic or Gevrey case one has sub-exponential stability times (see [FG13] and [CMW20]), whereas
in the Sobolev case the best known estimates have a power growth in the Sobolev exponent (see [BGOG], [F1I],
[BD18], [BMP20a]).

The counterpart of total and long time stability results is the construction of unstable trajectories, which
undergo growth of the Sobolev norms, see [Bou96LICKS™10,[GK15[GHHPIS[GGMP).

In the context of quasi-periodic solutions there is a wide literature regarding solutions of finite regularity.
However most of the interest is in the case of a non-linearity which is only Sobolev. The strategy is to apply
a Nash-Moser scheme and prove tame estimates on the inverse of the linearized equation at an approximate
solution. This method was proposed in [BB13] (generalizing the seminal works [CW93|, [Bou99] concerning
the analytic case) via multiscale analysis, see also [BB| or [BBM16] for a reducibility approach. In this type
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of result the regularity of the quasi-periodic solution is related to the regularity of the non-linearity, moreover
lower bounds on the regularity are required in order to ensure that the constructed solutions are classical ones.

Of course one can apply these techniques also in the case of analytic non-linearities, note however that
solutions obtained with such methods are usually smooth (by bootstrap arguments).

Main result. In dealing with almost periodic solutions one finds a rather different scenario. A main point is
that the topology of the phase space becomes crucial. Indeed, in the quasi-periodic case (at least for semi-linear
PDEs with an analytic non-linearity) one typically looks for an analytic embedded finite dimensional torus
in a fixed phase space of x-dependent functions, by modulating the analyticity strip in the angles. Then the
analyticity in time directly follows.

Our approach in [BMP21] was a generalization of this strategy to an infinite dimensional context, with the
fundamental difference that even if one finds anE infinite dimensional analytic torus, the analyticity in time
does not follow since the map t — wt is not even continuousﬁ.

Taking all the advantage from the flexible construction proposed in [BMP21], we present here the very first
result of persistence of almost-periodic solutions with finite regularity both in time and space. The solutions
that we construct can have very low regularity, so that they are not even classical solutions.

The first step is to reformulate the existence of almost periodic solutions as the existence of invariant infinite
tori for the NLS Hamiltonian on a phase space of fuctions of x with finite regularity. The idea is to look for
special tori which are approximately supported, in Fourier space, on a sparse subset of Z, the tangential sites.
Indeed our solutions are, up to a close to identity change of variables, only supported on the tangential sites,
see (2.8). The point is that the choice of tangential sites provides an extra set of parameters which can be used
in order to avoid resonances, simplify small divisor estimates, etc...(see for instance [PP15], [HP17]).

In the present context, in constructing solutions of this type we may impose very strong Diophantine condi-
tions, see Definition [[33] so that our small divisors can be controlled similarly to the Gevrey case of [BMP21].
The key points are the definition of diophantine vectors[[.3] the measure estimates of Theorem 2 and the bounds
on the homological equation in Lemma .

Having constructed an invariant torus contained in the phase space, we show that it is the support of a
weak almost periodic solution. Actually our method allows to construct solutions which are not even C? in
x and C! in t and, therefore, have meaning only as weak solutions (see Definition [Tl and Remark [LT)). In
the context of integrable PDEs there are results on weak almost-periodic solutions, we mention [KM18] for the
KdV and |[GHI17] for the Szego equation. On the other hand, local well posedness is known even in very low
regularity (see, e.g. [Bou93] and [Bou94]).

In order to discuss more precisely our result, let us introduce the model and the functional setting.
Starting form the Banach space of summable complex sequences

0t =0YC) = {u:= (u)) ez € CE . Julp = Z luj| < oo}

JEL

we identify by Fourier series u(z) = Y ez u;€% a subspace of 27m-periodic z-continuous functions. Analogously
in the paper we shall systematically identify spaces of sequences and spaces of xz-function with the corresponding
norms.

Let us consider families of NLS equations on the circle with external parameters of the form:

(NLSy) iy + Uy — Vru+ f(Ju)u=0, u(t,z) = u(t,x + 2m),
2In the infinite-dimensional case, whether this is an embedding depends strongly on the chosen topology. See discussion after

Theorem
At least if sup; |wj| = oo as it is typical in PDEs.
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where i = v/—1 and f(y) is real analytic in y in a neighborhood of y = 0 with f(0) = 0 and the Fourier multiplier
V% is defined as the boundecﬂ linear operator Vi : £} — ¢* byﬁ

(1.1) (Vxu)(x) = Viued”, V= (V) € [~Ya, /4" CLZ(R).
JEZ
Definition 1.1 (weak solutions). A function u : R? — C which is 2m-periodic in z and such that the map

t — u(t,-) € ¢! is continuous is a weak solution of (NLSy) if for any smooth compactly supported function
x : R? = R one has

(1.2) /R2(—ix,g + Xzz)u— (Vxu+ f(lu*)u)xdzdt =0.

Note that according to our definition a weak solution is a continuous@ function on R2.

Theorem 1. For almost every V € [—1/4,1/4)% there exist infinitely many small-amplitude weak almost-periodic

solutions u of (NLSy).

Here by almost every we mean a full measure set with respect to the product probability measure on [—1/4,1/4]%.
The Borel sets on such measure are respect to the product topology on [—1/4,1/4]% (see Appendix [B).
Actually the solution we construct are slightly more regular. Let us introduce the scale of Banach spacesﬁ

(1.3) wp = {u = (uj) ez €L(C) + Jul, = sup [u;]|5]7 < 00}, p>1,  |j]:=max{2|j|}.

JE€
Note that u € w, implies that u & C* for every integer k < p — 1 ancﬁ u € h? for ¢ < p — 1/2. Moreover
Vst wp, — wp, is still a linear bounded operator with norm |V|x.

Remark 1.1. We are able to construct solutions in w, for every p > 1 that do not belong to w, with p’ > p. If
p > 3 then u; and u, are continuous function on R? and, therefore, are classical solution of (NLSy]). On the
other hand at the end of section [ we prove that when p < 5/2 our weak solutions are not classical ones.

1.1. The dynamical system approach. The solutions of Theorem [Il can be seen as almost-periodic orbits
lying on invariant tori of the NLS Hamiltonia

(1.4) Hy(u) =Y (i*+Vj)lu|*+ P, with P::/
JEZ T

F(x,| Zujeijﬂz)d:z:, F(y) := /07! f(s)ds.

Note that (I4) is an analytic function defined for u € w, Nh'. Thus for 1 < p < 3/2 we are working in space
with infinite energy. However, as usual, one only needs that the Hamiltonian vector field is well defined and the
flow is locally well-posed, which holds true in w,, for p > 1.

By analyticity, for some R > 0 we have

(1.5) Fly) =Y Dy, o= D IF PR < o0.
d=1

d=1

As explained before our invariant tori are approximately supported on sparse sets S C Z.

4Clearly the operator norm is IVilzen, o1y = [V]oo := sup; [Vj].

SMore precisely (V *u)(t, ) := (V % u(t, -))(x) for every t € R.

6Indeed |u(t, z) — u(to, zo)| < |u(t,-) — u(to, Ner + Ju(to, z) — ulto, zo)|.

7Obviously one could also take the more standard weight (j) := max{1, |j|} instead of |j], which generates the same Banach
space. We made such choice for merely technical reasons.

8h4 is the Hilbert space of sequences u € £2(C) such that > §29u;|? < co. .

IWe endow wp C €2 with the symplectic structure inherited from ¢2.



WEAK SOBOLEV ALMOST PERIODIC SOLUTIONS FOR THE 1D NLS 5

Definition 1.2 (Admissible tangential sites). Let S be any unbounded subset of N. Let s(i) be a smooth
strictly increasing function'] s : [0,4+00) — [0,400) such that S = s(N). We call i(s) the inverse function of
s(#). Assume that there exist i, > 21 such that

1.6a s(i) > elog )™ , Vi > iy, for some given 1 <n <2;

g n
(1.6b) s(i+1i") > s(i) + s(i'), s(gi) > js(i), Vi>1, 4,0 >
(1.6¢) s(i%) > s%(i), Vi> ..

We call tangential site a site s belonging to S.

Remark 1.2. 1) Definition above gives a quantitative control on how ”sparse” the set S should be. In
particular by(LGa) the function s(i) must grow faster than any polynomial; for example we can choos
s(i) = 2 or a slower growth such as s(i) = [e1°59" "] ([:] being the integer part).

2) If &1, S, are admissible tangential sites (according to Definition [[2) and Sy is any bounded subset of Z, then
we can consider also admissible tangential sites of the form —S87, (=81) U Sy, S1 U Sy, (—S1) US2 U Sp.

In what follows, given a sequence indexed over Z we systematically decompose it over S and §¢ := Z\ S; for
example, for the potential V' we write

V =(Vs,Vse), Vs = (Vj)jes, Vse = (Vj)jese -

Analogously, we define the set of tangential frequencies as

1
(1.7) Qs = {V = (v;)jes €RY lv; — 32| < 5}

The cube Qg inherits the product topolog and the product probability measure measg, from [—1/2,1/2]%
through the map

(1.8) Vi Qs — [=12,1/2)%, where Vi, () =v;—j*, jeES.
Moreover the above map also endows Qg with the £°°-metric, which induces a finer topology.
Finally, given r > 0 we define the tangential actions

(1.9) I(p,r) :={ 1€ B2(wgp) with [; =0 for je€8° I;>0 for jeS}.

We are now ready to state our main dynamical result, which can be summarized as follows.

Theorem. For all p. > 1, r > 0 sufficiently small, I € I(p.,r), Vse € [~1/4,1/4]5°, there exists a Cantor-like
set C of positive Lebsegue measure such that the following holds.

For all frequencies v € C, there exist a potential Vs € [—1/2,1/2]° and a symplectic diffeomorphism ® analytic
on a small ball in w,, such that for allv € C

(1.10) Tri={uecwy,:|u|>=1; VjecZ}

is a KAM torus of frequency v for Hy o ®, with V = (Vs, Vse). Namely, the Hamiltonian vector field of Hy o ®
is well defined and, restricted to the invariant torus Tr, its flow is

u;(t) = u;(0)e™7t, viesS and ui(t) =0, VijedSe, vVt e R.

Thus, the (NLSy) has invariant tori on which the dynamics is the linear translation by vt.

10T he function s(4) is obviously not unique but its restriction to S is unique. The same holds for its inverse i(s).
Hgee [BMP20E)

12Recall that if X, i € I, are topological metrizable spaces, the product topology on X := []
(k)

1

ie1 Xi is the topology of the

pointwise convergence, meaning that a sequence z(®) = (xgk))ie 1 converges iff ;" converges for all i € I.
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The statement above is a typical KAM Theorem, regarding the existence of an invariant torus. The fact
that we are looking for an infinite torus however introduces various new difficulties, in particular related to the
regularity of the dependence on v, I, Vsc. This appears immediately when one wishes to prove that the Cantor
set C of “good frequencies” is measurable (and of positive measure) with respect to the product probability
measure measgg on Qs. The o-algebra of such measure, which is the natural one in this context, is given by
the Borel sets of the product topology, which is coarser than the one induced by the ¢*°-metric. Then a crucial
point is that a function f : Qs — R which is Lipschitz (with respect to the £>°-metric) might be non continuous
with respect to the product topology and, hence, non measurable. As typical in KAM schemes C is defined
as the intersection of sets of the form {|f(v)| > a > 0} (see (BJ)) and (82)) and f : Qs — R is a Lipschitz
function. As explained above this does not assure measurabilit £
So we reformulate our theorem in a more technical way, carefully keeping track of the regularity w.r.t. all the
parameters. To avoid working with functions defined only on a Cantor set, we suitably (see Lemma [B1]) extend
all the functions so that they are defined for v € Qs. To summarize, the parameter dependences we need to
control are:

- continuity w.r.t. the product topology for measure estimates both in v and in V;
- Lipschitz dependence (w.r.t. £*°-metric) for implicit funct theorems/contractions/extensions (see Lemma [B.T)).

Theorem 2. Let p, > 1 and 0 < < |f|y. There exists €, = e.(ps) > 0 and C = C(ps) > 1 such that, for all
r > 0 satisfying

(1.11) £:= g 2 <e.
7R

and for every

L1
(1.12) 1% <p<p.
the following holds. There exist:
i) a map
(1.13) Vs : Qs x [=1/4,/4)%" x I(p,r) = [~1/2— 7,12+ 7%, (v, Vse, I) = Vs(v, Vse, I)

which is continuous in v, Vse w.r.t. the product topology and Lipschitz in all its variables w.r.t. the £>° metric.
More precisely it is Lipschitz Cevy-close w.r.t. v to the map V§;
it) a map

@ : By (w,) X Qs x [~1/4,1/4]5" x Z(p,r) = Bur(wp), (u; v, Vse, I) — ®(u; v, Vse, I)

which is Lipschitz in all its variables and r/16-close to the identity w.r.t. w;
iii) a Cantor-like Borel set C =C(Vse,I,7v) C Qs, wit]

(114) measQS(QS \C(VSC,I,’}/)) < COFYa mMeaS|_1/4,1/4)S (VS(QS \C(VSC,I,’}/),VSC,I)) < CO’Ya

for a suitable absolute constant Cy > 0.

Moreover for any I € I(p,x), Vse € [=1/1,1/4)%° and v € C(Vse,I,7), the map ®(-;v, Vse,I) is an analytic
symplectic change of variables.

Finally, for v € C(Vse,I,7), Tr defined in (LIQ) is a KAM torus of frequency v for Hy o @ with V =
(VS(I/, Vsc, I), Vsc).

We now reformulate our result in terms of the Fourier multiplier V' (for the proof see Section [))

13This problem does not appear if f actually depends only on a finite number of variables as in the case of maximal tori, where
f(v) =v- £, with |¢] < oco.
14By measgg and meas|_y/, 1/4)5 We denote the product probability measures on Qs and [—1/4, 1/4}5, respectively. For brevity

we write measg s (A) for measg g (A N Qs) and similarly for meas|_;/, 1/45-
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Corollary 1.1. For I € Z(p,r), let
Q(I,v) = {VE(VS,VSc) € [—1/4,1/4]Z : Vs EVS(C(VSC,I,’}/),VSc,I)}.

