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Quasi-periodic solutions with Sobolev regularity of
NLS on TY with a multiplicative potential

Massimiliano Berti, Philippe Bolle

Abstract: We prove the existence of quasi-periodic solutions for Schrodinger equations with a multiplica-
tive potential on T, d > 1, merely differentiable nonlinearities, and tangential frequencies constrained
along a pre-assigned direction. The solutions have only Sobolev regularity both in time and space. If
the nonlinearity and the potential are C° then the solutions are C'°°. The proofs are based on an im-
proved Nash-Moser iterative scheme, which assumes the weakest tame estimates for the inverse linearized
operators (“Green functions”) along scales of Sobolev spaces. The key off-diagonal decay estimates of
the Green functions are proved via a new multiscale inductive analysis. The main novelty concerns the
measure and “complexity” estimates.
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1 Introduction

The first existence results of quasi-periodic solutions of Hamiltonian PDEs have been proved by Kuksin
[28] and Wayne [38] for one dimensional, analytic, nonlinear perturbations of linear wave and Schrédinger
equations. The main difficulty, namely the presence of arbitrarily “small divisors” in the expansion series
of the solutions, is handled via KAM theory. These pioneering results were limited to Dirichlet boundary
conditions because the eigenvalues of the Laplacian had to be simple. In this case one can impose the so-
called “second order Melnikov” non-resonance conditions to solve the linear homological equations which
arise at each KAM step, see also Poschel [35]. Such equations are linear PDEs with constant coefficients
and can be solved using Fourier series. Already for periodic boundary conditions, where two consecutive
eigenvalues are possibly equal, the second order Melnikov non-resonance conditions are violated.

Later on, another more direct bifurcation approach has been proposed by Craig and Wayne [I7],
who introduced the Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition method for PDEs and solved the small divisors
problem, for periodic solutions, with an analytic Newton iterative scheme. The advantage of this approach
is to require only the “first order Melnikov” non-resonance conditions, which are essentially the minimal
assumptions. On the other hand, the main difficulty of this strategy lies in the inversion of the linearized
operators obtained at each step of the iteration, and in achieving suitable estimates for their inverses in
high (analytic) norms. Indeed these operators come from linear PDEs with non-constant coefficients and
are small perturbations of a diagonal operator having arbitrarily small eigenvalues.

In order to get estimates in analytic norms for the inverses, called Green functions by the analogy with
Anderson localization theory, Craig and Wayne developed a coupling technique inspired by the methods
of Frohlich-Spencer [24]. The key properties are:

(i) “separations” between singular sites, namely the Fourier indexes of the small divisors,
(#1) “localization” of the eigenfunctions of —0,, + V' (z) with respect to the exponentials.

Property (ii) implies that the matrix which represents, in the eigenfunction basis, the multiplication
operator for an analytic function has an exponentially fast decay off the diagonal. Then the “separa-
tion properties” (i) imply a very “weak interaction” between the singular sites. Property (i¢) holds in
dimension 1, i.e. z € T', but, for z € T¢, d > 2, some counterexamples are known, see [23].
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The “separation properties” (i) are quite different for periodic or quasi-periodic solutions. In the first
case the singular sites are “separated at infinity”, namely the distance between distinct singular sites
increases when the Fourier indexes tend to infinity. This property is exploited in [I7]. On the contrary,
it never holds for quasi-periodic solutions, even for finite dimensional systems. For example, in the ODE
case where the small divisors are w - k, k € Z"”, if the frequency vector w € R” is diophantine, then
the singular sites k where |w - k| < p are “uniformly distributed” in a neighborhood of the hyperplane
w - k = 0, with nearby indices at distance O(p~%) for some a > 0.

This difficulty has been overcome by Bourgain [6], who extended the approach of Craig-Wayne in [17]
via a multiscale inductive argument, proving the existence of quasi-periodic solutions of 1-dimensional
wave and Schrodinger equations with polynomial nonlinearities. In order to get estimates of the Green
functions, Bourgain imposed lower bounds for the determinants of most “singular sub-matrices” along the
diagonal. This implies, by a repeated use of the “resolvent identity” (see [24], [I0]), a sub-exponentially
fast decay of the Green functions. As a consequence, at the end of the iteration, the quasi-periodic
solutions are Gevrey regular.

At present, KAM theory for 1-dimensional semilinear PDEs has been sufficiently understood, see e.g.
[29], [30], [16], but much work remains for PDEs in higher space dimensions, due to the more complex
properties of the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of

(A +V(2)) (@) = p; () -
The main difficulties for PDEs in higher dimensions are:
1. the multiplicity of the eigenvalues j; tends to infinity as pu; — 400,
2. the eigenfunctions v;(x) are (in general) “not localized” with respect to the exponentials.

Problem 2 has been often bypassed considering pseudo-differential PDEs substituting the multiplica-
tive potential V(z) by a “convolution potential”

V ok (€97) =mie " m; eR, je€t,

which, by definition, is diagonal on the exponentials. The scalars m; are called the “Fourier multipliers”.

Concerning problem 1, since the approach of Craig-Wayne and Bourgain requires only the first order
Melnikov non-resonance conditions, it works well, in principle, in case of multiple eigenvalues, in particular
for PDEs in higher spatial dimensions.

Actually the first existence results of periodic solutions for NLW and NLS on T¢, d > 2, have been
established by Bourgain in [7]-[I0]. Here the singular sites form huge clusters (not only points as in d = 1)
but are still “separated at infinity”. The nonlinearities are polynomial and the solutions have Gevrey
regularity in space and time.

Recently these results were extended in [2]-[5] to prove the existence of periodic solutions, with only
Sobolev regularity, for NLS and NLW in any dimension and with merely differentiable nonlinearities.
Actually in [4], [5] the PDEs are defined not only on tori, but on any compact Zoll manifold, Lie group
and homogeneous space. These results are proved via an abstract Nash-Moser implicit function theorem
(a simple Newton method is not sufficient). Clearly, a difficulty when working with functions having only
Sobolev regularity is that the Green functions will exhibit only a polynomial decay off the diagonal, and
not exponential (or sub-exponential). A key concept that one must exploit are the interpolation/tame
estimates. For PDEs on Lie groups only weak properties of “localization” (i¢) of the eigenfunctions hold,
see [5]. Nevertheless these properties imply a block diagonal decay, for the matrix which represents the
multiplication operator in the eigenfunctions basis, sufficient to achieve the tame estimates.

We also mention that existence of periodic solutions for NLS on T¢ has been proved, for analytic
nonlinearities, by Gentile-Procesi [26] via the Lindstedt series techniques, and, in the differentiable case,
by Delort [18] using paradifferential calculus.

Regarding quasi-periodic solutions, Bourgain [10] was the first to prove their existence for PDEs in
higher dimension, actually for nonlinear Schrodinger equations with Fourier multipliers and polynomial



nonlinearities on T¢ with d = 2. The Fourier multipliers, in number equal to the tangential frequencies of
the quasi-periodic solution, play the role of external parameters. The main difficulty arises in the multi-
scale argument to estimate the decay of the Green functions. Due to the degeneracy of the eigenvalues of
the Laplacian the singular sub-matrices that one has to control are huge. If d = 2, careful estimates on the
number of integer vectors on a sphere, allowed anyway Bourgain to show that the required non-resonance
conditions are fulfilled for “most” Fourier multipliers.

More recently Bourgain [13] improved the techniques in [10] proving the existence of quasi-periodic
solutions for nonlinear wave and Schrédinger equations with Fourier multipliers on any T¢, d > 2, still for
polynomial nonlinearities. The improvement in [I3] comes from the use of sophisticated techniques de-
veloped in the context of Anderson localization theory in Bourgain-Goldstein-Schlag [14], Bourgain [11],
see also Bourgain-Wang [I5]. These techniques (sub-harmonic functions, Cartan theorem, semi-algebraic
sets) mainly concern fine properties of rational and analytic functions, especially measure estimates of
sublevels. Actually the nonlinearities in [I3] are taken to be polynomials in order to use semialgebraic
techniques. Very recently, Wang [37] has generalized the results in [I3] for NLS with no Fourier multi-
pliers and with supercritical nonlinearities. The main step is a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction in order to
introduce parameters and then be able to apply the results of [13].

We also remark that, in the last years, the KAM approach has been extended by Eliasson-Kuksin [21]
for nonlinear Schrédinger equations on T¢ with a convolution potential and analytic nonlinearities. The
potential plays the role of “external parameters”. The quasi-periodic solutions are C°° in space. Clearly
an advantage of the KAM approach is to provide also a stability result: the linearized equations on the
perturbed invariant tori are reducible to constant coefficients, see also [22].

For the cubic NLS in d = 2 the existence of quasi-periodic solutions has been recently proved by
Geng-Xu-You [25] via a Birkhoff normal form and a modification of the KAM approach in [2I], see also
Procesi-Procesi [36], valid in any dimension.

In the present paper we prove -see Theorem [T} the existence of quasi-periodic solutions for nonlinear
Schrédinger equations on T4, d > 1, with:

1. merely differentiable nonlinearities, see (L2,
2. a multiplicative (merely differentiable) potential V(x), see (L3,
3. a pre-assigned (Diophantine) direction of the tangential frequencies, see ((IL4)-([LH) .

The quasi-periodic solutions in Theorem [[.I] have the same Sobolev regularity both in time and space,
see remark [5.3] Moreover, we prove that, if the potential and the nonlinearity are of class C*°, then the
quasi-periodic solutions are C*°-functions of (¢, ).

Let us make some comments on the results.

1. Theorem [Tl confirms the natural conjecture about the persistence of quasi-periodic solutions for
Hamiltonian PDEs into a setting of finitely many derivatives (as in the classical KAM theory [33], [34],
[39]), stated for example by Bourgain [9], page 97. The nonlinearities in Theorem [T}, as well as the
potential, are sufficiently many times differentiable, depending on the dimension and the number of the
frequencies. Of course we can not expect the existence of quasi-periodic solutions of the Schrédinger
equation under too weak regularity assumptions on the nonlinearities. Actually, for finite dimensional
Hamiltonian systems, it has been rigorously proved that, if the vector field is not sufficiently smooth, then
all the invariant tori could be destroyed and only discontinuous Aubry-Mather invariant sets survive, see
e.g. [27]. We have not tried to estimate the minimal smoothness exponents, see however remark[[Z2] This
could be interesting for comparing Theorem [[.T] with the well posedness results of the Cauchy problem.

2. Theorem [[Tlis the first existence result of quasi-periodic solutions with a multiplicative potential
V(z) on T, d > 2. We never exploit properties of “localizations” of the eigenfunctions of —A+V (z) with
respect to the exponentials, that actually might not be true, see [23]. Along the multiscale analysis we
use the exponential basis which diagonalizes —A + m where m is the average of V(z), see (2.1]), and not
the eigenfunctions of —A 4+ V(). In [10] Bourgain considered analytic multiplicative periodic potentials
of the special form Vi (z1) + ... 4+ Vy(z4) to ensure localization properties of the eigenfunctions, leaving
open the natural problem for a general multiplicative potential V' (z).



We also underline that Theorem [[I] holds for any fized potential V(z): we do not extract parameters
from V, the role of external parameters being played by the frequency w = A@.

3. For finite dimensional systems, the existence of quasi-periodic solutions with tangential frequencies
constrained along a fixed direction has been proved by Eliasson [19] (with KAM theory) and Bourgain [8]
(with a multiscale approach). The main difficulty clearly relies in satisfying the Melnikov non-resonance
conditions, required at each step of the iterative process, using only one parameter. Bourgain raised in
[8] the question if a similar result holds true also for infinite dimensional Hamiltonian systems. This has
been recently proved in [I] for 1-dimensional PDEs, verifying the second order Melnikov non-resonance
conditions of KAM theory. Theorem [Tl (and its method of proof) answers positively to Bourgain’s
conjecture also for PDEs in higher space dimension. The non-resonance conditions that we have to fulfill
are of first order Melnikov type, see the end of section

The proof of Theorem [[1] is based on a Nash-Moser iterative scheme and a multiscale analysis of
the linearized operators as in [I3]. However, our approach presents many differences with respect to
Bourgain’s one [13], about:

1. the iterative scheme,
2. the multiscale proof of the Green’s functions polynomial decay estimates.

Referring to section [.2for a detailed exposition of our approach, we outline here the main differences.

1. Since we deal with merely differentiable nonlinearities we need all the power of the Nash-Moser
theory in scales of Sobolev functions spaces. A Newton method valid in analytic Banach scales is not
sufficient. This means that the superexponential smallness of the error terms due to finite dimensional
truncations, see (Z.60), can not be obtained, in Sobolev scales, decreasing the analyticity strips, but using
the structure of the iteration and the interpolation estimates of the Green functions, see lemmas [.8] [[.9]
This is a key idea when dealing with matrices with a merely polynomial off-diagonal decay.

Actually, the Nash-Moser scheme developed in section [7] also improves the one in [2]-[4], requiring the
minimal tame properties (T.62)) for the inverse linearized operators, see comments after (LI4).

Another comment is in order: we do not follow the “analytic smoothing technique” suggested by
Moser in [33] of approximating the differentiable Hamiltonian PDE by analytic ones. This technique is
very efficient for finite dimensional Hamiltonian systems, see [34], [39], but it seems quite delicate for
PDEs (especially in dimensions d > 2) because of the presence of large clusters of small divisors. So we
prefer a more direct Nash-Moser iterative procedure more similar, in spirit, to [32].

2. The main difference between our multiscale approach, which is developed to prove the Green
functions estimates (Z.62)), and the one in [13], [14], [I1I], [15], concerns the way we prove inductively
the existence of “large sets” of N,-good parameters, see Definition Quoting Bourgain [12] “...the
results in [13] make essential use of the general perturbative technology (based on subharmonicity and
semi-algebraic set theory) [...]. This technigque enables us to deal with large sets of ‘singular sites’ [...],
something difficult to achieve with conventional eigenvalue methods.”. Actually, exploiting that —A+V (z)
is positive definite, we are able to prove the necessary measure and “complexity” estimates by using only
elementary eigenvalue variation arguments, see section

Another deep difference is required for dealing with a multiplicative potential V' (z): we define “very
regular” sites (see Definition .2]) depending on the potential V.

We hope that this novel approach will be useful also for extending the results of [11], [I3], [14], [15].

We tried to present the steps of proof in an abstract setting (as much as possible) in order to develop
a systematic procedure, alternative to KAM theory, for the search of quasi-periodic solutions of PDEs.
The proof of Theorem [[.1]is completely self-contained. All the techniques employed are elementary and
based on abstract arguments valid for many PDEs. Only the “separation properties” of the bad sites
(section [l) will change, of course, for different PDEs.

Since the aim of the present paper is to focus on the small divisors problem for quasi-periodic solutions
with Sobolev regularity of NLS with a multiplicative potential on T? and differentiable nonlinearities,
we have considered, among many possible variations, quasi-periodically forced nonlinear perturbations of



linear Schrodinger equations. In this way, we avoid the Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition. Clearly the
small divisors difficulty for quasi-periodically forced NLS is the same as for autonomous NLS.

We now state precisely our results.

