QUANTUM SINGULAR COMPLETE INTEGRABILITY

THIERRY PAUL AND LAURENT STOLOVITCH

ABSTRACT. We consider some perturbations of a family of pairwise commuting linear quantum
Hamiltonians on the torus with possibly dense pure point spectra. We prove that the Rayleigh-
Schrédinger perturbation series converge near each unperturbed eigenvalue under the form of
a convergent quantum Birkhoff normal form. Moreover the family is jointly diagonalised by a
common unitary operator explicitly constructed by a Newton type algorithm. This leads to the
fact that the spectra of the family remain pure point. The results are uniform in the Planck
constant near & = 0. The unperturbed frequencies satisfy a small divisors condition and we
explicitly estimate how this condition can be released when the family tends to the unperturbed

one.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Perturbation theory belongs to the history of quantum mechanics, and even to its pre-
history, as it was used before the works of Heisenberg and Schrédinger 1925/1926. The
goal at that time was to understand what should be the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantum condi-
tions for systems nearly integrable [MB], by quantizing the perturbation series provided by
celestial mechanics [HP]. After (or rather during its establishment) the functional analysis
point of view was settled for quantum mechanics, the “modern” perturbation theory took
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place, mostly by using the Neumann expansion of the perturbed resolvent, providing effi-
cient and rigorous ways of establishing the validity of the Rayleigh-Schrodinger expansion
and leading to great success of this method, in particular the convergence under a simple
argument of size of the perturbation in the topology of operators on Hilbert spaces [TK],
and Borel summability for (some) unbounded perturbations [GG, BS]. On the other hand,
by relying on the comparison between the size of the perturbation and the distance between
consecutive unperturbed eigenvalues, the method has two inconveniences: it remains local
in the spectrum in the (usual in dimension larger than one) case of spectra accumulating
at infinity and is even inefficient in the case of dense point unperturbed spectra which can
be the case in the present article.

In the present article, we consider some commuting families of operators on L?*(T¢) close
to a commuting family of unperturbed Hamiltonians whose spectra are pure point and
might be dense. As already emphasized, standard (Neumann series expansion) perturbation
theory does not apply in this context. Nevertheless, we prove that the pure point property
is preserved and moreover, we show that the perturbed spectra are analytic functions of
the unperturbed ones. All these results are obtained using a method inspired by classical
local dynamics, namely the analysis of quantum Birkhoff forms. Let us first recall some
known fact of (classical) Brikhoff normal forms.

In the framework of (classical) local dynamics, Riissman proved in [Ru] (see also [Bru])
the remarkable result which says that, when the Birkhoff normal form (BNF), at any
order, depends only on the unperturbed Hamiltonian, then it converges provided that the
small divisors of the unperturbed Hamiltonian do not accumulate the origin too fast (we
refer to [Ar2] for an introduction to this subject). This leads to the integrability of the
perturbed system. On the other hand, Vey proved two theorems about the holomorphic
normalization of families of [ —1 (resp. [) of commuting germs of holomorphic vector fields,
volume preserving (resp. Hamiltonian) in a neighborhood of the origin of ¢! (resp. C%)
(and vanishing at the origin) with diagonal and independent 1-jets [JV1, JV2].

These results were extended by one of us in [LS1, LS2], in the framework of general local
dynamics of a families of of 1 < m < [ commuting germs of holomorphic vector fields near
a fixed point. It is proved that under an assumption on the formal (Poincaré) normal form
of the family and and under a generalized Brjuno type condition of the family of linear
parts, there exists an holomorphic transformation of the family to a normal form. This
fills up therefore the gap between Riissman-Brjuno and the complete integrability of Vey.
In these directions, we should also mention works by H. Ito [It] and N.-T. Zung [Zu] in
the analytic case and H. Eliasson [El] in the smooth case, and Kuksin-Perelman [KP] for a
specific infinite dimensional version.

In [GP] one of us (the other) gave with S. Graffi a quantum version of the Riissmann
theorem in the framework of perturbation theory of the quantization of linear vector fields
on the torus T'. Moreover, in this setting, it is possible to read on the original perturbation
if the Riissman condition is satisfied and the results are uniform in the Planck constant
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belonging to [0, 1]. The method seats in the framework of Lie method perturbation theory
initiated in classical mechanics in [De, Ho|] and uses the quantum setting established in

[BGP).

The goal of the present paper is to provide a full spectral resolution for certain families
of commuting quantum Hamiltonians, not treatable by standard methods due to possi-
ble spectral accumulation, through the convergence of quantum normal Birkhoff forms
and underlying unitary transformations. These families generalize the quantum version of
Rilsmman theorem treated in [GP], to the quantum version of “singular complete integra-
bility” treated in [LS1]. The methods use the quantum version of the Lie perturbative
algorithm together with a newton type scheme in order to overcome the difficulty created
by small divisors.

Let m < | € N*. For w = (w;)i=1..m with w; = (wf)jzlml e R', let us denote by
L, = (Ly,)i=1..m, the operator valued vector of components

on L*(T).
We define the operator valued vector H = (H;)i=1..;m by

H=L,+V, (1.1)

where V' is a bounded operator valued vector on L?(T') whose action is defined after a
function V : (x,&,h) € T*T! x [0,1] — V(z, &, k) € R™ by the formula (Weyl quantization)

V)x) = f V((a +y>/2,s,h>el‘“n”f<y>%, (1.2)

R xR!

where f(-) and V((z + +)/2) are considered as periodic functions on R.
We make the following assumptions.

Main assumptions

(A1)  There exist v > 0,7 > [ such that the family of frequencies vectors w fulfills the
generalized Brjuno condition

e 0]
1
Z 08 My < 400 where My := min  max [{w;, ¢)[ " (1.3)
T ok 1<i<m 0#|g|<M
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We will sometimes impose to w tu fulfill the strongest collective Diophantine
condition

Ygez', q#0, min Kwi | <lal" (1.4)

1

Remark : usually, o

is denoted by wy, in the literature [Bru, LS1]

(A2)  V takes the form, for some V' : (Z,x,h) € R™ x T x [0,1] — V'(E,z,h) € R™,
analytic in (Z,x) and kth times differentiable in #,

V(, &, h) =V (wi.&, ... ,wnE, 2, h), (1.5)
(A3)  The family H satisfies
[Hi, H] =0, 1<ij<m, 0<h<L (1.6)

Moreover we will suppose that the vectors w;, j = 1...m are independent over R. The
case where they are not being easily reducible to the case of the n < m independent ones
of the family, the m — n other being linear combination of the preceding.

We define "
wi= Yl =3 <Z<w;>2> (1.7)

Let us define for p > 0, k€ {0}uNand V' : (Z,2,h) € R" x T x [0, 1] = V'(Z,z,h) € R™

k —~ m k
pwk = Z Z ||a;;vjl'||L;7£7T(RmXZZ)@)L‘X‘([U,I]) and ||VV’||p,g,k = gllaxl Z Z ”a;anVz{”p,g,ka

Jj=1r=0 j=17=0

v

where - denotes the Fourier transform on S(R™ x T!) and L), (R™ x 7') is the L' space

equipped with the weighted norm Y § |f(p,q)|(1 + |w - p| + |q|)2er&PlFlaDgp,
qezZ! R™
Let us remark that |V'|,,x < oo implies that V' is analytic in a complex strip Sz <
p, ¢ < pw and kth time differentiable in # € [0, 1].

We will denote by V/(E) := G §1 V(B 2)da.

Our main result reads (see Theorems 26, 27 and 36 for more precise and explicit state-
ments):

Theorem 1. Let k € NU{0} and p > 0 be fized. Let H satisfy the Main Assumption above
and V'] pwis| VYV | ke be small enough.

Then there exists a family of vector-valued functions Bl (-), &LBL () being holomorphic
in {|Sz| < §,1=1...m} uniformly with respect to h e [0,1] and 0 < j < k, such that the
family H is jointly unitary conjugated to Bl (L,) and therefore the spectrum of each H; is
pure point and equals the set {(BL);(w -n), n e zZ}.
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Here we denoted w - n = (< w;, 1 >)i=1..m-
Our results being uniform in 4 we get as a partial bi-product of the preceding result the
following global version of [LS1]:

Theorem 2. Let p > 0 be fized. Let H be a family of m < | Poisson commuting classical
Hamiltonians (H;)i—1..m on T*T' of the form H = H° +V, H(x, &) = w.&, w and V
satisfying assumption (A1) and V on the form V(z,§) = V'(wi.§, ..., wn.& x). Let finally
Vo [V V | pwo be small enough (here we consider V' as a function constant in h).

Then H is (globally) symplectomorphically and holomorphically conjugated to BS (HO).

Once again let us mention that our results are much more explicit and precise as expressed
in Theorems 26, 27 and 36 and Corollary 32.

Moreover it appears in the proofs that the statement in Theorem 1, as well as in Theorems
26, 27 and 36 and Corollary 32, is valid for fixed value of the Planck constant i under the
Main Assumption lowed down by restricting (1.6) to & fixed. More precisely under the Main
Assumption with (A3) restricted to, e.g., h = 1, the Theorem 1 is still valid by putting in
the statement £ = 0 and » = 1. Let us mention also that, as in the original formulations
in [Ru)-[LS1], one easily sees that condition (A2) can be replaced by the fact that the
quantum Birkhoff normal form (see section 2 below for the precise definition) at each order
is a function of (wy.§, ..., wy,.£) only.

Finally let us emphasize the two extreme cases, that is m = [ and m = 1.

Corollary 1 (Quantum Vey theorem). Assume that the w; € R, j = 1,...,1, are inde-
pendent over R. Assume that the H; = L, +V;, i = 1,...,1 are pairwise commuting. Let
the perturbation V; be the quantization of any small enough analytic function V;. Then the
family H is jointly unitary conjugated to B (L,) as defined in theorem 1.

We emphasized that this last result do not require neither a small divisors condition nor
a condition on the perturbation.

Corollary 2 (consolidated Graffi-Paul theorem). Assume that w € RY satisfies Brjuno
condition (m = 1). Assume that H = L, + V', where the perturbation V is small enough
and V(&,x) = V'(w.§,x). Then H is unitary conjugated to Bl (L) as defined in theorem
1.

The main difference between this last result and the main result of [GP] is the small
divisors condition used (a Siegel type condition with constraints). See Section 10 for the
proofs.

Le us finally mention a by-product of our resul, a kind of inverse result, obtained thanks
to the fact that we carefully took care of the precise estimations and constants all a long
the proofs. This result is motivated by the remark that, though a small divisors condition
is necessary to obtain the perturbed integrability (and Brjuno condition is sufficient), such
a condition should disappear when the perturbation vanishes, as the Hamiltonian H° is
always integrable, whatever the frequencies w are. Our last result quantifies this remark.

Let us define, for w satisfying (1.4) and o < 2log2,

Bu(v,7) =2log [277(5)7}
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(note that B,(v,7) — o0 as v and/or 7 — 0).
The next Theorem shows that, in the Diophantine case, the small divisors condition can
be released as B, (7, 7) diverging logarithmically as the perturbation vanishes.

