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Abstract. In his celebrated counterexample to the KAM theorem, Herman introduced a perturbation of an
integrable system consisting of two components: a hyperbolic term and a bump function. He also remarked

that it was unclear whether the bump function was truly necessary [Her83, p. 78, Remark 4.7.3]. In this
note, we prove that the bump function is indeed necessary when more natural hyperbolic perturbations

are considered. The proof of this necessity relies on an improved Siegel–Brjuno estimate and a parameter-

dependent renormalization of resonances within the direct KAM method.
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1. Introduction

Area-preserving twist maps of the cylinder, introduced by Poincaré, capture the essential dynamics of
the restricted three-body problem. Aubry–Mather theory establishes that, under very general conditions,
the invariant sets of such maps are compact and non-empty, and possess a well-defined “order structure.”
These invariant sets, known as Aubry–Mather sets, are characterized by the rotation number (also called
frequency)—or more generally, the rotation symbol of their orbits. When the frequency is irrational, an
Aubry–Mather set may be either an invariant circle (i.e., a homotopically non-trivial invariant curve) or
a Cantor set. A celebrated result by Birkhoff [Bir20] states that for C1 maps, any invariant circle must
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be the graph of a Lipschitz function. Due to the fundamental importance of invariant circles in dynamics,
determining their existence remains one of the central problems in the theory of area-preserving twist maps.

The most significant approach to this problem is the KAM theory, initiated by Kolmogorov, Arnold, and
Moser. This theory applies to nearly integrable systems: Herman [Her86] proved that if the perturbation
of an integrable system is sufficiently small in the C3 topology, then invariant circles with frequencies of
constant type persist. This result is optimal, since Herman [Her83] also constructed examples showing that
for any invariant circle of an integrable system, an arbitrarily small perturbation in the C3−ε topology can
destroy it. Constant-type frequencies are those which are approximated by rationals at the slowest possible
rate; if one considers frequencies admitting faster approximation, the required topology for the perturbation
can be made finer (see [For94, Mat88]).

1.1. Herman’s converse KAM mechanism. The investigation of invariant circle non-existence con-
stitutes a central theme in converse KAM theory, with Herman’s mechanism representing a foundational
contribution. Herman’s method proceeds through two carefully designed perturbations of an integrable sys-
tem. The first perturbation generates a hyperbolic periodic orbit, while the second—implemented via a bump
function—ensures transverse intersection of the stable and unstable manifolds, a phenomenon known as sep-
aratrix splitting. This process creates a stochastic layer of controlled width that destroys invariant circles
with specific rotation numbers near the hyperbolic orbit. Through appropriate coordinate transformations,
the analysis reduces to studying the dynamics near the hyperbolic fixed point and its homoclinic orbits. The
construction requires precise balancing between the perturbation sizes and the arithmetic properties of the
invariant circle’s rotation number.

Subsequent work on the breakup of invariant circles for twist maps, and of invariant tori for Hamiltonian
systems with multiple degrees of freedom, in the Cr topology (r ∈ [0,+∞]∪{ω}), essentially draws inspiration
from Herman’s mechanism (see, e.g., [Bes01, BF19, CW13, For94, Mat88, Wan12, Wan15, Wan22]).

In [Her83, Chapter II], Herman defined the maps

fn,a(x, y) = (x+ y, y + φδn(x+ y)) , where δn =
1

na
, a > 1,

Fn,a(x, y) = (x+ y, y + φδn(x+ y) + ηn(x+ y)) .

In this construction, a > 1 is a parameter. The function φδn is a C∞ hyperbolic perturbation whose
Ck-norm is bounded by δn for any k ≥ 0. To facilitate precise geometric estimates, Herman requires that
φδn be linear in a neighborhood of the hyperbolic fixed point. See Fig. 1. The function ηn is a bump
function.

Figure 1. The hyperbolic perturbation in Herman’s counterexample

Remark 1.1. In Herman’s counterexample, the parameter is denoted by λn and defined as λn := n−a/2.
The parameter δn := λ2n is introduced here for notational simplicity in the subsequent exposition.
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1.2. On the necessity of the second perturbation. Herman proved [Her83, p.71, Theorem 4.6] that for
every

(1) 0 < |ω| < n− a
2−ε,

there exists a sufficiently large N0 such that for all n ≥ N0, the map Fn,a admits no invariant circle
with rotation number ω. Using the variational methods from Aubry–Mather theory, one can overcome the
technical limitations of geometric approaches and consider replacing φδn with a more natural hyperbolic
perturbation, for example δn sin 2πx (see [Wan12]).

In [Her83, p. 78, Remark 4.7.3], Herman noted: C’est parce que je ne sais pas si le difféomorphisme
fn,a vérifie le Théorème 4.6 (avec ω ̸= 0) qu’il a été nécessaire de perturber fn,a en Fn,a. (It
is because I do not know whether the diffeomorphism fn,a satisfies Theorem 4.6 (for ω ̸= 0) that it was
necessary to perturb fn,a into Fn,a.)

In this note, we aim to show that fn,a by itself cannot destroy the invariant circle of rotation number ω
satisfying (1) upon replacing φδn(x) with δn sin 2πx. A detailed discussion of Herman’s original counterex-
ample is provided in Subsection 1.4. In fact, it is evident from the proof that the conclusion also holds for
perturbations of the form δn sin(Mx), where M is a constant independent of n. Specifically, we prove that
there exist a subsequence {Nm}m∈N and a corresponding sequence of rotation numbers {ωm}m∈N satisfying

0 < |ωm| < N
− a

2−ε
m ,

such that fNm,a preserves the invariant circle of rotation number ωm, while FNm,a destroys it. A precise
formulation is given in Theorem 2 below.

Loosely speaking, the difficulty in answering Herman’s question—regardless of whether the perturbation
is φδn(x) or δn sin 2πx—lies in the following aspects:

• For proving persistence, classical KAM methods are inapplicable since both fn,a and Fn,a are perturba-
tions of the same integrable system with small magnitudes in the same topology. However, for rotation
numbers ω satisfying (1), the perturbation sizes exceed the range where classical KAM theory applies.
Hence, these methods cannot determine whether fn,a preserves invariant circles of rotation number ω.

• For proving destruction, variational methods from Aubry-Mather theory are inadequate. Although
Mather’s criterion characterizes the existence of an invariant circle with rotation number ω by the
vanishing of the corresponding Peierls barrier, it remains undecidable—under only the hyperbolic
perturbation—whether this barrier vanishes identically for such ω.

Both φδn(x) and δn sin 2πx produce hyperbolic fixed points, yet they exhibit essential differences: with
φδn(x), the separatrix remains unbroken and homoclinic intersections are absent, making the persistence
of nearby invariant circles with irrational frequencies plausible. By contrast, for δn sin 2πx, it is known
from classical studies of the standard map (e.g., [Laz93]) that homoclinic intersections arise for any δn > 0.
Hence, the preservation of invariant circles with irrational frequencies under this perturbation is a more
subtle phenomenon. Further discussion of this comparison can be found in Remark 1.4.

Within the framework of Aubry-Mather theory, we prove the destruction of invariant circles with specific
rotation numbers for the system FNm,a. For the system fNm,a, however, the persistence of invariant circles
with corresponding rotation numbers requires tools that lie between Aubry-Mather theory and classical KAM
theory; we establish this using the direct KAM method (see Subsection 1.3.2). Although it is commonly
believed that invariant circles detected by the direct KAM method should also be accessible via classical
KAM techniques, we demonstrate that for certain rotation numbers the direct method provides distinct
advantages—despite its stricter requirements, such as real-analyticity and specific perturbation structures.
The judicious choice of rotation numbers is essential to exploiting this advantage. A schematic overview of
the theoretical tools used in analyzing FNm,a and fNm,a is provided in Fig. 2. In the figure, the dashed line
indicates uncertainty regarding whether the persistence of invariant circles for fNm,a can be established via
classical KAM methods, while the shaded region represents dynamical objects—such as non-KAM invariant
circles (see [GLW25])—that lie beyond the quantitative scope of both KAM theory and Aubry-Mather theory.
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Figure 2. Theoretical tools for handling FNm,a and fNm,a

1.3. Statement of main results. Let α > 1. Consider the subsequence defined by

(2) nm :=

⌊
exp

(
b

a
m

1
α

)⌋
,

where ⌊x⌋ denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to x, the letter b is also a parameter and the
requirement b > 4 is needed by the Siegel-Brjuno estimate (see Lemma 5.7 below). Define the perturbation
size as

(3) δm := exp(−bm 1
α ).

Now, consider the generating functions:

(4) hm(x, x′) :=
1

2
(x− x′)2 + δm(1− cos 2πx′).

(5) Hm(x, x′) :=
1

2
(x− x′)2 + δm(1− cos 2πx′) + ξm(x′),

The map Fm,a : T×R → T×R is generated by Hm, while fm,a : T×R → T×R is generated by hm, where
ηm denotes the derivative of ξm. We denote, once and for all, T := R/Z be a flat circle. Explicitly, the maps
are given by:

(6) fm,a(x, y) = (x+ y, y + δm sin 2π(x+ y)) ,

Fm,a(x, y) = (x+ y, y + δm sin 2π(x+ y) + ηm(x+ y)) .

Let us also define the integrable twist map

(7) T (x, y) = (x+ y, y).

1.3.1. On the destruction. By applying the variational framework of Aubry-Mather theory together with
refined estimates on the Peierls barrier, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 1. Fix a > 1, b > 0 and 0 < ε≪ 1. There exists M0 > 0 such that for every m ≥ M0 and every
rotation number ω satisfying

(8) 0 < |ω| < n
− a

2−ε
m ,

where nm is defined in (2), the map Fm,a admits no invariant circle with rotation number ω. Moreover, for
any α > 1 + a

ε and L ∈ (0, b),

∥Fm,a − T∥α,L → 0 as m→ ∞.

In Theorem 1, the norm ∥ · ∥α,L is defined in (11) below. Bounemoura and Féjoz [BF19] studied an
analogous problem for Hamiltonian systems with d degrees of freedom using Bessi’s variational approach
[Bes01]. Comparably, Theorem 1 offers a more explicit characterization of the parameter dependencies.
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1.3.2. On the persistence. Proving the persistence of invariant circles with rotation numbers satisfying
(8) in the absence of bump perturbations requires a more involved approach. Loosely speaking, classical
KAM methods, which rely on iterative coordinate transformations, are insensitive to the specific structure of
the perturbation and depend only on its magnitude in a given topology. Consequently, these techniques are
inapplicable for establishing the persistence of invariant circles under perturbations without bumps within
the same topology as in Theorem 1.

Inspired by Berretti and Gentile [BG01], we adopt the direct KAMmethod, initially introduced by Eliasson
(following a reexamination of Siegel’s method [Sie42]) and subsequently refined by Gallavotti, Chierchia,
Falcolini and others (see, e.g., [BG99, BG01, Eli96, CF94, Gal93, GM96]). Specifically, we establish the
following result:

Theorem 2. Fix a > 1, b > 4 and 0 < ε≪ 1. There exists a sequence {ωm}m∈N satisfying

0 < |ωm| < n
− a

2−ε
jm

,

where njm is defined by replacing m with jm in (2), and a sufficiently large M1 such that for all m ≥ M1,
the map fjm,a admits an invariant circle with rotation number ωm.