G(I,7) is a Borel set in [—1/4,1/4)% with measure greater than 1 — Cyy (Cy is the constant in (L14)).
Therefore for all I € Z(p,r) and all V € G(1,7) the equation has an invariant torus.

Invariant tori and regularity of our almost periodic solutions. Given any I € Z(p,r) the map
(1.15)  i:TS = Tr Cwp, @ = (p5)jes — i(p), with ij(p) :=/I;e% for j €S, i;(p) := 0 otherwise,

is analytic provided that we endow T® with the £*°-topology (see Lemma below for details). Then by
composition so is the map ® oi and the invariant torus ®(i(¢); v, Vse, I) is analytic. Of course the map i is not
injective if some of the I;’s are zero. Note that, defining &’ := {j € S : I; # 0}, the map V' := ijps/ 1s an
injective immersio.
By construction the NLS dynamics on the torus 77 is ¢ — ¢ + vt so our candidate for an almost periodic
solution is u(t,-) := ®(i(vt);v, Vse, I). If p > 3 the fact that u(¢,z) is a (classical) solution is indeed standard
but dealing with lower regularity requires more attention, see section
We wish to stress that analiticity of ®(i(¢)) in the angles does not imply analiticity in time, since the map
t = vt € T is not even continuous (endowing TS with the £>°-topology). Of course the regularity of ¢ + i(vt)
depends on the choice of the actions I;. If we take for instance \/I—J = (j)7P, for j € Sand I; =0 for j € S,
then i(v-) : R — w, is not continuous w.r.t. the stronﬁ topology, see also [KM18]. On the other hand, for all
z € T, the map

t— Z(j}fpei(jzf”jt) =:v(t, )

jes
is continuous (recall that p > 1) and is C*(R, C) for all k < %, but not for k& > p—gl. Note that for every fixed
t
v(t,) €Ew,  but  w(t,) Ewy, YVp >p.

The Cantor set C. We can be rather explicit in our description of the set C. We start by fixing the hypercube

. 1
(116) Q= {w:(wj)jERZ : ’wj—f’ <§}, ngsxgsc,
endowed with the product topology, and by introducing the following closed set

Definition 1.3 (Diophantine condition). Let 7 > 1. We say that a vector w € Q belongs to D4 s if it satisfies
1

1.17 w- Ll > - , VL 0< |l < o0, <2, wl)=m()=0,
a2 I e <o Sz w0 =m0
wherd!] i(s) is the inverse function of s(i), w(€) := > ., sl is the “momentum” and m(f) := > _, (s is the

“mass”.
From now on we fix 7 = 3/2.

Theorem 3. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[3, there exists a Lipschitz map Q : Qs x [<1/4,1/4]5" x I(p,1) —
Qse which is continuous with respect to the product topology on Qs x [—1/4,1/4]%° and" for every j € S¢ satisfies

(1.18) 19 (v, Vsse, I) = j2 = Vj| < Crye

15Assuming also that inf; \/I_j(j>7’ > 0 the map 1’ is an embedded torus. Otherwise, i is an homeomorphism on the image only
if we endow both source and target spaces with the product topology

16Note that the map is continuous endowing wy, with the product topology, which coincides with the weak * topology on bounded
sets.

17 A5 usual for integer vector £ € ZZ we set |¢| = ez 4l

18The constant C is the one of Theorem
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and the Lipschitz estimates

Q) o, ) — Qi (V, Vse, I Qs e, ) — Qs e I’
(119) sup | J(VaVS ) ) IJ(VaVS > )| < Ce, sup | J(Vvvs ) ) /J(V,Vs ) )| SC’YI'72E.
v'#v |I/_1/ |oo I'#£1 |I_I |2p
Moreover we can choose in Theorem [3
(1.20) C(Vse,I,v) ={reQs: w,Vse,I)eD, s}, where  w(v, Vse, I) := (v, Qv, Vse, I)).

In this way, the torus T defined in (LI0) is an elliptic invariant torus in the sense that its linearized dynamics
in the “normal” directions is u; = iQdu; for j € S¢.

Remark 1.3. Note that (ILIT) is a much stronger diophantine condition that the one proposed in [Bou05]
(or [BMP21]), where the denominators were of the form 1+ |[¢;]2j2. Of course the reasons why we can impose
such strong diophantine conditions, still obtaining a positive measure set, are the structure of the set S and the

fact that we only need to consider denominators with > g [¢s| < 2.

1.2. Plan of the paper, strategy and main novelties. - Deducing Theorem [l from Theorems 2] and [3]
is a self contained argument, which we present in section The proof is developed as follows: Vse, I being
fixed, we first construct a set C'(Vse,I,7) C Qs of large relative measure such that for all v € C'(Vse,I,7)
the function u(t,-) := ®(i(vt); v, Vse, I) is almost-periodic since it is uniform limit of quasi periodic functions.
Such approximating functions are in fact classical solutions of the approximate equation (NLSy;, ) with V;, =
Vi (v) = V(v). Secondly we show that u is a weak solution in the sense of (L2, for such V = V(v). We next
reformulate our result in terms of the external parameters V instead of the frequencies v, namely we prove that
for every V in a large measure set G(I,v) C [—~1/4,1/4)% we can solve (L2)). A main point is to show that G(I,~)
is measurable. Next, taking the union over v we obtain a full measure set, then we show that for a.e. V there
exists at least one solution. Finally moving S and suitably choosing I we produce, for a.e. V', countably many
different solutions.

- In order to prove Theorems [2] and [ (see end of Section Bl we follow the general strategy of [BMP21],
nevertheless, in the present frame, keeping track of the regularity w.r.t. the various parameters is fundamental
and represents one of the main new difficulties.
To this purpose, in section Bl we start by defining the Poisson algebra of “regular Hamiltonians” (basically a
space of normally analytic functions H such that the corresponding Hamiltonian vector field Xz is a normally
analytic ma B, (w,) — w,) and further introduce the space of parameter depending regular Hamiltonians
(see definitions B3 and B4)). In particular, we set our ambient space as the closure, w.r.t. a suitable norm (see
BI0) together with(@I3)-(BI4)), of functions depending only on a finite number of frequencies. A Lipschitz
extension result is given in Lemma 311

- Having taken care of the of the parameter dependence, we prove the dynamical Theorems[2H3]in the following
main steps: we firs put Hy in (IL4)) in a suitable normal form with counter terms in the spirit of Herman through
Theorem [, which contains the main KAM difficulties in dealing with Sobolev regularity. Roughly speaking,
this normal form theorem states that, under appropriate smallness conditions, for allw € D, 5, Vse € [—1/4, 1/4]50
and I € Z(p,r) there exist A € £>° and a symplectic change of variables ¥ (see (53])) such that

O (Wi + M)+ Py oW =" wjluy* + O([uf® = 1)?,

jez jez
where R = O(|u|? — I)? means that R is a regular Hamiltonian which has a zero of order at least 2 at the torus
Tr defined in (II0) (we formalize this definition in sectiond] introducing an appropriate degree decomposition).

In order to deduce the dynamical Theorems 2H3] we need to eliminate the counter terms (see equations in ([.9])):
the main point is that we can solve with respect only to the tangential variables Vs «~ v.

9We denote by B (wp) the open ball of radius r centered at the origin of wp.
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Coming back to the counter-term theorem [l let us explain the main new issues related to Sobolev regularity.
As is habitual, the map W is constructed as the composition of a sequence of changes of coordinates whose
generating function S at every step is determined by solving a homological equation

(1.21) LS = {> wjlul*, S} = F,
J

where F' is a given analytic function on the phase space w, (see definition [34]) which is at most quadratic in the
normal variables. At a formal level, a solution S = L;'F of (I.2]) is readily determined. In order to prove that
S is in fact analytic, one has to control the contribution given by small divisors (i.e. the eigenvalues of L,,).
This is possible by imposing the arithmetic Melnikov conditions on the frequencies (.17, where the constraint
> scse [€s| < 2 comes from the fact that [7 is at most quadratic in the normal variables, while the zero mass
and momentum conditions come from the presence of two quadratic constants of motion.

Also in this Sobolev context, due to the presence of small divisors, one bounds the solution S at the cost of
some “loss of information”. More explicitly, if Xp maps B, (w,) — wp, then Xg maps B, (wpt5) — Wpts (With
d > 0), this meaning that S is analytic in a smaller domain, since wp+s C w,. Then, at each iteration, one is
able to define the solutions S only on a (ball of a) smaller phase space of the Banach scale (w,)p>1, the target
space shrinking accordingly. Resembling the finite dimensional case, we call § the “loss of regularity ”

Of course, the convergence of a KAM scheme is achieved only if one loses a summable, amount of regularity ¢,
at each step n (in particular §,, — 0). Nonetheless the typical characteristic of the Sobolev case is the presence of
a lower bound on the loss of regularity, so that a KAM scheme based on such bound cannot converge. In KAM
schemes for quasi-periodic Sobolev solutions a similar problem arises but it is bypassed by using tame estimates,
or approximation by analytic functions. In the present context such methods do not apply, since we are already
working with analytic nonlinearities, while the phase space consists of functions with finite regularity. Our
purpose is to bypass this problem by taking full advantage of the fact that the tangential sites set S is sparse
(recall Definition [[Z). To see this idea neatly, take for simplicity S = {s(i) = 2¢, i € N}. In order to get an
intuition of our strategy let us start by considering a toy model with a nonlinearity for which the set

Us:={u€w,: u;j=0 Vj¢S}~{vel™ st sup|v2”? < oo}
ieN

is invariant for the dynamics; so that we may study the equation restricted to S. Then we are essentially in the
analytic case (or Gevrey or slightly less if we take a slower growth for s(¢)) and the Bourgain strategy in [Bou05]
(or [BMP21], [Con]) applies with the same Diophantine condition. Of course for the NLS equation (NLSy]) the
set Us is not invariant and the main difficulties arise from interaction between tangential and normal modes.

In the Diophantine estimates, to deal with the terms ¢ not supported only on the tangential sites, we use
the constants of motion and the dispersive nature of the equation (wy ~ k2). Once one has guessed the correct
Diophantine conditions (LIT), the proof of Lemmal[6.1] (i.e. controlling the solution of the homological equation
[C21) is the real core of our result. Again the proof is simple if F' is supported only on & or 8¢, on the other
hand dealing with the interaction between tangential and normal sites requires a careful case analysis.
The final goal is to control the norm of Xg as a map By (wpts5) — Wpts, for arbitrarily small 6. This should be
compared with the corresponding estimate on Xg in Proposition 7.1 item (M). In the latter paper
we take S = Z and then, in order to control L 'F we cannot take any § > 0 but instead must require § > 74,
where 7 > 0 is some fixed quantity. As one can expect the less sparse is S the worst bounds one gets. The
quantitative condition in Definition is needed in order to ensure convergence of the iterative KAM scheme.
We suitably choose the values of the parameter at each iterative step n € N, in particular the loss of regularity
0, must be summable, e.g. §, ~ n~¢ for some ¢ > 1. Then the divergence due to small divisors, which is
of order exp(exp(n®/")) by ([6.3) and with 1 defined in (L6al), must be compensated by the superexponential
convergence exp(— exp(Cn)) given by the KAM quadratic scheme. This forces ¢ < n and n > 1.
The super-linearity assumptions (L6D) and (L6d) are essential for our estimate on the homological equation to
work. The asymptotic growth in (L6al) is only needed in the KAM step. A slower growth would give rise to
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a too large estimate on the solution of the homological equation which would not be compensated anymore by
the quadratic convergence of the KAM scheme.

2. PrROOF oF THEOREM [I]

The solutions of Theorem [l are constructed as the limit of sequences of smooth quasi-periodic functions. Fix

p« > 1 and an admissible set of tangential sites S. Fix v > 0 and take r such that (I.TI]) holds. For any potential
Vse € [=1/4,1/4)%° and I € Z(p.,r), we apply Theorem B and obtain, for all frequencies v € C(Vse,I,7), an
invariant torus.
Now define I = (I]@)) by setting I]§") = I; if |j| < n and I]§") = 0 otherwise. We apply Theorem [ with
I~ I, 5 s 4/2 and set V() := (Vs(:, Vse, 1), Vse) a @, () := ®(;+, Vse, ™). We have obtained a
sequence of NLS equations with potentials V(™) (v) for v € [~1/4,1/4]%; each equation admits a finite dimensional
invariant torus with frequency v, for all v € C(Vse, I (n), ~/2). Tt is not hard to see that each torus supports a
smooth quasi-periodic solution.

The idea is to show that (at least up to a subsequence) the limit over n is the desired almost-periodic solution.