Theorem 3. Let k € Nu {0} and p > 0 be fized. Let w and V satisfy (A1) (Diophantine
case), (A2) and (A3), and let 0 < w < w <w, <0 and |[V|pw, k: IVV |pw, x be small
enough (depending only on k).

Then there exist a constant C,  such that the conclusions of Theorems 1 hold as soon
as, for some o < p/2, a < 2log2,

1 1
B,(v,7) < zlog | —— | +C,_.
3 Vg, .k -

See Corollary 37 for details and the Remark after on the case of the Brjuno condition.
Let us remark that an equivalent result for Theorem 2 is straightforwardly obtainable.

Let us finish this section by mentioning three comments and remarks concerning our
results.

First of all, as mentioned earlier, no hypothesis on the minimal distance between two
consecutive unperturbed eigenvalues is required in our article. More, the spectra of our
unperturbed operators L, might be dense for all value of & (actually in the Diophantine
case for m = 1, [ > 1 they are) so the Neumann series expansion is not possible. For
m > 1 the non degeneracy of the unperturbed eigenvalues is not even insured by the
arithmetical property of w because it relies on the minimum over i < m of the inverse
of the small denominator of the vector w;. In fact, for a resonant w; the operator H;
will have an eigenvalue with infinite degeneracy, so the projection of the perturbation V;
on the corresponding and infinite dimensional eigenspace, which leads to the first order
perturbation correction to the unperturbed eigenvalue, might have continuous spectrum.
Nevertheless our results show that the perturbed spectra are analytic functions of the
spectra of the L,,’s.

Secondly, because of the fact that non degeneracy of some of the unperturbed spectra is
not even guaranteed by our assumptions, the standard argument on existence of a common
eigenbasis of commuting operators with simple spectra cannot be involved here. This
existence is a bi-product of our results.

Finally let us mention that, as it was the case in [GP], though our hypothesis on the
perturbations are restrictive, our results, compared with the usual construction of quasi-
modes [Ra, CdV, PU, Pol, Po2], have the property of being global in the spectra (full
diagonalization), and exact (no smoothing or O(A*) remainder), together of course with
sharing the property of being uniform in the Planck constant.

Let us point out that this paper has been written in order to be self-contained

NOTATIONS

Function valued vectors in R™ will be denoted in general in calligraphic style, and operator
valued vectors by capital letters, e.g. V = (V))i=1..m or V = (V))i=1..m-
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For ¢,j € 2" we will denote by -;; or -;; when - has already an index, the matrix element
of an (vector) operator in the basis {e;, ¢;(z) = ¢92/(27)2,6 € T'}, namely

Vij = (Vl,ij)lzl...m = ((ez’, Vlej)ﬂ(qrn))lzl...m,
and by V the diagonal part of V:
Vij = Viidij,
together with
V= (27T)_ZJ Vdzx.

T!
We will denote by | - | the Euclidean norm on R™ (or C™), |Z|*> = Y. |Z]? and by
i=1
I lz2(ry—r2(ry the operator norm on the Hilbert space L?(T').
Finally for w = (w; € R))j—1._, and £ € R!, p e R™, ¢ € Z! we will denote

w-§=(<wi,§ >p)i=1..m €R™, (1.8)

pw = (Z pi%j) e R (1.9)
i=1 j=1..1
and

m
pw.q =) pwlg ={p-w . (1.10)

i=17=1

2. STRATEGY OF THE PROOFS

The general idea in proving Theorem 1 will be to construct a Newton-type iteration
procedure consisting in constructing a family of unitary operators U, such that (norms will
be defined later)

U, (B (Lw) + ViU, = By (La) + Vi, (2.1)
with [Vt < Dy |[Vi? and By(L.) = Lo, Vo = V.
U, will be chosen of the form
U, = e, W, self-adjoint. (2.2)

It is easy to realize that (2.2) implies (2.1) if W, satisfies the (approximate) cohomological
equation

1
B! (Lo), W] + V, = Dy (Lu) + O(IV2 ), (2.3)
or equivalently
1 co
—B:(Le), Wl + Vi = Drya(La) + O(IV2[7), (2.4)

for any V2 such that [V — V.| = O(|[V;[7).

We will solve for each r the equation (2.4) where V will be obtained by a suitable
“cut-off” in order to have to solve (2.4) with only small denominators of finite order (see
Brjuno condition (1.3)).
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In fact we will see in Section 3 that we can find a (scalar) solution of the (vector) equation
(2.4) satisfying

1
CIBH(L) W] + V2 = Bl (L) + B, (2.5)

where || R, ||x+1 = O(|V,|?). To do this we will remark that since the components of B"(L,,)+
V, commute with each other (since the ones of L, + V do) we have that

[(BI(Lo))i, (Vi)e] = [(BE(Lo))e, (Vi)i] = [(Vo)e, (Vo] = O(V,?) (2.6)

which is an almost compatibility condition (see Section 3 for details).
Summarizing, the solution W, of (2.4) will provide a unitary operator U, such that (2.1)
will hold with B, = B} + D, and Vj1; being the sum of three terms:

d Vrl—s-l = Uvjl(Bﬁ(Lw) + V;“)UT - (Bf(Lw) + VT) - %[B:}(Lw)? WT]
VI =V -V
o Vi, =R

The choice of the family of norms | - ||, will be made in order to have that
Vil = Vi + Vi + Vil < Dea VA

with D, satisfying
R
H D2R7T < 02R
r=1

Hence, we have
Vst [ror < (CVolo)*",

so that |[Vri1|rer = 0as R — o if [Vo = Vo < C71 and | - | exists.

3. THE COHOMOLOGICAL EQUATION: THE FORMAL CONSTRUCTION
In this section we want to show how it is possible to construct the solution of the equation
1
B (L), W]+ V = D(Lw) + O(V?), (3.1)
7
where we denote by L, w = (w; € R!);_;_, the operator valued vector of components (with
a slight abuse of notation) L, = —ihw;.V,, i =1...m on L?(T!) and V is a “cut-off’ed.

Vij =0 for | — j| > M.

We will present the strategy only in the case of the Brjuno condition, the Diophantine
case being very close.

Let us recall also that equation (3.1) is in fact a system of m equations and that it might
seem surprising at the first glance that the same W solves (3.1) for all £ =1...m.



QUANTUM SINGULAR COMPLETE INTEGRABILITY 9

3.1. First order. At the first order the cohomological equation is

L, W
%‘szpg([zw), l=1...m (32)
solved on the eigenbasis of any L, by Dy(L,) = diag(V;) and
— D),
Wi = _ Ve Day (3.3)
iwe - (i = j)

In (3.3) we will picked up, for every ij such that |i — j| < M, an index ¢ = ¢;_; which
minimize the quantity

(we,, " = min [Kwi, ) < M. (3.4)
We define W by
Vi )i
Wij = — Vi) i—j#0 (3.5)

iwéi—j ’ (Z - ])’
Since [Hy, Hy] = 0, then we have that [Ly V]| + [V, Le] = —[Vi, Vir]. Therefore, evaluating
the operators on e; and taking the scalar product with e;, leads to

we - (1= 7)(Va)ig = we - (0 = 5)(Ve)ig — ([Ve, Virl)ij (3.6)

that is
Voij V)i (Ve, Vel)ys
we-(i—g)  we-(i—=7) we (@ = flwe- (i)
. —([Ve;_; V)i
(note that when wy - (i — 7) = 0 on has (V);; = W—J(Zﬁ))
Let us remark that, though [V}, V] is quadratic inJV, it has the same cut-off property
as V', namely ([Vy, Vir])ij = 0if |i — j| > M as seen clearly by (3.6).
This means that W defined by (3.5) satisfies

L ~
[ - W] +V =D(L,) +V,
1h
where
5 . ([‘/@7 ‘/&73])23
V0 = GG &0

Note that this construction is different from the one used in [LS1].

3.2. Higher orders. The cohomological equation at order r will follow the same way, at
the exception that L, has to be replaced by B(L,).
The corresponding cohomological equation is therefore of the form

[Br(Ls), Wi

pe + V= 0((V;)?), (3.8)
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equivalent to
B (hw - i) — B (hw - j)
ih
Lemma 4. For B close enough to the identity there exists a m x m matriz A"(i,j) such
that

(Wo)ij + (Vi)is = O((V2)?). (3.9)

where I is the m x m identity matriz and w.(i — j) = (w.(i — J))i=1..m. Moreover

476 ) enen < [V (BE — BY)ensempsrr am) < gn_xZuv (B! — BY)i oy (3.11)

Proof. We have
B (hw - i) — B (hw - j)

= w(i—j)+ f (81— Byt + (1= )] 5

ih
1
= w.(i—j) +f [V(B! — BY) (thw.i + (1 — t)hw.j)] - [w.(i — j)]dt
0
so A™(i, j) So — B})(thw.i + (1 — t)hw.j)dt and the first part of (3.11) follows. The
second part is a standard estimate of the operator norm. 0

Plugging (7.5) in (3.9) we get that W must solve
w.(i = Wiy = (I + A7(1, )" [-(Vi)yg + O((V2)?)], (3.12)
and we are reduced to the first order case with V, — V" where
Vi = (14 A ) (V) (3.13)

3.3. Toward estimating. We will first have to estimate V. this will be done out of its

matrix coefficients given by (3.13) by the method developed in Section 5.1. We will estimate
~ 0

(I + A7(i,7))"" V" in section 6 by using the formula (I + A™(,§)) " = 3 (=A"(4, ))* and

a bound of the norm of ( — A" (i, INEVT of the form |C[* times the norm of V" leading to a
bound of (I + A"(i,§)) " V" of the form

- ‘ cl times the norm of VT by summation of the

e 0]
geometric series >, C*, possible at the condition that |C| < 1.
k=0

We will then have to estimate W defined through
Vi )i
Wi = __ W)y i—j#0 (3.14)

iwéi—j ’ (Z - j)’
with again (‘7[7])13 =0 for |i — j| > M. We get
Wisl < M| (Ve,_,)is1,

and we will get an estimate of W, |[W| < My|[V"], for a norm | - | to be specified later.
Finally we will have to estimate
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o~ (V7 Ve i
(Vi")ij = - Y (3.15)
Zhwéifj : (Z - ])
: : . - (V7 Ve Dig .
We will get immediately |V;"| < Mu||P|, P; = ——~— and the estimate of the

commutator will be done by the method developed in Section 5.
In the two next sections we will define the norms and the Weyl quantization procedure
used in order to precise the results of this section,

4. NORMS

Let m, [ be positive integers. For F € C®(R™ x T! x [0, 1];C) we will use the following
normalization for the Fourier transform.

Definition 5 (Fourier transforms). Let p € R™ and ¢ € Z!

Flp,x,n) = F(& x,n)e™® dg (4.1)
F&qn) = Flemime K0 (4.2)
~ 1 . .
_ —ip,£)—i{q,x)
B = ——— h déd 4.
Foan = o f L Fleane Eda (4.3
1 |
— 71<pa£>
= h d 44
e | Fleane 00 (1.4
1 . |
— _Z<q’m>
= h d 4.
i | Pl e 09 (4.
Note that
F(& x,n) = ﬁ(p,x,h)ei@’@dp (4.6)
Rm
= > F(& g n)eam (4.7)
qez!
- Z ]T-(p7 g, h) iPOTi2) gy (4.8)

qeZ! R

Set now for ke Nu {0} and p-w =( >, pjw )z I
j=1l.m

we(p.q) = (L+[p-w? + |g|?)2 (4.9)

(note that 11, (p—p',q— ¢') < 22 1, (p, Q) (1, ') becanse |z — 2’2 < 2(|z[? + |2'[?) and that
|p - w| — oo as |p| — o because the vectors (w');—1._; are independent over R).

