KAM FOR THE NON-LINEAR SCHRODINGER
EQUATION — A NOT SO SHORT PRESENTATION

L. H. ELIASSON AND S. B. KUKSIN

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The non-linear Schrodinger equation. We consider the d-
dimensional nonlinear Schrodinger equation

F
—iu=—Au+V(r)*u+ Eg—a(x, u,u), u=u(tx)

under the periodic boundary condition # € T¢. The convolution po-
tential V : T¢ — C have real Fourier coefficients V (a), a € Z%, and we
shall suppose it is analytic. (This equation is a popular model for the
‘real’” NLS equation, where instead of the convolution term V * u we
have the potential term Vu.) F' is an analytic function in Ru, Su and
2. When F(z,u,u) = (uti)? this is the cubic Schrodinger equation.
For ¢ = 0 the equation is linear and has time—quasi-periodic solutions

u(t, @) = Y ala)e IO (0 < fa(a)]),
acA
where A is any finite subset of Z?. For € # 0 we have

If |e| is sufficiently small, then there is a large subset U’ of U such
that for all w € U’ the solution u persists as a time—quasi-periodic
solution which has all Lyapounov exponents equal to zero and whose
linearized equation is reducible to constant coefficients.

This is a not so short presentation of the basic ideas behind this
result. A detailed proof is given in [EKO06].

1.2. An oco-dimensional Hamiltonian system. We write

{ U(l’) — Zand ua6i<a,x>

U(SL’) = Zaezd Uaei<_a’x> (Ua = ﬂa).

In the symplectic space {(ug,v,) : a € Z%} = C¥* x C**,

1 Z dug N dvg,

a€Za
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the equation becomes a Hamiltonian system
Ug = ia%’a(h +ef)
Vg = —ia%a(h +cf)
with an integrable part
h(u,v) =Y (]’ + V(a))uav,
aczZd
plus a perturbation

1 _
ef(u,v) = 6(27T)d /]I‘d F(z,u(z),u(x))dz.

The second derivatives of f have a Toplitz invariance :
0 f o0 f

U Oy OULOU

and
o*f B 0% f

Mg cOUp—c  OugOuy

(and similar for the second derivatives with respect to v, vp), for any
ce€ 74
This is easy to see for the cubic Schrédinger where

(1) f(u7 U) = Z UqUpUVcVqg -
a+b—c—d=0

For example

ooy
= Vg
Oou,0uy
ct+d=a+b

which clearly have this invariance.
The non-linear Schrodinger is a real Hamiltonian system. Indeed if

we let
(& Uq
o= () =e ()

1 1 1
2 -7 40)
then, in the symplectic space {(&,,n) =: a € Z4} = CZ* x CZ*,
> déy Adn,,

a€Z4
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the equation becomes
éa = _%(h + 5f)
o= ze(h+ef)

with the integrable part

M m =5 3 (P + V()& +m)

a€Z4

= J&(h+<f), a €,

plus the perturbation € f(&, ) which is real, because F' is a real function
in Ru and Su.

The Toplitz-invariance of the second derivatives can of course be
translated to these coordinates but the description is more complicated
(see Section 7.1).

1.3. The topology. Let £ be a subset of Z¢. The space
2
I(L,R), ~=>0,

is the set of sequences of real numbers £ = {¢, : a € L}, such that

Il = [D lal*{@)?me2lel < oo {a) = max(la], 1).

There is a natural identification of I2(£,R) x I2(£,R), whose elements
are (&,n), with I2(£,R?), whose elements are {£,,7,) : a € L}, and we
will not distinguish between them.

We shall assume that m, > £. Then, in the phase space 13(Z% R?),
our Hamiltonian h + ¢ f is analytic (in some domain @). To see that f
is analytic, consider for example the cubic Schrédinger in the complex
variables (1). Using the estimate

D lual < [ ((a)) 2

u||07

we have
[f (u,0)] < Jlullg lvlg

and it follows easily that f is analytic.
Since the phase space is a Hilbert space, its first differential

(L, R?) 5 (=<, 0cf(C)>

defines a unique vector 9 f(¢) in (3(L,R?), its gradient, and its second
differential

~ 1 - n
(£, R?) 5 ¢ = 5<C OZF(O)C>
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defines a unique matrix 8§f(¢) L x L — gl(2,R), its Hessian, which is
symmetric, i.e.

y Pf >’f

(62(182’1) (C)) - 3zb82a (C)
(Here <-> is the scalar product of the phase space.)

For ¢ € O NI2(Z% R?), v > 0, the gradient and the Hessian veri-
fies certain properties of exponential decay. These properties are most
easily seen in the complex variables (u,v) — consider for example the
cubic Schrodinger (1). The first derivatives of f verify
of 2

5,1 < cte- llull, ol e,

(and similar for the derivative with respect to v,). The second deriva-
tives verify

a

82 f
—vla—c|
3| < cteull ol 7
and ,
i 2
< cte. —v|a+b|
| < cted ol e

(and similar for the second derivative with respect to v, vg).

The exponential decay of the second derivatives Tcan of course be
translated to the real coordinates (£,7n) but the description is more
complicated (see Section 7.1).

1.4. Action-angle variables. Let A be a finite subset of Z¢ and fix
0<pa acA.
The (#.A)-dimensional torus
s +m)=p. a€A
&a=ma=0 a€L=7% A,
is invariant for the Hamiltonian flow when ¢ = 0. In the symplectic

subspace R4 x R4 we introduce, in a neighborhood of this torus, action-
angle variables (., ¢.), a € A,

§a = V 2(pa + ra) COS(@(I)
Na = / Q(pa + ra) Sin(spa)'

In these coordinates the Hamiltonian equations becomes
Ca:J%(h—l—gf) a€ Ll

. 0
Ta:_a_a(h+€f)
o= lhtep) €A
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with the integrable part h(&,n,r) =

> wara+ %Zﬂa(ﬁ +102)

acA a€Ll

(modulo a constant), where

we = la?+V(a), acA,
are the basic frequencies, and

Qo = la?>+V(a), aecL,

are the normal frequencies (of the invariant torus). The perturbation
ef(&,m,r, ) will be a function of all variables (under the assumption,
of course, that the torus lies in the domain of F).

Since h + ¢f is analytic on some domain in (some domain in) the
phase space [2(£,R?) x R* x T4, it extends to a holomorphic function

on a complex domain
2 2
ICllo =/ liEllg + linlly < o

00(07M7p> - |T| < W
S| < p.

