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Abstract

We consider the planar three-body problem perturbed by a celestial body
modeled as a time-dependent perturbation that decays in time. We assume
that the motion of the celestial body is given and is unbounded with a non-
zero asymptotic velocity. We prove the existence of orbits converging in time
to some motions that are “close” to the quasiperiodic solutions associated
with the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem.

The proof relies on an abstract theorem that contains a substantial por-
tion of the mathematical complexities presented in this work. This theorem
is flexible and can be applied to many other physical phenomena. It con-
siders Hamiltonian vector fields that are the sum of two components. The
first possesses quasiperiodic solutions, and the second decays polynomially
fast as time tends to infinity. We prove the existence of orbits converging in
time to some motions that are “close” to the quasiperiodic solutions associ-
ated with the unperturbed system. It generalizes a previous work where a
stronger polynomial decay in time was considered, and solutions converging
in time to the quasiperiodic orbits associated with the unperturbed system
were proved. In the abstract theorem contained in the present paper, the
too-weak decay in time of the perturbation strongly modifies the dynamic
at infinity. This serious difficulty requires a deep modification of the proof.
This new strategy relies on the application of a Nash-Moser implicit function
theorem (the previous result was proved with the fixed point theorem) and
the introduction of weak solutions (in this case, the orbits do not converge
to the quasiperiodic solutions associated with the unperturbed system).
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mechanics, 3 + 1 body problem.
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1 Introduction

Many physical phenomena can be described by dynamical systems subjected to a
perturbation that decays in time. For instance, a molecule interacting with another
molecule or with a laser pulse [21, 7], and in reference [35], one can observe the
development of some epidemiological models. In the present paper, we consider
the planar three-body problem perturbed by a given celestial body. The motion
of this celestial body is a given smooth function c(t), which depends on time, and
only the planetary system is influenced by c(t). More specifically, we assume that

lim
t→+∞

|c(t)| = +∞, lim
t→+∞

d

dt
|c(t)| = vc > 0. (1.1)

In other words, c(t) diverges in time with a nonzero asymptotic velocity. This
model can describe many celestial phenomena. For example, the case of the pla-
nar three-body problem perturbed by a given comet coming from and going back
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to infinity asymptotically along a hyperbolic Keplerian orbit. In this case, if the
comet is very far from the planetary system, one can assume that, in a first ap-
proximation, c(t) is not influenced by the gravitational attraction exerted by the
planetary system. Another interesting example is the planar three-body problem
perturbed by a big star moving in a uniform rectilinear motion. The star, because
of its large mass, in a first approximation, is not affected by the motion of the
other three planets.

On a suitable phase space, the Hamiltonian that describes the planar three-
body problem plus the celestial body is a time-dependent Hamiltonian of the form

H t = H0 +H t
c, (1.2)

where H0 is the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem, and H t
c is respon-

sible for the interaction of the three bodies with the celestial body c(t). We will
call H t the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem plus the celestial body
(P3BP+CB).

We recall that, in 1963, Arnold proved the existence of quasiperiodic solutions
for the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem [3]. In this work, however,
we follow the setting of Féjoz [16], which provides more general solutions. Indeed,
in a rotating frame of reference, the author proves the existence of quasiperi-
odic orbits with three frequencies for the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body
problem. Before the symplectic reduction by the symmetry of rotations, these
quasiperiodic motions have one additional frequency, namely the angular speed of
the simultaneous rotation of the three ellipses. Furthermore, before the symplectic
reduction by the symmetry of translations, each of these invariant tori translates
into a 1-parameter family of invariant tori parametrized by the center of mass of
the planetary system. That is an invariant cylinder supporting quasiperiodic solu-
tions. We refer to Section 7 for a more in-depth description of the result obtained
by Féjoz.

In the present paper, in a neighborhood of the above-mentioned invariant cylin-
der, we fix the motion of the celestial body c(t), satisfying (1.1), and we study how
it perturbes the three-body problem. The Hamiltonian (1.2), which describes this
dynamical system, depends explicitly on time. We will see that, in an appropriate
neighborhood of an invariant cylinder supporting quasiperiodic solutions associ-
ated with H0, the Hamiltonian vector field associated with the perturbation H t

c

satisfies the following decay in time

|XHt
c
| ∼ 1

t2
(1.3)

on a suitable norm. Roughly speaking, for all i = 0, 1, 2, let xi be the positions of
each body. On a suitable subset of the phase space H t

c(x) ∼
∑2

i=0
1

|xi−c(t)| . One

can see that (1.1) implies |c(t)| ∼ cst + vct for t sufficiently large. Hence, initially,
we have that |H t

c| ∼ 1
t
on a suitable norm. After an expansion using Legendre

polynomials, when we consider the Hamiltonian vector field associated with H t
c,

we will see that we obtain an extra power in the decay in time, that is (1.3). We
refer to Section 8.4 for more details.
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For |c(1)| and vc large enough, we prove the existence of an open set of initial
conditions giving rise to orbits for the Hamiltonian of the P3BP+CB that con-
verge as time tends to infinity to motions that are “close” (in some way we specify
later) to some quasiperiodic solutions of frequency vector ω associated with H0

(see Theorem B). We call these motions weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic so-
lutions (see Definition 2.2). The reason is that the motions do not converge to the
quasiperiodic solutions associated with the unperturbed system but rather to or-
bits that are “close” to quasiperiodic solutions. Indeed, for each of these solutions,
the center of mass of the planetary system is attracted by the celestial body c(t)
with a zero asymptotic velocity. Whereas, in a frame of reference attached to the
center of mass of the planetary system, the motions of the planets converge in time
to some orbits whose dynamic is conjugated to a time-dependent perturbation of
the constant vector field ω.

In the sequel, Cσ indicates the class of Hölder functions and | · |Cσ the Hölder
norm (we refer to Appendix A for a very brief introduction). The above-mentioned
result relies on an abstract theorem that is interesting by itself and encapsulates a
substantial portion of the mathematical complexities presented in this work. It is
about the existence of Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinders (see Definition 2.1 below)
for time-dependent perturbations decaying polynomially fast in time of Hamil-
tonian systems having an invariant cylinder supporting quasiperiodic solutions
of frequency vector ω (we refer to Theorem A). Roughly speaking, a Cσ-weakly
asymptotic cylinder is a family of embedded cylinders converging as time tends
to infinity to the invariant cylinder associated with the unperturbed system. The
motions on this family of embeddings converge in time to some orbits conjugated
to the flow of a time-dependent perturbation of the constant vector field on the
cylinder Tn × Rm given by (ω, 0). We want to point out that the hypotheses on
the dynamics associated with the unperturbed system are slightly more general in
Definition 2.1, but this is the more natural situation. The same remark works for
the hypotheses of Theorem A. For the sake of clarity, in this section, we prefer to
consider this more natural and easier setting.

The definition of Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder we present generalizes the one
of Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus (see Definition 2.3) introduced by Canadell and de
la Llave [10]. In words, let X t be a time-dependent vector field converging as
time tends to infinity to a vector field X0 having an invariant torus φ0 supporting
quasiperiodic solutions. A Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus is a family of embedded tori
converging in time to the invariant torus associated with the unperturbed system
X0. The motions on this family of embeddings converge in time to the quasiperi-
odic solutions associated with X0 on the invariant torus φ0. We stress that in the
present paper, we are interested in establishing the existence of families of embed-
ded cylinders rather than embedded tori. This decision is motivated by the fact
that, as mentioned before, the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem has
an invariant cylinder supporting quasiperiodic solutions in the phase space before
the symplectic reductions of the symmetries of translations and rotations. The
definition of Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder generalizes the one of Cσ-asymptotic
KAM torus because, in this case, we lose some information on the dynamic at in-
finity (the motions do not converge to the dynamic associated to the unperturbed
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system). We refer to Section 2 for a more detailed comparison.

As mentioned before, in the present paper, we prove the existence of Cσ-
weakly asymptotic cylinders for time-dependent Hamiltonian vector fields con-
verging polynomially fast in time to Hamiltonian vector field having an invariant
cylinder supporting quasiperiodic solutions. More specifically, we consider time-
dependent Hamiltonian vector fields of the form X t = X0 + F t where X0 has an
invariant cylinder φ0 supporting quasiperiodic solutions. Moreover, we assume
that F t(q, 0) and ∂pF

t(q, 0) decay as 1
t2

and 1
t
, respectively. Then, we prove the

existence of a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder (see Theorem A).

The present paper is the second part of a previous work [33] where a stronger
time decay is considered. In reference [33], time-dependent Hamiltonian vector
fields of the form X t = X0 + F t are analyzed. Here, X0 has an invariant torus φ0

supporting quasiperiodic solutions of frequency vector ω. Moreover, letting l > 2,
we assume that F t(q, 0) and ∂pF

t(q, 0) decay as 1
tl
and 1

tl−1 , respectively. We prove
the existence of a Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus φt satisfying |φt − φ0|Cσ ≤ C 1

tl−2

for a suitable constant C. This previous paper generalizes the work of Canadell
and de la Llave [10] where exponential decay in time was considered, and the one
of Fortunati and Wiggins [15] where arithmetic, non-degeneracy conditions, and
exponential decay in time are assumed. We note that neither in [33] nor in [10]
arithmetic conditions on the frequency vector ω or non-degeneracy assumptions
on the unperturbed Hamiltonian are considered.

Unlike the result contained in the present paper, in reference [33], the stronger
decay in time allows for a stronger conclusion to be proved. The existence of a
Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus establishes the presence of orbits converging as time
tends to infinity to the quasiperiodic solutions associated with the unperturbed
system. The cost of this stronger result is a loss of two powers in the decay in time
of the found Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus φt (we recall that φt converges in time to
the invariant torus associated to the unperturbed system as 1

tl−2 ). The proof of the
result in [33] relies on the fixed point theorem. It is based on a different abstract
formulation of the dynamical problem with respect to the previous works [15,
10]. An important point of the proof concerns the solution and estimation of the
associated linearized problem. It is solved by integration thanks to a suitable
change of coordinates that rectifies the dynamic on the torus.

Now, we stress that the Hamiltonian vector field associated with the time-
dependent perturbation H t

c of the Hamiltonian of the P3BP+CB (see (1.2)) decays
as 1

t2
. Hence, the decay in time is too weak, and it is not sufficient to apply the

result in [33]. This serious difficulty requires the formulation of another abstract
theorem (Theorem A). In fact, the dynamic at infinity is strongly modified by the
non-autonomous perturbation. For this reason, the proof of Theorem A requires
significant modification compared to the one in [33]. Moreover, we prove a weaker
result because we establish the existence of a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder rather
than a Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus. Hence, we lose some information about the
dynamic at infinity of the found solutions. The slower decay in time is at the
origin of a loss of derivatives, making fixed point arguments useless. We need
to introduce a new formulation of the dynamical problem and employ a different
strategy using tame estimates of the composition and product of Hölder functions
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in an appropriate scale of Banach spaces (we refer to Remark 6.1 for a more
detailed comparison between the proof of the result in [33] and the one of Theorem
A contained in this paper). The proof relies on the Nash-Moser theorem, and it
is based on a refined analysis of the Banach spaces involved in the solutions of
non-linear invariant equations. In this case, the associated linearized problem
is considerably more complicated than the one in [33]. It relies on the solution
of the homological equation analyzed in Section 4 (we refer to Remark 4.1 for a
comparison between the associated linearized problem studied in the present paper
and the one in [33]).

In another paper [34], using a slightly different version of the result contained
in [33], we proved the existence of motions converging to quasiperiodic solutions
in the future and in the past for time-dependent perturbations of integrable and
near-integrable Hamiltonians. On the other hand, in reference [32], the case of
time-dependent perturbations of Hamiltonian having an invariant torus supporting
arbitrary dynamic is considered. Assuming exponential decay in time for the
perturbation, we prove the existence of orbit converging in time to the motions
associated with the unperturbed system. Also in this case, the proof is achieved
using the fixed point theorem.

We point out that there are many examples in the literature of planetary sys-
tems having planets subjected to unbounded motions. For example, we can con-
sider the parabolic-elliptic or hyperbolic-elliptic type defined by Chazy [11]. In
this case, one of the bodies goes to infinity with a zero or non-zero asymptotic ve-
locity, respectively, while the others perform bounded motions. A recent work [4]
investigates the existence of solutions for the planar (n+1)-body problem defined
for all forward time and tending to a parabolic motion. More specifically, it proves
the existence of orbits when one of the bodies goes to infinity with a zero asymp-
totic velocity while the rest perform a bounded motion. The existence of parabolic
motions for the n-body problem is also studied in [24] using variational methods.
Meanwhile, in [8] the n-center problem is considered, and parabolic trajectories
having asymptotic directions are proved.

Finally, this paper contributes to an extensive series of works ([10, 15, 33,
34, 32]) dedicated to the development of a non-autonomous KAM theory. The
classical KAM theory shows the persistence of quasiperiodic solutions in nearly
integrable Hamiltonian systems, where KAM is the acronym of the three mathe-
maticians who are at the origin of this theory Kolmogorov [22], Arnold [2, 3], and
Moser [28]. These first works laid the foundations for the development of a large
theory encompassing numerous variations and extensions. We refer to Bost [9],
Pöschel [30], Chierchia [13] and Féjoz [19] for very interesting surveys. The inter-
est in the KAM theory is also attributed to its application in stability problems
in celestial mechanics. Concerning some stability results in the n-body problem,
one can see [3], [14] and [17].

This theory is complex because of the small denominators that appear in the
perturbation series, making the convergence argument extremely delicate. Under
an arithmetic assumption on the frequency vector and a non-degeneracy assump-
tion on the unperturbed Hamiltonian, Kolmogorov overcomes this problem thanks
to an iterative scheme based on a Newton algorithm characterized by a super-linear
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convergent method. We refer to [5] for a detailed explanation of Kolmogorov’s
proof. Many other interesting approaches have been developed to prove the KAM
theorem. Remarkable is the introduction of a Nash-Moser implicit function the-
orem in a scale of Banach spaces that replaces the iterative scheme introduced
by Kolmogorov. Some works based on this idea are the ones of Zehnder [36, 37],
Herman [9], Berti-Bolle [6], and Féjoz [17]. For the non-conservative normally
hyperbolic case, one can see Massetti [25, 26].

The nonautonomous KAM theory differs from the classical KAM theory be-
cause of the lack of arithmetic conditions on the frequency vector and non degen-
eracy assumptions on the unperturbed Hamiltonian. This is due to the absence
of small denominators when considering the homological equations appearing in
time-dependence problems. The interest of the present paper relies on the exis-
tence of solutions that do not have their counterpart in the classical KAM theory.
We found invariant families of embedded cylinders without controlling the dynamic
at infinity. It is an unexplored direction in the classical KAM theory, where the
existence of invariant tori is strictly linked with a specific dynamic.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the main results of
the paper. Section 3 contains properties about Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinders,
along with a series of notations and definitions that we will use in the rest of this
paper. Section 4 is devoted to the solution of the homological equation. In Section
5, we recall the version of the Nash-Moser theorem that we will use in the proof of
Theorem A contained in Section 6. In Section 7, we recall the result of Féjoz [16]
about the existence of quasiperiodic solutions of the Hamiltonian of the planar
three-body problem. Section 8 contains the proof of Theorem B concerning the
existence of weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solutions for the Hamiltonian of
the P3BP+CB.

2 Statement of the main results

This section is devoted to the introduction of the main results of the present
paper. For this purpose, we need to introduce some notations and definitions.
Let B ⊂ Rn+m be a ball centered at the origin, and J = [1,+∞) ⊂ R. Given
f : Tn × Rm ×B × J → R, for a fixed t ∈ J we define the following function

f t : Tn × Rm ×B → R, f t(q, p) = f(q, p, t) (2.1)

where q ∈ Tn ×Rm and p ∈ B. We will use this notation for the rest of this work,
including for vector-valued functions and matrices.

Now, let us introduce the definition of Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder. We
recall that Cσ stands for the class of Hölder functions and | · |Cσ the Hölder norm
(see Appendix A). Furthermore, as we indicated, we denote the time dependence
with an apex t. Given σ ≥ 0, a positive integer k ≥ 0 and ω̄ = (ω, 0) ∈ Rn+m

with ω ∈ Rn, we consider time-dependent vector fields X t, X t
0 of class Cσ+k on

Tn × Rm × B, for all fixed t ∈ J , an embedding φ0 : Tn × Rm → Tn × Rm × B of
class Cσ and a time-dependent vector field γt of class Cσ on Tn×Rm, for all fixed
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t ∈ J , such that

lim
t→+∞

|X t −X t
0|Cσ+k = 0, (2.2)

X t
0 ◦ φ0(q) = ∂qφ0(q)(ω̄ + γt(q)) for all (q, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × J , (2.3)

lim
t→+∞

|γt|Cσ = 0. (2.4)

In words, X t −X t
0 converges to zero when t→ +∞. Furthermore, the vector field

X t
0 has an invariant cylinder φ0, and the restriction of X t

0 is conjugated to the non-
autonomous vector field ω̄ + γt, which is a time-dependent vector field converging
to ω̄ when t → +∞. The most natural case is when X t

0 does not depend on time
and γt ≡ 0, but the result that we will prove works in this general context.

Definition 2.1 (Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder). We assume that (X t, X t
0, φ0)

satisfy (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4). A family of Cσ embeddings φt : Tn × Rm → Tn ×
Rm × B is a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated to (X t, X t

0, φ0) if there
exists a time-dependent vector field Γ such that, for any t ∈ J , Γt is of class Cσ

on Tn × Rm, and φt and Γ satisfy

lim
t→+∞

|φt − φ0|Cσ = 0, (2.5)

X t ◦ φt(q) = ∂qφ
t(q)(ω̄ + Γt(q)) + ∂tφ

t(q) for all (q, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × J, (2.6)

lim
t→+∞

|Γt|Cσ = 0, (2.7)

Moreover, we say that φt is Lagrangian if φt(Tn×Rm) is Lagrangian for all t ∈ J .
We will refer to Γt as the disturbing term associated with the Cσ-weakly asymp-

totic cylinder.

In words, a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder is a family of embeddings φt con-
verging in time to the invariant cylinder φ0 associated with X t

0. Moreover, the
dynamics on this family of embeddings do not converge to the motions associated
with X t

0 on φ0 but to orbits generated by the time-dependent vector field ω̄ + Γt,
hence the term weakly. We now introduce the definition of weakly asymptotically
quasiperiodic solutions.

Definition 2.2 (Weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solution). We assume that
(X t, X t

0, φ0) satisfy (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4). An integral curve g : J → Tn×Rm×B
of X t is a weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solution associated to (X t, X t

0, φ0) if
there exist a time-dependent vector field Γ : Tn×Rm×J → Rn+m and q ∈ Tn×Rm

such that
lim

t→+∞
|g(t)− φ0 ◦ ψt

t0,ω̄+Γ(q)| = 0,

where ψt
t0,ω̄+Γ is the flow with initial time t0 of the vector field ω̄ + Γ.

It is straightforward to verify that a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder implies the
existence of weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solutions (see Proposition 3.4 and
Section 3 for more details). We observe that Definition 2.1 generalizes the concept
of Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus introduced by Canadell and de la Llave (one can
see [10, 33]).
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Definition 2.3 (Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus). We assume that (X t, X t
0, φ0) sat-

isfy (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) and that φt is a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated
to (X t, X t

0, φ0) with disturbing term Γt. When m = 0, γt ≡ 0 and Γt ≡ 0, we call
φt a Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus associated to (X t, X t

0, φ0).

Roughly speaking, a Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus is a family of embedded tori φt

converging in time to the invariant torus φ0. Moreover, the dynamic on this family
of embeddings converges as time tends to infinity to the quasiperiodic solutions
associated with X t

0 on the invariant torus φ0.
The subsequent content is subdivided into two parts. In the first part (Sec-

tion 2.1), we present the abstract theorem concerning the existence of Cσ-weakly
asymptotic cylinders for some time-dependent Hamiltonians (Theorem A). The
second part (Section 2.2) contains the result about the existence of weakly asymp-
totically quasiperiodic solutions for the Hamiltonian of the P3BP+CB (Theo-
rem B).

2.1 The abstract theorem

We need to introduce some notations. Let σ ≥ 0 and l ≥ 0 be positive real
parameters. In the sequel, we denote by [σ] the integer part of σ. For i ∈ N2(n+m),
let

|i| = i1 + ...+ i2(n+m) and ∂i(q,p) = ∂i1q1 . . . ∂
in+m
qn+m

∂in+m+1
p1

. . . ∂
i2(n+m)
pn+m

be the partial derivatives of order |i| with respect to the variables (q, p). As a
convention, we define ∂0(q,p)f = f .

Now, to quantify the regularity and decay in time of smooth functions, we
introduce the following Banach space.

Sσ,l =
{
f : Tn × Rm ×B × J → R | f t ∈ Cσ(Tn × Rm ×B) for all fixed t ∈ J ,

∂i(q,p)f ∈ C(Tn × Rm ×B × J) for all i ∈ N2(n+m) with 0 ≤ |i| ≤ [σ],

and sup
t∈J

|f t|Cσtl <∞
}

(2.8)

with the norm
|f |σ,l = sup

t∈J
|f t|Cσtl, (2.9)

where we recall that | · |Cσ is the Hölder norm (see Appendix A). We refer to
Section 3 for some properties about | · |σ,l. We emphasize that we will use the
same notation also for functions defined on Tn × Rm × J , vector-valued functions
or matrices. This will be specified by the context.

Now, we possess all the necessary instruments to state the first result of the
present paper. Let s, λ, ρ, β and α be positive parameters satisfying the following
conditions 

1 ≤ ρ < λ < s,

s > max

{
α

α− 1
, λ+

α

β − 1

}
, 1 < β < 2, α > 1,

λ >
2β

2− β
, ρ <

λ− β

β2
.

(2.10)
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Given e ∈ R, ω ∈ Rn and real positive parameters 0 ≤ δ < 1, ε > 0, and Υ ≥ 1,
we consider the following time-dependent Hamiltonian

H : Tn × Rm ×B × J −→ R
H(q, p, t) = e+ ω · p+ a(q, t) + b(q, t) · p+m(q, p, t) · p2

b(q, t) = b0(q, t) + br(q, t)

a ∈ C(Tn × Rm × J), ∂qa ∈ Ss,2, b0, br ∈ Ss+1,1, ∂
2
pH ∈ Ss+1,0

|b0|2,1 ≤ δ, |b0|s+1,1 ≤ Υ,

|a|λ+1,0 + |∂qa|λ,2 < ε, |br|λ+1,1 < ε,

|a|s+1,0 + |∂qa|s,2 ≤ Υ, |br|s+1,1 ≤ Υ, |∂2pH|s+1,0 ≤ Υ.

(2.11)

We also define the following trivial embedding φ0 : Tn × Rm → Tn × Rm × B by
φ0(q) = (q, 0) and the Hamiltonian h : Tn × Rm ×B × J → R

h(q, p, t) = e+ (ω + b0(q, t)) · p+m(q, p, t) · p2. (2.12)

Theorem A. Let H be as in (2.11) and we assume that s, λ, ρ, β and α sat-
isfy (2.10). Then, for δ small enough with respect to s, there exists ε0, depending
on δ, s, λ, β, α, ρ and Υ, such that for all ε ≤ ε0 we have the existence of v,
Γ : Tn × Rm × J → Rn+m, with v, Γ ∈ Sρ,1, satisfying that, for all t ∈ J ,

φt(q) := (q, vt(q))

is a Lagrangian Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated to (XH , Xh, φ0), with Γ
the disturbing term associated to φt (see Definition 2.1). Moreover

|v|ρ,1 < 1, |Γ|ρ,1 < 1. (2.13)

Here, b0 plays the role of γ in Definition 2.1, contributing to the dynamics
associated with the unperturbed Hamiltonian h on the invariant cylinder φ0. We
stress that we fix the parameter δ small enough in (6.19) and set ε0 sufficiently
small in Section 6.3.

As mentioned before, the proof relies on a version of the Nash-Moser theorem
due to Zehnder [36] (see Section 5 for a brief introduction about the result of
Zehnder and Theorem 5.1 for the version of the Nash-Moser theorem that we will
use in the proof of Theorem A). The author introduces a series of parameters
satisfying suitable conditions (see (5.4) below) in order to control the regularity
of smooth functions and ensure the convergence of the iterative scheme employed
in the proof of Theorem 5.1. Hypothesis (2.10) is derived from (5.4) by setting
υ = 1. For the sake of clarity, an example of parameters satisfying (2.10) is the
following

s > λ+
7

3
, β =

3

2
, α =

7

6
, λ > 6, ρ <

4

9
λ− 2

3
.

