arXiv:1610.00278v1 [math.AP] 2 Oct 2016

On the wellposedness of the KdV equation on the space of pseudomeasures

Thomas Kappeler^∗, Jan Molnar^†

January 30, 2018

Abstract In this paper we prove a wellposedness result of the KdV equation on the space of periodic pseudo-measures, also referred to as the Fourier Lebesgue space Fℓ^∞(T, R), where Fℓ^∞(T, R) is endowed with the weak* topology. Actually, it holds on any weighted Fourier Lebesgue space Fℓ^{s,∞}(T, R) with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and improves on a wellposedness result of Bourgain for small Borel measures as initial data. A key ingredient of the proof is a characterization for a distribution q in the Sobolev space H^{−1}(T, R) to be in Fℓ^∞(T, R) in terms of asymptotic behavior of spectral quantities of the Hill operator −∂^2_x +q. In addition, wellposedness results for the KdV equation on the Wiener algebra are proved.

Keywords. KdV equation, well-posedness, Birkhoff coordinates

2000 AMS Subject Classification. 37K10 (primary) 35Q53, 35D05 (secondary)

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the initial value problem for the Korteweg-de Vries equation on the circle T = R/Z,

∂_tu = −∂^3_xu + 6u∂_xu, x ∈ T, t ∈ R. (1)

Our goal is to improve the result of Bourgain [2] on global wellposedness for solutions evolving in the Fourier Lebesgue space Fℓ^∞_0 with small Borel measures as initial data. The space Fℓ^∞_0 consists of 1-periodic distributions q ∈ S^′(T, R)

∗Partially supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation †Partially supported by the Swiss National Science Foundation

whose Fourier coefficients q_k = ⟨q, e^{ikπx}⟩, k ∈ Z, satisfy (q_k)_{k∈Z} ∈ ℓ^∞(Z, R) and q_0 = 0. Here and in the sequel we view for convenience 1-periodic distributions as 2-periodic ones and denote by ⟨f, g⟩ the L^2-inner product^1_2

�_2 0 f(x)g(x) dx extended by duality to S^′(R/2Z, C )×C^∞ (R/2Z, C ). We point out that q_{2k+1} = 0 for any k ∈ Z since q is a 1-periodic distribution. We succeed in dropping the smallness condition on the initial data and can allow for arbitrary initial data q ∈ Fℓ^∞_0 . In fact, our wellposedness results hold true for any of the spaces Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 where

Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 = {q ∈ S^′(T, R) : q_0 = 0 and ‖(q_k)_{k∈Z}‖_{s,∞} < ∞}, and ‖(q_k)_{k∈Z}‖_{s,∞} := sup_{k∈Z}⟨k⟩^s|q_k|, ⟨α⟩ := 1 + |α|.

Informally stated, our result says that for any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, the KdV equation is globally C^0-wellposed on Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . To state it more precisely, we first need to recall the wellposedness results established in [17] on the Sobolev space H^{−1}_0 ≡ H^{−1}_0 (T, R). Let −∞ ⩽ a < b ⩽ ∞ be given. A continuous curve γ : (a, b) → H^{−1}_0 with γ(0) = q ∈ H^{−1}_0 is called a solution of (1) with initial data q if and only if for any sequence of C^∞-potentials (q^{(m)})_{m⩾1} converging to q in H^{−1}_0 , the corresponding sequence (S(t, q^{(m)}))_{m⩾1} of solutions of (1) with initial data q^{(m)} converges to γ(t) in H^{−1}_0 for any t ∈ (a, b). In [17] it was proved that the KdV equation is globally in time C^0-wellposed meaning that for any q ∈ H^{−1}_0 (1) admits a solution γ : R → H^{−1}_0 with initial data in the above sense and for any T > 0 the solution map S : H^{−1}_0 → C([−T, T ], H^{−1}_0 ) is continuous. Note that for any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 continuously embeds into H^{−1}_0 . On Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 we denote by τ_{w∗} the weak* topology σ(Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , Fℓ^{−s,1}_0 ). We refer to Appendix B for a discussion.

Theorem 1.1 For any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, the solution curve t → S(t, q) evolves in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . It is bounded, sup_{t∈R}‖S(t, q)‖_{s,∞} < ∞ and continuous with respect to the weak* topology τ_{w∗}. ⋊

Remark 1.2. It is easy to see that for generic initial data, the solution curve t → S_{Airy}(t, q) of the Airy equation, ∂_tu = −∂^3_xu, is not continuous with respect to the norm topology of Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . A similar result holds true for the KdV equation at least for small initial data – see Section 4. ⊸

We say that a subset V ⊂ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 is KdV-invariant if for any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , S(t, q) ∈ V for any t ∈ R.

Theorem 1.3 Let V ⊂ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 be a KdV-invariant ‖·‖_{s,∞}- norm bounded subset, that is

S(t, q) ∈ V, ∀ t ∈ R, q ∈ V ; sup_{q∈V} ‖q‖_{s,∞} < ∞.

Then for any T > 0, the restriction of the solution map S to V is weak* continuous,

S : (V, τ_{w∗}) → C([−T, T ], (V, τ_{w∗})). ⋊

By the same methods we also prove that the KdV equation is globally C^ωwellposed on the Wiener algebra Fℓ^{0,1}_0 – see Section 5 where such a result is proved for the weighted Fourier Lebesgue space Fℓ^{N,1}_0 , N ∈ Z_{⩾0}.

Method of proof. Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 are proved by the method of normal forms. We show that the restriction of the Birkhoff map Φ: H^{−1}_0 → ℓ^{−1/2,2}

0 q → z(q) = (z_n(q))_{n∈Z}, constructed in [10], to Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 is a map with values in ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}

0 (Z, C), having the following properties:

Theorem 1.4 For any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, Φ: Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 → ℓ^{s,∞}_0 is a bijective, bounded, real analytic map between the two Banach spaces. Near the origin, Φ is a local diffeomorphism. When restricted to any ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded subset V ⊂ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , Φ: V → Φ(V ) is a homeomorphism when V and Φ(V ) are endowed with the weak* topologies σ(Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , Fℓ^{−s,1}_0 ) and σ(ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 , ℓ^{−(s+1/2),1}_0 ), respectively. Furthermore for any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , the set Iso(q) of elements q̃ ∈ H^{−1}_0 so that −∂^2_x + q and −∂^2_x + q̃ have the same periodic spectrum is a ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded subset of Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 and hence Φ: Iso(q) → Φ(Iso(q)) is a homeomorphism when Iso(q) and Φ(Iso(q)) are endowed with the weak* topologies. ⋊

Remark 1.5. Note that by [10] for any q ∈ H^{−1}_0 , Φ(Iso(q)) = T_{Φ(q)} where

T_{Φ(q)} = {z̃ = (z̃_k)_{k∈Z} ∈ ℓ^{−1/2,2}_0 : |z̃_k| = |Φ(q)_k| ∀ k ∈ Z}. (2)

Furthermore, since by Theorem 1.4 for any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, Iso(q) is bounded in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , the weak* topology on Iso(q) coincides with the one induced by the norm ‖·‖_{σ,p} for any −1/2 < σ < s, 2 ⩽ p < ∞ with (s − σ)p > 1 – cf. Lemma B.1 from Appendix B. ⊸

Key ingredient for studying the restriction of the Birkhoff map to the Banach spaces Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 are pertinent asymptotic estimates of spectral quantities of the Schrödinger operator −∂^2_x +q, which appear in the estimates of the Birkhoff coordinates in [10, 7] – see Section 2. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 then are obtained by studying the restriction of the solution map S, defined in [17] on H^{−1}_0 , to Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . To this end, the KdV equation is expressed in Birkhoff coordinates z = (z_n)_{n∈Z}. It takes the form

∂_tz_n = −iω_nz_n, ∂_tz_{−n} = iω_nz_{−n}, n ⩾ 1,

where ω_n, n ⩾ 1, are the KdV frequencies. For q ∈ H^1_0 , these frequencies are defined in terms of the KdV Hamiltonian H(q) =

�_1 0 �_1 2 (∂_xq)^2 + q^3 � dx. When viewed as a function of the Birkhoff coordinates, H is a real analytic function of the actions I_n = z_nz_{−n}, n ⩾ 1, alone and ω_n is given by

ω_n = ∂_{In} H.

For q ∈ H^{−1}_0 , the KdV frequencies are defined by analytic extension – see [11] for novel formulas allowing to derive asymptotic estimates.

Related results. The wellposedness of the KdV equation on T has been extensively studied - c.f. e.g. [20] for an account on the many results obtained so far. In particular, based on [1] and [18] it was proved in [3] that the KdV equation is globally uniformly C^0-wellposed and C^ω -wellposed on the Sobolev spaces H^s_0 (T, R) for any s ⩾ −1/2. In [17] it was shown that the KdV equation is globally C^0-wellposed in the Sobolev spaces H^s_0 , −1 ⩽ s < 1/2 and in [11] it was proved that for −1 < s < −1/2 and T > 0, the solution map H^s_0 → C([−T, T ], H^s_0 ) is nowhere locally uniformly continuous. In [20], it was shown that the KdV equation is illposed in H^s_0 for s < −1. Most closely related to Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 are the wellposedness results of Bourgain [2] for initial data given by Borel measures which we have already discussed at the beginning of the introduction and the recent wellposedness results in [7] on the Fourier Lebesgue spaces Fℓ^{s,p}_0 for −1/2 ⩽ s ⩽ 0 and 2 ⩽ p < ∞.

Notation. We collect a few notations used throughout the paper. For any s ∈ R and 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞, denote by ℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} the C -Banach space of complex valued sequences given by

ℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} := {z = (z_k)_{k∈Z} ⊂ C : z_0 = 0; ‖z‖_{s,p} < ∞},

where

‖z‖_{s,p} := � � k∈Z ⟨n⟩^{sp}|z_n|^p

�_{1/p} , 1 ⩽ p < ∞, ‖z‖_{s,∞} := sup_{k∈Z}⟨n⟩^s|z_n|,

and by ℓ^{s,p}_0 the real subspace

ℓ^{s,p}_0 := {z = (z_k)_{k∈Z} ∈ ℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} : z_{−k} = z_k ∀ k ⩾ 1}.

By ℓ^{s,p}_R we denote the R-subspace of ℓ^{s,p}_0 consisting of real valued sequences z = (z_k)_{k∈Z} in R. Further, we denote by Fℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} the Fourier Lebesgue space, introduced by Hörmander,

Fℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} := {q ∈ S^′_C (T) : (q_k)_{k∈Z} ⊂ ℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} }

where q_k, k ∈ Z, denote the Fourier coefficients of the 1-periodic distribution q, q = ⟨q, e_k⟩, e_k(x) := e^{ikπx}, and ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the L^2-inner product, ⟨f, g⟩ = 1 2 �_2 0 f(x)g(x) dx, extended by duality to a sesquilinear form on S^′_C (R/2Z) × C^∞_C (R/2Z). Correspondingly, we denote by Fℓ^{s,p}_0 the real subspace of Fℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} ,

Fℓ^{s,p}_0 := {q ∈ S^′_C (T) : (q_k)_{k∈Z} ⊂ ℓ^{s,p}_0 }.

In case p = 2, we also write H^s_0 [H^s_{0,C} ] instead of Fℓ^{s,2}_0 [Fℓ^{s,2}_{0,C} ] and refer to it as Sobolev space. Similarly, for the sequences spaces ℓ^{s,2}_0 and ℓ^{s,2}_{0,C} we sometimes write h^s_0 [h^s_{0,C} ]. Occasionally, we will need to consider the sequence spaces ℓ^{s,p}_C (N) ≡ ℓ^{s,p}(N, C ) and ℓ^{s,p}_R (N) ≡ ℓ^{s,p}(N, R) defined in an obvious way.

Note that for any z ∈ ℓ^{s,p}_0 , I_k := z_kz_{−k} ⩾ 0 for all k ⩾ 1. We denote by T_z the torus given by

T_z := {z̃ = (z̃_k)_{k∈Z} ∈ ℓ^{s,p}_0 : z̃_kz̃_{−k} = z_kz_{−k}, k ⩾ 1}.

For 1 ⩽ p < ∞, T_z is compact in ℓ^{s,p}_0 for any z ∈ ℓ^{s,p}_0 but for p = ∞, it is not compact in ℓ^{s,∞} for generic z. For any s ∈ R and 1 ⩽ p < ∞, the dual of ℓ^{s,p}_0 is given by ℓ^{−s,p′}_0 where p^′ is the conjugate of p, given by 1/p + 1/p^′ = 1. In case p = 1 we set p^′ = ∞ and in case p = ∞ we set p^′ = 1. We denote by τ_{w∗} the weak* topology on ℓ^{s,∞}_0 and refer to Appendix B for a discussion of the properties of τ_{w∗}.

2 Spectral theory

In this section we consider the Schrödinger operator

L(q) = −∂^2_x + q, (3)

which appears in the Lax pair formulation of the KdV equation. Our aim is to relate the regularity of the potential q to the asymptotic behavior of certain spectral data.

Let q be a complex potential in H^{−1}_{0,C} := H^{−1}_0 (R/Z, C ). In order to treat periodic and antiperiodic boundary conditions at the same time, we consider the differential operator L(q) = −∂^2_x + q, on H^{−1}(R/2Z, C ) with domain of definition H^1(R/2Z, C ). See Appendix C for a more detailed discussion. The spectral theory of L(q), while classical for q ∈ L^2_{0,C} , has been only fairly recently extended to the case q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} – see e.g. [5, 9, 16, 19, 22, 7] and the references therein. The spectrum of L(q), called the periodic spectrum of q and denoted by spec L(q), is discrete and the eigenvalues, when counted with their multiplicities and ordered lexicographically – first by their real part and second by their imaginary part – satisfy

λ^+_0 (q) ≼ λ^−_1 (q) ≼ λ^+_1 (q) ≼ · · · , λ^±_n (q) = n^2π^2 + nℓ^2_n. (4)

Furthermore, we define the gap lengths γ_n(q) and the mid points τ_n(q) by

γ_n(q) := λ^+_n (q) − λ^−_n (q), τ_n(q) := λ^+_n (q) + λ^−_n (q) 2 , n ⩾ 1. (5)

For q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} we also consider the operator L_{dir}(q) defined as the operator −∂^2_x+ q on H^{−1}_{dir} ([0, 1], C ) with domain of definition H^1_{dir}([0, 1], C ). See Appendix C as well as [5, 9, 16, 19, 22] for a more detailed discussion. The spectrum of L_{dir}(q) is called the Dirichelt spectrum of q. It is also discrete and given by a sequence of eigenvalues (μ_n)_{n⩾1}, counted with multiplicities, which when ordered lexicographically satisfies

μ_1 ≼ μ_2 ≼ μ_2 ≼ · · · , μ_n = n^2π^2 + nℓ^2_n. (6)

For our purposes we need to characterize the regularity of potentials q in weighted Fourier Lebesgue spaces in terms of the asymptotic behavior of certain spectral quantities. A normalized, symmetric, monotone, and submultiplicative weight is a function w : Z → R, n → w_n, satisfying

w_n ⩾ 1, w_{−n} = w_n, w_{|n|} ⩽ w_{|n|+1}, w_{n+m} ⩽ w_nw_m, for all n, m ∈ Z. The class of all such weights is denoted by M. For w ∈ M, s ∈ R, and 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞, denote by Fℓ^{w,s,p}_{0,C} the subspace of Fℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} of distributions f whose Fourier coefficients (f_n)_{n∈Z} are in the space ℓ^{w,s,p}_{0,C} = {z = (z_n)_{n∈Z} ∈ ℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} : ‖z‖_{w,s,p} < ∞} where for 1 ⩽ p < ∞

‖f‖_{w,s,p} := ‖(f_n)_{n∈Z}‖_{w,s,p} = � � n∈Z w^p_n⟨n⟩^{sp}|f_n|^p

�_{1/p} , ⟨α⟩ := 1 + |α|,

and for p = ∞,

‖f‖_{w,s,∞} := ‖(f_n)_{n∈Z}‖_{w,s,∞} = sup_{n∈Z} w_n⟨n⟩^s|f_n|.