Definition 6 (Norms I). For p > 0, F € C®(R™ x T! x [0, 1]; C) we introduce the weighted
norms
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F_F 7 p@lpl+lal) g, i1
P 1P = s | 3Gl ap (410
q€
Flls = 17 = Z [ S0 ] D (110
Note that w is given by (1.7) and || - ||p0 = |-

Definition 7 (Norms II). Let O, be the set of functions F : R' x T! x [0,1] — C such that
F(& zn) = F(w- &, h) for some F': R™ x T! x [0,1] — C. Define, for F € O,:

|F o = IF N} (4.12)
We will also need the following definition for F € O,:
| FIh s = Zf > —i(p.g Q)34 F (p, g, m)| e+ g, (4.13)
qeZ!
Let us note that, obviously, | - [}, < | - [pwk-

We will need an extension of the previous definition to the vector case. Consider now
F e C®R™ x T x [0,1];€™) and G € C*(R™ x [0,1];C™). The definition of the Fourier
transform is defined as usual, component by component.

Definition 8. [Norms ITI] Let F = (Fi)iz1..m € C®(R™ x T! x [0,1];C™). We define

(1)

(2) Let
O ={F = (Fi)ic1.m :R" x T x [0,1] > C"/ F; € Opi=1...m} (4.15)
Let F € OF. We define:
[ F g = D [ Fill s (4.16)
i=1

Let
O™ = {F = (Fij)ijetom R" x T x [0,1] > €™/ Fij€ Opyi,j=1...m}  (4.17)
Let F e O™ . We define:

1F e = _Sup Z 1 F 1o (4.18)
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(3) Finally we denote F' the Weyl quantization of F recalled in Section 5 and

”FHp,g,k = ”-7:”;%&,16 (4'19)
THp.w) = {F||F|} k< 0} (4.20)
Tpw) = {F|FeTl(pw)} (4.21)
Ti(p,w) = {F € Ou|Flpwr < o}, (4.22)
Jelpyw) = {F|F e T(p,w)}. (4.23)

T (pw) = AF € Ou | Fllpwr < 0}, (4.24)
Ji(pw) = {F|FeF(pw} (4.25)
T (pyw) = {F € OF||F|pwr <0}, (4.26)
Ji' (p,w) {F|Fed(p,w)} (4.27)
T (p,w) {F e O™ [|Flpwr < oo}, (4.28)
S M pw) = A{F|Fe T (p,w)} (4.29)

and j@(pwg) = jk@:[)(lmg)? J@(pvg) = J?:O(pag) V@ € {T>mam X m}
When there will be no confusion we will forget about the subscript , in the
label of the norms and also denote by J%(p) = J&(p,w).

5. WEYL QUANTIZATION AND FIRST ESTIMATES

We express the definitions and results of this section in case of scalar operators and
symbols. The extension to the vector case is trivial component by component. The reader
only interested by explicit expression can skip the beginning of the next paragraph and go
directly to Definition 5.4.

5.1. Weyl quantization, matrix elements and first estimates. In this section we
recall briefly the definition of the Weyl quantization of T*T!. The reader is referred to [GP]
for more details (see also e.g. [Fol).

Let us recall that the Heisenberg group over T*T' x R, denoted by H;(R' x Z! x R), is
(the subgroup of the standard Heisenberg group H;(R' x R x R)) topologically equivalent to
R' x Z' xR with group law (u,t)-(v, s) = (u+v,t+s+1Q(u, v)). Here u := (p,q),p e R, g € Z,
t € R and Q(u,v) is the canonical 2—form on R' x Z': Q(u,v) := (uy, va) — {vy, ug).

The unitary representations of H;(R' x z! x R) in L?(T') are defined for any n # 0 as
follows

(Un(p, 4. t)f) () := "+ @H@DR (5 4 ) (5.1)

Consider now a family of smooth phase-space functions indexed by #, A(, x,h) : R x
T! x [0,1] — C, written under its Fourier representation

Ao = [ 31 A e @0r @ (5.2
]Rl

qeZ!
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Definition 9 (Weyl quantization I). By analogy with the usual Weyl quantization on
T*R![Fo|, the (Weyl) quantization of A is the operator A(h) defined as

A(h) = (2m) f S A(p,q: U (p, 4, 0) dp (5.3)

qez!

(note that the factor (27)! in (5.3) is due to the (convenient for us) normalization of the
Fourier transform in Definition 5).

It is a straightforward computation to show that, considering f € L2(T!) and V((z +)/2)
as periodic functions on R!, we get the equivalent definition

Definition 10 (Weyl quantization II).

AN = [ Al /2. ene T )

(r y)

(5.4)

Remark 11. The expression (10) is exactly the same as the definition of Weyl quantization
on T*R! except the fact that f is periodic. Note that A(n)f is periodic thanks to the fact
that A(z, &, h) is periodic:

JA((@+2m +9)/2, 06 fy) G = TA((w+2m +y+ 2m)/2, 5 f(y +2m) G =

JA((x +y)/2 + 27, )5 f(y dﬁdy—sA (z +1)/2,6)e T Fly) L = (A(n)) f ().

The first results concerning this definition are contained in the following Proposition.

§(z—y)
h

Proposition 12. Let A(h) be defined by the expression (5.4). Then:
(1) Vp > 0,Yk =0 we have:

LA | 2 rty—r2emy < [Allp (5.5)
cmd, Zf A(é’, xz, h) = A/(w : f7x; h)
LA | L2ty r2emy < A k- (5.6)

(2) Let, forne 7, e,(z) = (ezﬁ; Then for all m,n in 7',

{emy AW end oy = A((m + n)h/2,m — n, h) (5.7)

(3) Reciprocally, let A(h) be an operator whose matriz elements satisfy (5.7) for some
A belonging to J¢,@ e {f,m,m x m}. Then A(n) is the Weyl quantization of A.

Proof. (5.7) is obtained by a simple computation. It also implies that
| A em|F2my = D LA + q)/2,m — g, ) < SUPZ A& q.n) .

qez! Eer!

So that

|A(R) Y ememl 2y <Z|Cm|2sup2 AE g.m < Q] lenl) ZSHPIAS g, 1)l

7l EER qul 7l qul §ER
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And therefore, since by (4.6)-(4.7)-(4.8) A f q,h SRZ (p, q, h)e=5P>dp so that |.Z(§, q,h)|
< § | A(p, g, 1)|dp,

| A L2y 2y < D sup [A(E, ¢, 1) < JZ [A(p, 4. 1)|dp < | Al ¥p > 0,k = 0.

qezt ger! Rl 9€7Z
(5.8)
In the case A(&, z,h) = A'(w - &, x;h) we get, Vp > 0,k =0
AW 2r-rogey < 25 sup |AGE a,0] = 35 sup | (Y, ,0) mem%wwAm
qe7! EeR qez! Yerm pm qEZ!
(3) is obvious. O
5.2. Fundamental estimates. This section contains the fundamental estimates which

will be the blocks of the estimates needed in the proofs of our main results. These primary
estimates are contained in the following Proposition.

Proposition 13. We have:
(1) For F,G € JXp), FG € Jl(p) and fulfills the estimate
|FGlpn < (k+ 18 Fllppe - Gl (5.9)

(2) There exists a positive constant C' such that for F € J"(p) and for G € JL(p), we

have, Y01 > 0,0 = 0,p > 6 + 01,
‘ IF,G] 2(k + 1)8*

p—b—b1k T e26,(6 + 0y)

[E o k| Gllo—s. (5.10)

1 , 1 (2(1+ k)8F\*
G Yl < o (5 ) Pl G
d times
and [ |
L, G w
— < = 5.12
=] < Sl (5.12)
(3) For F7g € jkl(p)f ‘Fg € jkl(p) and
|FGlpse < (B + DA F o 1G] or- (5.13)
(4) Let V = (V)i=1..m € J"(p) and let W be defined by {e,,, Wep) = % where,
Vm,n € Z, wy,_, is such that [{w,, . ,m —n)|~! := 1r<nl<n [{wi,m — )|~ . Then
[Wlp-ar < v 1V ok (5.14)
p— ( d) P>

in the Diophantine case and (obviously)
[Wpn < Mur V] o (5.15)

in the case of the Brjuno condition.
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(5) Let finally V 1..m € Ji*(p) and let P be defined by (P,);; = ([Vlvf—hj7 for any

=W )l
choice of (i,j) — li—j. Then P = (P))i=1.m € J{"(p—9),¥d1 20,0 > 0,p > + &;
and

2(k + 1)8F

Plo—s—si60 € 5V Vilo— 5.16
IPlp-s-ss < g 55y IV sl s (516)

(6) Moreover let F : € € R™ > F(€) € R™ be in J™(p). Let us define VF the matriz
(VF)ij)ij=1.m with

Then, for all 6 >0, VF € J"*™(p —0) and

IVFlpsn < H]'"Hpk (5.18)

Let us remark that, as the proof will show, Proposition 13 remains valid when the norm
I - % is replaced by the norm | - |7,

Proof. Items (1) and (2) are simple extension to the multidimensional case of the cor-
responding results for m = 1 proven in [GP]. For sake of completeness we give here an
alternative proof in the case m = 1. The proof will use the three elementary inequalities,

k
we(p+0a+4d) < 22m(p, (v, q) (5.19)
((pw.d —pwa)/2l" < wlp, ), q) (5.20)
inzh
a’gsmhx < ot (5.21)
p-w-q < w jmax X |pjllal < wlplla| (5.22)

where we have used the notation (1.10) and the definition (1.7).
(in order to prove (5.19), (5.20), (5.21) and (5.22) just use |X + X'|*> < 2(|X|* +
[X'[?) for all X, X" € R*, |(pw.q — pw.q)/2] < (Ip-w|* + IQ|2)(IP WP+ 1)), =

T m l ) m
Jeos snds and [p-w -0l < 5 il X efal = 5 lnilles - dl < £ Inllosllol by Canchy:
0 J= i= J= J=1
Schwarz, respectively).
We start with (5.9). Since F,G € J'(p) we know that there exist two functions F’, G’

such that the symbols of F, G are F(§,x) = F(w.§,x), G(§,x) = G'(w.§,x). By (5.7) we
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have that

(FG)mn = Z qu’Gq’n

q’EZl
! !
— Z.F m+qh,m—q’ g Q+nh,q'—n
st 2 2
~(m+n+dq Ns(d+2n
= Z]: Th,m—n—q g 5 h,q
q'EZl
/ m+n+q, 1\ A q’+2n ’
- Z]—“ w - 5 hm—-n—q |G (w- 5 M
q'ez!
~ +n+q = "+m+n—(m—
qlezl

Calling P the symbol of FG we have that, by (5.7) again, (FG)mm = P (£, q) with £ = Ml
and ¢ = m — n. Therefore

P&, q) = Z F <w§ +w- %h,q — q') G (w.{ tuw-d ;qﬁ, q') : (5.24)

qIEZl

so we see that 73(5 -) depends only on w.§: P(§,x) = P'(w.£,x). Moreover, since by

(4.3) P’(p, ) = (%)m $am 73’ (Z,-)e ==P>d= we get easily by simple changes of integration
variables and the fact that the Fourier transform of a product is a convolution,

P’p, J Z

q'ezt

(_7:/ p—p,q— q) iz (p p)wq) (’gv/(p/’q’)eigp’-w-(q’q))) dp'. (5.25)
Therefore | F'G|, is equal to the maximum over & € [0, 1] of

ZJ 2. i (p.0)|0h l]:'(l? p.q—q)e s red el dg q)] |eP Pl dpdy'.
(¢,9")ez?