On the other hand, Zehnder proved that the minimum order required by s to
satisfy (2.10) is s ≥ 8 (see [36]). For this value of s the following set of parameters
verifies (2.10)

s ≥ 8, β = 1 +
7

3s
, α =

7

6
, λ = 2 +

14

s
, ρ = 1. (2.14)
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For the regularity assumptions on the Hamiltonian H, we want to emphasize
that our proof does not work in the C∞ and analytic setting. In other words, we are
not able to find C∞ or analytic weakly asymptotic cylinders. The reason is that we
cannot provide C∞ or analytic solutions to the homological equation (4.1) analyzed
in Section 4.2. The difficulties are explained in detail in Section 4, especially at
the end of Section 4.2.

For the sake of clarity, we want to point out that the Hamiltonian considered
in [33] is obtained by (2.11) letting m = 0 and δ = 0. Given l > 2, in this case
we assume that ∂qa and b decay as 1

tl
and 1

tl−1 , respectively, and we prove the
existence of a Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus, which establishes the presence of orbits
converging as time tends to infinity to the quasiperiodic solutions associated with
the unperturbed system. This is because, in this case, the disturbing term Γt in
Definition 2.1 is identically equal to zero. The cost of this stronger result is a
loss of two powers in the decay in time of the found Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus
φt (we recall that φt converges in time to the invariant torus associated to the
unperturbed system as 1

tl−2 ).

The proof of Theorem A is contained in Section 6 and requires significant mod-
ification compared to the one in [33]. Here, we introduce a suitable functional F
related to the invariant equation (2.3) on specific Banach spaces (we refer to (2.3)
for the definition of the functional and to Section 3 for the definition of the Banach
spaces). The functional F depends on the perturbative terms (a, b), the compo-
nents of the Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder, and the disturbing term Γ that we are
looking for. It is defined in such a way that if F = 0, then (2.3) is satisfied. In Sec-
tion 6.3, we verify that F satisfies the hypotheses of a version of the Nash-Moser
theorem due to Zehnder [36], which is recalled in Section 5. The presence of the
disturbing term Γ induces a loss of regularity, making the use of the Nash-Moser
theorem necessary. We refer to Remark 6.1 for a detailed comparison between the
idea of the proof of the result in [33] and the one of Theorem A. The associated
linearized problem is analyzed in Section 4. It is solved by integration thanks to
a suitable change of coordinates that rectifies the dynamic on the cylinder. The
most complicated part is verifying that the solution has a good decay in time. It
is proved using tame estimates for the product and the composition of functions
in Banach spaces of Hölder functions. It is considerably more complicated with
respect to the linearized problem analyzed in [33]; we refer to Remark 4.1 for an
in-depth comparison.

2.2 Planar three-body problem plus celestial body

We consider three points of fixed masses m0, m1, and m2 undergoing gravitational
attraction in the plane and a celestial body of fixed mass mc. The motion of the
celestial body is a given continuous function c(t) and only the planetary system
is influenced by c(t). Moreover, we assume that the celestial body describes a
hyperbolic motion, that is,

lim
t→+∞

|c(t)| = +∞, lim
t→+∞

d

dt
|c(t)| = vc > 0.

11



We denote R2∗ = R2 \{(0, 0)}. Given 0 < ε ≤ 1
2
and J = [1,+∞), the phase space

is {
((xi, yi)0≤i≤2, t) ∈

(
R2 × R2∗)3 × J

∣∣∣ ∀0 ≤ i < j ≤ 2, xi ̸= xj
∀0 ≤ i ≤ 2, |xi|

|c(t)| < ε

}
(2.15)

of linear momentum covectors (y0, y1, y2) and position vectors (x0, x1, x2) of each
body. The Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem plus celestial body
(P3BP+CB) is

H(x, y, t) = H0(x, y) +Hc(x, t), (2.16)

with

H0(x, y) =
2∑

i=0

|yi|2

2mi

−G
∑

0≤i<j≤2

mimj

|xi − xj|
, Hc(x, t) = −G

2∑
i=0

mimc

|xi − c(t)|

where G is the universal constant of gravitation that we may, in suitable unities,
suppose equal to 1. H is the sum of the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body
problem H0 and the Hamiltonian of the interaction with the celestial body Hc.
Consider ϕ0 as a 1-parameter family of invariant tori for H0 supporting quasiperi-
odic dynamics with four frequencies, whose existence is guaranteed by [16]. We
denote M = m0 +m1 +m2 and ψt

t0,H
as the flow at time t with initial time t0 of

H.

Theorem B. Let H be as in (2.16) and ϕ0 be a 1-parameter family of invariant
tori for H0 supporting quasiperiodic dynamics with four frequencies. Then, there
exist constants Υ2,ϕ depending on ϕ0 and Υϕ,M,mc depending on ϕ0, M , and mc

such that if

|c(1)| > max{1, 3Υ2,ϕ}
ε

, vc >
12

ε
(2.17)

for ε small enough with respect to Υϕ,M,mc, then there exists a non-empty open sub-

set W ⊂ (R2 × R2∗)
3

such that, for all x ∈ W, ψt
1,H(x) is a weakly asymptotically

quasiperiodic solution associated to (XH , XH0 , ϕ0).

We stress that the constants Υ2,ϕ and Υϕ,M,mc are explicit and they are defined
by (8.12) and (8.46), respectively.

The proof follows the following steps. In Sections 8.2 and 8.3, we introduce
symplectic coordinates (θ, ξ, r, η) ∈ T4 × R2 × R4 × R2 to place the invariant
cylinder ϕ0 onto the zero section. Section 8.4 defines a subset U of the phase
space (see (8.10)) characterized by the orbits that at each time stay sufficiently
far from the celestial body. We establish that, for |c(1)| and vc large enough, on
the subset U , the perturbation H t

c satisfies good decay properties (see Lemma 8.3
and Lemma 8.4). In Section 8.5 we introduce a suitable smooth extension Ĥ t of
the Hamiltonian H t of the P3BP+CB because we need the Hamiltonian to be
defined in the entire phase space in order to apply Theorem A (we recall that H t

c

satisfies good decay properties just in the subset U and not in the entire phase
space). The Hamiltonian Ĥ t coincides with H t on a suitable subset of U , where
we expect the motion to take place (we refer to (8.39) for the definition of Ĥ t).

12



The application of Theorem A ensures the existence of a C1-weakly asymptotic
cylinder for the Hamiltonian Ĥ t. In the last part of the proof, contained in Section
8.6, we define an appropriate subset W ⊂ (R2 × R2∗)

3
and we verify that, for |c(1)|

and vc large enough, each initial point x ∈ W gives rise to a weakly asymptotically
quasiperiodic solution associated to (XH , XH0 , ϕ0). The reason is that, for |c(1)|
and vc large enough, we will prove that an orbit associated to Ĥ t with initial
condition in W stays sufficiently far from the celestial body for all t ∈ J and hence
it remains in the subset of the phase space where Ĥ t coincides with H t.

We point out that Theorem B provides the existence of orbits such that the
center of mass of the planetary system is attracted by the celestial body c(t) with
a zero asymptotic velocity. Whereas, in a frame of reference attached to the center
of mass of the planetary system, the motions of the planets converge in time to
some orbits close to quasiperiodic solutions in the sense of Definition 2.2.

3 Functional setting

The first part of this section is dedicated to analyzing the definition of Cσ-weakly
asymptotic cylinder (see Definition 2.1), providing a series of properties. For this
purpose, we recall that B ⊂ Rn+m is an open ball centered at the origin and
J = [1,+∞) ⊂ R. Let X, X0 and φ0 be as in Definition 2.1 and we denote by
φt a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated to (X,X0, φ0). In the following
proposition, we will see that we can rewrite the invariant equation (2.6) in terms
of the flow of X. Let ψt

t0,X
and ψt

t0,ω̄+Γ be the flow at time t with initial time t0 of
X and ω̄ + Γ, respectively.

Proposition 3.1. If the flows ψt
t0,X

and ψt
t0,ω̄+Γ are defined for all t, t0 ∈ J ,

then (2.6) is equivalent to

ψt
t0,X

◦ φt0(q) = φt ◦ ψt
t0,ω̄+Γ(q), (3.1)

for all t, t0 ∈ J and q ∈ Tn × Rm.

Proof. The proof is straightforward; it suffices to prove that both sides of (3.1)
satisfy the same initial value problem.

Using the previous proposition, we can see that it is always possible to find a
family of embeddings that satisfies (2.6).

Proposition 3.2. If ψt
t0,X

and ψt
t0,ω̄+Γ are defined for all t, t0 ∈ J , it is always

possible to find a family of embeddings satisfying (2.6)

Proof. We consider an embedding φ̂ : Tn ×Rm → Tn ×Rm ×B. Furthermore, for
all t, t0 ∈ J and q ∈ Tn × Rm, we define the following family of embeddings

φt(q) = ψt
t0,X

◦ φ̂ ◦ ψt0
t,ω̄+Γ(q).

The latter is a family of embeddings satisfying (3.1) and hence (2.6).
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The proposition below asserts that if we have the existence of a Cσ-weakly
asymptotic cylinder defined for all t large, then we can extend the set of definition
for all t ∈ R.

Proposition 3.3. We assume that ψt
t0,X

and ψt
t0,ω̄+Γ are defined for all t, t0 ∈ R.

Given T ≥ 0, if there exists a Cσ-weakly asymptotic KAM torus φt defined for all
t ≥ T , then we can extend the set of definition for all t ∈ R.

Proof. For all q ∈ Tn × Rm, we consider

ϕt(q) =

{
φt(q) for all t ≥ T

ψt
T,X ◦ φT ◦ ψT

t,ω̄+Γ(q) for all t ≤ T .

The above family of embeddings verifies (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7).

The last proposition of the first part of this section provides some information
concerning the dynamics associated with a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder. Letting
X, X0 and φ0 be as in Definition 2.1, we will see that if there exists a Cσ-weakly
asymptotic cylinder associated to (X,X0, φ0), then we have the existence of weakly
asymptotic solutions associated to (X,X0, φ0) (see Definition 2.2).

Proposition 3.4. Let φt be a Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated to (X,X0, φ0).
Then, for all q ∈ Tn × Rm and t0 ∈ J ,

g(t) = ψt
t0,X

◦ φt0(q)

is a weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solution associated to (X,X0, φ0).

Proof. The proof is a straightforward consequence of (2.5) and (3.1).

The second part of this section is dedicated to a series of properties of the
norm (2.9) introduced in Section 2.1. For this reason, we recall the definition of
the Banach space (Sσ,l, | · |σ,l). Given positive parameters σ, l ≥ 0

Sσ,l =
{
f : Tn × Rm ×B × J → R | f t ∈ Cσ(Tn × Rm ×B) for all fixed t ∈ J ,

∂i(q,p)f ∈ C(Tn × Rm ×B × J) for all i ∈ N2(n+m) with 0 ≤ i ≤ [σ],

and sup
t∈J

|f t|Cσtl <∞
}
.

whereas the associated norm is given by

|f |σ,l = sup
t∈J

|f t|Cσtl.

The following proposition contains various properties of the latter norm. To avoid a
flow of constants, in the present paper, we will denote by C(·) constants depending
on n+m and the parameters in brackets, while C stands for constants depending
only on n+m.

Proposition 3.5. Given σ, l, d > 0, for all f ∈ Sσ,l and g ∈ Sσ,d we have the
following properties
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1. For all s > 0 and β ∈ N2(n+m), if |β|+ s ≤ σ, then∣∣∣∣ ∂β

∂q1β1 ...∂q2nβ2n∂p1β2n+1 ...∂pn
β2(n+m)

f

∣∣∣∣
s,l

≤ C|f |σ,l

2. For all l′ ≥ 0, |f |σ,l ≤ |f |σ,l+l′,

3. |fg|σ,l+d ≤ C(σ) (|f |0,l|g|σ,d + |f |σ,l|g|0,d).

4. We consider σ ≥ 1, and we assume that g : Tn×Rm×B×J → Tn×Rm×B.
Letting g̃ : Tn × Rm × B × J → Tn × Rm × B × J such that g̃(q, p, t) =
(g(q, p, t), t), then f ◦ g̃ ∈ Sσ,l+d and

|f ◦ g̃|σ,l+d ≤ C(σ)
(
|f |σ,l|∂(q,p)g|σ0,d + |f |1,l|∂(q,p)g|σ−1,d + |f |0,l+d

)
where ∂(q,p) stands for the partial derivatives with respect to the coordinates
(q, p) ∈ Tn × Rm ×B.

Proof. The proof of property 1 consists in a straightforward application of property
1 of Proposition A.2. Property 2 is obvious. Now, we prove 3. Thanks to property
3 of Proposition A.2, one has

|fg|σ,l+d = sup
t∈J

|f tgt|Cσtl+d ≤ C(σ) sup
t∈J

(
|f t|C0|gt|Cσ + |f t|Cσ |gt|C0

)
tl+d

≤ C(σ) sup
t∈J

(
|f t|C0tl|gt|Cσtd + |f t|Cσtl|gt|C0td

)
≤ C(σ) (|f |0,l|g|σ,d + |f |σ,l|g|0,d) .

This concludes the proof of 3. In the proof of 4 we use property 5 of Proposition
A.2

|f ◦ g̃|σ,l+d = sup
t∈J

|f t ◦ gt|Cσtl+d

≤ C(σ) sup
t∈J

(
|f t|Cσ |∂(q,p)gt|σC0 + |f t|C1|∂(q,p)gt|Cσ−1 + |f |C0

)
tl+d

≤ C(σ) sup
t∈J

(
|f t|Cσtl|∂(q,p)gt|σC0tσdt(1−σ)d + |f t|C1tl|∂(q,p)gt|Cσ−1td

)
+ C(σ) sup

t∈J
|f |C0tl+d

≤ C(σ)
(
|f |σ,l|∂(q,p)g|σ0,d + |f |1,l|∂(q,p)g|σ−1,l + |f |0,l+d

)
notice that t ≥ 1 and 1− σ ≤ 0 imply t(1−σ)d ≤ 1.

In this third part, we introduce notation and Banach spaces that will be em-
ployed in the proofs of the main theorems of this paper. For this purpose, given
f : Tn × Rm ×B × J → R we denote the function f̃ as follows

f̃ : Tn × Rm ×B × J → R× J, such that f̃(q, p, t) = (f(q, p, t), t). (3.2)

On the other hand, for a given ω ∈ Rn, we define by ω̄ and Ω̄ the following vectors

ω̄ = (ω, 0) ∈ Rn+m, Ω̄ = (ω̄, 1) ∈ Rn+m+1. (3.3)
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We consider u : Tn×Rm×J → Rn+m, ω ∈ Rn and we denote by Du the differential
of u. Then, using the above notation (3.3), one can see that

Du(q, t)Ω̄ = ∂qu(q, t)ω̄ + ∂tu(q, t) (3.4)

for all (q, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × J .
In the proof of Theorem A, we need specific Banach spaces to control the

various elements of the dynamic problem we aim to solve. For this reason, we fix
σ, l ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Rn. In order to quantify the regularity of the components of the
Cσ-weakly asymptotic cylinder we will look for, we define the following Banach
space

Vσ,ω,l =
{
v : Tn × Rm × J → Rn+m | v ∈ Sσ+1,l, DvΩ̄ ∈ Sσ,l+1

}
(3.5)

with the norm
|v|σ,ω,l = max{|v|σ+1,l, |DvΩ̄|σ,l+1} (3.6)

To characterize the regularity of the constant term in the time-dependent pertur-
bation of (2.11), we introduce a Banach space as follows

Sσ,(0,l) =
{
g : Tn × Rm × J → R | g ∈ C(Tn × Rm × J) , ∂qg ∈ Sσ,l,

and |g|σ+1,0 <∞
}

(3.7)

whereas the associated norm is given by

|g|σ,(0,l) = |g|σ+1,0 + |∂qg|σ,l. (3.8)

We point out that in the definition of the above norms (3.6) and (3.8), we used
the norm | · |σ,l defined by (2.9).

In the final part of this section, we prove some properties of the above Banach
spaces. As mentioned before, one of the main instruments in the proof of Theorem
A is the version of the Nash-Moser theorem proved by Zehnder [36]. Zehnder
consider one-parameter families of Banach spaces {(X σ, | · |σ)}σ≥0 such that for all
0 ≤ σ′ ≤ σ <∞

X 0 ⊇ X σ′ ⊇ X σ ⊇ X∞ =
⋂
σ≥0

X σ

|x|σ′ ≤ |x|σ
(3.9)

for all x ∈ X σ. The author needs that each of these families of Banach spaces
possess a C∞-smoothing (see Definition 3.1 below).

Definition 3.1. A C∞-smoothing in {(X σ, | · |σ)}σ≥0 is a one-parameter family
{Sτ}τ>0 of linear mappings Sτ : X 0 → X∞ together with constants C(r, d), for
positive integers r and d, satisfying the following conditions:

|Sτx|r ≤ τ r−dC(r, d)|x|d (3.10)

for all x ∈ X d and 0 ≤ d ≤ r,

|(Sτ − 1)x|d ≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|x|r (3.11)

for all x ∈ X r and 0 ≤ d ≤ r.
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Now, we fix l ≥ 0 and ω ∈ Rn. Using the Banach spaces introduced in this
section, we consider the following families of Banach spaces {(Sσ,l, | · |σ,l)}σ≥0,
{(Sσ,(0,l), | · |σ,(0,l))}σ≥0 and {(Vσ,ω,l, | · |σ,ω,l)}σ≥0.

It is straightforward to verify that, for all 0 ≤ σ′ ≤ σ <∞,

S0,l ⊇ Sσ′,l ⊇ Sσ,l ⊇ S∞,l =
⋂
σ≥0

Sσ,l, V0,ω,l ⊇ Vσ′,ω,l ⊇ Vσ,ω,l ⊇ V∞,ω,l =
⋂
σ≥0

Vσ,ω,l,

|f |σ′,l ≤ |f |σ,l |v|σ′,ω,l ≤ |v|σ,ω,l

S0,(0,l) ⊇ Sσ′,(0,l) ⊇ Sσ,(0,l) ⊇ S∞,(0,l) =
⋂
σ≥0

Sσ,(0,l),

|g|σ′,(0,l) ≤ |g|σ,(0,l)

for all f ∈ Sσ,l, g ∈ Sσ,(0,l) and v ∈ Vσ,ω,l.

The following lemma proves the existence of a C∞-smoothing for these families
of Banach spaces. This is not surprising because the behavior of these norms is
very similar to that of the Hölder norms.

Lemma 3.1. There exists a C∞-smoothing for the latter families of Banach spaces.

Proof. We begin by proving the existence of a C∞-smoothing for the family of
Banach spaces {(Sσ,l, | · |σ,l)}σ≥0. Following the lines of [36], we take a function
s̃ ∈ C∞

0 (Rn+m) vanishing outside a compact set and identically equal to 1 in a
neighborhood of 0. Let s be its Fourier transform. For all f : Tn×Rm×B×J → R
with f ∈ S0,l, letting x = (q, p) ∈ Tn × Rm ×B, we define

Sτf(x, t) =
1

τ 2(n+m)

∫
R2(n+m)

s

(
x− ϑ

τ

)
f(ϑ, t)dϑ. (3.12)

In the first part of this proof, we want to prove that for all f ∈ S0,l, one has Sτf ∈
S∞,l. To this end, we observe that, Sτz

t ∈ C∞(Tn × Rm × B) =
⋂

σ≥0C
σ(Tn ×

Rm × B) for all fixed t ∈ J (we refer to [36]). Now, we need to verify that
∂ix (Sτz) ∈ C(Tn × Rm × B × J) for all i ∈ N2(n+m). For this reason, we observe
that, for every p > 0 and j ∈ N2(n+m) with |j| > 0, there exists a constant
C(|j|, p) > 0 such that

|∂js(x)| ≤ C(|j|, p)(1 + |x|)−p, (3.13)

where ∂j stands for partial derivatives of order j (see [36]) and we recall that
|j| = j1 + ...+ j2(n+m). The claim will be a consequence of the regularity of f and
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the latter. Indeed, for all (x1, t1), (x2, t2) ∈ Tn × Rm ×B × J and i ∈ N2(n+m),∣∣∣∂ix (Sτf) (x1, t1)− ∂ix (Sτf) (x2, t2)
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣ 1

τ 2(n+m)+|i|

∫
R2(n+m)

∂is

(
x1 − ϑ

τ

)
f(ϑ, t1)dϑ

− 1

τ 2(n+m)+|i|

∫
R2(n+m)

∂is

(
x2 − ϑ

τ

)
f(ϑ, t2)dϑ

∣∣∣
=

1

τ |i|

∣∣∣ ∫
R2(n+m)

∂is(ρ)
(
f(x1 − ρτ, t1)− f(x2 − ρτ, t2)

)
dρ
∣∣∣

≤ 1

τ |i|

∫
R2(n+m)

∣∣∂is(ρ)∣∣ ∣∣(f(x1 − ρτ, t1)− f(x2 − ρτ, t2)
)∣∣ dρ

where | · | stands for the standard Euclidean norm and, in agreement with the
convention made above, |i| = i1+ ...+ i2(n+m) if i ∈ N2(n+m). In the last line of the
latter, we did the following change of coordinates xi−ϑ

τ
= ρ for i = 1, 2. Thanks

to the latter and (3.13), one can prove that ∂ixSτf ∈ C(Tn × Rm × B × J) for all
i ∈ N2(n+m). This concludes the first part of the proof. In the second part, we
show that Sτ (see (3.12)) satisfies (3.10) and (3.11). For this purpose, we observe
that for all f ∈ Sd,l, 0 ≤ d ≤ r and fixed t ∈ J

|Sτf
t|Cr ≤ τ r−dC(r, d)|f t|Cd

(always look at [36]). Thanks to the above inequality, for all f ∈ Sd,l and 0 ≤ d ≤ r
we have that

|Sτf |r,l = sup
t∈J

|Sτz
t|Crtl ≤ τ r−dC(r, d) sup

t∈J
|f t|Cdtl = τ r−dC(r, d)|f |d,l.

Hence (3.10) is verified. It remains to prove (3.11). For this reason, we can see
that for all f ∈ Sr,l, 0 ≤ d ≤ r and fixed t ∈ J

|(Sτ − 1)f t|Cd ≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|f t|Cr

(always see [36]). Similarly to the previous case, for all f ∈ Sr,l and 0 ≤ d ≤ r we
have

|(Sτ − 1)f |d,l = sup
t∈J

|(Sτ − 1)f t|Cdtl ≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d) sup
t∈J

|f t|Crtl

≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|f |r,l.

Then (3.11) is also verified. This concludes the proof about the existence of a
C∞-smoothing for {(Sσ,l, | · |σ,l)}σ≥0. Remembering that Sτ commutes with partial
differential operators, similarly, one can prove the existence of a C∞-smoothing
for the family of Banach spaces {(Sσ,(0,l), | · |σ,(0,l))}σ≥0.

It remains to show the existence of a C∞-smoothing for {(Vσ,ω,l, | · |σ,ω,l)}σ≥0.
Similarly to the previous case, using that Sτ commutes with partial differential
operators, ona can prove that Sτ : V0,ω,l → V∞,ω,l is well-defined.

Now, we verify (3.10) and (3.11). We begin by remembering that, for all
v ∈ Vσ,ω,l,

|v|σ,ω,l = max{|v|σ+1,l, |DvΩ̄|σ,l+1},
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(see (3.6)). Similarly to the previous case, for all v ∈ Vd,ω,l, 0 ≤ d ≤ r and fixed
t ∈ J one has that

|Sτv
t|Cr+1 ≤ τ r−dC(r, d)|vt|Cd+1 ,

which implies that for all v ∈ Vd,ω,l and 0 ≤ d ≤ r

|Sτv|r+1,l = sup
t∈J

|Sτv
t|Cr+1tl ≤ τ r−dC(r, d) sup

t∈J
|vt|Cd+1tl

≤ τ r−dC(r, d)|v|d,ω,l. (3.14)

Noting that Sτ commutes with partial differential operators, for all v ∈ Vd,ω,l,
0 ≤ d ≤ r and for fixed t ∈ J ,

|D
(
Sτv

t
)
Ω̄|Cr = |SτDv

tΩ̄|Cr ≤ τ r−dC(r, d)|DvtΩ̄|Cd .