To simplify notation, we denote the trivial weight w_n ≡ 1 by o and write Fℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} ≡ Fℓ^{o,s,p}_{0,C} .

As a consequence of (4)–(6) it follows that for any q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} , the sequence of gap lengths (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1} and the sequence (τ_n(q) − μ_n(q))_{n⩾1} are both in ℓ^{−1,2}_C (N). For q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} , −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, the sequences have a stronger decay. More precisely, the following results hold: Theorem 2.1 Let w ∈ M and −1/2 < s ⩽ 0.

(i) For any q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} , one has (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1} ∈ ℓ^{w,s,∞}_C (N) and the map

Fℓ^{w,s,∞}

0,C → ℓ^{w,s,∞}_C (N), q → (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1},

is locally bounded.

(ii) For any q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} , one has (τ_n − μ_n(q))_{n⩾1} ∈ ℓ^{w,s,∞}_C (N) and the map

Fℓ^{w,s,∞}

0,C → ℓ^{w,s,∞}_C (N), q → (τ_n(q) − μ_n(q))_{n⩾1},

is locally bounded. ⋊

A key ingredient for studying the restriction of the Birkhoff map of the KdV equation, defined on H^{−1}_0 , to Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 is the following spectral characterization for a potential q ∈ H^{−1}_0 to be in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 .

Theorem 2.2 Let q ∈ H^{−1}_0 with gap lengths γ(q) ∈ ℓ^{s,∞}_R for some −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Then the following holds:

(i) q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 .

(ii) Iso(q) ⊂ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 .

(iii) Iso(q) is weak* compact. ⋊

Remark 2.3. For any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, there are potentials q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞} so that Iso(q) is not compact in Fℓ^{s,∞} – see item (iii) in Lemma 3.5. ⊸

In the remainder of this section we prove Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2 by extending the methods, used in [8, 21, 4] for potentials q ∈ L^2, for singular potentials. We point out that the spectral theory is only developed as far as needed.

2.1 Setup

We extend the L^2-inner product ⟨f, g⟩ =^1_2

�_2 0 f(x)g(x) dx on L^2_C (R/2Z) ≡ L^2(R/2Z, C ) by duality to S^′_C (R/2Z) × C^∞_C (R/2Z). Let e_n(x) = e^{iπnx}, n ∈ Z, and for w ∈ M, s ∈ R, and 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞ denote by Fℓ^{w,s,p}_{⋆,C} the space of 2- periodic, complex valued distributions f ∈ S^′_C (R/2Z) so that the sequence of their Fourier coefficients f_n = ⟨f, e_n⟩ is in the space ℓ^{w,s,p}_C = {z = (z_n)_{n∈Z} ⊂ C : ‖z‖_{w,s,p} < ∞}. To simplify notation, we write Fℓ^{s,p}_{⋆,C} ≡ Fℓ^{o,s,p}_{⋆,C} .

In the sequel we will identify a potential q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} with the corresponding element � n∈Zq_ne_n in Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} where q_n is the nth Fourier coefficient of the potential obtained from q by viewing it as a distribution on R/2Z instead of R/Z, i.e., q_{2n} = ⟨q, e_{2n}⟩, whereas q_{2n+1} = ⟨q, e_{2n+1}⟩ = 0 and q_0 = ⟨q, 1⟩ = 0. We denote by V the operator of multiplication by q with domain H^1_C (R/2Z). See Appendix C for a detailed discussion of this operator as well as the operator L(q) introduced in (3). When expressed in its Fourier series, the image V f of f = � n∈Zf_ne_n ∈ H^1_C (R/2Z) is the distribution V f = � n∈Z � m∈Zq_{n−m}f_m � e_n ∈ H^{−1}_C (R/2Z). To prove the asymptotic estimates of the gap lengths stated in Theorem 2.1 we need to study the eigenvalue equation L(q)f = λf for sufficiently large periodic eigenvalues λ. For q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} , the domain of L(q) is H^1_C (R/2Z) and hence the eigenfunction f is an element of this space. It is shown in Appendix C that for q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and 2 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞, one has f ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,p}_{⋆,C} and ∂^2_xf, V f ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} . Note that for q = 0 and any n ⩾ 1, λ^+_n (0) = λ^−_n (0) = n^2π^2, and the eigenspace corresponding to the double eigenvalue λ^+_n (0) = λ^−_n (0) is spanned by e_n and e_{−n}. Viewing L(q) − λ^±_n (q) for n large as a perturbation of L(0) − λ^±_n (0), we are led to decompose Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} into the direct sum Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} = P_n ⊕ Q_n,

P_n = span{e_n, e_{−n}}, Q_n = span{e_k : k ≠ ±n}. (7)

The L^2-orthogonal projections onto P_n and Q_n are denoted by P_n and Q_n, respectively. It is convenient to write the eigenvalue equation Lf = λf in the form A_λf = V f, where A_λf = ∂^2_xf + λf and V denotes the operator of multiplication with q. Since A_λ is a Fourier multiplier, we write f = u + v, where u = P_nf and v = Q_nf, and decompose the equation A_λf = V f into the two equations

A_λu = P_nV (u + v), A_λv = Q_nV (u + v), (8)

referred to as P - and Q-equation. Since q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} , it follows from [16] that λ^±_n (q) = n^2π^2 + nℓ^2_n. Hence for n sufficiently large, λ^±_n (q) ∈ S_n where S_n denotes the closed vertical strip

S_n := {λ ∈ C : |Rλ − n^2π^2| ⩽ 12n}, n ⩾ 1. (9)

Note that {λ ∈ C : Rλ ⩾ 0} ⊂ � n⩾1 S_n. Given any n ⩾ 1, u ∈ P_n, and λ ∈ S_n, we derive in a first step from the Q-equation an equation for V v which for n sufficiently large can be solved as a function of u and λ. In a second step, for λ a periodic eigenvalue in S_n, we solve the P equation for u after having substituted in it the expression of V v. The solution of the Q-equation is then easily determined. Towards the first step note that for any λ ∈ S_n, A_λ : Q_n ∩ Fℓ^{s+2,p}_{⋆,C} → Q_n is boundedly invertible as for any k ≠ n,

min_{λ∈Sn}|λ − k^2π^2| ⩾ min_{λ∈Sn}|Rλ − k^2π^2| ⩾ |n^2 − k^2| ⩾ 1. (10)

In order to derive from the Q-equation an equation for V v, we apply to it the operator V A^{−1}_λ to get

V v = V A^{−1}_λ Q_nV (u + v) = T_nV (u + v),

where

T_n ≡ T_n(λ) := V A^{−1}_λ Q_n : Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} → Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} .

It leads to the following equation for v̌ := V v

(Id − T_n(λ))v̌ = T_n(λ)V u. (11)

To show that Id − T_n(λ) is invertible, we introduce for any s ∈ R, w ∈ M, and l ∈ Z the shifted norm of f ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} ,

‖f‖_{w,s,∞;l} := ‖fe_l‖_{w,s,∞} = � �w_{k+l}⟨k + l⟩sf_k�_{k∈Z} � � ℓ^p , and denote by ‖T_n‖_{w,s,∞;l} the operator norm of T_n viewed as an operator on Fℓ^{w,s,∞}

⋆,C with norm ‖·‖_{w,s,∞;l}. Furthermore, we denote by R_N f, N ⩾ 1, the tail of the Fourier series of f ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} ,

R_N f = � |k|⩾N

f_ke_k.

Lemma 2.4 Let −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, w ∈ M, and n ⩾ 1 be given. For any q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} and λ ∈ S_n,

T_n(λ): Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} → Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C}

is a bounded linear operator satisfying the estimate

‖T_n(λ)‖_{w,s,∞;±n} ⩽ c_s n^{1/2−|s|}

‖q‖_{w,s,∞}, (12)

where c_s ⩾ 1 is a constant depending only on and decreasing monotonically in s. In particular, c_s does not depend on q nor on the weight w. ⋊

Proof. Let s and w be given as in the statement of the lemma. Note that A^{−1}_λ : Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} → Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} is bounded for any λ ∈ S_n and hence for any f ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} , q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} , and λ ∈ S_n, the multiplication of A^{−1}_λ Q_nf with q, defined by

V A^{−1}_λ Q_nf = � m∈Z

� � � |k|≠n

q_{m−k}f_k λ − k^2π^2 � �e_m (13)

is a distribution in S^′_C (R/2Z). Note that T_n(λ)f = V A^{−1}_λ Q_nf and that its norm ‖T_n(λ)f‖_{w,s,∞;n} satisfies for any λ ∈ S_n,

‖T_nf‖_{w,s,∞;n} ⩽ sup_{m∈Z} � |k|≠n

w_{m+n}⟨k + n⟩^{|s|}⟨m − k⟩^{|s|} |n + k||n − k|⟨m + n⟩^{|s|}

|q_{m−k}| ⟨m − k⟩^{|s|}

|f_k| ⟨k + n⟩^{|s|} ,

where we have used (10). Since ⟨m − k⟩ ⩽ ⟨m + n⟩⟨n + k⟩, −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, and ⟨ν⟩/|ν| ⩽ 2, we conclude

⟨k + n⟩^{|s|}⟨m − k⟩^{|s|} |n + k||n − k|⟨m + n⟩^{|s|} ⩽ ⟨k + n⟩^{2|s|} |n + k||n − k| ⩽ 2 |n + k|^{1−2|s|}|n − k| . Hölder’s inequality together with the submultiplicativity of the weight w then yields

‖T_nf‖_{w,s,∞;n} ⩽ 2 sup_{m∈Z} � |k|≠n 1 |n + k|^{1−2|s|}|n − k| w_{m−k}|q_{m−k}| ⟨m − k⟩^{|s|} w_{k+n}|f_k| ⟨k + n⟩^{|s|} ⩽ 2 � � � |k|≠n 1 |n + k|^{(1−2|s|)}|n − k| � �‖q‖_{w,s,∞}‖f‖_{w,s,∞;n}.

One checks that � |k|≠n 1 |n + k|^{(1−2|s|)}|n − k| ⩽ c_s n^{1/2−|s|} ,

Going through the arguments of the proof one sees that the same kind of estimates also lead to the claimed bound for ‖T_nf‖_{w,s,∞;−n}. � Lemma 2.4 can be used to solve, for n sufficiently large, the equation (11) as well as the Q-equation (8) in terms of any given u ∈ P_n and λ ∈ S_n. Corollary 2.5 For any q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and w ∈ M, there exists n_s = n_s(q) ⩾ 1 so that,

2c_s‖q‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ n^{1/2−|s|}_s , (14) with c_s ⩾ 1 the constant in (12) implying that for any λ ∈ S_n, T_n(λ) is a 1/2 contraction on Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} with respect to the norms shifted by ±n, ‖T_n(λ)‖_{w,s,∞;±n} ⩽ 1/2. The threshold n_s(q) can be chosen uniformly in q on bounded subsets of Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} . As a consequence, for n ⩾ n_s(q), equation (11) and (8) can be uniquely solved for any given u ∈ P_n, λ ∈ S_n,

v̌_{u,λ} = K_n(λ)T_n(λ)V u ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} , K_n ≡ K_n(λ) := (Id − T_n(λ))^{−1}, (15) v_{u,λ} = A^{−1}_λ Q_nV u + A^{−1}_λ Q_nv̌_{u,λ} = A^{−1}_λ Q_nK_nV u ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} ∩ Q_n. (16) In particular, one has v̌_{u,λ} = V v_{u,λ}. ⋊ Remark 2.6. By the same approach, one can study the inhomogeneous equation (L − λ)f = g, g ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} , for λ ∈ S_n and n ⩾ n_s. Writing f = u + v and g = P_ng + Q_ng, the Q-equation becomes

A_λv = Q_nV (u + v) − Q_ng = Q_nV v + Q_n(V u − g) leading for any given u ∈ P_n and λ ∈ S_n to the unique solution v̌ of the equation corresponding to (11)

v̌ = V v = K_nT_n(V u − g) ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} , and, in turn, to the unique solution v ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} ∩ Q_n of the Q-equation v = A^{−1}_λ Q_n(V u − g) + A^{−1}_λ Q_nK_nT_n(V u − g) = A^{−1}_λ Q_nK_n(V u − g). ⊸

2.2 Reduction In a next step we study the P -equation A_λu = P_nV (u+v) of (8). For n ⩾ n_s(q), u ∈ P_n, and λ ∈ S_n, substitute in it the solution v̌_{u,λ} of (11), given by (15), A_λu = P_nV u + P_nv̌_{u,λ} = P_n(Id + K_nT_n)V u.

Using that Id + K_nT_n = K_n one then obtains A_λu = P_nK_nV u or B_nu = 0, where

B_n ≡ B_n(λ): P_n → P_n, u → (A_λ − P_nK_n(λ)V )u. (17) Lemma 2.7 Assume that q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Then for any n ⩾ n_s with n_s given by Corollary 2.5, λ ∈ S_n is an eigenvalue of L(q) if and only if det(B_n(λ)) = 0. ⋊ Proof. Assume that λ ∈ S_n is an eigenvalue of L = L(q). By Lemma C.2 there exists 0 ≠ f ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} so that Lf = λf. Decomposing f = u + v ∈ P_n ⊕ Q_n it follows by the considerations above and the assumption n ⩾ n_s that u ≠ 0 and B_n(λ)u = 0. Conversely, assume that det(B_n(λ)) = 0 for some λ ∈ S_n. Then there exists 0 ≠ u ∈ P_n so that B_n(λ)u = 0. Since n ⩾ n_s, there exist v̌_{u,λ} and v_{u,λ} as in (15) and (16), respectively. Then v ≡ v_{u,λ} ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} ∩ Q_n solves the Q-equation by Corollary 2.5. To see that u solves the P -equation, note that B_n(λ)u = 0 implies that

A_λu = P_nK_nV u = P_n(Id + K_nT_n)V u.