1.1 Main result
We consider d-dimensional nonlinear Schrodinger equations with a potential V', like
iug — Au+ V(2)u = ef(wt, z, [ul®)u +eg(wt,z), x €T, (1.1)

where V' € Cq(Td;R) for some ¢ large enough, € > 0 is a small parameter, the frequency vector w €
R” is non resonant (see (LAl)), the nonlinearity is quasi-periodic in time and only finitely many times
differentiable, more precisely

feC T x T x R;R), g€ CYT” x T%C) (1.2)
for some g € N large enough. Moreover we suppose
—A+V(z) = Bol, Bo>0. (1.3)

Remark 1.1. Condition ([L3)) is used for the measure estimates of section[@ Actually for autonomous
NLS it can be always verified after a gauge-transformation u — e~ '“‘u for o large enough.

We assume that the frequency vector w is a small dilatation of a fixed Diophantine vector @ € R”,
namely

w=Xv, AeA:=[1/2,3/2], |&|<1, (1.4)

where, for some g € (0,1), 70 > v — 1,
2
|@-z|2|l|l;;, viezv\ {0}, (1.5)
and |I| := max{|l1],...,|l,|}. For definiteness we fix 79 := v.
If g(wt, z) # 0 then u = 0 is not a solution of (ILT) for & # 0.

e Question: do there exist quasi-periodic solutions of (II]) for sets of parameters (g, A) of positive
measure?

This means looking for (27)"*%-periodic solutions u (i, x) of
iw-Opu — Au+ V(z)u=cf(p,z, [ul*)u+eg(p, ). (1.6)
These solutions will be, for some (v + d)/2 < s < g, in the Sobolev space
H® := H*(T" x T4 C) := {u(cp,:t) = Z umei(l'“’ﬂ'z) (1.7)
(L,j)ezr x2d

such that |ul|?:= Ky Z lug | (i) < —l—oo}

i€Zvtd

where

i:=(,7), (@) :=max(|l|,|7],1), |j]:=max{|j1],...,|dal}-

For the sequel we fix so > (d + v)/2 so that there is the continuous embedding

H3(T*d) s L°(TH) | Vs > s, (1.8)



and H?® is a Banach algebra with respect to the multiplication of functions. The constant Kg > 0 in the
definition (L) of the Sobolev norm || || is independent of s. The value of K is fixed (large enough) so
that |u|p=~ < ||ul|s, and the interpolation inequality

C(s)
2

holds with C(s) > 1 and C(s) = 1,Vs € [so, $1]; the constant s; is defined in (I6]) and depends only on
d,v, 1y := v. With respect to the standard Moser-Nirenberg interpolation estimate in Sobolev spaces, see
e.g. [31], the additional property in (9] is that one of the constants is independent of s. The proof of
(T3 is given for example in Appendix of [4], see also [31].

1
luruzlls < §||U1||so||uz||s + [utllslluzllsy s Vs > so, ui,uz € H?, (1.9)

The main result of this paper is:

Theorem 1.1. Assume (LJ3). There are s := s(d,v), q := q(d,v) € N, such that: YV € C? satisfying
@3, Vf,g € CY, there exist g > 0, a map

ue CY([0,e0] x A; H®) with  u(0,)) =0,
and a Cantor like set Coo C [0,e0] X A of asymptotically full Lebesgue measure, i.e.
ICool/e0 =1 as e —0, (1.10)

such that, ¥(e,\) € Coo, u(e, N) is a solution of (I.0) with w = A\&.
Moreover, if V, f, g are of class C°° then u(e, \) € C°°(T¢ x T"; C).
We have not tried to optimize the estimates for ¢ := ¢(d,v) and s := s(d, v).
Remark 1.2. In [2] we proved the existence of periodic solutions in Hf(T; HX(T?)) with s > 1/2, for
one dimensional NLW equations with nonlinearities of class C®, see the bounds (1.9), (4.28) in [2].

1.2 Ideas of the proof
Vector NLS. We prove Theorem [[T] finding solutions of the “vector” NLS equation

iw-Opu™ — Aut + V(z)ut =cf(p,z,u"u)ut +eg(p, z) (1.11)
—iw - Oou” — Au” + V(z)u” =ef(p,z,u u)u” +eg(p, x) '
where
u:=(ut,u") e H* ;== H° x H® (1.12)

(the second equation is obtained by formal complex conjugation of the first one). In the system ([ITI)
the variables u*, u~ are independent. However, note that (L) reduces to the scalar NLS equation (L))
in the set

U:= {u =t u") s ut = u_} (1.13)

in which u~ is the complex conjugate of ut (and viceversa).

Linearized equations. We look for solutions of the vector NLS equation (ILTI)) in H* N by a Nash-
Moser iterative scheme. The main step concerns the invertibility of (any finite dimensional restriction
of) the linearized operators at any u € H* N, namely

L(w):=L,—ch =D,+T

described in (2.1)-(2.8)), with suitable estimates of the inverse in high Sobolev norm.

An advantage of the vector NLS formulation, with respect to the scalar NLS equation (L6]), is that
the operators £(u) are C-linear and selfadjoint. This is convenient for proving the measure estimates via
eigenvalue variation arguments. Moreover the matrix T' is Toplitz, see (Z13), and its entries on the lines
parallel to the diagonal decay to zero at a polynomial rate.



Matrices with off-diagonal decay. In section[3we develop an abstract setting for dealing with matrices
with polynomial off-diagonal decay. In Definition we introduce the s-norm of a matrix and we prove
the algebra and interpolation properties (8.16), (315]). The s-norms are inspired to mimic the behavior
of matrices representing the multiplication operator by a function of H®. This intrinsic setting is very
convenient (in particular for the multiscale Proposition ) to estimate the decay of inverse matrices via
Neumann series, because product, and then powers, of matrices with finite s-norm will exhibit the same
off-diagonal decay.

Improved Nash-Moser iteration. We construct inductively better and better approximate solutions
u,, of the NLS equation ([LTT]) by a Nash-Moser iterative scheme, see the “truncated” equations (P,) in
Theorem [Tl The u,, € H,, see (1)), are trigonometric polynomials with a super-exponential number
N,, of harmonics, see (T.2).

At each step we impose that, for “most” parameters (g,A) € [0,g9) x [1/2,3/2], the eigenvalues of
the restricted linearized operators £,, := P, L(u,)|g, are in modulus bounded from below by O(N, "),
see Lemma The proof exploits that —A + V' is positive definite, see (I3) and remark [Tl Then
the L2-norm of the inverse satisfies ||£, |0 = O(N]). By Lemma this implies that the s-norm (see
Definition B2)) satisfies

1€ s < No (L o = O(NR 7 HT) | Ws > 0.

Such an estimate is not sufficient for the convergence of the Nash-Moser scheme. We need sharper
estimates for the Green functions (sublinear decay), of the form

1LY = O(NT+%%), §€(0,1), 7 >0, Vs >0, (1.14)

which imply an off-diagonal decay of the inverse matrix coeflicients like

'+5s

—1\% n Y
(Lo )i < Cm7 li], [i'| < Ny,
see Definition BI0 Actually the conditions (II4) are optimal for the convergence of the Nash-Moser
iterative scheme, as a famous counter-example of Lojasiewicz-Zehnder [32] shows: if 6 = 1 the scheme

does not converge. By Lemma [B.5] the bound ([LI4)) implies the interpolation estimate in Sobolev norms
122 hlls < CONNT IRl + NI IR]L) s > 51,

which is sufficient for the Nash-Moser convergence. Note that the exponent 7" + ds in (LI4) grows with
s, unlike the usual Nash-Moser theory, see e.g. [39], where the “tame” exponents are s-independent.
Actually it is easier to prove these weaker tame estimates, see, in particular, Step II of Lemma (4.3l

In order to prove (LT4]) we have to exploit (mild) “separation properties” of the small divisors: several
eigenvalues of £, are actually much bigger (in modulus) than N 7.

Estimates of Green functions. The core of the paper is to establish the Green functions estimates
(I4) at each step of the iteration, see Lemma [[7l These follow by an inductive application of the
multiscale Proposition 1], once verified the “separation property” (H3), see Lemma

The “separation properties” of the N,-bad and singular sites are obtained by Proposition [B.1] for
all the parameters (¢,\) which are N,-good, see Definition and assumption (i). We first use the
covariance property (Z20) and the “complexity” information (53) on the set By (jo;e, A) in (B2) (the
set of the “bad” #) to bound the number of “bad” time-Fourier components, see Lemma [B.1] (this idea
goes back to [20]). Next we use also the information that the sites are “singular” to bound the length of
a “chain” of N,-bad and singular sites (with ideas similar to [I3]), see Lemma

In order to conclude the inductive proof we have to verify that “most” parameters (¢, \) are N,,-good.
For this, we do not invoke sub-harmonic functions theory, Cartan theorem as in [13], [14], [T1].

Measure and “complexity” estimates. Using Proposition we prove first that most parameters
(e, \) are N,-good in a weak sense. The proof of Proposition [6.1] is based on simple eigenvalue variation
arguments and Fubini theorem. The main novelty is to use that —A 4 V' (z) is positive definite, see (L3])



and remark [Tl and to perform the measure estimates in the new set of variables (6.19]). In this way
we prove that for “most” parameters (¢, \) the set BY (jo; ¢, A) in 6. (of “strongly” bad 6) has a small
measure. This fact and the Lipschitz dependence of the eigenvalues with respect to parameters imply
also the complexity bound (G3]), see Lemma 63l Finally, using again the multiscale Proposition 1] and
the separation Proposition 5] we conclude inductively that most of these parameters (g, \) are actually
Ny-good (in the strong sense), see Lemma [7.0

Definition of regular sites. In order to deal with a multiplicative potential the key idea is to define
“very regular” sites, i.e. in Definition 2] the constant © will be taken large with respect to the potential
V, so that the diagonal terms (2.21)) dominate also the off diagonal part V() of the potential, see Lemma
[41l Taking a large value for the constant © does not affect the qualitative properties of the chains of
singular sites proved in Lemmal5.2l Then we achieve in section Bl the separation properties for the clusters
of small divisors, and the multiscale Proposition [£.1] applies. We refer also to Lemmas and [7.4] for a
similar construction at the initial step of the iteration.

Melnikov non-resonance conditions. An advantage of the Nash-Moser iterative scheme is to require
weaker non-resonance conditions than for the KAM approach. For clarity we collect all the non-resonance
conditions that we make along the paper below:

- w = A@ is diophantine, see (L)), (.6]). It is used only in Lemma [51] to get separation properties of
the bad sites in the time Fourier components.

- w = \w satisfies the non-resonance condition (ZI9)) of first order Melnikov type. Physically, this
assumption means that the forcing frequencies w do not enter in resonance with the first Ny normal mode
frequencies of the linearized Schrédinger equation at the origin. This is used for the initialization of the
Nash-Moser scheme, see subsection [T.1]

- (A, ) satisfy the “first order Melnikov” non-resonance conditions at each step of the Nash-Moser
iteration: the eigenvalues of Ay, (A@,e) have to be > 2N 7, see also Lemma [671

- We also verify that most frequencies are N-good (see Definition [5.2]) imposing conditions on the
eigenvalues of the matrices Ay j,(A@,¢e,6) as in Lemma These requirements can then be seen as
other “first order Melnikov” non-resonance conditions.

Sobolev regularities. Along the proof we make use of three different Sobolev regularity thresholds
sp<s1<8.

The scale sp > (d + v)/2 is simply required to establish the algebra and interpolation estimates, see
e.g. (L3). The Sobolev index s is large enough to have a sufficiently strong decay when proving the
multiscale Proposition 1] see [@5]). Finally the Sobolev regularity S is large enough (see (7)) for
proving the convergence of the Nash-Moser iterative scheme in section [

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Luca Biasco for useful comments on the paper.

2 The linearized equation

We look for solutions of the vector NLS equation (ILIT) in H® N/ (see (LI3)) by a Nash-Moser iterative
scheme. The main step concerns the invertibility of (any finite dimensional restriction of) the family of
linearized operators

L(u) := L(w,e,u) := L, — T (2.1)
acting on H?®, where u = (u™,u™) € C*([0,0] x A, H* NU),
(w0, —A+V(x) 0
Lo = ( 0 —iw -0, — A+ V(x) (2:2)

and

T — < 13(%963 q(p, ) > 2.3)



with
plp,x) = flpa, [uh P) + f'(p, 2, [ut )t ?, alp, ) = f'(o, 2, [ut]?)(uh)?. (2.4)

Above f’ denotes the derivative of f(y,,s) with respect to s. The functions p,q depend also on &, A
through u. Note that utu™ = [uT|? € R since u € U, see (LIJ).
Decomposing the multiplicative potential

V(z) =m+ Vo(x) (2.5)
where m is the average of V(x) and Vj(z) has zero mean value, we also write
Lo =Dy, + T (2.6)

where D, is the constant coefficient differential operator

(w0, —A+m 0 o Vo(x) 0
D, = ( 0 w9, — Atm ) and Ty := ( . (2.7)

Hence the operator £(u) in ([ZI]) can also be written as

E(u) = Dw + T, T .= T2 — ETl . (28)
Lemma 2.1. L£(u) is symmetric in HY, i.e. (L(n)h,k)r2 = (h,L(0)k)z2 for all h,k in the domain of
L(u).

PROOF. The operator L, is symmetric with respect to the L2-scalar product in H°, because each
+iw- 9, — A+ V(x) is symmetric in H(T” x T%; C). Moreover Ty, T} are selfadjoint in H° because V()
and p(ip,z) are real valued, being |u™|> € R and f real by (L2), see [5]. ®

The Fourier basis diagonalizes the differential operator D,,. In what follows we sometimes identify an

operator with the associated (infinite dimensional) matrix in the Fourier basis. The operator L(w,e,u)
is represented by the infinite dimensional Hermitian matrix

Alw) := A(w,e,u) =D, +T, (2.9)
where TE
o —w- I+ |77 +m 0
D,, := diag;czs ( 0 Wl 5] +m > ; (2.10)
i=j) ez :=2"x2"  |§ilP =5+ +i3, (2.11)
and .7 .7 .7 .7
T = (T} iezv wezr , T} = —e(T1); +(T2); , (2.12)

% i—ir Gi—it 4 Vo)j—j 0
()i = ( (g)m_/ ZH/ ) » (T2); = ( ( )OJ ! (Vo) ) ; (2.13)
where p;, ¢;, (Vo); denote the Fourier coeflicients of p(p, x), ¢(p, z), Vo ().
Note that (Tf/)T = T} (the symbol { denotes the conjugate transpose ) because (7);—# = g7—; and
D; = P—i, since p is real-valued. The matrix T is Toplitz, namely Tii, depends only on the difference of
the indices ¢ — 4’. Moreover, since the functions p, ¢ in (Z.4)), as well as the potential V, are in H®, then
Tf/ — 0 as |i —i'| = oo at a polynomial rate. In the next section we introduce precise norms to measure
such off-diagonal decay.

Moreover we shall introduce a further index a € {0,1} to distinguish the two eigenvalues +w - +
511 +m (see (ZZT)) and the four elements of each of these 2 x 2 matrices, see Definition Bl and ([B-2).

We introduce the one-parameter family of infinite dimensional matrices

Aw,0) = Aw)+0Y :=D,+T+0Y (2.14)



where
Y = diag;cze ( _01 (1) ) : (2.15)

The reason for adding AY is that, translating the time Fourier indices

(1,5) = (I +1o,5)

in A(w), gives A(w,0) with 6 = w - Iy, see 220): the matrix T remains unchanged under translation
because it is Toplitz.