Multiplying both sides of the latter by tl+1 and taking the sup for all t ∈ J we can
see that

|D (Sτv) Ω̄|r,l+1 = sup
t∈J

|D
(
Sτv

t
)
Ω̄|Crtl+1 ≤ τ r−dC(r, d) sup

t∈J
|DvtΩ̄|Cdtl+1

≤ τ r−dC(r, d)|v|d,ω,l (3.15)

for all v ∈ Vd,ω,l and 0 ≤ d ≤ r. Now, thanks to (3.14) and (3.15) we can prove
that for all v ∈ Vd,ω,l and 0 ≤ d ≤ r

|Sτv|r,ω,l = max{|Sτv|r+1,l, |D (Sτv) Ω̄|r,l+1} ≤ τ r−dC(r, d)|v|d,ω,l

and hence (3.10) is satisfied.
Concerning (3.11), for all v ∈ Vr,ω,l, 0 ≤ d ≤ r and fixed t ∈ J , we have that

|(Sτ − 1)vt|Cd+1 ≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|vt|Cr+1 .

Multiplying both sides of the latter by tl and taking the sup for all t ∈ J , we can
see that

|(Sτ − 1)v|d+1,l = sup
t∈J

|(Sτ − 1)vt|Cd+1tl ≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d) sup
t∈J

|vt|Cr+1tl

≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|v|r+1,l ≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|v|r,ω,l (3.16)

for all v ∈ Vr,ω,l and 0 ≤ d ≤ r. On the other hand, for all v ∈ Vr,ω,l, 0 ≤ d ≤ r
and for fixed t ∈ J ,

|D(Sτ − 1)vtΩ̄|Cd = |(Sτ − 1)DvtΩ̄|Cd ≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|DvtΩ̄|Cr

and hence for all v ∈ Vr,ω,l, and 0 ≤ d ≤ r

|D ((Sτ − 1)v) Ω̄|d,l+1 = sup
t∈J

|D
(
(Sτ − 1)vt

)
Ω̄|Cdtl+1

≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d) sup
t∈J

|DvtΩ̄|Crtl+1

≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|DvΩ̄|r,l+1

≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|v|r,ω,l. (3.17)
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This concludes the proof of this lemma because thanks to (3.16) and (3.17) we
have that for all v ∈ Vr,ω,l, and 0 ≤ d ≤ r

| (Sτ − 1) v|d,ω,l = max{|(Sτ − 1)v|d+1,l, |D ((Sτ − 1)v) Ω̄|d,l+1}
≤ τ−(r−d)C(r, d)|v|r,ω,l.

4 Homological equation

Given σ ≥ 1, µ ≥ 0, and ω ∈ Rn, this section is devoted to solving the following
equation for the unknown κ : Tn × Rm × J −→ Rn+m

∂qκ(q, t) (ω̄ + f(q, t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
F (q,t)

+∂tκ(q, t) + g(q, t)κ(q, t) = z(q, t)

f, g ∈ Sσ,1, z ∈ Sσ,2, |f |1,1 ≤ µ, |g|1,1 ≤ µ,

(4.1)

where we recall that ω̄ = (ω, 0) ∈ Rn+m (see (3.3)), the Banach space Sσ,l is defined
by (2.8) and | · |σ,l is the norm in (2.9). The functions f : Tn ×Rm × J −→ Rn+m,
z : Tn ×Rm × J −→ Rn+m and g : Tn ×Rm × J −→Mn+m are given, with Mn+m

representing the set of (n+m)-dimensional matrices.
We obtain a solution κ of the latter thanks to a suitable change of coordinates

(see (4.31)) that rectifies the dynamic on the cylinder. The most complicated part
consists of verifying the regularity and decay in time of κ, i.e., the proof that
κ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1. For this purpose, this section is divided into two parts (Section 4.1
and Section 4.2). The first part contains several estimates (Lemma 4.1 and Lemma
4.2). In the second part, we prove the existence of a solution κ of (4.1) such that
κ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1 (we refer to Lemma 4.3).

4.1 Several estimates

We introduce some fundamental Gronwall-type inequalities that we widely use in
this section.

Proposition 4.1. Let I be an interval in R, t0 ∈ I, and a, b, u ∈ C(I) continuous
positive functions. If we assume that

u(t) ≤ a(t) +

∣∣∣∣∫ t

t0

b(s)u(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ , ∀t ∈ I

then it follows that

u(t) ≤ a(t) +

∣∣∣∣∫ t

t0

a(s)b(s)e|
∫ t
s b(τ)dτ|ds

∣∣∣∣ , ∀t ∈ I. (4.2)

If a is a non-decreasing function and we assume that

u(t) ≤ a(t) +

∫ t

t0

b(s)u(s)ds ∀t ≥ t0,
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then, we obtain the estimate

u(t) ≤ a(t)e
∫ t
t0

b(s)ds
, ∀t ≥ t0. (4.3)

Proof. We refer to [1] for the proof.

Let σ ≥ 1 be as in (4.1). We define ψt
t0,F

as the flow at time t with initial time
t0 of F (where F = ω̄ + f , see (4.1)). We recall that C(·) stands for constants
depending on n + m and the parameters in brackets, while C denotes constants
depending on n+m. In this section, we will widely use the properties of the Hölder
norm contained in Proposition A.2.

Lemma 4.1. For all t, t0 ∈ J

|∂qψt
t0,F

|C0 ≤ ec1µ| ln t−ln t0|. (4.4)

Moreover, for all 1 < s ≤ σ + 1 and t, t0 ∈ J

|∂qψt
t0,F

|Cs−1 ≤ C(s) (1 + |f |s,1 |ln t− ln t0|) ecsµ| ln t−ln t0| (4.5)

where c1 ≥ 1 is a positive constant depending on n+m, and cs ≥ 1 are constants
depending on n+m and s satisfying

cs ≥ c1s (4.6)

for all 1 < s ≤ σ + 1.

Proof. We prove this lemma for t ≥ t0. Similarly, one can prove the other case.
For all q ∈ Tn×Rm, using the fundamental theorem of calculus, we can write ψt

t0,F

in the following form

ψt
t0,F

(q) = q +

∫ t

t0

F τ ◦ ψτ
t0,F

(q)dτ.

Taking the derivative with respect to q, we have that

∂qψ
t
t0,F

(q) = Id +

∫ t

t0

∂q
(
f τ ◦ ψτ

t0,F
(q)
)
dτ,

where Id stands for the identity matrix and we recall that F = ω̄ + f (see (4.1)).
Then, utilizing property 1 of Proposition A.2, the norm |∂qψt

t0,F
|Cs−1 can be esti-

mated as follows

|∂qψt
t0,F

|Cs−1 ≤ 1 + C

∫ t

t0

∣∣f τ ◦ ψτ
t0,F

∣∣
Cs dτ (4.7)

for all 1 ≤ s ≤ σ + 1. We will now consider the cases s = 1 and 1 < s ≤ σ + 1
separately. In both, (4.7) is our starting point.

Case s = 1. By (4.7) and property 3 of Proposition A.2, we have that

|∂qψt
t0,F

|C0 ≤ 1 + C

∫ t

t0

|f τ |C0dτ + C

∫ t

t0

|f τ |C1|∂qψτ
t0,F

|C0dτ.
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We can estimate the first integral of the latter in the following way∫ t

t0

|f τ |C0dτ ≤ µ

∫ t

t0

1

τ
dτ = ln

(
t

t0

)µ

, (4.8)

where we recall that |f |1,1 ≤ µ. This implies that

|∂qψt
t0,F

|C0 ≤ 1 + ln

(
t

t0

)Cµ

+ C

∫ t

t0

|f τ |C1|∂qψτ
t0,F

|C0dτ.

Now, by Gronwall’s inequality (4.3) and |f |1,1 ≤ µ

|∂qψt
t0,F

|C0 ≤

(
1 + ln

(
t

t0

)Cµ
)
e
C

∫ t
t0

|fτ |C1dτ

≤

(
1 + ln

(
t

t0

)Cµ
)
e
ln
(

t
t0

)Cµ

≤
(
t

t0

)c1µ

(4.9)

for a suitable constant c1 ≥ 1 depending on n + m. This concludes the proof
of (4.4) when t ≥ t0.

Case 1 < s ≤ σ+1. Similarly to the previous case, by property 5 of Proposition
A.2 we can estimate the right hand side of (4.7) as follows

|∂qψt
t0,F

|Cs−1 ≤ 1 + C(s)

∫ t

t0

|f τ |C0dτ︸ ︷︷ ︸
I1

+C(s)

∫ t

t0

|f τ |Cs|∂qψτ
t0,F

|sC0dτ︸ ︷︷ ︸
I2

+ C(s)

∫ t

t0

|f τ |C1|∂qψτ
t0,F

|Cs−1dτ.

We have to estimate the integrals I1 and I2 on the right-hand side of the latter.
We have already analyzed I1 (see (4.8)), it remains to consider the other

I2 =

∫ t

t0

|f τ |Cs|∂qψτ
t0,F

|sC0dτ ≤
∫ t

t0

|f |s,1
τ

(
τ

t0

)c1sµ

dτ (4.10)

≤ |f |s,1
(
t

t0

)c1sµ ∫ t

t0

τ−1dτ = |f |s,1 ln
(
t

t0

)(
t

t0

)c1sµ

. (4.11)

We point out that the inequality (4.10) is due to (4.9), whereas in (4.11) instead

of calculating the integral, we prefer using the trivial estimate
(

τ
t0

)c1sµ
≤
(

t
t0

)c1sµ
to avoid a division by µ since we do not assume it is not zero. Thus, by (4.9) and
the latter, we can estimate |∂qψt

t0,F
|Cs−1 as follows

|∂qψt
t0,F

|Cs−1 ≤ 1 + C(s) ln

(
t

t0

)µ

+ C(s)|f |s,1 ln
(
t

t0

)(
t

t0

)c1sµ

+ C(s)

∫ t

t0

|f τ |C1|∂qψτ
t0,F

|Cs−1dτ.
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Then, thanks to Gronwall’s inequality (4.3)

|∂qψt
t0,F

|Cs−1 ≤
(
1 + C(s) ln

(
t

t0

)µ

+ C(s)|f |s,1 ln
(
t

t0

)(
t

t0

)c1sµ)
e
C(s)

∫ t
t0

|fτ |C1dτ

≤
(
1 + C(s) ln

(
t

t0

)µ

+ C(s)|f |s,1 ln
(
t

t0

)(
t

t0

)c1sµ)
e
ln
(

t
t0

)C(s)µ

≤ C(s)

((
t

t0

)µ

+ |f |s,1 ln
(
t

t0

)(
t

t0

)c1sµ)( t

t0

)C(s)µ

≤ C(s)

(
1 + |f |s,1 ln

(
t

t0

))(
t

t0

)csµ

,

for a suitable constant cs ≥ c1s. This concludes the proof of (4.5) when t ≥ t0.

Let Mn+m be the set of the (n + m)-dimensional matrices. We consider the
matrix R : Tn×Rm×J×J →Mn+m with elements rij(q, t, τ) for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n+m
and (q, τ, t) ∈ Tn ×Rm × J × J . In other words, R(q, t, τ) = {rij(q, t, τ)}1≤i,j≤n+m

for all (q, τ, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × J × J . To obtain a more elegant form, we introduce
the following notation. For fixed t, τ ∈ J , we define Rt

τ as the function

Rt
τ : Tn × Rm →Mn+m, Rt

τ (q) = R(q, t, τ). (4.12)

We will use this notation in the rest of this section. Therefore, in agreement with
the notation made above, for all fixed t, τ ∈ J and positive real parameters s ≥ 0,
we define the following family of norms

|Rt
τ |Cs = max

1≤i,j≤n
|rij(·, t, τ)|Cs .

Now, let g and F be as in (4.1) and ψt
t0,F

be the flow at time t with initial time t0 of
F . The final part of this section is dedicated to the analysis of the following system,
which plays a very important role in the solution of the homological equation (4.1){

∂tR(q, t, τ) = −g(ψt
t0,F

(q), t)R(q, t, τ)

R(q, τ, τ) = Id
(4.13)

Lemma 4.2. There exists a unique solution R : Tn×Rm×J×J →Mn+m of (4.13)
such that, for all fixed t, τ ∈ J , Rt

τ ∈ Cσ(Tn×Rm) and ∂iqR ∈ C(Tn×Rm×J×J)
for all i ∈ Nn+m with 0 ≤ |i| ≤ [σ]. Moreover, for all τ , t0, t ∈ J with τ ≥ t,
we define R̃(q, t, τ) = R(ψt0

τ,F (q), t, τ). For all 1 < s ≤ σ, we have the following
estimates

|Rt
τ |C0 ≤

(τ
t

)cR0 µ

(4.14)

|R̃t
τ |C1 ≤ C

(τ
t

)cR1 µ

(4.15)

|R̃t
τ |Cs ≤ C(s)

(
1 + (|f |s,1 + |g|s,1) ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)cRs µ

(4.16)

where cR0 and cR1 are positive constants depending on n + m and cRs is a positive
constant depending on n + m and s satisfying cR1 ≥ c1 and cRs ≥ cs. We recall
that σ is the positive parameter in (4.1), and c1 and cs are the positive constants
introduced in Lemma 4.1.
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Proof. For all q ∈ Tn ×Rm, by the theorem of existence and uniqueness, a unique
solution R : Tn × Rm × J × J → Mn+m of (4.13) exists. Moreover, for all fixed t,
τ ∈ J , Rt

τ ∈ Cσ(Tn × Rm) and ∂iqR ∈ C(Tn × Rm × J × J) for all i ∈ Nn+m with
0 ≤ |i| ≤ [σ]. It remains to prove the estimates (4.14), (4.15) and (4.16). First,
we verify (4.14).

Using the fundamental theorem of calculus, we can write R in the following
form

Rt
τ (q) = Id +

∫ τ

t

(
gδ ◦ ψδ

t0
(q)
)
Rδ

τ (q)dδ (4.17)

for all q ∈ Tn × Rm and t, t0, τ ∈ J with τ ≥ t. Using Proposition A.2 and the
latter, we can estimate |Rt

τ |C0 as follows

|Rt
τ |C0 ≤ 1 +

∫ τ

t

|gδ ◦ ψδ
t0
Rδ

τ |C0dδ ≤ 1 + C

∫ τ

t

|gδ|C0|Rδ
τ |C0dδ,

for a suitable constant C depending on n + m. Thanks to Gronwall’s inequal-
ity (4.3) and remembering that |g|1,1 ≤ µ,

|Rt
τ |C0 ≤ eCµ

∫ τ
t

1
δ
dδ ≤

(τ
t

)cR0 µ

for a suitable positive constant cR0 depending on n +m. Hence, (4.14) is proved.
Now, we verify (4.15) and (4.16). To this end, we note that the composition of Rt

τ

with ψt0
τ (q) takes the form

Rt
τ ◦ ψt0

τ (q) = R̃t
τ (q) = Id +

∫ τ

t

(
gδ ◦ ψδ

τ (q)
)
R̃δ

τ (q)dδ (4.18)

for all q ∈ Tn × Rm and t, τ ∈ J with τ ≥ t. For all 1 ≤ s ≤ σ, thanks to the
latter, we can estimate the norm |R̃t

τ |Cs as follows

|R̃t
τ |Cs ≤ 1 +

∫ τ

t

|
(
gδ ◦ ψδ

τ

)
R̃δ

τ |Csdδ. (4.19)

First of all, we estimate the norm into the above integral. To this end, we use the
properties in Proposition A.2.

|
(
gδ ◦ ψδ

τ

)
R̃δ

τ |Cs ≤ C(s)
(
|gδ ◦ ψδ

τ |Cs|Rδ
τ |C0 + |gδ ◦ ψδ

τ |C0|R̃δ
τ |Cs

)
|gδ ◦ ψδ

τ |Cs ≤ C(s)
(
|gδ|Cs|∂qψδ

τ |sC0 + |gδ|C1|∂qψδ
τ |Cs−1 + |gδ|C0

)
.

Substituting these estimates into (4.19), we obtain the following upper bound for
|R̃t

τ |Cs

|R̃t
τ |Cs ≤ 1 + C(s)

∫ τ

t

|gδ|Cs|∂qψδ
τ |sC0|Rδ

τ |C0dδ︸ ︷︷ ︸
IR1

+C(s)

∫ τ

t

|gδ|C1|∂qψδ
τ |Cs−1|Rδ

τ |C0dδ︸ ︷︷ ︸
IR2

+ C(s)

∫ τ

t

|gδ|C0|Rδ
τ |C0dδ︸ ︷︷ ︸

IR3

+C(s)

∫ τ

t

|gδ|C0|R̃δ
τ |Csdδ. (4.20)
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Now, thanks to (4.14) and Lemma 4.1, we can estimate the first three integrals
IR1 , I

R
2 and IR3 on the right-hand side of the previous inequality

IR1 =

∫ τ

t

|gδ|Cs|∂qψδ
τ |sC0|Rδ

τ |C0dδ ≤ C(s)|g|s,1
∫ τ

t

δ−1
(τ
δ

)c1sµ (τ
δ

)cR0 µ

dδ

≤ C(s)|g|s,1
(τ
t

)(c1s+cR0 )µ
∫ τ

t

δ−1dδ (4.21)

= C(s)|g|s,1 ln
(τ
t

)(τ
t

)(c1s+cR0 )µ

IR2 =

∫ τ

t

|gδ|C1|∂qψδ
τ |Cs−1|Rδ

τ |C0dδ

≤ C(s)

∫ τ

t

|g|1,1
δ

(
1 + |f |s,1 ln

(τ
δ

))(τ
δ

)(cs+cR0 )µ
dδ

≤ C(s)µ

∫ τ

t

1

δ

(τ
δ

)(cs+cR0 )µ
dδ

+ C(s)|f |s,1µ ln
(τ
t

)∫ τ

t

1

δ

(τ
δ

)(cs+cR0 )µ
dδ (4.22)

≤ C(s)µ
(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 )µ
∫ τ

t

dδ

δ
(4.23)

+ C(s)|f |s,1 ln
(τ
t

)µ (τ
t

)(cs+cR0 )µ
∫ τ

t

dδ

δ

≤ C(s)
(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 )µ
ln
(τ
t

)µ
+ C(s)|f |s,1 ln

(τ
t

)(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ

≤ C(s)
(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ
+ C(s)|f |s,1 ln

(τ
t

)(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ

IR3 =

∫ τ

t

|gδ|C0|Rδ
τ |C0dδ ≤ µ

∫ τ

t

1

δ

(τ
δ

)cR0 µ

dδ ≤ µ
(τ
t

)cR0 µ
∫ τ

t

dδ

δ
(4.24)

≤
(τ
t

)cR0 µ

ln
(τ
t

)µ
≤
(τ
t

)(cR0 +1)µ
.

In the aforementioned estimates, we widely used the simple inequality ln
(
τ
δ

)
≤

ln
(
τ
t

)
and the following properties µ ln

(
τ
t

)
= ln

(
τ
t

)µ ≤
(
τ
t

)µ
. Additionally,

in lines (4.21), (4.23), (4.24) we employed the trivial estimates
(
τ
δ

)(c1s+cR0 )µ ≤(
τ
t

)(c1s+cR0 )µ,
(
τ
δ

)(cs+cR0 )µ ≤
(
τ
t

)(cs+cR0 )µ, and
(
τ
δ

)cR0 µ ≤
(
τ
t

)cR0 µ
, respectively.

Now, we replace the latter estimates for IR1 , I
R
2 , and I

R
3 in (4.20) and we use

that cs ≥ c1s for all 1 < s ≤ σ (we refer to (4.6) and we observe that when s = 1,
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the inequality cs ≥ c1s is trivially verified). Then, for all 1 ≤ s ≤ σ

|R̃t
τ |Cs ≤ 1 + C(s)|g|s,1 ln

(τ
t

)(τ
t

)(c1s+cR0 )µ
+ C(s)

(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ

+ C(s)|f |s,1 ln
(τ
t

)(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ
+ C(s)

(τ
t

)(cR0 +1)µ
.

+ C(s)

∫ τ

t

|gδ|C0 |R̃δ
τ |Csdδ

≤ C(s)
(
1 + (|f |s,1 + |g|s,1) ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ

+

∣∣∣∣C(s)∫ t

τ

|gδ|C0|R̃δ
τ |Csdδ

∣∣∣∣ . (4.25)

In order to rewrite the above estimate in a more compact form, we introduce the
following function

as,τ (t) = C(s)
(
1 + (|f |s,1 + |g|s,1) ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ
(4.26)

for all t ∈ J with τ ≥ t. Using the latter, we can rewrite (4.25) in the following
form

|R̃t
τ |Cs ≤ as,τ (t) +

∣∣∣∣C(s)∫ t

τ

|gδ|C0|R̃δ
τ |Csdδ

∣∣∣∣ . (4.27)

We observe that a is a decreasing function for all t ∈ J with τ ≥ t and hence
thanks to the Gronwall inequality (4.2) we obtain that for all 1 ≤ s ≤ σ

|R̃t
τ |Cs ≤ as,τ (t) + C(s)

∣∣∣∣∫ t

τ

as,τ (δ)|gδ|C0e|C(s)
∫ t
δ |gρ|C0dρ|dδ

∣∣∣∣
≤ as,τ (t) + C(s)as,τ (t)

∫ τ

t

µ

δ
eln(

δ
t )

C(s)µ

dδ

= a(t)

(
1 + C(s)

∫ τ

t

µ

δ

(
δ

t

)C(s)µ

dδ

)

≤ as,τ (t)

(
1 + C(s)

(τ
t

)C(s)µ
∫ τ

t

µ

δ
dδ

)
= as,τ (t)

(
1 + C(s)

(τ
t

)C(s)µ

ln
(τ
t

)µ)
≤ C(s)as,τ (t)

(τ
t

)C(s)µ

. (4.28)

Now, we will study the cases s = 1 and 1 < s ≤ σ separately. In both (4.28) will
be our starting point. If s = 1, we have that

|R̃t
τ |C1 ≤ Ca1,τ (t)

(τ
t

)Cµ

= C
(
1 + (|f |1,1 + |g|1,1) ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)(c1+cR0 +1)µ (τ
t

)Cµ

≤ C
(
1 + ln

(τ
t

)µ)(τ
t

)(c1+cR0 +1)µ (τ
t

)Cµ

≤ C
(τ
t

)cR1 µ
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for a suitable constant cR1 ≥ c1 + cR0 + 1. We point out that in the last line of
the latter, we used the simple estimate ln

(
τ
t

)µ ≤
(
τ
t

)µ
. This concludes the proof

of (4.15). It remains to verify (4.16). By (4.28) and (4.26), for all 1 < s ≤ σ, we
have that

|R̃t
τ |Cs ≤ C(s)as,τ (t)

(τ
t

)C(s)µ

= C(s)
(
1 + (|f |s,1 + |g|s,1) ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)(cs+cR0 +1)µ (τ
t

)C(s)µ

≤ C(s)
(
1 + (|f |s,1 + |g|s,1) ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)cRs µ

for a suitable constant cRs ≥ cs + cR0 + 1. This proves (4.16) and concludes the
proof of this lemma.

4.2 Solution of the homological equation

The aim of this section is to solve the equation (4.1). To simplify the reading, let us
recall this problem. We consider σ ≥ 1, µ ≥ 0, ω ∈ Rn and the following functions
f : Tn×Rm×J −→ Rn+m, z : Tn×Rm×J −→ Rn+m and g : Tn×Rm×J −→Mn+m

such that f, g ∈ Sσ,1, and z ∈ Sσ,2 with |f |1,1 ≤ µ, and |g|1,1 ≤ µ. We are looking
for a solution κ : Tn × Rm × J −→ Rn+m of the following equation

∂qκ(q, t) (ω̄ + f(q, t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
F (q,t)

+∂tκ(q, t) + g(q, t)κ(q, t) = z(q, t)

in such a way that κ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1. We recall that ω̄ = (ω, 0) ∈ Rn+m (see (3.3)).
The following lemma provides a solution to the above problem. We conclude this
section with a comparison between the equation (4.1) and the homological equation
studied in our previous work [33].