1.5. Statement of the result. The Hamiltonian h + cf is a stan-
dard form for the perturbation theory of lower-dimensional (isotropic)
tori with one exception: it is strongly degenerate. We therefore need
external parameters to control the basic frequencies and the simplest
choice is to let the basic frequencies (i.e. the potential itself) be our
free parameters. The parameters will belong to a set

(3) Uc{weRA: |jw| <C}.
The potential V' will be analytic and
(4) V(a)| < Coe™5l9l C5 >0, Ya € L.
The normal frequencies will be assumed to verify
Q| > Cy >0
(5) Q0 + Q| > Cy Va,be L.

€0 — Q| = Cy fa] # [b]

This is fulfilled, for example, if V' is small and A > 0, or if V' is arbitrary
and A is sufficiently large.
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Theorem A. Under the above assumptions, for e sufficiently small
there exist a subset U' C U, which is large in the sense that

Leb (U \ U’) < cte.e®
and for each w € U’, a real analytic symplectic diffeomorphism ®

0Ty o
02, L. L) = o, 1.p)

and a vector ' = W'(w) such that (h, + ef) o ® equals (modulo a
constant)

1
<w,r> +§<C,A(w)(’> +eg,
where
(i)
2 3
g € O™, Irlliclly» [1€115),

(i) the symmetric matriv A(w) has the form

() o)

with Q41 Hermitian and block-diagonal, with finite-dimensional
blocks.

Moreover,

(iii) @ = (P¢, ©,, Py,) verifies, for all (¢, p,7) € O°(%,5,5),
1P¢ = Cllp + [Pr = p + [Py, — 0] < P,
(iv) the mapping w — w'(w) verifies
W' — id‘Lip(U’) < fe.

0 is a constant that depends on the dimensions d, #A, m,, on the con-
stants Cy,...,Cy and on'V and F.

It follows from this theorem that ®({0} x {0} x T4) is a KAM-
torus for the Hamiltonian system of h + ¢f, and it implies the result
mentioned in Section 1.1. We discuss this notion and its consequences
in the next section.

Theorem A, as well as a more generalized version, is proven in

[EK06].
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1.6. Notations. <, > is the standard scalar product in R%. || || is an
operator-norm or [?-norm. | | will in general denote a supremum norm,
with a notable exception: for a lattice vector a € Z¢ we use |a| for the
[2-norm.

A is a finite subset of Z?, and L is its complement. A matrix on £
is just a mapping A: L x L — C or ¢l(2,C). Its components will
be denoted Ab. If Ay, Ay, Az, Ay are scalar-valued matrices on £, then

we identify
(A A
=3 %)
with a ¢l(2, C)-valued matrix through

e ({2 44)

The dimension d will be fixed and m, will be a fixed constant > g.
< means < modulo a multiplicative constant that only, unless oth-
erwise specified, depends on d, m, and #.A.

The points in the lattice Z? will be denoted a,b,c,.... Also d will
sometimes be used, without confusion we hope.
Greek letter a, (3, ... will mostly be used for bounds. Exceptions are

¢ which will denote an element in the torus — an angle — and w, 2.
For two subsets X and Y of a metric space,

dist(X,Y) = inf d(z,y).

rzeX,yeY
(This is not a metric.) X, is the e-neighborhood of X, i.e.
{y : dist(y, X) < e}.

Let B.(x) be the ball {y : d(z,y) < €}. Then X, is the union, over
z € X, of all B.(x).
If X and Y are subsets of R? or Z? we let
X-Y={rz—-—y:zeX, yeY}

— not to be confused with the set theoretical difference X \ Y.

2. KAM-TORI

2.1. KAM-tori. A KAM-torus of a Hamiltonian system in R?* x R4 x
T4 is a finite-dimensional torus with three properties:

(i) invariance — it is invariant under the Hamiltonian flow;
(ii) linearity — the flow on the torus is conjugate to a linear flow
PPt tws
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(iii) reducibility — the linearized equations (the “variational equa-
tions”) on the torus are conjugate to a constant coefficient sys-
tem of the form

L = JA
£
a =07

and JA has a pure point spectrum.

A torus with the two properties (i)+(ii) is nothing more and nothing
less than a quasi-periodic solution.

If the quasi-periodic solution has property (iii), then questions re-
lated to linear stability and Lyapunov exponents “reduces” to a study
of a linear system of constant coefficients, which permits (at least for
finite-dimensional systems) to answer such questions. It also permits
(at least for finite-dimensional systems) to construct higher order nor-
mal forms near the torus.

Reducibility is automatic in two cases: if the torus is one-dimensional
(and phase-space is finite-dimensional) it is just a periodic solution, and
(iii) is a general fact called Floquet theory; if the torus is Lagrangian
(i.e. there is not (-part), then (iii) follows from (i)4(ii)[dILO1]. In
general, however, it is a delicate property which is far from being com-
pletely understood.

KAM is a perturbation theory of KAM-tori. Not only is reducibility
an important outcome but also an essential ingredient in the proof. It
simplifies the iteration since it reduces all approximate linear equations
to constant coefficients. But it does not come for free. It requires a
lower bound on small divisors of the form

() |<k,w> +Q(w) £ Y(w)|, keZA, abeL,

where 2, (w), a € L are the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues of JA(,)
The basic frequencies w will be fixed during the iteration — that’s what
parameters are there for — but the normal frequencies will vary. Indeed
the Q4 (w) are perturbations of |a|?>+V (a) which are not known a priori
but are determined by the approximation process. !

The difficulty associated with the small divisors (x*) may be very
large. There is a perturbation theory, often referred to as the Craig-
Wayne scheme, which avoids this difficulty, but to a high cost: the
approximate linear equations are no longer of constant coefficients.
Moreover it gives persistence of the invariant tori but no reducibility.

LA lower bound on () is strictly speaking not necessary at all for reducibility. Tt
is necessary, however, in order to have reducibility with a reducing transformation
close to the identity.
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2.2. Consequences of Theorem A. The consequences of the theo-
rem is that ®({0,0} x T4) is a KAM-torus for h,s + ¢f. In order to
see this it suffices to show that {¢ = r = 0} is a KAM-torus for k + €y,

1
k =<w,r> +§<C,A(u))§> .