(5.26)



18 THIERRY PAUL AND LAURENT STOLOVITCH

Writing, by (5.20), that

0% lﬁ’(P—p’,q—Q')eig((”)”q Al DG () ||

A
1~
YRS
= 2

T H
V2 (0o F e i e e Dl )

C;“|WMVP@ Voa= Ol = p)wd — pwla = )/21%G )

N
-
7N
= =2
N———
]

é

— P(F,G) (5.27)

(=0 q — (0, ) Fp—p. g — G @, q)

N
1~
7~
= =
N
i
=

)

< |
=

changing p —+, v > v =y —+"—v)

— iy (0 N F =10 — )T G, )

/A
D1~
N
= 2
N——
2
gl
N
)
N
\2\
N—
=
2
2
<
=
oS
=

k _ ~
< 22k =1 a— iy ) F 0= a— LG W)
v'=0 v'=0
(5.28)
using (5.19) under the form
k
(P, q) < 22u(p— 1,0 — (v, 4)
together with the fact that ug(p, q) is increasing in k and g = fogyr-
We find that
,kay(p, q)P(FI? gl)
ko k _ ~
k v = 1~
< 423 iy (P =1 0 = by (0 S F (0 =0 — N0} G (0, 4]
v'=0v'=0

(replacing 25 by 2* to avoid heavy notations and since k —+' — v/ <k —+/, k—1/)

< 8 Y (=1 q — ey (0, )10} f’(p voa—d)6G (p q)|. (5.29)

v'=0v'=0
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k
Note that  disappeared from (5.29) so the Y in (5.26) gives a fractor (14 k). We get that
v=0
(14 k)" '8 *|FG|,, is majored by the maximum over # € [0, 1] (note the change v/ — ~)

k —~ ~
D J S s (0. DIGE (0, @)ty (0 €)1 G (0 )PP 410 Dy (5.20)

gqezt VT vy =0
which is equal to
1 p k|Gl

The proof of (5.10) follows the same lines, except that it is easy to see that, in (5.25),
¢l (PP wd —p'w-(a-0) hag to be replaced by 2sin (’%((p —p)w.qd —p.w.(qg— q’))), since
(5.23) becomes

([F, G]) _ 2 qu’Gq’n — qu’Fq’n

ih ih
qlezl
_ 1 ~ m—i—n—i—q’hm_n_q, G m—i—n—i—q'—(m—n)hq,
ih & 2 ’ 2 ’
s(m+n+q s(m+n+q—(m-—
_g(%h,m—n—q')g(m 1 q2 (m n)h,q')](f).?)l)

It generates in (5.26) the replacement of |((p — p').w.¢’ — p'.w.(¢ — ¢'))/2|"by the term

2((p—p)w.d —pwlg—d)N/2" <uwp—1,9— @, )p-w-¢d —p -w-q|)

thanks to (5.20), and we get by a discussion verbatim the same than the one contained in
equations (5.27)-(5.30) that

k
I[E.GYfitlp-5-5,0 < (L + K)8" ) L 2, k(P @y (0, ¢)Qipdp',  (5.32)

m
q,q'€Z} RE™ 4/ =0

where thanks to (5.22),
Q = |GF@al(p-w-d|+ | - wa)d] G, ¢)|e0 oD lpiFa eI

< [wg]?/(p’ q)||6g/§’(p’, q/)|6p(WIp+|q)+(p5)(w|p’+q’|)] (wlp|lq'| + £|p’||q|)6*(5+51)(£\P|+|Q|)*51(ﬂ\p'\+|q,|))

e e LR AR R (5.3
1 1
because (™% < 1,z > 0 and)
1
sup re " = —. (5.34)
reR+ (&18%

(5.10) follows immediatly from (5.32).
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The proof of (5.12) follows also the same line and is obtained thanks to the remark
(5.34): indeed since
L., W :
<u> = —iw - (m—n)Wpn,

th
we see, again by (5.7), that the symbol Q(¢, x) of [L,, W]/ih is given trough the formula

m-+n

@(57(1) = ([Lw, W]/ih)mn for § =

hand ¢ =m —n.

Therefore é(f,q) = (—iw - q)W(g, q), s0 Q(&,x) = Q' (w.&, x) with

@(w.ﬁ,q) = —iw.q W'(W@Q)-

We get immediatly

O'(p. )=l Hla) <« Ly, o) polelpl+a)
Q(p,q)e 5V (pa)e

and (5.12) follows.
(5.11) is easily obtained by iteration of (5.10) and the Stirling formula: consider the

finite sequence of numbers d, = dffd We have 6g = 6§, 04 = 0 and 6,1 — J, = g. Let us

define Gy := F and G,y := +[G,G,], for 0 < s < d — 1. According to (5.10), we have

Ck

G| ,— < ——
H S”P da—s = 625d—s(g)

1G1o G s llp-6ains

where
cr = 2(k +1)8".

Hence, by induction, we obtain

!
lGdlo-s < T 5d,2(g)d—1”G”P 1G], , (5.35)
d
Cy d
< G| F
d!€2d50 - 5d715d71(g)d71 ” ”pH ”P
d
Cy d
< G| F
d!e2dd!(%)d5d—l(g)d71” ||pH ”P
1 [cd®\? 1 ]
S oo F
2
1 d 2rddie
Ly () oy,
2m \ 02 d! P
1 C d
< o (%) Gl



QUANTUM SINGULAR COMPLETE INTEGRABILITY 21

. |
since m > 1. This weel know inequality can be seen from Binet’s second expression

for the logI'(z) [WW][p. 251] :

| 0
o8 (=) =2 [ i >
()" vamn) "y el

Finally (5.13) is obtained by noticing that |FG||, has the same expression as |FG||,
after removing the term ez« =r'©4) in (5.25).
To prove (4) 1t is enough to notice that by (5.7) the symbol of W satisfies W(f 4, h) =

qu(fq i , so that W(p, q,h) = %p;ﬁ) and therefore, for all r € N,
q

Weq

W (p, g, )] < 7lgl” sup 83V i(p, a. 1) < Alal™ D183V il g, )]

=1

out of which we deduce (5.14) by standard arguments (z7e¢°* < ()7, x > 0) in the
Diophantine case, and

GV (0 4, 1)] < Mas sup |5Vi(psa )| < Mo 2310,V i(p, g, )]

=1
from which (5.15) follows.

To prove (5.18) we just notice that 65 Fi(p,q,n) = pl]-" (p, q,%). So

-

Therefore |8T8§ (D, g, h)|elP=OPl < L |8T8§ (D, g, h)|e?Pl and (5.18) follows.
(5) is an easy extension of (5. 10) Indeed we find immediately, by (5.7) and the
fact that [;_; depends only on ¢ — j, that the Fourier transform of the symbol of P, is

ﬁ(p,q, h) = X 1,(p, ¢, h) where X 1, is the Fourier transform of the symbol of the oper-

ator X, = YiViel * Therefore |5£??lq(p,q, h)| < jmax A Xl(p,q, h)|,¥r = 0,q € Z'. So

1h

[P p-s < e |1Ve Vel il and [Pls < e JIVi Vel il < 35 |1Ve Vel il

and we conclude by using (5.10). O

6. FUNDAMENTAL ITERATIVE ESTIMATES: BRJUNO CONDITION CASE

In all this section the norm subscripts w and k& are omitted.
Let us recall from Sections 2 and 3 that we want to find W, such that

eV (H, + V,)e ™ = Hypy + Vi (6.1)
where H,,, = H, + h,;1 and H, = B.(L,,), hys1 =V, = D.(L,) and, for 0 < § < p < o0,
1hriallo = Vil < 1Villos IVisillos < DAVLE, (6.2)
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and that we look at W, solving:

1 _ A~
'_h[H’”’ W, +Ver = Veor V7
(4

with
Vco,r _ V; o VMT.
VM s given by

\/;-?/[T = (Vr)ij if i — j| > M,, VM — () otherwise.

ij

(note that Veor = V).

V"' = (V" )iz1..m is given by

v ([V/“,V/(“Z 7) ])ij
(V) =- D
i) - (1 =)
where A"(i, j) is the matrix given by Lemma 4, that is:
B, (hw - i) — By (hw - j)

th

Vo= (I +AG )T Ve, veer

1)

=T+ A"(i,7) w.(i — j).

Let
Zy, =2(k + 1)8".

=V, - VM,

Let us denote ady, the operator H — [W, H]. The Lh.s. of (6.1) is then:

0

L] 1 1
HT' T .Hrr, R d] r = .~ (].‘7
+ V[ W]+ Z = (V)+ )] =Dk

j=2

that is

0

Tcor 4 1T T y/sco,r J
H, +Veor 4 V4 V' —V 2 m]]'adwr +2 m]j'

or
Hy+ hpr + (V, = V) £V, + Ry + Ry
Let us set
‘/7,_;,_1 = (V;« — Vco,r) + V' + R+ R,.

We want to estimate V... We first prove the following proposition.

Proposition 14. Let W be in Ji(p) and 0 < < p. Then

1

[[Hy, Wfinllp—s < —(w + Zi|[V (B = Bg)[l,) [W],-

el

v, (M)

v, (H,).

(6.3)

(6.5)

(6.9)
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and for d = 2,

1 Sd 0w h h Z\ d
UL s < 522 209 =B (55) W (610)
d times
Let now W, be the (scalar) solution of (6.3). Then, we have
Moy,
W, < = are (6.11)

1 — 2| D(B! = Bp)l,
and therefore for d = 2,

1
—|I[H G s <
gl Wil /(i 5 < w0

d times

ATy R

(6.12)
(M is defined in (1.3) and |DB|, is meant for max > IViBjll,)-
i=lem; T,
Proof. We first prove (6.9). Note that the proof is somehow close to the proof of Proposition
13, items (1) and (2).
Since B°(L,) = L, (5.12) reads

: w
[[Ho, Wil /inlp-5 < —5[Welp. (6.13)

Note that ([H, — Ho, W,]/h);; = &M@y where G'(Y) = BX(Y) Y, Y € R™
(note that G" has an explicit dependence in 7 that we omit to avoid heaviness of notations).
Indeed, since each L, is self-adjoint on L*(T'), B"(L,) can be defined by the spectral
theorem. Hence, we have

B (L), W, = (o0 8L Wey) = (e, BELWe; ~ WEI(LL)e)
= (Bl w.ih) — Bl (w.jh))(ei, We;).
Using (5.13) we get that
|[H, — Ho, W,]/in|
where X, is defined through (X,);; = M(Wr)”

In order to estimate the norm of X" we Seed to express its symbol X,. This is done
thanks to formula (5.7) and the fact that we know the matrix elements of X,.
Expressing (X,);; as a function of ((i + j)r/2,i — j) through i, = 5 + =L and using (5.7)
we get that

-6 < [ Xofp-s. (6.14)

X (€ q,m) = Tt - g (w-§ — w.qh/2)

so that, using (remember that we denote p.w.gq= >, D] pjwji-qi)
j=L.mi=1.1

J (G" (2 +w.gh/2) = G'(Z — w.qn/2))e™"==P"dp = 2sin [p.c.qh/2] f Gr(2)e"<=P>dp,
R™ R

Wi (w.€, q,h) == X} (w.E, q, h),
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f Grip— Sln[(p P)-w.qh/2] =

h

X’ (p,q, h W'.(p', ¢, h)dp.