In Theorem 2, the specific choices of ωm and jm are given in (29) below. The proof of Theorem 2 is
primarily inspired by [BG01], with key innovations including an improved Siegel–Brjuno estimate (see [BG01,
Lemma 5]), a refined notion of resonance, and an adapted multi-scale decomposition and renormalization
scheme.

1.3.3. On the arithmetics of the rotation number. For real analytic systems, Rüssmann showed in a
series of papers, culminating in [Rüs91], that the Diophantine condition on the rotation number ω ∈ R \Q
can be replaced by a weaker condition that still guarantees the existence of invariant circles with rotation
number ω. Let {pn/qn}n∈N be the sequence of convergents in the continued fraction expansion of ω. The
Diophantine condition can be expressed in terms of this expansion as

(9) ln qn+1 ≤ C ln qn, n ∈ N.
Rüssmann proved that the condition ∑

n≥0

ln qn+1

qn
< +∞,

previously introduced by Brjuno in the context of classical perturbation theory in Hamiltonian mechanics
and known as the Brjuno condition, suffices for the existence of invariant circles. For Gevrey-α systems, it
is natural to introduce another arithmetic condition on the rotation number. For α ≥ 1, the number ω is
called an α-Brjuno–Rüssmann number if it satisfies the condition

(10)
∑
n≥0

ln qn+1

q
1/α
n

< +∞.

In particular, when α = 1, ω is referred to as a Brjuno number. We denote by B the set of Brjuno numbers,
and by BRα the set of α-Brjuno–Rüssmann numbers.

Define the maps

F̄m,a :=

(
x+ y, y +

δqm
qm

sin(2πqm(x+ y)) +
1

qm
ηqm(qm(x+ y))

)
,

f̄m,a :=

(
x+ y, y +

δqm
qm

sin(2πqm(x+ y)))

)
.

By a finite covering argument [Her83, p. 78, 4.8] (see also Lemma 4.1 below), in combination with Theorems 1
and 2, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 3. Fix a > 1, b > 4 and 0 < ε ≪ 1. For any α > 1 + a
ε , there exists ω̄ ∈ B \ BRα such that all

sufficiently large m, the invariant circle with rotation number ω̄ is destroyed by F̄m,a but preserved by f̄m,a.
Moreover, for any L ∈ (0, b), we have

∥F̄m,a − T∥α,L → 0 as m→ ∞,

and the dynamics of f̄m,a restricted to the invariant circle is Cω-conjugate to the rigid rotation Rω̄(x) := x+ω̄.
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Remark 1.2. By applying Jackson’s approximation and Bernstein’s estimate, the Gevrey-α bump function
in F̄m,a can be replaced by a trigonometric polynomial while preserving the validity of Theorem 3 without
any modification to its statement. For technical details, we refer to [Wan22, Wan23].

1.4. Remarks on Herman’s counterexample. In Herman’s original construction, the following two con-
ditions are required:

1. The perturbation φδn is of class C∞, and linear in a neighborhood of the hyperbolic fixed point;
2. The Aubry set with rotation symbol 0± is an invariant circle.

Both requirements are designed to facilitate geometric estimates. The variational method employed to
prove the non-existence of invariant circles with specific rotation numbers under the combined influence of
hyperbolic and bump perturbations can be directly adapted to Herman’s construction. This adaptability
stems from the fact that Mather’s variational approach depends mainly on the dynamics near the hyperbolic
fixed point and is insensitive to whether the Aubry set with rotation symbol 0± constitutes an invariant
circle. Hence, Theorem 1 still holds.

Conversely, the direct KAM method for establishing the existence of invariant circles under purely hyper-
bolic perturbations (without bump perturbations) relies more substantially on the structural properties of
the hyperbolic perturbation itself. In Herman’s construction, the mode labels assigned to nodes in the tree
expansion (see Section 5.1) exhibit greater complexity, and the renormalization procedure for resonances
demands more intricate technical modifications, which we do not detail here (see [BG00, Sections 2–5] for
relevant technical details).

Under the more natural perturbation δn sin 2πx we consider, the system (6) becomes the Chirikov stan-
dard map, where the Aubry set with rotation symbol 0± is already disrupted and fails to form an invariant
circle [Laz93]. Specifically, transverse homoclinic intersections emerge, creating a complex orbital structure—
commonly termed a stochastic layer—near the Aubry set of rotation symbol 0±. This complexity heightens
the challenge of preserving invariant circles with rotation numbers close to 0. Nevertheless, we have estab-
lished that such invariant circles are indeed preserved. By analogy, it is reasonable to expect that in Herman’s
counterexample without bump perturbations, the invariant circles should similarly persist, though a rigorous
proof remains under investigation due to technical obstacles. Fig. 3 provides a schematic comparison of the
dynamics for the integrable system (7) under perturbations φδn and δn sin 2πx, with the blue dashed line in
the left panel indicating a plausible conjecture.

Figure 3. Schematic description of dynamics caused by two perturbations

Organization of this note. The structure of this note is as follows. Section 2 presents the construction
of a sequence of Gevrey-α bump functions ξm with ∥ · ∥α,L-norms decaying to zero as m → ∞. In Sec-
tion 3, through lower-bound estimates of the perturbed Peierls barrier and an analysis of its dependence
on the rotation symbol, we demonstrate the destruction of invariant circles at specified rotation numbers
under combined hyperbolic and bump perturbations, thus establishing Theorem 1. Section 4 develops an
appropriate selection of rotation numbers and, via Herman’s finite covering argument, reframes the proof of
invariant circle existence. This reformulation enables a more effective application of the arithmetic properties
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of the rotation numbers. Section 5 employs the tree expansion method for Lindstedt series, incorporating
an m-dependent multi-scale decomposition and resonance structure, which yields an enhanced Siegel-Brjuno
estimate and refined control of non-resonant contributions in tree values, thereby concluding the proof of
Theorem 2. Appendix A provides technical details on the renormalization of resonances. The presentation
adapts and mildly modifies the framework of [BG01, Sec. 4-5]; for the reader’s convenience, we include a
self-contained exposition in the appendix.

Acknowledgement. This work was partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China (Grant No. 12122109) and the Beijing Natural Science Foundation (Grant No. QY25241). The
authors are also grateful to Professor Giovanni Forni for his invaluable suggestions and to Junhao Li for his
assistance in preparing Fig. 3.
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2. Construction of the bump

2.1. Gevrey-α function. We fix α > 1. Let

(11) ∥ϕ∥α,L :=
∑
k∈N

Lkα

k!α
∥∂kϕ∥C0(T),

Gα,L(T) := {ϕ ∈ C∞(T)|∥ϕ∥α,L <∞}, Gα(T) :=
⋃
L>0

Gα,L(T).

Following [MS03], Gevrey-α function is defined as follow.

Definition 2.1. A function ϕ is called Gevrey-α function on T if ϕ ∈ Gα(T).

From the Leibniz rule, it follows that for L > 0, ϕ, ψ ∈ Gα,L(T),
(12) ∥ϕψ∥α,L ≤ ∥ϕ∥α,L∥ψ∥α,L.

We construct a Gevrey-α perturbation ξm as follows. First, for each λ > 0, we define a function fλ ∈
C∞(R) by:

(13) fλ(x) =

{
0, x ≤ 0,

exp
(
−λ

√
2x−

1
α−1

)
, x > 0.

Lemma 2.2. Let p = 1
α−1 and σ := π

4 min
{
1, 1p

}
. For any given L > 0, if

λ >
(2Lα/ sinσ)p

p
,

then fλ(x) is a Gevrey-α function on R.

Proof. Since α ∈ (1,∞), we have p ∈ (0,∞) and

(14) fλ(x) =

{
0, x ≤ 0,

exp
(
−λ

√
2x−p

)
, x > 0.

Let k ∈ N and x > 0. Note that fλ|R+ extends to a holomorphic function on C \ (−∞, 0]. Let Σσ =
{z ∈ C | | arg z| ≤ σ}. The closed disk Dz centered at x with radius x sinσ is the largest disk centered at x
contained in Σσ. By the Cauchy estimate,∣∣∣f (k)λ (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ k!

(x sinσ)k
max
Dz

|fλ|.

Let z = reiθ ∈ Dz. Since |θ| ≤ σ = π
4 min

{
1, 1p

}
, we have

Re(z−p) = r−p cos(pθ) ≥ 1√
2|z|p

, and |z| ≤ 2x.



8 YI LIU AND LIN WANG

Hence,

max
Dz

|fλ| ≤ exp

(
− λ

(2x)p

)
.

The maximum of the function y 7→ yke−λyp

is
(

k
λpe

)k/p
, so we obtain

(15)
∣∣∣f (k)λ (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ( 2

sinσ

)k (
k

λpe

)k/p

k!.

By Stirling’s formula, for any given L > 0, if

λ >
(2Lα/ sinσ)p

p
,

then ∑
k∈N

Lkα

k!α

∥∥∥f (k)λ (x)
∥∥∥
C0(R)

<∞.

Therefore, fλ(x) is a Gevrey-α function on R. □

2.2. Construction of ξm. Define

∆m := exp

(
− b
2
mβ

)
=
√
δm.

Fix α > 1 + a
ε and L ∈ (0, b). Let λ0 be as in Lemma 2.2, and set

λ := λ0 + 1.

For x ∈ [0, 1], define the function

vm(x) =

{
∆2

mfλ
(
1
8∆m − 1

2 + x
)
fλ
(
1
8∆m + 1

2 − x
)
, x ∈

[
1
2 − 1

8∆m,
1
2 + 1

8∆m

]
,

0, otherwise.

More explicitly, on the interval
[
1
2 − 1

8∆m,
1
2 + 1

8∆m

]
,

vm(x) = ∆2
m exp

(
−λ

√
2

[(
1

8
∆m − 1

2
+ x

)− 1
α−1

+

(
1

8
∆m +

1

2
− x

)− 1
α−1

])
,

where λ > 0 is independent of m. Extend vm periodically to R via vm(x+ 1) = vm(x). By Lemma 2.2, vm
is a Gevrey-α function on R, and by the choice of λ,

∥vm∥α,L → 0 as m→ ∞.

A direct computation from the definition of vm shows that for α ∈ (1,∞),

(16) max
x∈[0,1]

vm(x) = vm

(
1

2

)
= ∆2

m exp

(
−λ2

3
α−1+

1
2∆

− 1
α−1

m

)
.

To estimate the lower bound of PHm

0+ (see Subsection 3.1.2) at a specific point, we shift the axis of
symmetry of vm to a point τ satisfying (19) below. Define

ξm(x) := vm

(
x−

(
τ − 1

2

))
.

Then

supp ξm =

[
τ − 1

8
∆m, τ +

1

8
∆m

]
,

and, as in (16),

ξm(τ) = max
x

ξm(x) = vm

(
1

2

)
.