As by (15), v̌_{u,λ} = K_nT_nV u, and as v̌_{u,λ} = V v, one sees that indeed A_λu = P_nV u + P_nV v. � Remark 2.8. Solutions of the inhomogeneous equation (L − λ)f = g for g ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} , λ ∈ S_n, and n ⩾ n_s can be obtained by substituting into the P -equation A_λu = P_nV u + P_nV v − P_ng the expression for V v obtained in Remark 2.6, V v = K_nT_n(V u − g), to get A_λu = P_nV u + P_nK_nT_nV u − P_ng − P_nK_nT_ng

= P_n(Id + K_nT_n)V u − P_n(Id + K_nT_n)g. Using that Id + K_nT_n = K_n one concludes that

B_n(λ)u = −P_nK_n(λ)g. (18) Conversely, for any solution u of (18), f = u + v, with v being the element in Fℓ^{s+2,∞}

⋆,C given in Remark 2.6, satisfies (L − λ)f = g and f ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} . ⊸

We denote the matrix representation of a linear operator F : P_n → P_n with respect to the orthonormal basis e_n, e_{−n} of P_n also by F , F = � ⟨F e_n, e_n⟩ ⟨F e_{−n}, e_n⟩ ⟨F e_n, e_{−n}⟩ ⟨F e_{−n}, e_{−n}⟩ � . In particular,

A_λ = � λ − n^2π^2 0

0 λ − n^2π^2 � , P_nK_nV = � a_n b_n b_{−n} a_{−n} � , where for any λ ∈ S_n and n ⩾ n_s the coefficients of P_nK_nV are given by

a_n ≡ a_n(λ) := ⟨K_nV e_n, e_n⟩, a_{−n} ≡ a_{−n}(λ) := ⟨K_nV e_{−n}, e_{−n}⟩, b_n ≡ b_n(λ) := ⟨K_nV e_{−n}, e_n⟩, b_{−n} ≡ b_{−n}(λ) := ⟨K_nV e_n, e_{−n}⟩.

Note that for any λ ∈ S_n, the functions a_{±n}(λ) and b_{±n}(λ) have the following series expansion

a_{±n}(λ) = � l⩾0 ⟨T_n(λ)^lV e_{±n}, e_{±n}⟩, b_{±n}(λ) = � l⩾0 ⟨T_n(λ)^lV e_{∓n}, e_{±n}⟩. (19)

Furthermore, by a straightforward verification it follows from the expression of a_n in terms of the representation of K_n = � k⩾0 T_n(λ)^k and V in Fourier space that for any n ⩾ n_s

a_n = ⟨K_nV e_{−n}, e_{−n}⟩ = a_{−n}. (20)

Hence,

B_n(λ) = � λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ) −b_n(λ), −b_{−n}(λ) λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ) � . (21)

In addition, if q is real valued, then

a_n(λ) = a_n(λ), b_{−n}(λ) = b_n(λ), λ ∈ S_n. (22)

Lemma 2.9 Suppose q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and w ∈ M. Then for any n ⩾ n_s, with n_s as in Corollary 2.5, the coefficients a_n(λ) and b_{±n}(λ) are analytic functions on the strip S_n and for any λ ∈ S_n

(i) |a_n(λ)| ⩽ 2‖T_n(λ)‖_{w,s,∞;±n}‖q‖_{s,∞}, (ii) w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|b_{±n}(λ) − q_{±2n}| ⩽ 2‖T_n(λ)‖_{w,s,∞;±n}‖q‖_{w,s,∞}. ⋊

Proof. Let us first prove the claimed estimate for |b_n(λ)−q_{2n}|. Since ‖T_n(λ)‖_{w,s,∞;n} ⩽ 1/2 for n ⩾ n_s and λ ∈ S_n, the series expansion (19) of b_n converges uniformly on S_n to an analytic function in λ. Moreover, we obtain from the identity K_n = Id + T_nK_n

b_n = ⟨V e_{−n}, e_n⟩ + ⟨T_nK_nV e_{−n}, e_n⟩ = q_{2n} + ⟨T_nK_nV e_{−n}, e_n⟩.

Furthermore, for any f ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{⋆,C} we compute

w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|⟨f, e_n⟩| = w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|⟨fe_n, e_{2n}⟩| ⩽ ‖fe_n‖_{w,s,p} = ‖f‖_{w,s,p;n}. Consequently, using that ‖T_n‖_{w,s,p;n} ⩽ 1/2 and hence ‖K_n‖_{w,s,p;n} ⩽ 2, one gets

w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|b_n − q_{2n}| ⩽ ‖T_nK_nV e_{−n}‖_{w,s,p;n} ⩽ 2‖T_n‖_{w,s,p;n}‖V e_{−n}‖_{w,s,p;n} = 2‖T_n‖_{w,s,p;n}‖q‖_{w,s,p}.

The estimates for |b_{−n} − q_{−2n}| and |a_n| are obtained in a similar fashion. �

The following refined estimate will be needed in the proof of Lemma 2.13 in Subsection 2.4.

Lemma 2.10 Let q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} with w ∈ M and −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Then for any f ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} and λ ∈ S_n with n ⩾ n_s,

w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|⟨T_nf, e_{±n}⟩| ⩽ c^′_sε_s(n)‖q‖_{w,s,p}‖f‖_{w,s,p;±n} where c^′_s ⩾ c_s ⩾ 1 is independent of q, n, and λ, and

ε_s(n) = � � � log⟨n⟩

n , s = 0, 1 n^{1−|s|} , −1/2 < s < 0. ⋊

Proof. As the estimates of ⟨T_nf, e_n⟩ and ⟨T_nf, e_{−n}⟩ can be proved in a similar way we concentrate on ⟨T_nf, e_n⟩. Since by definition T_n = V A^{−1}_λ Q_n,

⟨T_nf, e_n⟩ = � |m|≠n

q_{n−m}f_m λ − m^2π^2 . Using that ⟨n+m⟩/|n+m|, ⟨n−m⟩/|n−m| ⩽ 2 for |m| ≠ n together with (10), and the submultiplicativity of the weight, one gets for any λ ∈ S_n,

w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|⟨T_nf, e_n⟩| ⩽ 2 � |m|≠n

⟨2n⟩^s |n^2 − m^2|^{1−|s|} w_{n−m}|q_{n−m}| ⟨n − m⟩^{|s|} w_{n+m}|f_m| ⟨n + m⟩^{|s|} ⩽ 2 � � � |m|≠n

⟨2n⟩^s |n^2 − m^2|^{1−|s|} � �‖q‖_{w,s,∞}‖f‖_{w,s,∞;n}.

Finally, by Lemma A.1, � |m|≠n 1 |n^2 − m^2|^{1−|s|} ⩽ � � � c̃_s log⟨n⟩

n , s = 0,

c̃_s n^{1−2|s|} , −1/2 < s < 0.

Altogether we thus have proved the claim. �

The preceding lemma together with (14) implies that for any n ⩾ n_s, the function det B_n(λ) = (λ − n^2π^2 − a_n)^2 − b_nb_{−n} is analytic in λ ∈ S_n and can be considered a small perturbation of (λ − n^2π^2)^2 provided n ⩾ n_s is sufficiently large.

Lemma 2.11 Suppose q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Choose n_s = n_s(q) ⩾ 1 as in Corollary 2.5. Then for any n ⩾ n_s, det(B_n(λ)) has exactly two roots ξ_{n,1} and ξ_{n,2} in S_n counted with multiplicity. They are contained in D_n := {λ : |λ − n^2π^2| ⩽ 4n^{1/2}} ⊂ S_n and satisfy

|ξ_{n,1} − ξ_{n,2}| ⩽ √ 6 sup_{λ∈Sn}|b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ)|^{1/2}. ⋊ (23)

Proof. Since for any n ⩾ n_s and λ ∈ S_n, ‖T_n(λ)‖_{s,∞;±n} ⩽ 1/2, one concludes from the preceding lemma that |a_n(λ)| ⩽ ‖q‖_{s,∞} and, with |b_{±n}(λ)| ⩽ |q_{±2n}| + |b_{±n}(λ) − q_{±2n}|, that

⟨2n⟩^s|b_{±n}(λ)| ⩽ 2‖q‖_{s,∞}. Furthermore, by (14),

2‖q‖_{s,∞} ⩽ n^{1/2−|s|}_s .

Therefore, for any λ, μ ∈ S_n,

|a_n(μ)| + |b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ)|^{1/2} ⩽ � 1 + 2⟨2n⟩^{|s|} � ‖q‖_{s,∞} < 6n^{|s|}‖q‖_{s,∞} ⩽ 4n^{1/2} = inf_{λ∈∂Dn}|λ − n^2π^2|.

(24)

It then follows that det B_n(λ) has no root in S_n \ D_n. Indeed, assume that ξ ∈ S_n is a root, then |ξ − n^2π^2 − a_n(ξ)| = |b_n(ξ)b_{−n}(ξ)|^{1/2} and hence |ξ − n^2π^2| ⩽ |a_n(ξ)| + |b_n(ξ)b_{−n}(ξ)|^{1/2} < 4n^{1/2}, implying that ξ ∈ D_n. In addition, (24) implies that by Rouché’s theorem the two analytic functions λ − n^2π^2 and λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ), defined on the strip S_n have the same number of roots in D_n when counted with multiplicities. As a consequence (λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ))^2 has a double root in D_n. Finally, (24) also implies that

sup_{λ∈Sn}|b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ)|^{1/2} < inf_{λ∈∂Dn}|λ − n^2π^2| − sup_{λ∈Sn}|a_n(λ)| ⩽ inf_{λ∈∂Dn}|λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ)| and hence again by Rouché’s theorem, the analytic functions (λ−n^2π^2−a_n(λ))^2 and (λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ))^2 − b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ) have the same number of roots in D_n.

Altogether we thus have established that det(B_n(λ)) = (λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ))^2 − b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ) has precisely two roots ξ_{n,1}, ξ_{n,2} in D_n.

To estimate the distance of the roots, write det B_n(λ) as a product g_+(λ)g_−(λ) where g_±(λ) = λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ) ∓ φ_n(λ) and φ_n(λ) = � b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ) with an arbitrary choice of the sign of the root for any λ. Each root ξ of det(B_n) is either a root of g_+ or g_− and thus satisfies

ξ ∈ {n^2π^2 + a_n(ξ) ± φ_n(ξ)}. As a consequence,

|ξ_{n,1} − ξ_{n,2}| ⩽ |a_n(ξ_{n,1}) − a_n(ξ_{n,2})| + max_± |φ_n(ξ_{n,1}) ± φ_n(ξ_{n,2})| ⩽ sup_{λ∈Dn}|∂_λa_n(λ)||ξ_{n,1} − ξ_{n,2}| + 2 sup_{λ∈Dn}|φ_n(λ)|.

(25)

Since

dist(D_n, ∂S_n) ⩾ 12n − 4n^{1/2} ⩾ 8n, one concludes from Cauchy’s estimate and the estimate 2‖q‖_{s,∞} ⩽ n^{1/2−|s|} following from (14) that sup λ∈D_n

|∂_λa_n(λ)| ⩽ sup_{λ∈Sn} |a_n(λ)| dist(D_n, ∂S_n) ⩽ ‖q‖_{s,∞} 8n ⩽ 1 16 . Therefore, by (25),

|ξ_{n,1} − ξ_{n,2}|^2 ⩽ 6 sup_{λ∈Dn}|b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ)| as claimed. �

2.3 Proof of Theorem 2.1 (i) Let q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and w ∈ M. The eigenvalues of L(q), when listed with lexicographic ordering, satisfy

λ^+_0 ≼ λ^−_1 ≼ λ^+_1 ≼ · · · , and λ^±_n = n^2π^2 + nℓ^2_n.

It follows from a standard counting argument that for n ⩾ n_s with n_s as in Corollary 2.5 that λ^±_n ∈ S_n and λ^±_n /∈ S_k for any k ≠ n. It then follows from Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.11 that {ξ_{n,1,}, ξ_{n,2}} = {λ^−_n , λ^+_n } and hence γ_n = λ^+_n − λ^−_n satisfies

|γ_n| = |ξ_{n,1} − ξ_{n,2}|, ∀ n ⩾ n_s.

Lemma 2.12 If q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} with w ∈ M and −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, then for any N ⩾ n_s,

‖T_N γ(q)‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ 4‖T_N q‖_{w,s,∞} +

16c_s N^{1/2−|s|}

‖q‖^2_{w,s,∞}. ⋊

Proof of Theorem 2.1 (i). By Lemma 2.11,

|γ_n| = |ξ_{n,1} − ξ_{n,2}| ⩽ √ 3 � sup_{λ∈Sn}|b_n(λ)| + sup_{λ∈Sn}|b_{−n}(λ)| �

⩽ √ 3 � |q_{2n}| + |q_{−2n}| + sup_{λ∈Sn}|b_n(λ) − q_{2n}| + sup_{λ∈Sn}|b_{−n}(λ) − q_{−2n}| � . It then follows from Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.9 that for n ⩾ N with N := n_s

w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|γ_n| ⩽ √ 3 � w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|q_{2n}| + w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|q_{−2n}| +

4c_s n^{1/2−|s|}

‖q‖^2_{w,s,∞} � . Thus, (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1} ∈ ℓ^{w,s,∞}_C (N). As n_s can be chosen locally uniformly in q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}

0,C , the map Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} → ℓ^{w,s,∞}_C (N), q → (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1} is locally bounded. �

2.4 Jordan blocks of L(q)

To treat the Dirichlet problem, we develop the methods of [7], where the case q ∈ Fℓ^{s,p}_{0,C} with −1/2 ⩽ s ⩽ 0 and 2 ⩽ p < ∞ was considered, to the case with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and p = ∞. If q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} is not real valued, then the operator L(q) might have complex eigenvalues and the geometric multiplicity of an eigenvalue could be less than its algebraic multiplicity.

We choose ň_s ⩾ n_s, where n_s as in Corollary 2.5, so that in addition

|λ^±_n | ⩽ (ň_s − 1)^2π^2 + ň_s/2, ∀ n < ň_s, |λ^±_n − n^2π^2| ⩽ n/2, ∀ n ⩾ ň_s, λ^±_n are 1-periodic [1-antiperiodic] if n even [odd] ∀ n ⩾ ň_s.

(26)

Note that ň_s can be chosen uniformly on bounded subsets of Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} since Fℓ^{w,s,∞}

0,C embeds compactly into H^{−1}_{0,C} . For n ⩾ ň_s we further let

E_n = � � � Null(L − λ^+_n ) ⊕ Null(L − λ^−_n ), λ^+_n ≠ λ^−_n , Null(L − λ^+_n )^2, λ^+_n = λ^−_n .