Remark 2.1. The covariance property (Z20) will be exploited in section[d to prove “separation proper-
ties” of the “singular sites”.

We shall study properties of the linearized systems A(w,e,u)v = h in sections 3 — 6. To apply the
results of these sections to the Nash-Moser scheme of section 7, we have to keep in mind that u itself
depends on the parameters (w,e) (in a C* way, with some bound on |[ulls, + [|0(w ) ulls, ). Therefore the
frame of sections 3 — 6 will be the following: we study parametrized families of (infinite dimensional)
matrices

A(e, N\, 0) =D(X) + T (e, \) + 6Y, (2.16)

where D(]) is defined by ([2.10) with w = Aw, and T is a Téplitz matrix such that [T]s, +[0x,-)Tls, < C
(C depending on V).

The main goal of the following sections is to prove polynomial off-diagonal decay for the inverse of
the 2(2N + 1)’-dimensional sub-matrices of A(e, A, #) centered at (ly, jo) denoted by

AN 0.0 (6, 0) i= Aj_ig1< N, |j—jol<n (€5 A, 0) (2.17)

where
1] :=max{|l],.... L[}, 1] = max{|jal,....|jal}, 14l < 5] < Vsl ,. (2.18)

If ) = 0 we use the simpler notation
ANJ'O(S,A,Q) = ANyoﬁjD(E,)\,e). (219)

If also jo = 0, we simply write
AN(E, )\, 6‘) = AN70(<€, )\, 9) y

and, for 8 = 0, we denote
AN jo(e,A) = AN jy (g, 2,0).

We have the following crucial covariance property
AN,ll,j1(€;A79) :ANyjl(S,/\,e—F/\(D-ll), (2.20)

which will be exploited in Lemma [5.11
A major role is played by the eigenvalues of D(\) 4 Y,

df =dE\0) =420 -1+ |52+ m+6.
In order to distinguish between the + sites we introduce an index
a € {0,1}

and we denote
Mo L+ i1 +m+6  ifa=0

2.21
oI+ |jIP+m—-0 ifa=1. (221)

dio(N,0) = {

&l
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3 Matrices with off-diagonal decay
Let us consider the basis of the vector-space H® := H® x H® made up by

eio = (WD) ) ey = (0, G (1, 5) e Zb =7 x 7.
Then we write any u = (ut,u”) € H® x H® as

u= Z uger, k:=(i,a) € Z° x {0,1},
keZbx{0,1}

where w; ;0 := u;)rj, resp. u ;1 := v, ;, denote the Fourier indices of ut, resp. u”, see (7).
For B C 7 x {0,1}, we introduce the subspace

SB::{uestHs : uk:Oifk¢B}.
When B is finite, the space Hy does not depend on s and will be denoted Hp. We define
Il : H° — Hp

the L2-orthogonal projector onto Hp.
In what follows B, C, D, E are finite subsets of Z® x {0, 1}.
We identify the space Eg of the linear maps L : Hg — H¢ with the space of matrices

Mg = {M = (lel)k’eB,keca lel € (C}
according to the following usual definition.
Definition 3.1. The matrix M € ME represents the linear operator L € Eg, if
VE' = (i',a') € B, k= (i,a) € C, HiLew = M} e,
where e; 0, €;1 are defined in B1)) and M,]:/ eC.
For example, with the above notation, the matrix elements of the matrix (Tl)g in 2I3) are
(T = picir s Ty =g (T = @i =To=s, (T3 = pisr -

NoTaTIONS. For any subset B of Z° x {0,1}, we denote by

B := proj B

the projection of B in Z°. )
Given BC B, C c C' c 2" x {0,1} and M € ME, we can introduce the restricted matrices

ME =NcMpy,, Mc:=LcM, MP:=Mpy,.
If D C proj» B, E C proj;C’, then we define
ME as ME where B:=(Dx{0,1})NnB’, C:=(Ex{0,1})nC’.
In the particular case D = {i'}, E := {i}, 4,7’ € Z°, we use the simpler notations
M := My, (it is either a line or a group of two lines of M),

M := MY} (it is either a column or a group of two columns of M),

11



and My ./
M =M (3.8)

it is a m x m/-complex matrix, where m € {1,2} (resp. m’ € {1,2}) is the cardinality of C' (resp. of B)
defined in (B.5) with E := {i} (resp. D = {i'}).
We endow the vector-space of the 2 x 2 (resp. 2 x 1, 1 x 2, 1 x 1) complex matrices with a norm | |
such that
[UW] < |Ufw],

whenever the dimensions of the matrices make their multiplication possible, and |[U| < |V] if U is a
submatrix of V.

Remark 3.1. The notations in 3), B0), B1), BI), may be not very specific, but it is deliberate: it
is convenient not to distinguish the index a € {0,1}, which is irrelevant in the definition of the s-norms,
in Definition [32,

We also set the L?-operatorial norm

MEh
IMEllo = sup 1Sl (3.9)
neHghzo  [Rllo
where || |lo := | |lz2-
Definition 3.2. (s-norm) The s-norm of a matric M € ME is defined by
\M[Z = Ko Y [M(n))(n)** (3.10)
nezd
where (n) := max(|n|,1) ,
max. 7|MZ/| if neC—-B
[M(n)] — { i—i'=n,i€C,i’eB o (311)
0 if n¢C—-B

with B := projy B, C := proj C (see B3)), and the constant Ko > 0 is introduced in ([LT).
It is easy to check that | |5 is a norm on ME. Tt verifies | |s < | |s, Vs < &', and
VMeME, VB CB,C' cC, |ME| <|M|.
The s-norm is designed to estimate the off-diagonal decay of matrices like T in (212]) with p,q,V € H®.
Lemma 3.1. The matrices Ty, To in 23), @7) with p,q,V € H®, satisfy
ITuls < Kl[(g,p)lls»  IT2ls < K[V (3.12)

Proor. By @B.II), I3) we get

[T1(n)] := max

i—i'=n

Pi—it Qi—i ’<K 4
(Lo 8 )| < Kol +lan-

Hence, the definition in (8I0) implies
132 = Ko Y [Ti()* () < K1 Y (Ipal + lanl)*(n)** < Kall(p, q)II2
nezb nezb
and (3I2) follows. The estimate for |T|s is similar.

In order to prove that the matrices with finite s-norm satisfy the interpolation inequalities (BI5]), and
then the algebra property (B3.16), the guiding principle is the analogy between these matrices and the

12



operators of the form (23], i.e. the multiplication operators for functions. We introduce the subset H
of Ns>oH? formed by the trigonometric polynomials with positive Fourier coefficients

Hy = {h = Z hy el C9TI%) with by j # 0 for a finite number of (1, j) only and hy ; € R+} .
Note that the sum and the product of two functions in H remain in H .
Definition 3.3. Given M € ME, h € H., we say that M is dominated by h, and we write M < h, if
[M(n)] < h,, VYneZ’, (3.13)
in other words if |M} | < hi_y , Vi’ € proju B, i € projy,C.
It is easy to check (B and C being finite) that

|M], = min{||h||s cheM,, M< h} and JheH, , V¥s>0, M| =|h].. (3.14)

Lemma 3.2. For M; € M$, My € ME, M3 € MY, we have
My <hy, My <hy, Mg <hs = M+ M3<hi+hs and M{Ms < hihs.

PROOF. Property My + M3 < hy + hg is straightforward. For i € proj;, D, i’ € proj, B, we have

ML) = | ST )R < SIS S ()i-glh2)g-
q€C:=proj,;; C qeC qeC
< ) (h)icg(ha)g—i = (haha)i—y
qEZd

implying M; My < hihs by Definition 3.3l ®
We immediately deduce from (L9) and (BI4) the following interpolation estimates.

Lemma 3.3. (Interpolation) Vs > so > (d 4+ v)/2 there is C(s) > 1, with C(so) = 1, such that, for
any finite subset B,C, D C Z* x {0,1}, YM, € M%), M, € ME,

|MyMs]s < (1/2)[Milso| Mals + (C(s)/2)1M]s| Mals, (3.15)

in particular,
[MyMy]s < C(s)| My |s|Ma]s - (3.16)

Note that the constant C(s) in Lemma B3] is independent of B, C, D. By ([B.I0) with s = sg, we get
(recall that C(sg) = 1)

Lemma 3.4. For any finite subset B,C, D C Z° x {0,1}, for all My € M$,, My € ME, we have
|M1 Mals, < [Mils,|Mals, , (3.17)
and, VM € ME vn > 1,
|M"|s <|M[;,  and M|, < C(s)IMI M5, Vs > so. (3.18)

PROOF. The second estimate in (BI8) is obtained from BIH]), using C(s) > 1. m

The s-norm of a matrix M € ME controls also the Sobolev H*-norm. Indeed, we identify Hp with
the space Mg)} of column matrices and the Sobolev norm || || is equal to the s-norm | |s, i.e.

VweHg, |w|s=|wls, Vs>0. (3.19)

Then Mw € He and the next lemma is a particular case of Lemma [3.3

13



Lemma 3.5. (Sobolev norm) Vs > s there is C(s) > 1 such that, for any finite subset B,C' C
7P x {0,1},
IMwlls < (1/2)IM]s, [wlls + (C(s)/DIM s |lwllsy, VM € ME, we Hp. (3.20)

The following lemma is the analogue of the smoothing properties (Z4)-(ZH) of the projection operators.
Lemma 3.6. (Smoothing) Let M € ME and N > 2. Then, Vs’ > s> 0,

M{=0,Vi-i'|<N = [M[,<N"“M]|,, (3.21)

[M]s < N* %] M

3.22
M, < N**[A]o (3.22)

M/ =0,Vi—i|>N = {

PrOOF. Estimate [B.2I)) and the first bound of (8:22) follow from the definition of the norms | |s. The
second bound of (F22) follows by the first bound in ([22), noting that [M | < || M|, Vi, i,

|M]s < N*|M[o < N*\/(2N +1)*|[M |0 < N***||M o
for N>3. m

In the next lemma we bound the s-norm of a matrix in terms of the (s + b)-norms of its lines.

Lemma 3.7. (Decay along lines) Let M € MB. Then, Vs >0,

|M]s < K4 IHaXCJﬂfﬁ}h+b (3.23)

1EPTOjy b
(we could replace the index b with any o > b/2).
PRrROOF. For all i € C := proj;C, i’ € B := proj, B, Vs > 0,

[M iy ls+b o ms+b)
<i _ Z‘/>s+b — <’L _ i’>5+b

M| <
where m(s + b) := max |My;|s4p. As a consequence
ieC

1/2 1/2

o= (2 )X m®) T <mls+0)( 3 m)7) T =ms + 0K 0)

neC—B nezb

implying (3.23). m

The L?-norm and sg-norm of a matrix are related.

Lemma 3.8. Let M € M. Then, for so > (d+v)/2,
[Mllo < |M]s, - (3.24)

PROOF. Let m € H4 besuch that M < m and |M|s = ||m||s for all s > 0, see (314). Also for H € ./\/léo},
there is h € Hy such that H < h and |H|s = ||h|s, Vs > 0. Lemma B2 implies that M H < mh and so

@3 0
IMH|o < [|mhllo < [mlpllhllo < [[mllsllhllo = [Mls|Hlo, YH € ME?.

Then [B.24)) follows (recall (3:19)). m

It will be convenient to use the notion of left invertible operators.
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Definition 3.4. (Left Inverse) A matriz M € ME is left invertible if there exists N € M$, such that
NM = 1Ig. Then N s called a left inverse of M.

Note that M is left invertible if and only if M (considered as a linear map) is injective (then dim He >
dimHpg). The left inverses of M are not unique if dimHg > dimHp : they are uniquely defined only
on the range of M.

We shall often use the following perturbation lemma for left invertible operators. Note that the bound
B23)) for the perturbation in sp-norm only, allows to estimate the inverse ([B28) also in s > s¢ norm.

Lemma 3.9. (Perturbation of left invertible matrices) If M € ME has a left inverse N € M$ |
then

VPeMe  with  [N]y|Pls, <1/2, (3.25)
the matriz M + P has a left inverse Np that satisfies
[Nplsy < 2N, , (3.26)
and, Vs > s,
INele < (14 C)INLGIPle, ) INL + C(9)INE, P, (3.27)
< C)(INL +INEIPL) - (3.28)
Moreover,
YPeME  with  ||N|o||P]lo <1/2, (3.29)

the matriz M + P has a left inverse Np that satisfies
[Npllo < 2[IN]o- (3.30)

PrROOF. We simplify notations denoting C(s) any constant that depends on s only.

Step I. Proof of (3.24).
The matrix Np = AN with A € M5 is a left inverse of M + P if and only if
Ip =AN(M + P)=A(Ip+ NP),
i.e. if and only if A is the inverse of Iz + NP € MB. By B28) INPJs, < 1/2, hence the matrix I + NP

is invertible and

Np=AN = (Ig+ NP)"'N =) (~1)’(NP)’'N (3.31)
p=0
is a left inverse of M + P. Estimate (3:26) is an immediate consequence of (331]), BIT) and (B23)).
Step II. Proof of ({3-27).

For all s > s

15
Vp > 1, |(NP)"Nls < C(8)INlso[(NP)Pls + C(s)IN]s|(N P[5,

BI8) - )
< C(s)INlsoINPIS, "IN Pls + C(s)IN]s|N P,

(3.25).B.15)
< C(5)27(INlso[Plso[N1s + INE P15 - (3.32)

We derive (327) by
31D > .32
INpls < INIs + D I(NP)PNIs < INIs + C(8)(INso | Plso N5 + INTZ, | PLs)
p=1

Finally 3.30) follows from (3.29) as in Step I because the operatorial L?-norm (see ([3.9)) satisfies the
algebra property as the sp-norm in (3I7). ®
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4 The multiscale analysis: estimates of Green functions

The main result of this section is the multiscale Proposition [4.1] In the whole section ¢ € (0,1) is fixed
and 7" > 0, © > 1 are real parameters, on which we shall impose some condition in Proposition 1]
Given Q,9 C E C Z¥ x {0,1} we define

. L o AN .
diam(E) := ksklllgE |k — k', d(Q,Q) : ke(ll,rlljeﬂ’

|k - kl| )
where, for k = (i,a), k' := (i’,a’) we set

|k — k| .= max{|i —4'|,|a — da'|}.

Definition 4.1. (N-good/bad matrix) The matriz A € ME, with E C ZP x {0,1}, diam(E) < 4N,
is N-good if A is invertible and )
Vs € [so,51] , |A7Ms < N7 08 (4.1)

Otherwise A is N-bad.

We first define the regular and singular sites of a matrix.

Definition 4.2. (Regular/Singular sites) The index k := (i,a) € Z® x {0,1} is REGULAR for A if
|A¥| > ©. Otherwise k is SINGULAR.

Now we need a more precise notion adapted to the induction process.

Definition 4.3. ((4, N)-good/bad site) For A € ME, we say that k € E C Z° x {0,1} is
e (A, N)-REGULAR if there is F C E such that diam(F) < 4N, d(k, E\F) > N and A% is N-good.
e (A, N)-coob if it is reqular for A or (A, N)-regular. Otherwise we say that k is (A, N)-BAD.