First step (construction of the Cantor set). In order to apply Theorem 2 for each n (with the same frequency)
we take the “good frequencies” in the (countable) intersection of the Cantor-like sets where all the tori are
defined. Correspondingly, we define the set of “good potentials”. This is the content of the following result,
which is proved in Section [8

Lemma 2.1. There exists a subsequence ny — oo (independent of Vse ) such that the following holds. Defining
the Borel sets

(2.1) C'(Vse,I,y) = C(Vse,1,7) () C(Vise, I"™),~/2)
keN
(2.2) Gs(Vse, I1,7) = [=Y4,Y4)° (] Vs(C'(Vse,1,7), Vse, 1)
(2.3) G(I,7) = {V=(Vs,Vse)€ [Ya1,1/a)% s.t. Vs € Gs(Vse,I,7)}
we have the estimates
(2.4) Meas|_1/, 1/4]5 (QS(VSC,I,7)> >1-Cyy, MeAs|_1/,1/,]7 (Q(I, 7)) >1-Cyy,

where Cy is defined in Theorem [

Second step (construction of the convergent subsequence). We now prove that for every V € G(I,v) we can
solve (I2) with V = (Vs,Vse). Indeed for every Vs € Gs(Vse, I,) there exists v € C'(Vse,I,7y) such that
Vs (v, Vse,I) = Vs. We claim that

(2.5) u(t, z) == ®(v(t,x);v, Vse, I), where u(t, ) = Z Vet satisfies (L2)
JjES
and, moreover, it is the uniform limit of the C'*°-quasi-periodic functions
uy(t, ) == 0, (vi(t,);v) where vg(t, z) = Z Ve Evit)
j€S7|j|§nk

Note that by construction v,u € w,, while t — ®,, (vi(t,-);v) =: ug(t,-) is a classical (actually C*°) quasi-
periodic solution of (NLSy,(,)) with V(") = (V(")(1) V). Thus each uy, satisfies (I2) with V(™) in place
of V.
Taking p < p. satisfying (LI2]) we get
ek == sup /L;|j|P — 0, as k — oo
[71>n
and, for every t € R,
ot ) —oe(t Ny =cr, =Ty, =
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Since the map I — Vs(v, Vse, I) is Lipschitz then V(™) — V in £>°. Moreover since ® is also Lipschitz (w.r.t.
uw and T), for every t € R

u(t, )=k (t,)lp = [®(o(t, -); v, Vise, 1) =@ (gt ); v, Vse, 1) |y < L(Jo(t, ) =on(t, ) lp+ 1117 ]a,) < Lcntci)

for a suitabl@ L > 0. Then u, — u uniforml in R2. In order to prove that u satisfies (L2) we have to show
that

/ (—ixs + Xaw) (@ —wg) = (Vs u— VO )y — (f(lu*)u — f(jup))up)xdedt =5 0.
R2
This follows since ux — u uniformly and observing that

V) souy, — Vo« ul| poo(r2)y < V) sy, — Vosul, <|[(VP) = V) su, — Vs (u—wg)l,
<V = Ve fugly 4 V] ja = g, =5 0.
This proves the claim in (2.3]).
Third step (A set of good potentials). We now show that for almost every V' € [—1/4,1/4]% there exists at least
one solution of (L2Z). For every integer h > 1 take v, = |f|;/h and 1}, such that (III) holds as an equality,
namely rj, := /e,7R/[f[; = v/e<R/h. For every given sequence Ij, € Z(p.,15) we set

(2.6) g:= U GIn,vn) -

h>1

By ([24) G has full measure in [—1/4,1/4]%. This implies that for almost every V € [—1/4,1/4]% there exists an
integer h > 1 such that V' € G(Ip, ). Then (X)) (with I = Ij,) gives a solution of (2.

Fourth step (Abundance of solutions). In order to find infinitely many solutions for almost every V in [—1/4,1/4)%
we proceed as follows. First we choose in (Z.6) /(I1); := 3t [j] 7P=. All the above construction depends on
the choice of the set S of admissible tangential sites; in particular this holds for the set G above. Let us consider
infinitely many countable different S and call G, the countable intersection of the corresponding sets G. The
set G, has full measure in [—1/4,1/4]% as well. Then for every V € G, we construct infinitely many solutions
corresponding to different S’s. Note that for a given V' € G, the solutions corresponding to different S and
&’ are different. In particular there exist h, b’ such that V- € G(In,vn) NG’ (I, yr), where G'(I,7) is the set
defined in the last line of (Z3]) corresponding to &’. Let us call u,v,® and u’,v’, ®’ the functions defined in
[23), respectively for S and §’. Since by Theorem [2] (point #)) the maps ® and @’ are T/16-close to the identity
where T := max{ry, 1 }, then

[u(t, ) = (). = Jo(t,) = o' (t, ). —£/8 > F/2 /8> 0.

The same holds for any translations u(t + to, z + o) and u’(¢, x).
This concludes the proof of Theorem [} O

Validity of Remark [I.1[(weak Vs strong solutions). By (2X) we know that if p, > 3 then v; and
Ugs are continuous function on R2. Moreover, by analyticity of v — ®(v;v,I), also us and u,, are continuous
function on R2. Therefore u is a classical solution. On the other hand, when p. < 5/2 and I; = (r/2)(j)~%~,
for every t the function uy (¢, -) is not continuous. Otherwise its Fourier coefficients (u.(t,-)); = —j2(u(t,));
would belong to f3. Since ® is close to the identity ® = Id + ®; with ||®;]| uniformly r/16-small, we have
that u(t,-) := ®(v(t,-)) = v(t,-) + ®1(v(t,-)) and its Fourier coefficients satisfies |u;(t,-)| > (r/4)(j) P and
(Waa(t, )y ~ ()27 .

20We can take L = 2 since ® is Ce-close to the identity.
*1Given f: R? — C we have ||f| 00 g2) = supser [I£(t: )l Lo ) < super |f(E, -)lp for every p > 1.
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3. FUNCTIONAL SETTING
Let us introduce the spaces of Hamiltonians used in the paper.

Definition 3.1 (Multi-index notation). In the following we denote, with abuse of notation, by NZ the set of
multi-indexes a, 3 etc. such that |a| := dez aj is finite. As usual a! := HjeZ o, £0 Q- Moreover @ <X 3
means o; < 3, for every j € Z, then (g) = a,(g I Finally take j; < j2 < ... < jp such that a; # 0 if and

Xy aﬂn

only if j = j; for some 1 <i < n, as usual we set 9% f := 0y, ... 0y, [; analogously for Bﬁf

Definition 3.2 (regular Hamiltonians). Consider a formal power series expansion

(3.1) Z Hey, pu®aP u® = Hu?‘j,

(a,8)EM JEZ
where
(3.2) M:={(a,B) eN*x N st |af =B <400, D jla;—B;) =0
JEZ

satisfying the reality condition
(33) Haﬁ e Fﬂya , V(a,ﬁ) eM.
We say that H € 7., for p > 1, r > 0 if

1
(3.4) |H|,, = —( sup ’Xﬂp) < o0,

where Xy denotes the hamiltonian vector field of the majorant H(u) := }_, g)em |Ho glu®aP of H(u).
Finally we denote by % ,(C) the space of H satisfying (B.I) and ([B.4) but not necessarily the reality condition
B.3).
Note that by Lemma 2.1 of [BMP21]
(3.5) H],, Sup Y Hapl(ay+ ;) up™72,
7 (apem
where u, = u,(r) is defined as
(3.6) up,j(r) = rli] ™"

Remark 3.1. Regarding M in [8:2) we note that the condition || = |3, i.e. m(ax — 3) = 0, corresponds to
mass conservation, namely the H Poisson commutes with the mass ZjeZ |u;|?; moreover Zjer(aj -B;) =0,
i.e. m(a — B) = 0, corresponds to momentum conservation, namely H Poisson commutes with the momentum

Z_jer|uj|2'
Note that ||, , is a seminorm on J#., and a norm on its subspace
(3.7) AL, ={ He A, with HO0)=0},

endowing %”T?p with a Banach space structure. Moreover the space .., enjoys the following algebra property
with respect to Poisson brackets.

Proposition 3.1 (Poisson structure). For any F,G € 1, ,, with p >0,
(3.8) F,G e s, = {F,G}c 2
and the following bound holds

(3.9) (RG], < Smax{ }|F|T+p,p|a|r+p,p-
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The proof is given in Appendix [Al Of course the same estimates hold in 77 ,(C).

The next result controls the norm of the NLS nonlinearity P defined in (I4)) and it is based on the algebra
property of w,, p > 1, with respect to convolution.

Proposition 3.2 (Proposition 2.1 of [BMP21]). There exist c1,c2 > 1 continuously depending on p > 1 such
that if c1r? <R then, recalling (L),

[P p < 02%7“2 :

3.1. Parameter families of regular Hamiltonians. Throughout the paper our Hamiltonians will depend on
two parameters, the frequency w € Dy s C Q and the action I € Z(p,r). In order to control the regularity w.r.t
these parameters throughout the iterative scheme, we will introduce an appropriate weighted norm as follows.

Given a closed (w.r.t. the product topology) subset O C Q and an open subset Z of some Banach space, for
f:OXxZT—=C, (w,1)— f(w,I) we set

(3.10) [F[7 = 1F17O%F = sup |f(w, D+ sup [Aywfl,
we® w#w' €O
IeT IeT

where as usual

(3.11) Ay f = flw, D) = fl', 1)

w =l

Definition 3.3. Given O and Z as above let Cr;p(O x Z) be the Banach space of functions f : O x T — C,

|'y,(9><Z

which have finite norm | f and which are:

e continuous w.r.t the product topology in O;

e analytic in 7.

In CLip(O x I) we consider the subalgebra F(O x I) of functions which depend only on a finite number of w;’s.
The subalgebra F(O x Z) can be described as follows. Given f € F(O x Z), which depends only on the variables
(W_p,...,ws), there exists a function f : P,(O) x T — C, where P;, is the projection P, : R? — R?*+1 defined

as Py(w) := (w—g,...,wk), such that f(w,I) = f(w_k,...,wg,I) for every (w,I) € O x T.
Finally denote the closure of F(O x Z) in CLi, (O x I) by F(O x I).

The spaces CLip (O x Z) and F(O x Z) are Banach algebras (i.e. multiplicative algebras with constant equal to
1) w.r.t. the norm |- |[7:9*Z,

The following extension result will be proved in the Appendix.

Lemma 3.1 (Lipschitz extension). Given O C Q and a ball B, in some complex Banach space E and f €
F(O x B,) there ezists an extension f : Q x B,,s — C such that |f|19*Berz < 2| f[:O%Bo | f is continuous

w.r.t the product topology in Q, f is Lipschitz on B, /5 with estimate
|f(w,I) - f(w,[’)| < 4p_1|f|%OXBp|I - I/|E7 Vwe Qv Iv I'e Bp/2 :
In the following we mainly consider Z = Z(p,r) (see (I9)), however in order to use Lemma [3.1] we need to
pass to the complex. Then we define
(3.12) Z(C) =I(p,r,C) :={ I € By2(wgp) with I;=0 for jeS§°},

which we systematically identify with the open ball of radius 72 centered at the origin of the Banach space

{w = (w)jes : supjes lw;|[7]* < oo}
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Definition 3.4 (Real and complex Hamiltonians). Let 0 < ro < 7, pg > p > 1. Let H, ), = HSPXI with Z =
Z(po,ro) be the space of parameter depending real regular hamiltonians H : O xZ 3 (w,I) — H(w,I) € I,
such that

(3.13) Hop € F(OXI), Vo,feM  and  H, = >  |Hopus’ € 7,
a,BEM
We set
GH 1 o e
(3.14) [Hllrp = I1HIZ5T o= [H = 5 SUp Y Hapl(ay+8;)ugtP=2
7 (a,B)eM

Respectively for Z(C) = Z(po, 79, C) we define the space H, ,(C) = He px O of parameter depending complex

hamiltonians H : O xZ(C) 3 (w,I) — H(w,I) € A, ,(C) satisfying (B.13) with Z(C) instead of Z and verifying
the reality condition H(w,I) € /4., when I € 7.

Finally we denote by H9 , resp. HY (C) the subspace of H,.,, resp. of H,,(C), such that Hj,—o = 0.

Y2
The following result is proved in Appendix [A]
Lemma 3.2. (H) |- ,.,) is a Banach-Poisson algebra in the following sense:

1. (M2, III,.,) @s a Banach space
2. for any F,G € Hyry,p the following bound holds

(3.15) 1FG,y < smax {12 LI 160,

Proposition 3.3 (Monotonicity). The norm || - ||, is monotone decreasing in p and monotone increasing in
r:

(3.16) I lepss <11 gy Y0620,

The fact that this norm is increasing in r follows directly from mass conservation and the fact that H(0) = 0.
Concerning the monotonicity in p, we refer the reader to [BMP20al, Proposition 6.3], where the proof is contained,
written in the case of | - |,,. The fact that it holds also in the Lipschitz frame, follows trivially.

Proposition 3.4 (Hamiltonian flow). Let S € H,4,p = HHP » with
p

3.17 S §i=—.

( ) H H'r+pp — 16€(T+p)

Then, for all (w,I) € O x T the time 1-Hamiltonian flow of S = S(-,w,I) is well defined, analytic, symplectic;
more precisely ®% : By (w,) — By, (wp) with

(318) swp 5wy —ul, < (r+ ) [S]
u€ By (wp) ?

For any H € H,4,p we have tha@ Hodl = el H € Hep, eSYH —H € ’Hg@ and

N
o < 16e”

(319) » S 2 ||HH7‘+p7p ?
(3.20) | (e85 —1a)ar| <8718l 18],
1 2
{Sv} — — . —
(3.21) (ef57 —1a (s, })HHW < 5072 (ISl 4pp) 1H Iy

More generally for any h € N and any sequence (cx)ken with |ci| < 1/El, we have

h
(3.22) Y cvads (H)| <20 H|,,, (IS4, /20)

k>h
p

215V H = 3, cyadf (H)/K!, where adg = {S, }.
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where adg (+) := {5, }.

The proof is based on ([FI5) and on the Lie series expansion for e{%}, see [BMP20a] Proposition 2.1 and
Lemma 2.1 for details.

Remark 3.2. If we are working in H,.,(C) all the estimates in Lemma [3.2] Proposition and Proposition [3.4]
still hold except for (BI8]) which holds only for real I. Indeed without the reality condition (33) the generating
function S does not define anymore a hamiltonian flow satisfying the reality condition u(t) = u(t).

4. DEGREE DECOMPOSITIONS, PROJECTIONS AND NORMAL FORMS

We want to prove that, in suitable variables, 77 introduced in (CI0) is an invariant torus on which the flow is
linear. To this purpose we introduce a suitable degree decomposition, whose main idea is to make a power series
expansion centered at I without introducing a singularity in order to highlight the terms which prevent 77 from
being a KAM torus. This seminal idea was proposed in [Bou05] and further formalized in [BMP21], Section 4].
For convenience of the reader, we sketch here the main features of this decomposition. The main novelty here
is to control the regularity with respect to the parameters.

Fix S as in ([.2). Consider a Hamiltonian H(u) expanded in Taylor series at u = 0 and tautologically rewrite
H as

(41) H = Z Hm)a7[3)alb|v|2mvo‘6'@z“2b

where, by slight abuse of notatio, u=(v,2) with v = (V) ;.5 = (W) ;5 a0d 2 = (2) cge = (U)) jege-
Then introduce the auxiliary “action” variables w = (w;);es substituting |[v]|>"v*0P292% ~~ wmv*9P 222" in
(#1). Now we Taylor expand the Hamiltonian with respect to w and z at the point w; = I; for j € S and z =0
respectively.