We need to estimate the coefficients of L(q) � �_{En} when represented with respect to an appropriate orthonormal basis of E_n. In the case where λ^+_n = λ^−_n the matrix representation will be in Jordan normal form. By Lemma C.3, E_n ⊂ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} → L^2 := L^2([0, 2], C ). Denote by f^+_n ∈ E_n an L^2-normalized eigenfunction corresponding to λ^+_n and by φ_n an L^2-normalized element in E_n so that {f^+_n , φ_n} forms an L^2-orthonormal basis of E_n. Then the following lemma holds.

Lemma 2.13 Let q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Then there exists n^′_s ⩾ ň_s – with ň_s given by (26) – so that for any n ⩾ n^′_s,

(L − λ^+_n )φ_n = −γ_nφ_n + η_nf^+_n , where η_n ∈ C satisfies the estimate

|η_n| ⩽ 16(|γ_n| + |b_n(λ^+_n )| + |b_{−n}(λ^+_n )|).

The threshold n^′_s can be chosen locally uniformly in q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} . ⋊ Proof. We begin by verifying the claimed formula for (L − λ^+_n )φ_n in the case where λ^+_n ≠ λ^−_n . Let f^−_n be an L^2-normalized eigenfunction corresponding to λ^−_n . As f^−_n ∈ E_n there exist a, b ∈ C with |a|^2 + |b|^2 = 1 and b ≠ 0 so that f^−_n = af^+_n + bφ_n or φ_n = 1 b f^−_n − a b f^+_n .

Hence

Lφ_n = 1 b λ^−_n f^−_n − a b λ^+_n f^+_n .

Substituting the expression for f^−_n into the latter identity then leads to (L − λ^+_n )φ_n = (λ^−_n − λ^+_n )φ_n + a b (λ^−_n − λ^+_n )f^+_n = −γ_nφ_n + η_nf^+_n where η_n = −γ_na/b. In the case λ^+_n is a double eigenvalue of geometric multiplicity two, φ_n is an eigenfunction of L and one has η_n = 0. Finally, in the case λ^+_n is a double eigenvalue of geometric multiplicity one, (L − λ^+_n )φ_n is in the eigenspace E^+_n ⊂ E_n as claimed.

To prove the claimed estimate for η_n, we view (L − λ^+_n )φ_n = −γ_nφ_n + η_nf^+_n as a linear equation with inhomogeneous term g = −γ_nφ_n + η_nf^+_n . By identity (18) one has

B_nP_nφ_n = γ_nP_nK_nφ_n − η_nP_nK_nf^+_n , where K_n ≡ K_n(λ^+_n ) and B_n ≡ B_n(λ^+_n ). To estimate η_n, take the L^2-inner product of the latter identity with P_nf^+_n to get

η_n⟨P_nK_nf^+_n , P_nf^+_n ⟩ = γ_nI − II, (27) where

I = ⟨P_nK_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩, II = ⟨B_nP_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩.

We begin by estimating ⟨P_nK_nf^+_n , P_nf^+_n ⟩. Using that K_n = Id + T_nK_n one gets

⟨P_nK_nf^+_n , P_nf^+_n ⟩ = ‖P_nf^+_n ‖^2_L2 + ⟨T_nK_nf^+_n , P_nf^+_n ⟩, and by Cauchy-Schwarz

|⟨T_nK_nf^+_n , P_nf^+_n ⟩| ⩽ � � m∈{±n}

|⟨T_nK_nf^+_n , e_m⟩|^2

�_{1/2} ‖P_nf^+_n ‖_L2 .

Note that ‖P_nf^+_n ‖_L2 ⩽ ‖f^+_n ‖_L2 = 1. Moreover, by Lemma 2.10 one has

|⟨T_nK_nf^+_n , e_{±n}⟩| ⩽ � � � log n

n C_s‖q‖_{s,∞}‖K_nf^+_n ‖_{s,∞;±n}, s = 0, 1 n^{1−2|s|} Cs‖q‖s,∞‖Knf + n ‖_{s,∞;±n}, −1/2 < s < 0.

By Corollary 2.5, ‖K_n‖_{s,∞;n} ⩽ 2 and as L^2_C [0, 2] → Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} , ‖f^+_n ‖_{s,∞;±n} ⩽ ‖f^+_n ‖_{0,2;±n} = 1. Hence there exists n^′_s ⩾ ň_s so that

|⟨T_nK_nf^+_n , P_nf^+_n ⟩| ⩽ 1 8 . By increasing n^′_s if necessary, Lemma 2.14 below assures that ‖P_nf^+_n ‖_L2 ⩾ 1/2. Thus the left hand side of (27) can be estimated as follows � �η_n⟨P_nK_nf^+_n , P_nf^+_n ⟩ � � ⩾ |η_n| � 1 4 − 1 8 � = 1 8 |η_n|, ∀ n ⩾ n^′_s. (28)

Next let us estimate the term I = ⟨P_nK_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩ in (27). Using again K_n = Id + T_nK_n one sees that

I = ⟨P_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩ + ⟨T_nK_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩.

Clearly, |⟨P_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩| ⩽ ‖φ_n‖_L2 ‖f^+_n ‖_L2 ⩽ 1 and arguing as above for the second term, one then concludes that

|I| ⩽ 1 + 1/8, ∀ n ⩾ n^′_s. (29)

Finally it remains to estimate II = ⟨B_nP_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩. Using again ‖φ_n‖_L2 = ‖f^+_n ‖_L2 = 1, we conclude from the matrix representation (21) of B_n that

|⟨B_nP_nφ_n, P_nf^+_n ⟩| ⩽ ‖B_n‖‖φ_n‖_L2 ‖f^+_n ‖_L2 ⩽ |λ^+_n − n^2π^2 − a_n| + |b_n| + |b_{−n}|.

Since det B_n(λ^+_n ) = 0, one has

|λ^+_n − n^2π^2 − a_n| = |b_nb_{−n}|^{1/2} ⩽ 1 2 (|b_n| + |b_{−n}|),

and hence it follows that for all n ⩾ n^′_s that

|II| ⩽ 2(|b_n| + |b_{−n}|). (30)

Combining (28)-(30) leads to the claimed estimate for η_n. �

It remains to prove the estimate of P_n used in the proof of Lemma 2.13. To this end, we introduce for n ⩾ n_s the Riesz projector P_{n,q} : L^2 → E_n given by (see also Appendix C)

P_{n,q} = 1 2πi � |λ−n^2 π^2|=n

(λ − L(q))^{−1} dλ.

Lemma 2.14 Let q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Then there exists ñ_s ⩾ ň_s – with ň_s given by (26) – so that for any eigenfunction f ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,p}_{⋆,C} of L(q) corresponding to an eigenvalue λ ∈ S_n with n ⩾ ñ_s,

‖P_nf‖_L2 ⩾ 1 2 ‖f‖_L2 .

The threshold ñ_s can be chosen locally uniformly for q. ⋊

Proof. In Lemma C.4 we show that as n → ∞,

‖P_{n,q} − P_n‖_L2_{→L}∞ = o(1),

locally uniformly in q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} . Clearly, P_{n,q} f = f, hence

‖P_nf‖_L2 ⩾ ‖P_{n,q} f‖_L2 − ‖(P_{n,q} − P_n)f‖_L2 ⩾ � 1 + o(1) � ‖f‖_L2 . �

2.5 Proof of Theorem 2.1 (ii)

We begin with a brief outline of the proof of Theorem 2.1 (ii). Let q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Since according to [16] for any q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} the Dirichlet eigenvalues, when listed in lexicographical ordering and with their algebraic multiplicities, μ_1 ≼ μ_2 ≼ · · · , satisfy the asymptotics μ_n = n^2π^2 +nℓ^2_n, they are simple for n ⩾ n_{dir}, where n_{dir} ⩾ 1 can be chosen locally uniformly for q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} . For any n ⩾ n_{dir} let g_n be an L^2-normalized eigenfunction corresponding to μ_n. Then

g_n ∈ H^1_{dir,C} := {g ∈ H^1([0, 1], C ) : g(0) = g(1) = 0}.

Now let q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Increase n^′_s of Lemma 2.13, if necessary, so that n^′_s ⩾ n_{dir} and denote by E_n the two dimensional subspace introduced in Section 2.4. We will choose an L^2-normalized function G̃_n in E_n so that its restriction G_n to the interval I = [0, 1] is in H^1_{dir,C} and close to g_n. We then show that μ_n − λ^+_n can be estimated in terms of ⟨(L_{dir} − λ^+_n )G_n, G_n⟩_I , where ⟨f, g⟩_I denotes the L^2-inner product on I, ⟨f, g⟩_I =

�_1 0 f(x)g(x) dx. As by Lemma 2.13

(L − λ^+_n )G̃_n = O(|γ_n| + |b_n(λ^+_n )| + |b_{−n}(λ^+_n )|),

the claimed estimates for μ_n − τ_n = μ_n − λ^+_n + γ_n/2 then follow from the estimates of γ_n of Theorem 2.1 (i) and the ones of b_n − q_{2n}, b_{−n} − q_{−2n} of Lemma 2.9 (ii).

The function G̃_n is defined as follows. Let f^+_n , φ_n be the L^2-orthonormal basis of E_n chosen in Section 2.4. As E_n ⊂ H^1_C (R/2Z), its elements are continuous functions by the Sobolev embedding theorem. If f^+_n (0) = 0, then f^+_n (1) = 0 as f^+_n is an eigenfunction of the 1-periodic/antiperiodic eigenvalue λ^+_n of L(q) and we set G̃_n = f^+_n . If f^+_n (0) ≠ 0, then we define G̃_n(x) = r_n � φ_n(0)f^+_n (x) − f^+_n (0)φ_n(x) � , where r_n > 0 is chosen in such a way that �_1 0 |G̃_n(x)|^2 dx = 1. Then G̃_n(0) = G̃_n(1) = 0 and since G̃_n is an element of E_n its restriction G_n := G̃_n � �_I is in H 1_{dir,C} .

Denote by Π_{n,q} the Riesz projection, introduced in Appendix C,

Π_{n,q} := 1 2πi � |λ−n^2 π^2|=n

(λ − L_{dir}(q))^{−1} dλ.

It has span(g_n) as its range, hence there exists ν_n ∈ C so that

Π_{n,q}G_n = ν_ng_n.

Lemma 2.15 Let q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. Then there exists n^{′′}_s ⩾ n^′_s with n^′_s as in Lemma 2.13 so that for any n ⩾ n^{′′}_s

ν_n(μ_n − λ^+_n )g_n = β_n � η_nΠ_{n,q}(f^+_n � �_I ) − γ_nΠ_{n,q} (φ_n � �_I )�, (31)

where β_n ∈ C with |β_n| ⩽ 1 and η_n is the off-diagonal coefficient in the matrix representation of (L − λ^+_n ) � �_{En} with respect to the basis {f^+_n , φ_n}, introduced in Lemma 2.13, and

1/2 ⩽ |ν_n| ⩽ 3/2. (32)

n^{′′}_s can be chosen locally uniformly for q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} . ⋊

Proof. Write G_n = ν_ng_n + h_n, where h_n = (Id − Π_{n,q} )G_n. Then

(L_{dir} − λ^+_n )G_n = ν_n(μ_n − λ^+_n )g_n + (L_{dir} − λ^+_n )h_n.

On the other hand, G_n = G̃_n � �_I , where G̃_n ∈ E_n is given by G̃_n = α_nf^+_n +β_nφ_n with α_n, β_n ∈ C satisfying |α_n|^2 + |β_n|^2 = 1 and G_n ∈ H^1_{dir,C} . Hence by Lemma C.1 and Lemma 2.13, for n ⩾ n^′_s,

(L_{dir} − λ^+_n )G_n = (L − λ^+_n )G̃_n � �_I = β_n(η_nf^+_n − γ_nφ_n) � �_I .

Combining the two identities and using that Π_{n,q} h_n = 0 and that Π_{n,q} commutes with (L_{dir} − λ^+_n ), one obtains, after projecting onto span(g_n), identity (31).

It remains to prove (32). Taking the inner product of Π_{n,q} G_n = ν_ng_n with g_n one gets

ν_n = ν_n⟨g_n, g_n⟩_I = ⟨Π_{n,q} G_n, g_n⟩_I .

Let s_n(x) = √ 2 sin(nπx) and denote by Π_n = Π_{n,0} the orthogonal projection onto span{s_n}. Recall that P_{n,q} : L^2 → E_n is the Riesz projection onto E_n. In Lemma C.4 we show that as n → ∞,

‖Π_{n,q} − Π_n‖_L2_{(I)→L}∞_{(I)}, ‖P_{n,q} − P_n‖_L2_{→L}∞ = o(1), (33) locally uniformly in q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} . Thus using Π_nG_n = Π_n(P_nG̃_n) � �_I and recalling that ‖G_n‖^2_L2_{(I)} = ‖g_n‖^2_L2_{(I)} = 1 we obtain

v_n = ⟨Π_nG_n, g_n⟩_I + ⟨(Π_{n,q} − Π_n)G_n, g_n⟩_I = ⟨P_nG̃_n, Π_ng_n⟩_I + o(1). Moreover, it follows from (33) that uniformly in 0 ⩽ x ⩽ 1

Π_ng_n(x) = e^{iϕn} s_n(x) + o(1), n → ∞, with some real ϕ_n. Similarly, again by (33), uniformly in 0 ⩽ x ⩽ 2 P_nG̃_n(x) = a_ne_n(x) + b_ne_{−n}(x) + o(1), n → ∞, where, since ‖G_n‖_L2_{(I)} = 1 and G_n(0) = 0, the coefficients a_n and b_n can be chosen so that

|a_n|^2 + |b_n|^2 = 1, a_n + b_n = 0.

That is P_nG̃_n(x) = e^{iψn} s_n(x) + o(1) with some real ψ_n and hence ⟨P_nG̃_n, Π_ng_n⟩_I = e^{iψn−iϕn} ⟨s_n, s_n⟩_I + o(1) = e^{iψn−iϕn} + o(1), n → ∞.

From this we conclude

|ν_n| = 1 + o(1), n → ∞.

Therefore, 1/2 ⩽ |ν_n| ⩽ 3/2 for all n ⩾ n^{′′}_s provided n^{′′}_s ⩾ n^′_s is sufficiently large.