Let us consider the new larger scale
N' = NX (4.2)

with x > 1.
For a matrix A € MZE we define Diag(A) := (51@1«14];2/)1@,1«619-

Proposition 4.1. (Multiscale step) Assume

5e€(0,1/2), 7' >2r+b+1, C; > 2, (4.3)

and, setting k := 7' + b+ sq,
x(7" =27 —b) > 3(k+ (s0 + b)C1), x6 > C, (4.4)
S>s1>3k+x(T+b)+ Ciso. (4.5)

For any given T > 0, there exist © := ©(Y,s1) > 0 large enough (appearing in Definition [{-3), and
No(T,0,S) € N such that:

VN > Ny(Y,0,S), VE C Z° x {0,1} with diam(FE) < 4N’ = 4NX (see @), if A € ME satisfies
e (H1) |4 - Diag(A), <
o (H2) |4 Yo < (V')
e (H3) There is a partition of the (A, N)-bad sites B = U,y with

diam(Q,) < N, d(Qa, Q) > N? | Va # 3, (4.6)
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then A is N'-good. More precisely
1 ’
Vs € [s0,5) , A7 < Z(V)7 (V') 414 ~ Diag(A)]:) - (4.7)

The above proposition says, roughly, the following. If A has a sufficient off-diagonal decay (assumption
(H1) and ([@35])), and if the sites that can not be inserted in good “small” submatrices (of size O(N))
along the diagonal of A are sufficiently separated (assumption (H3)), then the L?-bound (H2) for A™!
implies that the “large” matrix A (of size N’ = NX with x as in ([@&4)) is good, and A~ satisfies also the
bounds (L) in s-norm for s > s1. It is remarkable that the bounds for s > s; follow only by informations
on the N-good submatrices in s1-norm (see Definition 1)) plus, of course, the s-decay of A.

According to ([@4) the exponent x, which measures the new scale N’ >> N is large with respect to
the size of the bad clusters €, i.e. with respect to C. The intuitive meaning is that, for y large enough,
the “resonance effects” due to the bad clusters are “negligible” at the new larger scale.

The constant © > 1 which defines the regular sites (see Definition [£2]) must be large enough with
respect to T, i.e. with respect to the off diagonal part 7 := A — Diag(A), see (H1) and Lemma €Tl In
the application to matrices like A in (29) the constant T is proportional to |V|s, + €||(p, ¢)||s, -

The exponent 7 > 7(b) shall be taken large in order to verify condition (H2), imposing lower bounds
on the modulus of the eigenvalues of A. Note that y in ([@4) can be taken large independently of T,
choosing, for example, 7’ := 37 + 2b (see remark [T.2)).

Finally, the Sobolev index s; has to be large with respect to x and 7, according to ([@3H]). This is also
natural: if the decay is sufficiently strong, then the “interaction” between different clusters of N-bad sites
is weak enough.

Remark 4.1. In ({.6) we have fized the separation N? between the bad clusters just for definiteness:
any separation N*, p > 0, would be sufficient. Of course, the smaller pn > 0 is, the larger the Sobolev
exponent s1 has to be. See remark[2Z for other comments on assumption (H3).

Remark 4.2. An advantage of the multiscale Proposition [J-1] with respect to analogous lemmata in [13]
(see for example Lemma 14.31-[13]) is to require only an L*-bound for the inverse of A, and not for
submatrices. For this we use the notion of left inverse matriz in the proof.

The proof of Proposition [4.1]is divided in several lemmas. In each of them we shall assume that the
hypotheses of Proposition [4.1] are satisfied. We set

(H1)
T := A— Diag(4), ITlsy, < T. (4.8)
Call G (resp. B) the set of the (A, N)-good (resp. bad) sites. The partition £ = B U G induces the
orthogonal decomposition Hy = Hp & Hg and we write

u=up+ ug where up :=lpu, ug :=Ilagu.

The next Lemmas [ and say that the Cramer system Au = h can be nicely reduced along the good
sites G, giving rise to a (non-square) system A'up = Zh, with a good control of the s-norms of the
matrices A’ and Z. Moreover A™! is a left inverse of A’.

Lemma 4.1. (Semi-reduction on the good sites) Let © 'Y < ¢y(s1) be small enough. There exist
Me ME, N e ME satisfying, if N > N1(Y) is large enough,

[Mlsy <eN®,  [N]s, <cO7'T, (4.9)
for some ¢ :=¢(s1) > 0, and, Vs > sp,
|Ms < C(s)N**(N*7° + N~ T|oss), Wls < C()N®(N*7* + N~ T]s+s) (4.10)
such that
Au=h =— ug=Nug+ Mh.
Moreover

ug =Nup + Mh = Vk regular, (Au); = hy. (4.11)
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PRrROOF. It is based on “resolvent identity” arguments like in [I3]. The use of the s-norms introduced in
section [3] makes the proof very neat.

Step 1. There exist ', L € ./\/lg satisfying

U5 < Co(51)07'T,  |L]s, < N¥, (4.12)
and, Vs > s,
IDls < C(s)N™(N*7% + N7"|Tlsss), |Lls < C(s)N"Fs7%, (4.13)
such that
Au=h = wug+Tu=Lh. (4.14)

Fix any k € G (see Definition[d.3)). If k is regular, let F' := {k}, and, if k is not regular but (A4, N)-regular,
let F C E such that d(k, E\F) > N, diam(F) < 4N, AL is N-good. We have

Au=h = Abup+ AP upp=hr = ur+Qupyr=(AL)"'hr (4.15)

where
Q= (AR) AR = (AR T e MpV (4.16)

The matrix @) satisfies
B.16) @E1),@3) ,
Qls, < Cl)IAR) alTls, < Cls))NTHouY (4.17)

(the matrix A% is N-good). Moreover, Vs > s, using the interpolation Lemma 3.3} and diam(F) < 4N,

BI5)
1Qls+s < C()((AR)  s+olTlso +1(AF) ™ ool T o)
B22)
< Cs) (N7 (AR) ool Tlso + 1(AF) ™ ool Tls)
< O(s)NO—Dso(NsHb+7p L NTH0|T] ). (4.18)

Applying the projector Iy in (AI5), we obtain

Au=h = wt+ Y THup=> Lihy (4.19)
k'€E k'€E
that is (£.14) with
, if k'eF : AR i KeF
rf.=y0  HRE and b = (AR T RE (4.20)
QF if K eB\F 0 if k' eE\PF
If k is regular then F' = {k}, and, by Definition 2]
A} >©. (4.21)
Therefore, by [@20) and ([@IG]), the k-line of T' satisfies
@21, @.8)
ICklsors < IARD) Talsg+e < Cls0)07'T. (4.22)

If k is not regular but (4, N)-regular, since d(k, E\F) > N we have, by [@20), that T} =0 for |k — k| <
N. Hence, by Lemma [3.6],

@20 E1D ,
Ny, B N DIQL L Oy YN R0

Crlso4s <
<  C(spe~'r (4.23)
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for N > Ny(©) large enough. Indeed the exponent 7/ + 5o+ b — (1 — §)s1 < 0 because s; is large enough
according to ([5) and 6 € (0,1/2) (recall k := 7' + 59 + b). In both cases ([€22)-(23) imply that each
line T'y decays like

Tilsors < C(51)07IY, Vkeq.

Hence, by Lemma 37 |[']s, < C’(s1)© 'Y, which is the first inequality in (EIZ). Likewise we prove the
second estimate in ([LI2)). Moreover, Vs > sg, still by Lemma [3.7]

C(s)N®(N*7% + N7"|T]s1p)

@E20)
IMls < K sup Crlsts < KlQls+s
€

where k := 7" + 59 + b and for N > Ny(7).
The second estimate in ([I3)) follows by |L|s, < N* (see (T12)) and B22) (note that by (£20), since
diamF < 4N, we have L¥ = 0 for all |k — k'| > 4N).

Step II. By ({I4) we have
Au=h = (I +T%ug=Lh—-T5up. (4.24)

By @ID), if © is large enough (depending on T, namely on the potential Vp), we have |I'¢|,, < 1/2.
Hence, by Lemma B39, I 4+ I'¢ is invertible and

B3.26)
l(Ie +T9) s < 2, (4.25)
Gy\—1 G m K s—s —b
Vs>so, [Ig+T%)7 s < C)A+%s) < C(s)NT(N°7% + N7T|s+p) - (4.26)
By @24), Au=h = ug = Mh+ Nug , with
M:=(Ig+T%'L and N :=—(Ig +T%)~'TP (4.27)
and estimates ([{.9)-({I0) follow by Lemma B3], [@25)-(#26) and @I12)-EI3).
Note that
ug + T'u = Lh <~ ug = Mh+Nugp. (4.28)
As a consequence, if ug = Mh + Nup then, by [@20), for k regular,
up + (AR A g = (AF) i,
k' #k
hence (Au)y, = hy, proving [@I1]). m
Lemma 4.2. (Reduction on the bad sites) We have
Au=h = Aup=272h
where
A= AP L AN e B, Z:=1p-A°M c ME, (4.29)
satisfy
[Al5 <e(©), Al < C(s, O)N"(N*7*0 + N7 T|s4s), (4.30)
|Zls, < eN™,  1Z]s < C(s, ©)N> (N7 + N~ |s1). (4.31)

Moreover (A1) g is a left inverse of A'.
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ProOOF. By Lemma [AT]

A%ug + APup =h
Au=h = = (A°N + AP)yup =h— A“Mh,
{UG :NUB+Mh ( ) B
i.e. A'up = Zh. Let us prove estimates (£30)- (3] for A" and Z.

Step 1. Vk reqular we have A}, =0, Zj, = 0.
By (@11, for all k regular,

Vh, V’UJB S HB y (AG(NUB +Mh) +ABUB)k = hk ) i.€. (A/’U,B)k = (Zh)k,

which implies 4j, = 0 and Z;, = 0.

Step II. Proof of {4-30)-(4-31).
Call R C E the regular sites in E. For all k € E\R, we have |Af| < © (see Definition @2). Then (ZJ)
implies

|[Ap\glse <O +[Tls, <¢(©), |Ap\rls <O +|Tls, Vs = s0. (4.32)
By Step I and the definition of A" in ([@29) we get

| 4] = | A%\ gls < |AZ\gls + [AE\ g N -

Therefore, Lemma B3, (£32), ([@3), (£10), imply
|4's < C(s,0)N"(N*"* + N~*|T]s1)  and  |A']s, < ¢(O),
proving ([@30). The bound (@31 follows similarly.
Step III. (A~ 1)p is a left inverse of A'.
By A7'A = AY(AB + ACN) = IE + ISN we get
(A A = (A" A)p =I5 —0=1If
proving that (A™')p is a left inverse of A’. W

Now A" € MZ, and the set B is partitioned in clusters Q,, of size O(N"), far enough one from another,
see (H3). Then, up to a remainder of very small sop-norm (see [A3H)), A’ is defined by the submatrices
(A')g? where €, is some neighborhood of Q2 (the distance between two distinct €, and ) remains large).

Since A’ has a left inverse with L?-norm O(N'"), so have the submatrices (A’)&¢. Since these submatrices
-1
are of size O(N1), the s-norms of their inverse will be estimated as O(N“**N'7) = O(N'"™X %) gee

(@41). By Lemma [3.9] provided x is chosen large enough, A" has a left inverse V with s-norms satisfying
[#33). The details are given in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. (Left inverse with decay) The matriz A" defined in Lemma[.9 has a left inverse V
which satisfies
Vs >0, Vs < O(s)NPTHH2Et O (N 4 T],). (4.33)

PROOF. Define D € ME by

ANk (kLK) € Up(Q4 x QL)
DY, = (A7 ’ GV h Q. ={kecE : dk Q) < N?/4}. (4.34
K {o k) & U@ x 0y e Zai=d (k,Qa) < N7/4}. - (434)

Step I. D has a left inverse W € ME with ||[W||o < 2(N')".
We define R := A’ — D. By the definition @34), if d(k, k) < N?/4 then R}, = 0 and so

G210
Rl < 4WNO0RL < gn N2 )

@30, (.8
< C(sy)N72s1=bmso) Nr(Ns17b=s0 4 N=0) < O ) N2 (4.35)
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for N > Ny(T) large enough. Therefore

@35, (H2)
<

G20
IRIoI(A™)5llo < IRl A7 o C(s1)N> =1 (N')T

L)
@2 C(sy)N2F=s1txT "< 1 /2 (4.36)
for N > N(s1). Since (A™')p € ME% is a left inverse of A’ (see LemmaE2), Lemma 39 and [@36) imply
that D = A’ — R has a left inverse W € ME, and
(.30 (H2)
Wllo < 2[(A )allo <2[A7 o < 2(N)". (4.37)

Step IL. Wy € ME defined by

c W (kK € Ua(Q x O
Wo)f =4 % ' (&, ,) € Ualfla ?) (4.38)
0 if (kK" & Un(Q0 x L)
is a left inverse of D and |Wyls < C(s)NETOOIXT g > 4.
Since WD = Ip, we prove that Wy is a left inverse of D showing that
(W —Wo)D=0. (4.39)
Let us prove ([{39). For k € B = Uy, there is « such that k € Q,, and
vk € B, (W —Wo)D)f = Y (W —Wo)iD¥ (4.40)

agQy,
since (W — Wp){ =0 if ¢ € Q.,, see the Definition (3.
CAsE I: k' € Q. Then D¥ =0 in @40) and so (W — W,)D)¥ = 0.
CAsE II: k' € Qg for some 3 # . Then, since Df;/ =0 if ¢ ¢ Q, we obtain by {.40) that

(W =Wo)D)E = 3 (W =Wo)iDy "=7 > WDy =70 % WDy = (WD)i = (Ip)i; = 0.
q€Qy S keE

Since diam(€2,) < 2N, definition (Z3R) implies (Wo)F =0 for all [k — k| > 2N". Hence, Vs > 0,

B3.22) @30
Wols < C(s)NCTIC | Wyllg < C(s)NEHDICHXT (4.41)

Step IIL. A’ has a left inverse V satisfying (4.39).
Now A" =D+ R, Wy is a left inverse of D, and

)

i) &5
Wolso[Rlsy = Clsp)NEorhOmriznzs " /o

(we use also that y > C; by (@) for N > N(s;) large enough. Hence, by Lemma 39, A’ has a left
inverse V with

3.26) &1
VI, < 2[Wols, < CNGotOCHxr (4.42)

and, Vs > sg,
.28
Vs < C(s)(IWols + IWol2, IRs) < C(s)(IWols + [Wol2,1A4])

@.41),@.30)
< O(S)N2X7+n+2(50+b)01 (Ncls + ||T|s+b)
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proving (@.33). ®

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [L.J] COMPLETED. Lemmata [4.] 2] imply

Au:h — {UG_Mh+NUB

ug =VZh
whence
A YHp=VZ and (A HNg=M+NVZ=M+NAp. (4.43)
Therefore, Vs > s,
@.43),B.15)
(A~ Bl < Cls)(IVIslZlso + V1so121s)
< O(S)N2n+2x~r+2(so+b)cl (Ncls + |T||s+b)
< C(s)(N") ™ (N)* +1T1s)

using [T]s4 < C(s)(N)'[T1s (by B22)) and defining
oy =21 +b+2x Nk +Ci(so+ b)), az:=x"'C;.
We obtain the same bound for [(A™1)g|s. Hence, for s € [s, 5],

|47, (A7) 5ls + (A7 els < C(s)(N)™ (V)™ +1T1s)

<
M 1 T’ ds

< 7 (OTNDT £IT)
for N > N(S) large enough, proving (@.1).