Since
dg 09 0Og
o dp Or
for ( = r = 0, it follows that {¢ = r = 0} is invariant with a flow
@ —  + tw. The linearized equations on this torus become

% — JAW)E + eJalp + tw, w)F
r _ 2
9 — ¢ <a(p +tw,w), (> +eb(p + tw, w)i

where a(p,w) = 725:9(0,0,¢,w) and b(ip,w) = Z5¢(0,0, ¢, w).
These equations can be conjugated to constant coefficients if the

imaginary part of the the eigenvalues of JA(w),
+iQ,(w), a€L,

are non-resonant with respect to w. In order to see this we consider
the equations

i
! <0,Z1(p),w>= JAZ (o) +eJa(yp),
which has a unique smooth solution if w is Diophantine and
<k,w> +Q,(w) #0 Vk € ZA, a € L;
(i)
<0, Z2(p), w>= —Zy(p)JA+ ct(p)

which has a unique smooth solution under the same condition
on w;

(iii)
<0,Z3(¢p),w>= ¢ a(p) Z1() + eb(p) — &3

which has a smooth solution if w is Diophantine and if we chose
[ such that the meanvalue of the right hand side is = 0.

2¢ is used both as the independent time-variable and to denote transposition,
without confusion we hope.
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If we now take

I Zi(p) 0O
Zp)=1| 0 Lo,
Zy(p) Zs(p) 1
then <Z(p),w>=
JA eJa(p) 0O JA 0 0
0 0 0|z -2)| o 0o o],
e'l(le)  eblp) O 0 &8 0

so Z conjugates the linearized equations to

L = JAw)
i
& — cpr

which is constant coefficients.
The conditions on w will hold if we restrict the set U’ arbitrarily
little.

If
1 I I
(6) CZE(—U u)’
then

CTAW)C = i ( tQé‘”) _Qo(w) ) ,

since Q(w) = O (w)+i822(w) is Hermitian. Moreover, there is a unitary
matrix D = D(w) such that

'DQ(w)D = diag(Qq(w))

is a real diagonal matrix, and therefore

(lg 1% >_1i(méw) —Qo(w) ) <€ 109)
_ < diag(Qu(w)) 0 ) .
0 —diag(Q24(w))

So the linearized equations on the torus have only quasi-periodic solu-
tions and, hence, the torus is linearly stable.
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2.3. References. For finite dimensional Hamiltonian systems the first
proof of persistence of stable (i.e. vanishing of all Lyapunov exponents)
lower dimensional invariant tori was obtained in [Eli85, Eli88] and there
are now many works on this subjects. There are also many works on
reducibility (see for example [Kri99, Eli01]) and the situation in finite
dimension is now pretty well understood. Not so, however, in infinite
dimension.

If d = 1 and the space-variable x belongs to a finite segment supple-
mented by Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions, this result was
obtained in [Kuk88] (also see [Kuk93, P5s96]). The case of periodic
boundary conditions was treated in [Bou96], using another multi-scale
scheme, suggested by Frohlich-Spencer in their work on the Anderson
localization [FS83]. This approach, often referred to as the Craig-
Wayne scheme, is different from KAM. It avoids the, sometimes, cum-
bersome condition (xx) but to a high cost: the approximate linear
equations are not of constant coefficients. Moreover, it gives persis-
tence of the invariant tori but no reducibility and no information on
the linear stability. A KAM-theorem for periodic boundary conditions
has recently been proved in [GY05] (with a perturbation F' indepen-
dent of z) and the perturbation theory for quasi-periodic solutions of
one-dimensional Hamiltonian PDE is now sufficiently well developed
(see for example [Kuk93, Cra00, Kuk00]).

The study of the corresponding problems for d > 2 is at its early
stage. Developing further the scheme, suggested by Frohlich—Spencer,
Bourgain proved persistence for the case d = 2 [Bou98]. More recently,
the new techniques developped by him and collaborators in their work
on the linear problem has allowed him to prove persistence in any
dimension d [Bou04]. (In this work he also treats the non-linear wave
equation.)

3. THE HOMOLOGICAL EQUATION

3.1. Normal form Hamiltonians. This is a real Hamiltonian of the
form

1
k= c(w)+ <w,r> +§<C, Alw)C>,

_( h
a=( o o)
is block-diagonal matrix with finite-dimensional blocks (we shall say
more about these blocks in Section 4) and Q(w) = O (w) + Qs (w) is

where
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Hermitian. Since Q(w) is Hermitian the eigenvalues of JA(w) are
+iQ,(w) a€L,

where the §2,(w) are the (necessarly real) eigenvalues of Q(w). (See the
discussion in Section 2.2.)
We also suppose A(w) to be close to

diag(|al? 4+ V (a) Qs
0 diag(|a|* + V (a)
and

10, A(w)]| <

AN,

This implies that
Qu(w) = laf* + V(a)

and C'-small in w.
3.2. The KAM-iteration. Given a normal form Hamiltonian
1
h =<w, r> +§<C, Alw)(>

and a perturbation f. Let T'f be the Taylor polynomial

0 0 1 0?
£(0,0,¢)+ <a—£(0,0790),r> + <a—£(0,0,90),C> +35 <G a_g];

of f — it may also depend on w.
If Tf was = 0 then {¢ = r = 0} would be a KAM-torus for h + f.
But in general we only have

TfeOe).

(0,0,¢)¢>

Suppose now there exist a Taylor polynomial s, i.e. s = Ts, and a
normal form Hamiltonian

1
k=<x(w),r> —|—§<(, B(w)¢> (moduo a constant)
verifying
(7) {h,s} = =Tf+k

— this equation is known as the homological equation.
Let ®! is the flow of

¢ =JE(C pr)
r= _g_;<<7907r)
p=2(C,07).
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If s,k € O(g), then (®' —id) € O(e) and

(h+f)o® =h+ek+ [} S(h+tf+(1—t)k)odldt
=htk+ [[({h+tf+ (1 —t)k,es} + f — k) o Bldt
=h+k+ [ ({tf+ (1= 0k, s} + f—Tf)oddt
=h+k+[(f-Tf)+ fi].

So ®! transforms h,, + f to a new normal form A/, = h,, + k plus a new
perturbation f’. Since
T(f') € O,
also
e 0
when the domain is sufficiently restricted.

If we can solve the homological equation (7), not only for the normal
form Hamiltonian h but also for all normal form Hamiltonians h’, close
to h, then we will be able to make an iteration which will converge to a
solution as in Theorem A if the estimates a good enough. So the basic
thing in KAM is to solve and estimate the solution of the homological
equation.