Going through the arguments of the proof one verifies that n^{′′}_s can be chosen locally uniformly in q. �

Lemma 2.15 allows to complete the proof of Theorem 2.1 (ii). Proof of Theorem 2.1 (ii). Take the inner product of (31) with g_n and use that |ν_n| ⩾ 1/2 by Lemma 2.15 to conclude that 1 2 |μ_n − λ^+_n | ⩽ |β_n| � |η_n|⟨Π_{n,q} (f^+_n � I ), g_n⟩_I + |γ_n||⟨Π_{n,q} (φ_n � I ), g_n⟩_I | � . (34) Recall that |β_n| ⩽ 1 and note that for any f, g ∈ L^2_C (I) |⟨Π_{n,q} f, g⟩_I | ⩽ |⟨Π_nf, g⟩_I | + |⟨(Π_{n,q} − Π_n)f, g⟩_I | ⩽ (1 + o(1))‖f‖_L2_{(I)}‖g‖_L2_{(I)}, where for the latter inequality we used that by Lemma C.4 (ii), ‖Π_{n,q} − Π_n‖_L2_{(I)→L}2_{(I)} = o(1) as n → ∞. Since ‖f^+_n ‖_L2_{(I)} = ‖φ_n‖_L2_{(I)} = 1 and ‖g_n‖_L2_{(I)} = 1, (34) implies that

|μ_n − λ^+_n | ⩽ (2 + o(1))(|η_n| + |γ_n|) yielding with Lemma 2.13 the estimate

|μ_n − τ_n| ⩽ (3 + o(1))|γ_n| + (32 + o(1))(|γ_n| + |b_n(λ^+_n )| + |b_{−n}(λ^+_n )|). By Theorem 2.1 (i) and Lemma 2.9 (ii) it then follows that (τ_n − μ_n)_{n⩾1} ∈ ℓ^{w,s,∞}

C (N). Going through the arguments of the proof one verifies that the map Fℓ^{w,s,∞}

0,C → ℓ^{w,s,∞}_C (N), q → (τ_n − μ_n)_{n⩾1} is locally bounded. �

2.6 Adapted Fourier Coefficients

The bounds of the operator norm ‖T_n‖_{w,s,∞;n} and the coefficients a_n and b_{±n} of P_nK_n(λ)V , λ ∈ S_n, obtained in Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.9, respectively, are uniform in λ ∈ S_n and in q on bounded subsets of Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} . In addition, they are also uniform with respect to certain ranges of p and the weight w. To give a precise statement we introduce the balls

B^{w,s,∞} m := {q ∈ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} : ‖q‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ m}, B^{s,∞}_m := {q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} : ‖q‖_{s,∞} ⩽ m}.

Then according to Lemma 2.4, given m > 0 and −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, one can choose N_{m,s} so that

16c^′_sm n^{1/2−|s|}

⩽ 1/2, n ⩾ N_{m,s}, (35)

where c^′_s ⩾ c_s ⩾ 1 is chosen as in Lemma 2.10. This estimate implies that

‖T_n(λ)‖_{w,s,∞;n} ⩽ 1/2, ∀ λ ∈ S_n, w ∈ M, q ∈ B^{w,s,∞}_{2m} .

Lemma 2.16 Let −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and m ⩾ 1. For n ⩾ N_{m,s} with N_{m,s} given as in (35), the coefficients a_n and b_{±n} are analytic functions on S_n × B^{s,∞}_m . Moreover, their restrictions to S_n × B^{w,s,∞}_{2m} for any w ∈ M satisfy

(i) |a_n|_{Sn×B}w,s,∞_{2m} ⩽

8c_sm^2 n^{1/2−|s|}

⩽ m/4.

(ii) w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|b_{±n} − q_{±2n}|_{Sn×B}w,s,∞_{2m} ⩽ log⟨n⟩ n^{1−|s|}

8c^′_sm^2 ⩽ log⟨n⟩ n^{1/2} m/4. ⋊

Proof. The claimed analyticity follows from the representations (19) of a_n and b_{±n} and the bounds from Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.9, and Lemma 2.10. �

Lemma 2.17 Let −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and m ⩾ 1. For each n ⩾ N_{m,s} with N_{m,s} given as in (35), there exists a unique real analytic function

α_n : B^{s,∞}_{2m} → C , |α_n − n^2π^2|_Bs,∞_{2m} ⩽

8c_sm^2 n^{1/2−|s|}

⩽ m/4,

such that λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ, ·)|_{λ=αn} ≡ 0 identically on B^{s,∞}_{2m} . ⋊

Proof. We follow the proof of [21, Lemma 5]. Let E denote the space of analytic functions α : B^{s,∞}_{2m} → C with |α −n^2π^2|_Bs,∞_{2m} ⩽^{8csm2}_{n1/2−|s|} equipped with the usual metric induced by the topology of uniform convergence. This space is complete – cf. [6, Theorem A.4]. Fix any n ⩾ N_{m,s} and consider on E the fixed point problem for the operator Λ_n,

Λ_nα := n^2π^2 + a_n(α, ·).

By (35), each such function satisfies

|α − n^2π^2|_Bs,∞_{2m} ⩽ 2m < 4n^{1/2}, and hence maps the ball B^{s,∞}_{2m} into the disc D_n = {|λ − n^2π^2| ⩽ 4n^{1/2}} ⊂ S_n. Therefore, by Lemma 2.16

|Λ_nα − n^2π^2|_Bs,∞_{2m} ⩽ |a_n|_{Sn×B}s,∞_{2m} ⩽

8c_sm^2 n^{1/2−|s|} , meaning that Λ_n maps E into E. Moreover, Λ_n contracts by a factor 1/4 by Cauchy’s estimate,

|∂_λa_n|_{Dn×B}s,∞_{2m} ⩽

|a_n|_{Sn×B}s,∞_{2m} dist(D_n, ∂S_n) ⩽ 1 12n − 4n^{1/2}

8c_sm^2 n^{1/2−|s|} ⩽ 1 4 . Hence, we find a unique fixed point α_n = Λ_nα_n with the properties as claimed. �

To simplify notation define α_{−n} := α_n for n ⩾ 1. For any given m ⩾ 1, define the map Ω^{(m)} on B^{s,∞}_{2m} by

Ω^{(m)}(q) = � 0≠|n|<M_{m,s}

q_{2n}e_{2n} + � |n|⩾M_{m,s}

b_n(α_n(q), q)e_{2n},

where M_{m,s} ⩾ N_{m,s} is chosen such that sup n⩾M_{m,s}

8c^′_s n^{1/2−|s|} ⩽ 1 16m . (36)

Thus, for n ⩾ M_{m,s} the Fourier coefficients of the 1-periodic function r = Ω^{(m)}(q) are r_{2n} = b_n(α_n(q)), r_{−2n} = b_{−n}(α_{−n}(q)), and

B_n(α_n(q), q) = � 0 −r_{2n} −r_{−2n} 0 � . These new Fourier coefficients are adapted to the lengths of the corresponding spectral gaps, whence we call Ω^{(m)} the adapted Fourier coefficient map on B^{s,∞}_m .

Proposition 2.18 For −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and m ⩾ 1, Ω^{(m)} maps B^{s,∞}_m into Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} . Further, for every w ∈ M, its restriction to B^{w,s,∞}_m is a real analytic diffeomorphism

Ω^{(m)} � �_{Bw,s,∞m} : B^{w,s,∞}_m → Ω^{(m)}(B^{w,s,∞}_m ) ⊂ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C}

such that sup q∈B^{w,s,∞} m ‖d_qΩ^{(m)} − Id‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ 1/16, (37)

and B^{w,s,p}_{m/2} ⊂ Ω^{(m)}(B^{w,s,p}_m ). Moreover, 1 2 ‖q‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ ‖Ω^{(m)}(q)‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ 2‖q‖_{w,s,∞}, q ∈ B^{w,s,∞}_m . ⋊ (38)

Proof. Since α_n maps B^{s,∞}_{2m} into S_n for n ⩾ N_{m,s}, each coefficient b_n(α_n(q), q) is well defined for q ∈ B^{s,∞}_{2m} , and by Lemma 2.16

w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|b_n(α_n) − q_{2n}|_Bs,∞_{2m} ⩽ w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|b_n − q_{2n}|_{Sn×B}s,∞_{2m} ⩽

8c_sm^2 n^{1/2−|s|} . Hence the map Ω^{(m)} is defined on B^{s,∞}_{2m} and sup q∈B^{w,s,∞} 2m ‖Ω^{(m)}(q) − q‖_{w,s,∞} = sup_{q∈Bw,s,∞} 2m sup |n|⩾M_{m,s}

w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^s|b_n(α_n) − q_{2n}|_Bw,s,∞_{2m}

⩽ 8c_sm^2 sup_{n⩾Mm,s} 1 n^{1/2−|s|} ⩽ m^2 16m ⩽ m 16 , by our choice (36) of M_{m,s}. Consequently, the inverse function theorem (Lemma A.4) applies proving that Ω^{(m)} is a diffeomorphism onto its image which covers B^{w,s,p}_{m/2} . If q is real valued, then α_n(q) is real and hence by (22) b_{−n}(α_n(q)) = −b_n(α_n(q)) implying that Ω^{(m)}(q) is real valued as well. Altogether we thus have proved that Ω^{(m)} is real analytic.

Finally, we note that by Cauchy’s estimate sup q∈B^{w,s,∞} m ‖d_qΩ^{(m)} − Id‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ sup_{q∈B}w,s,∞_{2m} ‖Ω^{(m)}(q) − q‖_{w,s,∞} m ⩽ 1 16 , hence in view of the mean value theorem for any q_0, q_1 ∈ B^{w,s,p}_m

Ω^{(m)}(q_1) − Ω^{(m)}(q_0) = � 1 + �_1 0 � d_{(1−t)q0 +tq1} Ω^{(m)} − Id � dt � (q_1 − q_0),

we find that 1 2 ‖q_1 − q_0‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ ‖Ω^{(m)}(q_1) − Ω^{(m)}(q_0)‖_{w,s,∞} ⩽ 2‖q_1 − q_0‖_{w,s,∞}. �

2.7 Proof of Theorem 2.2

Proposition 2.19 Let −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, m ⩾ 1, and w ∈ M. If q ∈ B^{s,∞}_m and

Ω^{(m)}(q) ∈ B^{w,s,∞}_{m/2} ,

then q ∈ B^{w,s,∞}_m ⊂ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} . ⋊

Proof. By Proposition 2.18, the map Ω^{(m)} is defined on B^{s,∞}_m and a real analytic diffeomorphism onto its image; for w ∈ M, the restriction of Ω^{(m)} to B^{w,s,∞}_m ⊂ B^{s,∞}_m ∩ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} is again a real analytic diffemorphism onto its image and by Lemma 2.18 this image contains B^{w,s,∞}_{m/2} . Thus, if Ω^{(m)} maps q ∈ B^{s,∞}_m to

r = Ω^{(m)}(q) ∈ B^{w,s,∞}_{m/2} ,

then we must have

q = (Ω^{(m)})^{−1} � �_{Bw,s,∞m/2} (r) ∈ B^{w,s,∞}_m ⊂ Fℓ^{w,s,∞}_{0,C} . �

To proceed, we want to bound the Fourier coefficients of r = Ω^{(m)}(q) in terms of the gap lengths of q.

Lemma 2.20 Let −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, m ⩾ 1, and suppose that q ∈ B^{s,∞}_m , r = Ω^{(m)}(q), and n ⩾ M_{m,s} with M_{m,s} given as in (36). If

r_{−2n} ≠ 0, and 1 9 ⩽ � � � � r_{2n} r_{−2n} � � � � ⩽ 9,

then

|r_{2n}r_{−2n}| ⩽ |γ_n(q)|^2 ⩽ 9|r_{2n}r_{−2n}|. ⋊

Proof. We follow the proof of [21, Lemma 10]. To begin, we write det B_n(λ) = g_+(λ)g_−(λ) with

g_±(λ) := λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(λ) ∓ φ_n(λ), φ_n(λ) = � b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ).

The assumption on r_{±2n} implies that g_± are continuous, even analytic, functions of λ. Indeed, recall that r_{±2n} = b_{±n}(α_n), thus

φ_n(α_n) = � b_n(α_n)b_{−n}(α_n) ≠ 0, ρ_n := |φ_n(α_n)| > 0,

so we may choose φ_n(λ) as a fixed branch of the square root locally around λ = α_n. To obtain an estimate of the domain of analyticity, we consider the disc D^o_n := {λ : |λ − α_n| ⩽ 2ρ_n}. Since by assumption n ⩾ M_{m,s} it follows from (36) together with c_s ⩾ 1 that m 4 ⩽ n^{1/2−|s|} 128 , ∀ n ⩾ M_{m,s}.

Lemma 2.16 then yields

|a_n|_{Sn} ⩽ m 4 ⩽ n^{1/2−|s|} 128 . (39)

To estimate |b_n|_{Sn} note that

|b_n|_{Sn} ⩽ ⟨2n⟩^{|s|}(⟨2n⟩^s|b_n − q_{2n}|_{Sn} + ⟨2n⟩^s|q_{2n}|).

Since q ∈ B^{s,∞}_m , ⟨2n⟩^s|q_{2n}| ⩽ m and hence again by Lemma 2.16 one has

|b_n|_{Sn} ⩽ 2n^{|s|}(m/2 + m) ⩽ 4n^{|s|}m ⩽ n^{1/2} 8 . (40)

Cauchy’s estimate and definition (9) of S_n then gives

|∂_λb_{±n}|_Do_n ⩽

|b_{±n}|_{Sn} dist(D^o_n, ∂S_n) ⩽ n^{1/2}/8 12n − |n^2π^2 − α_n| − 2ρ_n ⩽ 1 88 , (41)

where we used that by Lemma 2.17, |α_n − n^2π^2| ⩽ m/4 ⩽ n^{1/2−|s|}/128 and by (40), ρ_n ⩽ n^{1/2}/8. Note that by (39), the same estimate holds for ∂_λa_n,

|∂_λa_n|_Do_n ⩽ 1/88 (42)

Thus by the mean value theorem, for any λ ∈ D^o_n,

|b_{±n}(λ) − b_{±n}(α_n)|_Do_n ⩽ |∂_λb_{±n}|_Do_n 2ρ_n ⩽ 1 44 ρ_n, (43)

implying that φ_n(λ)^2 is bounded away from zero for λ ∈ D^o_n. Hence φ_n(λ) is analytic for λ ∈ D^o_n.

By Lemma 2.11, det B_n(λ) = g_+(λ)g_−(λ) has precisely two roots in S_n which both are contained in D_n ⊂ S_n. To estimate the location of these roots, we approximate g_±(λ) by h_±(λ) defined by

h_+(λ) = λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(α_n) − φ_n(α_n), h_−(λ) = λ − n^2π^2 − a_n(α_n) + φ_n(α_n).

Since α_n − n^2π^2 − a_n(α_n) = 0, one has

h_+(λ) = λ − α_n − φ_n(α_n), h_−(λ) = λ − α_n + φ_n(α_n).

Clearly, h_+(λ) and h_−(λ) each have precisely one zero λ_+ = α_n + φ_n(α_n) and λ_− = α_n − φ_n(α_n), respectively.