5 Separation properties of the bad sites

The aim of this section is to verify the separation properties of the bad sites required in the multiscale
Proposition (1]

Let A := A(e, A, 0) be the infinite dimensional matrix defined in (2I6). Given N € N and i = (lo, jo),
recall that the submatrix Ay ; is defined in (Z.I7).

Definition 5.1. (N-good/bad site) A site k := (i,a) € Z° x {0,1} is:
e N-REGULAR if An,; is N-good (Definition[{.1). Otherwise we say that k is N-SINGULAR.

e N-GOOD if
k is regular (Definition[[.3) or all the sites k' with d(k',k) < N are N —regular. (5.1)
Otherwise, we say that k is N-BAD.

Remark 5.1. It is easy to see that a site k which is N-good according to Definition[5.1), is (Ag, N)-good
according to Definition [{.3, for any set E = Ey x {0,1} containing k where Ey C 7> is a product of
intervals of length > N. We introduce these different definitions for merely technical reasons: it is more
convenient to prove separation properties of N-bad sites for infinite dimensional matrices. On the other
hand, for a finite matriz A%, we need the notion of (A%, N')-good sites in order to perform the “resolvent
identity” also near the boundary OF, see Step I of Lemmal[{1]

We define
By (joie, A) = {9 ER : Ay, (e, )\ 0)is N — bad} . (5.2)
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Definition 5.2. (N-good/bad parameters) A couple (g,\) € R? is N-good for A if

Yijo € Z%, Bn(jo;e,\) C U I, (5.3)

g=1,...,N2d+v+4

where I, are intervals with measure |I,] < N~7. Otherwise, we say (¢, ) is N-bad. We define
Gn = Gn(u) = {(a, A €[0,e0] x A : (5,)) is N — good for A} . (5.4)

The main result of this section is the following proposition. It will enable to verify the assumption
(H3) of Proposition [l for the submatrices An- j, (¢, A, 0), see Lemmata [(.5] and

Proposition 5.1. (Separation properties of N-bad sites) There exist C; := Ci(d,v) > 2 and
Ny := N1(v,d, 0,70, m,©) such that if N > N1 and

e (i) (g,\) is N-good for A
o (ii) 7 > x70 (70 is the diophantine exponent of & in (IL34)),
then VO € R, the N-bad sites k := (I, j,a) € Z" x Z¢ x {0,1} of A(e, \,0) with |I| < N’ admit a partition
Uaa in disjoint clusters satisfying
diam(Q,) < N9 - q(Q,,Q5) > N?, Va # 5. (5.5)
We underline that the estimates (B.5]) are uniform in 6.

Remark 5.2. The N-bad sites appear necessarily in clusters with increasing size O(Ncl), due to the
multiplicity of the eigenvalues of the Laplacian; this happens already for the singular sites of periodic
solutions, i.e. for v =1, see [J]. It is also natural that the separation between clusters of N-bad sites
increases with N, because, roughly speaking, the N-bad sites correspond small divisors of size O(N™?).

Remark 5.3. The geometric structure of the bad and singular sites, determines the regularity of the
solutions of Theorem [I1l Actually, the solutions of Theorem [I1] have the same Sobolev regularity in
time and space because the N-bad clusters are separated in the space-time Fourier indices, see (5.3).

We first estimate the time Fourier components of the N-singular sites. We use that, by (LA, the
frequency vectors w = A\, VA € [1/2,3/2], are diophantine, namely

"o v
-l 2 . ez {0, (5.6)

and we use the “complexity” information (5.3]) on the set By (jo; e, A). This kind of argument was used
in [20] and [13].

Lemma 5.1. Assume (i)-(ii) of Proposition 5. Then, Vj1 € Z%, the number of N-singular sites
(I, j1,a1) € Z¥ x 7% x {0,1} with |l;| < N’ does not exceed 2N?*+V+4,

PrOOF. If (I1,71,a1) is N-singular then Ay, j, (€, A, 6) is N-bad (see Definitions 5.1 and [A1]). By
(220), we get that Ay j, (g, X0 + Ao - 11) is N-bad, namely 6 + Ao - l; € Bn(j1;¢,A) (see (52)). By
assumption, (¢, ) is N-good, and, therefore, (5:3) holds.

We claim that in each interval I, there is at most one element 6 +w-{; with w = M@, |l;| < N’. Then,
since there are at most N2+ intervals I, (see (5:3)) and a € {0, 1}, the lemma follows.

We prove the previous claim by contradiction. Suppose that there exist Iy # I7 with |I1], [I}] < N,
such that w11 + 60, w - 1] + 6 € I,. Then

w- (=) =[(w-h+0) = (w- L +0)| <[] <N (5.7)
By (B.6]) we also have

7o 7o -7 T
- (b =)l 2 == 2 Gy =2 N T (5.8)
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By assumption (ii) of Proposition Bl the inequalities (5.7) and (E8) are in contradiction, for N >
No(v0,70) large enough. ®

We now estimate also the spatial components of the sites
Sy = {k = (I,§,a) € Z"t% x {0,1} : |I| < N', k is singular and N — singularforA(s,)\,G)} . (5.9)

In order to achieve a partition in clusters of Sy we use the notion of “chain” of singular sites already
used for the search of periodic solutions of NLS and NLW in higher dimension in [7], [3].

Definition 5.3. (M-chain) A sequence ko, ..., kr € Z x {0,1} of distinct integer vectors satisfying,
for some M > 2, |kqy1 —kq| < M,¥qg=0,...,L —1, is called a M-chain of length L.

Proposition 5] will be a consequence of the following lemma. Here we exploit that the sites k = (i, a)
in Sy are singular, see Definition

Lemma 5.2. There is C(d,v) > 0 such that, V0 € R, VN, any M-chain of sites in Sy has length
L < (MN)C@») (5.10)
PRrROOF. Let kq = (I4,Jq4,04), ¢ =0,...,L, be a M-chain of sites in Sy. Then
max{|ly i1 — Lol ljgs1 — Jal} < M, Vg€ [0,L], (5.11)
and, in particular, by Definition and (221)),
| —w-lg+ g2 +m =0 <O (ifag=1) or |w-lg+[ljgl>+m+6 <O (if a;=0).
We deduce one of the following #-independent inequalities
£ (st — 1)+ (g £ 17l12)] < 20 +m).

By GII) we get [|ljg+1l® £ 1dgl?] < 2(0 + m) + |w|M < K;M for some K; := K;(©,m). Since
g1 l® = gl < lldg1l” + [lqll?, in any case [[ljg+1]* — [ljql|*| < K1M. Therefore

¥a,q0 € [0, L], [lljall* = ldaolI*] < g — qo| K2 M (5.12)
and, using also (5.IT]),
a0+ (g = Jao)| = % 17all* = a0 I* = lig = Jaoll?| < Ka2lg — qol*M>. (5.13)
Let us introduce the subspace of R?
G = Spang{j; —jo : 0<¢q,¢ <L }=Spang{j,—jo : 0<¢=<L}

and let us call g (1 < g < d) the dimension of G. Define § := (2d + 1)~2. The constants C' below (may)
depend on ©,m,d, v.

Case I Vg € [0, L], Spang{j, — jgo : l¢ —qo| < L°, ¢€[0,L]} =G.
We select a basis of G from j, — jg, (l¢ — qo| < L°), say fi, fa,--., fy € G. By (5.II) we have

Decomposing in this basis the orthogonal projection of j4, on G,

g
Pajg, = Zﬂiifi (5.15)
=1
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and taking the scalar products with f,, p=1,...,g, we get the linear system
Fr=0b with Fj:=fi-fy, by:=Pajeo - fp=1Jg Io-

Since {fi}i=1,..¢ is a basis of G the matrix F is invertible. Since the coefficients of F' are integers,
|det(F)| > 1. By Cramer rule, using that (5.14) implies |F,| < C|f;|[fp| < (ML°)?, we deduce that

(F Y| <oMLP)=D | vii'=1,....g. (5.16)
By (GI3), we have |b;| < Ko(ML%)? Vi=1,...,g, and (5.I6) implies
lzi| < C(MLY%, Yi'=1,...,g. (5.17)

From (5.18), (5:14), (5.I7), we deduce |Pgjg,| < C(ML°)29t! Vgo € [0, L], and
|jq1 _jQ2| = |PG.jq1 - Pqu2| < C(ML5)29+1 < O(ML5)2d+lv V(Q1,q2) € [OaL]Q'

Since all the j, are in Z%, their number (counted without multiplicity) does not exceed C'(M L°)2d+1d,

Thus we have obtained the bound
#{jq s 0< g < L} < C(ML%)CHDT, (5.18)

Now by Lemma 1] for each o € [0, L], the number of ¢ € [0, L] such that j, = j,, is at most 2N+,
and so
L < O(ML5)(2d+l)d2N2d+V+4 .
Since §(2d + 1)d < 1/2, we get
L S MQd(d+1)N2(2d+V+4) (519)
for N large enough, proving (G.10).
Case II. There is g € [0, L] such that

/L::dimspa’n{jq_jqo : |q—QO|§L67 qe [OaL]}Sg_la

namely all the vectors j, stay in a affine subspace of dimension y < g — 1. Then we repeat on the
sub-chain j4, |¢ — qo| < L°, the argument of case I, to obtain a bound for L° (and hence for L).

Applying at most d-times the above procedure, we obtain a bound for L of the form L < (MN)
proving the lemma. H

C(d,v)

We introduce the following equivalence relation in Sy .

Definition 5.4. We say that x =y if there is a M-chain {kq}q=0
ko =, kL =Y.

L n Sy connecting x to y, namely

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [5.1] COMPLETED. Set M := 2N?. By the previous equivalence relation we get
a partition
Sy =],
(07
in disjoint equivalent classes, satisfying, by Lemma [5.2]

G.I0)
d(Q,, Q) > 2N?,  diam(Q,) < 2N2(2N%)°@), (5.20)
All the sites outsides Sy are regular or N-regular, see (B.3]). As a consequence all the sites outside

Uor  where Q= {k € Zb x {0,1} : d(k, Q) < N}

[e3

are N-good, see (5.1). Hence the N-bad sites (see Definition [E.1]) of A(e, A, ) with |I| < N’ are included
in

U  where Qo :=QLn{(l,ja):[l|]<N'}.

Then (&.3) follows by (520) with Cy := 3C(d,v) + 3, for N > Ny(d, v, m, 0,79, 7) large enough.
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6 Measure and “complexity” estimates
We define
ByGoie,\) = {0€R:[IA7Y, (61 0)l0 > N7} (6.1)

= {9 € R : 3 an eigenvalue of Ay j, (¢, A, 0) with modulus less than N_T} (6.2)

where || ||o is the operatorial L?-norm defined in (3. The equivalence between (G.I)) and ([B2) is a
consequence of the self-adjointness of An j, (¢, A,8). We also define

Gh = = {ENelelxA:viez!, BiGusNe  |J L (63

qu,...,N2d+"+4

where I, are disjoint intervals with measure |I;| < N _T} .

Remark 6.1. The difference between the sets GY defined in ([6.3) and Gy defined in (5.) relies in the
different definition of BY (jo;e, A) in (1) and By (jo;e,A) in (52). For all & ¢ By (jo;€, \) the matrices
An j, (€, A, 0) are N-good, i.e. satisfy bounds on ||A;,1J (e, 0)|s < N7 for s € [s0, 1], while for all

0 ¢ BY (jo;e,\) we only have the L*- bound || Ay 14 J(E; A, 0)]lo < NT. Using the multiscale Proposition [{.1]
and the sepamtwn Proposition [51] (which holds for any 6) we shall prove inductively that the parameters
that stay in ngc (ug) along the Nash-Moser scheme are in fact also in Gy, (ug).

The aim of this section is to prove the following proposition.
Proposition 6.1. There is a constant C > 0 such that, for N > No(V,d,v) large enough and
0By (1T llo + 10T llo) < ¢ (6.4)
small enough (Bo is defined in (L3) and Ty in 23), the set B := (G%)° N ([0,e0] x A) has measure
IBS| < CegN 1. (6.5)

Proposition [G.1]is derived from several lemmas based on basic properties of eigenvalues of self-adjoint
matrices, which are a consequence of their variational characterization.

Lemma 6.1. i) Let A(£) be a family of square matrices in ME, C! in the real parameter € € R.
Assume that there is an invertible matrix U such that the matrices A(§) := A(§)U are self-adjoint and
0:A(§) > BI, > 0. Then, for any a > 0, the measure

{eer: 147 ©ll 2 a7 }| < 2Blas~ 1o (6.6)

where |E| denotes the cardinality of the set E.
it) In particular, if A= Z 4+ EW with Z,W selfadjoint, W invertible and 511 < Z < 21, 1 > 0, then

{eeR 147 @l 2 o} < 2ABlaBB W o. (6.7)

PROOF. i) The eigenvalues of the self-adjoint matrices A(£) can be listed as C" functions ju(€), 1 <
k < |E|. Now

N

{eer 1A @I 20} © {eeR: ATl > (@U]0) )

§eR : 3ke (LB, lun(©)l < allU]o ]

— =
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because A(€) is selfadjoint. Since 8511(5) > BI, we have O¢p(€) > S > 0 and the measure estimate (6.6)
follows readily. _
ii) Applying i) with U = W~ Z and self-adjoint matrices A(¢§) = ZW ™17 + £Z, we get

{eer: 1471 @lo = a7 }| < 2ABlabT W ol Zllo < 2|ElasaBr W o
which is (67). =
From the variational characterization of the eigenvalues of selfadjoint matrices we can derive :

Lemma 6.2. Let A, A; be self adjoint matrices. Then their eigenvalues (ranked in nondecreasing order)
satisfy the Lipschitz property
|1k (A) — pr(Ar)[ < [|A = Aqfo.- (6.8)

The continuity property ([G.8]) of the eigenvalues allows to derive a “complexity estimate” for B?\, (Jo;e, M)
knowing its measure, more precisely the measure of

BY nGoie,\) i= {0 € R : 1 A7], (6,2, 0)lo > N"/2}. (6.9)

.....

Lemma 6.3. Vjy € Z%, ¥(e,\) € [0,£0] x A, we have B (jo; e, \) C Uye1
with |I;| < N~ and M := |Bj y(jo; e, A)|.

oun+1q where I, are intervals

ProOF. If 6 € BY (jo;&, \), by (68) and since ||Y]jo = 1 (see 2I5)), we deduce that
[9 ~ N0+ N‘T] C BY y(oie, )

= {9 € R : 3 an eigenvalue of Ay j, (¢, A, 0) with modulus less than 2N_T}.