HERMAN’S CONVERSE KAM MECHANISM REVISITED 9

3. Destruction of Γω for Fm,a

3.1. Basic tools from Aubry–Mather theory. Let G be a diffeomorphism of R2 denoted by
G(x, y) = (X(x, y), Y (x, y)). Let G satisfy:

• Lift condition: G is isotopic to the identity;
• Twist condition: the map ψ : (x, y) 7→ (x,X(x, y)) is a diffeomorphism of R2;
• Exact symplectic: there exists a real-valued function h on R2 with h(x+ 1, y) = h(x, y) such that

Y dX − ydx = dh.

Then G induces a map on the cylinder denoted by g: T × R 7→ T × R. g is called an exact area-preserving
twist map. The function h: R2 → R is called a generating function of G, namely G is generated by the
following equations {

y = −∂1h(x, x′),
y′ = ∂2h(x, x

′),

where G(x, y) = (x′, y′).

3.1.1. Minimal configuration. The function G gives rise to a dynamical system whose orbits are given by
the images of points of R2 under the successive iterates of G. The orbit of the point (x0, y0) is the bi-infinite
sequence

{..., (x−k, y−k), ..., (x−1, y−1), (x0, y0), (x1, y1), ..., (xk, yk), ...},
where (xk, yk) = G(xk−1, yk−1). The sequence

(..., x−k, ..., x−1, x0, x1, ..., xk, ...)

denoted by (xi)i∈Z is called a stationary configuration if it satisfies the identity

∂1h(xi, xi+1) + ∂2h(xi−1, xi) = 0, for every i ∈ Z.

Given a sequence of points (zi, ..., zj), we can associate its action

h(zi, ..., zj) =
∑

i≤s<j

h(zs, zs+1).

A configuration (xi)i∈Z is called minimal if for any i < j ∈ Z, the segment (xi, ..., xj) minimizes h(zi, ..., zj)
among all segments (zi, ..., zj) of the configuration satisfying zi = xi and zj = xj . It is easy to see that
every minimal configuration is a stationary configuration. There is a visual way to describe configurations.
A configuration (xi)i∈Z is a function from Z to R. One can interpolate this function linearly and obtain a
piecewise affine function R → R denoted by t 7→ xt. The graph of this function is sometimes called the Aubry
diagram of the configuration. By [Ban88], minimal configurations satisfy a group of remarkable properties
as follows:

• Two distinct minimal configurations seen as the Aubry diagrams cross at most once, which is so called
Aubry’s crossing lemma.

• For every minimal configuration x = (xi)i∈Z, the limit

ρ(x) := lim
n→∞

xi+n − xi
n

exists and doesn’t depend on i ∈ Z. ρ(x) is called the frequency of x.
• For every ω ∈ R, there exists a minimal configuration with frequency ω. Following the notations of
[Ban88], the set of all minimal configurations with frequency ω is denoted byMh

ω , which can be endowed
with the topology induced from the product topology on RZ. If x = (xi)i∈Z is a minimal configuration,
considering the projection pr : Mh

ω → R defined by pr(x) = x0, we set Ah
ω = pr(Mh

ω ).
• If ω ∈ Q, say ω = p/q (in lowest terms), then it is convenient to define the rotation symbol to detect the
structure of Mh

p/q. If x is a minimal configuration with frequency p/q, then the rotation symbol σ(x) of

x is defined as follows

σ(x) :=

p/q+, if xi+q > xi + p for all i,
p/q, if xi+q = xi + p for all i,
p/q−, if xi+q < xi + p for all i.
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Moreover, we set

Mh
p/q+

:= {x is a minimal configuration with rotation symbol p/q or p/q+},

Mh
p/q−

:= {x is a minimal configuration with rotation symbol p/q or p/q−},

then both Mh
p/q+

and Mh
p/q+

are totally ordered. Namely, every two configurations in each of them

(seen as Aubry diagrams) do not cross. We denote pr(Mh
p/q+

) and pr(Mh
p/q−

) by Ah
p/q+

and Ah
p/q−

respectively.
• If ω ∈ R\Q and x is a minimal configuration with frequency ω, then σ(x) = ω andMh

ω is totally ordered.
• Ah

ω is a closed subset of R for every rotation symbol ω.

3.1.2. Peierls’s barrier. In [Mat87], Mather introduced the notion of Peierls’s barrier and gave a criterion
of existence of invariant circle. Namely, the exact area-preserving twist map generated by h admits an
invariant circle with frequency ω if and only if the Peierls barrier Ph

ω (ξ) vanishes identically for all ξ ∈ R.
The Peierls barrier is defined as follows:

• If ξ ∈ Ah
ω, we set Ph

ω (ξ)=0.
• If ξ ̸∈ Ah

ω, since Ah
ω is a closed set in R, then ξ belongs to some complementary interval (ξ−, ξ+) of Ah

ω

in R. By the definition of Ah
ω, there exist minimal configurations with rotation symbol ω, x− = (x−i )i∈Z

and x+ = (x+i )i∈Z satisfying x−0 = ξ− and x+0 = ξ+. For every configuration x = (xi)i∈Z satisfying
x−i ≤ xi ≤ x+i , we set

Gω(x) :=
∑
I

(h(xi, xi+1)− h(x−i , x
−
i+1)),

where I = Z, if ω is not a rational number, and I = {0, ..., q − 1}, if ω = p/q. Ph
ω (ξ) is defined as the

minimum of Gω(x) over the configurations x ∈ Π =
∏

i∈I [x
−
i , x

+
i ] satisfying x0 = ξ. Namely

Ph
ω (ξ) := min

x
{Gω(x)|x ∈ Π and x0 = ξ}.

By [Mat87], Ph
ω (ξ) is a non-negative periodic function of the variable ξ ∈ R with the modulus of continuity

with respect to ω and its modulus of continuity with respect to ω can be bounded from above. Due to the
periodicity of Ph

ω (ξ) with respect to ξ, we only need to consider it in the interval [0, 1].

3.2. A lower bound of the Peierls barrier. Recall

hm(x, x′) :=
1

2
(x− x′)2 + δm(1− cos 2πx′).

Hm(x, x′) :=
1

2
(x− x′)2 + δm(1− cos 2πx′) + ξm(x′),

Let
um(x) := δm(1− cos 2πx) = exp(−bmβ)(1− cos 2πx).

We first estimate the lower bound of the Peierls barrier PHm

0+ at a given point. To do this, we need to
estimate the distances between pairwise adjacent elements of the minimal configuration. More precisely, we
have:

Lemma 3.1. Let (xi)i∈Z be a minimal configuration of hm with rotation symbol ω > 0. Then

xi+1 − xi ≥
1

2
∆m for xi ∈

[
1

4
,
3

4

]
.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume xi ∈ [0, 1] for all i ∈ Z. By Aubry’s crossing lemma, we have

· · · < xi−1 < xi < xi+1 < · · · .
Consider the configuration (ξi)i∈Z defined by

ξj =

{
xj , j < i,

xj+1, j ≥ i.

Since (xi)i∈Z is minimal, we have ∑
i∈Z

hm(ξi, ξi+1)−
∑
i∈Z

hm(xi, xi+1) ≥ 0.
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By the definitions of hm and (ξi)i∈Z, we obtain

0 ≤
∑
i∈Z

hm(ξi, ξi+1)−
∑
i∈Z

hm(xi, xi+1)

= hm(xi−1, xi+1)− hm(xi−1, xi)− hm(xi, xi+1)

= (xi+1 − xi)(xi − xi−1)− um(xi).

Moreover,

um(xi) ≤ (xi+1 − xi)(xi − xi−1) ≤
1

4
(xi+1 − xi−1)

2.

Therefore,

(17) xi+1 − xi−1 ≥ 2
√
um(xi).

For xi ∈
[
1
4 ,

3
4

]
, we have um(xi) ≥ ∆2

m, hence

(18) xi+1 − xi−1 ≥ 2∆m.

Since (xi)i∈Z is a stationary configuration, we have

xi+1 − xi = −∂1hm(xi, xi+1)

= ∂2hm(xi−1, xi)

= xi − xi−1 + u′m(xi).

As u′m(x) = exp(−bmβ) sinx, it follows from (18) that

xi+1 − xi ≥
1

2
∆m, for xi ∈

[
1

4
,
3

4

]
.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. □

Let (xi)i∈Z be a minimal configuration of

hm(xi, xi+1) = h0(xi, xi+1) + um(xi+1)

with rotation symbol 0+. From Lemma 3.1, we have

xi+1 − xi ≥
1

2
vm

(
1

2

)
, for xi ∈

[
1

4
,
3

4

]
.

Hence, there exists τ ∈
[
3
8 ,

5
8

]
such that

(19) (xi)i∈Z ∩ supp ξm = ∅.

Moreover, for all i ∈ Z,

ξm(xi) = 0.

Based on [Mat88] (pp. 207–208), the Peierls barrier PHm

0+ (τ) is defined as

PHm

0+ (τ) = min
ξ0=τ

∑
i∈Z

Hm(ξi, ξi+1)−min
∑
i∈Z

Hm(zi, zi+1),

where (ξi)i∈Z and (zi)i∈Z are monotone increasing configurations limiting to 0 and 1, respectively.
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Let (ξi)i∈Z and (zi)i∈Z be minimal configurations ofHm (defined in (5)) with rotation symbol 0+, satisfying
ξ0 = τ . Then we have ∑

i∈Z
(Hm(ξi, ξi+1)−Hm(zi, zi+1))

≥ ξm(τ) +
∑
i∈Z

hm(ξi, ξi+1)−
∑
i∈Z

Hm(zi, zi+1)

≥ ξm(τ) +
∑
i∈Z

hm(xi, xi+1)−
∑
i∈Z

Hm(zi, zi+1)

≥ ξm(τ) +
∑
i∈Z

hm(xi, xi+1)−
∑
i∈Z

Hm(xi, xi+1)

= ξm(τ)−
∑
i∈Z

ξm(xi+1)

= ξm(τ),

where the first inequality holds because ξm ≥ 0, the second because (xi)i∈Z is a minimal configuration of
hm, the third because (zi)i∈Z is a minimal configuration of Hm, and the last equality because ξm(xi) = 0
for all i ∈ Z.

Therefore,

PHm

0+ (τ) ≥ ξm(τ).

It follows that

(20) PHm

0+ (τ) ≥ ∆2
m exp

(
−λ2

3
α−1+

1
2 exp

(
b

2(α− 1)
mβ

))
.

3.3. The modulus of continuity of the Peierls barrier. Following a similar argument as [Wan12], one
can obtain an improvement in the modulus of continuity of the Peierls barrier based on the hyperbolicity of
Hm. More precisely, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Fix a > 1, b > 0 and 0 < ε≪ 1. For every irrational rotation symbol ω satisfying

0 < ω < exp

(
−
(
b

2
+
b

a
ε

)
mβ

)
,

we have

(21)
∣∣∣PHm

ω (τ)− PHm

0+ (τ)
∣∣∣ ≤ C exp

(
−2 exp

(
bε

2a
mβ

))
,

where τ ∈ [3/8, 5/8].