We want to compare h_+ and g_+ on the disc

D^+_n := {λ : |λ − (α_n + φ_n(α_n))| < ρ_n/2} ⊂ D^o_n.

Since h_+(α_n + φ_n(α_n)) = 0, we have

|h_+|_{∂D}+_n = |h_+(λ) − h_+(α_n + φ_n(α_n))|_{∂D}+_n = ρ_n 2 . In the sequel we show that

|∂_λφ_n|_{Dn+} ⩽ 4 88 , (44)

yielding together with (42)

|h_+ − g_+|_D+_n ⩽ |a_n(α_n) − a_n(λ)|_D+_n + |φ_n(α_n) − φ_n(λ)|_D+_n ⩽ � |∂_λa_n|_D+_n + |∂_λφ_n|_D+_n � 2ρ_n < ρ_n 2 = |h_+|_{∂D}+_n .

Thus, it follows from Rouche’s theorem that g_+ has a single root contained in D^+_n . In a similar fashion, we find that g_− has a single root contained in D^−_n := {λ : |λ − (α_n − φ_n(α_n))| < ρ_n/2}. Since the roots of g_±(λ) are roots of det B_n(λ), they have to coincide with λ^±_n and hence

ρ_n ⩽ |λ^+_n − λ^−_n | ⩽ 3ρ_n,

which is the claim.

It remains to show the estimate (44) for ∂_λφ_n on D^+_n . Note that D^+n ⊂ D^o_n and write

|b_n(λ)| = |b_n(λ)b_{−n}(λ)|^{1/2} � � � � b_n(λ) b_{−n}(λ) � � � � 1/2 .

By the assumption of this lemma,^1_9 ⩽^{|bn(αn)|}_{|b−n(αn)|} ⩽ 9 and by the estimate (43), 1 3 ρ_n ⩽ |b_n(α_n)| ⩽ 3ρ_n, |b_n(λ) − b_n(α_n)|_Do_n ⩽ ρ_n 44 . Thus, by the triangle inequality we obtain 41 132 ρ_n = � 1 3 − 1 44 � ρ_n ⩽ |b^+_n |_Do_n ⩽ � 3 + 1 44 � ρ_n = 133 44 ρ_n.

Treating b_{−n} in an analogous way, we arrive at � � � � b^+_n b^−_n � � � �_{Don} , � � � � b^−_n b^+_n � � � �_{Don} ⩽ 10,

which in view of (41) finally yields the desired estimate (44),

|∂_λφ_n|_Do_n ⩽

|∂_λb^+_n |_Do_n 2 � � � b^−_n b^+_n � � � 1/2 D^o_n + |∂_λb^−_n |_Do_n 2 � � � b^+_n b^−n � � � 1/2 D^o_n ⩽ 4 88 . � Lemma 2.21 If q_0 ∈ H^{−1}_0 with gap lengths γ(q_0) ∈ ℓ^{s,∞}, −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, then Iso(q_0) is a ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded subset of Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . In particular, q_0 is in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . ⋊

Proof. Suppose q_0 is a real valued potential in H^{−1}_0 with gap lengths γ(q_0) ∈ ℓ^{s,∞} for some −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. We can choose −1/2 < σ < s and 2 ⩽ p < ∞ so that (s − σ)p > 1 and hence ℓ^{s,∞} → ℓ^{σ,p}. Consequently, by [7, Corollary 3] we have q_0 ∈ Fℓ^{σ,p}. Moreover, by [7, Corollary 4] the isospectral set Iso(q_0) is compact in Fℓ^{σ,p}, hence there exists R > 0 so that Iso(q_0) is contained in the ball B^{σ,p}_R . To prove that Iso(q_0) is a bounded subset of Fℓ^{s,∞}, we choose

m = 4(R + ‖γ(q_0)‖_{s,∞}). (45)

Further, let w_n = ⟨n⟩^{−σ+s}, n ∈ Z. Then w ∈ M, ℓ^{w,σ,∞} = ℓ^{s,∞}, and γ(q_0) ∈ ℓ^{w,σ,∞}, while for any q ∈ Iso(q_0) we have

q ∈ B^{σ,∞}_m .

The map Ω^{(m)} is well defined on B^{σ,∞}_m and

r ≡ r(q) = Ω^{(m)}(q) ∈ Fℓ^{σ,∞}_0 .

Since r is real valued, we have r_{−n} = r_n for all n ∈ Z. Suppose |n| ⩾ M_{m,s}, then it follows from Lemma 2.20 that for any q ∈ Iso(q_0) with |r_n| ≠ 0 that

|r_n| = |r_nr_{−n}|^{1/2} ⩽ |γ_n(q)| = |γ_n(q_0)|.

The same estimate holds true when |r_n| = 0. In particular, it follows that r ∈ Fℓ^{w,σ,∞}

0 . To satisfy the smallness assumption of Proposition 2.19 for ‖r‖_{w,σ,∞}, we modify the weight w: let w^ε be the weight defined by w^ε_n = min(w_n, e^{ε|n|}), n ∈ Z. Note that w^ε_{−n} = w^ε_n, w^ε_n ⩾ 1, and w_{|n|} ⩽ w_{|n|+1} for any n ∈ Z. For ε > 0 sufficiently small, one verifies that log w^ε_{n+m} ⩽ log w^{ep}_n + log w^ε_m for any n, m ∈ Z. Thus for ε > 0 sufficiently small, w^ε is submultiplicative and therefore w^ε ∈ M – see [21, Lemma 9] for details. Moreover,

‖r(q)‖_wε_{,σ,∞} ⩽ sup_{|n|<Mm,σ} e^{ε2n}⟨2n⟩^σ|q_{2n}| + sup_{|n|⩾Mm,σ} w_{2n}⟨2n⟩^σ |r_n|

⩽ e^{2εMm,σ} ‖q‖_{σ,∞} + ‖γ(q_0)‖_{w,σ,∞}.

Choosing ε > 0 sufficiently small, we conclude from (45) that

‖r(q)‖_wε_{,σ,∞} ⩽ 2‖q‖_{σ,∞} + ‖γ(q_0)‖_{s,∞} ⩽ m/2.

Thus Proposition 2.19 applies yielding q ∈ B^{wε,σ,∞}_m . By the definition of w^ε, w_n ≠ w^ε_n holds for at most finitely many n, hence

‖q‖_wε_{,σ,∞} ⩽ C_ε‖q‖_{w,σ,∞},

where the constant C_ε ⩾ 1 depends only on ε and M_{m,σ}, but is independent of q. Since ‖q‖_{w,σ,∞} = ‖q‖_{s,∞}, it thus follows that ‖q‖_{s,∞} ⩽ C_εm for all q ∈ Iso(q_0). �

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Suppose q is a real valued potential in H^{−1}_0 with gap lengths γ(q) ∈ ℓ^{s,∞} for some −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. By the preceding lemma, Iso(q) is bounded in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . Moreover, by [7], Iso(q) is compact in Fℓ^{σ,p}_0 for any 2 ⩽ p < ∞ and −1/2 ⩽ σ ⩽ 0 with (s − σ)p > 1. Consequently, Iso(q) is weak* compact in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 by Lemma B.1. �

3 Birkhoff coordinates on Fℓ^{s,∞}_0

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4. First let us recall the results on Birkhoff coordinates on H^{−1}_0 obtained in [10].

Theorem 3.1 ([10, 15]) There exists a complex neighborhood W of H^{−1}_0 within H^{−1}_{0,C} and an analytic map Φ: W → h^{−1/2}_{0,C} , q → (z_n(q))_{n∈Z} with the following properties:

(i) Φ is canonical in the sense that {z_n, z_{−n}} =

�_1 0 ∂_uz_n∂_x∂_uz_{−n} dx = i for all n ⩾ 1, whereas all other brackets between coordinate functions vanish.

(ii) For any s ⩾ −1, the restriction Φ|_Hs_0 is a map Φ|_Hs_0 : H^s_0 → h^{s+1/2}_0 which is a bianalytic diffeomorphism.

(iii) The KdV Hamiltonian H ∘ Φ^{−1}, expressed in the new variables, is defined on h^{3/2}_0 and depends on the action variables alone. In fact, it is a real analytic function of the actions on the positive quadrant ℓ^{3,1}_+ (N),

ℓ^{3,1}_+ (N) := {(I_n)_{n⩾1} : I_n ⩾ 0 ∀ n ⩾ 1, � n⩾1 n^3I_n < ∞}. ⋊

We will also need the following result (cf. [10, § 3]).

Theorem 3.2 ([10]) After shrinking, if necessary, the complex neighborhood W of H^{−1}_0 in H^{−1}_{0,C} of Theorem 3.1 the following holds:

(i) Let Z_n = {q ∈ H^{−1}_0 : γ^2_n(q) ≠ 0} for n ⩾ 1. The quotient I_n/γ^2_n, defined on H^{−1}_0 \ Z_n, extends analytically to W for any n ⩾ 1. Moreover, for any ε > 0 and any q ∈ W there exists n_0 ⩾ 1 and an open neighborhood W_q of q in W so that � � � �8nπ

I_n γ^2_n − 1 � � � � ⩽ ε, ∀ n ⩾ n^0 ∀ p ∈ W^q . (46)

(ii) The Birkhoff coordinates (z_n)_{n∈Z} are analytic as maps from W into C and fulfill locally uniformly in W and uniformly for n ⩾ 1, the estimate

|z_{±n}| = O � |γ_n| + |μ_n − τ_n| √ n � . (iii) For any q ∈ W and n ⩾ 1 one has I_n(q) = 0 if and only if γ_n(q) = 0. In particular, Φ(0) = 0. ⋊

3.1 Birkhoff coordinates

In [7] based on the results of [15], the restrictions of the Birkhoff map

Φ: H^{−1}_0 → h^{−1/2}_0 , q → (z_n(q))_{n∈Z}, z_0(q) = 0,

to the Fourier Lebesgue spaces Fℓ^{s,p}_0 , −1/2 ⩽ s ⩽ 0, 2 ⩽ p < ∞, are studied. It turns out that the arguments developed in the papers [7, 13] can be adapted to prove Theorem 1.4. As a first step we extend the results in [7] for Fℓ^{s,p}_0 , −1/2 ⩽ s ⩽ 0, 2 ⩽ p < ∞, to the case p = ∞. More precisely, we prove

Lemma 3.3 For any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0

Φ_{s,∞} ≡ Φ � � � �_{Fℓs,∞0} : Fℓ^{s,∞}0 → ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}0 , q → (z^n(q))^{n∈Z},

is real analytic and extends analytically to an open neighborhood W_{s,∞} of Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 in Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} . Its Jacobian d_0Φ_{s,∞} at q = 0 is the weighted Fourier transform

d_0Φ_{s,∞} : Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 → ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 , f → � 1 � 2π max(|n|, 1)

⟨f, e_{2n}⟩ � n∈Z with inverse given by

(d_0Φ_{s,∞})^{−1} : ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}

0 → Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , (z_n)_{n∈Z} → � n∈Z � 2π|n|z_ne_{2n}.

In particular, Φ_{s,∞} is a local diffeomorphism at q = 0. ⋊

Proof. The coordinate functions z_n(q) are analytic functions on the complex neighborhood W ⊂ H^{−1}_{0,C} of H^{−1}_0 of Theorem 3.2. Since for any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} → H^{−1}_{0,C} , it follows that their restrictions to W_{s,∞} = W ∩ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} are analytic as well. Furthermore,

z_{±n}(q) = O � |γ_n(q)| + |μ_n(q) − τ_n(q)| √ n �

locally uniformly on W and uniformly in n ⩾ 1. By the asymptotics of the periodic and Dirichlet eigenvalues of Theorems 2.1, Φ_{s,∞} maps the complex neighborhood W_{s,∞} := W ∩ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} of Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 into the space ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_{0,C} and is locally bounded. Using [12, Theorem A.3], one sees that Φ_{s,∞} is analytic. The formulas for d_0Φ_{s,∞} and its inverse follow from [12, Theorem 9.7] by continuity. �

In a second step, following arguments used in [13], we prove that Φ_{s,∞} is onto.

Lemma 3.4 For any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, the map Φ_{s,∞} : Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 → ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 is onto. ⋊

Proof. Given any z ∈ ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 ⊂ h^{−1/2}_0 , there exists q ∈ H^{−1}_0 so that Φ(q) = z. Moreover, by Theorem 3.2 (i) we have for all n sufficiently large � � � 8nπI_n

γ^2_n � � � ⩾ 1 2 . Since I_n = z_nz_{−n} and z ∈ ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 , this implies γ(q) ∈ ℓ^{s,∞}(N). Using Theorem 2.2, we conclude that q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . Since by definition Φ_{s,∞} is the restriction of the Birkhoff map Φ to Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , we conclude that

Φ_{s,∞}(q) = z.

This completes the proof. �

3.2 Isospectral sets

Recall that for any z ∈ h^{−1/2}_0 , the torus T_z ⊂ h^{−1/2}_0 was introduced in (2).

Lemma 3.5 Suppose q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0.

(i) Iso(q) is bounded in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 .

(ii) Φ_{s,∞}(Iso(q)) = T_{Φ(q)}.

(iii) If Φ(q) /∈ c^s_0 = {z ∈ ℓ^{s,∞}_0 : ⟨n⟩^sz_n → 0}, then Φ(Iso(q)) is not compact in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 . ⋊

Proof. (i) follows from Theorem 2.2. According to [10] the identity Φ(Iso(q)) = T_{Φ(q)} holds for any q ∈ H^{−1}_0 and thus implies (ii). Suppose q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 is such that z = Φ(q) /∈ c^s_0. Then there exists ε > 0 and a subsequence (ν_n)_{n⩾1} ⊂ N with ν_n → ∞ so that

⟨ν_n⟩^s|z_{νn} | ⩾ ε, ∀ n ⩾ 1.

For every m ∈ N define z^{(m)} ∈ T_z by setting z^{(m)}_0 = 0 and for any k ⩾ 1, z_{−k} = z^{(m)}_k and

z^{(m)}_k = � � � −z_k, k = ν_m, z_k, otherwise.

It follows that ‖z^{(m1)} − z^{(m2)}‖_{s,∞} ⩾ 2ε for all m_1 ≠ m_2, hence T_z is not compact. �

3.3 Weak* topology In this subsection we establish various properties of Φ_{s,∞} related to the weak* topology.

Lemma 3.6 For any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, the map Φ_{s,∞} : Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 → ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 is ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded. ⋊

Proof. It suffices to consider the case of the ball B^{s,∞}_m ⊂ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 of radius m ⩾ 1. Since B^{s,∞}_m embeds compactly into H^{−1}_0 , (46) implies that one can choose N ⩾ N_{m,s} such that for all q ∈ B^{s,∞}_m ,

8nπI_n

γ^2_n

⩽ 2, n ⩾ N.