Hence BY(jo; e, \) is included in an union of intervals .J,,, of disjoint interiors,

B (Goie, N) € | Jm € BS n(jo;e, A),  with length [ J,| > 2N " (6.10)

(if some of the intervals [0 — N™7,0 + N~7] overlap, then we glue them together). We decompose each
Jm as an union of (non overlapping) intervals I, of length between N~7/2 and N~7. Then, by (6.10),
we get a new covering

BY(ose, ) € | I, € B n(joie, A) with N77/2 < [I| < N7

and, since the intervals I, do not overlap,

Q
QN™T/2 <Y || < B y(jose, A)| =i M.

qg=1
As a consequence @ < 2M N7, which proves the lemma. Bl

We estimate the measure |Bg7N(j0;5,)\)| differently for |jo| > 2N or |jo| < 2N. In the next lemmas
we assume
N > No(V,v,d) > 0 large enough and ¢||T1]o < 1. (6.11)

Lemma 6.4. V|]0| > 2N, V(E,)\) € [0750] x A, we have |B§7N(j0;€, /\)| < CON-THd+v
PROOF. Recalling (2.19) and [216), we have

ANJO (Ea A, 9) = ANJO (57 >‘) + HYNJO = DijO (/\) + TN7j0 (5a /\) + HYNJO' (6'12)
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We claim that, if |jo| > 2N and N > No(V,d, v), see ([611)), then
12 ‘ ljol?
AdJjol*I = Anjo(e, ) = <=1 (6.13)

Indeed by (6.12]) and (6.8), the eigenvalues A; ; of An j, (e, \) satisfy
A =0i5+ OE|Tullo+ Vo) where & =] £w-1. (6.14)
Since |w| = [A[|w] < 3/2 (see @A), |7l = || (see @IF)), |j — jol < N, |I| < N, we have

: o . 3 jol®
67, 2 (ol — 17 — o)? — vlwll] = (o] - N)? — v > Uol (6.15)
for [jo| > 2N and N > Ny(v) large enough. Moreover, since ||5||> < d|j|?,
0 < dlljol + 17 = Jol)* + vlwlll] < d(ljo| + N)* + 2vN < 3dljo* (6.16)

for N > Ny(v) large enough. Hence (6.14), ([€I5), (616), (G.11) imply ([€I3). As a consequence, by

Lemma BIHi) with W = Y j,, |[W ™! |o = 1, we deduce |BY y(jo;e, A)| < CN~™Hit m
Lemmas and imply that:
Corollary 6.1. V|jo| > 2N, V(e,A) € [0,£0] x A, we have

B?V(jO;Ev)‘) C U Iq

where I, are intervals satisfying |I;] < N77.
We now consider the cases |jo| < 2N.
Lemma 6.5. V|jo| < 2N, ¥(e, ) € [0,e0] x A, we have
B n(joie, A) C Iy := (—11dN?,11dN?).

PROOF. The eigenvalues of §Y are 60 and (ZI8) implies ||5]|* < d(|j0] + |7 — jo|)? < 9dN?. Hence, by
©12), ©14), [I| < N, @4), @.1D),

AN jo (&, Mo < 1D oMo + 1T o (e, Mo < 20N + 9dN* + C(1 + ||V o) < 10dN?
for N > N(V,d,v) large enough. By Lemma [62] if 6 ¢ Iy all the eigenvalues of Ay j, (e, A, 0) =
Anjo(g,\) + 0Yn j, are greater than 1 (actually dN?). m
Lemma 6.6. V|jo| < 2N, the set
B w(jo) i= { (2.1, 0) €[00 x A xR : HA;V}J.O(S, /\,H)HO > N7/2} (6.17)

has measure
B x (Jo)| < egN~THHHER, (6.18)

Proor. By Lemma B3l BY y(jo) C [0,€0] x A x Iy. In order to estimate the “bad” (e, A, ) where at
least one eigenvalue of A j, (¢, A, 0) is less than N ™7, we introduce the variables

1
A Y

and we consider the self adjoint matrix

n = 4 where (&,7m) € [2/3,2] x 21y (6.19)

= 3

1 61z .. —w-1 0
XANJO(&-?)‘?H) = dlag|l§N,j—jg|§N( 0 @1 ) + &Py j, —e€Ti(e, 1/€) +nY (6.20)
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where

A+ V(2) 0 ) fiws))
P:= ( 0 A+ V(2) ) satisfies P > [ol.
The derivative with respect to £ of the matrix in ([620) is
€ (e
PN,jo—5T1(€,1/§)+28,\T1(5,1/§) > %I,

i.e. positive definite (for g small enough). By Lemma [6.1] for each fixed 7, the set of £ € [2/3,2] such
that at least one eigenvalue is < N~ has measure at most O(N~""4+) Then, integrating on 1 € Iy,
whose length is |Ix| = O(N?), on ¢ € [0, 0], and since the change of variables (G.I9) has a Jacobian of
modulus > 1/8, we deduce (G.Ig]). m

By the same arguments (see also the proof of Lemma [I.T3)) we also get the following measure estimate
that will be used in section [1, see (S4)y,.

Lemma 6.7. The complementary of the set

Gy = Gy (u) i= {(E,)\) € [0,c0) x A 1 A (e, Vo < NT} (6.21)

has measure
1G5 N ([0,€0] x A) < ggN~THHVHL, (6.22)

Remark 6.2. For periodic solutions (i.e. v =1), a similar eigenvalue variation argument which exploits
—A > 0 was used in the Appendiz of [10] and in [J].

As a consequence of Lemma [6.0] for “most” (e, A) the measure of Bg)N(jO; g,A) is “small”.

Lemma 6.8. V|jo| < 2N, the set
s N 1 —T 14
FrGo) = {(e,) € [0,20] x A ¢ [BY y(ose, V| = GN T2

has measure
|Fn (o) < 2egN~4". (6.23)

PRrROOF. By Fubini theorem (see (6.17) and ([6.9)

B v (jo)| = /[ I Gse e (6.24)
0,50 X

Let p:=7 —2d — v — 4. By (624) and (GIT),

N s / | BS y (jos €, \)|de dA
[0,e0] XA

1 ' 1. 1 .
ngu‘{(s,/\) €[0,e0] x A ¢ |BY y(joie, A)| = §N #H = EN HFw o)l

Y]

whence (G.23]). B

By Lemmal[G8, for all (g, \) ¢ Fy(jo) we have the measure estimate | B3 y (jo;&, )| < N~ 724+ /o,
Then, Lemma implies

Corollary 6.2. V|jo| < 2N, V(¢,\) ¢ Fn(jo), we have B (jo;e, \) C U I, with I, intervals

satisfying |I;] < N7T.

Proposition [6.1lis a direct consequence of the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.9. BY, C U Fn(Jo)-
ljol<2N

ProoF. Corollaries and imply that
(e,A) ¢ U Fn(jo) = (g,N)€ gJOV

ljol<2N
(see the definition in (63)). The lemma follows. W
PROOF OF PROPOSITION COMPLETED. By Lemma [6.9 and (623) we get

IBY| < Z |Fn (o) < (2N + 1) Fn(jo)] < (2N +1)¥2egN~971 < CegN 1. (6.25)
ljol<2N

7 Nash Moser iterative scheme

Consider the orthogonal splitting

H°=H,o H
where H? is defined in (LI2)) and
H, := {u =u=(utu)eH :u= Z U j ei(l""ﬂ'm)} (7.1)
[(L)I<Nn
H: = {u =u= (@t u)eH :u= Z U, ei(l""ﬂ'm)},
|(1,3)1>Nn
with u; ; := (ulfj,u;j) € C? and
N, := N&", namely N, 1 =N2, ¥n>0. (7.2)

In the proof we shall take Ny € N large enough depending on gp and V', d, v, see ([Z.95)). We denote by
P,:H® - H, and PL.H* — H (7.3)

the orthogonal projectors onto H,, and HnL The following “smoothing” properties hold, Vn € N, s > 0,
r =0,

|Patllssr < Nillull,,  Vu € H (7.4)
IPEulls < Ny fullosr,  Vu e HY (7.5)
More generally, for jo € Z%, we denote Py j, the orthogonal projector from H® onto the subspace
Hy j, = {u el :u= Z U, j ei(l'“"ﬂ'x)} . (7.6)
[(L,j—do)|<N

With the above notation H, = Hp,, 0, see (1), and P, := Py, o, see ({3)). Moreover we also denote
Iy j, the orthogonal projector from H**(T¢) (functions only of the z-variable) onto the space

EnNj, = {u(:z:) = Z ujel T u; € (C}. (7.7)
The composition operator on Sobolev spaces
e s _( flp,zuu®)ut
f :H* - H ’ f(u)(t,:z:) T ( f(QD,.’L',U_U+)U_ )
where f € CY(T" x T¢ x R;R) with

q>5+2 (7.8)
satisfies the following standard properties (see e.g. [31]): Vs € [s1, 5], s1 > (d +v)/2,

30



e (F1) (Regularity) f € C*(H®; H®).
e (F2) (Tame estimates) Yu, h € H® with ||ulls, <1,
1f(@)lls < C)lulls s (DF@A]s < Cs)(IRlls + [lullsIAlls,) - (7.9)

1D f (u)[h, v]l]s < C(S)(IIUIISIIhllsl||v||sl + llvllsllls, + ||v||slllh||s) : (7.10)

As a consequence we get

e (F3) (Taylor Tame estimate) Vu € H® with ||ul|s, <1, Vh € H® with ||h|l,, <1,
1 (u+h) = fuw) = (Df)(w) Al < Cls)(lullsRIZ, + 1Al 1] - (7.11)

In particular, for s = s,
1f(u+h) = f(u) = (Df)(u) hlls, < C(s1)IRI]3, - (7.12)

The values of the constants s; and S are fixed in (.I6]) below.
Remark 7.1. The differential (Df)(u) is the operator Ty defined in [Z3) with (p,q) as in (24).

By Lemma B and the first inequality in (Z9) applied to the composition operators in ([Z4]), the
Toplitz matrix T3 which represents D f(u) satisfies, Vs € [s1, 5],

[T1]s = [(Df)(w)ls < C(s)(1 + [[ulls) - (7.13)
For simplicity of notation we denote (g, g) simply by g. We shall use that g and the potential V satisfy
lgllca <C, |Vl]ca <C, (7.14)

for some fixed constant C'.
With the above more concise notations, the vector NLS-equation (ILTT]) becomes

Lou=c¢e(f(u)+g). (7.15)
For definiteness we fix the Sobolev indices sg < s1 < S as
so:=b=d+v, s1:=10(1 +b)C>, S:=127" +8(s1 + 1), (7.16)

where
Co:=6(C1+2), T:=max{d+v+2,2C10+ 1}, 7 :=37+2b, 10 :=v (7.17)

(the constant 7q is introduced in (CH)) and C; := C1(d,v) > 2 is defined in Proposition 51l Note that
S0, 81,5 defined in (CIG) depend only on d and v.
We also fix the constant § in Definition A.1] as

§:=1/4. (7.18)

Remark 7.2. By (7.16)-(7-18) the hypotheses (§.3)-(4-2) of Proposition [[-1] are satisfied for any x €
[C2,2C5), as well as assumption (i) of Proposition[5l We assume T > d+ v+ 2 in view of (6.22). The

strongest condition for S appears in the proof of Lemma[7.10

Setting
T:=d+v

and v > 0, we shall implement the first steps of the Nash-Moser iteration restricting A to the set

G = {/\GA:H(i)@~Z+H0(—A+V(x))|EO)_1’L%g]\;OTI,V|Z|§NO}
= {)\EA AL+ ] > ANy V5] < No, |l gNo} (7.19)
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where yi; are the eigenvalues of Ilo(—A + V(2))|g, where Iy := Iy, 0, Eo := En,,0 are defined in (Z.7).
We shall prove in Lemma [7.13] the measure bound |G| = 1 — O(7) (since 71 > d+ v). The constant v will

be fixed in (Z.95).
We also define

o:=1+8s1 +2. (7.20)
Given a set A we denote N(A,n) the open neighborhood of A of width i (which is empty if A is empty).
Theorem 7.1. (Nash-Moser) There exist ¢,7 > 0 (depending on d,v,V ~o, Bo) such that, if
No>2y"', v€(0,5), and &Ny <e, (7.21)
then there is a sequence (un)n>0 of C* maps u, : [0,60) x A — H™ NU (see (LIT)) satisfying
(S1),, un(e,N) € Hy MU, un(0,0) =0, [[unlls, <1, [0 aytinlls; < C(s1)Ng o1 Hy7L

(S2), (n>1) Foralll <k<n, |up — ug—1lls, < Nk*”*l, 10ce, 0 (ur — ugp—1)ls, < N,;l/z.

(n=1)

lu = wnillsy N7 = ()G (wim1) € G, (u) (7.22)
k=1

where G (u) (resp. Gy (u)) is defined in (63) (resp. in (5.4)) -
(S4), Define the set

Coi= () (1) () G, (1) () (10,20) < G) (7.23)
k=1 k=1

where Gy, (uk—1) is defined in (621), G in (719), GX, (uk—1) in (63).
If (e,\) € N(Cp, N,,7) then un(e, \) solves the equation

(P,) P, (qu —e(f(u) + g)) ~0.

(85),, Un :=llunlls, U}, := |0 nunlls (where S is defined in (7.16)) satisfy
() Un < NZTHOUED (i) U < NTeoet

The sequence (un)n>0 converges in C' norm to a map
u € CH([0,e0) x A, H*') with wu(0,\) =0 (7.24)
and, if (g, ) belongs to the Cantor like set

Coo = () Cn (7.25)

n>0
then u(e, \) is a solution of (LI1), i.e. (CIH), with w = A\&.

The sets of parameters C,, in (54),, are decreasing, i.e.
gCngcn_l - ...QCOC [O,EQ] ><§';C [0,80] XA,

and it could happen that C,, = () for some ng > 1. In such a case u, = uyn,, Vn > ng (however the map
u in [Z24) is always defined), and Co, = 0. Later, in (.95]), we shall specify the values of v, &g, Ny, in
order to verify that Co, has asymptotically full measure, i.e. ([I0) holds.

The proof of Theorem [TI] is based on an improvement of the Nash-Moser theorems in [2], [3], [4].
The main difference is that the “tame exponent” 7’ + §s in (Z.64) depends on the Sobolev index s. We
have chosen 6 = 1/4 in (TI8)) for definiteness. The Nash-Moser iteration would converge for any § < 1,
see section

Another difference with respect to the scheme in [2], [3], [4], is that we perform, at the same time, the
Nash-Moser iteration and the multiscale argument for proving the invertibility of the linearized operators,
see Lemma [[ 7l This is more convenient for proving measure estimates.
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7.1 Initialization of the Nash-Moser scheme

We perform the first step of the Nash-Moser iteration restricting A € N'(G,2N; ) (the set G is defined
in (ZI9)).
Lemma 7.1. For all A € N(G,2N; 7), the operator

Lo = Po(Lrg) a1, (7.26)
(where Ly, is defined in (2.2)) is invertible and
15 s < 2NG 1yt (7.27)
ProOF. With the notations of (ZI9), for all A € N'(G,2N, ),
VI ) < Noy [£2@- U py| 2 NG = 210ING™7 > 2N ™, (7.28)
provided Ny > 4y~ @| (recall (Z20), (ZI7) and 7y := d + v). Then ||£5']lo < 2y 'NJ* and (727)

follows by the smoothing property (Z.4]). B

A fixed point of
Fo: Hy — Hy, Fo(u):=eLy ' Po(f(u)+g), (7.29)

is a solution of equation (P).