Therefore || X, |,_s is equal to

Z ZJ dpdy’ IQZ i (P )0} [@"(p—p)sm Lo = D)0 W55 (1t g,y | eto- oo

1=1 qgez! h
o
< 52 [Nn-wa S ()()")-
zlqezl =1v=1
<Ay G )y L ZEILGID 2 (7.l Dy (6.15)

Using now the inequalities (5.21) and (5.22), we get,

IZuk +(p.q Z:]Z:] ( )(7 M)ﬁ” HUG(p — p)5”Sm((p_p/)'w'qh)ﬁz‘ﬁr(ﬂ,qﬁ)l

h

J

Y —H _ Y -
<gg|%%Mmen Zz(DCyﬂm*mmwwwwmwwwww@L
= —1v=1

Therefore we notice (after changing ¢ <> ¢’) that ||.X,||,_s is majored by the maximum over
€ [0, 1] of

ZJ D1 ey (pig Jw max |p; = p;|P(G], W, W, )elp Ol +al) gy (6.17)

q q EZQZ

where P is defined in (5.27) and

GI(Z,7) = G/(E) so that G (p,q) = GF (p)dy=o-

Therefore we can verbatim use the argument contained between formulas (5.27)-(5.29) and
we arrive, in analogy with (5.30), to the fact that (1 + k)~'87%|X,|, s is majored by the
maximum over s € [0, 1] of

-

Z J w max |pJ||q| 2 e—(p, q )|5’Ygr(p7 )| ptr—ry (0, q)m (7 q)|€p 5)( wlp\+w|p|+\q|+\q\)dpdp/
q,q'€7} ¥,v'=0

_

ZJ w max |p;lq Z i (D |GG (D) [ty (W, )0} Wi () )PPl 10D gy

q'ezt ¥,y'=0
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Since |G (p)|Ipj] = 1GF (p)p;] = |V, (p)], we get that (use p—d < p and again |¢'|e=0W] <
1
)
(1 + l{?)8 r ka
RE PR ES —||VG o[ Wrllp < =5 IV (B = B[ Wl (6.18)
Here V(B! — B})|, is understood in the sense of (5.17)—(4.18).

(6.9) follows form (6.13) and (6.14)-(6.18).

We will prove (6.10) by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 13. Take
(5.35) with Gy := %[WT,HT], Geyp1 = %[WT,GS] and v, = %(5 forl1<s<d-1, v =0,

Yd-1 = %.
We get
Zd—l o
Gl < G o= WG e
Zd 1 o
< dld)e2(d— 1)( )Qd 2”W7‘Hp ”Gal—&/d
1+ 7 h—

d!d!e2d—1(5)2d 1

2
5 , die=\2md \ " [ Zp\*
< m(l + Zi V(B! = By)ll,) (T) (5—§> W |4

and we get (6.10) by w < 1 and d26*1~> 1if d = 2, and setting p = p,, Y0 = V»-
In order to prove (6.11) we first estimate ||V"|,, defined by (6.5) where A"(z,j) is given
by (7.5).

Lemma 15. Let V' be defined by V), = A"(i, j)V5°. Then
V'l < Ze| DB = Bg) o[V, (6.19)

Proof. The proof will actually be close to the one of (6.9). A"(i, j)w.(i—j) = w
SO

1
A0, ) = f VG (1 — )w.jh + tw.ih)dt.
0

Therefore
_ J S VG (1 ). jh + tw.in)Veodt

SO

V| < sup Z VLG (1 = t)w.jh + tw.ik) V.

<t<

Let X, be defined through

(X7 = VG (1 = e+ twin) (Vi) = VG (- oL h= (1= 200 = )2 (Vi)
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By the argument as before, using (5.7), we get that the symbol of X" satisfies

—~—

i (§,9) = VaG" (W&~ (1-20)g5 )V (€ @) = (A7) (0 €, q) := VG (w €~ (1-2t)¢5) (Vi?) (0 €, 0)
since V¢ has the same structure as V so there exists (V<°)' such that V°(€, x) = (V) (w
&, x).

Taking now the Fourier transform of (X7)/(Z, ¢) with respect to = one gets by translation-
convolution

-
o

(Xr)(p,q,h) = f V.G (p — p')e' PP a2 2 pco ()f g Ry
Rm

So, as before,

o —

|07 (X3 (ps 4, 1)

14

N
Z Z 6T — oy g )|(Zb) (7 M)dp

v

< |
JRMMZE 1077V (p — p)(|p—p’IIQI/Q)”ﬁé‘@(p’,q, h)I(Z) (7_“)dp'

Following the same lines than in the proof of (6.9) we get that (remember that, by definition,
X7l = 2 1%zl 1Xallo = [(22)'llp by Definitions 8 and 7)

X", < ZkZZ IVaGi oVl < kaaXIIVnQ’"IIpZ IVaelo < 2 VGVl

i=1n=1 n=1
and the Lemma is proved. O
Corollary 16. Let V" defined by Vi = (1 + A(i, j))~'V°. Then
1
Vol < SVl (6.20)
T l-zv@Br -8yl

(6.11) is now a consequence of (5.15) and the fact that |V[, < ||V,
(6.12) is obtained by putting (6.11) in (6.10). The proposition is proved. O

We need finally the following obvious Lemma:

Lemma 17. Define
)i= > V(&)e' . (6.21)
lg|=M
Then
VM5 <MY, (6.22)
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Corollary 18. Let VM be defined by
Vléw = Vi; whenli—jl=M
=0 when |i — j| < M.

Then
VM =5 < M|V, (6.23)

Proof. Just notice that the symbol of VM, VM satisfies, by (5.7), VM(£,q,h) = 0 when
l¢| < M and apply Lemma 17. O

Let us define, for a decreasing positive sequence (p;)r—o..w0, Pri1 = Pr — 0r to be specified
later,
Gr = |D@B!~ Bl = max 3 [Vi(BE— By (6.21)
T j=1..m

We are now in position to derive the following fundamental estimates of the five terms in
(6.7):

||hr+1Hpr*5'r < ”h?”rlHPr = ||VCO7THPT = ||‘/;'||p'r (625)
y o— M-,
Ve =Vl = 1V < (e ) IV, (6.20
(laars
kMMT
i 52 2
Vil—s, < ———|V» 6.27
Vlo-s. < Tz Vel (6:27)
Zk(;Q Mo,
2(1—2,Gr)
| Rallp, s, < Ao Vi3 (6.28)
L= Zk—agu_zkcr)
M3, w(1+Z,Gr)
k= 53(1—2,G)2
| Ralp, -5, < yrram—— L (6.29)
1= Zvszi—zias IV o

Indeed, (6.25) is obvious and (6.26) is nothing but Corollary 18.
(6.27) is derived by using Proposition 13, item (5) equation (5.16), Lemma 16 and equation
(6.5). Note that, as pointed out before, V" is cut-offed as V" thanks to (3.6).
(6.28) is obtained through the definition Ry = >~ —j,adj (V,), the fact that, by
(5.11

j=1 (—ih)J

), lgadiy, (Vilo—s, < (Zi/67) | Ve, [W2 [, and (6.11), so that

0 M j
il SV Wil (5250 V)

6.29) is proven by the definition Ry = —_.1 .,,adj H,) and the fact that, by (6.12) we
(=in) ! W
j=2

Z Mo, /62 J
have that || —addy, (H,)l, s, < w528 (A2 v, |, ).
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Collecting all the preceding estimates together with the definition (6.8) :
Vier = (V, = V") + V" + Ry + R,

we obtain:
Proposition 19. Forr =0,1,... , we have
Vislpems, < E Vi[5, + e M |V, (6.30)
with ™
M Z 1—ZGT+ﬂw1+ZGT
FT=521M222<1+( - )MM SN (6.31)
7‘( - k T) 1 - 1— Zkér
7. FUNDAMENTAL ITERATIVE ESTIMATES: DIOPHANTINE CONDITION CASE
In all this section also the norm subscripts w and k are omitted.
Let 0 < d < p. Let us recall that we want to find W, such that
(H + Ve S = =Hpp1 + Vi (7.1)
where H,,, = H, + h,,, and H, = B*(L,), h,,1 =V, = D,(L,,) and
1rsille = [Villy <1Villps  [Visallo—s < Dil V2. (7.2)
In the case where w satisfies the Diophantine condition (1.4) we look at W, solving:
1 o~
%[HT, W, =V, +V" (7.3)
1
with V7 = (V;"),_1. . given by
- (V7 Vit D ~
v ij = = ) V;‘r‘:: I+AZ Z?] ! V;”l 7.4
0 = gy Vo= (L A0 (), (74)
Here A" (i, 7) is the matrix given by Lemma 4, that is:
B (hw -« 1) — B (hw - j oo o
U DB (14 i) i - ), (7.5)
The Lh.s. of (7.1) is
e o] e 9] ]
H.+V, Hr, W] V. ————adi,, (H,
Voot Gl W O et )+ 2 g (1)
]—1 7j=2
that is
A~ © : © 1 ,
HT + Vvr + VT + fadj (‘/r) + fadj (HT)
j21 (—in)ijl= W 322 (—in)ijl= W
or

Hy+hyp1 + V' + Ry + Ry (7.6)
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Proposition 20. Let W, the (scalar) solution of (7.3).Then, ford>2, 0 < < p < o0,

1 5& A 5 Zk
AW Y < s e sl (B) g, @
d tzmes
27(%)"
W, l,—s < €0 Vill,, 7.8
Wl <7z 100 —Bp1, )
S0
1 L+ 2| D(B; — BY), 2(55)" '
H,, W, |, h) -5 < . - Vi
Gl s < ot B2 e (T,
d times
(7.9)
(let us recall that My is defined in (1.3) and |DB|, is meant for max > ViBi|,).
=L i=1..m

Proof. The proof of Proposition 20 is the same than the one of Proposition 14 done in
details in Section 6. The only minor difference is the discussion of the small denominators
and is adaptable without pain. We omit the details here. 0

Using notation (6.24), Proposition 13, last item (5.10), and Proposition 14 we can derive
the following fundamental estimates of the four terms in (7.6)

i1 lpe—s. < Mhrsallpe = Vel
22+T’Y( T )7—
10715, < ’“—nvu?
pr=or = ( Z:.G )
g Ygs)"
52(1 ZxGr)
1R p—s, < ; V2|2
ka”‘/ o
k(v@@)f)@(uzkar)
53 (1 ZnGr)2
1R p,—s, < 7 Va2
Zk52(1 Z G ” Hpr

Collecting all the preceding results we get:

Proposition 21. Forr =0,1,..., |V, s < F/|V,[2, with

po 2@ (e, (286D 2 U0+ 4G

_ 1
P 2= 2:G,) 1 2 (7.10)
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8. STRATEGY OF THE KAM ITERATION

In the case of the Diophantine condition, the strategy consists in finding a sequences o,
such that, with F given by (7.10),

Q0 r
Y6 =0<ow and [[DY <R¥, R>0. (8.1)
r=1 =1

o0
Indeed when (8.1) is satisfied and thanks to Proposition 21, the series Y V,, and therefore
r=1

Zhr:

-1
hat

V,. are easily shown to be convergent in Ji(p — d,w) for p > 0, at the condition

s

3

HV”p,g,k < R.