Proof. If τ ∈ AHm
ω , then PHm

ω (τ) = 0. Hence, it suffices to consider the case τ /∈ AHm
ω . Since the proof of

Lemma 3.2 is similar to Lemma 5.1 in [Wan12], we only provide a sketch to highlight the main differences.
For simplicity, denote

ϵm := exp

(
− exp

(
bε

2a
mβ

))
.

The proof proceeds in three steps.
Step 1. We show that each of the intervals [0, ϵm] and [1− ϵm, 1] contains a large number of elements of

the minimal configuration (xi)i∈Z of Hm with irrational rotation symbol

0 < ω < exp

(
−
(
b

2
+
b

a
ε

)
mβ

)
.

Let

Σm = {i ∈ Z | xi ∈ [ϵm, 1− ϵm]} .
By an argument similar to Lemma 5.2 in [Wan12], we have

(22) ♯Σm ≤ C exp

(
b

2

(
1 +

ε

a

)
mβ

)
,
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where ♯Σm denotes the number of elements in Σm. Let I be an interval of length 1, and define Ωω := {i ∈ Z |
xi ∈ I}. Since (xi)i∈Z is a minimal configuration with irrational rotation number ω, Lemma 5.3 in [Wan12]
implies

1

ω
− 1 ≤ ♯Ωω ≤ 1

ω
+ 1.

Combining this with (22), we obtain

♯Ωω ≥ C exp

((
b

2
+
b

a
ε

)
mβ

)
≫ C exp

(
b

2

(
1 +

ε

a

)
mβ

)
.

Hence, for large m, each of the intervals [0, ϵm] and [1− ϵm, 1] contains many elements of (xi)i∈Z (see Lemma
5.4 in [Wan12]).

Step 2. We approximate PHm
ω (τ) for τ ∈ [3/8, 5/8] by the difference of actions of segments of a given

length. Let (ξ−, ξ+) be the complementary interval of AHm
ω in R containing τ . Let (ξ±i )i∈Z be minimal

configurations with rotation symbol ω satisfying ξ±0 = ξ±, and let (ξi)i∈Z be a minimal configuration with
rotation symbol ω satisfying ξ0 = τ and ξ−i ≤ ξi ≤ ξ+i . Define d(x) := min{|x|, |x − 1|}. By Step 1, there
exist i−, i+ such that

(23) d(ξ−i ) < ϵm and ξ−i+1 − ξ−i−1 ≤ ϵm for i = i−, i+.

By Aubry’s crossing lemma, ξ−i ≤ ξi ≤ ξ+i ≤ ξ−i+1, so

ξi − ξ−i ≤ ϵm for i = i−, i+.

Define the configuration:

yi =

{
ξi, i− < i < i+,

ξ−i , i ≤ i−, i ≥ i+.

Since τ ∈ [3/8, 5/8] ⊂ [ϵm, 1 − ϵm] for large m, the point ξ0 = τ is contained in (yi)i∈Z up to index
rearrangement. By a direct calculation (see (11)–(15) in [Wan12]), we have

(24) PHm
ω (τ) ≤

∑
i∈Z

(
Hm(yi, yi+1)−Hm(ξ−i , ξ

−
i+1)

)
≤ PHm

ω (τ) + Cϵ2m.

Step 3. We compare PHm

0+ (τ) with
∑

i∈Z
(
Hm(yi, yi+1)−Hm(ξ−i , ξ

−
i+1)

)
. By [Mat88],

PHm

0+ (τ) = min
ξ0=τ

∑
i∈Z

Hm(ξi, ξi+1)−min
∑
i∈Z

Hm(zi, zi+1),

where (ξi)i∈Z and (zi)i∈Z are monotone increasing configurations limiting to 0 and 1, respectively. Let

K(τ) = min
ξ0=τ

∑
i∈Z

Hm(ξi, ξi+1), K = min
∑
i∈Z

Hm(zi, zi+1).

By a direct calculation (see (17)–(28) in [Wan12]), we have

(25)

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i∈Z

Hm(ξ−i , ξ
−
i+1)−K

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cϵ2m,

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i∈Z

Hm(yi, yi+1)−K(τ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cϵ2m.

From (24) and (25), we obtain∣∣∣PHm
ω (τ)− PHm

0+ (τ)
∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣∣∣∑

i∈Z
Hm(yi, yi+1)−

∑
i∈Z

Hm(ξ−i , ξ
−
i+1) +K −K(τ)

∣∣∣∣∣+ C1ϵ
2
m

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i∈Z

Hm(yi, yi+1)−K(τ)

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣∑
i∈Z

Hm(ξ−i , ξ
−
i+1)−K

∣∣∣∣∣+ C1ϵ
2
m

≤ Cϵ2m.

This implies (21), completing the proof of Lemma 3.2. □

Comparing (20) and (21), we obtain a contradiction if α > 1+ a
ε . This completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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4. A reduction of Theorem 2

The analysis for a given irrational rotation number can be reduced to the case of a sufficiently small
rotation number, and vice versa, via a finite covering argument [Her83, p. 78, 4.8]. This reduction is made
precise in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let HP be a generating function of the form

HP (x, x
′) = H0(x, x

′) + P (x′),

where P is a 1-periodic function. Define the rescaled function

Q(x) = q−2P (qx), q ∈ N.
Then the exact area-preserving monotone twist map generated by

HQ(x, x
′) = H0(x, x

′) +Q(x′)

admits an invariant circle with rotation number ω ∈ R \Q if and only if the exact area-preserving monotone
twist map generated by HP admits an invariant circle with rotation number qω − p for some p ∈ Z.

Let ω̄ be an irrational number. Let {pn/qn}n∈N be the sequence of convergents in the continued fraction
expansion of ω̄. Then qn satisfies the recurrence relation:

(26) qn+1 = an+1qn + qn−1.

By applying Lemma 4.1, we consider the generating functions corresponding to (4) and (6) as follows:

h̃m(x, x′) = 1
2 (x− x′)2 +

δqm
q2m

(
1− cos(2πqmx

′)
)
,

f̃m,a(x, y) =
(
x+ y, y +

δqm
qm

sin
(
2πqm(x+ y)

))
.

For x ∈ R, define the distance to the nearest integer by

(27) ∥x∥ = inf
y∈Z

|x− y|.

The proof of Theorem 2 reduces to establishing the following result.

Theorem 4. Fix a > 1, b > 4 and 0 < ε≪ 1. There exists an irrational number ω̄ satisfying

(28) 0 < ∥qmω̄∥ < n
− a

2−ε
qm ,

where nqm is determined by (2), such that for all m ≥M0 (with M0 sufficiently large), the map f̃m,a admits
an invariant circle with rotation number ω̄.

To align the corresponding parameters, we define

(29) |ωm| := ∥qmω̄∥, njm := nqm .

Theorem 2 then follows directly from Theorem 4.
We now proceed to specify the explicit construction of ω̄. Let β := 1

α . Recall that {pn/qn}n∈N denote the
sequence of convergents in the continued fraction expansion of ω̄ = [a0; a1, . . . , an, . . .]. Define a sequence
{an}n∈N by

(30) an+1 =
⌊
exp
(
bqβn
)⌋
,

where
qn+1 = an+1qn + qn−1, q0 = p0 = 0, p1 = q0 = 1, q1 = a1.

This construction ensures that the tail sum
∞∑

n=0

ln qn+m+1

qn+m

is dominated by its first term. For notational clarity, we adopt the following conventions throughout:

• u ≲ v (resp. u ≳ v) denotes u ≤ Cv (resp. u ≥ Cv)
• u ∼ v means 1

C v ≤ u ≤ Cv

for some positive constant C.
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Lemma 4.2. Let ω̄ be determined by (30). Then ω̄ ∈ B \ BRα satisfies (28) and

(31)

∞∑
n=0

ln qn+m+1

qn+m
≲ qβ−1

m .

Proof. From the recurrence relation (26),

qm
⌊
exp
(
bqβm

)⌋
< qm+1 ≤ qm

(⌊
exp
(
bqβm

)⌋
+ 1
)
,

which yields

∥qmω̄∥ <
1

qm+1
<
⌊
exp
(
bqβm

)⌋−1
< exp

(
−
(a
2
+ ε
) b
a
qβm

)
≤ n

− a
2−ε

m .

Applying (26) again gives
ln qn+1

qn
≤ ln qn

qn
+

ln 2

qn
+

ln an+1

qn
.

By construction, the sequence ln qn+m+1

qn+m
decays at least exponentially in n. Indeed, even for the golden

ratio—the irrational with slowest denominator growth—we have qn ≥ (
√
2)n. Consequently, the sum is

dominated by its first term:
∞∑

n=0

ln qn+m+1

qn+m
≲

ln qm+1

qm
≲ qβ−1

m .

In particular, this implies ω̄ ∈ B.
To prove ω̄ /∈ BRα, note that

∞∑
n=0

ln qn+1

qβn
≥

∞∑
n=0

ln an+1

qβn
≥

∞∑
k=0

ln
⌊
exp
(
bqβnk

)⌋
qβnk

≥ 1

2

∞∑
k=0

b→ +∞.

This completes the proof. □

Remark 4.3. An alternative, weaker definition of BRα requires

∞∑
n=0

ln qn+1

(
1

qβn
− 1

qβn+1

)
<∞.

Fortunately, ω̄ still satisfies ω̄ /∈ BRα under this definition, since

∞∑
n=0

ln qn+1

(
1

qβn
− 1

qβn+1

)
≥

∞∑
n=0

ln an+1

(
1

qβn
− 1

qβn+1

)

≥
∞∑
k=0

(
ln
⌊
exp
(
bqβnk

)⌋
qβnk

−
ln
⌊
exp
(
bqβnk

)⌋
qβnk+1

)

≥ 1

2

∞∑
k=0

b

(
1−

(
qnk

qnk+1

)β
)

→ +∞.

Indeed,
∞∑
k=0

(
qnk

qnk+1

)β

≤
∞∑
k=0

(
1

ank+1

)β

≤ 2

∞∑
k=0

e−bβqβnk < +∞.

5. Persistence of Γω̄ for fm,a

We define the parameter εm := δqm/qm. For notational simplicity, we write ω in place of ω̄ and ε in place

of εm. In these terms, the map f̃m,a(x, y) = (x′, y′) takes the form:

(32)

{
x′ = x+ y,

y′ = y + ε sin
(
2πqm(x+ y)

)
.
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The invariant circle Γε,ω of rotation number ω for the map f̃ε,a can be studied via a coordinate transfor-
mation on T× R:

(33)

{
x = θ + u(θ, ε, ω),

y = ω + v(θ, ε, ω).

Under this change of variables, the dynamics in (θ, ω) is given by the rigid rotation:{
θ′ = θ + ω,

ω′ = ω.

The transformation (33) conjugates the dynamics on the invariant curve to a rotation; the function u is
referred to as the conjugating function. From (32), we obtain the relation

y′ = x′ − x+ ε sin(2πqmx
′),

which implies the following identity for the function v:

v(θ, ε, ω) = u(θ, ε, ω)− u(θ − ω, ε, ω) + ε sin
(
2πqm(θ + u(θ, ε, ω))

)
.