Lemma 7.2. For ey *NJ'T'T7 < ¢(s1) small, YA € N(G,2N;7), the map Fy is a contraction in
Bo(Sl) = {u € Hy : ||u||sl < po = NO_U}.

PROOF. The map Fy maps By(s1) into itself, because, V||u|ls, < po,

rird) (r2),(C14)
IFo(w)lls, < 227 NG (I f@llsy +llglls) < ey TINGTMC(s1) < po

“INGTTT is small enough. Moreover, V||ulls, < po,

(T2, (F2)
[(DFo)(u)ls, = €llLg " Po(Df)(w)m, |l s: < i eNG Ty T1IC(51) < 1/2, (7.30)

for e~y

implying that the map Fj is a contraction in By(s1). W

Let @g(e, A) denote the unique solution of (FPy) in By(s1) defined for all (g, \) € [0,&0] x N(G,2N; 7).
For € = 0 the map Fp in ((.29) has u = 0 as a fixed point. By uniqueness we deduce (0, A) = 0. Since
the contracting map Fy leaves By(s1) NU invariant (see (LI3)), we deduce that ug(e, A) € Y. Moreover,

by (C30), the operator

Lo(e) == Py (Lw - s(Df)(aO))| = Lo~ =Po(Df) (@), = Lo (1 - (DFO)(aO)) (7.31)
is invertible and 7
151 ) llsy < 2015 s, < ANGTFIyT (7.32)

The implicit function theorem implies that g € C*([0, 0] x N(G,2N;7); Ho) and

O:tig = L5 (e)Po(f (o) + g),  Oatio = —Ly " (e)(OxLo)io - (7.33)
Then, by (Z33), (L32) and 0xL,, = diag(+iw - 0,,), we get
10:Tolls, < NG '™ C(s1), [19xTiolls, < 4| NG "1y~ [t ls,+1 < CNG 177y (7.34)

using that [[uo|[s,+1 < Nolltolls, < NoNg “.
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Finally we define the C! map ug := voto : [0, 0] x A — Hy with cut-off function g : A — [0, 1],

wo::{l PACNGN ) Dael < NGO (7.35)

0 if A ¢ N(G,2N;7)
Then (7.30), ||uolls, < Ny 7 and (T34) imply (we have 0.1 = 0)
luollsy < Nos 19 ayuolls, < Cs)Ng* 17t (7.36)

The statement (S1)g is proved. Note that (52)¢, (S3)p are empty. Finally, also property (S4)¢ is
proved because, by (.35]) the function ug(e, A) solves the equation (Fy) for all (g, A) € N (Co, N, 7), since
Co = [0,80] X G

For the next steps of the induction we need the following lemma which establishes a property which
replaces (53),, for the first steps of the induction.

Lemma 7.3. There exists No := No(S,V) € N and c(s1) > 0 such that, if
eoNg 0 < e(s1), (7.37)

then YN,'“* < N < No, ¥||ulls, <1, Gn(u) = [0,0] x A.
In order to prove Lemma we prefix the following Lemma.

Lemma 7.4. For N > N(S,V) large enough, if

-1
H (191 Iy (A + V(:E))|EN,J.O) ‘ L SN, DER, (7.38)
(see the definition of En j, in 1)) then, Vs € [so, 5],
-1 1 7' +6s
‘(191 Iy, (—A + V(z))wmm) ‘ < GNTHE (7.39)

ProoF. We apply a simplified version of Proposition 1] to JI + Iy j,(—A + V(2))|6y ,, - We sketch
the main modifications only. The scale N’ in Proposition F1l is here replaced by N. Assumption (H1)
follows from the regularity of the potential V(x) (see Lemma B]) and (H2) is (T38]). With respect to
Proposition [I], we use a stronger version of assumption (H3), calling “good sites” the regular sites only,
namely the j € Z%, |j — jo| < N, such that

|dj| > © where  d; =9+ |j||*>+m

and m denotes the average of the potential V(x), see (Z3]). This is enough because here the singular sites
satisfy separation properties. For ©1||V||,, small enough we have the analogue of Lemma 1] (the proof
is simpler because all the good sites satisfy |d;| > ©). The separation properties of the singular sites
j €Z% |5 —jo| < N, such that |d;| < ©, is proved as in section Bt a M-chain of singular sites has length
at most L < M@ see Lemma [5.2] and (EI8). Then, taking M := NO/20+4C3(d)) we get a partition of
the singular sites in clusters €2, satisfying

Ad(Qo, Q) > NO/20+CD) and  diam(Q,) < ML < M) = N9/2,
Estimate (Z39) follows by the arguments of Lemmas [£2 [13] in section[d m

PROOF OF LEMMA [3 We claim that, ¥(g,\) € [0,£0] x A, Vjo € Z¢,

By(oie,Nc U {9 ER : [57,(0) < N‘T} (7.40)
[(1,5—30)| <N
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where
5%(9) =x(w-1+0)+ iy, w=v, fij = eigenvalues of IIy j,(—A + V(2)) gy,

(which depend on N) and the subspace Ey j, is defined in (T7). Actually (7.40) is equivalent to
6,50 >N, V|(l,j—jo)| <N = Anj(s,),0) is N — good (7.41)
with A = L(u) = L, +0Y — (D f)(u). We first prove that the left hand side condition in (Z41]) implies

, ) 1 s,
QN.jo = P jo (Lo +0Y )1y, satisfies |QN%j0||s < EN +9s Vs e [so, 9], (7.42)

(the subspace Hy j, is defined in (7.6])). Indeed, the operator L, is diagonal in time Fourier basis. The
left hand side condition in (41]) is equivalent to

—1
H(i ()@-l+9)I+HN,J‘(,(—A+V(w))‘EN’m) HL < N7, W <N.
Lemma [7.4] implies, for N > Nol/c2 > N(V,S), that

71 ,
(0@ L+ )+ Ty (A + V@), ) | < 5N, VIS N,

1
s 2
and (7.42) follows because Qu j, is diagonal in time Fourier basis.

We now prove (A1) by a perturbative argument. By (I3) and ||ulls, < 1 we have |(Df)(u)]s, <
C(s1). Hence

12) / / (37
Qo (DA (W)ls, < eNTH1C(s1) < eoNg **1C(s1) < 1/2. (7.43)

Then, by Lemma [3.9] the matrix A, (¢, A, 0) = Py j, (Lo +0Y —e(Df)(u))|my ,;, is invertible and

@28) =
Vs € [s0,51], JARL, (@ N0) < 20Qy5ls < N7, (7.44)

namely it is N-good.

Finally, by (Z40), By (jo; &, A) is included in an union of 2(2N + 1)® intervals of measure < 2N~ 7,
hence of 4(2N +1)° < N2+ intervals I, of measure |I,| < N~7. This proves that any (¢, \) € [0, g0] x A
is N-good (see Definition £.2) for A = L(u), namely that (g, A) is in Gy (u), see (B4). m

Finally we prove (55)g. With estimates similar to the proof of (S1)( using the smallness condition on
go in ([Z21)), we deduce (S5)o-(i). In order to estimate J(. x)uo, we use that the inverse of the operator
Lo(g) = Lo — ePyD f(tio)|ar, defined in ([T3T) (Lo is defined in (Z20) satisfies, for A € N'(G,2N; ),

1L (e)ls < NGH0%, Vs € [51, ). (7.45)

Indeed, note that by ([Z28), for N = Ny and 8 = 0, the real numbers |5fj(0)| defined after (.40Q) are

bounded from below by YNy ™ /2 > Ny 7. Hence Ly = Qn,,0 satisfies (42), and Lemma implies,
Vs € [s1, 5],

e _ N rds N
aS (1 + C(S)E|QNi,o||50||(Df)(U0)|so> 02 + C(s)e(NT T90)2|(Df) (@o)ls
(14 Cls)eng +o) %NOT 05 Os)eNg T O FATHOeH

L5 (©)ls
(I, I, (55
<

(C21), [C16) /
< N(‘I)' +ds
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since 47" +46s1 +2 < S. The bound (55)0-(ii) follows easily from (7.45)). Let us give the details for .ug
(which is not small with €). We have

10=to]l s = 1£5™ (e) Po(f (@) + 9)lls
G20 _ ~ _ -
< 1£67(e)lsa |1 £ (@0) + glls + C(ILG " ()l | f (o) + glls,
([CI5),(F2), (1) / /
< C(S)NG *** (laol|s + 1) + C'(S)Ng +°

(55)%7(1-) C/(S)NOS(T’+651)+2 + C/(S)Ng’-i-és < Nakr’+2sl+4

by (CI6) and 6 = 1/4. Then (S55)o-(ii) is proved.

7.2 Iteration of the Nash-Moser scheme

Suppose, by induction, that we have already defined wu,, € C*([0,£0] x A; H, NU) and that properties
(S1)k-(S5)k hold for all k < n. We are going to define u,+1 and prove the statements (S1),41-(55)5+1-
Consider the operators £(u) (introduced in (2.11)),

L(u) = L(w,e,u) := L, —e(Df)(u). (7.46)
In order to carry out a modified Nash-Moser scheme, we shall study the invertibility of
£n+1(un) = Pn+1£(un)|Hn+1 (747)

and the tame estimates of its inverse, applying Proposition Il We distinguish two cases.
If 2" ™! > Cy (the constant Cs is fixed in (ZI7)), then there exists a unique p € [0, n] such that

Npp1=NY, x=2""1"7 € [Cy,2Cy). (7.48)
If 2" < Cy then there exists x € [Cy,2C3] such that
Nop1 = NX, N = [NYSG e (N, No) . (7.49)

If (Z48) holds we consider in Proposition @] the two scales N' = N, 11, N = N, see [@2). If (ZZ9)
holds, we set N' = N,,;1, N = N.

A key point of the whole induction process is that the separation properties of the bad sites of
L(uy,) + Y hold uniformly for all § € R and j, € Z%.

Lemma 7.5. For all
n+1

(&N € [ G (ur—1), O R, jo €27,
k=1

the hypothesis (H3) of Proposition [{1] apply to An, ., j, (€, A, 0) where A(e, X\, 0) := L(uy) + Y.
PROOF. We give the proof when (48] holds. By remark [B.] a site

k€ E:= ((0.j0) + [~ Nns1, Nasa]") x {01}, (7.50)
which is N,-good for A(e, A, 0) := L(u,) + 0Y (see Definition BTl with A = A(e, A, 9)) is also

(ANn+1>j0 (57 A, 9)7 N;D) — good

(see Definition 3 with A = An, ., j, (€, A,0)). As a consequence the

{ (An, .1 05X, 0), Ny)—bad sites } c {Np—bad sites of A(e, A, 0) with |I] < Nn+1}. (7.51)
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and (H3) is proved if the latter N,-bad sites (in the right hand side of (Z.51])) are contained in a disjoint
union U,y of clusters satisfying (@.6) (with N = N,). This is a consequence of Proposition [5.1] applied
to the infinite dimensional matrix A(e, A, ). We claim that

n+1 n+1
ﬂ GR, (uk—1) C Gn, (un), ie. any ( ﬂ G, (uk—1) is N, — good for A(g, ), 0), (7.52)
k=1 k=1

and then assumption (i) of Proposition [l holds. Indeed, if p = 0 then (Z52) is trivially true because
Gn, (un) = [0,€0] x A, by Lemma [73 and (S1),. If p > 1, we have

[un — up—1]ls; —Z”uk_uk 1||51 < ZN_U ! <N, ZN <N, ° (7.53)
k>p

and so (53), implies
P
ﬂ GRr, (up—1) C G, (un) - (7.54)

k=1
Assumption (ii) of Proposition [5.1l holds by ([Z.I7), since x € [Ca,2C5).

When (749) holds the proof is analogous using Lemma [Z3 with N = N and (S1),,. &
Lemma 7.6. Property (S3)n+1 holds.

Proor. We want to prove that

n+1
lu—unlls, <N, 7 and (g,N) ﬂ gNk up—1) = (&,A) €GN, (u).

Since (¢,) € g?vw (un), by ([63) and Definition -2 it is sufficient to prove that Vjo € Z%,

BNn+1 (j0§ €, )‘)(u) C B?VnJrl (jO; g, )‘)(un) )
(we highlight the dependence of these sets on u, u,) or, equivalently, by (6.1)), (52)), that

||A N0 (un)llo < Npyy = An,iigo(e N 0)(u) is Ny — good, (7.55)

Ny, Jo(

where A(e, A\, 0)(u) = L(u) +0Y = L, + 0Y — (D f)(u).
We prove (Z.53)) applying Proposition Bl to A := An,,, j, (€, A, 0)(u) with E defined in (Z50), N =
Nyy1, N =N, (resp. N = N) if (T48) (resp. (.49)) is satisfied. Assumption (H1) holds with

3,13 (S1),, 1)
TOO=TT 0+ lunlls, +VIs,) < (V). (7.56)

By Lemmal[Z.5, for all 6 € R, jy € Z*, the hypothesis (H3) of Proposition@Ilholds for A, ,, jo (€, A, 0) ().
Hence, by Proposition [L1] for s € [sg, 1], if

AR, 1o (85 A O) (un) [l < Ny

Nn+1 ,Jo

(which is assumption (H2)) then

A

Nn+1 ,Jo (

1 T S
e A0l < 7N (N3 + VI + el DF) (ua)l ) (7.57)
Finally, since [|u — uylls, < N,7; we have

||ANn+11j0 (Sa /\7 9)(11'71) - ANn+11j0 (Sa /\7 9)(11,)'51 < OEHU‘ - unHSl < anl
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and ([Z53)) follows by (57) and a standard perturbative argument (see for instance ([3.26) in Lemma [3.9]
with any s € [so, s1] instead of sp). W

In order to define u, 41, we write, for h € Hy, 11,

Pn-i—l (Lw(un + h) - E(f(un + h) + g))

Py (qun —e(f(un) + g))

Py (Lwh - a(Df)(un)h) + Ru(h)
= rp+ Lpt1(up)h + Ry(h) (7.58)

_|_

where Ly41(uy) is defined in (7A7) and
P i= Past (Luttn = £(f(un) +9)) , Ru(h) i= =Py (f(un + 1) = f(un) = (Df)(un)h) . (7.59)
y (S4)n, if (e,\) € N(Cp, N,;7) then u, solves the equation (P,) and so
I (qun —=(fun) +9)) = Pasi P (Voun — =(f(un) +9)) (7.60)

using also that P, 1 P (Dyu,) =0, see (20). Note that, by (Z2) and o > 2 (see (Z20)), for Ny > 2, we
have the inclusion

N(Cn+1,2Nn+1) CN(Cn,NgU) . (761)
Lemma 7.7. (Invertibility of £, 1) For all (¢,\) € N(Cpy1,2N,,7,) the operator L, 1(uy) is invert-
ible and, for s = s1,.5,

Loty (un)ls < NTHOS. (7.62)

As a consequence, by (320), Vh € Hy 41,
||£;_}_1 (un)hHS1 < C(SI)N;-ELléSl”h”& ) (7-63)
1L 1 (wn)hlls < NI |hls + CS)NT K A]ls, - (7.64)

PROOF. We give the proof when (T48) holds. The other case is analogous. First assume (¢, A) € Cp41,
see ([Z23). Then since (¢,\) € Gy, (uy) (see @2ZI)) with An(e,A) = Ly 41(un)), the operator Ly 1(un)
is invertible and

€551 (un)llo < Ny - (7.65)

We now apply the multiscale Proposition dIlto A := L,,11(u,) with
E:=[-Npi1,Nop1)’ x{0,1}, N =N,y1, N =N, see (TA5).