It is clear from the discussion above that it is enough to solve a
slightly weaker version of the homological equation, namely

(8) {h,s} = =Tf+k+ O(?).

3.3. The homological equation. We write s as

1
So1(¢)+ <So2(), r> + <Si(p), > +5 <G Sy(p)C>
and k as )
c+ <x,r> +§<C, B(> .

The homological equation (8) now decomposes into four linear equa-
tions.

(9) <850501(90)7 w>= _f(oa 07 90) +c+ 0(82);
<ag0502<90)7 w>= _%«)7 Oa ()0) + X + O<€2)7

In these equations, we are forced to take

c=<f(0,0,-)> and x :<Z_§(O’ 0,)>,

where <g> is the mean value

(2;)(1 /W g(p)dep.
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0
(10) <0,51(p), w> +JAS(¢) = —a—g(O, 0,¢) + O(e?).
<8¢Sg(g0), w> +AJSQ(Q0> — SQ(QO) JA
(11) = —24(0,0,¢) + B + O(&?
- 84‘2 7 7g0 6 )‘
The most delicate of these equations is the last one which is related
to reducibility. This is an equation for gl(2, R)-valued matrices

Q QL o
A and B= <’~‘Q}2 Q’f ), Q = Q)+,
and
0% f
SQ(SO) and F(@) = aCQ (070790)

If we write F(p) = 'CF(¢)C and Sy(p) = 'C'S5(¢)C, then equation
(11) becomes

% {0 QY 5 - 0 Q
<50 wm—i (1 o ) IS s () -

~ S 0
~Fo)+i( gy 5 ) +OUP).
This equation decouples into four equations for scalar-valued matri-
ces. These are of the form

(12)  <0,R(p),w> £i(QAR(p) + R(¢)'Q) = G(p) + O(c*),
for the diagonal terms, and of the form
(13)  <0R(p),w> £i(QR(p) — R(p)Q) = G(p) — Q' + O(?)

for the off-diagonal terms.

The last equation is underdetermined and there are several possible
choices of €. One such choice would be <G> which would give an
Hermitian matrix, but in general not a block diagonal matrix. So the
Hamiltonian A" = h+ k would not be on normal form. Instead we shall
make the “smaller” choice.

Due to the exponential decay of the second order derivatives of the
Hamiltonian (discussed in Section 1.3) the matrix G verifies

Gle)al See™ aber,
and we can truncate the matrices away from the diagonal at distance

1).

A’ =~ log(—
£
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We then take

14 =
) T 0T £

Since the left hand side of the equations (9-13) are linear operators
with constant coefficients, equations (9-14) can be solved in Fourier
series and to get a solution we must prove the convergence of these
Fourier series and estimate the solution. This requires good estimates

on the small divisors, i.e. the eigenvalues of the linear operators in the
left hand side.

(Q/)b _ { <Gg> ’a‘ = ’b‘> ‘Cl - b‘ < A’

3.4. Small Divisors and the second Melnikov condition. Since
the equations are to be solved only modulo O(&?) and since all functions
are analytic in , we can truncate all Fourier series to order
1
/ ~
A"~ log(e).
We want to bound the eigenvalues (in absolute value) in the left hand
side from below by some quantity x which should be small but much
larger than e, say
K = 9P
for some small exponent exp.
For equation (9), the eigenvalues of the left hand side operator are

i <k,w> keZA 0<|kl <.
These are all larger (in absolute value) than « for all w € U except on
a small set of Lebesgue measure
< (A,
The eigenvalues in equation (10) are
i <k,w> +iQw) keZA |k <p, acl,
where the Q,(w):s are the eigenvalues of A(w). By the assumption on
Aw),
Qu(w) = |af* +V(a)

and is C'-small in w. Therefore there are only finitely many eigenvalues
which are not large, and these can be controlled by an appropriate
choice of w.

Equation (12) is treated in the same way:.

It is the equation (13) which give rise to serious problems. If we

define 0’ by (14) and take into account the exponential decay of the
matrices, then he eigenvalues of equation (13) are

i(Qa(w) = Q(w))) fa—b <A, af # 0],
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(which are all 2 1 by assumption (5)) and

(15) i <k,w> +i(Q(w) — Qp(w)))
keZA 0<|k| <A |a—bl <A

In one space dimension d = 1 we have
[Qa(w) = Qp(w)] — o0

when |a| — oo, |a —b] < A/, except for a = b. Therefore there are
only finitely many eigenvalues which are not large, and these can be
controlled by an appropriate choice of w.

But in dimension d > 2 there are infinitey many eigenvalues which
are not large. How to control (15) — known as the second Melnikov
condition — is the main difficulty in the proof. But before we turn to
this question we shall discuss more closely the normal form.

4. BLOCKS AND LIPSCHITZ-DOMAINS

4.1. Blocks. In this section d > 2. For a non-negative integer A we
define an equivalence relation on L generated by the pre-equivalence
relation

jaf* = [b”

la — b < A.

Let [a]a denote the equivalence class (block) of a, and let Ea be the
set of equivalence classes. It is trivial that each block [a] is finite with
cardinality

a~b<:>{

d—1
< lal
that depends on a. But there is also a uniform A-dependent bound.

Lemma 4.1. Let
da = sup(diam[a]a ).

a

Then
dy < ASE
Proof. We give the proof in dimension d = 2, the general case being
treated in Section 4 of [EK06].
It suffices to consider the case when there are a, b, ¢ € [a]a such that
a — b and a — c are linearly independent and

la — bl, |a — c|eA.
(If not, then [a]an = {a,b} and the result is obvious.)
Since |al? = |b]? = |¢|? it follows that
{ <a,a —b>= X|la — b|?

<a,a —c>= §|a— C|?
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Since a — b and a — ¢ are integervalued independent vectors it follow

from this equation that
la| < A%
O

The blocks [a]a have a rigid structure when |a| is large. For a vector
c€Z%\ 0 let
a. € (a+Re)NZ?
be the lattice point b on the line a + Re¢ with smallest norm — if there
are two such b’s we choose the one with <b, c>> 0.

Lemma 4.2. Given a and ¢ # 0 in Z%. For all t, such that
ja+ te] > di(lac| + el |l
the set [a + tc|a — (a + te) is independent of t and L to c.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove this for a = a.