Lemma 4.3. There exists a solution κ : Tn×Rm×J −→ Rn+m of equation (4.1).
Moreover, letting cκσ = max{cR0 + cσ, c

R
σ + c1σ, c

R
1 + cσ}, if

µ <
1

cκσ
(4.29)

then κ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1 and

|κ|σ,1 ≤ C(σ)
|z|σ,2

1− cκσµ
+ C(σ)

|f |σ,1 + |g|σ,1
(1− cκσµ)

2 |z|1,2. (4.30)

We recall that the constants cR0 , cR1 , cRσ , c1 and cσ are defined in Lemma 4.1 and
Lemma 4.2.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is divided into two parts. First, we show the
existence of a formal solution to equation (4.1). In the second part, we verify
that, under the smallness assumption (4.29), the found solution satisfies a certain
regularity and a suitable decay property (see (4.30)).
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Existence of a formal solution: For fixed t0 ∈ J , let us define the following
transformation

h : Tn × Rm × J −→ Tn × Rm × J (4.31)

h(q, t) = (ψt0
t,F (q), t)

where ψt
t0,F

is the flow at time t with initial time t0 of F previously defined. We
claim that it is enough to prove the first part of this lemma for the much simpler
equation in the unknown κ : Tn × Rm × J → Rn+m

∂tκ(q, t) + g ◦ h−1(q, t)κ(q, t) = z ◦ h−1(q, t). (4.32)

Indeed, if κ is a solution of the latter, then κ = κ◦h is a solution of (4.1) and vice
versa. For the sake of clarity, we prove this claim. Let κ be a solution of (4.1),
then

∂t(κ ◦ h−1) +
(
g ◦ h−1

) (
κ ◦ h−1

)
=

(
∂qκ ◦ h−1

)
∂tψ

t
t0,F + ∂tκ ◦ h−1

+
(
g ◦ h−1

) (
κ ◦ h−1

)
=

(
∂qκ ◦ h−1

) (
F ◦ h−1

)
+ ∂tκ ◦ h−1

+
(
g ◦ h−1

) (
κ ◦ h−1

)
= ((∂qκ)F + ∂tκ + gκ) ◦ h−1 = z ◦ h−1.

In the latter, we used the following equalities ∂tψ
t
t0,F

(q) = F (ψt
t0,F

(q), t) = F ◦
h−1(q, t) for all (q, t) ∈ Tn ×Rm × J . Moreover, in the last line, we used that κ is
a solution of (4.1). We proved that κ ◦ h−1 is a solution for (4.32). It remains to
verify the other implication. But first, we need to show that

∂qψ
t0
t,F (q)F (q, t) + ∂tψ

t0
t,F (q) = 0 (4.33)

for all q ∈ Tn × Rm and t, t0 ∈ J . To this end, we want to rewrite ∂qψ
t0
t,F and

∂tψ
t0
t,F in a more convenient form (see (4.35) and (4.36), below). We consider the

following trivial equality
ψt
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q) = q, (4.34)

for all q ∈ Tn × Rm and t, t0 ∈ J . Differentiating both sides of the latter with
respect to the variable q ∈ Tn × Rm, we obtain

∂qψ
t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q)∂qψ

t0
t,F (q) = Id

for all q ∈ Tn ×Rm and t, t0 ∈ J , where Id stands for the identity matrix. By the
above equation, one can verify that

∂qψ
t0
t (q) =

(
∂qψ

t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t (q)

)−1
. (4.35)

On the other hand, taking the derivative with respect to t on both sides of (4.34),
we can see that

0 =
d

dt

(
ψt
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q)

)
= ∂qψ

t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q)∂tψ

t0
t,F (q) + ∂tψ

t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q)
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for all q ∈ Tn × Rm and t, t0 ∈ J . Thanks to the latter, ∂tψ
t0
t (q) is equal to

∂tψ
t0
t,F (q) = −

(
∂qψ

t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q)

)−1
∂tψ

t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q). (4.36)

Now, using (4.35) and (4.36), we can rewrite ∂qψ
t0
t F + ∂tψ

t0
t in the following form

∂qψ
t0
t,F (q)F (q, t) + ∂tψ

t0
t,F (q) =

(
∂qψ

t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q)

)−1 (
F (q, t)− ∂tψ

t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q)

)
for all t, t0 ∈ J and q ∈ Tn × Rm. This implies (4.34) because

F (q, t)− ∂tψ
t
t0,F

◦ ψt0
t,F (q) = F (q, t)− F (ψt

t0,F
◦ ψt0

t,F (q), t) = 0

for all t, t0 ∈ J and q ∈ Tn × Rm.
Now that we have proven (4.34), we can use it to verify that if κ is a solution

of (4.32), then κ ◦ h is a solution of (4.1). For this purpose, let κ be a solution
of (4.32), we have that

∂q(κ ◦ h)F + ∂t(κ ◦ h) + g(κ ◦ h) = (∂qκ ◦ h)
(
∂qψ

t0
t F + ∂tψ

t0
t

)
+ ∂tκ ◦ h

+ g(κ ◦ h)
= ∂tκ ◦ h+ g(κ ◦ h) = z.

In the last equality of the latter, we used (4.34) and the fact that κ is a solution
of (4.32). This proves that κ ◦ h is a solution of (4.1), and hence the claim stated
at the beginning of this proof.

Now, we can reduce the proof of the first part of this lemma by studying the
existence of a solution for the easier equation (4.32). Let R : Tn ×Rm × J × J →
Mn+m be the unique solution of (4.13). Then, a solution κ : Tn×Rm×J → Rn+m

of (4.32) exists and

κ(q, t) = R(q, t, 1)e(q)−
∫ t

1

R(q, t, τ)z ◦ h−1(q, τ)dτ

= R(q, t, 1)

(
e(q)−

∫ t

1

R(q, 1, τ)z ◦ h−1(q, τ)dτ

)
with a free function e : Tn × Rm → Rn+m. This concludes the proof of the first
part of this lemma.

Regularity of the found solution: We choose e in such a way that

e(q) =

∫ +∞

1

R(q, 1, τ)z ◦ h−1(q, τ)dτ. (4.37)

It is well defined because by Proposition A.2, Lemma 4.2 and (4.29),∣∣∣∣∫ +∞

1

R(q, 1, τ)z ◦ h−1(q, τ)dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫ +∞

1

|R1
τ |C0|zτ |C0dτ

≤ C

∫ +∞

1

τ c
R
0 µ |z|0,2

τ 2
dτ

= C|z|0,2
∫ +∞

1

τ c
R
0 µ−2dτ

= C
|z|0,2

1− cR0 µ
.
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Now, letting e as in (4.37), we can rewrite κ = κ ◦ h in the following form

κ(q, t) = κ ◦ h(q, t) = −
∫ +∞

t

Rt
τ ◦ ψ

t0
t (q)z

τ ◦ ψτ
t (q)dτ

= −
∫ +∞

t

Rt
τ ◦ ψt0

τ ◦ ψτ
t (q)z

τ ◦ ψτ
t (q)dτ

= −
∫ +∞

t

R̃t
τ ◦ ψτ

t (q)z
τ ◦ ψτ

t (q)dτ (4.38)

for all (q, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × J . In what follows, we will verify that, under the
assumption (4.29), κ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1 and it satisfies (4.30).We begin by proving (4.30).

For all t ∈ J , by (4.38) and Proposition A.2, we can estimate |κt|Cσ as follows

|κt|Cσ ≤ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|Rt
τ |C0 |zτ ◦ ψτ

t |Cσ + |R̃t
τ ◦ ψτ

t |Cσ |zτ |C0dτ. (4.39)

Now, we want to estimate the norms into the above integral. For this purpose,
thanks to property 5 of Proposition A.2, we have that

|zτ ◦ ψτ
t |Cσ ≤ C(σ) (|zτ |Cσ |∂qψτ

t |σC0 + |zτ |C1|∂qψτ
t |Cσ−1 + |zτ |C0)

|R̃t
τ ◦ ψτ

t |Cσ ≤ C(σ)
(
|R̃t

τ |Cσ |∂qψτ
t |σC0 + |R̃t

τ |C1|∂qψτ
t |Cσ−1 + |Rt

τ |C0

)
and replacing the latter into (4.39), we obtain the following upper bound for |κt|Cσ

|κt|Cσ ≤ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|Rt
τ |C0|zτ |Cσ |∂qψτ

t |σC0dτ + C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|Rt
τ |C0|zτ |C1|∂qψτ

t |Cσ−1dτ

+ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|R̃t
τ |Cσ |∂qψτ

t |σC0 |zτ |C0dτ + C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|R̃t
τ |C1|∂qψτ

t |Cσ−1 |zτ |C0dτ

+ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|Rt
τ |C0|zτ |C0dτ. (4.40)

Now, we have to estimate each integral on the right-hand side of the latter. First,
we observe that, for all t ∈ J and 0 ≤ x < 1∫ +∞

t

τx−2 ln
(τ
t

)
dτ =

1

1− x

∫ +∞

t

τx−2dτ.

It is obtained by integrating by part. Then, using Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2, (4.29)
and the latter∫ +∞

t

|Rt
τ |C0|zτ |Cσ |∂qψτ

t |σC0dτ ≤ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|σ,2
τ 2

(τ
t

)(cR0 +c1σ)µ
dτ

= C(σ)
|z|σ,2

t(c
R
0 +c1σ)µ

∫ +∞

t

τ(c
R
0 +c1σ)µ−2dτ

= C(σ)
|z|σ,2

1− (cR0 + c1σ)µ

1

t
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∫ +∞

t

|Rt
τ |C0|zτ |C1|∂qψτ

t |Cσ−1dτ ≤ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|1,2
τ 2

(
1 + |f |σ,1 ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)(cR0 +cσ)µ
dτ

= C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|1,2
τ 2

(τ
t

)(cR0 +cσ)µ
dτ

+ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|1,2
τ 2

|f |σ,1 ln
(τ
t

)(τ
t

)(cR0 +cσ)µ
dτ

= C(σ)
|z|1,2

1− (cR0 + cσ)µ

1

t

+ C(σ)
|z|1,2|f |σ,1

1− (cR0 + cσ)µ

1

t(c
R
0 +cσ)µ

∫ +∞

t

τ(c
R
0 +cσ)µ−2dτ

= C(σ)
|z|1,2

1− (cR0 + cσ)µ

1

t
+ C(σ)

|z|1,2|f |σ,1
(1− (cR0 + cσ)µ)

2

1

t∫ +∞

t

|Rt
τ |C0|zτ |C0dτ ≤ C

∫ +∞

t

|z|0,2
τ 2

(τ
t

)cR0 µ

dτ = C
|z|0,2

1− cR0 µ

1

t∫ +∞

t

|R̃t
τ |Cσ |∂qψτ

t |σC0|zτ |C0dτ ≤ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

(
1 + (|f |σ,1 + |g|σ,1) ln

(τ
t

)) |z|0,2
τ 2

(τ
t

)(cRσ +c1σ)µ
dτ

= C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|0,2
τ 2

(τ
t

)(cRσ +c1σ)µ
dτ

+ C(σ) (|f |σ,1 + |g|σ,1)
∫ +∞

t

ln
(τ
t

) |z|0,2
τ 2

(τ
t

)(cRσ +c1σ)µ
dτ

= C(σ)
|z|0,2

1− (cRσ + c1σ)µ

1

t
+ C(σ)

|z|0,2 (|f |σ,1 + |g|σ,1)
(1− (cRσ + c1σ)µ)

2

1

t∫ +∞

t

|R̃t
τ |C1|∂qψτ

t |Cσ−1|zτ |C0dτ ≤ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|0,2
τ 2

(
1 + |f |σ,1 ln

(τ
t

))(τ
t

)(cR1 +cσ)µ
dτ

= C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|0,2
τ 2

(τ
t

)(cR1 +cσ)µ
dτ

+ C(σ)

∫ +∞

t

|z|0,2
τ 2

|f |σ,1 ln
(τ
t

)(τ
t

)(cR1 +cσ)µ
dτ

= C(σ)
|z|0,2

1− (cR1 + cσ)µ

1

t
+ C(σ)

|z|0,2|f |σ,1
(1− (cR1 + cσ)µ)

2

1

t
.

Then, replacing the above estimate into (4.40), we obtain that

|κt|Cσt ≤ C(σ)

(
|z|σ,2

1− (cR0 + c1σ)µ
+

|z|1,2
1− (cR0 + cσ)µ

+
|z|1,2|f |σ,1

(1− (cR0 + cσ)µ)
2

+
|z|0,2

1− cR0 µ
+

|z|0,2
1− (cRσ + c1σ)µ

+
|z|0,2 (|f |σ,1 + |g|σ,1)
(1− (cRσ + c1σ)µ)

2

+
|z|0,2

1− (cR1 + cσ)µ
+

|z|0,2|f |σ,1
(1− (cR1 + cσ)µ)

2

)

≤ C(σ)
|z|σ,2

1− cκσµ
+ C(σ)

(|f |σ,1 + |g|σ,1)
(1− cκσµ)

2 |z|1,2
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for all t ∈ J , where we recall that cκσ = max{cR0 + cσ, c
R
σ + c1σ, c

R
1 + cσ} . Taking

the sup for all t ∈ J on the left-hand side of the latter, we conclude the proof
of (4.30). It remains to verify that κ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1 (we refer to (3.5) for the definition
of Vσ−1,ω,1). Thanks to (4.30), and the regularity of F and R (see Lemma 4.2), one
can verify that κ ∈ Sσ,1. We need to show that DκΩ̄ ∈ Sσ−1,2, we refer to Section
3 for the notation. We know that κ is a solution of (4.1), hence DκΩ̄ satisfies the
following equation

Dκ(q, t)Ω̄ = z(q, t)− ∂qκ(q, t)f(q, t)− g(q, t)κ(q, t)

for all (q, t) ∈ Tn×Rm×J . Thanks to the latter, and remembering that κ ∈ Sσ,1,
one can verify that DκΩ̄ ∈ Sσ−1,2. This concludes the proof of this lemma.

The homological equation (4.1) studied in this section is considerably more
complicated than the one analyzed in the previous work [33]. As previously men-
tioned, in the present paper, we relax the decay in time of the perturbative terms.
However, this comes at the cost of losing information regarding the dynamics at
infinity of the obtained solutions.

Remark 4.1. The homological equation studied in [33] is derived from (4.1) by
setting m = 0 and µ = 0. More specifically, given σ ≥ 1, l > 1 and ω ∈ Rn, we
investigated the following problem for the unknown κ : Tn × J → R{

∂qκ(q, t)ω + ∂tκ(q, t) = z(q, t)

z ∈ Sσ,l

(4.41)

where z : Tn×J → R is given. We solve the above equation by integration thanks
to a change of coordinates that rectifies the dynamic on the torus. Consequently,
a unique solution of (4.41) satisfying κ ∈ Sσ,l−1 exists and it is given by

κ(q, t) = −
∫ +∞

t

z(q + ω(τ − t), τ)dτ. (4.42)

Unlike the problem (4.41), to solve (4.1), we need to impose a smallness assumption
on f and g. Additionally, the proof of estimate (4.30), and consequently κ ∈
Vσ−1,ω,1, requires significantly more effort compared to our previous work in [33].
We point out that we do not prove the existence of a unique solution of (4.1),
whereas there exists a unique solution κ of (4.41) such that κ ∈ Sσ,l−1.

We want to emphasize that Lemma 4.3 does not provide C∞ solutions of the
homological equation (4.1). The reason lies in the definition of the constant cκσ
introduced in Lemma 4.3. More specifically, we recall that

cκσ = max{cR0 + cσ, c
R
σ + c1σ, c

R
1 + cσ} (4.43)

where cR0 , c
R
1 , c

R
σ , c1 and cσ are the constants defined in Lemma 4.1 and Lemma

4.2. We have established that

cRσ ≥ cσ ≥ c1σ ≥ 1 (4.44)
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as proven in Lemma 4.2 and (4.6) contained in Lemma 4.1. Using (4.43) and (4.44),
one can see that

lim
σ→+∞

cκσ = +∞.

Hence, the bigger σ is, the more we have to take µ small in order to find a solution
κ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1 of (4.1).

In the analytic setting, we are also unable to provide holomorphic solutions
for (4.1). In this case, for all fixed t ∈ J , F t = ω̄ + f t is defined in a complex
neighborhood of Tn×Rm and f t decay as 1

t
. Thus, the flow ψt

t0,F
diverges at least

as ln t. This prevents us from well-defining the change of coordinates (4.31) and
finding a solution to the equation (4.1).

5 The Nash-Moser theorem

In this section, we recall the Nash-Moser theorem proved by Zehnder [36]. For
this purpose, we consider three one-parameter families of Banach spaces {(X σ, | ·
|σ)}σ≥0, {(Yσ, |·|σ)}σ≥0 and {(Zσ, |·|σ)}σ≥0 satisfying the property (3.9). Moreover,
we assume that each of these families of Banach spaces has a C∞-smoothing, which
we denote by the same letter {Sτ}τ>0. Now, let F be the following functional

F : X 0 × Y0 −→ Z0

such that
F(x0, y0) = 0

for some (x0, y0) ∈ X 0 × Y0. Given a positive parameter 0 < ζ ≤ 1, for all σ ≥ 0,
we define

Oσ
ζ = {(x, y) ∈ X σ × Yσ : |x− x0|σ, |y − y0|σ < ζ} (5.1)

and we assume F : O0
ζ → Z0 to be continuous. For given x ∈ X 0 ∩O0

ζ , the aim of
the Zehnder theorem is to solve the equation F(x, y) = 0 assuming x sufficiently
close to x0. The author makes the following hypotheses H1-H4.

H.1 Smoothness: We assume that F(x, ·) : Y0 → Z0 is two times differentiable
with the uniform estimate

|DyF(x, y)|0, |D2
yF(x, y)|0 ≤ C

for all (x, y) ∈ O0
ζ and for some constant C ≥ 1, where Dy is the differential with

respect to the second component.

H.2 F is uniformly Lipschitz in X 0: For all (x1, y), (x2, y) ∈ O0
ζ ,

|F(x1, y)−F(x2, y)|0 ≤ C|x1 − x2|0.

H.3 Existence of a right-inverse of loss υ, 1 ≤ υ < s (s will be specified later):
For every (x, y) ∈ Oυ

ζ there exists a linear map η(x, y) : Zυ → Y0 such that, for
all z ∈ Zυ,

DyF(x, y) ◦ η(x, y)z = z

|η(x, y)z|0 ≤ C|z|υ. (5.2)
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Moreover, for all υ ≤ σ ≤ s, if (x, y) ∈ Oυ
ζ ∩ (X σ × Yσ), then the linear map

η : Zσ → Yσ−υ is well defined and if |x− x0|σ, |y − y0|σ ≤ K, then

|η(x, y)F(x, y)|σ−υ ≤ C(σ)K. (5.3)

H.4 Order: The triple (F , x0, v0) is of order s, s > υ ≥ 1. Here, Zehnder uses
the following

Definition 5.1. (F , x0, y0) is called of order s, 1 ≤ s < ∞, if the following three
conditions are satisfies:

1. (x0, y0) ∈ X s × Ys,

2. F(O0
ζ ∩ (X σ × Yσ)) ⊂ Zσ, 1 ≤ σ ≤ s

3. there exist constants C(σ), 1 ≤ σ ≤ s, such that if (x, y) ∈ (X σ × Yσ) ∩ O1
ζ

satisfies |x− x0|σ, |y − y0|σ ≤ K then

|F(x, y)|σ ≤ C(σ)K.

Zehnder, in his paper, assumes the existence of an approximate right-inverse.
The reason for this assumption is evident in his works [36] and [37], where he
applies generalized implicit function theorems to solve small divisor problems. This
includes proving Arnold’s normal form theorem for vector fields on the torus and
the KAM theorem. In the proof of these theorems, Zehnder defines a functional
F , which does not admit a right-inverse but just an approximate right-inverse.
We do not have this problem; hence, we prefer to write H.4 in this form. In his
paper [36], Zehnder proved the following

Theorem 5.1. Let α, β, λ, ρ, υ and s be positive real numbers satisfying the
following set of inequalities:

1 < β < 2, 1 < α, 1 ≤ υ ≤ ρ < λ < s,

λ > max

{
2βυ

2− β
, β(υ + ρβ)

}
s > max

{
αυ

α− 1
, λ+

αυ

β − 1

}
.

(5.4)

Let (F , x0, v0) be of order s and satisfy H.1-H.4 with a loss of υ. Then there exists
ε0, depending on α, β, λ, µ, s and ζ, such that for all ε ≤ ε0 we have the existence
of an open neighborhood Dλ ⊂ X λ of x0, Dλ = {x ∈ X λ : |x − x0|λ ≤ ε} and a
mapping ψ : Dλ → Vρ such that

F(x, ψ(x)) = 0, x ∈ Dλ

|ψ(x)− v0|ρ ≤ ζ,

where ζ is the positive parameter defined by (5.1).

The statement of the above theorem is slightly different from the original. In
his work, Zehnder [36] considers ζ = 1. It is simply a quantitative difference, and
it does not change the proof, but in this case, one needs to take ε0 small also with
respect to ζ. This change does not warrant further justifications. However, one
can see [31] for more details.
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6 Proof of Theorem A

6.1 Outline of the proof of Theorem A

Let ρ and ω be as in (2.11). We are looking for a Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder φt

associated to (XH , Xh, φ0), where H and h are the Hamiltonians defined by (2.11)
and (2.12), respectively, and φ0 is the trivial embedding φ0 : Tn × Rm → Tn ×
Rm × B, such that φ0(q) = (q, 0). More concretely, for given H, we are searching
for v, Γ : Tn × Rm × J → Rn+m such that

φ : Tn × Rm × J → Tn × Rm ×B × J, φ(q, t) = (q, v(q, t)) (6.1)

is a family of embedded cylinder and φ, v and Γ satisfy

XH(φ(q, t), t)− ∂qφ(q, t)(ω̄ + Γ(q, t))− ∂tφ(q, t) = 0, (6.2)

v,Γ ∈ Sρ,1. (6.3)

We refer to (3.3) for the notation ω̄. We recall that if φ, v and Γ satisfy (6.2)
and (6.3), then φt is a Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder φt associated to (XH , Xh̃, φ0)
(one can see Definition 2.1). In fact, (6.2) is the invariant equation that a Cρ-
weakly asymptotic cylinder has to satisfy. Moreover, (6.3) implies that φt con-
verges at time tends to infinity to φ0 and that Γ decays in time as 1

t
.

Let us recall the Hamiltonian in (2.11) in order to give an idea of the proof
of Theorem A. We assume that the following positive parameters s, λ, ρ, β, and
α, satisfy the conditions (2.10). For a given ω ∈ Rn and real positive parameters
0 ≤ δ < 1, ε > 0 and Υ ≥ 1, we consider the following time-dependent Hamiltonian

H : Tn × Rm ×B × J −→ R
H(q, p, t) = ω · p+ a(q, t) + b(q, t) · p+m(q, p, t) · p2

b(q, t) = b0(q, t) + br(q, t)

a ∈ Ss,(0,2), b0, br ∈ Ss+1,1, ∂
2
pH ∈ Ss+1,0

|b0|2,1 ≤ δ, |b0|s+1,1 ≤ Υ,

|a|λ,(0,2) < ε, |br|λ+1,1 < ε,

|a|s,(0,2) ≤ Υ, |br|s+1,1 ≤ Υ, |∂2pH|s+1,0 ≤ Υ

where we refer to Section 3 for the definition of the Banach spaces and the norms
we used. Here, unlike in (2.11), we have set e = 0. We can do it without loss of
generality. We need to introduce the following notation. Let H be the previous
Hamiltonian, we define

m̄(q, p, t) =

∫ 1

0

∂2pH(q, τp, t)dτ (6.4)

for all (q, p, t) ∈ Tn×Rm×B×J . In what follows, we introduce a suitable functional
F depending on the perturbative terms (a, b) ∈ S0,(0,2) ×S1,2, the quadratic terms
(m, m̄) ∈ Ss+1,0×Ss+1,0 and the components of the Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder
v ∈ V0,ω,1 we are looking for. We refer to Section 3 for the above notation.
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The functional F is defined in such a way that if F(a, b,m, m̄, v) = 0 then,
letting Γ = b + (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v, the found v and Γ satisfy (6.2). We refer to (3.2) for
the notation φ̃ and to (6.12) for the definition of the functional F . In Section 6.2,
we will see that F(0, b,m, m̄, 0) = 0 for all (b,m, m̄) ∈ S1,2 × Ss+1,0 × Ss+1,0. In
particular,

F(0, b0,m, m̄, 0) = 0

for all (m, m̄) ∈ Ss+1,0 × Ss+1,0, where b0 is the term defined by (2.11) that deter-
mines, together with ω, the dynamic associated with h (see (2.12)) on the invariant
cylinder φ0. We can reformulate our dynamical problem in the following terms.
For fixed b0, m, m̄ and for (a, b) sufficiently close to (0, b0), we are looking for v in
such a way that F(a, b,m, m̄, v) = 0. Section 6.2 is dedicated to the definition of
the functional F .