Definition 4.1 (Degree decomposition). Let I € Z(p,r) (recall (I9)). For every integer d > —2 and any
regular Hamiltonian H € %, we define the following projection:

42 @ = W =W S Hapa(y )R - DRt
m,a,ﬂ,56NS,a,b6Nsc
anp=0, s=<m

26|+ |al + b|=d-+2
where § < m means that , < my for any s € S, |v|? = (|US|2)ses’ while the multiindex notations are introduced

in Definition 3.1l We also set IT<9 := ZZ,:_Q % and 129 := Id—1I1<4, analogously for II<¢ and II>¢. Moreover
we define, e.g., H(E) .= 1) H and also jfﬁp =157, , and, e.g., %ﬁ%d =115,

Note that, if S = Z, projections coincide with the ones of Section 4 of [BMP21], while if S = ¢, H®
represents the usual homogeneous degree at z = 0.
In this way, given H € J7].,,, then

(4.3) H=g9 g =2 gy g L gy

where H(=2) consists of terms which are constant w.r.t. both z and and the ”auxiliary action” w = |’U|2, HED
is independent of the action but linear in the z;, while H () contributes with two terms: the one linear in the
action and independent of z, the second one quadratic in z and independent of the action. Finally, H(=1) is

what is left and Xy (>1) vanishes on 7;.

The operators I1¢ define continuous projections (see Section 4 of [BMP21] and also Proposition @.1]) satisfying
414 = 117 and I¥T1% = 914 = 0 for every d’ # d, d’ > —2. Moreover, this decomposition enjoys all the

2300nsisting in a reordering of the indexes j.
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crucial properties required for a KAM scheme to converge, in particular they behave well with respect to Poisson
brackets, that is:
¥F,G e A, {F.621Y =0
and
FC2 20 = {F621} 5V 20, and FCD =0=F? — {F,c21}5" 20,
Note also that if 1<% F = [1<% G = 0, then 1<% *92{F G} = 0; moreover

(4.4) H= {F<0>, G<d>} —  H=H®,

For all the properties of the projections see [BMP21] Proposition 4.1 and 4.2.
As is standard, on J#. , we define the projections

(4.5) I°H := Y Haalul**, 1OFH:=H-T"H.
aeNZ

Note that f%fr’% C ker L(w) and if w € D4 s then the two spaces coincide.
Correspondingly, we define the following subspaces of J#,. ,:

(4.6) AN ={HeA,: NH=H},  A:={HecH,: I*H=H}.

these projections are continuous on #.,. Moreover, e.g. #,50% := H#,5" N AR,
Note that by [@2) and ([@35]) we have

(4.7) d odd = %5 ={0}.
In Lemma 4.3 of [BMP21] we proved that the map A — A defined by
(4.8) A=) NP =)+ > Azl
j€s jese
is a linear isometry from £*° to %”T?Z;’C for every r, p.
The projections defined in (£2]) naturally extend to H € H,., or H € H,,(C) setting
(4.9) (T H) (w0, T) = (T (w0, 1) (1)

Similarly for (ZI).

The following result is proved in Appendix [Al

Proposition 4.1. For every d € NU{-2,—-1} and H € H, p = ’HS)/;I where T = T(p,r) with ' > /2r the
following holds.

(i) The projection operators 1% : H,r ,, — H,r,y are continuous with bound

(4.10) [T e < B34 H
(i) Moreover the following representation formula holds

(4.11) I29H (u) = > (|v|> = D)°292°Hs(u)  for |ul, <1’
5ENS a,beNS®
2|0|+|a|+|b|=d+2
where Hs(u) are analytic in B, (w,) and can be written in totally convergent power series in every ball |ul, < k.1’
with ks < 1.
Analogous statements hold for the complex case H € H, ,(C) = HOEE where Z(C) = Z(p,r,C) (recall

r'\p
formula (B12)).

As above for 777, we define the corresponding subspaces ’H,ff’p, 'H,Ep, Hﬁp,

complex case H,.,(C). In particular we discuss the subspace H-.

etc. of H, . Analogously for the
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Definition 4.2. We denote by H%* = H%X (O x T) the space of maps

OXI> (w,I)— ANw,I) e l*R) with \; € F(O xI)
for every j € Z endowed with the norm (recall (3.10))
(4.12) [Alloo = sup [A;].
JEL

Then by @S] H*X is isometrically equivalent to ’Hg;;f for all r,p. Similarly in the complex case H%*(C) =
HOX(O x Z(C)).

Since are we mainly interested in the decomposition (@3], we remark (see Proposition[£1]) that for H € HS;/I
with Z =Z(p,r) and r' > V2r, p' < p, one has
(4.13)

[T H |y (T Hlloo < B[ Hl|rrpr s (T H | s [0 2H [y < | H s T2 H s < 6[LH ||,

Analogous estimates hold in the complex case H € HOTHO) with Z(C) =Z(p,r,C) (see BI12)).

1t
TP

5. PROOF OF THEOREMS [2] AND [3]

Definition 5.1 (Normal Forms). Let D : Q@ — R be the linear map defined as

D=Dw):= ij|uj|2.
JEL
Let 0 <r <o, 1 <po<pandZ=7Z(p,r), as in (LI). We will say that N is an analytic family of normal forms
if N—D € ’H%{;{?XZ . We denote such affine space by Ny, p, = Nfgéoz Same definition in the corresponding
complex spaces.

Remark 5.1. Given N € ./\/T(g;oz for every w € O and I € Z(p,r) the flat torus 7 is invariant for the dynamics
of N(w,I) .

Let us state our counterterm KAM result.

Theorem 4. Fiz 0 < vy < 1, Sasin (L2), r > 0 and p > 1. Set O =Dys and T = I(p,r). Consider
ro,p,0 >0 and pg > 1 with
To — T T0

1 < <22
(5.1) P T<5

There exists €, I/C' > 0, decreasing functions of p/ro and § such that the following holds. Consider Ny € ./\/'T(;));OI,
H € D +H9*T and assume that

T0,Po

(5.2) (1+0)°c<éE, where e:=7"1' sup ||H-— Nollyypy » © 1= vt sup ||D — No||
I€Z(p,r) ’ I€Z(p,r)

5§p—p0.

3

70,P0 °

Then there exist a p/4-close to the identity symplectic diffeomorphism in u, Lipschitz in w and analytic in I
(5.3) U : Bry—p(up) X OXT — By (wp), (wsw,I)— ¥(u;w,I)

and a countertem A\ € HO*(O x I), with

(5.4) I\l < (1 +©)2%,

such that U(Tr;w, I) is an invariant torus for the dynamics of A(w, I)+H (w) for everyw € Dy s and I € Z(p,r).

More precisely there exists an analytic family of normal forms N € Nr(zf;{po—i-é’ such that

(5.5) (A H)oU—-N=0, where A:Z)\j(|uj|2—lj>.
J

Finally if Ng and H admit a complex extention on Z(p,r,C) satisfying [B.2), then also the counterterm A extends
to an holomorphic map in HO*(O x Z(p,r,C)) satisfying (E.4).
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Remark 5.2. By (B4) and Cauchy estimates we get that A is uniformly Lipschitz in Z(p,r/2)

|)‘(w7 I) - )‘(Wv Il)l
-1

(5.6) 2 <4C(14+O©)*yr 2%, VYweD,s, I,I'eZ(p,r/2), 1#1.

|2p
Proof of Theorem[d and[3. Theorem 2lfollows from Theorem [ in a straightforward way. Fix po = p—(p—1)/2,
ro=2r =4r, p=r/8 and 6 = (p. — 1)/16. Note that by these choices

(5.7) the constants € and C' depend only on p, .

One first rewrites Hy in (I4) as D + A + P by setting \; = j2 —w; + V;. Set H = D + P and Ny = D so that
by definition © = 0. Since the Hamiltonian P € ¢, ,,(C) does not depend on w, I, trivially P € H,, p, (C).
Since by hypothesis v < |f|; we have by (LII) that r*/R < e,; then the hypothesis ¢;r? < R of Proposition 3.2
holds for all p satisfying (LI2]) taking e, small enough. Then , by Proposition 3.2

(5.8) €= 771||P||T0>P0 = 771|P|To,po < 771|P|2T,(m+3)/4 < c(py)e
for somd?4 c(p«) > 1 by (LII)). Again taking e, = e,(p,) in (LII) small enough, condition (B.2]) is satisfied and

Theorem M gives us the desired change of variables provided that A € H%*(C) is fixed accordingly.
Now we denote w; = v; if j € S and w; = §2; otherwise. We get the equations

(5.9) { Qi+ N, QD) =52+V;, if jes°

Vj+)\j(V,Q,I):j2+‘/j, if je§,
for w € Dy s and I € Z(p,r,C). By Lemma [31] we Lipschitz extend the map A to the whole Q x Z(p,r,C),
(where, recall, r = r/2) in such a way that (5.4)) and (5.6) hold for w,w’ € Q (with C ~» 2C). From now
on we can work only on the real] case I € Z(p,r). By (E4) and taking e.(p.) small enough such that
2Ce < 2Cc(ps)e«(px) < 1/2 (recall (5.8)) we use the Contraction Lemma (recall Lemma?] [B)), we solve the

first equation finding Q : Qs x [~1/4,1/4]%° x Z(p,r) — Qs which is continuous in the product topology of
Qs X [~1/4,1/4)5" and satisfies
= Q V c I - Q / V c I
(5:10) 19, Ve, T) - 12— Viry | <20ye,  sup (Ve Dl Vo DI
’ 12837 |V -V |oo
Q. S = e, I - Q; e, 1) — Qi e, I’
sup | J(Vvvs ) /) J(Vvvs ) )| < 4Ck, sup | J(Vvvs ) ) /J(V,Vs ) )|
Vise/#Vse [Vse' = Vise|oo A [ =1y,

for every j € 8¢ and where the first three estimates follows from (54 (recalling (A.12]) and (810)) and the last

one from (5.6). By (5.I0) and (5.8) we prove (LI8) and (LI9) taking C' > 4Cc(p.). Note that this condition
depends only on p..
Finally the second equation in (59)) defines

(5.11) Vs (v, Vse, I) = vj + X\j(v,Qv, Vse, 1), I) — j°

for j €S.
Analogously, by Kirszbraun’s Theorem, we can Lipschitz extend the map ¥ : B, ,_,(w,) X Dy,s X Z(p,r) —
By (wp) on Byy—p(wp) x Q x Z(p, 7). Then ®(u;v, Vse,I) := ¥(u;w(v, Vse, I),I) (where w(v, Vse, I) was defined
in (L20)). The map ¢ conjugates the NLS Hamiltonian Hy to normal form for all v such that w(v, Vs, I) € Dy s,
namely for v € C (recalling (I20)). Then the proofs of Theorems[2and B are concluded provided that one shows
that the set C defined in (L20) satisfies (I.I4). This is the content of Lemma 1] proved in Section Section B]
where all the measure estimates are discussed.

O

24Note that the constants c1, c2 in Proposition [3:2] continuously depend on p, which belongs to the compact [(px + 1)/2, p«].
25ObViously the same statements hold also in the complex case
26We use it with Fj(v, Vsc,w) := =Xj(v,q+ Vse +w), j € S, where g = (jz)jesc and r := Cye.
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6. SMALL DIVISORS AND HOMOLOGICAL EQUATION

The proof of Theorem [ is based on an iterative scheme that kills out the obstructing terms, namely terms
belonging to H, 2, H, L and H?

™pr TP p?

(6.1) LFYD =g gD eyl

™p?

by solving homological equations of the form
d=-2,-1,0.

where

Lw)[]:= {ij|uj|2,-}, LH= Y w-(a-pB)Hapw Hua?.

o,BeNZ
The convergence of the iterative KAM scheme comes from a good control of the solution L;*G(? in the set
Dy.s-

For w € Dy s the Lie derivative operator L(w) is formally invertible on the subspace %’;72 with inverse

—iHea 3
w- (a=p)

We now show that the inverse is well defined also at a non formal level.

(6.2) (LY w)H)ap =

Lemma 6.1. Let O =Dy s and I =Z(p,r) and set HE)R = H0RO*L. For every 0 < 6 < 1, 62) defines a

, _ < ‘ .
bounded linear operator L1 : HTS)Z?’R — ’HT—S’S with estzmat

_ 1 2 1/77
(6.3 L7 s < S exp <cexp<(5) ))nﬂnw,

for some constants i.,n are introduced in Definition in[LA ¢ = c(i.), with i, n introduced in Definition in [T
The same estimate holds in the corresponding complex spaces.

Proof. Let us first prove that if Ho g € F(O x Z) then the same holds for (L7'H)q,g. Indeed, since |a| =
|B] < oo, the expression w - (& — B) depends only on a finite number of frequencies w; and hence is continuous
w.r.t. the product topology. As for the Lipschitz dependence, w € D, s implies that 1/w - (¢ — B) is C*° and
the result follows, since the product of Lipschitz functions is Lipschitz.

By ([©2) and BI4) we get

_ 1

(6.4) L7 H |l ps < ;KHHHW,
where

. 5

L) 1 !
6.5 K =~sup sup < ,
(0 L i, \ L7 ) | a3
and (recall that H € Hz2R)
(6.6) M; = {(a,ﬁ) EM st. a#p3, Z as+ B, <2, a;+p, 750} .

seS¢e

We now separate two cases. We define

Z (aS - 165)82

SEZ

(6.7) M= {(a,ﬁ) € M;, such that

<2Z|as—ﬁs|} ,

SEZ
and consider

. 5
i)
(6.8) Ki; =+vsup sup <
jez (a@em; \Is|s]x:+Ps

1
w- (a—0))

2777 was introduced in ((CGal).
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and

1 v

w-(a—P))

. )
i)
(6.9) Ky—~sup  sup (
JEL (a,B)EM\M], I, | s | +Ps

Note that, by (L.14),
1
2
w-(a=B)[ =) s las = Bal = 5 > las =B8]

SEZ SEZL
SO

(6.10) S (s — B.)s*

SEZ

>2) |- B, = |w(a-B)=|a-8/>1

SEZ

Remark 6.1. In the following we will strongly use the fact that the involved functions depend only on a finite
number of w;. In this case the Lipschitz semi-norm is bounded by the ¢!-norm of the gradient.