Let b € [a+ t|_D for some fixed ¢ as in the lemma. This implies, be
Lemma ?7, that |b| < da and that |b+ a + tc|*> = |a + tc|>. This last
relation is equivalent to

2t <b, c> +2 <b,a> +[b|* = 0.
If <b,c># 0, then
la+tc] <la|+ |t <b,c> ||c?
= |a] +| <b,a> +35[b]||c]
< (1 +da)lalle] + 3dilcl?,
but this is impossible under the assumption on a + tc.

Therefore <b, ¢c>= 0 and hence [a + tc]a — (a + tc) L ¢. Moreover
b+ a+ sc|> = |a+ sc|? for all s, soif [b] < A, then

b+ a+ sc)a = [a+ sc|a Vs.

To conclude, let by = a, by, ..., b, be the elements of [a|n ordered in
such a way that b;41 — b;|;eA for all j. Then the preceding argument
shows that

b+ a+ sc)a = [a+ scla Vs
O

Description of blocks when d = 2,3. For d = 2, we have outside
{la] :< da ~ A3}
* rank[a]a = 1 if, and only if, a € 2 4 b* for some 0 < [b] < A -
then [a]a = {a,a — b} ;
* rank|a]n = 0 otherwise — then [a|n = {a}.
For d = 3, we have outside {|a| :< da ~ A?}
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* rank[a]a = 2 if, and only if, @ € 2 4+ b= N + ¢* for some 0 <
b, |c| < 2A linearly independent — then [a]an D {a,a—b,a—c};

* rank[a]a = 1 if, and only if, a € 2 + b for some 0 < [b] < A -
then [a|a = {a,a — b};

* rank[a]a = 0 otherwise — then [a]a = {a}.

4.2. Normal form matrices and Hamiltonians. We say that a
(scalar-valued) matrix X : £ x £ — C is on normal form — denoted
NFa —if

(i) X is Hermitian;

(ii) X is block-diagonal over over En, i.e.

XL=0 it [a]s # [a.

We say that our normal form Hamiltonians

1
h=ct+ <w,r> +§<C, A(w)(>,

2 Qe
()
is NFa if Q = Q) +iQy is N Fa.
Clearly if h is N Fa for some A < A/, then by the choice of € in
(14) B’ = h+ k is N Fas, where
1
k=ct+ <x,r> +§<(, B(>

is determined in Section 3.3.

4.3. Lipschitz domains. For a non-negative constant A and for any
c € Z%\ 0, let the Lipschitz domain

DA(C) CLxL
be the set of all (a,b) such that there exist a’, v € Z¢ and t > 0 such

that
la=a"+tc] > A(|d'[ +|c]) ]
=0 +tc[ > A(|V'] +|c]) |c]
and
M, 1ol > 2A%
el e

The Lipschitz domains are not so easy to grasp, but it is easy to
verify

Lemma 4.3. Let A > 3.
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(i) If a =d +tc| < A(|d| + |e])|e|, t > 0,, then
la] _ <a,c>
lel ™ e
(i) If a = a’ + toc| < A(|d| + |¢c])|c|, 70 > 0, then
la' + tc|?* > |a’ + toc|® + (t — to)?|c|* Vt > to.
In particular, if (a,b) € Da(c), then
(a +tc,b+tc) € Dy(c) Vit >0.

~t 2 Al

Proof. (i) The inequality |a' + tc| < |d| + t|c] < (|d']| + t)|c| gives
immediately that ¢ > Alc|.
It also gives
A(ld| + [el) < la'] + 1,
which implies that

o] < ——
“A-1
Since
|lal <a,c> la’|

we are done.
(ii) Let s =t — ty. Then
la + sc|* = |a|® + s°|c|* + 25 <a, c>
and

/
25 <a,c>= 2sto|c[*+ <d', e>> 2sto(|c]* — i

)
which is > 0. O
A bit more complicated is
Lemma 4.4. For any |a| 2 A*¢7L, there exist c € 72,
0 < e AT,

such that
la| > A(lac] +|¢]) |¢|, <a,e>> 0.

Proof. For all K 2 1 thereis a ¢ € Z¢N {|z| < K} such that
1.1
§ = dist(c,Ra) < C’l(E)ﬂ

where C only depends on d.
To see this we consider the segment I' = [0, ‘%('a] in R? and a tubular

neighborhood I'. of radius e:
vol(T',) ~ Ke®'.
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The projection of R? onto T? is locally injective and locally volume-
preserving. If ¢ 2 (%)ﬁ, then the projection of I'. cannot be injective
(for volume reasons), so there are two different points x,z’ € I'. such
that

r—1 =ceZ%\0.

Then al
a
| C| ~ _5
|
Now A
Alac] + |c]) || < 2AK? + Cy—— |a] .
Ka1
If we choose K = (2C5A)471, then this is < |al. O

The most important property is that finitely many Lipschitz domains
cover a “neighborhood of oo” in the following sense.

Corollary 4.5. For any A, N > 1, the subset
{lal + o] Z A"} N {la—b] < N} c 27 x Z¢

18 contained in
U Dale)
0<le|<Ad—1

for any

A
< ——1.
- N+1

Proof. Let |a| 2 A??~!. Then there exists 0 < |¢] < A9 such that
la| > A(|ac| + |c]) |¢|. Clearly (because d > 2)

la] > 2A% > 207
¢
If we write a = a. + tc then b = a. + b — a + tc. Then

Qlac +b—al +e])]e] < Qlac| + |e])]e] + Q([b — al|¢]
< Allac| +[ef)le] = [b = allc]
< la| = [b—a| <0,

if and only if
(€ = A)(Jac| + ) = (2 +1)|b - al,

which holds by the assumption on §2. Moreover

MEM—NZQAQ—NEQQQ.
| e
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5. TOPLITZ-LIPSCHITZ MATRICES (d = 2)
5.1. Toplitz at co. We say that a matrix
X:LxL—-C
has a Toplitz-limit at oo in the direction c if, for all a,b
Jim X218 3 = X2(0)
X(c) is a new matrix which is T6plitz in the direction ¢, i.e.
Xotele) = X,(0).

We say that X is Toplitz at oo if it has a Toplitz-limit in any direction
c.