The proof relies on the Nash-Moser theorem proved by Zehnder [36] (see The-
orem 5.1 in Section 5). For this reason, in the first part of Section 6.3, we fix m
and m̄ as in (2.11) and (6.4), respectively, and we verify that the above-mentioned
functional F(·, ·,m, m̄, ·) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.1 (see Lemma 6.1).
Let DvF be the differential of F with respect to v. Among the hypotheses of
Theorem 5.1, a key requirement is the existence of a right inverse for DvF . The
proof of this condition relies on the solution of the homological equation (4.1),
particularly on Lemma 4.3. We know that the existence of a solution to the prob-
lem (4.1) is contingent upon a smallness assumption (see (4.29)). For this reason,
in the proof of Lemma 6.1, we need to fix δ to be suitably small (see (6.19)) in
order to apply Lemma 4.3 and prove the existence of a right inverse of DvF .

The application of Theorem 5.1, provides the existence of a Cρ-weakly asymp-
totic cylinder φt associated to (XH , Xh, φ0). In the second part of Section 6.3,
we verify that the found Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder is Lagrangian (we refer
to Lemma 6.3 for the proof and to Definition 2.1 for the notion of Lagrangian
Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder). This concludes the proof of Theorem A.

6.2 Definition of the functional F
This section is dedicated to the definition of the above-mentioned functional F .
First, we need to verify that

m̄(q, p, t)p = ∂p

(
m(q, p, t) · p2

)
(6.5)

for all (q, p, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × B × J . To this end, letting H be the Hamiltonian
in (2.11), thanks to the Taylor formula, we can see that

H(q, p, t) = H(q, 0, t) + ∂pH(q, 0, t) · p

+

∫ 1

0

(1− τ)∂2pH(q, τp, t)dτ · p2 (6.6)

∂pH(q, p, t) = ∂pH(q, 0, t) +

∫ 1

0

∂2pH(q, τp, t)dτ · p, (6.7)

whereas differentiating (6.6) with respect to p, we obtain

∂pH(q, p, t) = ∂pH(q, 0, t) + ∂p

(∫ 1

0

(1− τ)∂2pH(q, τp, t)dτ · p2
)
. (6.8)
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Now, we compare (6.7) with (6.8) and we have that∫ 1

0

∂2pH(q, τp, t)dτ · p = ∂p

(∫ 1

0

(1− τ)∂2pH(q, τp, t)dτ · p2
)
.

This concludes the proof of (6.5). Now, in order to define the functional F , we
observe that the Hamiltonian system associated with the Hamiltonian H is equal
to

XH(q, p, t) =

(
ω̄ + b(q, t) + m̄(q, p, t)p

−∂qa(q, t)− ∂qb(q, t)p− ∂qm(q, p, t)p2

)
,

for all (q, p, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × B × J , where we refer to (3.3) for the notation ω̄.
Letting, φ the family of embeddings introduced by (6.1), the composition XH ◦ φ̃
takes the following form

XH ◦ φ̃(q, t) =

(
ω̄ + b(q, t) +

(
m̄ ◦ φ̃(q, t)

)
v(q, t)

−∂qa(q, t)− ∂qb(q, t)v(q, t)− ∂qm ◦ φ̃(q, t)v2(q, t)

)
(6.9)

for all (q, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × J , where we refer to (3.2) for the notation φ̃. On the
other hand, for all (q, t) ∈ Tn × Rm × J ,

∂qφ(q, t) (ω̄ + Γ(q, t)) + ∂tφ(q, t) =

(
ω̄ + Γ(q, t)

∂qv(q, t)(ω + Γ(q, t)) + ∂tv(q, t)

)
. (6.10)

Hence, using (6.9) and (6.10), we can rewrite (6.2) in the following form(
Γ− b− (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v

∂qa+ (∂qb) v + ∂qm ◦ φ̃ · v2 − ∂qv(ω + Γ)− ∂tv

)
=

(
0
0

)
. (6.11)

The latter is composed of sums and products of functions defined on (q, t) ∈
Tn × Rm × J . We have omitted the arguments (q, t) in order to achieve a more
elegant form. We keep this notation for the rest of the proof.

We need to introduce the following family of Banach spaces {(Xσ, | · |σ)}σ≥0

such that, for all σ ≥ 0,
Xσ = Sσ,(0,2) × Sσ+1,2

and for all x = (a, b) ∈ Xσ,

|x|σ = max{|a|σ,(0,2), |b|σ+1,1}.

Let F be the following functional

F : X0 × Ss+1,0 × Ss+1,0 × V0,ω,1 −→ S0,2 (6.12)

F(x,m, m̄, v) = DvΩ̄ + ∂qv (b+ (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v) + ∂qa+ (∂qb) v + ∂qm ◦ φ̃ · v2

where s is the positive parameter in (2.11) and, for the notation used in the
definition of the latter, we refer to Section 3. It is obtained by the second equation
of (6.11), wherein we substitute Γ with b+ (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v. Using Proposition 3.5, it is
straightforward to verify that F is well defined.
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We observe that, for all (b,m, m̄) ∈ S0,2 × Ss+1,0 × Ss+1,0, letting x0,b = (0, b),
we have that F(x0,b,m, m̄, 0) = 0. More specifically, let x0 = (0, b0), where b0 is
the unperturbed term in (2.11), we have that

F(x0,m, m̄, 0) = 0.

Now, we fix x0 = (0, b0). For all σ ≥ 0 and for a suitable parameter 0 < ζ < 1,
that we will speficy later, we define the following subset of Xσ × Vσ,ω,1

Oζ
σ = {(x, v) ∈ Xσ × Vσ,ω,1 : |x− x0|σ, |v|σ,ω,1 < ζ}.

We fix (m, m̄) ∈ Ss+1,0 × Ss+1,0 as in (2.11), we consider the following continuous
functional

Fm,m̄ : Oζ
0 −→ S0,2, Fm,m̄(x, v) = F(x,m, m̄, v). (6.13)

In the following section, we will prove that Fm,m̄ satisfies the hypotheses of Theo-
rem 5.1. As mentioned before, an essential point of the proof consists in showing
the existence of a right inverse of the differential of Fm,m̄ with respect to the
variable v. Let

f = b+ (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v,
g = ∂qb+ ∂qv (∂pm̄ ◦ φ̃) v + ∂qv (m̄ ◦ φ̃) + vT

(
∂2pqm ◦ φ̃

)
v + 2 (∂qm ◦ φ̃) v,

where T denotes the transpose. In Section 6.3, we will see that the differential of
Fm,m̄ with respect to the variable v is equal to

DvFm,m̄(x, v)v̂ = Dv̂Ω̄ + (∂qv̂) f + gv̂.

As mentioned before, we can find a right inverse for the latter. The proof relies on
the solution of the equation (4.1), and hence on Lemma 4.3. For this purpose, in
the proof of Lemma 6.1, first, we fix δ small enough (see (6.19)), and then we fix
ζ sufficiently small with respect to δ (see (6.20)) in order to make f and g small
enough to apply Lemma 6.1 and prove the existence of a right inverse of DvFm,m̄.

6.3 Existence of a Lagrangian Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylin-
der

This section is divided into two parts. First, we prove that the functional Fm,m̄,
defined by (6.13), satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.1 (we refer to Lemma
6.1). As mentioned before, the application of Theorem 5.1 ensures the existence of
a Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated to (XH , Xh, φ0). In the second part,
we will verify that the found Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder is Lagrangian (see
Lemma 6.3).

In the proof of the following lemma, we widely use the notation in Section 3
and the properties contained in Proposition 3.5 without specifying each time.

Lemma 6.1. Fm,m̄ satisfies hypotheses H.1-H.4 of Theorem 5.1.
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Proof. H.1. Smoothness : For all fixed x ∈ X0, one can see that, the functional
Fm,m̄(x, ·) : V0,ω,1 → S0,2 is two times differentiable with respect to the variable v
and for all (x, v) ∈ X0 × V0,ω,1

DvFm,m̄(x, v) : V0,ω,1 → S0,2, D2
vFm,m̄(x, v) : V0,ω,1 × V0,ω,1 → S0,2

with

DvFm,m̄(x, v)v̂ = Dv̂Ω̄ + (∂qv̂) f + gv̂, (6.14)

D2
vFm,m̄(x, v)(v̂1, v̂2) = (∂qv̂1)h1v̂2 + (∂qv̂2)h2v̂1 + v̂T2 h3v̂1, (6.15)

where, letting T be the transpose, the elements f , g, h1, h2 and h3 are defined by

f = b+ (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v,
g = ∂qb+ ∂qv (∂pm̄ ◦ φ̃) v + ∂qv (m̄ ◦ φ̃) + vT

(
∂2pqm ◦ φ̃

)
v + 2 (∂qm ◦ φ̃) v,

h1 = m̄ ◦ φ̃+ (∂pm̄ ◦ φ̃) v, (6.16)

h2 = (∂pm̄ ◦ φ̃) v + m̄ ◦ φ̃,
h3 = ∂qv

(
∂2pm ◦ φ̃

)
v + 2∂qv (∂pm̄ ◦ φ̃) + vT

(
∂2p∂qm ◦ φ̃

)
v

+ 4
(
∂2pqm ◦ φ̃

)
v + 2∂qm ◦ φ̃.

For all fixed (x, v) ∈ Oζ
0, we have to verify the existence of a constant C∗ ≥ 1 such

that

|DvFm,m̄(x, v)v̂|0,2 ≤ C∗|v̂|0,ω,1, |D2
vFm,m̄(x, v)(v̂1, v̂2)|0,2 ≤ C∗|v̂1|0,ω,1|v̂2|0,ω,1,

for all v̂, v̂1, v̂2 ∈ V0,ω,1. For this purpose, for all fixed (x, v) ∈ Oζ
0 and for all

v̂ ∈ V0,ω,1,

|DvFm,m̄(x, v)v̂|0,2 ≤ |Dv̂Ω̄|0,2 + C (|f |0,1|v̂|1,1 + |g|0,1|v̂|0,1)
≤ |v̂|0,ω,1 (1 + C (|f |0,1 + |g|0,1)) .

Now, we have to estimates |f |0,1 and |g|0,1. Hence, for all (x, v) ∈ Oζ
0, thanks

to (2.11) and (6.4), we have the following upper bounds

|f |0,1 ≤ C (|b|0,1 + |v|0,1|m̄|0,0)
≤ C (|b0|0,1 + |b− b0|0,1) + C (|v|0,1|m̄|0,0) ≤ C(δ + ζ) + CΥζ

|g|0,1 ≤ C
(
|b|1,1 + |v|0,1|m̄|1,0|v|1,1 + |v|1,1|m̄|0,0 + (|v|0,1)2 |m̄|2,0 + |v|0,1|m|1,0

)
≤ C

(
|b|1,1 + (|v|0,ω,1 + (|v|0,ω,1)2)Υ

)
≤ C(δ + ζ) + CΥζ.

where we recall that b0 is defined by (2.11). This implies the claim forDvFm,m̄(x, v).
Similarly, we have the claim for D2

vFm,m̄(x, v).

H.2. Fm,m̄ is uniformly Lipschitz in X0: For all (x1, v), (x2, v) ∈ Oζ
0, remem-

bering that |x|0 = max{|a|0,(0,2), |b|1,1},

|Fm,m̄(x1, v)−Fm,m̄(x2, v)|0,2 = |∂qv(b1 − b2) + (∂qa1 − ∂qa2) + (∂qb1 − ∂qb2)v|0,2
≤ C|b1 − b2|0,1|v|1,1
+ C (|∂qa1 − ∂qa2|0,2 + |b1 − b2|1,1|v|0,1)
≤ C(1 + ζ)|x1 − x2|0,
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which proves H.2. Now, we verify H.4 before H.3.

H.4. Order : One can see that the first two conditions of Definition 5.1 are

satisfied, meaning (x0, 0) ∈ Xs × Vs,ω,1 and Fm,m̄

(
Oζ

0

⋂
(Xσ × Vσ,ω,1)

)
⊂ Sσ,2 for

all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s. We verify the tame estimate.
For all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s and (x, v) ∈ Oζ

1

⋂
(Xσ × Vσ,ω,1), we rewrite the functional

Fm,m̄ in the following form

Fm,m̄(x, v) = DvΩ̄ + ∂qv (b0 + (b− b0) + (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v) + ∂qa

+ (∂qb0) v + ∂q (b− b0) v + ∂qm ◦ φ̃ · v2.

For all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s, we assume |x − x0|σ, |v|σ,ω,1 ≤ K (we recall that x0 = (0, b0)).
Then, we can estimate |Fm,m̄(x, v)|σ,2 as follows

|Fm,m̄(x, v)|σ,2 ≤ |DvΩ̄|σ,2 + | (∂qv) b0|σ,2 + | (∂qv) (b− b0) |σ,2
+ |∂qv (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v|σ,2 + |a|σ,2 + | (∂qb0) v|σ,2
+ |∂q (b− b0) v|σ,2 + |∂qm ◦ φ̃ · v2|σ,2. (6.17)

We have to estimate each term on the right-hand side of the latter. We already
known that |a|σ,2 and |DvΩ̄|σ,2 are bounded by K. We recall that |b0|s+1,1 ≤ Υ,
|x− x0|σ, |v|σ,ω,1 ≤ K, and 0 < ζ < 1 and we estimate the others

|b0 (∂qv) |σ,2 ≤ C(σ)|b0|s+1,1|v|σ+1,1 ≤ C(σ)Υ|v|σ,ω,1 ≤ C(σ)ΥK

| (∂qv) (b− b0) |σ,2 ≤ C(σ) (|∂qv|0,1|b− b0|σ,1 + |∂qv|σ,1|b− b0|0,1)
≤ C(σ) (|v|1,1|b− b0|σ,1 + |v|σ+1,1|b− b0|0,1)
≤ C(σ)ζK ≤ C(σ)K

|∂qv (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v|σ,2 ≤ C(σ) (|∂qv (m̄ ◦ φ̃) |σ,1|v|0,1 + |∂qv (m̄ ◦ φ̃) |0,1|v|σ,1)
≤ C(σ)|v|0,ω,1 (|m̄ ◦ φ̃|σ,0|v|0,ω,1 + |m̄|0,0|v|σ,ω,1)
+ C(σ)|v|σ,ω,1|m̄|0,0|v|0,ω,1
≤ C(σ)ζ2|m̄|σ,0(1 + |v|σ0,ω,1 + |v|σ,ω,1) + C(σ)ζΥK

≤ C(σ)ΥK

| (∂qb0) v|σ,2 ≤ C(σ)|b0|s+1,1|v|σ,1 ≤ C(σ)ΥK

|∂q (b− b0) v|σ,2 ≤ C(σ) (|v|0,1|b− b0|σ+1,1 + |v|σ,1|b− b0|1,1)
≤ C(σ)ζK ≤ C(σ)K

|∂qm ◦ φ̃ · v2|σ,2 ≤ C(σ) (| (∂qm ◦ φ̃) v|0,1|v|σ,1 + | (∂qm ◦ φ̃) v|σ,1|v|0,1)
≤ C(σ)|m|1,0|v|0,ω,1|v|σ,ω,1
+ C(σ)ζ (|∂qm ◦ φ̃|σ,0|v|0,1 + |∂qm ◦ φ̃|0,0|v|σ,1)
≤ C(σ)ζΥK

+ C(σ)ζ2|m|σ+1,0(1 + |v|σ0,ω,1 + |v|σ,ω,1) + C(σ)ΥK

≤ C(σ)ΥK.

Replacing the above estimates in (6.17), one has that

|Fm,m̄(x, v)|σ,2 ≤ C(σ)ΥK. (6.18)
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This concludes the proof of H.4.

H.3. Existence of a right-inverse of loss 1 : In this part, we prove the existence
of a right inverse for the differential DvFm,m̄. First, let C1 and C2 be the positive
constant defined by (6.26) and Lemma 6.2, respectively. We stress that C1 and C2

are explicit and depend only on n+m. Furthermore, let cχσ the constant introduced
in Lemma 4.3. We consider the positive parameter 0 ≤ δ < 1 in (2.11). We fix δ
in such a way that

2max{C1, C2}δ < inf
1≤σ≤s

1

cχσ
, (6.19)

where s is the positive parameter defined by (2.11). Let ρ be the parameter
in (2.11) and Kρ be the constant defined by (6.37). We stress that Kρ is explicit
and only depends on ρ and n+m. We choose 0 < ζ < 1 small enough with respect
to δ, Υ, ρ and s such that

2max{C1, C2} (δ +Υζ) < inf
1≤σ≤s

1

cχσ
, (6.20)

δ +KρΥζ < 1. (6.21)

We point out that (6.20) is a necessary condition in order to prove the existence of
a right inverse for DvFm,m̄. We will also use (6.20) in the proof of Lemma 6.3. On
the other hand, (6.21) is a necessary condition to prove (2.13). To avoid confusion,
we prefer to fix the parameters δ and ζ at this stage of the proof.

Now, we want to prove that for all (x, v) ∈ Oζ
1 ∩ (Xσ × Vσ,ω,1) with 1 ≤ σ ≤ s,

a right-inverse of loss 1 of DvFm,m̄(x, v) exists and is well defined. This means

that, for all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s and (x, v) ∈ Oζ
1 ∩ (Xσ × Vσ,ω,1), we want to verify

the existence of a liner map ηm,m̄(x, v) : Sσ,2 → Vσ−1,ω,1 in such a way that
DvFm,m̄(x, v)ηm,m̄(x, v)z = z for all z ∈ Sσ,2. For all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s and z ∈ Sσ,2, it
consists in solving the following equation in the unknown v̂ : Tn×Rm×J → Rn+m

Dv̂Ω̄ + (∂qv̂) f + gv̂ = z, (6.22)

in such a way that v̂ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1, where f and g are defined by (6.16).
Thanks to Lemma 4.3, if

|f |1,1, |g|1,1 < inf
1≤σ≤s

1

cχσ
(6.23)

then, for all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s, a solution v̂ of (6.22) exists and v̂ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1. It remains

to verify (6.23). To this end, for all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s, (x, v) ∈ Oζ
1 ∩ (Xσ × Vσ,ω,1), and

remembering that 0 < ζ < 1

|f |σ,1 ≤ |b|σ,1 + | (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v|σ,1 ≤ |b|σ,1 + C(σ) (|m̄ ◦ φ̃|σ,0|v|0,1 + |m̄ ◦ φ̃|0,0|v|σ,1)
≤ |b|σ,1 + C(σ)

(
Υ
(
1 + |v|σ1,1 + |v|σ,1

)
|v|0,1 +Υ|v|σ,1

)
≤ |b|σ,1 + C(σ)Υ|v|σ,1 (6.24)

|g|σ,1 ≤ |b|σ+1,1 + |∂qv (∂qm̄ ◦ φ̃) v|σ,1 + |∂qv (m̄ ◦ φ̃) |σ,1 + |vT
(
∂2pqm̄ ◦ φ̃

)
v|σ,1

+ | (∂qm ◦ φ̃) v|σ,1
≤ |b|σ+1,1 + C(σ)Υ|v|σ+1,1. (6.25)
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Hence, taking σ = 1, by (2.11) and (x, v) ∈ Oζ
1 we obtain

|f |1,1 ≤ |b|1,1 + CΥ|v|1,1 ≤ |b0|1,1 + |b− b0|1,1 + CΥ|v|1,1
≤ (δ + ζ) + CΥζ ≤ δ + C1Υζ (6.26)

|g|1,1 ≤ |b|2,1 + CΥ|v|2,1 ≤ |b0|2,1 + |b− b0|2,1 + CΥ|v|2,1,
≤ (δ + ζ) + CΥζ ≤ δ + C1Υζ (6.27)

for a suitable constant C1 ≥ 1 depending on n+m. Thanks to (6.19), (6.20) and
the above estimates, (6.23) is satisfied. Then, for all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s and z ∈ Sσ,2,
the application of Lemma 4.3 implies the existence of a solution v̂ ∈ Vσ−1,ω,1

of (6.22) and hence the existence of a right inverse of loss 1 of DvFm,m̄(x, v) for

all (x, v) ∈ Oζ
1 ∩ (Xσ × Vσ,ω,1) with 1 ≤ σ ≤ s.

The second part of this proof is dedicated to verifying (5.2) and (5.3). In what
follows, we drop the indexes m, m̄ from F and η to achieve a more elegant proof.

We begin with the proof of (5.2). For this reason, for all (x, v) ∈ O1
ζ and

z ∈ S1,2, we recall that

|η(x, v)z|0,ω,2 = max{|η(x, v)z|1,1, |D (η(x, v)z) Ω̄|0,2}.

We refer to Section 3. In order to verify (5.2), we need to estimate the two norms
|η(x, v)z|1,1 and |D (η(x, v)z) Ω̄|0,2 on the right hand side of the latter. By Lemma
4.3 (more specifically (4.30)), (6.20), (6.26) and (6.27), one can see that

|η(x, v)z|1,1 ≤ C(δ, ζ)|z|1,2. (6.28)

On the other hand, as a consequence of (6.22), (6.28), (6.26), (6.27) and (6.20),
we have

|D (η(x, v)z) Ω̄|0,2 = |z − ∂q (η(x, v)z) f − g (η(x, v)z) |0,2
≤ |z|0,2 + C|f |0,1|η(x, v)z|1,1 + C|g|0,1|η(x, v)z|0,1
≤ |z|0,2 + C|f |1,1|η(x, v)z|1,1 + C|g|1,1|η(x, v)z|0,1
≤ |z|0,2 + C|η(x, v)z|1,1 ≤ C(δ, ζ)|z|1,2. (6.29)

In the last line, we utilized the inequalities |f |1,1 ≤ 1 and |g|1,1 ≤ 1, which are
consequences of (6.23). We proved (5.2) because (6.28) and (6.29) imply

|η(x, v)z|0,ω,2 = max{|η(x, v)z|1,1, |D (η(x, v)z) Ω̄|0,2} ≤ C(δ, ζ)|z|1,2.

Conserning (5.3), for all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s and (x, v) ∈ O1
ζ ∩ (X σ × Vσ), we assume

|x− x0|σ, |v|σ,ω,1 ≤ K and we recall that

|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ−1,ω,1 = max{|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ,1, |D (η(x, v)F(x, v)) Ω̄|σ−1,2}.

Similarly to the previous case, we shall prove that the two norms on the right-hand
side of the latter are smaller or equal to K multiplied by a suitable constant. To
this end, thanks to (6.24) and (6.25)

|f |σ,1 ≤ |b|σ,1 + C(σ)Υ|v|σ,1
≤ |b0|σ,1 + |b− b0|σ,1 + C(σ)Υ|v|σ,1 ≤ Υ+ C(σ)ΥK (6.30)

|g|σ,1 ≤ |b|σ+1,1 + C(σ)Υ|v|σ+1,1,

≤ |b0|σ+1,1 + |b− b0|σ+1,1 + C(σ)Υ|v|σ+1,1 ≤ Υ+ C(σ)ΥK, (6.31)
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where we used |b0|s+1,1 ≤ Υ, Υ ≥ 1 and the assumption |x − x0|σ, |v|σ,ω,1 ≤ K.
Furthermore, thanks to H.4 one has that

|F(x, v)|1,2 ≤ CΥζ, |F(x, v)|σ,2 ≤ C(σ)ΥK. (6.32)

We point out that the first estimate in (6.32) is a consequence of hypothesis H.4
(especially (6.18)) and the fact that (x, v) ∈ O1

ζ ∩ (X σ × Vσ) implies |x − x0|1,
|v|1,ω,1 ≤ ζ. Whereas, the second estimate in (6.32) follows by (6.18) and the
assumption |x− x0|σ, |v|σ,ω,1 ≤ K.

Now, by (4.30), (6.30), (6.31), and (6.32) we obtain that

|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ,1 ≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)|F(x, v)|σ,2
+ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ) (|f |σ,1 + |g|σ,1) |F(x, v)|1,2
≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ) (K + (1 +K) |F(x, v)|1,2)
≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)K, (6.33)

where in the last line of the latter we used the following trivial estimate
(1 +K) |F(x, v)|1,2 ≤ |F(x, v)|σ,2 +K|F(x, v)|1,2 ≤ C(σ)ΥK +KCΥζ.

On the other hand, by (6.22)

|D (η(x, v)F(x, v)) Ω̄|σ−1,2 = |F(x, v)− ∂q (η(x, v)F(x, v)) f − g (η(x, v)F(x, v)) |σ−1,2

≤ |F(x, v)|σ−1,2 + |∂q (η(x, v)F(x, v)) f |σ−1,2

+ |g (η(x, v)F(x, v)) |σ−1,2.