By remark [(.2] and since x € [Cs,2C3) (see (.4])) the assumptions (3)-(5) hold. Assumption (H1)
holds with (Z50). Assumption (H2) holds by (.65). Moreover, by the definition of C,,11, as a particular
case of Lemma [T -for § = 0, jo = 0-, the hypothesis (H3) of Proposition E] holds for £,,41(uy). Then
Proposition 1] applies and we get that, V(e, A) € Cp41, Vs € {s1, S},

@ 4
bl < VT (N2 + VL + (DAl )
whence, for s = sq,

(CI3).( 51>n @ID |

1C5 i1 (un)ls, < 1 - (N o+ Vs, + 60(81)) N,Iflasl (7.66)
and, for s = S, recalling that U, := ||uy]| s,
Cecm 1
Cohlwlls < NI (NI +IVIs +20($) 1+ U)
(55)n 1 , 1
< TV (N551 + C'(S)N2( +551+1>) < SN (7.67)
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by (I6) and § = 1/4. Assume next (¢/,\) € N(Cny1,2N,7;) and let (e,A) € Cpy1 be such that
(", N) = (e, A)] < 2N, ;. We write

Lys1(un(e, X)) = Lns1(un(e, A)) + Ruy1
where L, 11(un (g, A)) satisfies (Z.66)-(.67) and
Rn+1 1= Lng1(un(€', X)) = Log1(ua(e, N)) .-
By @C4D), (C13), (F2), @I), (2T, (S1)n, (55)n,
Rotilsy < Cls)N TS Rosils < CSNT 2N 7, (7.68)
We apply Lemma with
M = Loi1(un(e, X)), N =L i (un(e,N), P =Rpy1.

By ([66), (7Z6]) and (T20)) the perturbative assumption [B25) holds with index s; instead of so. Then
B26), B.20) (with indices s1,S instead of so, s) imply (Z62) for all (¢', \') € N(Cry1,2N,,7;), by (Z66),
([Z67), (Z68), (Z20). =

By (758), setting
Fppt i Hopr = Hogry Foga(h) i= —L£.7 () (r + R (), (7.69)
the equation (P,41) is equivalent to the fixed point problem h = F, 1 (h).
Lemma 7.8. (Contraction in || ||,-norm) VY(e,\) € N (Cr11,2N,,7;), Fuy1 is a contraction in
Buii(s1) i= {h € Husr ¢ IBllsy < puia = N} (7.70)
The unique fized point hni1(2,\) of Fni1 in Bnyi(s1) belongs to U (see (LI3)) and satisfies
onrallsy < K(S)NZE NS00, (7.71)
PRrOOF. For all (¢,\) € N(Cry1,2N,7;), by (Z69) and (Z63), we have
|Fas (W)l < Cls)NE 5 (ralles + [Ba(B)]ls,) (7.72)

and r,, has the form ([60) because of [LGIl). Moreover (recall that Uy, := ||un]|s)

CE0. 5 = LI o, )
[rnlls; + [[Rn(R)]ls, < N, 272V ([Vo unlls + el f(un)lls +ellglls) +eC(s1) R[5,
9,19
< C(S)N; 573U, +1) + £ C(s1)||n]12, (7.73)
(S5)n ,
< C(S)N,, S=s) N2THos ) 4 o O(sy)||R|2, . (7.74)

[C72) and [T74) imply (using also (Z2))), for some K(5), K(s1) > 0,

K(S)N2${+5S1)+1N—(S—sl) + EK(Sl)NT’JrzislpghLl

[Pllsy < pnsr = (1 Faa(B)]ls, n 1

L —o—1
Pn+1 = Nn—i—l ’

because the choice of S in (I6]) and of ¢ in (Z20) imply (for N > Ny(S5))

K(S)N2(T/+§s1)+anf(stl) < M, EK(Sl)NT’+5slpn+1 <

" : i (7.75)

N =
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Next, differentiating ([Z.69]) with respect to h and using (.59) we get

DiFosa (W)[o] = L5741 (wn)e Para (D)t + 1)[e] = (D) (ua) 0])
and, for all ||h||s, < pni1, using (TIQ) with s = sq,

63 : 75 1
IDrEri (s, < eK(s)NZ A pasallolls, < llolls: -

Hence F, 11 is a gontraction in B,,41(s1). Since u,, € U, it is easy to check that Fj, ;1 leaves B, 11(s1) NU
invariant, hence hy,41 € U. Finally, (C.69), (.72), (.73) and (C.75) imply (Z71). =
Since hpn41(g, A) solves, for all (£,\) € N (Cpi1, 2N, /), the equation
Quir(e: A1) i= Payt (Lu(tn + 1) = e(f(un + 1) + 9)) =0, h € Haya, (7.76)
and wu, (0, \) (E)n 0, we deduce, by the uniqueness of the fixed point, that
B 1(0,0) =0, V(0,A) € N(Cnp1,2N,;01) -
Lemma 7.9. (Estimate in high norm) V(e,\) € N (C,41,2N,,7,) we have
[Pasalls < K(S)NGE* U, (7.77)
Proor. We have
7 ([C59)
Jnialls =" |

Loty (un)(rn + Rn(ﬁnﬂ))HS (7.78)
racie S _ , _
< N (Iralls + 1R s )lls ) + CSINZS (nllos + 1R (s )l ) -

Now, by [Z60), (S1),, (F2), (F3), (C14), (Z8), (Z59), and setting U, := ||u,||s (we can suppose U,, > 1)

we get

Iralls + 1R (hns1)lls < C(S)(Un + pnst [hns 1) (7.79)
and, using also (T.73)), (C71]) and the second inequality in (.75,
Irnlls: + [1Ba(Rng1)ls; < C(S)N S0, (7.80)

Then (Z78), (C79), (C80) imply that

Insills < C) (NI + NSNS0, 4+ C(S)eNT A pallnsa s (7.81)
(CI9), (C70) / / Y
< CUSNIE U + eC(S)N R = i s
(i) s 1~
< CONIEUn+ 5 s lls

for g9 < £0(S) small. As a consequence we get ||hn1]/s < 20’(S)N;:r+1651 U, and ([T.77) follows. &

Lemma 7.10. (Estimate of the derivatives) The map hni1 € C* (N (Cos1, 2N, /), Hpy1) and

19 nhnsilles < Ny [0 nhasills < NIE (NIE 0,4+ 00) 0 (182)
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PrOOF. For all (¢,\) € N(Cpn1,2N, 7). Ing1(e, ) is a solution of Qui1(e, A, hni1(g,A)) = 0, see
(T76). We have, see (7.47),

DpQnt (57 Aaﬁn-‘rl) = Lpy1(un + En-i-l) = Lnt1 (un) —ePpi ((Df)(un + En-i-l) - (Df)(un)) (7-83)
which is invertible by Lemma applied with
M = Ly (un), P = =Pt (D) (tn + hog1) — (Df)(un)), 50 — 1.

Indeed the hypothesis 25) follows from (762) with s = s1, (F1), (S1),, Lemma B |Ans1lls, < prst
and (T70). Therefore Lemma B9 with s = s; implies

i) (o N
< 2L (un)ls, < 2N (7.84)

S1

and, by B28), (C62) with s = S, (C77), (S5),, (CI0), 6 = 1/4, (T14),

-1
‘Cn-i-l

E;lrl(un + 7Ln+1)

(un + ﬁ"“)’s < C(S)NI 498 (7.85)

Hence, the Implicit function theorem implies ﬁn+1 € C*(N(Cpry1, 2N, /), Hpy1) and

Aeryhnir = _L;Jlrl(un+%n+l)(a(a,)\)Qn+1)(EvAaTanLl)- (7.86)

By (54)n, un(e, A) solves (P,) for (g,\) € N(Cns1,2N,, ) (E%ID N(Cn, N 7). Then
(asQn+1)(57 >\a}~ln+1) = Pn+1PnL(VO asun) + Pn(f(un) + g) - Pn+1(f(un + En+1) + g)
+ Py (Df)(un)B:tin — Pyt (Df)(tn + Pni1)O-tin (7.87)

(we use also that P, 1P (Dyu,) = 0 since u,, € H,, see (7)) and

(OrQni1)(E N hng1) = Por1PE(Vodaun) + (OxLe)hni (7.88)
+ eP,(Df)(un)ortn — ePny1(Df)(tn + hpg1)Onty, .

We deduce from (T.84))-([Z.8]) the estimates (.82)) using also (3.20), (F1), (F2), (F3), (S1),, @A), (S5)x,
14, C16), (11, (CCd). We omit the details. m

We now define a C'*-extension of (ﬁn_l,_l)‘anrl onto the whole [0,e9] x A.

Lemma 7.11. (Extension) There is h, 1 € C*([0,60) x A, Hy 1 NU) satisfying hpy1(0,N) =0,
nsallsy < Nty 10esyhnsalls, < Npit? (7.89)

and hy11 is equal to En+1 on N(Crny1, N, 71)-

n

PROOF. Let

 na1(e, N (e,N) if (5,0) € N(Cny1, 2N )
tole =1 | i (e,A) ¢ N(Crir 2N, 7)) (790)

where 1,41 is a C°° cut-off function satisfying

1 if (e,A) €e N(Cng1, N 1)

and |0 n < NZ C.
0 if (5,)) ¢N(Cn+1,2Nr;fl) | NV +1l +1

0<vYnt1 <1, ¢n+15{
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Then |hniills; < [hntills; < NpZr ! by Lemma 78, and,

10yt llss < 10 x sl [Bnsillos + 19 nyBnsallsy < Notf
thanks to the first estimate in (Z.82)), and for Ny large. B
Finally we define u, 11 € C'([0,0) x A, Hpy1 NU) as
Up41 = Up + hn+1 . (791)

By Lemma [Z.11] on N(Cpy1, N, };) we have hyy1 = i~zn+1 that solves equation (Z.76]) and so w1 solves
equation (P,11). Hence (S4),41 holds. By Lemma [TI1] property (52),4+1 holds. Property (S1),41
follows as well because

o T30 (520 1 TR 1
[untlls, < ||U0||51+Z||hk||51 < §+ZN1;071 < §+Nf1§1
k=1 k=1

NT1+S1+1
0

and the estimate [|0(c xyunt1lls, < C(s1) 7~ follows in the same way.

Lemma 7.12. Property (S5)n+1 holds.
PROOF. By the definition of Uy, and since ||hni1lls < |hnitlls, We get

(55)n

~ rdrdri) , , 2
Upit <Up+ hnsills < K'(S)NIAEU, <" K/(S)Np Ao N2 0s11) T2 p2riosth)

The estimate for U}, follows similarly by (Z77), (Z82), (S5),. ®

7.3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]
By Theorem [Tl it remains to prove that the measure estimate (LI0) holds.

Lemma 7.13. The set G defined in (L19) satisfies
Gl=1-0(). (7.92)

PROOF. The A such that ([CI9)) is violated are

ni/23/20c ) Ry where R :={)\e[1/2,3/2] |+ \@ - l+u]|<Nﬁ}. (7.93)
[1|<No,|j|<No

Dividing by A, we have to estimate the £ := 1/\ € [2/3, 2] such that

|tw- l+§,LLJ|<CNOﬁ.

The derivative of the functions glf({) (= +w - |+ Eu; satisfies |8Eg§(§)| = || > Bo > 0, because
Ho(=A+ V(x))1m, = Bol by ([L3). As a consequence, we estimate

<8
_BNTl-

IRE, (7.94)

Then (Z33), (Z), imply

_ NdJrl/
Geni/2s/2ls 3 IR <O R =00)

[l|<No,|j|<No,+
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sinceps >d+v.

Finally we choose

yi=ey with a:=1/(S+1), Ny:=4y "', (7.95)
so that (C21)) is fulfilled for € small enough. The complementary set of C in [0, 9] X A has measure
c mvm c c ~c
el S | U e, () U (@8 1) (10,20] % 6°)
k>1 k>1
< D165, (un—1)| + > [(GR, (un—1))°| + 0l G
k>1 k>1
623, 635, [0 (752 » -
< Ceg ZNk + Cegy < Ceg(Ny " +7) < Ceg™™®

k>1

implying (LI0).
Theorem (L)) is proved with s(d,v) := s1 defined in (T.I6]) and ¢(d,v) := S + 3, see (T8)).

Regularity

Finally, we prove that, if V, f, g, are C° then the solution u(e, A) is in C*° (Td x T"). The argument is
the one of Theorem 3 in [4]. The main point is the proof of the following lemma which gives an a-priori
bound for the divergence of the Sobolev high norms of the approximate solutions w,,, extending property
(55)y,. Its proof requires only small modifications in Lemmata [7.7] [.9]

Lemma 7.14. VS’ > S, )
unlls < C(S")NATHos1+1), (7.96)

PRrOOF. First of all, by the arguments of Lemma [T.7] we get, the estimate
— T/ 6 ’ 7_/
ks (un)ls: < C(S) (NS + N s ) - (7.97)
Note that the multiscale Proposition 1l is valid for any S’ > s1, see ([&H). It requires also the condition

N > Ny(T,S") which is verified for N = N,, with n > ng(S’) large enough.
Then, following the proof of Lemma we obtain

Pnsalls < N (Iralls + 1 Ra(ns)lls)
+ O (NS + N lluals) (Irlloy + 1BaGrsa)ls, ) (7.98)
We also have the analogue of ([79)-(Z.80), namely
I7alls + IR ls < (S unlls + pnsa[Fontallsr)

[rnlls, + 1R (Pns1)ls, < C(S/)Nn_(s _Sl)”un”S’ )
and, by ((98)), we deduce the analogue of (Z8]]), namely

rarillse < C(S YN lunlls + C(SINT A N S =D fun[&r + (S )N 5 pusallnra]l s (7.99)
For n > ng(S’) large enough,

/ irdudo)) / 20)
eC(S )N K% pnir =" eC(S )N Aot <

and (799), (CI6) imply the analogue of (T (1), namely

onslls: < K (SN 52 lunlls + K (SN Ny 0 fun |13 (7.100)

N =
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Of course, hp41 defined in (C90) satisfies (Z.I00) as well. Therefore, as in Lemma [T.12]
lunsills < Nunlls + hasrllsr < 2K (S )NS5 unllse + K (SN Ny =0 [ |3

and we deduce that the sequence HunHHs/N;ng 094D ig hounded, i.e. [T50). m

By (.96) we deduce
1hnlsr < K (S")Np(Titossth), (7.101)

Now, consider any s > s; and write s := (1 — t)s; + S’ where S’ > s, t € (0,1). By interpolation

(70, (2101
halls < K (s, Sl lhalls < K(S)N, TFDEINRE = K (SN, (7.102)

having set o := 2(7; + ds1 + 1), and choosing S’ (large) such that

s—s1  o+2

t= = .
S'—s1 o+1+a«

In conclusion, (ZI02) implies that Z [[hnlls < 400 and so u(e, A) € H?, for any s.
n
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