A direct computation shows that u satisfies the functional equation:

(34) D2
ωu(θ, ε, ω) = ε sin(2πqm(θ + u(θ, ε, ω))),

where the operator D2
ω is defined on functions of θ by

D2
ωϕ(θ) = ϕ(θ + ω)− ϕ(θ) + ϕ(θ − ω).

By imposing that u has zero average over θ, the formal solutions of (34) are unique and odd in θ. Each
smooth solution corresponds to an invariant curve Γε,ω, and the smoothness of u determines that of Γε,ω.
For simplicity, we shall often suppress the dependence on ω and write u(θ, ε).

The conjugating function u admits a formal power series expansion—known as the Lindstedt series—of
the form:

(35) u(θ, ε) =
∑
ν∈Z

uν(ε)e
i2πνθ =

∑
k≥1

u(k)(θ)εk =
∑
k≥1

∑
ν∈Z

u(k)ν ei2πνθεk.

The convergence of the series is obstructed by the small divisors problem. To analyze this, let ω ∈ [0, 1)\Q
be an irrational rotation number, and let {pn/qn} denote the sequence of convergents arising from its
continued fraction expansion.

Substituting the formal series (35) into (34) and equating coefficients yields the following recurrence

relation for the Fourier–Taylor coefficients u
(k)
ν :

(36) u(k)ν =
1

γ(ν)

∑
l≥0

1

l!

∑
ν0+...+νl=ν

k1+...+kl=k−1

(
− iν0
2qm

)
(iν0)

l
l∏

j=1

u(kj)
νj

,

where ν0 = ±qm and

(37) γ(ν) = 2(cos(2πων)− 1).

For ν ̸= 0, we have u
(k)
0 = 0 for all k ≥ 1. The case m = 0 in (36) is interpreted as u

(k)
ν =

(
−i ν0

qm

)
/γ(ν),

which requires k = 1 and ν = ν0.
We have the estimate

(38) |γ(ν)| = 2| cos(2πων)− 1| ≳ ∥ων∥2.

The small divisors problem arises because γ(ν) may become arbitrarily small when ω is irrational, and
vanishes when ω is rational.

The radius of convergence of the Lindstedt series is defined as

ρ(ω) = inf
θ∈T

(
lim sup
k→∞

∣∣∣u(k)(θ)∣∣∣1/k)−1

.
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5.1. The tree expansion. As in [BG01], the coefficients u
(k)
ν in (34) admit a graphical representation in

terms of trees. Here we briefly recall the essential definitions and notations, referring to [BG01] and related
references for complete details of the tree expansion formalism adapted to our context.

A tree ϑ is defined as a collection of lines connecting a partially ordered set of points (nodes), with the
partial order ≼ defined as follows: for two nodes u, v, we write v ≼ u if u lies on the path from v to the root
r of the tree (including the case v = u); we write v ≺ u if v ≼ u and v ̸= u. Thus, our trees are rooted trees.

Each line ℓ connects two nodes u and u′, with an arrow pointing from the higher node to the lower node
according to the order ≼. If u ≺ u′, we say that ℓ exits u and enters u′, and u′ is the immediate successor of
u. We denote by u′0 = r the root, although r is not formally considered a node. Every node u has exactly
one exiting line and mu ≥ 0 entering lines. There is a bijection between lines and nodes: each node u is
associated with the line ℓu exiting from it. The line ℓu0

exiting the last node u0 is called the root line. Each
line ℓu may be viewed as the root line of the subtree consisting of all nodes v with v ≼ u. The order k of
the tree is the total number of nodes.

To each node u ∈ ϑ we assign a mode label νu = ±qm. The momentum flowing through the line ℓu is
defined as:

(39) νℓu =
∑
w≼u

νw, νw = ±qm.

Note that νℓu ̸= 0 for all lines ℓu, since u
(k)
0 = 0 in (34).

Following [BG01], we perform a multi-scale decomposition of the momenta associated to each line. Let
χ(x) be a C∞, non-increasing function on R+ with compact support, satisfying:

(40) χ(x) =

{
1, x ≤ 1,

0, x ≥ 2.

For each n ∈ N, define:

(41)

{
χ0(x) = 1− χ(96qm+1x),

χn(x) = χ(96qn+mx)− χ(96qn+m+1x), n ≥ 1.

Then for any line ℓ, we decompose the propagator as:

(42) g(νℓ) ≡
1

γ(νℓ)
=

∞∑
n=0

χn(∥ωνℓ∥)
γ(νℓ)

≡
∞∑

n=0

gn(νℓ),

where gn(νℓ) is called the propagator on scale n.
Given a tree ϑ, we assign to each line ℓ a scale label nℓ via the decomposition (42), selecting the term

with n = nℓ. We say that the line ℓ is on scale nℓ. If a line ℓ has momentum νℓ and scale nℓ, then:

(43)
1

96qnℓ+m+1
≤ ∥ωνℓ∥ ≤ 1

48qnℓ+m
,

provided that χnℓ
(∥ωνℓ∥) ̸= 0.

Remark 5.1. The choice of the numerical constants (such as 96, 48, and later 768, 8, 24 etc.) is essentially
based on certain multiples of the constant 4 appearing in Lemma 5.5. We refer to [BG02, Section 6] for a
detailed explanation.

An equivalence relation is introduced on trees via a group G generated by permutations of the subtrees
attached to each node with at least one entering line. Specifically, G is a Cartesian product of symmetric
groups acting on the branches. Two trees that are equivalent under the action of G are considered identical.

Let Tν,k denote the set of distinct trees of order k, with nonvanishing value and total momentum νℓu0
= ν,

where u0 is the last node. Denote ♯Tν,k the cardinality of Tν,k. Accounting for the choices of mode labels
per node (2 possibilities) and scale labels per line (2 possibilities), along with the combinatorial bound 22k

for the number of semitopological trees of order k, we have

(44) ♯Tν,k ≤ 24k.
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Then, as derived in [BG01], the coefficients admit the tree expansion:

(45) u(k)ν =
1

2k

∑
ϑ∈Tν,k

Val(ϑ), Val(ϑ) = −i

[∏
u∈ϑ

νmu+1
u

mu! qm

][∏
ℓ∈ϑ

gnℓ
(νℓ)

]
.

Here, the factors gnℓ
(νℓ) are the propagators on scale nℓ, and Val(ϑ) is called the value of the tree ϑ.

5.2. The cluster and m-resonance.

Definition 5.2 (Cluster). Given a tree ϑ, a cluster T of scale n is a maximal connected set of lines on scale
≤ n containing at least one line on scale exactly n. The lines belonging to T are called internal lines of T ,
denoted ℓ ∈ T . A node u is internal to T (written u ∈ T ) if at least one of its entering lines or its exiting
line is in T . Each cluster has lT ≥ 0 entering lines and exactly one or zero exiting lines; these are called
external lines of T and all have scale > n. We denote by nT the scale of the cluster T , by ni

T the minimum
scale among the lines entering T , by noT the scale of the line exiting T (if it exists), and by kT the number
of nodes in T .

Following [BG01], we introduce the notion of resonance relative to a fixed m ∈ N. For n ∈ N, define
(46) κ(n) := min{k ∈ N | qmk ≥ qm+n}.

Definition 5.3 (m-Resonance). A cluster V in a tree ϑ is called a resonance with resonance-scale nR
V :=

min{ni
V , n

o
V } if the following conditions hold:

(i) The sum of the mode labels of its nodes is zero:

(47) νV ≡
∑
u∈V

νu = 0.

(ii) All entering lines of V are on the same scale, except possibly one which may be on a higher scale.
(iii) If lV ≥ 2, then ni

V ≤ noV ; if lV = 1, then |ni
V − no

V | ≤ 1.
(iv) kV < κ(n).
(v) If qn+m+1 ≤ 4qn+mqm, then lV = 1.
(vi) If qn+m+1 > 4qn+mqm and lV ≥ 2, then letting k0 be the total order of subtrees of order <

qn+m+1/(4qm) entering V , either:
(a) there is exactly one entering subtree of order k1 ≥ qn+m+1/(4qm) and k0 < qn+m+1/(8qm), or
(b) there is no such subtree and k0 + kV < qn+m+1/(4qm).

Note that for any resonance V , one has nR
V ≥ nV + 1, where nV is the scale of V as a cluster.

In the subsequent analysis, we will need to consider trees where a line ℓ is assigned a scale nℓ even
when its momentum violates (43). Although the value of such a tree ϑ vanishes (due to χnℓ

(∥ωνℓ∥) = 0),
it is advantageous to decompose Val(ϑ) into two potentially non-zero terms: one that cancels analogous
contributions from other trees, and another that requires explicit bounds. Consequently, we will work with
trees containing lines ℓ with momentum νℓ and scale nℓ that do not satisfy (43). Nevertheless, such lines
can be shown to obey the weaker bound

(48)
1

768qnℓ+m+1
≤ ∥ωνℓ∥ ≤ 1

8qnℓ+m
.

Furthermore, for fixed νℓ, the number of admissible scales is bounded by an absolute constant, as established
in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let ν be an integer satisfying

(49)
1

768qn+m+1
≤ ∥ων∥ ≤ 1

8qn+m
.

Then χn′(∥ων∥) ̸= 0 only for scales n′ in the range n− 8 ≤ n′ ≤ n+ 8.

Proof. The result follows from the properties qn+1 > qn and qn+2 > 2qn for all n > 0, which imply

1

48qn+m+1
<

1

768qn+m
and

1

96qn+m−1
>

1

8qn+m
.

Thus, the support conditions of the cutoff functions χn′ restrict n′ to the interval [n− 8, n+ 8]. □
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Let Nn(ϑ) denote the number of lines in ϑ on scale n. Then, for any tree ϑ, we have the trivial bound:

(50) |Val(ϑ)| ≲ (2qm)k
∞∏

n=0

(768qn+m+1)
2Nn(ϑ).

For a tree ϑ, let NR
n (ϑ) denote the number of resonances with resonance-scale n, and let Pn(ϑ) denote

the number of resonances on scale n. Note that NR
0 = 0 by definition.

5.3. The arithmetics and counting. Fix m ∈ N. The following elementary lemmata contain all the
arithmetic facts we shall need, and are essentially adapted from [Dav94].

Lemma 5.5. Let v ∈ Z satisfy ∥ωv∥ ≤ 1/(4qn+m). Then:

(i) Either v = 0 or |v| ≥ qn+m.
(ii) Either |v| ≥ qn+m+1/4 or v = sqn+m for some integer s.

Proof. Let {qn} be the denominators of the convergents of ω. Then (see, e.g., [Her79, Chapter 5]):

(51)
1

2qn+1
< ∥ωqn∥ <

1

qn+1
,

and for any nonzero integer v with |v| < qn+1 and v ̸= qn, one has:

(52) ∥ωv∥ > ∥ωqn∥.

To prove (i), assume v ̸= 0. If |v| < qn+m, then by (51) and (52),

∥ωv∥ ≥ ∥ωqn+m−1∥ >
1

2qn+m
.