Since |z_n(q)|^2 = I_n, we conclude with Lemma 2.12 that

‖T_N Φ(q)‖_{s+1/2,∞} = sup_{|n|⩾N}⟨n⟩^{s+1/2}|z_n|

⩽ sup_{|n|⩾N}⟨n⟩^s|γ_n|

⩽ 4‖T_N q‖_{s,∞} +

16c_s N^{1/2−|s|}

‖q‖^2_{s,∞}, q ∈ B^{s,∞}_m .

Moreover, each of the finitely many remaining coordinate functions z_n(q), |n| < N, is real analytic on H^{−1}_0 and hence bounded on the compact set B^{s,∞}_m , which proves the claim. �

Lemma 3.7 For any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, the map Φ_{s,∞} : Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 → ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 maps weak* convergent sequences to weak* convergent sequences. ⋊

Proof. Given q^{(k) ∗}⇁ q in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , there exists m ⩾ 1 so that (q^{(k)})_{k⩾1} ⊂ B^{s,∞}_m . Since q^{(k)} → q in H^{−1}_0 and Φ: H^{−1}_0 → h^{−1/2}_0 is continuous, it follows that z^{(k)} := Φ(q^{(k)}) → Φ(q) =: z in h^{−1/2}_0 . In particular, z^{(k)}_n → z_n for all n ∈ Z. By the previous lemma it follows that (z^{(k)})_{k⩾1} is bounded in ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 and hence z^{(k) ∗}⇁ z in ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 . �

Corollary 3.8 For any −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and m ⩾ 1, the map

Φ_{s,∞} : (B^{s,∞}_m , σ(Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , Fℓ^{−s,1}_0 )) → (ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 , σ(ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 , ℓ^{−(s+1/2),1}_0 ))

is a homeomorphism onto its image. ⋊

Proof. By Lemma B.1, (B^{s,∞}_m , σ(Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , Fℓ^{−s,1}_0 )) is metrizable. Hence by Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7, the map Φ: (B^{s,∞}_m , σ(Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , Fℓ^{−s,1}_0 )) → (ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 , σ(ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 , ℓ^{−(s+1/2),1}_0 )) is continuous. Since Φ_{s,∞} : Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 → ℓ^{s+1/2,∞}_0 is bijective and B^{s,∞}_m is compact with respect to the weak* topology, the claim follows. �

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.4 and asymptotics of the KdV frequencies

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The claim follows from Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.6, and Corollary 3.8. �

Recall that in [17] the KdV frequencies ω_n = ∂_{In} H have been proved to extend real analytically to H^{−1}_0 – see also [11] for more recent results.

Lemma 3.9 Uniformly on ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded subsets of Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, ω_n = (2nπ)^3 − 6I_n + o(1). ⋊

Proof. The claim follows immediately from [11, Theorem 3.6] and the fact that Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 embeds compactly into Fℓ^{−1/2,p} if (s + 1/2)p > 1. �

4 Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.1. According to [17], for any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 → H^{−1}_0 , the solution curve t → S(q)(t) ∈ H^{−1}_0 exists globally in time and is contained in Iso(q). Since the latter is ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded by Lemma 2.21, the solution curve is uniformly ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded in time,

sup_{t∈R}‖S(q)(t)‖_{s,∞} ⩽ sup_{q̃∈Iso(q)}‖q̃‖ < ∞.

By [17], any coordinate function t → (S(q))_n(t), n ∈ Z, is continuous and hence R → (Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 , τ_{w∗}), t → S(q)(t) is a continuous map. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose V ⊂ Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 is a ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded subset. Then there exists m ⩾ 1 so that V ⊂ B^{s,∞}_m and the weak* topology induced on B^{s,∞}_m coincides with the norm topology induced from Fℓ^{σ,p}_0 provided (s−σ)p > 1 – see Lemma B.1. Since by [7], for any −1/2 ⩽ σ ⩽ 0, 2 ⩽ p < ∞, the map

S : (V, ‖·‖_{σ,p}) → C([−T, T ], (V, ‖·‖_{σ,p}))

is continuous, it follows that

S : (V, τ_{w∗}) → C([−T, T ], (V, τ_{w∗}))

is continuous as well. �

Proof of Remark 1.2. Since by Lemma 3.3, the Birkhoff map Φ is a local diffeomorphism near 0, it suffices to show for generic small initial data q in Fℓ^{s,∞}_0 that the solution curve t → S(q)(t), expressed in Birkhoff coordinates, is not continuous. But this latter claim follows in a straightforward way from the asymptotics of the KdV frequencies of Lemma 3.9. �

5 Wiener Algebra

It turns out that by our methods we can also prove that the KdV equation is globally in time C^ω-wellposed on Fℓ^{0,1}_0 , referred to as Wiener algebra. Actually, we prove such a result for any Fourier Lebesgue space Fℓ^{N,1}_0 with N ∈ Z_{⩾0}.

5.1 Birkhoff coordinates

In a first step we prove that Fℓ^{N,1}_0 admits global Birkhoff coordinates. More precisely, we show

Theorem 5.1 For any N ∈ Z_{⩾0}, the restriction Φ_{N,1} of the Birkhoff map Φ to Fℓ^{N,1}_0 takes values in ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 and Φ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 is a real analytic diffeomorphism, and therefore provides global Birkhoff coordinates on Fℓ^{N,1}_0 . ⋊

Before we prove Theorem 5.1, we need to review the spectral theory of the Schrödinger operator −∂^2_x + q for q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_0 .

5.2 Spectral Theory

The spectral theory of the operator L(q) = −∂^2_x +q for q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_0 was considered in [21] where the following results were shown.

Theorem 5.2 ([21, Theorem 1 & 4]) Let N ∈ Z_{⩾0}.

(i) For any q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} , the sequence of gap lengths (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1}, defined in (5) is in ℓ^{N,1}_C (N) and the map

Fℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} → ℓ^{N,1}_C (N), q → (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1}, is uniformly bounded on bounded subsets.

(ii) For any q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} , the sequence (τ_n − μ_n(q))_{n⩾1} – cf. (5)-(6) – is in ℓ^{N,1}_C (N) and the map

Fℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} → ℓ^{N,1}_C (N), q → (τ_n(q) − μ_n(q))_{n⩾1}, is uniformly bounded on bounded subsets. ⋊ In addition, the following spectral characterization for a potential q ∈ L^2 to be in Fℓ^{N,1}_0 holds.

Theorem 5.3 ([21, Theorem 3]) Let q ∈ L^2_0 and assume that (γ_n(q))_{n⩾1} ∈ ℓ^{N,1}_R for some N ∈ Z_{⩾0}. Then q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_0 and Iso(q) ⊂ Fℓ^{N,1}_0 . ⋊

5.3 Proof of Theorem 5.1 Theorem 5.1 will follow from the following lemmas. Lemma 5.4 For any N ∈ Z_{⩾0}

Φ_{N,1} ≡ Φ � � �_{FℓN,10} : Fℓ^{N,1}0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}0 , q → (z^n(q))^{n∈Z}, is real analytic and extends analytically to an open neighborhood W_{N,1} of Fℓ^{N,1}_0 in Fℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} . ⋊ Proof. The coordinate functions z_n(q) = (Φ(q))_n, n ∈ Z, are analytic functions on the complex neighborhood W ⊂ H^{−1}_{0,C} of H^{−1}_0 of Theorem 3.2. Furthermore, z_{±n}(q) = O � |γ_n(q)| + |μ_n(q) − τ_n(q)| √ n �

locally uniformly on W and uniformly in n ⩾ 1. By the asymptotics of the periodic and Dirichlet eigenvalues of Theorem 5.2, Φ_{N,1} maps the complex neighborhood W_{N,1} := W∩Fℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} of Fℓ^{N,1}_0 into the space ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_{0,C} and is locally bounded. It then follows from [6, Theorem A.4] that for any ξ ∈ ℓ^{−(N+1/2),∞}_{0,C} , the map q → ⟨ξ, Φ(q)⟩ is analytic on W ∩ ℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} implying that Φ: W_{N,1} → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}

0,C is weakly analytic. Hence by [6, Theorem A.3], Φ_{N,1} is analytic. � Next, following arguments used in [13], we prove that Φ_{N,1} is onto.

Lemma 5.5 For any N ∈ Z_{⩾0}, the map Φ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 is onto. ⋊

Proof. For any z ∈ ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 ⊂ h^{1/2}_0 , there exists q ∈ L^2_0 so that Φ(q) = z. Moreover, by Theorem 3.2 (i) we have for all n sufficiently large � � � 8nπI_n

γ^2_n � � � ⩾ 1 2 . Since I_n = z_nz_{−n} and z ∈ ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 , this implies γ(q) ∈ ℓ^{N,1}(N). Using Theorem 5.3, we conclude that q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_0 . Since by definition Φ_{N,1} is the restriction of the Birkhoff map Φ to Fℓ^{N,1}_0 , we conclude

Φ_{N,1}(q) = z.

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 5.6 For any q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_0 with N ∈ Z_{⩾0},

d_qΦ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0

is a linear isomorphism. ⋊

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, d_qΦ: H^{−1}_0 → h^{−1/2}_0 is a linear isomorphism for any q ∈ H^{−1}_0 . Since d_qΦ_{N,1} = d_q Φ � �_{FℓN,10} for any q ∈ Fℓ^{N,1}_0 , it follows from

Lemma 5.4 that d_q Φ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 is one-to one. To show that d_qΦ_{N,1} is onto, note that by Theorem 3.1, d_0Φ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 is a weighted Fourier transform and hence a linear isomorphism. It therefore suffices to show that d_qΦ_{N,1} − d_0Φ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 is a compact operator implying that d_qΦ_{N,1} is a Fredholm operator of index zero and thus a linear isomorphism. To show that d_qΦ_{N,1} − d_0Φ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 is compact we use that by [14, Theorem 1.4], for any q ∈ H^N_0 , the restriction of d_q Φ to H^N_0 has the property that d_qΦ − d_0Φ: H^N_0 → h^{N+3/2}_0 is a bounded linear operator. In view of the fact that Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → H^N_0 is bounded and h^{N+3/2}_0 →_c ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 is compact, it follows that

d_qΦ_{N,1} − d_0Φ_{N,1} : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0

is a compact operator. �

5.4 Frequencies

Finally, we need to consider the KdV frequencies introduced in Subsection 3.4. They are viewed either as functions on Fℓ^{N,1}_0 or as functions of the Birkhoff coordinates on ℓ^{N+1/2,1} 0 . Lemma 5.7 The KdV frequencies ω_n, n ⩾ 1, admit a real analytic extension to a common complex neighborhood W^{N,1} of Fℓ^{N,1}_0 , N ∈ Z_{⩾0}, and for any r > 1 have the asymptotic behavior

ω_n − 8n^3π^3 = ℓ^r_n,

locally uniformly on W^{N,1}. ⋊

Proof. Since Fℓ^{N,1}_{0,C} → L^2_{0,C} this is an immediate consequence of [11, Theorem 3.6]. �

5.5 Wellposedness We are now in position to prove that the KdV equation is globally in time C^ωwellposed on Fℓ^{N,1}_0 for any N ∈ Z_{⩾0}. First we consider the KdV equation in Birkhoff coordinates. Let S_Φ : (t, z) → (φ^t_n(z))_{n∈Z} denote the flow in Birkhoff coordinates with coordinate functions

φ^t_n(z) = e^{iωn(z)t}z_n, n ∈ Z.

Lemma 5.8 For any N ∈ Z_{⩾0} and T > 0, the map

S_Φ : ℓ^{N+1/2,1}

0 → C([−T, T ], ℓ^{N+1/2,1}_0 ), z → (t → S_Φ(t, z)), is real-analytic. ⋊ Proof. Since ω_n − 8n^3π^3 = o(1) locally uniformly, this is an immediate consequence of [11, Theorem E.1]. � Theorem 5.9 For any N ∈ Z_{⩾0}, the KdV equation is globally in time C^ωwellposed on Fℓ^{N,1}_0 . More precisely, for any T > 0, the map

S : Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → C([−T, T ], Fℓ^{N,1}_0 ), q → (t → S(t, q)), is real analytic. ⋊ Proof. The claim follows immediately from the Lemma 5.8 and the fact established in Theorem 5.1 that the Birkhoff map is a real analytic diffeomorphism Φ: Fℓ^{N,1}_0 → ℓ^{N+1/2,1}

0 . �

A Auxiliaries

Lemma A.1 For any 1/2 < σ < ∞ there exists a constant C_σ > 0 so that for any n ⩾ 1, � |m|≠n 1 |m^2−n^2|^σ is bounded by Cσ /n

2σ−1 if 1/2 < σ < 1, C σ log⟨n⟩ n if σ = 1, and C_σ /n^σ if σ > 1. ⋊ Proof. [7, Lemma A.1]. �

For any s ∈ R and 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞ denote by ℓ^{s,p}_C ≡ ℓ^{s,p}(Z, C) the sequence space

ℓ^{s,p}_C = {z = (z_k)_{k∈Z} ⊂ C : ‖z‖_{s,p} < ∞}.

Lemma A.2 Suppose −1/2 < s ⩽ 0. For any −1 ⩽ σ < s and 2 ⩽ p < ∞ with (s − σ)p > 1 one has ℓ^{s,∞}_C → ℓ^{σ,p}_C and the embedding is compact. In particular, for any ε > 0, ℓ^{s,∞}_C → h^{−1/2+s−ε}_C . ⋊

Proof. By Hölder’s inequality � � m∈Z ⟨m⟩^{σp}|a_m|^p

�_{1/p} ⩽ � sup_{m∈Z}⟨m⟩^s|a_m| � � m∈Z ⟨m⟩^{−(s−σ)p}

�_{1/2} , provided (s − σ)p > 1. Hence ℓ^{s,∞}_C → ℓ^{σ,p}_C . The compactness follows from the well known characterization of compact subsets in ℓ^p. �

The following result is well known – cf. [7, Lemma 20].

Lemma A.3 (i) Let −1 ⩽ t < −1/2. For a = (a_m)_{m∈Z} ∈ h^t_C and b = (b_m)_{m∈Z} ∈ h^1_C , the convolution a∗b = ( � m∈Za_{n−m}b_m)_{n∈Z} is well defined and ‖a ∗ b‖_{t,2} ⩽ C_t‖a‖_{t,2}‖b‖_{1,2}.

(ii) Let −1/2 ⩽ s ⩽ 0 and −s − 3/2 < t < 0. For any a = (a_m)_{m∈Z} ∈ ℓ^{s,∞}_C and b = (b_m)_{m∈Z} ∈ h^{t+2}_C ,

‖a ∗ b‖_{s,∞} ⩽ C_{s,t}‖a‖_{s,∞}‖b‖_{t+2,2}. ⋊ The following result is a version of the inverse function theorem.