It remains to prove that each term on the right-hand side of the latter can be
estimated by K multiplied by a suitable constant independent of K. Thanks to
H.4, this is true for the first term |F(x, v)|σ−1,2 of the latter. Now, we provide the
proof for the remaining terms

|∂q (η(x, v)F(x, v)) f |σ−1,2 ≤ C(σ) (|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ,1|f |0,1 + |η(x, v)F(x, v)|1,1|f |σ,1)
≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)K|f |1,1 + C(δ, ζ)|F(u, v)|1,2|f |σ,1
≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)K

where the second line of the latter is due to (6.33) and (6.28), whereas in the last
line we use |f |1,1 ≤ 1, (6.32) and (6.30). Similarly, one has

|g (η(x, v)F(x, v)) |σ−1,2 ≤ C(σ) (|g|0,1|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ−1,1 + |g|σ−1,1|η(x, v)F(x, v)|0,1)
≤ C(σ) (|g|1,1|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ,1 + |g|σ,1|η(x, v)F(x, v)|1,1)
≤ C(σ) (|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ,1 + |g|σ,1C(δ, ζ)|F(x, v)|1,2)
≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)K + C(δ, ζ)Υ|F(x, v)|σ,2
+ C(σ, δ, ζ)ΥK|F(x, v)|1,2 (6.34)

≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)K.

We point out that in the third line of the latter, we used |g|1,1 ≤ 1, and (6.28).
The inequality (6.34) is due to (6.31) and the trivial estimate |F(x, v)|1,2 ≤
C|F(x, v)|σ,2. The last line of the latter is a consequence of (6.32).
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Now, thanks to the above estimates, we have that

|D (η(x, v)F(x, v)) Ω̄|σ−1,2 ≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)K (6.35)

and hence, by (6.33) and (6.35), for all 1 ≤ σ ≤ s and (x, v) ∈ O1
ζ ∩ (X σ × Vσ),

with |x− x0|σ, |v|σ,ω,1 ≤ K we obtain that

|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ−1,ω,1 = max{|η(x, v)F(x, v)|σ,1, |D (η(x, v)F(x, v)) Ω̄|σ−1,2}
≤ C(σ,Υ, δ, ζ)K.

This concludes the proof of H.3 and of this lemma.

Let α, β, λ, ρ, s be the positive paramters satisying (2.10), and ε the positive
parameter in (2.11). We fix x = (a, br) ∈ Ss,(0,2) × Ss+1,1, where a and br are the
perturbative terms in (2.11).

By Lemma 6.1, the functional Fm,m̄ satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 5.1.
Then, there exists ε0, depending on α, β, λ, s and ζ such that for all ε ≤ ε0 there
exists v ∈ Vρ,ω,1 in such a way that

Fm,m̄(x, v) = 0, |v|ρ,ω,1 ≤ ζ. (6.36)

For simplicity, without loss of generality, we can assume ε0 ≤ ζ. Furthermore, we
recall that the parameter ζ depends on δ, Υ, ρ and s. Thus, ε0 depends on α, β,
λ, δ, Υ, ρ, and s. We recall that 0 < ζ < 1, then (6.36) implies that first estimate
in (2.13).

Let φ : Tn × Rm × J → Tn × Rm × B × J such that φ(q, t) = (q, v(q, t)) and
Γ(q, t) = b0(q, t)+br(q, t)+m̄◦ φ̃(q, t)v(q, t) for all (q, t) ∈ Tn×Rm×J . Then, φ is
a Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated to (XH , Xh, φ0) with disturbing term
Γ. We recall that H is the Hamiltonian defined by (2.11), h is the Hamiltonian
in (2.12) and φ0 is the trivial embedding φ0 : Tn × Rm → Tn × Rm × Bn+m,
φ0(q) = (q, 0). Moreover, by (2.11), (6.36) and the properties in Proposition 3.5

|Γ|ρ,1 ≤ |b0|ρ,1 + |br|ρ,1 + | (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v|ρ,1
≤ |b0|ρ,1 + C (|br|λ+1,1 + | (m̄ ◦ φ̃) v|ρ,1)
≤ |b0|ρ,1 + Cε+ C(ρ)Υζ

≤ |b0|ρ,1 +KρΥζ (6.37)

for a suitable constant Kρ depending on ρ and n + m. We recall that we have
chosen ε0 ≤ ζ. Thanks to the latter and (6.21), one has the second estimate
in (2.13). The second part of this section is dedicated to proving that the found
Cρ-weakly asymptotic cylinder φt is Lagrangian (see Lemma 6.3 below). First, we
observe that, thanks to (6.37) and (2.11)

|Γ|1,1 ≤ |b0|1,1 +K1Υζ ≤ δ +K1Υζ. (6.38)

Letting ψt
t0,ω̄+Γ be the flow at time t with initial time t0 of ω̄ + Γ, we have the

following quantitative lemma
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Lemma 6.2. For all t, t0 ∈ J , if t ≥ t0

|∂qψt
t0,ω̄+Γ|C0 ≤

(
t

t0

)C2(δ+Υζ)

,

for a positive contant C2 ≥ 1 depending on n+m.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to that of Lemma 4.1. It relies on (6.38)
and the Gronwall inequality (4.3). For this reason, it is omitted.

Let ψt
t0,H

be the flow at times t with initial time t0 of the Hamiltonian H
in (2.11), the following lemma concludes the proof of Theorem A.

Lemma 6.3. φt0 is Lagrangian for all t0 ∈ J

Proof. Let α = dp ∧ dq be the standard symplectic form associated to (q, p) ∈
Tn×Rm×B. For all fixed t, t0 ∈ J , the flow ψt

t0,H
is a symplectomorphisms. This

means that, for all fixed t, t0 ∈ J , (ψt
t0,H

)∗α = α. By (3.1),

ψt0+t
t0,H

◦ φt0 = φt0+t ◦ ψt0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ (6.39)

and taking the pull-back with respect to the standard form α on both sides of the
latter, we obtain

(φt0)∗(ψt0+t
t0,H

)∗α = (ψt0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ)

∗(φt0+t)∗α.

We know that ψt0+t
t0,H

is symplectic, then letting (ψt0+t
t0 )∗α = α on the left-hand side

of the above equation, we have

(φt0)∗α = (ψt0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ)

∗(φt0+t)∗α.

We want to prove that, for all q ∈ Tn×Rm, ((φt0)∗α)q = 0, where ((φt0)∗α)q stands
for the symplectic form calculated on q ∈ Tn ×Rm. The idea is to prove that, for
all q ∈ Tn×Rm, the limit for t→ +∞ on the right-hand side of the above equation
converges to zero. For this purpose, we recall that φt0+t(q) = (q, vt0+t(q)), and we
observe that for all q ∈ Tn × Rm(

(ψt0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ)

∗(φt0+t)∗α
)
q
=

∑
1≤i<j≤n+m

∑
1≤k<d≤n+m

αt
i,j,k,d(q)dqk ∧ dqd

where

αt
i,j,k,d(q) =

(
∂qiv

t0+t
j ◦ ψt0+t

t0,ω̄+Γ(q)− ∂qjv
t0+t
i ◦ ψt0+t

t0,ω̄+Γ(q)
)

×
(
∂qkψ

t0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,i(q)∂qdψ

t0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,j(q)− ∂qdψ

t0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,i(q)∂qkψ

t0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,j(q)

)
.

In the latter × stands for the usual multiplication in R. Then, for t > 0 and fixed
1 ≤ i < j ≤ n+m, 1 ≤ k < d ≤ n+m, by Lemma 6.2∣∣αt

i,j,k,d

∣∣
C0 ≤

∣∣∂qivt0+t
j ◦ ψt0+t

t0,ω̄+Γ − ∂qjv
t0+t
i ◦ ψt0+t

t0,ω̄+Γ

∣∣
C0

×
∣∣∂qkψt0+t

t0,ω̄+Γ,i∂qdψ
t0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,j − ∂qdψ

t0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,i∂qkψ

t0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,j

∣∣
C0

≤
(∣∣∂qivt0+t

j

∣∣
C0 +

∣∣∂qjvt0+t
i

∣∣
C0

)
×

(∣∣∂qkψt0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,i

∣∣
C0

∣∣∂qdψt0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,j

∣∣
C0

+
∣∣∂qdψt0+t

t0,ω̄+Γ,i

∣∣
C0

∣∣∂qkψt0+t
t0,ω̄+Γ,j

∣∣
C0

)
≤ C|vt0+t|C1

(
|∂qψt0+t

t0,ω̄+Γ|C0

)2 ≤ C
ζ

t0 + t

(
t0 + t

t0

)2C2(δ+Υζ)

.
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Thanks to (6.20), we have that 2C2 (δ +Υζ) < 1 and hence taking the limit for
t → +∞ on both sides of the latter, the term in the last line converges to zero.
This concludes the proof of this lemma.

Now that the proof of Theorem A is complete, we want to conclude this section
by comparing the result in [33] with Theorem A. Let Bn ⊂ Rn be an open ball
centered at the origin and ω ∈ Rn. We have the following

Remark 6.1. In our previous work [33], we consider the following smooth time-
dependent Hamiltonian

H : Tn ×Bn × J → R, H(q, p, t) = ω · p+ a(q, t) + b(q, t) · p+m(q, p, t) · p2.

Given l > 2, in this case, the perturbative terms ∂qa and b decay as 1
tl
and 1

tl−1 ,
respectively. We establish the existence of u, v : Tn × J → Rn in such a way that,
letting

φ : Tn × J → Tn ×Bn, φ(q, t) = (q + u(q, t), v(q, t)), (6.40)

φ is a Cσ-asymptotic KAM torus associated to the previous Hamiltonian H. Ad-
ditionally, u and v decay as 1

tl−2 and 1
tl−1 , respectively. Roughly speaking, the

component u empowers us to control the dynamics at infinity. Hence, we prove
the existence of orbit converging, as time tends to infinity, to the quasiperiodic
solutions associated with the unperturbed system h(q, p, t) = ω · p+m(q, p, t) · p2.
However, the trade-off for controlling the dynamics at infinity involves a loss of
two powers in the time decay of φt.

In the proof of the above-mentioned result [33], we consider a suitable functional
G depending on the perturbative terms (a, b) and the components of the Cσ-
asymptotic KAM torus (u, v) we are looking for. Let XH be the Hamiltonian
system associated with the Hamiltonian H. We define G in such a way that
G(a, b, u, v) = 0 if and only if

XH(φ(q, t), t)− ∂qφ(q, t)ω − ∂tφ(q, t) = 0

where we recall that the latter is the invariant equation that a Cσ-asymptotic
KAM torus has to satisfy (see Definition 2.3). The functional G is defined on
suitable Banach spaces of functions decaying polynomially fast in time. The proof
relies on the fixed point theorem.

In Theorem A, we consider the limit case l = 2. The idea is to prove the
existence of a family of embedded cylinders φ : Tn × Rm × J → Tn × Rm × B
converging as time tends to infinity to the invariant cylinder φ0 : Tn × Rm →
Tn × Rm × B, φ0(q) = (q, 0) without controlling the dynamic at infinity. In the
definition of the functional F (see (6.12)) the term

∂qv (b+ (m̄ ◦ φ) v)

induces a loss of 1 derivative because of the presence of the derivative ∂qv. We do
not have this complication in [33] because, in this case, the disturbing term Γ is
equal to zero (we recall that Γ = b + (m̄ ◦ φ) v). The presence of the term ∂qv in
the definition of F leads us to define the Banach spaces Vσ,ω,1 in such a way that
the differential DvF (see (6.14)) admits a right inverse of loss 1. For this reason,
we prove Theorem A using the Nash-Moser Theorem.
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7 Quasiperiodic motions in the planar three-body

problem

This part is dedicated to a very brief introduction to the work of J. Féjoz [16]
concerning the existence, in a rotating frame of reference, of quasiperiodic motions
with three frequencies for the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem. This
result is an important element for the proof of Theorem B.

In this work, the author splits the dynamic into two parts: a fast, called Kep-
lerian dynamic, and a slow, called secular dynamic. The first describes the motion
of the bodies along three ellipses as if each body underwents the attraction of
only one fictitious center of attraction. The slow dynamic describes how the mu-
tual attraction of each planet deforms these Keplerian ellipses. There is a natural
splitting

H0 = HKep +Hper

of the Hamiltonian when one uses the well-known Jacobi coordinates {(Xi, Yi)}i=0,1,2.
Here, HKep is the degenerate Hamiltonian of two decoupled two-body problems
and Hper is the perturbation.

The author defines the perturbing region contained in the direct product of
the phase and parameter spaces. In this region, the Hamiltonian of the planar
three-body problem is Ck-close to the dynamically degenerate Hamiltonian of two
decoupled two-body problems. To this end, we introduce some notations concern-
ing the Keplerian dynamics. For the ith fictitious body, with i = 1 or 2, the mean
longitude will be designated by λi, the semi-major axis by ai, the eccentricity by
ei, the ”centricity”

√
1− e2i by ϵi, the argument of the pericenter by gi, the mean

motion by υi and the difference of the arguments of the pericenter by g = g1 − g2.
We also introduce the well-known Poincaré coordinates (Λi, λi, ξi, ηi), where we
refer for example to the notes of A. Chenciner and J. Laskar [12, 23] or the work
of J. Féjoz [18].

To measure how close the outer ellipse is from the inner ellipses when they are
in opposition, the author defines

∆ = max
(λ1,λ2,g)∈T3

max{σ0, σ1}
|X1|
|X2|

= max{σ0, σ1}
a1(1 + e1)

a2(1− e2)
.

He assumes that ∆ < 1. This means that the outer ellipse does not meet the other
two, whatever the difference g of the arguments of the pericenters. Moreover, the
eccentricity e2 of the outer ellipse cannot be arbitrarily close to 1. He also assumes
that the eccentricity of the inner ellipses is upper bounded from 1.

Let P be the reduced symplectically by translations phase space and M be the
space described by the three masses of the planets m0, m1 and m2.

Definition 7.1. For a positive parameter δ and a non negative integer k, the
perturbing region Πk

δ of parameters δ and k is the open subset of P ×M defined
by the following inequality

max

{
m2

M1

(
a1
a2

) 3
2

,
µ1

√
M

M
3
2
1

(
a1
a2

)2
}

1

ϵ
3(2+k)
2 (1−∆)2k+1

< δ, (7.1)
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where M1 = m0 +m1, M = m0 +m1 +m2 and µ1 =
m0m1

m0+m1
.

Féjoz writes in his work that this inequality is not optimal and the given
powers are not meaningful. He justifies this definition by proving that, inside
the perturbing region, the perturbating function is δ-small in a suitable Ck-norm.
Concerning the case of Theorem B, where the masses are fixed, we point out that
inequality (7.1) may be satisfied merely by assuming that a1,

a2
≪ 1 and e2 ≤ Cst <

1. This is the so-called lunar or hierarchical regime.
In order to get rid of the degeneracy of the Keplerian Hamiltonian and hence

apply the well-known KAM theorem, the secular Hamiltonian is introduced. Let
d and k be suitable positive integers. On a suitable open set Π̇k

δ of Πk
δ , the author

proves the existence of a C∞-symplectomorphism ϕd which is δ-close to the identity
in a suitable Ck-norm. The Hamiltonian H0 ◦ ϕd can be split as follows

H0 ◦ ϕd = Hd
π +Hd

comp,

where Hd
comp is of size O(δd+1) on Π̇

k+d(τ+4)
δ . The secular Hamiltonian is Hd

π, which
is Pöschel integrable [29]. It can be split into an integrable part Hd

int and a resonant
part Hd

res of size O(δ). The infinite jet of Hd
res vanishes along a suitable Cantor set.

The previous splitting is obtained by an averaging process. It consists in averaging
along the Keplerian ellipses parametrized by the mean anomalies λ1 and λ2 of the
two fictitious Kepler problems where the Keplerian frequencies are non-resonant.

After the reduction by the symmetry of rotation and far from elliptic singu-
larities, the phase space of the secular Hamiltonian contains a positive measure of
Lagrangian diophantine invariant tori. The claim relies on a sophisticated version
of KAM theorem, which is proved using a normal form theorem due to Herman.
More specifically Féjoz proved the following theorem

Theorem 7.1. In a rotating frame of reference, there are integers k ≥ 1 and d ≥ 1
and real numbers δ > 0 and τ ≥ 1 such that inside the perturbing region Π̇

k+d(τ+4)
δ

a positive measure of quasiperiodic Lagrangian tori of Hd
π survive in the dynamics

of the planar three-body problem.1

In the following section, we will use Theorem 7.1 as a black box in the proof of
the existence of weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solutions associated with the
Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem plus celestial body (see Theorem B).

8 Proof of Theorem B

We recall that we are considering three points of fixed masses m0, m1, and m2 un-
dergoing gravitational attraction in the plane. These three points are perturbed
by the passage of a celestial body with fixed mass mc, whose motion is a given con-
tinuous function c(t). Only the planetary system is influenced by c(t). Moreover,
we assume that

lim
t→+∞

|c(t)| = +∞, lim
t→+∞

d

dt
|c(t)| = vc > 0.

1Moreover, for any fixed masses, the set of quasiperiodic Lagrangian tori has positive Lebesgue
measure.
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Let J = [1,+∞) and 0 < ε ≤ 1
2
be the positive parameter in Theorem B. The

phase space is the space{
((xi, yi)0≤i≤2, t) ∈

(
R2 × R2∗)3 × J

∣∣∣ ∀0 ≤ i < j ≤ 2, xi ̸= xj
∀0 ≤ i ≤ 2, |xi|

|c(t)| < ε

}

where (y0, y1, y2) are the linear momentum covectors and (x0, x1, x2) the position
vectors of each body. The Hamiltonian in (2.16), that describes this system, is
given by

H(x, y, t) = H0(x, y) +Hc(x, t),

with

H0(x, y) =
2∑

i=0

|yi|2

2mi

−G
∑

0≤i<j≤2

mimj

|xi − xj|
, Hc(x, t) = −G

2∑
i=0

mimc

|xi − c(t)|
.

We may suppose G equal to 1. We recall that H0 is the Hamiltonian of the planar
three-body problem, and Hc is the Hamiltonian of the interaction between the
planets and the celestial body c(t). For |c(1)| and vc sufficiently large and for ε
small enough, we will prove the existence of an open set of initial points giving rise
to weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solutions (see Definition 2.2) associated
with the above Hamiltonian H.

8.1 Outline of the proof of Theorem B

The proof of Theorem B is divided into five steps (we refer to Sections 8.2, 8.3,
8.4, 8.5, and 8.6). The first two parts (Sections 8.2 and 8.3,) are dedicated to the
Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem H0. In Section 8.2, we introduce a
linear symplectic change of variable ϕ0 (see (8.2)). Letting (Xi, Yi)i=0,1,2 be the new
variables, which should not be confused with the Jacobi coordinates introduced in
Section 7, we can split the Hamiltonian H0 in such a way that

H0 ◦ ϕ0(X, Y ) =
|Y0|2

2M
+K(X1, X2, Y1, Y2),

where K is the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem after the symplectic
reduction by the symmetry of translations, X0 is the center of mass of the planetary
system, Y0 is the linear momentum of the planetary system, andM = m0+m1+m2.
We stress that we introduce the above-mentioned variables in order to split the
dynamics into the absolute motion of the center of mass and the relative motion
of the three bodies.

For the second step of this proof (Section 8.3), we recall that Theorem 7.1
ensures the existence of Lagrangian 4-dimensional invariant tori for the Hamil-
tonian K in the phase space after the symplectic reduction by the symmetry of
translations. As mentioned before, Theorem 7.1 proves the existence of quasiperi-
odic solutions with three frequencies for the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body
problem in a rotating frame of reference. The additional frequency is given by the
angular speed of the simultaneous rotations of the three ellipses. Let Bn ⊂ Rn
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be a n-dimensional ball centered at the origin with an unspecified radius that,
conventionally, we will take greater than 1. In a neighborhood of one of the
above-mentioned 4-dimensional Lagrangian tori, we introduce a suitable symplec-
tic change of coordinates ϕ (see (8.6)) such that in these new symplectic variables,
we can rewrite H0 in the following form

H0 ◦ ϕ : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 −→ R,

H0 ◦ ϕ(θ, ξ, r, η) = e+ ω · r +R0(θ, r) · r2 +
|η|2

2M

for some e ∈ R, and ω ∈ R4, whereas R0(θ, r) · r2 stands for the vector r given
twice as an argument of the symmetric bilinear form R0(θ, r) (we refer to Lemma
8.1). We stress that ξ = X0 and η = Y0.

The third part of the proof (Section 8.4) is dedicated to the perturbing function
Hc. We introduce a suitable subset U of the phase space T4×R2×B4×B2×J . It
is defined as the set of points that are sufficiently far from c(t). We refer to (8.10)
for the definition of U . For all (θ, ξ, r, η, t) ∈ T4 × R2 × B4 × B2 × J , we define
ϕ̃(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = (ϕ(θ, ξ, r, η), t). In this part, we will see that, for |c(1)| and vc large
enough,

Hc ◦ ϕ̃ : U → R
is well-defined (see Lemma 8.3), and it has a good decay in time (see Lemma 8.4).
Unfortunately, we will see that the Hamiltonian H ◦ ϕ̃ = H0 ◦ ϕ+Hc ◦ ϕ̃ : U → R
does not satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem A. The reason is that H ◦ ϕ̃ is defined
and satisfies good time-dependent estimates only on U and not on the entire phase
space T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J .

To solve this problem, in the fourth part of this proof (Section 8.5), we introduce
a smooth extension

Hex : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J −→ R

of Hc ◦ ϕ̃ (see (8.30)). This extension Hex coincides with Hc ◦ ϕ̃ on a suitable
subset U 1

2
of U where one expects the motions to take place. The definition

of U 1
2
is provided by (8.24). In Lemma 8.5, we establish that Hex exhibits the

same decay in time as Hc ◦ ϕ̃ not only within U 1
2
but on the entire phase space

T4 ×R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J . We conclude this part by verifying that the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = H0 ◦ ϕ+Hex : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J −→ R

satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem A (see Lemma 8.6). Hence, Theorem A pro-
vides the existence of a C1-weakly asymptotic cylinder φt for the Hamiltonian Ĥ.
Let ψt

t0,Ĥ
be the flow at time t with initial time t0 of Ĥ. Thanks to Proposition

3.4, for all z ∈ φ1(T4 × R2), it holds that ψt
1,Ĥ

(z) is a weakly asymptotically

quasiperiodic solution for Ĥ.
In the final step of the proof (Section 8.6), we prove the existence of an open

subset of initial conditions giving rise to weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic so-
lutions for the starting Hamiltonian H. For this purpose, we define the following
set

B2
1/2 =

{
ξ ∈ R2 : |ξ| < ε

6
|c(1)|

}
⊂ R2.
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In Lemma 8.7, for vc large enough, we establish that for all z ∈ φ1 (T4 ×B2
1/2),

ψt
1,Ĥ

(z) ∈ U 1
2

for all t ∈ J . The reason is that c(t) diverges as |c(t)| ∼ vct, while the dynamic of
the center of mass of the planetary system ξ(t) = X0(t) diverges as |X0(t)| ∼ ln t.
Roughly speaking, if the planes are far from c(t) when t = 1, then they remain far
for all t ∈ J . Thanks to the latter and the definition of Ĥ, we conclude that for
all z ∈ φ1 (T4 ×B2

1/2),
ψt
1,Ĥ

(z) = ψt
1,H◦ϕ̃(z)

for all t ∈ J . Hence, using that ϕ is symplectic, we can verify that for all
w ∈ W = ϕ ◦ φ1 (T4 ×B2

1/2),
ψt
1,H(w)

is a weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solution associated to (XH , XH0 , ϕ ◦ φ0).

8.2 Splitting

The phase space and the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem are re-
spectively {

(xi, yi)0≤i≤2 ∈
(
R2 × R2∗)3 | 0 ≤ i < j ≤ 2, xi ̸= xj

}
,

and

H0(x, y) =
2∑

i=0

|yi|2

2mi

−
∑

0≤i<j≤2

mimj

|xi − xj|
. (8.1)

In this section, we would like to split the dynamics into the absolute motion of
the center of mass and the relative motion of the three bodies. For this purpose,
let us introduce the following linear symplectic change of coordinates

ϕ0 : (X0, Y0, X1, Y1, X2, Y2) −→ (x0, y0, x1, y1, x2, y2) (8.2)

such that
X0 =

m0

M
x0 +

m1

M
x1 +

m2

M
x2

X1 = x0 − x1

X2 = x0 − x2


Y0 = y0 + y1 + y2

Y1 =
m1

M
y0 − m0+m2

M
y1 +

m1

M
y2

Y2 =
m2

M
y0 +

m2

M
y1 − m0+m1

M
y2

(8.3)

where M = m0 +m1 +m2. The left-hand side of the latter recalls the well-known
heliocentric coordinates (see for example [23, 12]). In these new variables, the
Hamiltonian H0 is split into two components: one dependent on Y0 and another
dependent on the variables {Xi, Yi}i=1,2 (see (8.4) below). More specifically, one
can see that if X1 ̸= 0, X2 ̸= 0 and X1 ̸= X2, the Hamiltonian H0 ◦ ϕ0 is equal to

H0 ◦ ϕ0(X, Y ) =
|Y0|2

2M
(8.4)

+

(
|Y1|2

2µ1

− m0m1

|X1|

)
+

(
|Y2|2

2µ2

− m0m2

|X2|

)
+

(
Y1 · Y2
m0

− m1m2

|X2 −X1|

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

K(X1,Y1,X2,Y2)
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where µ1 = m0m1

m0+m1
and µ2 = m0m2

m0+m2
. We observe that H0 ◦ ϕ0 is the sum of two

independent Hamiltonians. The first |Y0|2
2M

is responsible for the motion of the center
of mass X0 and the linear momentum Y0, whereas K is the Hamiltonian of the
planar three-body problem after the reduction by the symmetry of translations.