But this contradicts the hypothesis ∥ωv∥ ≤ 1/(4qn+m). Hence |v| ≥ qn+m.
To prove (ii), again assume v ̸= 0 and suppose |v| < qn+m+1/4. If v is not an integer multiple of qn+m,

write v = lqn+m + r with 0 < r < qn+m and l < qn+m+1/(4qn+m). Then by (51),

∥ωlqn+m∥ ≤ l∥ωqn+m∥ < l

qn+m+1
<

1

4qn+m
,

and by (52),

∥ωr∥ ≥ ∥ωqn+m−1∥ >
1

2qn+m
.

By the triangle inequality,

∥ωv∥ ≥ ∥ωr∥ − ∥ωlqn+m∥ > 1

4qn+m
,

contradicting the hypothesis. The case of negative v is similar since ∥ · ∥ is even. □

Recall that κ(n) is defined in (46).

Lemma 5.6. Let n ∈ N. If a tree ϑ has order k < κ(n), then Nn(ϑ) = 0 and Pn−1(ϑ) = 0.

Proof. If k < κ(n), then for any line ℓ ∈ ϑ, one has |νℓ| ≤ qmk < qn+m. By (51) and (52),

∥ωνℓ∥ ≥ ∥ωqn+m−1∥ >
1

2qn+m
,

so nℓ < n, hence Nn(ϑ) = 0. The absence of lines on scale ≥ n implies that no cluster (and hence no
resonance) on scale n− 1 can exist apart from the entire tree itself. □

The following “counting lemma” is also known as the Siegel–Brjuno estimate.

Lemma 5.7. Let ϑ be a tree of order k, and define Mn(ϑ) = Nn(ϑ) + Pn(ϑ). Then

(53) Mn(ϑ) ≤
2qmk

qn+m
+NR

n (ϑ),

where NR
n (ϑ) is the number of resonances with resonance-scale n.
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Proof. For k < κ(n), Lemma 5.6 gives Mn(ϑ) = 0, so (53) is trivially satisfied. We now prove by induction
on k that

(54) Mn(ϑ) ≤
2qmk

qn+m
− 1 +NR

n (ϑ)

for k ≥ 1
2κ(n). The base case 1

2κ(n) ≤ k < κ(n) follows from earlier bounds. Assuming k ≥ κ(n) and that
(54) holds for all trees of order less than k, we analyze the structure of ϑ in several cases.

Case A: The root line ℓ has scale different from n and is not the entering line of a resonance on scale n.
Let ℓ1, . . . , ℓl be the lines entering the last node u0, with corresponding subtrees ϑ1, . . . , ϑl. Then

Mn(ϑ) =

l∑
j=1

Mn(ϑj), NR
n (ϑ) =

l∑
j=1

NR
n (ϑj).

By the induction hypothesis,

Mn(ϑ) ≤
l∑

j=1

(
2qmkj
qn+m

+NR
n (ϑj)

)
=

2qmk

qn+m
+NR

n (ϑ),

since
∑
kj = k.

Case B: The root line ℓ has scale n. Let ℓ1, . . . , ℓl be the lines on scale at least n that are nearest to ℓ,
with corresponding subtrees ϑ1, . . . , ϑl. These enter a cluster T (possibly a single node) whose exiting line
is ℓ. Then

Mn(ϑ) = 1 +

l∑
j=1

Mn(ϑj).

By the induction hypothesis,

Mn(ϑ) ≤ 1 +

l∑
j=1

(
2qmkj
qn+m

− 1 +NR
n (ϑj)

)
.

• If l ≥ 2, then

Mn(ϑ) ≤ 1 +
2qm(k − kT )

qn+m
− l +

l∑
j=1

NR
n (ϑj) ≤

2qmk

qn+m
− 1 +NR

n (ϑ),

since kT ≥ 1.
• If l = 0, then Mn(ϑ) = 1 and NR

n (ϑ) = 0. As k ≥ κ(n),

1 ≤ 2qmk

qn+m
− 1 ≤ 2qmk

qn+m
− 1 +NR

n (ϑ).

• If l = 1, then

Mn(ϑ) ≤
2qmk1
qn+m

+NR
n (ϑ1).

Let ν and ν1 be the momenta of ℓ and ℓ1, respectively, so that νT = ν−ν1 satisfies ∥ωνT ∥ ≤ 1/(2qn+m).
By Lemma 5.5, either |νT | ≥ qn+m or νT = 0.
– If |νT | ≥ qn+m, then qmkT ≥ qn+m, and

Mn(ϑ) ≤
2qmk

qn+m
− 2qmkT

qn+m
+NR

n (ϑ1) + 1 ≤ 2qmk

qn+m
− 1 +NR

n (ϑ).

– If νT = 0 and kT ≥ κ(n), the same argument applies.
– If νT = 0 and kT < κ(n), then T is a resonance with resonance-scale n, so NR

n (ϑ) = 1 +NR
n (ϑ1).

Hence

Mn(ϑ) ≤
2qmk1
qn+m

+NR
n (ϑ1) =

2qmk

qn+m
− 2qmkT

qn+m
+NR

n (ϑ) ≤ 2qmk

qn+m
− 1 +NR

n (ϑ).
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Case C: The root line ℓ has scale greater than n and is the exiting line of a resonance Vn on scale n. Let
ℓ1, . . . , ℓl be the lines on scale at least n nearest to ℓ, with corresponding subtrees ϑ1, . . . , ϑl. Then

Mn(ϑ) = 1 +

l∑
j=1

Mn(ϑj).

The cluster T formed by these lines lies inside Vn. If T is not a resonance, then NR
n (ϑ) =

∑
NR

n (ϑj), and the
argument follows as in Case B. If T is a resonance, then NR

n (ϑ) = 1+
∑
NR

n (ϑj), and a similar computation
yields the bound.

In every case, (53) is verified, completing the induction. □

5.4. Sketch proof of Theorem 4. By Lemma 5.7, the bound (50) for tree values can be rewritten as

|Val(ϑ)| ≲ (2qm)k
∞∏

n=0

(768qn+m+1)
2(Mn(ϑ)−Pn(ϑ))(55)

≲ (2qm)k
∞∏

n=0

(768qn+m+1)
2
(

2qmk
qn+m

+NR
n (ϑ)−Pn(ϑ)

)
.(56)

We now introduce a resummation procedure. For each resonance V , this procedure yields a factor
(768qnV +m+1)

2 from one of the external lines on scale nR
V . To formalize this step, we apply a sequence

of transformations to the trees, generating additional trees and extending Tν,k to an enlarged set T ∗
ν,k.

As a result of resummation, the factor

∞∏
n=0

(768qn+m+1)
2NR

n (ϑ)

can be replaced by

e6k
∞∏

n=0

(768qn+m+1)
2Pn(ϑ).

The cardinality of T ∗
ν,k is controlled by Ck · ♯Tν,k In fact, Lemma 5.4 restricts each line to at most 17

possible scale assignments. Consequently, the total number of distinct trees in T ∗
ν,k satisfies:

♯T ∗
ν,k ≤ 24k · 17k = 272k.

More details on the resummation procedure will be provided in Appendix A. Thus, for sufficiently large m,

|u(k)(θ)| ≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 12k
∑

|ν|≤qmk

∑
ϑ∈Tν,k

Val(ϑ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣∣ 12k

∑
|ν|≤qmk

∑
ϑ∈T ∗

ν,k

Val(ϑ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≲ (2qm)2k

∞∏
n=0

(768qn+m+1)
4qmk/qn+m

≲ (2qm)2k exp

(
4qmk

∞∑
n=0

ln qn+m+1

qn+m

)
.

(57)

From (31), we know that
∞∑

n=0

ln qn+m+1

qn+m
≲ q

1
α−1
m .

Hence,

|u(k)(θ)| ≲ (2qm)2k exp
(
4kq

1
α
m

)
.

Choosing b > 4 in (3), we conclude that for sufficiently large m, the parameter ε lies within the radius of
convergence of the Lindstedt series, i.e., ε < ρ(ω).
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Appendix A. Renormalization of resonances

The operation in this appendix will be carried out by adapting the argument in [BG01, Section 4 and
5] to the present context. The main distinction lies in Lemma A.4 and Proposition A.5; for the sake of
completeness and the reader’s convenience, we retain the remaining content of [BG01, Section 4 and 5].

A.1. The generations of resonances. Given a tree ϑ, we first introduce the notion of maximal resonances,
i.e. those resonances that are not contained in any larger one. We refer to them as first-generation resonances.
Within each first-generation resonance, we then consider the next maximal resonances, namely those not
contained in any larger resonance other than the first-generation ones; these are called second-generation
resonances. Proceeding inductively, we define the jth-generation resonances (j ≥ 2) as resonances that are
maximal within resonances of generation j − 1.

Let V denote the set of all resonances of a tree ϑ, and let Vj denote the set of all resonances of generation
j, with j = 1, . . . , G, where G is an integer depending on ϑ.

Consider a resonance V ∈ Vj with lV entering lines. Define V0 as the set of nodes and lines internal to
V but external to any sub-resonance contained in V . Let

LV = {ℓ1, . . . , ℓlV }

be the set of entering lines of V . Among these, define LR
V ⊆ LV as those lines that enter a resonance of

higher generation within V , and L0
V = LV \ LR

V as those that enter nodes in V0.
For each ℓl ∈ LR

V , let V (ℓl) denote the minimal resonance containing the node into which ℓl enters (i.e.
the resonance of highest generation containing that node). Define V0(ℓl) as the set of nodes and lines internal
to V (ℓl) but external to resonances contained in V (ℓl). We set

Ṽ(V ) = {Ṽ ⊂ V : Ṽ = V (ℓl) for some ℓl ∈ LR
V }.

Let lV0
= |L0

V |. The number of lines in LR
V entering the same resonance Ṽ ∈ Ṽ(V ) is always equal to 1, as

ensured by the following result (see [BG01, Lemma 6]).

Lemma A.1. For j ≥ 1, if W ∈ Vj+1 is contained inside a resonance V ∈ Vj, then among the lines
entering W , at most one can also be an entering line of V .

We now define the resonance family FV (ϑ) of V ∈ V in ϑ. This is the set of trees obtained from ϑ by
applying the transformations generated by a group PV , consisting of the following operations:

1. Line reattachments. Detach the line ℓ1. - If ℓ1 ∈ LR
V , reattach it to any node internal to V0(ℓ1). - If

ℓ1 ∈ L0
V , reattach it to any node in V0. Repeat this operation for ℓ2, . . . , ℓlV .

2. Permutations of entering lines. For each node u ∈ V with mu entering lines, let su denote those
internal to V , and ru = mu − su the remaining lines entering V . We act on the set of lines entering u by the
group of permutations of all mu entering lines, modulo permutations of the su internal and the ru external
lines. This yields (

mu

su

)
=

mu!

su! ru!

distinct trees.
3. Mode-label inversion. Simultaneously change the sign of all mode labels of nodes internal to V .
We refer to operations of type (1)–(3) as renormalization transformations.