Ezample. Consider the equation (13) for the unperturbed Hamiltonian,
i.e.
Q = diag(|a> + V(a)).
Then
R (k)P

a

Je i(<k,w> +|al? — |b]2 + V(a) = V(b))

and if the small divisors are all # 0 then R(k) is a well-defined matrix
L x L — C. Replacing a,b by a + tc,b+ tc and letting ¢ — oo we see
two different cases. If <a — b, c>7# 0 then the limit exist and is = 0 as
long as |G(k)2+%| is bounded. If <a — b, c>= 0 then the limit exist as
long as |G(k)2*%| has a limit:

G(k)a(o)

a

(<k,w> +laf* — [b]?)

R0 (€)= -

a

Hence the matrix R(k) is Toplitz at oo if G(k) is Toplitz at co.

If X:LxL — Cisa Toplitz matrix, let us consider the block
decomposition of X into finite-dimensional submatrices

X2 = {X!:a € [ala, binfb]a}.

[a

The dimension of X[{ﬂi varies with a and b, but if (a,b) € Dx(c), A >
d%, then (by Lemma 4.2)

xla (te) = ylbttcda

l[a]a [a+tc]a

is a well-defined matrix which depends on the parameter ¢ > and has
a limit as t — oo.
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5.2. Toplitz-Lipschitz matrices. We define the supremum-norm

X, = sup [X[oe7,
a,beL

and if X is Toplitz at oo, the Lipschitz-constant
Lipy,X = sup  sup |X!— X0(c)| max(M, M)e”'“’“
c€29\0 (a,b)e D4 (c) lc| " |c]

and the Lipschitz-norm

<X >p,=Lipy , X +[X], .
We say that the matrix X is Toplitz-Lipschitz if

<X >p,< 00
for some A, 7.
Ezample. Consider R(k) from the example above. If
(a,b) € Dp(c), A>3,
then
o = a’ +tc| < A(Jd| +[le])]e] and [b ="+ te] < A(JV] + [[e])]e].

By Lemma ??7 we have

R(k)® — O’ max(M M)e“*"’_bl
c

a _ _ ela=b|
<a—b,c> +3(<k,w> +|a|? — V> + V(a) = V(b))

which is

~
~

| GO

YNa=bl < |7
<a —b,c> ¢ S| ‘7

if A, hence t, is sufficiently large.
If <a — b,c>= 0 then

R(k)2 — R()(c): max(%, %) ot

a

1 2

< 1
™ <k,w> +|a/|2 — |V|?

<k,w> +|a'|? — |b'|?

G(k:)‘

LipM(é(k:)H‘

Y



A NOT SO SHORT PRESENTATION 23

if A, hence t, is sufficiently large. Here we have used the decay of V to
bound

V(d +tc) — (b +te)|t < 1.
In particular, the matrix I%(k:) is Toplitz-Lipschitz if G (k) is Toplitz-
Lipschitz.

5.3. A multiplicative formula. In Section 2 of [EK06] we prove the
following multiplicative property.

Proposition 5.1. Let X1, X5 : L x L — C be Toplitz-Lipschitz matri-
ces with exponential decay off-diagonal, i.e.

|Xj|7 <oo j=12 v>0.
Then X1 X5 1s Toplitz-Lipschitz and
<XiXo>a434S
A2( . )d+1[<X1 ZAm |X2’ + |X1|"/1 <X >A7”/2]7
where one of 1,72 is =~y and the other one is = '.
Let Xq,...,X, : L x L — C be Toplitz-Lipschitz matrices with ex-
ponential decay off-diagonal, i.e.
| Xjl, <o j=1,....n, v>0.
Then X --- X, is Toplitz-Lipschitz and
<X X, >A+3,7’,§
N ()< X >0 [Xal, + X)L, <Xo>an],

where one of 1,72 is = 7y and the other one is = '.

Notice that the second estimate is not an interation of the first esti-
mate.
Linear differential equation. Consider the linear system
d
X(0)=1.
where A(t) is Toplitz-Lipschitz with exponential decay. The solution
verifies

o0 to t1 tnh—1
X (to) :I+Z/O /0 /O A(t)A(Ly) . .. A(ty)dt, . . . dtydt.
n=1

Using Proposition 5.1 we get for v/ <

<X( ) = I>pp6y S
=) It] eXP(Cte( ) [tla(t)) supysi <) <A(S)>a4,

A2 (2
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where

a(t) = sup [A(s)|

osisi<i
6. ESTIMATES OF SMALL DIVISORS
6.1. A basic estimate.
Lemma 6.1. Let f: 1 =] —1,1[— R be of class C" and
fM®)]>1 vtel
Then, Ye > 0, the Lebesgue measure of {t € I : |f(t)| < e} is
< cte.si,
where the constant only depends on n.

Proof. We have |f(") (t)‘ > e for all t € I. Since
t
FOUE) = f 0 () = / ™ (s)ds,
to

we get that {f(”_l)(t)‘ > e for all t outside an interval of length < 2.
By induction we get that | f("=7)(¢)| > en for all ¢ outside 277! intervals
of length < 2. Jj = n gives the result. 0

Remark. The same is true if

) >
Dréljaél‘f )| >1 vtel

and f € C"*!. In this case the constant will depend on |f|ns:.

Let A(t) be a real diagonal N x N-matrix with diagonal components
a; which are C' on I =] —1,1[ and

di()y>1  j=1,...,N, Vtel.
Let B(t) be a Hermitian N x N-matrix of class C! on I =] — 1, 1] with

1
IB@lI<; viel

Lemma 6.2. The Lebesgue measure of the set

tel: min M) < e
{ )\(t)EJ(A(t)-i-B(t))‘ ( )‘ }

18
< cte.Neg,

where the constant is independent of N.
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Proof. Assume first that A(t) + B(t) is analytic in ¢t. Then each eigen-
value A(¢) and its (normalized) eigenvector v(t) are analytic in ¢, and
N(t) =<v(t), (A'(t) + B'(t))v(t)>

(scalar product in C). Under the assumptions on A and B, this is

>1-— % Lemma 6.1 applied to each eigenvalue A(t) gives the result.
If B is non-analytic we get the same result by analytic approxima-

tion. 0

We now turn to the main problem.

6.2. The second Melnikov condition (d = 2). Consider a matrix
X : L x £ — C that depends C! on w € U. If H(w) and 9, H(w) are
Toplitz at ; for all w € U then we define

<H>gay=sup(< H(w>p, <0,H(w>p).
{U} U

If this norm is finite, then, clearly, the convergence to the Toplitz-limits
is uniform in w both for (H(w) and 0, H (w).