This last sum is the quantum Birkhoff normal form B of the perturbation. Estimates on
the solution of the cohomological equations provide also the existence of a limit unitary
operator conjugating the original Hamiltonian to its normal form.

The case of the Brjuno condition follows the same way, except that one has also to find
a sequence of numbers M, so that (6.31) holds. The main difference comes from the extra
linear and non quadratic term in Proposition 19. This difficulty is overcome by deriving
out of |V|,wr a sequence of quantities with a quadratic growth as in (7.10). This leads
to an extra condition for the convergence of the iteration, condition involving only the
arithmetical properties of w and which can be removed by a scaling argument.

These ideas will be implemented in the following section which is organized as follows.
We first prove the convergence of the KAM iteration in the Brjuno case with a restriction on
w (Theorem 26), restriction released in Theorem 27 thanks to the scaling argument already
mentioned. This proves and precises Theorem 1. We then prove the corresponding
classical version (Corollary 32, global Hamiltonian version of the singular integrability of
[LS1], leading to Theorem 2 precised. We end the section by more refined results under
Diophantine condition on w, Theorem 36, leading to the criterion contained in Theorem
3.

9. PROOF OF THE CONVERGENCE OF THE KAM ITERATION

In this section the norm subscripts w and £ might be committed in the body
of the proofs. They are nevertheless reestablished in the main statements.

Proposition 22. Let us fir 0 < C' <n <1, p> 0 and let us choose
po=p, O, =02", 0<a<log2, and M,=2" (9.1)
For E > Ey defined below by (9.13) let us suppose:

i [|log./\/lMT| _3log5r N log Z,E

or—1 or o :| = Ck < QO (92)

r=0
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and, for 1 <r </,

G, <n—C/r, (9.3)
§e<5r+1Mr+l—25er> > 2 (9.4)
r+1
and Mo Z )
M, Zk
U2 Vil < (1= + C/i), (95)
together with
7 Gy =0, (9.6)
3
%6(61M1—260M0) > 9 (97)
1
and M Z 1
T Vi < 5. (98)
62 P9
Then, forr =0
r+1
[Visillpr < (D0)* (9.9)
where \
e “«
Dy = e (|V], + ——=—). 9.10
c= IVl + gippp) (9.10)
Note that Gy = 0 and that, taking (9.3) for r = 1 we get:
1>n> Z,|VV/, and C < n— Z||VV],. (9.11)
Therefore we will impose the condition
— - C
vV, < 1= (9.12)
Z

Proof. We first prove the two following Lemmas.

Lemma 23. Under the hypothesis (6.30), (9.3) and (9.5), and n < 1, we have that, if

3a+ (1 + n)wM;(w)

20 pMw

=: Ey (9.13)
then
M?\/[TZkE

03 '

The proof is immediate by noticing that, under proposition 19, (9.3) and (9.5), (6.31)
gives that, forr = 1,...,

g M, B
F, < 52 2 (3 + 26—Tg(1 +1n C’/r))

so, forr=0,1,...

IVesilprn S dAVEIG, + e M Vol with d; =

M, Zy, My,
<m (3+2 (57« Q(l—i—T])).
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The case r > 1 is obtained out of the preceding inequality, and the case r = 0 comes form
the fact that Z,Gy =0 <.

Bw(14n) TMr (1) < 3wl Mi@)/a _ 3otw(l+n)Mi(w)
(1—n)2 MMT( y o mm)PMi(w)/a T 0-n)PMa(w)

increasing with M, and the Lemma is proved.

Therefore £ must be > since My, is

Lemma 24. Let V, = |[V,|, + e ™ where d, = —M“TZ’“

2d, V, satisfy (6.31) and V; :=
V,p, = p. Then
Vier <4,V (9.14)

e 25, M

The proof reduces to completing the square in Proposition 19 and noticing that

et o ) by (9.4), since Myy,,, = Myy,. The Lemma has for consequence the fact

2dr41 r
the
Hdzr V< (1) (9.15)
This concludes the proof of Proposition 22 since |V, |,, < V. O

Proposition 25. Let |V,|,. < (Dy)* with Dy < e ¥ and D, < M, M and P defined
below by (9.23) and (9.20). Then (9.3), (9.4) and (9.5) hold.

0
Note that ), 6, = 2a.

r=0
Proof. (9.4):
it is trivial to show that (9.4) is satisfied when o < 2log 2.
(9.5):
(9.5)-(9.8) are equivalent to
1 logd?  log 7, 1 1 C
ilog./\/er o T o +long<§log§(1—n+?) (9.16)
and
1
log M, — log 63 + log Z, + log Dy, < log 3 (9.17)
which is implied by
e o]
|[log M| . .logéd? —log Zy
o | log Mo, | 2
—Zﬁ—long—l—Qloga———A (9.19)
r=0 2r €
which is implied by
1 2
log Dy < — ZM—long———Azz —P (9.20)
e

r=0
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where

1 1 C 1
Az—ig?{;logg(l—n+7),log§}<oofor77<1. (9.21)
Note that A > 0, P > 0.
(9.3):

— —
remember that Byyy = By + Vg, and [Briafpy < [Brlpras + Vil < [Bely, +

-/ —/
Vil So [DBrsallpyss < IDBrllprss +[DVesi]pros-

or+1

Moreover one has, by (5.18), ||DV/T+1||p o0 S % < QHVT?””T“ < Q(D’}) out
- o or re re
of which we conclude that ’
ZkGT<7]—C/T:>ZkGT+1<7”]—C/(7’+1),V7">1, if
D" ¢ ¢ C
2 < = = (9.22)

a2=re 1 r+1  r(r+1)
which is implied by Dy < M for
o —(r+1) 1/4
a2 meC \° aeC
M=inf | —— = <1 9.23
=1 <2Zkr(r—|— 1)) (SZk) (5:23)
since a < log2, Z, > 8 and C < 1. 0

Proposition 25 together with Proposition 22 shows clearly that
(9.12) and [Dy < e ¥ and Dy, < M| = |V;],, < (Dx)* (9.24)

where Dy, is given by (9.10) i.e. Dy := €|V, + ec’f%.Note that since M < 1 so is
D), < M leading ot the superquadratic convergence of the sequence (V,),_o.. . In order
for Dy, to satisfy the two conditions of the bracket in the Lh.s. of (9.24) the two terms in
Dy, will have to both satisfy the two conditions. This remark will be the key of the main
theorem below.

Let us denote by wé, j=1...m, ¢ =1...1 be the ith component of the vector w;. Let
us remark that

: 1 g
M) = it i T ™ Ry S i (9.25)
Let us denote
o0
| log M|
B = —_— . 2

(@) Z o (9.26)

We have that, by (9.2) and (9.20),
Cr(w) =2B(w) — 6loga + 6log2 + 2log (Z,E). (9.27)

and 5
P((JJ) = B(W) + log Zy, + g + A. (928)
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Theorem 26. [Brjuno case] Let «, p,n, and C be strictly positive constants satisfying

a<2log2, p>2a 0<C<n<l. (9.29)

. . 1 1 C _ [ aeC %
Let us define, for A = —gii;log s(1=n+%) and M = (szk) )

I =p)*Mi(w)? aSe Bl (emBl)-A
Ri(w) = Ba + (1 4+ n)wM;(w))? 262}% 11 QI/GZ_k M ¢ (9.30)

Let us suppose that, in addition to Assumptions (A1), (A2) Brjuno case and (A3), w
satisfies

3 1 3 ,—2B(w) —B(w)—-A
ot (L+neMiw) o min] " M (9.31)
26a(1 — 77)2./\/11(0))3 26Zk 21/6Zk
and the perturbation V satisfies
— -C
Vet < Biw), [0V s < o= (9:32)

Then the BNF' as constructed in section 2 converges in the space J,j(p — 2a,w) to Bl
and

1B = Billp-20k = O([VI5 ) as [V]pwr — 0. (9.33)

p.w,k
That is to say that there exists a (scalar) unitary operator Uy such that the family of
operators H = (H;)i—1..m, H; = Ly, + V;, satisfies, Vi € (0,1],

U, HU, = Bl (Ly). (9.34)

Wi i

Uy is the limit as r — oo of the sequence of operators U, = e'n ...e R constructed in
Section 2 and

Ar E2r
U — Url L2ty r2(nty < - = O ( - ) as r — o for some E < 1,

here A, is defined by (9.53).
Moreover, Uy, — I € Ji(p — 2, w) and

Vipw
N e e R (9.35)
and, for any operator X for which there exists Yk,p such that for all W € Ji(p,w),
. Zk~
X W) il s < e Kol W s (9.36)

U XUy — X € Ji(p— 2a — §,w) and

_ Vi, _
|UZ' XU = X | p-20-sk < sup Xy =0 (| oo sup Xk,,,/) (9.37)
p

—2a<p'<p 02 p—2a<p'<

D
82,
where D is given by (9.57).
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Note that the second condition in (9.32) “touches” only the average V and not the full
perturbation V. It can also be replaced for any p' > p by |[V|, < |V, < eZ-2 since

Zy;
IVV|,s < |V ”'” for any § > 0.
Before we start the proof of theorem 26, let us show the way of overcoming the condition
(9.31).

We first notice that multiplying the family L,+V by A > 0 preserves of course integrability.
Moreover A(L, + V') = Ly, + AV.
On the other side we see easily that:

B(\w) = B(w)—2log A\, M;(Aw) = A"'M;(w) and therefore wM; is invariant by scaling.

(9.38)
Let us show that, for A large enough, (9.31) will be satisfied for wy := Aw. More precisely,
let us define

a+2[(l-pa+ 1+ pwM(w)] 292,
= 2e (1 — )2 My (w)? 2P 2B)
efB(w)fA

21/e 7,

7 =
we easily see that the following number Ay is uniquely defined:

1
Ao = Ao(w) := inf {\ > 0 such that MA — p >0 and vA\* — > 0}—sup{%,(%)3}‘

Elementary algebra leads to
Lemma. Yw, VA = \,(w), (9.31) is satisfied for wy := Aw.