Let FV1(ϑ) denote the family obtained by composing the resonance families FV1(ϑ) for all V1 ∈ V1. For
any tree ϑ1 ∈ FV1

(ϑ), let V2 ∈ V2 and define FV2
(ϑ1) as the resonance family of V2 in ϑ1. Iterating this

construction for all V2 ∈ V2 and all ϑ1 ∈ FV1
(ϑ), we obtain the family FV2

(ϑ).
Proceeding recursively through the third generation, and so on up to the Gth generation, we arrive at a

family F(ϑ). This consists of all trees obtained by applying the renormalization transformations associated
with each resonance V ∈ V, defined inductively through the families FVj (ϑ).

Remark A.2. Given a tree ϑ ∈ Tν,k and its resonance family F(ϑ), if we select another tree ϑ′ ∈ F(ϑ) with
nonvanishing value Val(ϑ′), then by construction F(ϑ′) = F(ϑ). Note, however, that F(ϑ) may also contain
trees of vanishing value, e.g. those containing lines ℓ such that χnℓ

(∥ωvℓ∥) = 0.
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We can write

(58)
∑

ϑ∈Tν,k

Val(ϑ) =
∑

ϑ∈T ∗
ν,k

1

|F(ϑ)|
∑

ϑ′∈F(ϑ)

Val(ϑ′),

where the factors |F(ϑ)| serve to avoid overcounting (see Remark A.2). The sum implicitly defines the set
T ∗
ν,k, namely the set of inequivalent trees contained in ∪ϑ∈Tν,k

F(ϑ). Thus, if ϑ ∈ T ∗
ν,k, then ϑ ∈ F(ϑ0) for

some ϑ0 ∈ Tν,k. However, unlike ϑ0, the value of ϑ may vanish.

A.2. Cancelation in three cases. In general, a tree may contain multiple resonances, which can be nested
within one another.

Consider a tree ϑ ∈ T ∗
ν,k as in (58). For each resonance V (of any generation), we define a pair of derived

lines ℓ1V , ℓ
2
V internal to V (possibly coinciding), subject to the following compatibility condition: if V is

contained in some other resonance W , then the set {ℓ1V , ℓ2V } must include those lines of {ℓ1W , ℓ2W } that lie
inside V . Depending on whether 0, 1, or 2 such lines are present, we say that V is of type 2, 1, or 0,
respectively.

We label the type of V by zV ∈ {0, 1, 2}. Additionally, we associate to each resonance V a pair of entering
lines ℓVl , ℓ

V
l′ if zV = 2, or a single entering line ℓVl if zV = 1, where l, l′ = 1, . . . , lV .

For each resonance we introduce an interpolation parameter tV and a measure πzV (tV )dtV defined by:

(59) πz(t) =


1− t, z = 2,

1, z = 1,

δ(t− 1), z = 0.

Let t = {tV }V ∈V denote the collection of all interpolation parameters.
In what follows, we shall always consider the quantities ωv, v ∈ Z, modulo 1, and by ωv we mean the

representative of the equivalence class in the interval (−1/2, 1/2].
For a node u ∈ V , let Eu denote the set of lines entering V whose endpoints are nodes preceding u.The

momentum flowing through a line ℓu internal to a resonance V is defined recursively as:

(60) νℓu(t) = ν0ℓu + tV
∑
ℓ∈Eu

νℓ(t), ν0ℓu =
∑
w∈V
w≼u

νw.

Note that νℓu(t) depends only on the interpolation parameters of resonances containing ℓu.
For later convenience, we write

(61) UV (ϑ) =
∏
u∈V

νmu+1
u

mu!qm
.

The resonance factor VV (ϑ) is defined case by case according to zV :

• For zV = 2:

(62) VV (ϑ) = UV (ϑ)

[∏
ℓ∈V

gnℓ
(νℓ(t))

]
.

• For zV = 1 (with ℓ1V being the derived line shared with a containing resonance W ):

(63) VV (ϑ) = UV (ϑ)

( ∂

∂µ
gnℓ

(νℓV (t))

)∏
ℓ∈V
ℓ̸=ℓ1V

gnℓ
(νℓ(t))


 .

• For zV = 0 with ℓ1V = ℓ2V :

(64) VV (ϑ) = UV (ϑ)

( ∂2

∂µ∂µ′ gnℓ
(νℓV (t))

)∏
ℓ∈V
ℓ̸=ℓ1V

gnℓ
(νℓ(t))


 .
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• For zV = 0 with ℓ1V ̸= ℓ2V :

(65) VV (ϑ) = UV (ϑ)

( ∂

∂µ
gnℓ

(νℓV (t))

)(
∂

∂µ′ gn2
ℓ
(νℓ2V (t))

) ∏
ℓ∈V

ℓ̸=ℓ1V ,ℓ2V

gnℓ
(νℓ(t))


 .

In (63)–(65), the symbols µ and µ′ denote ωνℓWl and ωνℓW
l′
, respectively, where ℓWl and ℓWl′ (possibly

coinciding) are entering lines of resonances W and W ′ (possibly coinciding) that contain V .
We can regard the resonance factor as a function of the quantities µ1 = ωνℓ1 , . . . , µlV = ωνℓlV , where

νℓ1 , . . . , νℓlV are the momenta carried by the lines ℓ1, . . . , ℓlV entering V . More precisely, we set

(66) VV (ϑ) ≡ VV (ϑ;ωνℓ1 , . . . , ωνℓlV ),

and decompose

(67) VV (ϑ;ωνℓ1 , . . . , ωνℓlV ) = LVV (ϑ;ωνℓ1 , . . . , ωνℓlV ) +RVV (ϑ;ωνℓ1 , . . . , ωνℓlV ).

The renormalization operator R is defined type-wise:

• For zV = 2:

RVV (ϑ;ωνℓ1(t), . . . , ωνℓlV (t)) =

lV∑
l,l′=1

ωνℓl(t)ωνℓl′ (t)

·
∫ 1

0

dtV (1− tV )
∂2

∂µl∂µl′
VV (ϑ, tV ωνℓ1(t), . . . , tV ωνℓlV (t)).

(68)

• For zV = 1:

RVV (ϑ;ωνℓ1(t), . . . , ωνℓlV (t)) =

lV∑
l=1

ωνℓl(t)

·
∫ 1

0

dtV
∂

∂µl
VV (ϑ, tV ωνℓ1(t), . . . , tV ωνℓlV (t)).

(69)

• For zV = 0:

(70) RVV (ϑ;ωνℓ1(t), . . . , ωνℓlV (t)) = VV (ϑ;ωνℓ1(t), . . . , ωνℓlV (t)).

In all cases, set L = I − R where L is the localization operator, while R = 1 − L is the renormalization
operator.

Performing the renormalization transformations in PV , we find that for all trees obtained by the action
of PV , the contribution to the localized factor from LV (ϑ) is the same, i.e.,

(71) LVV (ϑ) = LVV (ϑ
′), ∀ϑ′ ∈ FV (ϑ).

Therefore we may consider

(72)
∑

ϑ′∈FV (ϑ)

LVV (ϑ
′).

The sum of localized factors over all trees in the resonance family FV (ϑ) vanishes, so only the renormalized
part contributes. More precisely:

Lemma A.3. Let ϑ be a tree and V ⊂ ϑ a resonance. Then the localized resonance factor satisfies∑
ϑ′∈FV (ϑ)

LVV (ϑ
′) = 0.

The proof of Lemma A.3 is identical to that of [BG01, Lemma].
If a resonance V has resonance-scale nRV , then there exists an entering line ℓ0V on scale nRV such that

∥ωνℓ∥ ≤ ∥ωνℓ0V ∥ for all ℓ entering V .

To each derived line ℓ we associate the corresponding entering lines ℓl(ℓ) and (if applicable) ℓl′(ℓ) with
respect to which the propagator gnℓ

(νℓ(t)) is differentiated. Let V be the minimal resonance containing ℓ.
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If ℓ is derived once, let W be the resonance for which ℓl(ℓ) is an entering line; if derived twice, let W and
W ′ (with W ′ ⊆W ) be the resonances corresponding to ℓl(ℓ) and ℓl′(ℓ), respectively.

Define the following chains of resonances:

• For a singly-derived line ℓ, let W0, . . . ,Wp be the resonances satisfying

(73) V =W0 ⊂W1 ⊂ · · · ⊂Wp =W.

The set W(ℓ) = {W0, . . . ,Wp} is called the simple cloud of ℓ.
• For a doubly-derived line ℓ, let W0, . . . ,Wp be such that

(74) V =W0 ⊂W1 ⊂ · · · ⊂Wp′ =W ′ ⊂ · · · ⊂Wp =W, p′ ≤ p.

Then W−(ℓ) = {W0, . . . ,Wp′} is the minor cloud, and W+(ℓ) = {W0, . . . ,Wp} the major cloud of ℓ.

It may happen that in ϑ0 a line internal to ϑ carries a scale nℓ and momentum ν̃ℓ such that χnℓ
(∥ων̃ℓ∥) ̸=

0, whereas the momentum νℓ of the corresponding line in ϑ (the conjugate of the line in ϑ0) satisfies
χnℓ

(∥ωνℓ∥) = 0 (see Remark A.2). In this situation, condition (43) fails for that line. Nevertheless, the
momentum νℓ cannot deviate too far from ν̃ℓ; more precisely, one has

(75)
1

768qnℓ+m+1
≤ ∥ωνℓ∥ ≤ 1

24qnℓ+m
,

as will be established below, relying on the following lemma.

Lemma A.4. Let ϑ0 ∈ Tv,k be a tree associated with a resonance V , and let ϑ ∈ T ∗
v,k be a tree obtained from

ϑ0 through the action of PV , i.e. ϑ ∈ FV (ϑ0). Suppose that for each entering line ℓl of V , l = 1, . . . , lV , the
inequality ∥ωνℓl∥ ≤ 1/(8qnR

V +m) holds. Then, for any line ℓ ∈ V , with momenta νℓ and ν̃ℓ flowing through ℓ

in ϑ and ϑ0, respectively, one has

(76)
∣∣∥ωνℓ∥ − ∥ων̃ℓ∥

∣∣ ≤ 1

4qnR
V +m

, ∥ωνℓ∥ ≥ 1

4qnR
V +m

, ∥ων̃ℓ∥ ≥ 1

4qnR
V +m

.

Proof. Since V is a resonance, for each line ℓ ∈ V one has |ν0ℓ | ≤ qmkV < qnR
V +m (see Item (iv) in Definition

5.3). Therefore,

(77) ∥ων0ℓ ∥ ≥ ∥ωqnR
V +m−1∥ >

1

2qnR
V +m

,

by (51) and (52). On the other hand,

(78) ∥ωνℓ − ων0ℓ ∥ ≤
lV∑
l=1

∥ωνℓl∥,

where ν1, . . . , νlV denote the momenta along the lines ℓ1, . . . , ℓlV entering V . By assumption,

(79) ∥ωνℓl∥ ≤ 1

8qnR
V +m

, ∀l = 1, . . . , lV .