Let us first study Ko. If (e, 8) € M; \ M; then |w - (e — B)| > |a — B| > 1. Therefore

‘ ! ! < s L +7 s o~ B <2
| X SUp T T Sup o5 S 4,
w-(a=P))| " wens lw-(a=PB)]  wep,s (w-(a—0))?
so that in conclusion K3 < 2. Otherwise if (o, 3) € M}, then (recall Definition [L3])
1 2 1
sup < . with d(0) := : :
22 [y < s = G EaeRr
as for the Lipschitz variation we estimate it as
1 | — B 4
sup 3%-7‘ < sup < )
wEDy, s ; we(a=PB)| " wep, s (W (a=0B))* 7 42 (d(e — ,8))3

where the last inequality comes form [ — 8] < (d(a — ,8))71. Note that the sum in the left hand side above is
over a finite number of indexes j’s. In conclusion we have proved that for (o, 3) € M

1 K 14
‘w (@=B8) " y@aa-8)""
and hence, recalling the definition of n in (L6al), we have
(6.11) Ky <1l4sup sup (Lﬁ)‘; H (1 + (i(s))?|os — B |2)37.
iez (a@em; \Ms|s]@HP: ) L ’

To bound this last term, we need some basic results and notations coming from [BMP20a]

Definition 6.1. Given a vector v € N*, 0 < |v| < 0o, we denote by 7 = 7(v) the vector (7;),c; (where I C N
is finite) which is the decreasing rearrangement of

{N>h>1 repeated vp + v_p, times} U {1 repeated v1 + v_1 + vy times}

Remark 6.2. A good way of envisioning this list is as follows. Given the set of (commutative) variables (x;)
we consider a monomial (recall (B1]))

jezs

U_II Vi — o e L
T = Ly = XjiTj, xw\uw
i

then 7i(v) is the decreasing rearrangement of the list ((j1), ..., (jju)). As an example consider
V= (Uj)jGZ with v_¢=1,v_3=4,v_1=v9y=1,v1 =vs =2, and v; =0 otherwise

then 7i(v) = (6,6,6,3,3,3,3,1,1,1,1).
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Given (a, 8) € M with |a| = |B] > 1, from now on we define
n:=n(a+p0).
We observe that there exists a choice of o; = £1, 0 such that by momentum conservation

(6.12) > o =0.
l

with o; # 0 if n; # 1. Indeed we recall that

> il —B;) =Y han+ By — (an+By))

JEZ heN

and that each h > 1 appears exactly ayp, + a_p + 8;, + B_;, times in the sequence n. Hence we assign the value

o=1, ap+ B_, times to the n; = h (and ¢ = —1 the remaining times). The value h = 1 instead appears in
the sequence 1, a1 + a—1 + B, + B_; + ag + B, times. Hence we assing the value 0 = 1, oy + B_; times, the
value 0 = —1, a1 + 3, times and o = 0 all the remaining times.

From (612) we deduce
(6.13) Ay <Y A

1>2

Indeed, if 01 = +1, the inequality follows directly from (6I2); if o3 = 0, then 77 = 1 and consequently 7; = 1 V.
Since the mass is conserved, the list 7 has at least two elements, and the inequality is achieved.

We need the following elementary result (see Lemma C.2 of [BMP20al)
Lemma 6.2. Let0<a<1landxzy >x9>...>xNn > 2. Then

Z1§£§N e < pl-a 2

<z —.
ngzgz\r Ty ! axy
For j € Z and (e, B) € M; by Lemma[6.2 (with a = 1/2) we can write
Fis |n] G lez |71 4+ |ng| 2 3
5 < — < = =< — 71 = =
I [s|>tBe = ;50 mu) [Lsolu) = Wso|fy)z ~ Msa| i)
Now, by (6.14) and (II7)

(6.14)

Nl=

5

@I 3 ’

(615) K1/14 S Ki — Sup Sup —T H (1 + <Z(S)>2|as - /65|2) 1 ) T1 = 37— .
jez (epyem; \ >3z | =g

In the following we call j1,jo € 8¢ with |j1| > |j2| the possible normal sites. Let us set
Q; = Qeg(4) 5 Bi = ﬁs(i) .
Lemma 6.3. If { € Z7 with |{| < oo, satisfies m(£) = w(£) = 0, then |[¢| is even and |{| # 2.
Proof. As usual we write in a unique way ¢ = ¢+ — ¢~ where ¢X > 0 and ¢¢; = 0 for every s € Z. Since
m(¢) = 0 we get [(T]| = |[¢~|, therefore |¢| = |[¢F]| + || is even.

Now assume by contradiction that [¢7| = [¢7| = 1. Then ¢* = e;,{~ = e; for some i # j and w(¢) = i — j, which
contradicts w(£) = 0. O

By Lemma [6.3] the constraint ) s cs + B, < 2 implies that there exists at least one s € S such that
as + B3, # 0. We denote the largest in absolute value s € S with this property as sy and iy := i(sy). We divide
the proof in six cases:
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Case 1. 7Ny > sy. Here, since there are at most two normal sites we get
Mg i) = [] Ls(i))*
i<iy
Recalling that
(i(s))|as — By| = ()]s — Bil < ()i + i), i s=s(i), i€Z,

we get
(6.16)
log €} < log(#) + mp —5 D+ B logls()] + 71 Yo (1 ()i + 50)?) | = log(3%) + 7 sup Ak
sl i<iy i<iy
where, for k € N%, we define
(6.17) Ay = iSiM;ZkiZl —6k;log|s(i)] + log (1 + (i)%k7) , 5 = % 7

meaning that the sum over ¢ is restricted to the indexes such that k; > 1. We split the sum into two terms
Ay = A + Ap, with
Ap = > —0kilog|s(i)] +log (1+ (i)°k7), A7 = > —bkilog|s(i)| +log (1 + (i)%k7),
i<iw:ki>1 o <i<iy:h;>1

Regarding the first term we get, recalling that s(i) > 1,
Ay <) —dkilogli| + 1+ 2log(i) + 2logh; < 8iylogi, + > —(dlog2)k; + 2logk;

a 1<ty:ki>1 1<iy:ki>1
< 8is <1ogi* + log %) ,
using that max,>; —(dlog2)x + 2logz < 2log1/0.
Consider now the second term. By (LGal) we get
A7 < Z —0k; log' ™t |i| + log (1+ <z>2k12) < A,zl + A,iQ ,

iy <i<iy,k; >1

where

A7, = > 2f (i, ki), A7y = > 2f (i, ki)

i <i<iy,k; >28/8 i <i<iy,1<k; <28/5
and?d
(6.18) f(i k) == —0klog' ™ i+ 3logi + 2log(dk) + 21log(1/6).
When k; > 28/ we havel]
fli, k) < —%Ski log' i 4 21log(dk;) + 2log(1/6) < —igki log' i 4 21log(1/6) < —Tlog" ™ i + 21og(1/4),
which is negative for i > 1/5. Then we get

4 _
A7y < glog(l/(s).

We finally consider the term Alzzv namely when k; < 28/4. In this case

Flik:) < (3 — §log” z) logi + 7 + 21og(1/3).

28Recall that i > 3.
29Using that —%m +2logx < 0 for x > 28 and log: > logis > 1.
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We claim that the last quantity is negative for i > exp(46~/"). Indeed, since n < 2

flik) < ——=+T7+2log(1/6) <0

Sl

for § < 1/2. On the other hand for i < exp(46~1/") we have

~—

fli k) < % + 74 2log(1/8) <

| B3

So we finally get
40 - _
A, < 3 exp(486 /") < 40 exp(56 /7).

Recollecting we get
log K/ < cexp(56~ 1/,

where, here and in the remaining part of the proof c is a suitably large constant depending only on i, 7.

Case 2. N > sy = Nz and only one normal site. We have ), s. a; +3; = 1 and the normal site must be
71. Moreover

(6.19) Mizs (M) = Ls(i) )Pt T [s(0))
1<ty
SO
(6.20)
Ki < 3%sup [ ] Ls(i))~(eetp0o/2 Ls(iM)J*<am+ﬁiMf1>6/2(1 + (in)?|cviy — ﬂmlz) 11 (1 + (@) (e + &-)2) 1
a,f 1<y i<iy

If ai;, = Bi, and hence iy does not appear in the small divisors, then we proceed as in case 1.
(a) If iy, + By > 2 then we claim that

(6.21) log (LS(iM)Jf(aiﬁﬁi”*l)é/Q (1 + (im)?| iy, — ﬂm|2) 1) < g
In order to prove our claim we consider two cases iy < i, and iy > i.. In the first case, letting x = ap, +8p, —1 >
1, the left hand side of ([@21]) is bounded by

71 (—bzlog2 +log (1 +i2(z +1)7)),

which is negative for x > ¢/6% and, therefore, bounded by clogd.
Consider now the case iy > i,. By (LGal) the left hand side of (6.21I)) is bounded by@

al (—53: 10g1+" iy + log (1 +i2(x + 1)2)) <71 f(iu, ),

with f defined in (GI8). Reasoning as above we can estimate f(iy, ) by ¢/ obtaining (G.21).
By ([620) and (@21]) we have

log K < log(3°) + g + Sug (—g Z(ai + Bi)log|s(i)]| + 71 Z log (1 + (i)*(vi + Bi)2)> ,
@ i<iy i<y

and we proceed as in case 1.

(b) If ay, + Biy = 1 (then |y, — Bi,| = 1), here the second factor in ([E20) is equal to one. Thus in order to
bound the third factor (i.e. (14 (iy)?)™ < 2742™) we distinguish two cases: iy < i, and iy > i,. In the first
case 270270 < 27427 and the estimate of K/ in (6:20) proceeds as in the case 1 above. On the other hand when
iy > i, we need a different argument.

Given u € Z%, with |u| < oo, consider the set

{j #0, repeated |u;|times},

30Rocalling that iy > i« > 21 and log21 > 3.
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where D < oo is its cardinality. Define the vector m = m(u) as the reordering of the elements of the set above
such that |mi| > |ma| > --- > |mp| > 1. Given a # B € N%, with |a| = |3] < co we consider m = m(a — 3)
and? 7 = A(a + B).

Lemma 6.4 (Lemma C.4 of [BMP20a]). Given o # 3 € NZ, with 1 < || = | 8| < oo and satisfying (6.10), we

have
(6.22) Ima| <31 77
>3
Recalling that |o, — By, = |as, — B,,] = 1 where sy = s(in), we have that sy < |m;|. Then
s(iy) = su<|ma| <31 A7 =31Y [s(i)]%(ci + Bi) <313 [s(0)[* (e + Bi) +31 Y s*(i)(cwi + i)
>3 1<ty 1<ty Ty <2<iy
(6.23) < 31> siai+B)+31 Y $2(i)(ai+ i)

1<y iy <1<1y
using that s(¢) is increasing. By ([LGal)-(L6d), for the inverse function i(s) we have for integer j > 1 and
8,8 > s = s(i4)
(6.24) i(s+s") <i(s)+i(s),  i(js) <ji(s),  i(s?) <i%(s).
Applying the inverse function i(s) to the inequalities in ([6.23]) and using (6.24) we get

*

(625) <3 (@i +B)+31 Y Plaitf) <ed o+ B) < [T (14 0w+ 6)°)

i<in b <i<im i<iy i<iy
.
where by Z we mean that the sum is only over the indexes i such that «; + 3; > 1. By (G20) we get

(6.26) log K| < ¢+ log(3%) + sup Z <—é log|s(i)] + 371 log (1 + (8)2 (0 + ﬂi)2>> :

Z<1
Again we proceed as in case 1.
Case 3. N1 > sy = no and two normal sites.

Now
(6.27) HZZS LﬁlJ — U2J LS(iM)Ja’L“+5’LM71 H LS(’L)J o +Bi ,
1<y
where j2 is the smalles normal site. We have
(6 28)
T1 T1
< 3%|jp 702 sug H (400012 (i )Jf(a"ﬁﬁi"*l)é/z(l + (iw)®|cviy — ﬁm|2) H (1 + (1) (ai + ﬂi)Q) :
o 1<ty 1<ty

(@) If o, = By, or if ap, + Br, > 2 then we proceed as in case 2-(a), since |j2] =2 < 1 and does not bother.

(b) Let now ap, + B, = 1. The analogous of (6.28) is
(6.29) iy < c( (LJ2J))2 II (1 + ()% (o + ﬁi)2) -
1<y

Then by (G.28)) we get

(6.30) log K| < c+log(3°)4+4m logz(UzJ)—é log|j2] +supz (—é log|s(i)] + 37 log (1 + ()% (ay + Bz‘)2>> )

«
a<lin

31The relation between m and 7 is the following. If we denote by D the cardinality of m and by N the one of n, respectively,
we have D + ag + By < N and (Jm1|,...,|mpl|, 1, ... ;1) =< (f1,...7nN), recalling Definition 3]
—_——

N—D times
3211 absolute value.
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Since
6 1) ([T5a) 1) 8712
sup (47’1 logi(z) — = log ;E) = sup (471 logy — = log s(y)) < ¢+ sup (471 logy — = log? y) <c+ o ,
2>2 2 ¥>i(2) 2 y>in 2 g
we obtain

2
log K} < ¢+ log(3%) + 8% + sup Z <—g log|s(i)] + 31 log (1 + () (o + ﬂi)2)> .

o, 1<ty

Again we conclude as in case 1.

Case 4 n; = sy and the (eventual) normal sites are < np. Let us start with the case of two normal sites
j17j2' We get
(6.31) Mg ) = Lja] Lz [sCiw) |0+t T L)) @,
1<y
which contributes with the additional factor |j1]~2 in the expression (B.25).

(a) If ap, = Bh,, or if ap, + Br, > 2 then we are reduced to case 3-(a)
(b) If ap, + Pry = 1 then, we proceed as in case 3-(b) and apply Lemma C.A The analogous of ([6.29) is

632 aw<e(ilin) (i) TT (1+ @%@+ 807) < (L) TT (1+ 0 +6°)

1<y 1<ty

Then the analogous of (630 is

4] )
log K| < ¢+ log(3%) + 87 logi(|j1]) — 3 log|j1| + sup Z (—5 log|s(i)| + 37 log (1 + (i) (0 + Bi)2>) .
P <y
We conclude as in case 3-(b).
If there is only one normal site or if there is none, then the same arguments apply word by word with the only
”advantage” that there is only one |j1] or none in ([G.31])

Case 5 n; = sy and only one normal site j; = ny. Here (6.19) holds and we proceed as in case 2.

Case 6 1, = sy, j1 = N2 and two normal sites. The proof follows word by word the one of case 3.
This concludes the proof of (G.4]).