8.3 Quasiperiodic dynamics associated with K

In this section, we will use Theorem 7.1 in order to introduce symplectic coordi-
nates and rewrite the Hamiltonian K, and hence H0, in a more suitable form (see
Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 8.2).

For suitable integers k ≥ 1, d ≥ 1 and real numbers δ > 0 and τ ≥ 1,
inside the perturbing region Π̇

k+d(τ+4)
δ (see Definition 7.1), Theorem 7.1 proves

the existence of three-dimensional invariant tori for the Hamiltonian of the planar
three-body problem K in a rotating frame of reference. As mentioned above,
these quasiperiodic motions have one additional frequency before the symplectic
reduction by the symmetry of rotations. Here, we fixm0,m1 andm2 as in Theorem
B and we introduce the slice

Π̇
k+d(τ+4)
δ,m = Π̇

k+d(τ+4)
δ

∣∣∣
m0,m1,m2

⊂ P.

We recall thatP is the phase space after the symplectic reduction by the symmetry
by translations. In other words, Π̇

k+d(τ+4)
δ,m is the subset of P obtained by Π̇

k+d(τ+4)
δ

once we have fixed the masses m0, m1 and m2. We refer to Section 7 for the
above notation. The following lemma provides suitable symplectic coordinates for
the Hamiltonian of the planar three-body problem K with the frame of reference
attached to the center of mass of the planetary system. We recall that Mn is the
set of n-dimensional matrices. Additionally, Bn ⊂ Rn stands for a n-dimensional
ball centered at the origin with an unspecified radius that, conventionally, we will
take greater than 1.

Lemma 8.1. There exists a C∞ symplectic transformation

ϕ1 : (θ, r) −→ (X1, Y1, X2, Y2)

defined on T4 ×B4 with values in P such that

K ◦ ϕ1 : T4 ×B4 → R, K ◦ ϕ1(θ, r) = e+ ω · r +R0(θ, r) · r2

for some e ∈ R, ω ∈ R4 and R0 : T4 ×B4 →M4.

Proof. By Theorem 7.1, there exists a 4-dimensional Lagrangian invariant torus
T ⊂ Π̇

k+d(τ+4)
δ,m for K supporting quasiperiodic dynamics. These tori form a set of

positive Lebesgue measure, but we use only one such torus.
Due to the Weinstein Lagrangian neighbourhood theorem (see e.g. McDuff-

Salamon [27]), there exists a neighbourhood N(T ) of T and a C∞ symplectomor-
phism

ϕ1 : T4 ×B4 −→ N(T ) such that ϕ1(T4 × {0}) = T .

52



We observe that ϕ1(T4 × {0}) = T is a Lagrangian invariant torus for K. Hence

K ◦ ϕ1(θ, 0) = c

for all θ ∈ T4 and a suitable constant c ∈ R. Moreover, ϕ1(T4 ×{0}) = T support
a quasiperiodic dynamics with some frequency vector ω ∈ R4, that is

∂r (K ◦ ϕ1) (θ, 0) = ω

for all θ ∈ T4.

In order to obtain suitable symplectic coordinates for the Hamiltonian H0 of
the planar three-body problem, we need to lift the symplectic change of variables
ϕ1 introduced in the previous lemma. For this purpose, we consider the following
symplectic transformation

ϕ̄1 : (θ, ξ, r, η) −→ (X0, Y0, X1, Y1, X2, Y2)

defined on T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 such that for all (θ, ξ, r, η) ∈ T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2

ϕ̄1(θ, ξ, r, η) = (ξ, η, ϕ1(θ, r)) (8.5)

with ξ = X0 and η = Y0. We recall that (X0, Y0) are the center of mass and
the linear momentum of the planetary system introduced in the previous section
(see (8.3)). Furthermore, we define

ϕ = ϕ0 ◦ ϕ̄1 : (θ, ξ, r, η) −→ (x0, y0, x1, y1, x2, y2) (8.6)

where ϕ0 is the linear symplectic transformation defined by (8.2). We claim that,
for all k ∈ Z with k ≥ 0, |Dϕ|Ck < ∞, where Dϕ stands for the differential of ϕ.
This is because ϕ0 is a linear map, ϕ̄1 is the identity with respect to (ξ, η), and ϕ
is C∞ and 1-periodic with respect to θj for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 4. For this reason, for all
k ∈ Z with k ≥ 0, we define

Υk
ϕ = |Dϕ|Ck . (8.7)

In the following lemma, we rewrite H0 in a more suitable form using the symplectic
variables (θ, ξ, r, η).

Lemma 8.2. We can write the Hamiltonian H0 ◦ ϕ in the following form

H0 ◦ ϕ : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 −→ R,

H0 ◦ ϕ(θ, ξ, r, η) = e+ ω · r +R0(θ, r) · r2 +
|η|2

2M

with e, ω and R0 as in Lemma 8.1. Moreover, H0 ◦ ϕ ∈ C∞(T4 × R2 × B4 × B2)
and for all z ∈ Z with k ≥ 0

Υk
1,ϕ = |∂2(r,η) (H0 ◦ ϕ) |Ck+1 <∞, (8.8)

where ∂2(r,η) stands for the partial derivatives of order 2 with respect to the variables

(r, η).
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Proof. The first part of this lemma is a consequence of (8.4), (8.6), and Lemma
8.1. Concerning the second part, we observe that H0 ◦ ϕ ∈ C∞(T4 × R2 × B4 ×
B2) because ϕ ∈ C∞(T4 × R2 × B4 × B2) and takes values in a subset of the
phase space where H0 is also C∞. The condition (8.8) is satisfied because H0 ◦ ϕ,
and consequently ∂2(r,η) (H0 ◦ ϕ), does not depend on the variable ξ ∈ R2, and

∂2(r,η) (H0 ◦ ϕ) is a C∞ function on the domain T4 × B4 × B2 and 1-periodic in θj
for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 4.

8.4 Perturbing function

This section deals with the study of the time-dependent perturbationHc (see (2.16)).
We will introduce a suitable neighborhood U of T4 × {0} × B4 × B2 × J ⊂
T4 × R2 × B4 × B2 × J characterized by the points that, at each time t ∈ J ,
are sufficiently far from c(t) (see (8.10) below). Firstly, we will establish that Hc

is well-defined on U (see Lemma 8.3). It imposes a first restriction on |c(1)|. Fi-
nally, we will verify that on U , the perturbation Hc satisfies good time-dependent
estimates (see Lemma 8.4). This verification necessitates an additional constraint
on the parameter vc, and a second restriction on |c(1)|.

Let us be more precise and introduce that above-mentioned neighborhood U
of T4 × {0} × B4 × B2 × J ⊂ T4 × R2 × B4 × B2 × J . For this purpose, for all
fixed t ∈ J , we define

B2
t =

{
ξ ∈ R2 :

|ξ|
|c(t)|

<
ε

3

}
, (8.9)

where ε is the positive parameter in Theorem B. Let U be the following subset of
T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J ,

U =
⋃
t∈J

(
T4 ×B2

t ×B4 ×B2 × {t}
)
. (8.10)

In order to rewrite the perturbation Hc in terms of the symplectic variables
(θ, ξ, r, η), we define the following transformation ϕ̃ such that

ϕ̃(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = (ϕ(θ, ξ, r, η), t), (8.11)

for all (θ, ξ, r, η, t) ∈ T4×R2×B4×B2×J , where ϕ is the symplectic transformation
defined by (8.6). In the following lemma, we verify that Hc ◦ ϕ̃ : U → R is well
defined. Specifically, our aim is to establish that ϕ̃ (U) is contained in the phase
space (2.15). This involves proving that

|xi(θ, ξ, r)|
|c(t)|

< ε

for all t ∈ J , (θ, ξ, r, η) ∈ T4 × B2
t × B4 × B2, and i = 0, 1, 2. We point out that

thanks to (8.3) and Lemma 8.1, the variable xi depends on (θ, ξ, r) ∈ T4 × R2 ×
B4 for all i = 0, 1, 2. First, some definitions and considerations. We define the
constant

Υ2,ϕ = max
i=1,2

sup
(θ,r)∈T4×B4

|Xi(θ, r)|. (8.12)
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We observe that, thanks to Lemma 8.1, the variables Xi with i = 1,2 depend on
the symplectic coordinates (θ, r) ∈ T4 × B4. Furthermore, Υ2,ϕ < ∞ because, for
all i = 1, 2, Xi is a continuous function of (θ, r) ∈ T4 × B4 and is 1-periodic with
respect to θj for all 0 ≤ j ≤ 4. We also recall that the motion of the celestial body
is a given continuous function c(t) satisfying

lim
t→+∞

|c(t)| = +∞, lim
t→+∞

d

dt
|c(t)| = vc > 0.

We observe that the latter implies the existence of t0 ≫ 0 such that

vc
2

≤ d

dt
|c(t)| ≤ 2vc (8.13)

for all t ≥ t0. Without loss of generality, we can set t0 = 1 by replacing t with
t+ t0 − 1. Moreover, by (8.13) and the fundamental theorem of calculus

|c(1)|+ vc
2
(t− 1) ≤ |c(t)| ≤ |c(1)|+ 2vc(t− 1) (8.14)

for all t ≥ 1. Now, we have everything we need to prove the following

Lemma 8.3. We assume that

|c(1)| > 3Υ2,ϕ

ε
, (8.15)

where Υ2,ϕ is the constant in (8.12) and ε the positive parameter introduced in
Theorem B. Then, for all i = 0, 1, 2

|xi(θ, ξ, r)|
|c(t)|

< ε

for all t ∈ J and (θ, ξ, r, η) ∈ T4 ×B2
t ×B4 ×B2.

Proof. Because of (8.3), (8.5), and Lemma 8.1, we can rewrite the cartesian coor-
dinates (x0, x1, x2) as follows

x0(θ, ξ, r) = ξ + m1

M
X1(θ, r) +

m2

M
X2(θ, r)

x1(θ, ξ, r) = ξ − m0+m2

M
X1(θ, r) +

m2

M
X2(θ, r)

x2(θ, ξ, r) = ξ + m1

M
X1(θ, r)− m0+m1

M
X2(θ, r),

(8.16)

for all t ∈ J and (θ, ξ, r, η) ∈ T4 × B2
t × B4 × B2. By the latter, (8.9), (8.10),

(8.12), (8.14), and (8.15)

|x0(θ, ξ, r)|
|c(t)|

≤
∣∣ξ + m1

M
X1(θ, r) +

m2

M
X2(θ, r)

∣∣
|c(t)|

≤ |ξ|
|c(t)|

+
m1

M

|X1(θ, r)|
|c(t)|

+
m2

M

|X2(θ, r)|
|c(t)|

≤ |ξ|
|c(t)|

+
|X1(θ, r)|
|c(1)|

+
|X2(θ, r)|
|c(1)|

≤ ε

3
+

2Υ2,ϕ

|c(1)|
< ε
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for all t ∈ J and (θ, ξ, r, η) ∈ T4×B2
t ×B4×B2. We recall thatM = m0+m1+m2,

which implies mi

M
≤ 1 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ 2. We stress that in the third inequality of

the latter, we used the fact that (8.14) implies |c(t)| ≥ |c(1)| + v
2
(t − 1) ≥ |c(1)|

for all t ≥ 1. Similarly, the same claim holds for x1(θ, ξ, r) and x2(θ, ξ, r).

The previous lemma ensures that Hc ◦ ϕ̃ is well defined on U . Moreover,
by (8.16), it is straightforward to verify that Hc◦ϕ̃ does not depend on the variable
η. In the second part of this section, we want to provide good estimates for Hc ◦ ϕ̃.
First, we need to prove the following

Proposition 8.1. Given ε > 0, if

|c(1)| > 1

ε
, vc >

2

ε
, (8.17)

then

sup
t≥1

t

|c(t)|
< ε. (8.18)

Proof. By (8.14), we can estimate t
|c(t)| as follows

t

|c(t)|
≤ 1 + (t− 1)

|c(1)|+ vc
2
(t− 1)

,

for all t ≥ 1. Thanks to (8.17), the conclusion (8.18) is verified for t = 1. Now, we
want to prove that the right-hand side of the latter is smaller than ε also for all
t > 1. To this end, we suppose that there exists t0 > 1 such that

1 + (t0 − 1)

|c(1)|+ vc
2
(t0 − 1)

≥ ε.

We can rewrite the latter in the following form

1− ε|c(1)| ≥
(ε
2
vc − 1

)
(t0 − 1)

and this is a contradiction because by (8.17),

1− ε|c(1)| < 0, and
(ε
2
vc − 1

)
(t0 − 1) > 0.

This concludes the proof of this proposition.

Now, we have all the elements to provide suitable estimates for the time-
dependent perturbation Hc. We recall that we use the notation C to denote
constants that we do not want to keep track of. These constants may assume
different values at different places. If we need to specify that a constant depends
on particular parameters, we use the notation C(·), placing the parameters in
brackets.
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Lemma 8.4. We assume that

|c(1)| > max{1, 3Υ2,ϕ}
ε

, vc >
2

ε
(8.19)

where ε is the positive parameter in Theorem B and Υ2,ϕ the constant in (8.12).
Then, for all k ∈ Z with k ≥ 0

sup
t≥1

∣∣H t
c

∣∣
C0 t ≤ CMmcε, (8.20)

sup
t≥1

∣∣∂xH t
c

∣∣
Ck t

2 ≤ C(k)Mmcε. (8.21)

For all t ∈ J , the above norms |·|Ck are taken on the domain ϕ (T4 ×B2
t ×B2 ×B4),

where ϕ is the symplectic transformation defined by (8.6).

Proof. For all t ∈ J and (θ, ξ, r, η) ∈ T4 × B2
t × B2 × B4, let us rewrite the

Hamiltonian Hc ◦ ϕ̃ in the following form

Hc ◦ ϕ̃(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = −
2∑

i=0

mimc

|xi(θ, ξ, r)− c(t)|
.

For the rest of this proof, xi = xi(θ, ξ, r) for all 0 ≤ i ≤ 2. We drop the coordinates
(θ, ξ, r) to obtain a more elegant form.

Using Legendre polynomials, for all 0 ≤ i ≤ 2,

1

|xi − c(t)|
=

1

|c(t)|
∑
n≥0

Pn(cos x̂ic(t))

(
|xi|
|c(t)|

)n

=
1

|c(t)|

(
1 +

∑
n≥1

Pn(cos x̂ic(t))

(
|xi|
|c(t)|

)n
)

(8.22)

where x̂ic(t) stands for the angle between the vectors xi and c(t), whereas Pn is
the nth Legendre polynomial. We point out that the above expansion holds if
|xi|
|c(t)| < 1, and this prerequisite is verified thanks to (8.19) and Lemma 8.3.

Now, thanks to (8.19), (8.22), Lemma 8.3 and Proposition 8.1, for all t ∈ J
and (x, y) = (x0, x1, x2, y0, y1, y2) ∈ ϕ(T4 ×B2

t ×B4 ×B2),

|H t
c(x)|t =

2∑
i=0

mimct

|xi − c(t)|

=
2∑

i=0

mimct

|c(t)|

(
1 +

∑
n≥1

Pn(cos x̂ic(t))

(
|xi|
|c(t)|

)n
)

≤
2∑

i=0

mimct

|c(t)|

(
1 +

∑
n≥1

εn

)
≤ CMmcε.

In the last line of the latter, we used the fact that Pn(cos x̂ic(t)) ≤ 1. Furthermore,
given that 0 < ε ≤ 1

2
, we can estimate

(
1 +

∑
n≥1 ε

n
)
with a suitable constant
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C. Whereas, by Proposition 8.1, t
|c(t)| ≤ ε for all t ≥ 1. Taking the sup over

ϕ(T4 ×B2
t ×B4 ×B2) and then for all t ∈ J on the left-hand side of the latter, we

obtain

sup
t≥1

∣∣H t
c

∣∣
C0 t ≤ CMmcε.

This proves (8.20). It remains to verify (8.21). For all 0 ≤ i ≤ 2 and k ≥ 0,
we denote by ∂k+1

xi
the derivative with respect to the variable xi of order k + 1.

For all t ∈ J and (x, y) = (x0, x1, x2, y0, y1, y2) ∈ ϕ(T4 × B2
t × B4 × B2), we

use (8.19), (8.22), Lemma 8.3 and Proposition 8.1, to establish, similar to the
previous case, that

|∂k+1
xi

Hc(x)|t2 ≤ C(k)
mimct

2

|xi − c(t)|k+2

= C(k)mimc
t2

|c(t)|k+2

(
1 +

∑
n≥1

Pn(cos x̂ic(t))

(
|xi|
|c(t)|

)n
)k+2

≤ C(k)mimc
tk+2

|c(t)|k+2

(
1 +

∑
n≥1

Pn(cos x̂ic(t))

(
|xi|
|c(t)|

)n
)k+2

≤ C(k)εk+2mimc

(
1 +

∑
n≥1

εn

)k+2

≤ εk+2C(k)mimc,

≤ εk+2C(k)Mmc,

where t ≥ 1 and k + 2 ≥ 2 imply t2 ≤ tk+2 in the third line. Also in this case,

because of 0 < ε ≤ 1
2
, we can estimate

(
1 +

∑
n≥1 ε

n
)k+2

by a suitable constant
depending on k. Taking the max for all i = 0, 1, 2 on the left-hand side of the
latter we obtain

sup
t≥1

∣∣∂k+1
x H t

c

∣∣
C0 t

2 ≤ C(k)Mmcε
k+2.

Now, thanks to the above estimate and remembering the definition of the Ck norm
(see (A.1) in Appendix A), one can conclude the proof of (8.21).

8.5 Smooth extension of the perturbing function

The previous section established that the time-dependent perturbation Hc ◦ ϕ̃
satisfies good estimates exclusively within U rather than in the entire phase space
T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J . In order to apply Theorem A and prove the existence of
weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solutions for the Hamiltonian H in (2.16), we
need to introduce a suitable smooth extension Hex of Hc ◦ ϕ̃ defined on T4 ×R2 ×
B4 ×B2 × J satisfying the same estimates in the entire phase space.

This section is divided into two parts. First, we prove the existence of the
above-mentioned smooth extension Hex (see Lemma 8.5). In the second part, we
verify that the new Hamiltonian Ĥ = H0 ◦ ϕ + Hex satisfies the hypotheses of
Theorem A (see Lemma 8.6). To this end, we need to introduce a suitable subset
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U 1
2
of U where we expect the motions to take place. For all fixed t ∈ J , we define

B2
t /2 = {ξ ∈ R2 :

|ξ|
|c(t)|

<
ε

6
} ⊂ B2

t , (8.23)

where B2
t is the set in (8.9) and ε is the positive parameter in Theorem B. Let U 1

2

be the following subset of U ,

U 1
2
=
⋃
t∈J

(
T4 ×

(
B2

t /2
)
×B4 ×B2 × {t}

)
⊂ U . (8.24)

We denote by C∞
0 the set of the C∞ compactly supported functions. In order to

define the above-mentioned smooth extension, for all fixed t ∈ J , we consider the
following family of functions

ρt : R2 −→ B2
t ,

ρt ∈ C∞
0 (R2),

ρt(ξ) = ξ for all |ξ| ≤ ε |c(t)|
6
,

ρt(ξ) = 0 for all |ξ| ≥ ε |c(t)|
3
.

and we introduce the following map

π : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J → T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2

π(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = (θ, ρt(ξ), r, η).
(8.25)

Now, in agreement with the notation (3.2) introduced in Section 3, we denote by
π̃ the following transformation

π : T4×R2×B4×B2×J → T4×R2×B4×B2×J, π̃(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = (π(θ, ξ, r, η, t), t).

It is straightforward to verify that

π̃
(
T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J

)
⊂ U and π̃

∣∣
U 1

2

= Id, (8.26)

where π̃
∣∣
U 1

2

= Id means that π̃(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = (θ, ξ, r, η, t) for all (θ, ξ, r, η, t) ∈ U 1
2
.

Moreover, if we assume that |c(1)| < 1
ε
, then for all fixed t ∈ J and k ∈ Z with

k ≥ 0

|ρt|Ck ≤ C(k)

(ε|c(t)|)k
≤ C(k). (8.27)

We define
Υk

π = sup
t∈J

|Dπt|Ck , (8.28)

where Dπt stands for the differential of πt with respect to the variables (θ, ξ, r, η)
(we refer to (2.1) for the notation πt). Thanks to (8.27), if |c(1)| < 1

ε
, then for all

k ∈ Z with k ≥ 0 one can prove that

Υk
π ≤ C(k). (8.29)
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We define the following Hamiltonian

Hex = Hc ◦ ϕ̃ ◦ π̃ : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J −→ R. (8.30)

It is straightforward to verify that, for all fixed t ∈ J , H t
ex ∈ C∞(T4×R2×B4×B2).

Moreover, by construction, ∂k(θ,ξ,r,η)Hex ∈ C(T4×R2×B4×B2×J) for all k ∈ Z with

k ≥ 0. We point our that ∂k(θ,ξ,r,η) denotes the partial derivatives of order k with

respect to the variables (θ, ξ, r, η). In the following lemma, we will see that (8.30)
smoothly extends Hc ◦ ϕ̃ to the entire phase space T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J .

Lemma 8.5. Let Hex be as in (8.30). Then, Hex does not depend on η and

Hex

∣∣
U 1

2

= Hc ◦ ϕ̃. (8.31)

That is, Hex(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = Hc ◦ ϕ̃(θ, ξ, r, η, t) for all (θ, ξ, r, η, t) ∈ U 1
2
. Moreover,

if

|c(1)| > max{1, 3Υ2,ϕ}
ε

, vc >
2

ε
, (8.32)

then for all k ∈ Z with k ≥ 0, we have the following estimates

sup
t≥1

|H t
ex|C0t ≤ CMmcε, (8.33)

sup
t≥1

|∂(θ,ξ,r)H t
ex|Ckt2 ≤ C(k,Υk

ϕ)Mmcε, (8.34)

where ∂(θ,ξ,r) stands for the partial derivatives of order 1 with respect to the variables
(θ, ξ, r). We recall that the constants Υ2,ϕ and Υk

ϕ are defined by (8.12) and (8.7),
respectively.

Proof. Using the definition of π, especially (8.26), verifying that (8.31) is satisfied
is straightforward. Now, we assume (8.32) and we prove (8.33) and (8.34). We
define B6 = B4 × B2 ⊂ R4 × R2 to shorten the notation. For the sake of clarity,
in this proof, we will specify the domain where the Hölder norms are taken (see
Appendix A). For all t ∈ J , we observe that by (8.20) and (8.30)

|H t
ex|C0(T4×R2×B6)t =

∣∣∣∣(Hc ◦ ϕ̃ ◦ π̃
)t∣∣∣∣

C0(T4×R2×B6)

t

≤ |H t
c|C0(ϕ(T4×B2

t×B6))t ≤ CMmcε.

Taking the sup for all t ∈ J on the left-hand side of the latter, we prove (8.33).
Concerning the second estimate (8.34), for all t ∈ J and k ∈ Z with k ≥ 0

|∂(θ,ξ,r)H t
ex|Ck(T4×R2×B6)t

2 =

∣∣∣∣∂(θ,ξ,r) (Hc ◦ ϕ̃ ◦ π̃
)t∣∣∣∣

Ck(T4×R2×B6)

t2

=
∣∣∂(θ,ξ,r) (H t

c ◦ ϕ ◦ πt
)∣∣

Ck(T4×R2×B6)
t2

≤ C(k)|∂xH t
c ◦ ϕ ◦ πt|Ck(T4×R2×B6)t

2|Dϕ|Ck(T4×R2×B2
t×B4)|Dπt|Ck(T4×R2×B6)

≤ C(k,Υk
ϕ)|∂xH t

c ◦ ϕ ◦ πt|Ck(T4×R2×B6)t
2. (8.35)
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We note that the first inequality (third line) of the latter is due to the chain rule
and property 2 of Proposition A.2. In the last line, we use (8.7), (8.28) and (8.29).
We want to point out that in this proof we are using the notation (2.1).