If lV ≥ 2, then qnR
V +m+1 > 4qnR

V +mqm (see Item (v) in Definition 5.3). In this case, if an entering line

(say ℓ1) is the root line of a subtree of order ≥ qnR
V +m+1/(4qm), then all remaining entering lines correspond

to subtrees of orders k2, . . . , klV with k0 = k2 + · · ·+ klV < qnR
V +m+1/(8qm) (see Item 6). Furthermore, for

l = 2, . . . , lV , one has kl ≥ κ(nRV ), otherwise ℓl would not be on scale ≥ nR
V . By Lemma 5.5, νℓl = slqnR

V +m

with sl ∈ Z, and

(80) |s2|+ · · ·+ |slV | ≤
qmk0
qnR

V +m

≤
qnR

V +m+1

8qnR
V +m

.

Hence,

(81)

lV∑
l=1

∥ωνℓl∥ ≤ 1

8qnR
V +m

+

lV∑
l=2

|sl| ∥ωqnR
V +m∥ ≤ 1

8qnR
V +m

+
1

8qnR
V +m

=
1

4qnR
V +m

,

using (51). Therefore, upon replacing ϑ0 by ϑ, the bounds in (76) follow.
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If no entering line of V is the root line of a tree of order ≥ qnR
V +m+1/(4qm) and the tree rooted at the

exiting line of V is of order k < qnR
V +m+1/(4qm) (see Item (vi) in Definition 5.3), then

(82)

lV∑
l=1

|sl|qnR
V +m ≤ qm(k1 + · · ·+ klV ) = qm(k − kV ) < qmk ≤

qnR
V +m+1

4
,

which implies

(83)

lV∑
l=1

∥ωνℓl∥ ≤
lV∑
l=1

|sl|∥ωqnR
V
∥ ≤

qnR
V +m+1

4qnR
V +m

· 1

qnR
V +m+1

=
1

4qnR
V +m

,

and thus (76) again follows. The case lV = 1 is immediate from (78) and (79). □

Proposition A.5. Let ϑ ∈ T ∗
ν,k be a renormalized tree obtained from ϑ0 ∈ Tν,k via the iterative replacement

procedure described above. Then the lines of ϑ inherit the scales of their conjugate lines in ϑ0, and a line
ℓ ∈ ϑ with scale nℓ satisfies

1

768qnℓ+m+1
≤ ∥ωνℓ∥ ≤ 1

24qnℓ+m
.

Proof. The first claim follows by construction. The second is proved by induction on the resonance genera-
tion.

Firstly, we establish the base case (first-generation resonances). Note that since the entering lines of V
satisfy (43), hence also (48), Lemma A.4 applies. Moreover, within V in ϑ0, only lines of scale nℓ such that
1/(48qnℓ+m) > 1/(4qnR

V +m) are possible, by the second inequality in (76) and the definition of scale (see

(43)). Consequently, for a line ℓ internal to V with scale nℓ, one has

(84) ∥ωνℓ∥ ≤ 1

48qnℓ+m
+

1

4qnR
V +m

≤ 1

48qnℓ+m
+

1

48qnℓ+m
=

1

24qnℓ+m
.

Similarly, if 1/(96qnℓ+m+1) > 2/(qnR
V +m), then

(85) ∥ωνℓ∥ ≥ 1

96qnℓ+m+1
− 1

4qnR
V +m

≥ 1

96qnℓ+m+1
− 1

768qnℓ+m+1
=

7

768qnℓ+m+1
,

while if 1/(96qnℓ+m+1) < 2/(qnR
V +m), then

(86) ∥ωνℓ∥ ≥ 1

4qnR
V +m

≥ 1

768qnℓ+m+1
,

by the third inequality in (76). Thus (75) follows, showing in particular that the momentum νℓ of any ℓ ∈ ϑ
still satisfies (48).

Now assume that (49) holds for all resonances of generation j′ < j. Consider a line ℓ contained in a
resonance V ∈ Vj but outside any Vj+1-resonance inside V . Let V ≡ W1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Wj be the chain of
resonances containing ℓ. Denote by ν̃ℓ the momentum through ℓ in ϑ0, and by νℓ the momentum through
its conjugate line in ϑ. Then:

(87)
1

96qnℓ+m+1
−

j∑
i=1

1

4qnR
Wi

+m

≤ ∥ων̃ℓ∥ ≤ 1

48qnℓ+m
+

j∑
i=1

1

4qnR
Wi

+m

.

Let ϑV0 ∈ FVj
(ϑ0) be the tree containing V , and ϑV the tree in FV (ϑ

V
0 ) obtained via PV . Since (48)

holds before renormalizing V , for each entering line ℓl (l = 1, . . . , lV ) we have ∥ωνℓl∥ < 1/(8qnℓl
+m). Then,

arguing as in Lemma A.4, we obtain:

(88)
∣∣∥ωνℓ∥ − ∥ων̃ℓ∥

∣∣ ≤ 1

4qnR
V +m

, ∥ωνℓ∥ ≥ 1

4qnR
V +m

, ∥ων̃ℓ∥ ≥ 1

4qnR
V +m

,

where νℓ is the momentum in ϑV .
For ℓ to be contained in V = W1, we must have 1/(48qnℓ+m) ≥ 1/(4qnR

V +m). Set j1 = ⌊(j − 1)/2⌋ and

j2 = ⌊j/2⌋. Using qn+1 ≥ qn and qn+2 ≥ 2qn, we have:

(89) qnR
W1

+m ≤
qnR

W3
+m

2
≤ · · · ≤

qnR
Wj1

+m

2j1
, qnR

W2
+m ≤

qnR
W4

+m

2
≤ · · · ≤

qnR
Wj2

+m

2j2
.
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Then:

(90) ∥ωνℓ∥ ≤ 1

48qnℓ+m
+

1

4qnR
V +m

(
j1∑
i=0

1

2i
+

j2∑
i=0

1

2i

)
≤ 1

48qnℓ+m
+

1

qnR
V +m

≤ 5

48qnℓ+m
.

Similarly:

(91) ∥ωνℓ∥ ≥ 1

96qnℓ+m+1
− 1

4qnR
V +m

(
j1∑
i=0

1

2i
+

j2∑
i=0

1

2i

)
≥ 1

96qnℓ+m+1
− 1

qnR
V +m

.

The lower bound is at least 1/(192qnℓ+m+1) if 1/(96qnℓ+m+1) > 2/qnR
V +m, and at least 1/(768qnℓ+m+1)

otherwise.
Thus, (49) holds for any line ℓ inside V ∈ Vj . Since subsequent renormalizations (on resonances of

generation j′ > j) do not affect ℓ, the momentum νℓ remains unchanged, completing the induction. □

Define the map Λ : V → Λ(V) = {zV , ℓ1V , ℓ2V , {ℓVl , ℓVl′ }∗}V ∈V, which associates to each resonance V its
derived lines ℓ1V , ℓ

2
V and the set

{ℓVl , ℓVl′ }∗ =


{ℓVl , ℓVl′ }, zV = 2,

ℓVl , zV = 1,

∅, zV = 0,

where l, l′ = 1, . . . , lV and ℓ1V , . . . , ℓ
V
lV

are the lines entering V .
The map Λ induces a decomposition L = L0 ∪L1 ∪L2 of the line set, where Lj consists of lines derived j

times. By Lemma A.3:

Val(ϑ) =
∑
ΛV

(∏
V ∈V

∫ 1

0

πzV (tV )dtV

)(∏
u∈ϑ

νmu+1
u

mu!qm

)

·

(∏
ℓ∈L0

gnℓ
(νℓ(t))

)(∏
ℓ∈L1

ωνℓl(ℓ)
∂

∂µl
gnℓ

(νℓ(t))

)

·

(∏
ℓ∈L2

ωνℓl(ℓ)ωνℓl′ (ℓ)
∂2

∂µl∂µl′
gnℓ

(νℓ(t))

)
.

(92)

By Proposition A.5, after full renormalization, the bound (48) still holds for the momenta in ϑ. Thus, in
(92) we can estimate:

For ℓ ∈ L1 with simple cloud W(ℓ) = {W0, . . . ,Wp}:∣∣∣∣ωνℓl(ℓ) ∂

∂µl
gnℓ

(νℓ(t))

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥ωνℓl(ℓ)∥(768qnℓ+m+1)
3

≲ (768qnℓ+m+1)
2

[
p∏

i=0

∥ωνℓ0Wi
∥

p∏
i=0

(768qnWi
+m+1)

]
.

(93)

For ℓ ∈ L2 with minor cloud W−(ℓ) = {W0, . . . ,Wp} and major cloud W+(ℓ) = {W0, . . . ,Wp}:∣∣∣∣ωνℓl(ℓ)ωνℓl′ (ℓ) ∂2

∂µl∂µl′
gnℓ

(νℓ(t))

∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥ωνℓl(ℓ)∥∥ωνℓl′ (ℓ)∥(768qnℓ+m+1)
4

≲ (768qnℓ+m+1)
2

[
p∏

i=0

∥ωνℓ0Wi
∥

p∏
i=0

(768qnWi
+m+1)

]2
.

(94)

This follows by observing that for any line ℓ ∈ V , one has nℓ ≤ nV , together with the estimates:

(95)

∣∣∣∣ ∂p∂µp
χn(∥ωνℓ∥)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ (768qn+m+1)
p, p = 1, 2,

which imply:
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(96)

∣∣∣∣ ∂p∂µp
gn(νℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ (768qn+m+1)
p+2, p = 0, 1, 2.

The bounds (93) and (94) yield a factor

(97) ∥ωνℓ0Wi
∥(768qnWi

+m+1)

for each resonance Wi in the cloud of ℓ. Since each resonance belongs to the cloud of some internal line and
contains either two derived lines or one doubly-derived line, we obtain the square of (97) for each resonance.

Taking into account that each underived propagator can be bounded using (96) with p = 0, we can
summarize the bounds (93) and (94) as follows: for each resummed tree ϑ,

• each resonance V contributes a factor ∥ωνℓV ∥2 · (768qnV +m+1)
2;

• each line ℓ contributes a factor (768qnℓ+m+1)
2.

The presence of the factors ∥ωνℓV ∥2 allows us to disregard the propagator corresponding to a line entering
a resonance with resonance-scale nRV , provided it is replaced by a factor (768qnV +m+1)

2, where nV denotes
the scale of the resonance when viewed as a cluster. This mechanism aligns with the reasoning leading to
(57).

After bounding individual terms in (92), it remains to control the number of terms in the sum.
Applying Lemma A.1 yields systematic bounds on term proliferation. For a resonance V ∈ Vj with j ≥ 1,

denote by MV the number of (j + 1)th-generation subresonances contained within V . Let V0 represent the
set of lines internal to V but external to all proper subresonances, with cardinality kV0

= |V0|.
Lemma A.1 provides the following quantitative controls:

• For first-generation resonances V : at most lV terms per sum.
• For resonances V ′ ∈ Vj+1 inside V ∈ Vj : at most kV0

+MV terms.

Incorporating all generational contributions and including the summation over derived lines, we obtain
the global bound:

(98)

[ ∏
V ∈V1

k2V

][ ∏
V ∈V1

l2V

][ ∏
V ∈V

(kV0
+MV )

2

]
≤ e6k,

where k denotes the order of the tree ϑ.
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