Since the BNF of AH is the BNF of H multiplied by A we get that the latter will exist
and be convergent if N|V||, o < Rr(Aw) and A|[VV' |, a0k < A%. we get the

Theorem 27. Let o, p,n, and C be strictly positive constants satisfying

a<2log2, p>2a, 0<C<n<l. (9.40)
c c\To_ 2rec N2
Let us define A = mf log 1-n+%), M= (%) = 712? (2Zkr(r+1)> and,

for A= Xo(w) given by (9.39),

Rk(/\w) (1 - 7])4./\/11(w)2 abe2BW) ] 267B(w)—A
Foarle) = - NE MY (941
WA®) A (Ba+ (1 + nNwM;(w))? 26772 min e (9.41)
Let us suppose that the general assumption (A1), (A2) Brjuno case and (A3) hold and

n—=C
e

IV [prwk < Bag(@), [VV]prwe < (9.42)
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Then the BNF as constructed in section 2 converges in the space j,j(p — 20, M\w) to B
and

185 = Bill p—2000k = OUIVIE s )- (9-43)

That is to say that there exists a (scalar) unitary operator Uy, Uy — I € Ji(p — 2cr, Aw)
such that the family of operators H = (H;)i=1..m, H; = Ly, + V;, satisfies, Vi € (0,1],

Uy, HUy = B (Ly,). (9.44)
Uy s the limit as r — oo of the sequence of operators U, = e e constructed in
Section 2 and
Ar E2r
w — Urllr2myoremy < — = as r — oo for some ,
|Uso — Ul 2y <=0~ f E<1

here A, is defined by (9.53).
Moreover, Uy, — I € JJ(p — 2a, \w) and

Vpawo
V= 11 20ns0 = O (222 a5 [V]s0 0. (9.45)
and, for any operator X for which there exists Y;w,,,\ such that for all W € Ji(p, \w),
: Ly~
ILX W ihlp-spwte < 3 Xip AW lorwn, (9.46)

U XUy — X € Ji(p — 2a — 6, \w) and

D _ Ve _
UL XU — X ps0srok < = SUp  Xppn=O (M sup X,“,),A) (9.47)

6° p—2a<p'<p o2 p—2a<p'<p
where D is given by (9.57).

Remark 28. Note that, for A\ large enough, R x(w) = ARg(w). Therefore the radius of
convergence increases by dilating w. But this fact is compensated by the fact that the
norm in the condition of convergence (9.42) (we take here V = 0), V||, w0 < Bax(w),
increases at least as A (an actually highly non sharp estimate as the Gaussian case shows
clearly) when ) is large, as shown by the following lemma. Therefore the optimization on
A of (9.42) remains between bounded values of \.

Lemma 29. For w' > w, |F|,wi — [Flpwr = (W' — w)p|VF|pwi-

The proof is an immediate consequence of

P X _ opX er(e(p’fp)X —1) = e"’X(p' -pX, X =0.

Proof of Theorem 26. First notice that B —B"_, =V, = V,(-,0, ) so |BE=B |, < X[ Villi
1

which is convergent under (9.31) and (9.32). What is left is to show that the sequence of
unitary operators U, := e .ei% converges to a unitary operator on L2(T!). This is
done by proving that the sequence U, is Cauchy (% € (0,1]). For p > n let us denote

Wnip Wnip-1 i Wn+1

E,=¢e¢"rn e n .. —1 (9.48)
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so that U,4, — U, = E,,,U,. We have for all r,

1t WT

R g T, with T, = dt. (9.49)
0
Therefore
h||T’I“HL2(Tl)4>L2(TZ) < HWTHL2(TI)4,L2(TZ) < HWerr,k. (950)
By (6.11) we have also that
Wl = [Ws < ———|V» < —————— [1>0
Wil = Wolpse & oo Vel € = e

Vol = Wollpe < Mu|V]px (9.51)

B(w)2"

Note that, by the Brjuno condition, we have for all r M,; < e and, by the condition

on Dy, insuring the convergence of the BNF, D, < e B 5o that:

00} T
A= DI < . 9.52
Z 1-— P+ CYr = (9:52)

We also define, for n > 1,

- M
A=y —— DY 9.53
;L L—n+C/rF (9:53)
Note that A, = O(E?") asn — oo for E = eP D, < 1 by (9.24).
By (9.49) we get that

Wnip Wnip
E, = ¢ " B, 1—1+¢"n
Wnip
i
= € = Enpfl +Tn+p
-Wn+p ~Wn+p—2 <Wn+p
= e e Eyate T T+ T (9.54)

By iteration we find easily that

n+p n+p k+1 Z»Wn+p
Z K Toyp—rte n Thypa+ Thgyp

and, by unitarity of e+ and (9.50),

; W, k||
| Enpll 2ty 12y Z Tkl L2ty L2ty < Z 1Tkl pse < Z e

%% A
an%gf_,()asn—»oosincefkw-

S0 || Enpl z2(1t)—r2rty — 0 as n — oo and so does U, 4, — U, = E,,U, by unitarity of U,,
and U, converges to U, in the operator topology. Moreover we get as a by-product of the

preceding estimate that

A,
||Uoo - UTHL2(T1)—>L2(TZ) < 7
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Since Uy is a perturbation of the identity which doesn’t belong to any J(p), p > 0,
there is no hope to estimate |Ux|,w . Nevertheless, and somehow more interesting, we
will estimate Uy, — I in the || - ||,—20w,0 topology. In the sequel of this proof we will denote
|1, :=1"|pwo and use the fact that || - |, = |- |,—20, VreN.

We first remark that, for » > 0, since | - ||} < | - |,,

] 1H HJ ZOHWTHPT

Wy e = -1
"o = €T I, < € I < Z = Z

17

We first remark also that
(-[ + Tr+1)Ur = UT+1'
Therefore, denoting P, = U, — I,

Pr+1 = (I + TT+1)P7" + Tr+1

SO
1 1
|1Brsallp < 1P (Zol| sl + 1) + [ Tosa]lp = (||R~H,o+70)||(ZoHTr+1H,o+1)—70
50 [Pryalp + 75 < (|15, + Z%)H(ZoHTme +1) and
1 h - I3 R 1 T Wile;
1Priilp—2a + - < (I Pl + ]_[H 205+ 1) < (1Bl +)] e
&l 1Wjlp; 1
= =t " Pl =
SRl )
A 1
< en ([Pt + —
A (IRl + )
Therefore

a (Mi|V], 1

Let us note that, by construction, A = O( D £) and that Dy depends on 7 through (9.10).

Lemma 30. 3n = n(|V|,) such that

D2
kn = O(|V],) as V], — 0.

1 —

Proof. By looking at the expression of the radius of convergence which tends to 0 as n — 1
we see that as V' — 0 one can take values of 77 — 1 which makes the second term in the
definition of Dy of order [V, and the ratio =% of order [V,. O

By application of the Lemma we find that

M|V 1 4
_ " Pl <e® SR °)-
U prm | Po| <€ ( B + Zo Zo © h

which gives (9.45).
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In order to prove (9.47) we first denote V,. = et
o ‘

We have, actually for any operator X, that V, XV ™! — X = '21 %ad{% (X).
j:

Let us suppose now that 3X ,; such that for all W e Ji(p)

e
X W firllpms < 5 X o W, (9.55)
(-8 Xip = [Xkp)-
Using (5.11) we get (since 27l > 1) we get
F
VEV g < — e (9.56)
L= [Wel,

and also (let us recall again that p,.,1 = p. — 6., po = p)

Zy

j—1
ot o sps < (55) WL sl

lhj
Z j—1 -
< (%) il wi,

out of which we get

X, Wol il s
1= Z[W,),

by ViVo XV Vit — VXV = V(X Vet = X))Vt and (9.56)
||V0XV0_1 _ X||p1—5
L= 2w,
[[X, Wol/ihllp—s
(1= 5£1Wal,) (1 = S,
and by iteration
|[X, Wol/in]l o
(1= 5 IWallp) - (1 = S5 [Wel,,)
and by X — V71XV,
|X W /inllp, s
(1= 2 IWil,)... (1 = Z[W.,,)

”‘/O*XVE)_1 - XHP1—5 <

[ViVoXVy Vit = VAX V) s

~

|0 XU = UV XVoU s

[0V X VU = U,V Ve XV s <

X W, i, s

V, XVt X s <
R e YT
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So that by summing the telescopic sequence we get

U, XU = Xy 1a Z I, W.)/in

& ‘5H1— ||W||p]

_ _Zk .
Xk 2. Es tog (1 ZHIW; 1,
k pse

N

and since (1 —a)(1 +2a) > 1 if 0<a 1/2

" X,WS Zlog(1+2 IIW lej)
S RPN
s=0
r —_— T
X 22 2|| Will,
RN L
-~ Z
X > SFIWil,
< Z ;2PSZk pe€ 170 ’
Sup kaﬂ’ T
p—2a<p'<p 2B
< 52k ), Wil
sup Xy
p—2a<p'<p
<
< 5D

7129 M s,

27
WD < oo and

0
with B = ZM, |V, + Z
j=

D = Zk(Mlanp + A)G2B = O(HV”p)

by Lemma 30.
Therefore we get, by letting r — oo so that p, — p — 2a,,

D —
||Uo;1XUOO - XHp—Qa—(S < 5_2 sup Xk,ﬂ"

p—2a<p’'<p

_ %4 —
0 > HUoolXUoo - X||p72a75 = O (”_P sup Xk,p’)

92 p—2a<p'<p
The theorem is proved.

Remark 31. [Diophantine case] In the Diophantine case one immediately sees that
B(w) < 2log [y27]

(9.57)

(9.58)

(9.59)

(9.60)

Moreover one easily sees that Rp(w) and Ry x(w), together with A\g(w), are decreasing
functions of B(w). Therefore Ry(w) = RY*(w) and Ry x(w) = RY}(w) where R (w) and
RYi°(w) are obtain by replacing B(w) by 2log [727] in the r.h.s. of (9.30) and (9.41). It
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follows that Theorem 26 (resp. Theorem 27) is valid with R{(w) in place of Ry(w) (resp.
RY% (w) in place of R, ,(w)).

Since all the estimates are uniform in 4, the methods of the present paper allow to prove
the following result

Corollary 32. Let H a family of m <1 classical Hamiltonians (H;)i=1..m on T* ('Jl‘l) of the
form H(z,&) = w-&+V(x,&) = HO(w-&) + V' (w- &, x). Then, under the hypothesis on w
of Theorem 27 (resp. Theorem 26) and the conditions
VI, < Rao(w) (resp. < Ry(w))
_ n—C
vV, < 7

H is (globally) symplectomorphically and holomorphically conjugated to B (w.€): for all
0>0,
there exist a symplectomorphism ®_' such that

Hod ' =B (Ho).
Moreover, @' — I € J(p —2a —6) (in particular ®,' is holomorphic) and for any positive
0 <p,

Y D

[P = Llp-20-5 < SV, (9.61)

where D is given by (9.68) below.
Finally, for any function X satisfying (9.66), we have

D — 1% —
[Xo®! = X]ppas <5 sup Xopy =0 (”—2p sup Xo,p/) (9.62)
o p—2a<p'<p o p—2a<p'<p
where X, is defined in (9.66).
Proof. Once again the function B is by construction uniform in # € [0, 1] so it has a limit
BY% as h — 0. It is easy to get convinced that the construction of BY is the same as the

one of Bl after the substitution (we use capital letters for operators and calligraphic ones
for their symbols at h = 0):

AB — AxB

A B
LB, s
1h
W
etn — eﬁw
Wy W
BZT}GZTZ eﬁwl o) 6£W2

- W - W
el Ae7tn —  Aoefw.