We need to study the cases k = 0 and k ≥ 1 separately. In both cases, (8.35)
will be our starting point. Hence, letting k = 0, thanks to (8.35) we have that

|∂(θ,ξ,r)H t
ex|C0(T4×R2×B6)t

2 ≤ C(Υ0
ϕ)|∂xH t

c ◦ ϕ ◦ πt|C0(T4×R2×B6)t
2

≤ C(Υ0
ϕ)|∂xH t

c|C0(ϕ(T4×B2
t×B6)t

2 ≤ C(Υ0
ϕ)Mmcε

for all t ∈ J . We note that the last inequality of the latter is a consequence
of (8.21). Taking the sup for all t ∈ J , we prove (8.34) in the case k = 0. It
remains to verify (8.34) when k ≥ 1. Therefore, for all k ∈ Z with k ≥ 1, by (8.35)
we observe that

|∂(θ,ξ,r)H t
ex|Ck(T4×R2×B6)t

2 ≤ C(k,Υk
ϕ)|∂xH t

c ◦ ϕ ◦ πt|Ck(T4×R2×B6)t
2

≤ C(k,Υk
ϕ)|∂xH t

c ◦ ϕ|Ck(T4×B2
t×B6)t

2
(
1 +

(
Υ0

π

)k
+Υk−1

π

)
(8.36)

≤ C(k,Υk
ϕ)|∂xH t

c|Ck(ϕ(T4×B2
t×B6))t

2
(
1 +

(
Υ0

ϕ

)k
+Υk−1

ϕ

)
(8.37)

≤ C(k,Υk
ϕ)Mmcε (8.38)

for all t ∈ J . At line (8.36) we use property 5 of Proposition A.2 and (8.28).
Similarly, line (8.37) is a consequence of property 5 of Proposition A.2, (8.7)
and (8.29). Whereas, in the last line of the latter we use (8.21). Taking the
sup for all t ∈ J , on both sides of the above inequality we conclude the proof
of (8.34).

The rest of this section is dedicated to showing that the Hamiltonian

Ĥ : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 −→ R, Ĥ = H0 ◦ ϕ+Hex (8.39)

satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem A, where H0 is the Hamiltonian of the planar
three-body problem (8.1). In the following lemma, we will use the notation and
the Banach spaces introduced in Section 3.

Lemma 8.6. Let Ĥ be as in (8.39). We can rewrite Ĥ in the following form

Ĥ(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = e+ ω · r + a(θ, ξ, t) + b(θ, ξ, t) · r

+ R(θ, ξ, r, t) · r2 + |η|2

2M
(8.40)

for all (θ, ξ, r, η, t) ∈ T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 × J . We note that R(θ, ξ, r, t) · r2 stands
for the vector r given twice as the argument of the symmetric bilinear form R.
Moreover, if

|c(1)| > max{1, 3Υ2,ϕ}
ε

, vc >
2

ε
,

then, for all k ∈ Z with k ≥ 1

a ∈ Sk,(0,2), b ∈ Sk+1,1, ∂2(r,η)Ĥ ∈ Sk+1,0 (8.41)
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with

|a|k,(0,2) ≤ C1(k,Υ
k
ϕ)Mmcε,

|b|k+1,1 ≤ C2(k,Υ
k+1
ϕ )Mmcε, (8.42)∣∣∣∂2(r,η)Ĥ∣∣∣

k+1,0
≤ Υk+1

1,ϕ + C3(k,Υ
k+2
ϕ )Mmcε.

We point out that C1, C2, and C3 are constants depending on the parameters in
brackets that we need to keep track of. Whereas, Υk+1

1,ϕ , and Υk
ϕ are defined by (8.8)

and (8.7), respectively.

Proof. To establish the first part of this lemma, we write H0 ◦ ϕ as in Lemma 8.2,
and we expand Hex in a small neighborhood of r = 0, in such a way that

Ĥ(θ, ξ, r, η, t) = e+ ω · r +R0(θ, r) · r2 +
|η|2

2M

+ Hex(θ, ξ, 0, t) + ∂rHex(θ, ξ, 0, t) · r +
∫ 1

0

(1− τ)∂2rHex(θ, ξ, τr, t)dτ · r2

for all (θ, ξ, r, η, t) ∈ T4×R2×B4×B2×J , where e, ω and R0 are those in Lemma
8.2 and we recall that Hex does not depend on η (see Lemma 8.5). We define

a(θ, ξ, t) = Hex(θ, ξ, 0, t),

b(θ, ξ, t) = ∂rHex(θ, ξ, 0, t),

R(θ, ξ, r, t) = R0(θ, r) +

∫ 1

0

(1− τ)∂2rHex(θ, ξ, τr, t)dτ,

for all (θ, ξ, r, η, t) ∈ T4×R2×B4×B2×J , and this concludes the proof of (8.40).
In the proof of the second part of this lemma, we will widely use Lemma 8.2 and

Lemma 8.5, especially the bounds (8.8), (8.33), and (8.34). Hence, remembering
the notation introduced in Section 3, we observe that

|a|k+1,(0,2) = |a|k+1,0 + |∂(θ,ξ)a|k,2 ≤ sup
t≥1

|H t
ex|Ck+1 + sup

t≥1
|∂(θ,ξ)H t

ex|Ckt2

≤ sup
t≥1

|H t
ex|C0t+ 2 sup

t≥1
|∂(θ,ξ,r)H t

ex|Ckt2 (8.43)

≤ C(k,Υk
ϕ)Mmcε

|b|k+1,1 ≤ sup
t≥1

|∂(θ,ξ)H t
ex|Ck+1t ≤ sup

t≥1
|∂(θ,ξ)H t

ex|Ck+1t2 (8.44)

≤ C(k,Υk+1
ϕ )Mmcε

|∂2(r,η)Ĥ|k+1,0 = sup
t≥1

|∂2(r,η) (H0 ◦ ϕ) + ∂2(r,η)H
t
ex|Ck+1

≤ |∂2(r,η) (H0 ◦ ϕ) |Ck+1 + sup
t≥1

|∂rH t
ex|Ck+2t2 (8.45)

≤ Υk+1
1,ϕ + C(k,Υk+2

ϕ )Mmcε.

We stress that in line (8.43) we used

sup
t≥1

|H t
ex|Ck+1 ≤ sup

t≥1
|H t

ex|C0t+ sup
t≥1

|∂(θ,ξ,r)H t
ex|Ckt2
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and the trivial estimate supt≥1 |∂(θ,ξ)H t
ex|Ckt2 ≤ supt≥1 |∂(θ,ξ,r)H t

ex|Ckt2. Whereas,
in lines (8.44) and (8.45) we used the following estimates

sup
t≥1

|∂(θ,ξ)H t
ex|Ck+1t ≤ sup

t≥1
|∂(θ,ξ)H t

ex|Ck+1t2, sup
t≥1

|∂2(r,η)H t
ex|Ck+1 ≤ sup

t≥1
|∂rH t

ex|Ck+2t2

due to the definition of the norm | · |Ck and to the fact that t ≥ 1. This concludes
the proof of the estimates (8.42). Concerning the regularity of a, b and ∂2(r,η)Ĥ,

specifically as stated in (8.41), it is a straightforward consequence of (8.42), the
regularity of H0 ◦ ϕ (see Lemma 8.2) and the construction of Hex (see (8.25)
and (8.30)).

The above Lemma is the main ingredient in establishing that the Hamiltonian
Ĥ in (8.39) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem A. Let s, β, α, λ and ρ be the
following parameters

s = 8, β =
31

24
, α =

7

6
, λ =

15

4
, ρ = 1.

The above parameters are obtained by (2.14) with s = 8. One can see that s, β,
α, λ and ρ satisfy (2.10). Now, we define the following constant

Υϕ,M,mc = max
{
C1(Υ

8
ϕ)Mmc, C2(Υ

9
ϕ)Mmc,Υ

9
1,ϕ + C3(Υ

10
ϕ )Mmc

}
(8.46)

where C1, C2 and C3 are the constants in (8.42). We fix the parameters δ and Υ
in (2.11) as follows

δ = 0, Υ = Υϕ,M,mc

and we assume

|c(1)| > max{1, 3Υ2,ϕ}
ε

, vc >
2

ε
.

Furthermore, we define the following Hamiltonian

ĥ : T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2 → R, ĥ(θ, ξ, r, η) = e+ ω · r +R(θ, ξ, r, t) · r2 + |η|2

2M

and the trivial embedding

φ0 : T4 × R2 → T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2, φ0(θ, ξ) = (θ, ξ, 0, 0).

Thanks to Lemma 8.6, one can see that the hypotheses of Theorem A are satisfied.
Then, for ε small enough with respect to Υ, mc and M , there exist v, Γ : T4 ×
R2 × J → R6, with v, Γ ∈ S1,1 such that letting

φt : T4 × R2 → T4 × R2 ×B4 ×B2, φt(θ, ξ) = (θ, ξ, vt(θ, ξ)) (8.47)

for all t ∈ J , the above defined family of embeddings φt is a C1-weakly asymptotic
cylinder associated to (XĤ , Xĥ, φ0), where Γ is the disturbing term associated to
φt (see Definition 2.1). Moreover

|v|1,1 < 1, |Γ|1,1 < 1. (8.48)
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8.6 Existence of weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solu-
tions

In the previous section, we proved the existence of a C1 weakly asymptotic cylin-
der φt associated to (XĤ , Xĥ, φ0) (see (8.47)). Building upon this result, Propo-
sition 3.4 ensures the existence of weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solutions
associated to (XĤ , Xĥ, φ0). In the present section, for vc large enough, we show
the existence of an open set of initial points giving rise to weakly asymptoti-
cally quasiperiodic solutions associated to (XH , XH0 , ϕ ◦ φ0), where H and H0

are the Hamiltonians defined by (2.16), whereas ϕ is the symplectic transforma-
tion in (8.6). For this purpose, we introduce the following notation. Let v1,
Γ1 : T4 × R2 × J → R4 and v2, Γ2 : T4 × R2 × J → R2 be the components of
the functions v and Γ at the end of the previous section. That is v = (v1, v2) and
Γ = (Γ1,Γ2). We recall that B2

t /2 is defined by (8.23), and letting ψt
1,H be the

flow at time t with initial time 1 of H, we have the following

Lemma 8.7. We assume

vc >
12

ε
. (8.49)

Then, for all w ∈ W = ϕ ◦ φ1 (T4 × (B2
1/2)), ψ

t
1,H(w) is a weakly asymptotically

quasiperiodic solution associated to (XH , XH0 , ϕ ◦ φ0).

Proof. Let ψt
1,Ĥ

be the flow at time t with initial time 1 of Ĥ. Thanks to Propo-

sition 3.4, we know that, for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × R2, ψt
1,Ĥ

◦ φ1(θ, ξ) is a weakly

asymptotically quasiperiodic solution associated to (XĤ , Xĥ, φ0).
In the first part of this proof, we will prove that,

ψt
1,Ĥ

◦ φ1(θ, ξ) ∈ U 1
2

(8.50)

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2
1/2), and t ∈ J , where U 1

2
is defined by (8.24). To this end,

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2
1/2) and t ∈ J , we define the following families of functions

θt1 : T4 × R2 → R4, ξt1 : T4 × R2 → R2, rt1 : T4 × R2 → R4, ηt1 : T4 × R2 → R2

in such a way that

(θt1(θ, ξ), ξ
t
1(θ, ξ), r

t
1(θ, ξ), η

t
1(θ, ξ)) = ψt

1,Ĥ
◦ φ1(θ, ξ) (8.51)

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2
1/2) and t ∈ J . We observe that, by the definition of U 1

2

and the above notation, (8.50) is equivalent to show that

(rt1(θ, ξ), η
t
1(θ, ξ)) ∈ B4 ×B2,

|ξt1(θ, ξ)|
|c(t)|

<
ε

6
(8.52)

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2
1/2) and t ∈ J . We recall that B2 ⊂ R2 and B4 ⊂ R4 are

balls centered at the origin with an unspecified radius that, conventionally, we will
take greater than 1.

We recall the notation ω̄ = (ω, 0) ∈ R6 (see (3.3)) and we denote by ψt
1,ω̄+Γ

the flow at time t with initial time 1 of ω̄ + Γ. In order to prove (8.52), and
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hence (8.50), we recall that if φt is a C1-weakly asymptotic cylinder associated to
(XĤ , Xh̃, φ0), then

ψt
1,Ĥ

◦ φ1(θ, ξ) = φt ◦ ψt
1,ω̄+Γ(θ, ξ) (8.53)

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × R2 and t ∈ J (we refer to Proposition 3.1). Using the
notation (8.51), the latter equation (8.53) implies that

(θt1(θ, ξ), ξ
t
1(θ, ξ), r

t
1(θ, ξ), η

t
1(θ, ξ)) = ψt

1,Ĥ
◦ φ1(θ, ξ) = φt ◦ ψt

1,ω̄+Γ(θ, ξ) (8.54)

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2
1/2) and t ∈ J . However, we observe that φt is the identity

with respect to (θ, ξ) (see (8.47)). Then, thanks to (8.54) and the special form of
φt, one can see that

rt1(θ, ξ) = vt1(θ
t
1(θ, ξ), ξ

t
1(θ, ξ)), ηt1(θ, ξ) = vt2(θ

t
1(θ, ξ), ξ

t
1(θ, ξ))

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2
1/2) and t ∈ J . Hence, thanks to (8.48)

|rt1(θ, ξ)| ≤ |vt1|C1 <
1

t
≤ 1, |ηt1(θ, ξ)| ≤ |vt2|C1 <

1

t
≤ 1

for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2
1/2) and t ∈ J . This proves the first part of (8.52).

Concerning the second part of (8.52), by (8.54) and the special form of φt, one
can see that ξt1(θ, ξ) is the unique solution of the following system{

∂tξ
t
1(θ, ξ) = Γ2(θ

t
1(θ, ξ), ξ

t
1(θ, ξ), t)

ξ11(θ, ξ) = ξ

where we recall that Γ2 is the second component of the disturbing term Γ associated
to φt, θ ∈ T4 is fixed, and ξ ∈ (B2

1/2). Using the fundamental theorem of calculus
and (8.48)

|ξt1(θ, ξ)| ≤ |ξ11(θ, ξ)|+
∫ t

1

|Γτ |C1dτ ≤ |ξ|+ ln t (8.55)

for all t ∈ J . We claim that

|ξt1(θ, ξ)|
|c(t)|

≤ |ξ|+ ln t

|c(1)|+ vc
2
(t− 1)

<
ε

6
(8.56)

for all t ∈ J , where the first inequality of the latter is a consequence of (8.55)
and (8.14). The second inequality of (8.56) is true for t = 1. However, if we
suppose the existence of t0 > 1 in such a way that

|ξ|+ ln t0
|c(1)|+ vc

2
(t0 − 1)

≥ ε

6
,

then we can rewrite the latter in the following way

|ξ| − ε

6
|c(1)| ≥ ε

12
vc(t0 − 1)− ln t0.

We observe that this is a contradiction because ξ ∈ (B2
1/2) implies |ξ|− ε

6
|c(1)| < 0

and thanks to (8.49) one can prove ε
12
vc(t − 1) − ln t ≥ 0 for all t ∈ J . Indeed,

letting

f : [1,+∞) → R, f(t) =
ε

12
vc(t− 1)− ln t
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one can see that f(1) = 0, and using (8.49), one can prove that f ′(t) > 0 for all
t > 1, where f ′ stands for the derivative of f . Hence, (8.56) is verified for all t ∈ J ,
and this concludes the proof of (8.52) and thus (8.50).

In this second part of this proof, we observe that (8.50) and Lemma 8.5 ensure
that for all (θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2

1/2),

ψt
1,Ĥ

◦ φ1(θ, ξ) = ψt
1,H◦ϕ̃ ◦ φ

1(θ, ξ) (8.57)

for all t ∈ J .
Now, for all w ∈ W = ϕ◦φ1 (T4 × (B2

1/2)), we want to prove that ψt
1,H(w) is a

weakly asymptotically quasiperiodic solution associated to (XH , XH0 , ϕ ◦ φ0). For
this purpose, we observe that, for all w ∈ W = ϕ ◦ φ1 (T4 × (B2

1/2)), there exists
(θ, ξ) ∈ T4 × (B2

1/2) such that w = ϕ ◦ φ1(θ, ξ). We know that ϕ is symplectic,
then by (8.53) and (8.57), we can rewrite ψt

1,H(w) in the following form

ψt
1,H(w) = ψt

1,H ◦ ϕ ◦ φ1(θ, ξ) = ϕ ◦ ψt
1,H◦ϕ̃ ◦ φ

1(θ, ξ) = ϕ ◦ ψt
1,Ĥ

◦ φ1(θ, ξ)

= ϕ ◦ φt ◦ ψt
1,ω̄+Γ(θ, ξ).

Moreover, for all t ∈ J∣∣ψt
1,H(w)− ϕ ◦ φ0 ◦ ψt

1,ω̄+Γ(θ, ξ)
∣∣ ≤

∣∣ϕ ◦ φt ◦ ψt
1,ω̄+Γ(θ, ξ)− ϕ ◦ φ0 ◦ ψt

1,ω̄+Γ(θ, ξ)
∣∣

≤
∣∣ϕ ◦ φt − ϕ ◦ φ0

∣∣
C0

≤ C |Dϕ|C1

∣∣φt − φ0

∣∣
C0

≤ CΥ1
ϕ

∣∣φt − φ0

∣∣
C0

where the constant Υ1
ϕ is defined by (8.7). Taking the limit for t → +∞, thanks

to (2.5), we conclude the proof of this lemma.

This concludes the proof of Theorem B.

A Hölder classes of functions

This part is dedicated to recalling the definition of Hölder classes of functions and
some well-known properties. To this end, let E be an open subset of Rn and k ≥ 0
a positive integer. We denote by Ck(E) the spaces of functions f : E → R with
continuous partial derivatives ∂αf ∈ C0(E) for all α ∈ Nn with |α| = α1+...+αn ≤
k and verifying

|f |Ck(E) = sup
|α|≤k

|∂αf |C0 = sup
|α|≤k

sup
x∈E

|∂αf(x)| <∞. (A.1)

Given σ = k + µ, with k ∈ Z, k ≥ 0 and 0 < µ < 1, we define the Hölder spaces
Cσ(E) as the spaces of functions f ∈ Ck(E) verifying

|f |Cσ(E) = sup
|α|≤k

|∂αf |C0(E) + sup
x,y∈E,x ̸=y,|α|=k

|∂αf(x)− ∂αf(y)|
|x− y|µ

<∞. (A.2)

We will use the same notations for vector-valued functions or matrices. More
specifically, in the case of functions f = (f1, ..., fn) with values in Rn, we set
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|f |Cσ(E) = max1≤i≤n |fi|Cσ(E). Moreover, in agreement with the convention made
above, ifM = {mij}1≤i,j≤n is a n×nmatrix, we set |M |Cσ(E) = max1≤i,j≤n |mij|Cσ(E).
In what follows, and generally, if there are no doubts about the domain where the
norms are considered, we prefer to omit the domain E in the notation | · |Cσ of the
norm.

Now, we present a series of properties widely used in this paper. First, we recall
that C(·) stands for constants depending on n and other parameters in brackets.
The following proposition provides a convexity property of the above-mentioned
norms.

Proposition A.1. For all f ∈ Cσ1(E), then

|f |σ1−σ0
Cσ ≤ C(σ1)|f |σ1−σ

Cσ0 |f |σ−σ0
Cσ1 for all 0 ≤ σ0 ≤ σ ≤ σ1.

Proof. We refer to [20] for the proof.

The next proposition deals with the composition and product of Hölder func-
tions

Proposition A.2. We consider f , g ∈ Cσ(E) and σ ≥ 0.

1. For all β ∈ Nn and s ≥ 0, if |β|+ s ≤ σ then
∣∣∣ ∂|β|

∂x1
β1 ...∂xn

βn
f
∣∣∣
Cs

≤ C|f |Cσ .

2. |fg|Cσ ≤ C(σ) (|f |C0|g|Cσ + |f |Cσ |g|C0).

Now, we consider composite functions. Let E1 be an open subset of Rn and z :
E1 → E a function taking values in the domain of f . In what follows ∂z stands
for the partial derivatives of z.

3. If σ < 1, f ∈ C1(E), z ∈ Cσ(E1) then f ◦ z ∈ Cσ(E1) and

|f ◦ z|Cσ ≤ C(|f |C1|z|Cσ + |f |C0).

4. If σ < 1, f ∈ Cσ(E), z ∈ C1(E1) then f ◦ z ∈ Cσ(E1)

|f ◦ z|Cσ ≤ C(|f |Cσ |∂z|σC0 + |f |C0).

5. If σ ≥ 1 and f ∈ Cσ(E), z ∈ Cσ(E1) then f ◦ z ∈ Cσ(E1)

|f ◦ z|Cσ ≤ C(σ) (|f |Cσ |∂z|σC0 + |f |C1|∂z|Cσ−1 + |f |C0) .

Proof. We refer to [20] for the proof of 1, 2, and 3. We begin by proving 4. For
this purpose, we claim that

|f ◦ z(x)− f ◦ z(y)|
|x− y|σ

≤ |f |Cσ |∂z|σC0 (A.3)
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for all x, y ∈ E1 with x ̸= y. It is obvious that the latter is satisfied if z(x) = z(y).
Now, we assume z(x) ̸= z(y), and we observe that

|f ◦ z(x)− f ◦ z(y)|
|x− y|σ

=
|f ◦ z(x)− f ◦ z(y)|

|z(x)− z(y)|σ

(
|z(x)− z(y)|

|x− y|

)σ

≤ |f |Cσ

(∫ 1

0

|∂z(y + τ(x− y))|dτ
)σ

(A.4)

≤ |f |Cσ |∂z|σC0

where the inequality (A.4) is a consequence of the definition (A.2), and Taylor
formula. This proves the claim. The proof of 4, now is a consequence of (A.3) and
the definition (A.2).

It remains to prove 5. By (A.2),

|f ◦ z|Cσ ≤ |f |C0 + |(∂f ◦ z)T∂z|Cσ−1 , (A.5)

where ∂f stands for the partial derivatives of f , and T for the transpose. Thanks
to property 2

|f ◦ z|Cσ ≤ |f |C0 + |(∂f ◦ z)T∂z|Cσ−1

≤ |f |C0 + C(σ)|∂f ◦ z|Cσ−1|∂z|C0 + C(σ)|∂f ◦ z|C0|∂z|Cσ−1 .

We observe that |∂f ◦ z|C0|∂z|Cσ−1 ≤ |f |C1 |∂z|Cσ−1 , it remains to estimate
|∂f ◦ z|Cσ−1 |∂z|C0 . If σ ≤ 2, |∂f ◦ z|Cσ−1 ≤ |f |Cσ |∂z|σ−1

C0 + |f |C1 thanks to 4. Then

|∂f ◦ z|Cσ−1|∂z|C0 ≤ C(σ) (|f |Cσ |∂z|σC0 + |f |C1|∂z|C0)

≤ C(σ) (|f |Cσ |∂z|σC0 + |f |C1|∂z|Cσ−1) ,

whence the property holds in this case. If σ > 2, assuming that 5 is already proven
for σ − 1, we find

|∂f ◦ z|Cσ−1|∂z|C0 ≤ C(σ) (|∂f |Cσ−1|∂z|σC0 + |f |C2|∂z|Cσ−2|∂z|C0 + |f |C1|∂z|C0)

≤ C(σ) (|f |Cσ |∂z|σC0 + |f |C2|∂z|Cσ−2|∂z|C0 + |f |C1|∂z|Cσ−1) .

It remains to find a good estimate for the central term of the last line of the latter.
By Proposition A.1

|f |C2|∂z|Cσ−2|∂z|C0 ≤ C(σ)

(
|f |

σ−2
σ−1

C1 |f |
1

σ−1

Cσ

)(
|∂z|

1
σ−1

C0 |∂z|
σ−2
σ−1

Cσ−1

)
|∂z|C0

≤ C(σ) (|f |C1|∂z|Cσ−1)
σ−2
σ−1 (|f |Cσ |∂z|σC0)

1
σ−1 ,

since aλb1−λ ≤ C(a+ b) for 0 < λ < 1, we have the claim.
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