7. ITERATIVE LEMMA AND PROOF OF THEOREM [
Let 7,79, p, po, p, 0 be as in (51]) and 1 < 1 < 2 as in Definition [[2l Let {p, }nen, {0n }nen be the summabl
sequences:
 Pon 0 - _ltn 18 _ltn
(7.1) pn—62 , 5O—§, Oop =cpon~ = Vn>1, ¢, —gngln 7 >4

Let us define recursively
T4l =Tn —3Pn — T i=T0g—p>Tr/4 (decreasing)

(7.2) Pnil =Pn+30n — Poo :=po+0<p (increasing) ,

recalling (B.1)).

Set O =D,.s, T =Z(p,r) and Z(C) = Z(p, r,C)(recall (LIM), (LI) and [BIZ)). Since these sets are fixed,
— HO XTI

Tn,Pn

we omit to write them explicitly in the notations of this section. For instance we denote H,, ;. and

33in the notation of [BMP20al] 1 = |m|
34Note that L7 > 1.
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Hr, (€)= Hgfpzn((c)-
By [I3) and (7.2), we can use projections ITI°, ITI=1, TIZ! on these spaces for all n.

Remark 7.1. A crucial point for the convergence of the algorithm is that, thanks to (£I3]), no small divisor
appears in the estimate of the counterterms, see ((22) and (T24) below.

Let

(7.3) Hy:=D+ Go+ Ay, Go € Hry.po(C), Ay € HOX (),

where D is defined in (B)) and the counterterms A are free parameters. We define

), Oy = ,7—1 HG(?2 + €0
T0,Po

T0,Po

(T4) eoi=7" (HGEP”C)HOO + e

[t

[t

T0,Po T0,Po

Lemma 7.1 (Tterative step). There exists a constant € > 1 large enoug such that if

6
g0 < (1460) k3, K:_Qf<%0> sup 2% exp (C”g—xn(l—x/Z)), where
2 \'/" 147
. =2 — =1 <1 .—3/9
(7.5) ¢ cexp<<cn5) ) e=lcr oy,

(n as in (L6aA), ¢ defined in Lemmal6 ]l and c,, in (1)) then we can iteratively construct a sequence of generating
functions S; = 5572) + Sl-(il) + Sl-(o) € Hri—pipisi (C) and a sequence of counterterms A; € HO*(C) such that
the following holds, for n > 0.

(1) For allw €Dy 5, I € Z(p,r), for alli=0,...,n—1 and all p’ > p;11 the time-1 hamiltonian flow Pg,
generated by S; = S;(w, I) satisfies
(7.6) sup [Py, (u) —ul, < p27 2T,

uEBTi+1 (Wp/)

Moreover
(7.7) Uy, = ®g,0---0Pg, ,
is a well defined, analytic map By, (wy) — By (wy) for all p’ > py, with the bound
(7.8) ueBS:iI()wp/) U () = Wi (u)], < p272" 77
(2) We set Lo:=0 and fori=1,...,n
(7.9) Li+1d =S, +1d), A=Ay — ANy, Hy=eS4H

where A;_1 are free parameters and L; : HO*(C) — H,, p,(C) are bounded linear operators. We have
(7.10) H; = D(w) + G; + (Id +L;)A;, Gi, € Hy, p, (C).
Setting fori=10,...,n

I (I L T N = I el Y
oo Ti,Pi TiPi TiPi Ti,Pi

we have

(712) g < 6067Xi+1 , 0, <06 E;:O 2-J

(7.13)  [[(Li = Lim1)hll,, ,, < Keo(1+©0)*27% ||A] . , IL:Rll,, ,, < K1 +60)%e0 351 277 ||hl . ,

for all h € HO®(C). Finally the counter-terms satisfy the bound
(7.14) [Aica]|, SKeica(1+60)*, i=1,...,n.

35Depending only on 4. defined in (I6a).
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Proof of Theorem[j] Starting from the Hamiltonian H satisfying (5.2)), we set Go = H — D in (Z3). The
smallness conditions (Z.5) are met, provided that we choose € and C appropriately.

Using (Z.8) we define ¥ as the limit of the W,, (which define a Cauchy sequence) and A = Ag =, A; < oo.
Note that the series is summable by (ZI4)). For more details see [BMP21], Section 6]. O

Proof of the iterative Lemma. We start with a Hamiltonian Hy = D + Ag 4+ G with Ag € HO* and D.
At the n’th step we have an expression of the form

H, =D+ (Id+Ly)A, + Gy

with Gy, € Hro, p., s
To proceed to the step n + 1 we apply the change of variables e}, The generating function S,, and the
counterterm A,, are fixed as the unique solutions of the Homological equation

(7.15) I=0({Sy, D+ GZ'} + (Id+Ly) A, + Gp) = G259

recalling that G,(fl’lc) = 0 by ([@1). This equation can be written componentwise as a triangular system and
solved consequently. Indeed we have

(7.16) {57(;2),1)} S 2RLA, + GE2R) = ¢

(717) (¢, 0} + s, 67} + M L, + G =0

(7.18) MR8 4+ 800, G2+ Ky + TR LA, + G =0

(7.19) {‘97(10,72)7 D} + HO,R{S7(;2) + 37(;1), G%l} + HO’RﬁnAn + Gslojz) —0.

We start by solving the equations for S,, it "modulo A,,”, then we determine the counter-term by inversion of
an appropriate linear operator resulting from inserting the equations for S, into equation (Z.I8]).
We hence have by Lemma

(7.20) S=2) = -1 (H—%n/‘xn + G§;2>)
SCU =17 (s, 63t A, + GEY)
SO = L7 (MOR{ S + 570, G2t + IORL, A, + GER)) .
Plugging them into (ZI8) we thus get
mOX LY ML, A + T H{ LT T 2L, A, GE1Y), G2 4+ A + TION LA, =
—no (Gt {6,651 ) 6 - G

Note that the left hand side of the equation above can be written as (Id —I—Mn)]&n, where M, : HOF — HOK is
the operator defined as

(7.21) My h— Mph =T LY (IS L h + T L 22,0, G2 ), G2 + IO LR
Similarly to Lemma 6.2 of [BMP21] one has
(7.22) [Mphllo <[Pl /2
In order to prove ([.22]), we treat the three summands of M,, separately, we recall that by [@I3]), (Z13) and
by the smallness condition in (Z.3])

n ‘ 1
I Lhlloo < 3| Labillr,p, < 3K(1+©)e0 Y 27|l < g 1lloo-

j=1
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In the other summands we use the identification |TI®*F||» < 3| F||, for any ',p’ (see formulas (@S] and
@I3) such that 7' > /2 and p’ < p.
We have by 316, ([@I3]), Proposition3.1l and Lemma [G.T]

OIS L L, G Yoo < BI{ITS TV LG L0, G2 Y gy

EEED 0 (L Ay | = o0 L5 Lat]l,.. , ©On

(7.23)

ED. 2,6 2\ /" D@1 |, 5 @
< 240 exp | cexp 3 ILnhll,., . ©On < EK eo(l+600)° 7]l <

where, in order to control the exponential term we used the definition of K given in (X)) and the fact that
cn < 1/4 (recall (Z1)).

Now we estimate the remaining term in (C.2I]). We have, again by (B.10), (£13), (ZI1I), Proposition3.I] and
Lemma (G.1I)

IO L T L T2 L0k, G}, G oo < BI{LTTT LT T2 L0h, G} G Y s,

>1
G|

Tn,P H Tn,P

1]l s

=

BI19),@2)
< 400 LTI LTI AL,k G Y I3 20| G 3 2.

@I
<4004 LT Y LT 2L ,h, G2 Y (1302, O

@I, G 4\ e
< 400 exp (cexp <<§> )) ||{L 1 2Enh,G%l}||3T/2y(p+pn)/2 O,

fimeRmu] 1/"
< 2y exp <Cexp <<%) )) 1L T2 Lol (o) 2 O

@I, 63 AN\ @3, I3 | @3
< 9l4 exp <2cexp <<%> >> |1Lnhllr, p.. @721 < nggo(l + @0)4||h||00 <

noting that by (B1) and (T2

172/l oo

S| =

§T2 P=Pn PP 3
2 2

3 2 - 2 -

Tn—§7"2roo—

R

and estimating the exponential term as in (T23]). This concludes the proof of ([T.22]).
Then we have that:
(7.24) A= —(a+2) " ({7 (G5 + {1716 2,671 ), 621+ G)

is well defined. In order to prove (Z.14)) we split ((.24) in three terms and note that by (Z.22)) the operator norm
of (Id+M,,)~! is bounded by 2. Regarding the first one we obtain

11 +M) LG G oo < 6I{LG GE 7GR Y

T e 1620, S o ses e
Tn,P o

ED, (2. E3) 2\ /" < (3, (10, I 1
(7.25) < 240exp | cexp | | == |G <

Tn,sP

n

ZK”yEn(l + 60) 5

Tn,Pn
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taking € large enough here and below. Regarding the second term we get
laa+ag) O L 1760, 6 L 6 e < 61{ 27 716D, 65 1 G sy

B

GI5), [@2)
< S00|L T LG, G Y s G s

1D
< 800'7||L_1H_1{L_1G51_2)7Grzll}nsr/zp On

EI3),E63) 4N\ v
< 800 exp (cexp<<%) )) ||{L el 2>,G§1}||3r/2,(p+pn)/2 O,
@15, 1D 1/m
2 s e () )
4
35

5
1,63 1/n @3, (1D, (I3 1
< 2% exp <2C€XP << > )) G2, ©2 < ZEren(1+ ©0)?.

Finally for the third term we get
((rn1)
1Ad+Mp) " GO [l < 276
so (TI4) follows.

By substituting in the equations (Z20) we get the final expressions for 552 and SSY and finally SO%)

which by BI5), [@3), (CII), (CI3), (C5) and (CI4) yield the estimates
1S5 v putsn < (14K (1 + ) *e0)Dnen < 2Dpen
1SS o s, < (14 1670p;, 1D, 00)2D e,
(7.26) 1S, —ap prass, < (14 1670p; D,00)%3D,e,,

2 1/n 1 ¢
D,, := exp (cexp <<5—> >> < exp <§<n )

(¢ and £ defined in (7)) systematically using the inductive hypothesis and the first bound in (ZH). The final
bound thus reads (recall (ZI]) and ([Z.2]))

where

5, @12)

5 4n nt P
(7'27) ||S"||Tn—2pn7pn+1 S p_(2)4 +8 exp (C ) E"l(]‘ + 60)2 S W .

Then we can apply Proposition B4 since (BI7) is satisfied by S,, with p — p,, and r — r,,4+1. Then item (1)
of Lemma [[T] is easily proved. In particular (Z6) follows by BI8) and (Z27) (for complete details see the
analogous proof of Lemma 6.1]).

Regarding item (2), by construction we have

Losr — L — (e{sn,»} _ Id) o (L +1d)
hence by 320), B17), (1) and (E8)

,,,02n+9
(Lns1 — Cn)h”,pnﬂ,pnﬂ < P 190l =2pnpnsr | (L + 1) Al —20, prgs
C20).@H).@I13) 3
(7.28) < e () en1 4+ €0)° Il
which by (ZH) proves (Z.13).

As for the expression of Gy, 41, by ((I0) and (3 we have
GnJrl = e{Sm.}Hn - [D + (Id +£n+1)An+1] .
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Since S, solves the Homological equation (Z.15]), we have that by (Z.9])

(7.29) Gnp1 = G2 4 G2 + T2 (L1 Ay + {80, GZ'}) + Grsa
Gt = {80, GO+ =Lyt — L) Ay + (150 1A (5, }) G

o0 h
- % (T=1d+£0) R, + G5O+ T=0{S() + 8072, 671)
h=2 '

using that TI1=°({S,,, D}) = ({S., D}) by ([@4) and that {Sn,G%_ZK)} = 0. Note that G,41 . is quadratic in
Sp ~ GSY.

Recalling (1)), (2), BI5), @I13), (CT), (11, (C13), (CI14) and Proposition B4 (which can be applied by
@21)

1Grsrlly
m 2n+67.0 7.3 ¢ _ 22n+21,’,
S p ||Sn||7‘n_2pn7pn+1’75n + p_28n+9 exXp (Cn ) En(l + 60)2 HAnHoo TOHS ||rn72pn pn+17®0
2n+107.0

+T II=0(Id +L) Ay + G50+ T={STY + 82, GZ 200 st 1Snllrn =20 poss

azm_m 26n+55p0 exp (2C )5%(1 +@0)57
+2n+24 . (Ill_&nlloo +yen + 2";—§936n exp (C"E) 7) 1Snllr=2pnprss
RS om0 (e () ) e (¢7) 20+ 00)%
(E?) 257% (exp (C"g) + 1) e_XnH/zsn < 260%6_XTL+160 < "ye_xnﬂso,

taking € large enough. Recalling (Z.I1)) and (7.29) this implie@ the first estimates in (Z12).
By the above estimate and recalling (Z11)) and (Z.29) we get
_un+1 _ _
®n+1 S En+1 +®n+€ X 50+’Y 1||1_IZl (£n+1An+ {Sn;Ggl})||rn+1,pn+1
< O,+ 4€_XTL+IEQ =+ 24En + 2n+77,0p—1 ||S7l||Tn—2Pn7;Dn+1®0 <0, + 902—71—1

again by (£13), (C3), (CI13), (C14), BI5), (C21). This finally implies the second estimates in (T.12)).
The analyticity of ¥,, and A,, follows by Lemma [6.1] point (ii) of Proposition L1l and recalling Remark B2l O

8. MEASURE ESTIMATES
Lemma 8.1 (Measure estimates). The set C defined in (L20) satisfies (LI4), namely
measg g (QS \ C(VSC ) Iv 7)) < 00'7 ) meas[—1/4,l/4]5 (VS (QS \ C(Vsca Ia ’7)7 VSC s I)) < CO’Y .

Proof. We start proving the first estimate in ([14]).