Proposition 6.3. Let A’ > 1 and 0 < k < 1. Assume that U verifies
(3), that

Q = diag(|a* + V(a) s a € L)
verifies (4) and that H : L x L — C wverifies

(16) I HW <t wew

~4
(Il is the operator norm.) Assume also that H(w) and 0,H(w) are

Toplitz at oo and N Fa for allw € U.
Then there exists a subset U' C U,

Leb(U\U') <
cte. maX(A/7 dZA, A)exp+#A_1(Cl+ <H >{3})dH%C#A_1,
such that, for allw € U', 0 < |k| < A’ and all
(17) dist([a]a, [D]a) < A’

we have

a(w) € o((Q+ H)(W)a)a)
18) |<k,w> +a(w) —Bw)| >k V A
s R ET  btart
Moreover the k-neighborhood of U \ U’ satisfies the same estimate.

The exponent exp is a numerical constant. The constant cte. depends
on #A and on Cs, Cs.



26 L. H. ELIASSON AND S. B. KUKSIN

Proof. The proof goes in the following way: first we prove an estimate
in a large finite part of £ (this requires parameter restriction); then we
assume an estimate “at oo” of £ and we prove, using the Lipschitz-
property, that this estimate propagate from “occ0” down to the finite
part (this requires no parameter restriction); in a third step we have
to prove the assumption at oo.

Let us notice that it is enough to prove the statement for A’ >
max (A, d4). We let [ ] denote [ |a. Let Q ~ (A')%

For each k, [a]a, [b]a it follows by Lemma 6.2 the set of w such that
|<k,w> +a(w) — B(w)| < k

has Lebesgue measure
K _
N dZWC# A
K

1. Finite part. For the finite part, let us suppose a belongs to
1
(19) {a€L:la <(C,+—dd <H>{A})Q2d_1}7
K1 U

8 where ky = k3 = 1. These are finitely many possibilities and (18),
is fulfilled, for all [a] satisfying (19), all [b] with |a —b] < A’ and all
0 < |k| < A, outside a set of Lebesgue measure

(20) < (Cy+di <H>{{}})d9d(2d_1)(ﬁ')d+#““‘l%C#A‘l,
1

Let us now get rid of the diagonal terms V(a,w) = Qu(w) — |af?
which, by (4), are

< 0267‘(1'03 .

We include them into H. Since they are diagonal, H will remain on
normal form. Due to the exponential decay of V., H and 9,H will re-
main Toplitz at co. The Lipschitz norm gets worse but this is innocent
in view of the estimates. Also the estimate of J,H (w) gets worse, but if
a is outside (19) then condition (16) remains true with a slightly worse
bound, say

I, Hw) <2, wel.

col w

So from now on, a is outside (19) and

Q. = |a)*.

3In this proof < depends on #.A and on Cs, Cs.
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2. Condition at co. For each vector ¢ € Z¢ such that 0 < |¢| < Q471
we suppose that the Toplitz limit H(c,w) verifies (18),, for (17) and
for
(21) ([a] = [0]) L c.

It will become clear in the next part why we only need (18),, and (17)
under the supplementary restriction (21).

3. Propagation of the condition at oo. We must now prove that for
|b—a| < A" and an a € £ outside (19), (18), is fulfilled.
By the Corollary 4.5 we get

(ab)e |J Dalo) o~

A

0<|c|<Qd-1
Fix now 0 < |¢] < Q%! and (a,b) € Do/(c). By Lemma 4.2 — notice
that Q' > d4 -

[a+tc] =[a] +tc and [b+tc] = [b] +tc

for ¢ > 0 and

la]| —a, [b] =0 L ¢
It follows that

tli)rgo H(w)jattqg = H(c,w) and tlirglo H(w)pitg = H(c,w)p)-
The matrices Qy14 and Q14 do not have limits as ¢ — oo. How-
ever, for any (#[a] x #[b])-matrix X,
Q[a+tc]X — XQ[b+tc] = Q[a]X — XQ[()} +2t <a—b,c> X

for t > 0, and we must discuss two different cases according to if
< ¢, b—a>=0 or not.
Consider for ¢t > 0 a pair of continuous eigenvalues

{ ar € o((Q+ H(W))atte)
Br € o((Q+ H(w))prea)

Case I: <¢,b —a>= 0. Here
(Q+ H(W))artg X — X(Q+ H(W))preq
equals
(la]* + H(@))areg X = X(b]* + H(w))pseq

— the linear and quadratic terms in ¢ cancel!
By continuity of eigenvalues,

tliglo(at — B) = (oo — Bo),
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where
{ oo € o((Jaf” + H(c,w))w)
Bre € a(([b]* + H(e,w))p)
Since [a] and [b] verify (21), our assumption on H(c,w) implies that
(oo — Poo) verifies (18),;.
For any two a,a’ € [a] we have, since a violates (19) and |a—d'| < da,
ol le
el el
Hence

|al d
||H(w)[a} — H(C,w)[a]H H S dA <H>{l/}},

because A’ > A, and the same for [b]. Recalling that a and, hence, b
violate (19) this implies
K
||H(w)[d] —H(c,w)[d]H S Zl, d:a,b.
By Lipschitz-dependence of eigenvalues (of Hermitian operators) on
parameters, this implies that
K

(0 = o) — (Ao = Boo)| < 51
and we are done.

Case II: <c¢,b —a>+# 0. We write a = a. + 7¢, where is the lattice
point on the line a + Re¢ with smallest norm — if there are two such
points we choose the one with <a.,c>> 0.

Since

lal > Q' (lac| + [e]) |e]
it follows that
a.| < ——-.
' |c]
Now, o — f3y differs from |a|* — |b|* by at most
2[|Hw)|| Sdy <H
I S d <H> gy,
and
la|* — |b]> = =27 <¢,b— a> —2 <ae,b—a> —|b—al’.
Since | <¢,b —a> | > 1 it follows that
T 5 ‘Oéo — ﬁo‘ -+ |CLC’A, -+ (A/)z -+ ddA <H>{[/}} .
If now |ag — fo| S C1A' then |a| < ac| + |7 ¢| is

< cte.(lac| A"|e| + C1(A)? [e] + di <H >4y |e])
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—_

< —la| + cte.(CL(A)? |c| + d} <H>{A} |c]).