Here x is the usual function multiplication, {.,.} denotes the Poisson bracket and e“W the
Hamiltonian flow at time 1 of Hamiltonian W (Lie exponential).
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What is left is to prove the convergence of the sequence of flows e“Wr .. e := @ as
r — o0. This is done by the same Cauchy argument than in the proof of Theorem 26.

2
For & : T*T" — T*T' we denote |®|, = >, |®;|, where ®; are the components of ® and
-1
we define &,, by
Enp = €Vntp 0 bt 00 @EWIHL — [ e,

so that P — ™ = £, 0 O".
We will need the following

Lemma 33. Let F(z,0) be analytic in {|Sz|, |S0| < p}. Then,
| Fll o s2901<0) < 1 F Lo (9.63)

Proof. As in section 5 write

0= |3 [ Foaers i) < 3 [ 1Foolet iy = |,
q q

We will denote

115 =1 - 2292 13601<p)-

Proposition 34. Let H, = {(z,0). |Sz| < p and |30] < p}.
Under the hypothesis of Theorems 26 and 27, ®" is analytic H, — H,, .

r—1
Remember that p, = p— >} 0,, 6, = a27".
=0

[A,B]
ih

Proof. Let us first remark that the “rule”
Lemma.

—> {A, B} is in fact (and of course) a

Lemma 35. Let F € J™(p), Ge J'(p). Then 2G4 the Weyl quantization of a function

ih
o, on T*T' and

%iinoah =09 = {F,G}.
The proof is an easy exercise which consists (again) in computing the symbol of %
through its matrix elements using Proposition 12, after expressing these matrix elements
out of the ones of F,G, themselves expressed through the symbols F,G of F,G thanks
of formula (5.7). The limit » — 0 leads naturally to the Poisson bracket. Since these
techniques have been extensively used through the present article, we omit the details.
Let us, by a slight abuse of notation, define again adyy the operator F — {W, F}.
Being uniform in A, the formula (5.11) taken with & = 0 leads, for any F € J™(p,), to

1, Zy\’ ;
F7ladw, (Fllo—se < { 5z | IF o IVH,
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0

Let us denote o, = e“%r and adyy, (F) := {W,, F}. Since F o ¢, ! Z l,adj (F) we get

[ F .

Fopt < ———.
H 907‘ Hpr+1 ~ 1 _ %HWTHPT

Therefore, under the hypothesis of Theorem 27 (resp. Theorem 26), F o ¢! is analytic in
H, ., for all F analytic in H,. and so ¢; ' maps analytically H, ,, to H, and so ¢, maps

Pr+1
analytically H, to H, Writing ®" = ¢, 0,1 0--- 0wy gives the result. 0J

Pr41°

Let us write now for all r in N,
Pr = I+ 7:‘7

with, as for (5.18),

21
s = 2T
i=1

Wz

— \
Pr O 657- ’

17500 < 1T prmty = maXZ [V Wil

and so

_IVWE s IE WS
pob ST g2 S e S g
In analogy with (9.54) we write

gnp = SOn-&-p o (gnp—l + ]) —I= Qon-i-p © (gnp—l + ]) - Qon-i-p + (Son+p - ])

VT,

SO
1€np 17" 20 < [V eniplp 20l Emp-1ls 20 + [ Tasply 20
and, by induction,
-1

Hganp 2a < Z ||7;L+ka 20 H(”vganrS”;})O—Qa) + ||7;L+p||;o—2a
s=k
-1
< Z Tl za]_[(l + [ VTarslp 20) + [ Tasslly 20
s=k
< Z Tl za]_[(l + [ VTl 2a)
s=k
< Z ||Wn+kan+k Z HWSHPS
k=0 5n+k
< A,e* > 0asn— .
Here we defined
o0
DY < w0, 9.64
Z 1 —n + C’/l) (9:64)

J=1
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- My, ! :
= ;51(1_01‘10/0&% — 0 as n — o0 since A < o0 (9.65)

and used (9.51).

So ®" converges to ®* in the L*(H,) topology.

The proof of (9.62) is exactly the one of (9.47) by using the dictionary expressed earlier.
Since it is a by-product of the proof of (9.61) we repeat it here. We denote || - |, := || - |
and use the fact that |- |, > |- |,—2a—s, VreN.

e :
We have, actually for any operator X, that X o o7} — X = Y] %ad{% (X).

j=1
Taking (9.55) at k = 0 we have

2o+

X, W s < 5 — X0, W|, (9.66)
We have
- 17,
| F o7 pms € — 5, (9.67)
’ 1— 2w,

and also (let us recall again that p,.1 = pr — 6, po = p)

Zo\’~
ot Do s < (B) i, W

Zo\"™! ,
< (%) nxowm,

out of which we get

. X W0 e
JWogy! - Ay < Xl
1—QHWOHp

by Xopglop ' =X opl = (Xopy' =X)op;! and (9.67)
[ X opg! = X]p-s
~ 4w,

112, Wol s
(1= 2 Voll,) (1 = 2 [Wi )

and by iteration
s & gl

(1 =5 olp) - (1= G2V

|Xopgtopit =X o s <

~

HXOCI);l—XongOCI)gl

ps)
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By the same argument we get
. IRRINP
=%l —Zw,

| X 0poo @' — X opyop o®

ps)

HX Wl s
L= 2Willo

so that by summmg the telescopic sequence

”
T Y _ _ 20w,
Xk’pSZ ngIOg(l 5]2_ |ijj>
(52 0 s pse

[X 00t = Xy,

<
s=0
and since (1 —a)(1+2a) =21 if 0<a<1/2
X 3 og(1+”0wp> X X 281wl
TN S R D TP
s=0
> 3 2w w X
s 2 2 illpj —2a<p'<
< Z T DolWalpe ST < R ) [ Wil e
sup  Xpp
p—2a<p'<p
< 52 D
. © Zo?j./\/l]u. 1
with B = %MIHVHp +]§1 WD? < o0 and
D = Zo(Mi|[V ], + A)e*® = O(|V],) (9.68)
by Lemma 30.
Therefore we get, by letting » — oo so that p, — p — 2a,
D — v —
||X o CD;Ol - X”p_Qa_(s < = sup Xk o= @) m sup Xk ol (969)

02 p—2a<p’' <p ' 02 p—2a<p'<p 7

Let now X € {&, ..., &, x1,..., 11}, { X, Wl} = +0=W, where Z is the conjugate quantity
to X. Therefore H{X Wotlo—s < [VWolp—s < :[Wol,- Therefore Xy, =1 and | X o & —
Xlppims <5, VX €{&,...,&, x1,..., 7} which means that
_ D
”(I)r b I||pr+175 < ﬁ (970)

In fact we just proved that ®3' = I + & with \\5||pw,5:p,2a,5 < 5. Corollary 32 is
proved. 0
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Though the Diophantime case is covered by the Theorem 26 (see Remark 31), we can
also use directly Proposition 21 in order to low down the hypothesis of the Theorem.
In fact Proposition 21 shows that the same proof will be possible by only replacing
M, () by ()" and (9.13) by
227 4+ 2[ar + (1 + mMwy(Z)7]
(1 =n)*(Z)"
Indeed (7.10) is verbatim the same as (6.31) after replacing My, (w) by v(;5-)" and the

first term in the parenthesis, namely 1, by 22*7. Therefore the proof will be the same by
replacing B(w) by B,(7v,T)

= B (9.71)

=

- T T\O—7T T T T T T
Ba(v,7) = Z;)log (7(657) )27" = 2log [7(5) ]+2710g2 = 2log [2 7(5) }

and of course Cy and P by the corresponding expressions C}, P'.

The very last change will concern Dy, which now will be Dy, = %V, because the
estimate of Proposition 21 reads now directly|V"*!|, 5 < FJ|[V"[?2: this will imply that
in the Diophantine case there is no condition for w similar to (9.31), and no condition
a < 2log2. We get:

Theorem 36. [Diophantine case] Let o, p,n,C" and E be strictly positive constants satis-
fying

p>2a, 0<C<n<l. (9.72)

[

_ : 1 1 C _ [ aeC 4
Let us define, for A = —gg s log5(1—n+ %) and M = (%) ;

6

1) = (g bl ) i { OGS )
227+ 2[a+ (L+nwy(5)7]/) 202327 (5))* 2vez, )
(9.73)
Then if
_ n— C
”VHp@k < Rk(w)v vaal@k < (9.74)

Zy

the same conclusions as in Theorem 26 and Corollary 32 hold.

As mentioned in the introduction we can use Theorem 27 to estimate the rate of diver-
gence of the Brjuno constant as the system remains integrable while the perturbation is
vanishing.

Let us suppose that we let w vary in a way such that w remain in a bounded set [w_,w. |
of (0,400). (9.73) tells us that, in order that Theorem 36 holds, w can be taken as we want

n—C

as soon as as v and 7 satisfy |V|,wr < rhs. of (9.73) and |[VV|,ur < 1= It is easy
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to check that, since Bo(v,7) := 2log [277(Z)7] — o0 as 7, T or both of them diverge, we

have, for B,(v,7) large enough (in order that the min in (9.73) is reached by the first term
and that 2277 < B, (v, 1)),

Ri(w) = 2Ke 3800

with K = (a+2(1$;)3j§;6621/ezg. Therefore for |[VV'|,wr < % and |V, small enough

(namely [V],wi < 2Ke 3P« where B} is the smallest value of B,(7,7) which makes the
min in (9.73) reached by the first term and which is larger than 22*7), we have

Corollary 37. The conclusions of Theorem 36 hold as soon as

1 1 1
Bu(v,7) < =log | —— | + = log2K.
3 Hv||p,y+7k 2

Remark. In the case of the Brjuno condition, Theorem 26, it happens that A\o(w) ~
C'e?B) and Ry ~ C as B(w) — oo for some bounded constants C,C". Therefore our
condition of convergence takes the form ||V, ce2pw), ) < C. This leads to a sufficient
condition on B(w) depending on the way V' — 0. For example it is easy to check that,
if V—>0asV =€lp, e > 0 and Vj with a symbol V] whose Fourier transform in & is
compactly supported, one gets a condition of the form B(w) < Dlog log% + D' for some
constants D, D'.

10. THE CASE m =1

Lemma 38. Let the vectors wj, j =1...m =1, be independent over R. Then
(1) any V satisfies (1.5)
(2) inf max lwj.q| =1 (there is no small denominator).
qeZt J=1...
Proof. Let Q = (€2;); j=1..1 with ;; := wf Then © is invertible by the independence of the
wjs. This proves (1). Moreover one has immediately that 1 < |g| < [|Q ! max lwj.ql. O
j=1...

Therefore the main assumption reduces to:
Main assumptions (extreme case)

w; € R, j=1...1, are independent over R and [H;, H;] =0, V1 <i,j <l (10.1)
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