Take v < 1/2. For £ # 0 with [£| < 00, > s [€s] <2, m(£) = 0 and m(¢) = 0 we define the resonant set

(8.1) Re=Re(Vse,I,7):= {V € Qs |lww,Vse,I) - £ < *yH e |2 B =: *yd(ﬁ)}

Recalling the definition of w(v, Vse,I) in (L20) we note that by the continuity with respect to the product
topology of the functions v — Q; (v, Vse, I) with j € 8¢, I € Z(p,r) (and since || < co) we have the crucial fact
that the sets Ry are closed (w.r.t. the product topology) and, therefore, measurable with respect to the product

K)

36Recall that the seminorm of the constant term G£f2’ is zero.
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probability measure on Qgs. Moreover, since Qg is compact all the R, are compact too.
In the following we will often omit to write the immaterial dependence on Vse and I.
Set q(€) := Y oy s%0s. If [q(£)] > |¢] then

1 1 1
IS N = ] I Z
jwl] > 1D s%| Sl 2 Sl <5

seN

and R, = 0. Recall the definition of the set C given in (IL20) and ([.I7). Denoting by meas the product
probability measure on Qg, we have

(8.2) Qs\C= U Re, which implies meas(Qs \ C) < Z meas(R¢) ,
LA LA
where
(8.3) A= {é eZf : 0< |l < o, Z [2s] <2, m(¢) =7=(€) =0, |q()] < |€|} :
seS*®

Fix £ € A. We note that
(8.4) 35=5) €S (depending only on ¢) such that {5 # 0,
otherwise 0 < [£] = ) g |fs| < 2, which contradicts Lemma B3l Since w(v) = (v,Q(v)), we get
i)
[t (w (v + tes) - £) = (w(v) - )] 2 €] — 2 sup Q] >

seS¢e

1-2Ce>1/2,

taking e, (ps) small enough in ([LII). Set ¥ = (vs)sx5. Then for every ¥ there exist a¢(¥) = a¢(9, Vse, I,7v) <
be(0) = by(0, Vse, I, ) satisfying

(8.5) {vs st (vs,0) € Re} C (ar(D),be(D)), with be(9) — ae(?) < 4vd(f),
which implies
meas{vs s.t (vs ) € Re} < 4vd(d).
Since R, is measurable, by Fubini’s Theorem we have that
1

< 4vd(f) = 4 =4
meas(Ry) < 4~ ”YH 1+|€ |2 )> Fyll;I\I 1+|€S(1)|2<i>2)7—

Therefore

(8.6) meas(Qs \ C) < 4y Z H !

P NIERTANEGEE

We claim that

(8'7) Z Z H 1 + |€s(1 > ) : 00/177

LeA leAie

taking Cy large enoug.
Given k € ZN with |k| < oo we define ¢¥ € Z” supported on S setting

05 =k, for s€S, ;=0 for s¢S.
Now for each £ € A there exist unique k € ZN with |k| < oo and 51,52 € S¢ and 01,09 = £1,0 such that

(8.8) {=1% +01e,, + 0se,, .

37The quantity on the left hand side of (8.7) depends only on 7, but we fixed 7 = 3/2.
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On the other hand, given k € ZN with |k| < oo, there exist at most 36(|k| + 2) vectors £ € A satisfying (B.8).
Indeed we prove that, given o1, 09 = 1,0, there exist at most 4(|k| 4+ 2) couples (s1,82) € 8¢ x §¢ such that
¢ in ([B8) belongs to A. Indeed they have to satisfy

0181 + 0282 = —F(gk)
0182 + 0983 = —q(F) + h, for some |h| < |¢] < |k|+2.

Then by (B.6]) we get

1
S ey <%0 3 K+ 1] gy

LeAieN keZN:0<|k|<oo
Since
Bl +2 < 2[[(1+ kil (8)*)"/2
i€EN
we get

ZH +|g(|2 )§727 > H +|k| 27172 °

LeAieN keZN:0<|k|<oo t€N

where the last sum converges (see [Bou05] or Lemma 4.1 of [BMP20a]) provided that 7 > 1. This concludes the
proof of (81 taking Cy large enough and, by (86, the proof of the first estimate in (LI4]).

Let us now prove the second estimate in (ILI4]). Set for brevity
(8.9) meas' (E) := meas(_1/, 1/qs (E N [~1/4,1/4]%)

the product probability measure on [—1/4,1/4]5. Since Vs (defined in (LI3)) is Lipschitz Cevy-close to the map
V$ (defined in ([L.8)) we have that

Vs(Qs, Ve, I') O [=1/1,1/4)°
for every Vse € [—1/a,1/4]5° and®] I’ ¢ Z(p,r). The function Vs(v, Vse, I) is invertible (w.r.t. v). In particular
there exists a function

(8.10) g 1 [=3/8,3/8]° x [=1/a,1/4]5" x I(p,x) 3 (Vs,Vsse,I) — g(Vs, Vse,I) € [-4Ce,4Cve]®

which is continuous w.r.t. the product topology in [—3/s,3/s]S x [~1/4,1/4]5" and satisfies

(8.11) Vs(q+ Vs +9(Vs,Vse,I),Vse,I) =Vs,  where  q=(g)jes, a=Jj°,

with Lipschitz estimates

(8.12) 19(Vs, Ve, I) — g(Vis, Vise, I) |z < 6Ce|Vs — Vis|ess -

Indeed recalling (5.I1)) g satisfies the fixed point equation (e.g. by a slightly modified version of Lemma [BT])
g=-Xq+Vs+9.Qq+ Vs +g,Vse, I),1);

then (BI0) and BI2) follow from (G4)) (recalling (AI2) and B.I0).

For the remaining of the proof we drop the dependence on Vs. and 7. Fix £ € A, first we note that for
all I,I' € Z(p,r) the set Vs(Re(I);I’) is measurable since Ry(I) is closed and Vs is continuously invertible.
Recalling (8I) we have

VS('R,g( ) ) [—1/4 1/4 {VS S —1/4 1/4] s.t. dv e Rg([) with Vs = Vs(l/, I/)}
(8.13) EI0 {Vs € [~V/2,1/4]° s.t. |w(q+ Vs + g(Vs, I'),I) - £| < vd(£)} = E.
38Note that there are 9 possible choices of 01,02 = +1,0.

391n the present proof we actually take I’ = I. We have introduced I’ for estimate (BI5) that will be used in the proof of
Lemma 211
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As usual we set ¢ =: ({s,ls:) and note that, since £ € A by [B4) we get |[fs| > 1 and |fsc| < 2. Let
S:={j €S : ; #0}. Wesplit £s =: ({5,0). Define {5 by {5 ; = sign’; for j € S; then l5-l5 = |(5] = |ls| > 1
and |/g]o = 1.
Decomposing Vs = (Vs, Vs s) we set
E(Vs\s) = {Vs € [-1/4,/4° : (V5,Vs\s) €E}.

We claim that for every Vg g € [~1/4, 1/4)5\8

(8.14) MeAs_1/, 1/, (E(VS\S)) < 16vd(¢) .

Then by Fubini’s theorem we get

(8.15) meas(_1/,,1/,s (E) = meas’ (Vs (Re(1), 1)) < 167d().
Then

Meas|_1/,1/4)5 (VS(QS \C(I) ) Z 16~d(£)

LeA
and the second estimate in (ILI4) follows by (7)) and taking I’ = I.
Let us finally prove the claim in 8.14). Fix Vg\s € [-1/4, 1/4)5\S | Setting for brev1ty@

fVs) = wlg+Vs+g(Vs,I'),I) ¢
T Vs b+ (a+ 9V, 1) - bs + Q(a+ Vs + 9(Vs, 1), 1) -l
we get
[t (Vs +tls) = F(Vs)l = |€s| = 16Ce|ls| > |s]/2.
by ®8I2) and (5I0) and taking e.(p.) in (CII) small enough such that 16Ce < 16Cc(p.)e < 1/2 (recall
B3),(E1) Then we get that

meas{t € R : Vg +tls € E(Vs\g)} < 4vd(0)/|ls].
We need the following (finite dimensional) result proved in the Appendix

Lemma 8.2. Let E CE1/4, /4] be a measurable set. Let € = (£, —1) with £ € R"~1. Assume that for every
€ [~/4,1/4]" we havd] measg{t € R : z +t& € E} < 8. Then measgr(E) < 21-"6|¢|3, where | - |5 denotes
the Euclidean norm.

Then (8TI4) follows by the above lemma with]
E=E(Vss), n=1S, (= 75 x="Vs, 0=4vd(0)/|ls]
and noting that [/s|3 = n < |¢s| and meas|_1/, 1/,» (A) = 2"measg~ (A) for every A C [—1/4,1/4]". O
Proof of Corollary [T.1l It is equivalent to prove that
(8.16) B(I,7):={V = (Vs,Vse) € [-V/a,/a]" : Vs € Vs(Qs \C(Vse,1,7), Ve, 1)}

is a Borel set in [—1/4,1/4]% with measure bounded by Co~y yﬁl’o is the constant in (LI4])).
The function h : [—1/1,1/4]% — Qg x [~1/4,1/4]5" defined b

h(V) = (q+ VS +g(V87V8671)7V8C)

40Recall ([20) and &II).

41measR, resp. measgn, being the standard Lebesgue measure in R, resp R"”.
42Here we consider the case when ls = —1 the +1 case is analogous.
43 was defined in (&I0). By ®II) & is the inverse of the function (v, Vge) — (Vs(v, Vse), Vse).
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is continuous with respect to the product topology. Then, for every £ € A (recall (83]), the set
Bi(1,7) = {V = (Vs, Vse) € [=Ya, /4% = Jw(h(V)) - €] < vd(0)}
BDEID 1y = (Vs Vse) € [~Ya, fal? : Vs € Vs (Re(Vise, 1), Ve, 1)}

is closed and, therefore, measurable. Then by Fubini’s theorem and (815) (with I = I") we get meas|_1/, 17,z (Be)
< 167d(¢). Since B defined in (8.186]) can be written as B = Upe 4By (recall (8.2)), by ([8.7) we get meas|_1/, 1/, (B)
< Cypy.

g

Proof of Lemma [ZJl The first estimate in (24 is equivalent to
(8.17) INeAS[_1/4,1/4]S (Vs(Qs \C'(Vse,I,7), Vse, I)) < Cov,

where Cy was defined in Theorem
In the following we drop the dependence on Vs.. We first note that recalling (81), (83) and setting L :=
Cr—2¢, we get

(8.18) [T —1I'|3,, <d(¢)/4L = Re(I',v/2) C Re(I,7), Vie A.
Indeed, since ¢ € A,

(CT)
w(w, I)- €] < |w(w,I') -t + 2yLI = I'lgp. < vd(£)/2 4+ 2yL|T = I'l5p, < vd(0).

Therefore
os\ (cumnety2) = (es\edm)U(2s\eir /)
E2ED JRrary) U Rll'/2).
LeA LA,
d(0)<4L|I—I'|2p,
Then
Qs \C'(1,7) == |J Re(l,7) U Re(10),7/2)
leA keN leA,

A(0)<4L|I—ITF) |3y,
and (recalling the notation in (89))

meas’(Vs(Qg \C’(I,*y);]))
Zmeas Vs(Re(I —|— Z Z meaSI(VS(Re(I(nk)ﬁ);I))

teA keN LEA,
d(z)<4L|1—1<"k)|2p

@ 1672d(€)—|—16’yz Z d(e) <17~yz < Cv

LeA keN LeA, LeA
A(£) <AL T—TMK) |y,

IN

taking the subsequence (ny)ren growing fast enoug. This proves (811). The second estimate in ([2.4) follows
from the first one and Fubini Theorem provided that G(I,+) is a Borel set. This holds true since

G(I,y) = M{V = (Vs,Vse) € [Ya,1/a]” s.t.Vs € Vs(C(I™) | ~/2), Vise, I™#))}
MV = (Vs, Vse) € [Y/4,1/4]% s.t.Vs € Vs(C(I,7), Vse, 1)}

= (/a7 (UBU ™, 7/2) UB(L, 7))
The Borel sets B(I™),~/2), B(I,~) are defined in (810). O

44Gince the positive term series in (87 converges.
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APPENDIX A. TECHNICALITIES

Proof of Lemma 3.3l Let us consider first the case f € F(O x B,), namely when f depends only on a finite
number of w;’s. By definition this means that, for some k € N there exists a function f i Pe(O)x B, — C, where

Py, is the projection Py, : RZ — R2?**+1 defined as Py(w) := (W_g,...,wk), such that f(w,I) = f(w_g,...,wk, 1)
for every (w,I) € O x B,. By Cauchy estimates

[fw. D) = flo. 1N <207 {7 P L= T|p,  VweO, LI €D,
We need the following

Lemma A.1 (Lipschitz estension). Let X be a metric space endowed with the metric d(-,-) and § #U C X.
Let f: U — R with supy |f| =t M < 0o be a L-Lipschitz function, namely |f(u) — f(v)] < Ld(u,v) for every
u,v € U. There exists an extension f : X — R of f such that f(u) = f(u) for every u € U, supy |f| = M and

f is L-Lipschitz. Explicitly
f = max{—M, min{f, M}}, where f(z) = infU f(u)+ Ld(z,u).
ue

Before proving Lemma [A.T] we conclude the proof of Lemma 31l Then Lemma [AT] with X = P,(Q) x B2,
distance d((w, 1), (W', I')) = |w — W'|oc + 2vp I = I'|g, U = P(O) X B,a, f = £, L=~ f[©%Be implies
Lemma 3] in the case f € F(O x B,). Note in particular that, since P, (Q) is finite dimensional the product
topology on it coincides with one induced by the norm |- |o. Then the extended function f € F(Q x B,/3) and
its continuity in w follows by its Lipschitz-continuity in w. Moreover, in this case, |]F|V’QXBP/2 = |f|7©*Br and

|f(w, I) = flw, I) <20 [f P T - I'|p, VYweQ, I,LI'€B,.

Consider now the case of a general f € F(O x B,). By definition there exists a sequence f, € F(O x B,)
such that |f, — f|79*Br < 4771 f|1:O%Bo and go := fo, gn := fn — fu_1 for n > 1. Then f = Y ons>09n-
Moreover [go|"O*Pr < 5/4| f|7:0%Bo, |g, |1:O%Bs = |f, — f|7:OXBo 4 |f — f, 4|1O0%Bs < 5. 4771 f|1:Ox By
and g, € F(O x B,). Then there exist extensions g, € F(Q x B,/2), n > 0 such that g, = g, on O x B3,
|G|V Ber2 < 5. 4771 f17:O0%Bo G is continuous w.r.t the product topology in O, finally g, is Lipschitz on
B, /2 with estimate

|Gn(w, ) = Gn(w, I')| < 10p~ P4~ fO*Be T — |y, Ywe Q, ILI'€B,;.
Finally set f := > >0 dn- O
Proof of Lemma [A1l We first prove that f is well defined, namely that f(x) > —oo for all z € X. Indeed
for every u,v € U we have
flu) + Ld(w,u) = f(v) + f(u) = f(v) + Ld(z,u) = f(v) + L(d(z,u) — d(u,v)) > f(v) = Ld(z,v).