[\]

Since a violates (19) this is impossible. Therefore |ag — Go| = C1A’
and (18), holds.
Hence, we have proved that (18), holds for any

(a,b) € UO<|c|SQd*1 Do (c)
(a,b) € (17)
under the condition at oco. Therefore (18), holds for any (a,b) € (1

7).
4 Proof of condition at co. Let ¢; be a primitive vector in 0 < |¢;| <

|
Q4-1 and let G be the Téplitz limit H(c;). Then G verifies (16), G(w)
and éL,G(w) are Toplitz at oo and

<G>{/{}}§<H>{(/}} .

Clearly G(w) is Hermitian and, by Lemma 4.2, G(w) and 0,G(w) are
block diagonal over Ea, i.e. G(w) and 9,G(w) are N Fp. Moreover G
is Toplitz in the direction ¢y,

GZﬂ;‘?l G, Va,b,tc.

We want to prove that G verifies (18),, for all (a,b) € (17) 4 (21).,,
i.e. for all

la—b] S A" and  ([a] — [b]) L ¢.
Since G is Toplitz in the direction ¢; it is enough to show this for
So ) and | <b,
1] | 1]

But then all divisors are large except finitely many which we can
treat as above. 0

(22) | <a, = < lal.

7. FUNCTION WITH TOPLITZ-LIPSHITZ PROPERTY (d = 2)

7.1. Toplitz structure of the quadratic differential. The qua-

dratic differential ,

<<7 8_<2f(07 s T>C>

has the form

<G A= <o, AL,

a,beL
where A: L x L — gl(2,R) is a gl(2,R)-valued matrix. It is uniquely
determined by the symmetry condition

A= Ap.
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Its properties are best seen in the complex variables
Pb Qb
t b __ a Y a
(CAC), = < Q D)
Consider for example the Schrodinger equation with a cubic poten-
tial, i.e.

F(z,u,u) = u*u*.

Then
az _ —i(¢p, +0by)
Pa1 = E 2/Tp, b, € 17 %2
b1,boe A
b1+b2=ai+az
and

by _ i(Pay —¥by)
o = E 8y/Ta T € ¥ 170/,
a1,b1 €A
a1—by=a2—bso

In particular
P is symmetric
@ is Hermitian.

Moreover @) is Toplitz,

Qufe=Qu Va,b.c
and (since A is finite) its elements are zero at finite distance from
the diagonal. In particular, this matrix is Toplitz-Lipschitz and has

exponential decay off the diagonal a = b. P is also Toplitz-Lipschitz
with exponential decay but in a different sense:

b—c __ b
P =P] Va,b,c,

and has exponential decay off the “anti-diagonal” {a = —b}.

7.2. Toplitz-Lipschitz matrices £ x £ — gl(2,R). We consider the
space gl(2,C) of all complex 2 x 2-matrices provided with the scalar
product

Tr(*AB).

0 1
J= < ol ) .
and consider the orthogonal projection 7 of gl(2,C) onto the subspace
M =CI+CJ.

Let

For a matrix
A:Lx L — gl(2,C)
we define mA through

(rAY = rAb Va,b.
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We define the supremum-norms

A = sup |Ab|e7*F
(a,b)ELXL

and
+ —
|Al, = max(|7A|], |[A—7A[).

A is said to have a Toplitz-limit at oo in the direction c if, for all a, b
the two limits

lim A% 3 = Ab(£, ¢).

t—+00

A(#, ¢) are new matrices which are Toplitz/ “anti-Toplitz” in the di-
rection c, i.e.

AT+ ) = Al(he) and A=) = A= 0).
If |A], < 00,7 >0, then
TA(=,¢) = (A= 7A)(+,¢) = 0.

We say that A is Toplitz at oo if all Toplitz-limits A(=+, ¢) exist.
We define the Lipschitz-constants

b
Lipy  A=sup sup [(A—A(£,¢)),”| maX(M7 u>67\a¢b\
c¢#0 (a,b)e€Dy(c) |c| |C|

and the Lipschitz-norm
<A>p = max(Lipf ,wA + [ Al Lipy (I —m)A+[(I —m)A]).

We say that A Toplitz-Lipschitz if <A>, < oo for some A,~. The
most important property is a product formula.

Proposition 7.1. Let Ay,..., A, : L X L — C be Toplitz-Lipschitz
matrices with exponential decay off-diagonal, i.e.

|Aj|7 <oo j=1,....,n, v>0.
Then Ay --- A, is Toplitz-Lipschitz and

<Ay Ay e
1 _
(cte.) A% (25) "D e ng-j;%" 1451, <Ak>aq:
J

where all vy, ...,v, are =~ except one which is =~ .
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7.3. Functions with To6plitz-Lipschitz property. Let O7(o) be
the set of vectors in the complex space li(ﬁ,@) of norm less than o,
ie.
O"(0) ={C e C-xC - |[¢], < a}.
Our functions f : 0% o) — C will be defined and real analytic on
the domain O°%(c). * Its first differential

A ~ 0
%wﬂ39CHK65?O>

defines a unique vector g—’;(g ) in 13(£,C), and its second differential
N . T
B(£.€) 3 ( =<C, 55(0)c>
fileﬁnes a unique matrix %(C ) L x L — gl(2,C) which is symmetric,
ie.
A = Ag

We say that f is Tdplitz at oo if the matrix gig;(g) is Toplitz at oo

for all ¢ € O%). We define the norm

[f]A,’Y,O‘
to be the smallest C' such that
F(Q) < C ¥ € 0Y()
10c (O, < 2C V(e O (o), VY <7,
<Pf(Q)>ay< HC V(e O (o), VY <.

7.4. A short remark on the proof of Theorem A. Our Hamiltoni-
ans are functions of ¢ = (§,7),r, ¢ and w. We measure these functions
in a norm given by

e the [ |5, o-norm for ¢
e the sup-norm over a complex domain || < p and |Sp| < p
e the C'-norm in w.

In this norm we estimate the solution s, k of the homological equation
(8) (described in Section 3.3) and the transformed Hamiltonian

W+ f = (h+f)od
where ®! is the time-one-map of the Hamiltonian vector field of s,

In order to carry this out we study the behavior of this norm under
truncations, Poisson brackets, flows and compositions.

4The space I2(L,C) is the complexification of the space I2(L, R) of real sequences.
“real analytic” means that it is a holomorphic function which is real on O°(c) N
2(L,R).
’Y b)
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