Taking the inf,cr on both sides we get f(x) > f(v) — Ld(z,v) > —oo.
Now we prove that f(z) = f(x) for every x € U. Indeed, trivially, f(z) < f(x). By contradiction, if f(z) < f(x)
then there exists w € U such that f(u) + Ld(z,u) < f(x). Therefore

Ld(z,u) < f(z) — f(u) < Ld(z,u),

which is a contradiction.
Now we prove that f is L-Lipschitz. Fix z,y € X. For every ¢ > 0 there exists u € U such that f(y) >
f(u) + Ld(y,u) — e. Then

fa) = fly) < fz) = f(u) = Ld(y,u) + € < L(d(z,u) — d(y,u)) + ¢ < Ld(z,y) + ¢
by the triangular inequality. Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary we get f(z) — f(y) < Ld(z,y). Analogously we prove that

fy) — f(z) < Ld(z,y). N )
The facts that f(u) = f(u) for every v € U and supyx | f| = M trivially follow by —M < f(u) = f(u) < M.



36 LUCA BIASCO, JESSICA ELISA MASSETTI, AND MICHELA PROCESI

The fact that f is L-Lipschitz follows applying twice the following result:
Given a L-Lipschitz g : X — R and ¢ € R the functions g := max{g, c} and g := min{g,c} are L-Lipschitz.
We prove it only for g, the other case being analogous. We first note that § = (g9 + ¢+ |g — ¢|)/2. Then

() — g()| < = (lg(x) — gW)| + |lg(x) — ¢l = [g(y) — cl]) <lg(x) — g(y)| < Ld(z,y).

N)I)—l

Proof of Proposition B.1]
The proof reduces to prove the following bound

)
(A1) [F,GYp < S {114y Gl

Writing F = 3 For gu® @ and G = Y G gru® @P" we have

{_F‘7 G} = Z Fa’,,B’Ga”,,B” Z (a;ﬁ;/ _ ﬁ;—a;—l)ua/+a//—€j@'6/+ﬁ//—ej

a’,B/,a”,ﬂ” i

= H= ZHaﬁuaﬁﬂ

where
(A2) Ha,ﬂ = Z Z Fa’,ﬂ’Ga”,ﬂ” (a;ﬁ;l _ B;a;/)
J a’Jra”fej:a
BB —e;=p

Recalling (8.5]) we have

(A.3) |{F, G}|Tp<supz Z |Far

i o I@/ o'’ ﬁ”

( ﬁ// + a”ﬁ )(ﬁg +ﬁ ) g/-i-ﬁ'—26154-0//-‘1-,3”—2€j7

cx”,ﬁ”

where u, = u,(r) was defined in (.6). We split in four terms the right hand side of (A3]) according to the
splitting

(8 + o/3) (Bl + BY) = o, B8 + o, BB + o8Bl + 3,81

we will consider only the term

= supz Z ‘Fa/ﬂ/Ga//ﬁN

i o 5/ o’ 5//

6//5 a "+B'—2ep+a’’ +B" —2¢;
RS

3

the others being analogous. Noting that Vj € Z,

5 [Garr

o'’ 75”

7 //+ " _9¢.
/Bjuz? oo < |G|np’

we have

|(X/|,BI o' +B'—2¢,

A< |G|Tpsup Z ’Fa B Za IBI o' +B"—2¢, *|G|TZ,SUP Z ‘Fa &
o f j b arp

r )|°‘,+ﬁ,|2
r+p ’

< |G|Tpsup Z |Fa Y /BI a'+8' 2e[|a/+ﬁ/|<

o',
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where @, is short for u,(r + p) (recall [B.6])). S1nc.

, |a'+8'| -2 , z—2 ,
a’—l—ﬁ’}( ) §supx( ) §2max{1,—}
lo'|=|8| T+p e>2 \T+p p

sup
we get
A<2max{ }|G|Tpsup Z |Fa, B’}BI a'+p' —2e; Zmax{ }|G| Iy
a3’
This complete the proof of (AJ]). O

Remark A.1. Note that Proposition [3.1] and its proof hold for any ¢*°-weighted norm, namely with norm
sup,cz wjlugl, with w; — oo,

Proof of Lemma Let us first prove the Banach structure. Consider a Cauchy sequence of Hamiltonians
H™ ¢ 7-1,9)1’,0. For allw € O, I € T, H™ (w,I) is a Cauchy sequence in jﬁ?p then we define
Z Hy p(w, Nu®aP € Hy
o,BeEM
for all w € O I € Z, one has pointwise convergence H™ (w,I) — H(w,I) € 4% ,. Moreover, for all a, 3
the sequence Hc(xn)ﬁ is a Cauchy sequence w.r.t the norm |- |[?. Since F(O x ) is Banach, for all o, 3 € M
HY') — Hap € F(O x I).
By hypothesis Ve > 0 there exist N such that forall n,m > N one has
30 D0 H— HUGP (o + 8,)ug A = ) — ) <
(a,B)eM

so taking the liminf on m we get for all j

L. . (n) (m) %,
liminf Y7 |Hy — HIR[ (0g + B))ug P72 <

(a,B)eM
Then, for all &, 3 one has
(A.4) |H(') — Hapl” < lim inf (1~ H
SO
D Hp— Hapl (o +8,)uy 20 < 37 Timinf [Hy — gl (0 + B, )ugt#2
(a,B)eM (a,,a)e/vt
<liminf Y [HY) — HYD (0 + B ug P72 < e,
" (auBleM

by Fatou’s lemma. Taking the supremum over j we have proved that H(™) — H in the 7—[?1’00 norm.
Concerning the Poisson algebra property, it suffices to use the fact that |-|” has the algebra property with respect
to standard multiplication and from (A2]) we deduce

(A.5) Hop <SS |

J a’Jra” —ej =

B+8" —e;=B
Then the proof follows verbatim the one of Proposition Bl O

(e8] + B)-

o'’ 75”

—2
45Indeed, setting y := p/r, we have that SUP,>9 U’z:<7+p>z = sup,>o 2(1 +4)27% = 2ify > \/e— 1. On the other hand, when
0 <y < +e—1we have

(1+y? _1 . A+y)?y _2

/\

sup (1 + 2-w - M T S .
ST = ) = o el +y)
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Proof of Proposition d.1l Items (i) and (ii) directly follow by Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 of [BMP21], respec-
tively. Here we only discuss the analyticity with respect to I. By formula (4.30) in and recalling the notations
in (A1) we get the representation formula for every |ul, </

(A.6)
d _ m 6 5— m— a-B_a=b
HOww )= 3 2 X <5)(C><—1>' Ity pran(w, Do X 007202

a,B,¢,a,b -~ m=4
2[¢|+al+[b|<d+2 2|8]+|al+|b|=d+2

where m, a, 8,(,6 € NS a,b e NS anp=0.
Set for brevity X := Xqja the hamiltonian vector field of II?H (recall (Z3)). Then define Y componentwise
for j € Z as

1) .
R S ([ R

a,B,¢,a,b = m>=4§
2(¢|+|al+]b|<d+2 2|8|+|al+[b|=d+2
with & := 2 +a+ f+a+b and again m, a, ,(, 6 € N¥ a,b € N anpB = () and where u, = u,(r') was defined
in B.6) and I, := u?/2. By the formula after (4.30) in [BMP21] we have Y € w, with Y], < 3%+1|H|T7p and
| X (u,w, I)| <Y, for every j € Z, u € By (wp), w € O, I € I(p,r) (vesp. I € Z(p,r,C) in the complex case).
Therefore H'® is analytic in Z(p,r) (resp. I € Z(p,r,C) in the complex case) since can be written in a totally
(a fortiori uniformly) convergent series (see e.g. Theorem 2, Appendix A of [PT8T7)). O

Proof of Lemmal82. Set x =: (%, x,). Let introduce the portion of hyperplane (which is a graph over Z)
P = {(jvé ' j) ze [_1/45 1/4]71—1} ’

orthogonal to . Note that for every y € E there exist unique t € R and & € [—1/4,1/4]""! such that y =
(Z,€ - &) + t£. Then by Fubini’s theorem we have that

meas(E) = |§|2/Pmeas{t€R . (#,6-2)+tE €eB)do < |§|2(5/Pdoz|§|25/[ 1+ |€2di

— a1/

2173

APPENDIX B. TOPOLOGY, MEASURE AND CONTINUOUS FUNCTIONS ON INFINITE PRODUCT SPACES

Product topology. Let us consider the set [—1/2,1/2]? endowed with the product topology, namely the coarsest
topology (i.e. the topology with the fewest open sets) for which all the projections m; : [—1/2,1/2]% — [~1/2,1/2],
with 7;(w) := wj, j € Z, are continuous.

We call cylinder a subset ®),, o An of [—1/2,1/2]* such that A, C [—1/2,1/2] with A,, # [~1/2,1/2] only for finitely
many n € N. Then a basis of the product topology is given by the open cylinders, namely cylinders ®nEN Ay,
where A,, are open.

By the Tychonoff’s theorem [—1/2,1/2]% with the product topology is a compact Hausdorff space.

Product measures. The product o-algebra (of the Borel sets) of [—1/2,1/2]? is defined as the set of cylinders
&,.en An, where A, are Borel sets (w.r.t. the standard topology on [—1/2,1/2]).
The probability product measure i on product o-algebra of [—1/2,1/2]% is defined by

M(®An) = H |An|
neN neN
where |4, | denotes the usual Lebesgue measure of the Borel set A,,.

Through the bijective map
V' iQ = =12, 1/2%, where Vi(v) =v, —j%, jez,
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we induce the product topology and the probability product measure on the set Q. Analogously for Qs and
QSC.

Product measures. Given a compact Hausdorff space X and a Banach space E we denote by C(X, F) the
Banach space of continuous functions f : X — E endowed with the uniform norm

|flex,p) = sup |f(z)|p = max |f(z)|E .
reX zeX

Lemma B.1 (Lipschitz fixed point). Let C be the closed subset of the Banach space C(Qs x [—1/4,1/4]5" (%)
(with the product topology on Qs x [—1/4,1/4]5") defined as
C:={we C(Qs x [~1/2,/45" (X)) s.t. (wlo(s x[—1/a1/a)5¢ 42y ST},
for some 0 < r < 1/4. Let F € C(Qs x [~1/4,1/4]5" x [, 7] 4Z) with
|F(v, Vse,w)less, <7, |F(v, Vse,w) — F(v, Vse,w') |z, < 1/2w —w'|ess, VveQs, w,w € Qse.
Then there exists a unique w € C such that

w(v,Vse) = F(v, Vse,w(v, Vse)) .

Moreover if F is L-Lipschitz for some L > 0 w.r.t. v € Qg (endowed with the £>°-metric) then w is 2L-
Lipschitz in v. Analogously if F is L'-Lipschitz w.r.t. some other parameter I in some Banach space then w is
2L'-Lipschitz in I.

Proof. First note that if w € C then F(v, Vse,w(v, Vse)) € C, since the product topology in [—r, 7|5 is weaker
than the one induced by the ¢*°-norm. Set ® : C — C by

((I)(w))(yv VSC) = F(Vv Vscv U}(V, VSC)) .
Let us check that ® is a contraction on C. Indeed

|®(w) — @(w')|ec = sup |F(v, Vse,w(v, Vse)) = F(v, Vse,w'(v, Vse)) e,
VEQs, Ve €[—1/4,1/4]5°

1 1
3 sup lw(v, Vse) — w' (v, Vse )| oz, = §|w —u'le.
vEQs, Vsc €[—1/4,1/4]5°¢

The existence of the fixed point follows from the Contraction Mapping Theorem on Banach spaces.
Assume now that F' is L-Lipschitz for some L > 0 w.r.t. v € Qg (endowed with the £*°-metric d ). Then

(v, Vie) = wl(v/, Ve )iz, <
|F(V7 VSC, ’LU(V, VSC)) - F(V/a VS‘:v U](V, VSC))V?C + |F(V/a VSCaw(Va VSC)) - F(Vlv VSCa w(l//, VSC))|£?E <
1
Ldo (v, V') + §|w(u, Vse) —w(V/, Vse) e,
implying
[w(v, Vse) —w(V', Vse)|eg, < 2Ldeo(v, 1)
a

The next lemma regards the analyticity of the map i in (ILI5]). Without loss of generality we consider here
only the case § = Z since we are not assuming I; # 0.
Lemma B.2. For /I € B,(w,) the map i in (LI5) can be extended to an analytic map
T = wp(C), [0l = [(pi)jez] = (VIe¥)jez,

for any s > 0.
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Proof. Let us first define C° := {¢ = (¢;) ez with |Img;| < s, V j € Z} and the equivalence relation ¢ ~ ¢’
iff o — ¢ € 27Z. We set TS® :=C°/ ~. For ¢ € C we denote by [p] € T° the equivalence class of ¢. T is
a metric space endowed with the distance

d([], [¥]) := wr,réiﬁ] lo — 9|0 s

where | - | is the norm on ¢°°(C). Moreover it is a Banach manifold. Indeed given every point [¢] € TS, set
p = min{l,s — |Im¢|}/2 and consider the open ball B,([¢]) C T of radius p centered in [¢] and the open
ball U, of radius p centered at the origin of £*°(C); then a local chart is ® : B,([¢]) — U, defined so that
O~ 1(3)) := [p + ¢]. We claim that

g:=i0® 11U, = wy(C), g(¥) = (\/I_jei(s"f"’wf))jez
is analytic since the Frechet derivative Dg : U, — L(£>°(C),w,(C)) is continuous. Indeed for every 1’ € £>°(C)
Dy()[¥'] = (VL9 )sez
and for ¢, € U, the operator norm (recall /T € B,.(w,)) satisfies

~ ) s s ST ’
1Dg(w) = Dg(@)llop = sup | (/e (e — €))L |
J) j€L 1wy (C)
Prel==(C),|p’[=1
| Tm | +p _ (=) [Tm o|+2p,7 _
< re |((1 et ))jez‘goo((c) <re |1/) 1M@”"((C) .
g
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