Lemma A.4 Let E be a complex Banach space and denote for r > 0, B_r = {x ∈ E : ‖x‖ ⩽ r}. If f : B_m → E is analytic for some m ⩾ 1, and sup x∈B_m

|f(x) − x| ⩽ m/8,

then f is an analytic diffeomorphism onto its image, and this image covers B_{m/2}. ⋊

B Facts on the weak * topology

In this subsection we collect various properties of the weak* topology τ_{w∗} = σ(ℓ^{s,∞}_0 , ℓ^{−s,1}_0 ) on ℓ^{s,∞}_0 needed in the course of the paper. Lemma B.1 Let s ∈ R.

(i) The closed unit ball of ℓ^{s,∞}_0 is weak* compact, weak* sequentially compact, and the topology induced by the weak* topology on this ball is metrizable.

(ii) For any sequence (x^{(m)})_{m⩾1} ⊂ ℓ^{s,∞}_0 and x ∈ ℓ^{s,∞}_0 the following statements are equivalent:

(a) (x^{(m)}) is weak* convergent to x.

(b) (x^{(m)}) is ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded and componentwise convergent, i.e.

sup_{m⩾1}‖x^{(m)}‖_{s,∞} < ∞, lim_{m→∞} x^{(m)}_n = x_n, ∀ n ∈ Z.

(c) (x^{(m)}) is ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded and x^{(m)} → x in ℓ^{σ,p}_0 for some σ < s and 1 ⩽ p < ∞ with (s − σ)p > 1.

(iii) For any subset A ⊂ ℓ^{s,∞}_0 the following statements are equivalent:

(a) A is weak* compact.

(b) A is weak* sequentially compact. (c) A is ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded and weak* closed.

(d) A is ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded and A is a compact subset of ℓ^{σ,p}_0 for some σ < s and 1 ⩽ p < ∞ with (s − σ)p > 1.

(iv) On any ‖·‖_{s,∞}-norm bounded subset A ⊂ ℓ^{s,∞}_0 , the topology induced by the ‖·‖_{σ,p}-norm, provided (s−σ)p > 1, coincides with the topology induced by the weak* topology of ℓ^{s,∞}_0 . ⋊

C Schrödinger Operators

In this appendix we review definitions and properties of Schrödinger operators −∂^2_x + q with a singular potential q used in Section 2 – see e.g. [9] and [23].

Boundary conditions. Denote by H^1_C [0, 1] = H^1([0, 1], C ) the Sobolev space of functions f : [0, 1] → C which together with their distributional derivative ∂_xf are in L^2_C [0, 1]. On H^1_C [0, 1] we define the following three boundary conditions (bc),

(per +) f(1) = f(0); (per −) f(1) = −f(0); (dir) f(1) = f(0) = 0.

The corresponding subspaces of H^1_C [0, 1] are defined by

H^1_{bc} = {f ∈ H^1_C [0, 1] : f satisfies (bc)},

and their duals are denoted by H^{−1}_{bc} := (H^1_{bc})^′. Note that H^1_{per +} can be canonically identified with the Sobolev space H^1(R/Z, C ) of 1-periodic functions f : R → C which together with their distributional derivative are in L^2_{loc}(R, C ). Analogously, H^1_{per −} can be identified with the subspace of H^1(R/2Z, C ) consisting of functions f : R → C with f, ∂_xf ∈ L^2_{loc}(R, C ) satisfying f(x+1) = −f(x) for all x ∈ R. In the sequel we will not distinguish these pairs of spaces. Furthermore, note that H^1_{dir} is a subspace of H^1_{per +} as well as of H^1_{per −}. Denote by ⟨·, ·⟩_{bc} the extension of the L^2-inner product ⟨f, g⟩_I =

�_1 0 f(x)g(x) dx to a sesquilinear pairing of H^{−1}_{bc} and H^1_{bc}. Finally, we record that the multiplication

H^1_{bc} × H^1_{bc} → H^1_{per +}, (f, g) → fg, (47)

and the complex conjugation H^1_{bc} → H^1_{bc}, f → f are bounded operators.

Multiplication operators. For q ∈ H^{−1}_{per +} define the operator V_{bc} of multiplication by q, V_{bc} : H^1_{bc} → H^{−1}_{bc} as follows: for any f ∈ H^1_{bc}, V_{bc}f is the element in H^{−1}_{bc} given by

⟨V_{bc}f, g⟩_{bc} := ⟨q, fg⟩_{per +}, g ∈ H^1_{bc}.

In view of (47), V_{bc} is a well defined bounded linear operator. Lemma C.1 Let q ∈ H^{−1}_{per +}. For any g ∈ H^1_{dir}, the restriction (V_{per ±}g) � �_{H1dir} : H 1_{dir} → C coincides with V_{dir}g : H^1_{dir} → C . ⋊ Proof. Since any h ∈ H^1_{dir} is also in H^1_{per +}, the definitions of V_{per +} and V_{dir} imply

⟨V_{per +}g, h⟩_{per +} = ⟨q, gh⟩_{per +} = ⟨V_{dir}g, h⟩_{dir}, which gives (V_{per +}g) � �_{H1dir} = V_{dir}g. Similarly, one sees that V_{per −}g � �_{H1dir} = V_{dir}g. �

It is convenient to introduce also the space H^1_{per +} ⊕ H^1_{per −} and define the multiplication operator V of multiplication by q

V : H^1_{per +} ⊕ H^1_{per −} → H^{−1}_{per +} ⊕ H^{−1}_{per −}, (f, g) → (V_{per +}f, V_{per −}g). We note that H^1_{per +} ⊕ H^1_{per −} can be canonically identified with H^1(R/2Z, C ), H^1(R/2Z, C ) → H^1_{per +} ⊕ H^1_{per −}, f → (f^+, f^−), where f^+(x) =^1_2 (f(x) + f(x + 1)) and f^−(x) =^1_2 (f(x) − f(x + 1)). Its dual is denoted by H^{−1}(R/2Z, C ).

Fourier basis. The spaces H^1_{per ±}, H^1(R/2Z, C ) and H^1_{dir} and their duals admit the following standard Fourier basis. Recall from Appendix A that for any s ∈ R and 1 ⩽ p ⩽ ∞, we denote by ℓ^{s,p}_C ≡ ℓ^{s,p}(Z, C) the sequence space ℓ^{s,p}_C = {z = (z_k)_{k∈Z} ⊂ C : ‖z‖_{s,p} < ∞}.

Basis for H^1_{per +}, H^{−1}_{per +}. Any element f ∈ H^1_{per +} [H^{−1}_{per +}] can be represented as f = � m∈Zf_me_m, e_m(x) := e^{imπx}, where (f_m)_{m∈Z} ∈ h^1_C [h^{−1}_C ] and f_{2m} = ⟨f, e_{2m}⟩_{per +}, f_{2m+1} = 0, ∀ m ∈ Z.

Furthermore, for any q = � m∈Zq_me_m ∈ H^{−1}_{per +},

V_{per +}f = � n∈Z � � m∈Z q_{n−m}f_m � e_n ∈ H^{−1}_{per +}.

Note that by Lemma A.3, ( � m∈Zq_{n−m}f_m)_{n∈Z} is in h^{−1}_C .

Basis for H^1_{per −}, H^{−1}_{per −}. Any element f ∈ H^1_{per −} [H^{−1}_{per −}] can be represented as f = � m∈Zf_me_m where (f_m)_{m∈Z} ∈ h^1_C [h^{−1}_C ] and

f_{2m+1} = ⟨f, e_{2m+1}⟩_{per −}, f_{2m} = 0, ∀ m ∈ Z.

Similarly, for any q = � m∈Zq_me_m ∈ H^{−1}_{per +},

V_{per −}f = � n∈Z � � m∈Z q_{n−m}f_m � e_n ∈ H^{−1}_{per −}.

Basis for H^1(R/2Z, C ), H^{−1}(R/2Z, C ). Any element f ∈ H^1(R/2Z, C ) [H^{−1}(R/2Z, C )] can be represented as f = � m∈Zf_me_m where f_m = ⟨f, e_m⟩. Here ⟨f, g⟩ := 1 2 �_2 0 f(x)g(x) dx denotes the normalized L^2-inner product on [0, 2] extended to a sesquilinear pairing between H^1(R/2Z, R) and its dual. In particular, for f ∈ H^1(R/2Z, C ), and m ∈ Z,

⟨f, e_m⟩ = 1 2 �_2 0 f(x)e^{−imπx} dx.

For any q = � m∈Zq_me_m ∈ H^{−1}_{per +} → H^1(R/2Z, C )

V f = � n∈Z � � m∈Z q_{n−m}f_m � e_n ∈ H^{−1}(R/2Z, C ).

Basis for H^1_{dir}, H^{−1}_{dir} : Note that ( √ 2 sin(mπx))_{m⩾1} is an L^2-orthonormal basis of L^2_0([0, 1], C ). Hence any element f ∈ H^1_{dir} can be represented as

f(x) = � m⩾1 ⟨f, s_m⟩_I s_m(x) = 1 2 � m∈Z f^{sin}_m s_m(x), s_m(x) = √ 2 sin(mπx),

where f^{sin}_m =

�_1 0 f(x)s_m(x) dx, m ∈ Z. For any element g ∈ H^{−1}_{dir} one gets by duality g = 1 2 � m∈Z g^{sin}_m s_m, g^{sin}_m = ⟨g, s_m⟩_{dir}.

One verifies that g^{sin}_{−m} = −g^{sin}_m for all m ∈ Z and � m∈Z⟨m⟩^{−2}|g^{sin}_m |^2 < ∞. For any q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} with ‖q‖_{t,2} < ∞ and −1 < t < −1/2, we need to expand for a given f ∈ H^1_{dir}, V_{dir}f ∈ H^{−1}_{dir} in its sine series^1_2 � m∈Z(V_{dir}f)^{sin}_m s_m where by the definition of V_{dir}

(V_{dir}f)^{sin}_m = ⟨V_{dir}f, s_m⟩_{dir} = ⟨q, fs_m⟩_{per +} = 1 2 � n∈Z f^{sin}_n ⟨q, s_ns_m⟩_{per +}.

Using that f^{sin}_{−n} = −f^{sin}_n for any n ∈ Z and

s_m(x)s_n(x) = cos((m − n)πx) − cos((m + n)πx) it follows that for any m ∈ Z 1 2 � m−n even n∈Z f^{sin}_n ⟨q, s_ns_m⟩_{per +} = � m−n even n∈Z f^{sin}_n ⟨q, cos((m − n)πx)⟩_{per +}.

Note that ⟨q, cos((m − n)πx)⟩_{per +} is well defined as cos((m − n)πx) ∈ H^1_{per +} if m − n is even. If m − n is odd, we decompose the difference of the cosines in H^1_{per +} as follows

cos((m − n)πx) − cos((m + n)πx)

= (cos((m − n)πx) − cos(πx)) − (cos((m + n)πx) − cos(πx))

and then obtain, using again that f^{sin}_{−n} = −f^{sin}_n for all n ∈ Z, 1 2 � m−n odd n∈Z f^{sin}_n ⟨q, s_ns_m⟩_{per +} = � m−n odd n∈Z f^{sin}_n ⟨q, cos((m − n)πx) − cos(πx)⟩_{per +}.

Altogether we have shown that

V_{dir}f = 1 2 � m∈Z � � n∈Z q^{cos}_{m−n}f^{sin}_n � s_m,

where

q^{cos}_k = � � � ⟨q, cos(kπx)⟩_{per +}, if k ∈ Z even, ⟨q, cos(kπx) − cos(πx)⟩_{per +}, if k ∈ Z odd.

(48)

Since by assumption ‖q‖_{t,2} < ∞ with −1 < t < −1/2, one argues as in [9, Proposition 3.4], using duality and interpolation, that � � m∈Z ⟨m⟩^{2t}|q^{cos}_m |^2

�_{1/2} ⩽ C_t‖q‖_{t,2}. (49)

Schrödinger operators with singular potentials. For any q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} denote by L(q) the unbounded operator −∂^2_x + V acting on H^{−1}(R/2Z, C ) with domain H^1(R/2Z, C ). As H^1(R/2Z, C ) = H^1_{per +} ⊕ H^1_{per −} and V = V_{per +} ⊕ V_{per −} the operator L(q) leaves the spaces H^1_{per ±} invariant and L(q) = L_{per +}(q)⊕L_{per −}(q) with L_{per ±}(q) = −∂^2_x + V_{per ±}. Hence the spectrum spec(L(q)) of L(q), also referred to as spectrum of q, is the union spec(L_{per +}(q)) ∪ spec(L_{per −}(q)) of the spectra spec(L_{per ±}(q)) of L_{per ±}(q). The spectrum spec(L(q)) is known to be discrete and to consist of complex eigenvalues which, when counted with multiplicities and ordered lexicographically, satisfy

λ^+_0 ≼ λ^−_1 ≼ λ^+_1 ≼ · · · , λ^±_n = n^2π^2 + nℓ^2_n,

– see e.g. [16]. For any q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} there exists N ⩾ 1 so that

|λ^±_n − n^2π^2| ⩽ n/2, n ⩾ N, |λ^±_n | ⩽ (N − 1)^2π^2 + N/2, n < N, (50) where N can be chosen locally uniformly in q on H^{−1}_{0,C} . Since for q = 0 and n ⩾ 0, Δ(λ^+_{2n}(0), 0) = 2 and Δ(λ^+_{2n+1}(0), 0) = −2, all λ^+_{2n}(0) are 1-periodic and all λ^+_{2n+1}(0) are 1-antiperiodic eigenvalues of q = 0. By considering the compact interval [0, q] = {tq : 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 1} ⊂ H^{−1}_{0,C} it then follows after increasing N, if necessary, that for any n ⩾ N

λ^+_n (q), λ^−_n (q) ∈ spec(L_{per +}(q)), [spec(L_{per −}(q))] if n even [odd]. (51)

For any q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} and n ⩾ N the following Riesz projectors are thus well defined on H^{−1}(R/2Z, C )

P_{n,q} := 1 2πi � |λ−n^2 π^2|=n

(λ − L(q))^{−1} dλ.

For n ⩾ N even [odd], the range of P_{n,q} is contained in H^1_{per +} [H^1_{per −}]. For q = 0, P_{n,0} coincides with the projector P_n introduced in (7).

Similarly, for any q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} denote by L_{dir}(q) the unbounded operator −∂^2_x + V_{dir} acting on H^{−1}_{dir} with domain H^1_{dir}. Its spectrum spec(L_{dir}(q)) is known to be discrete and to consist of complex eigenvalues which, when counted with multiplicities and ordered lexicographically, satisfy

μ_1 ≼ μ_2 ≼ · · · , μ_n = n^2π^2 + nℓ^2_n,

– see e.g. [16]. By increasing the number N chosen above, if necessary, we can thus assume that

|μ_n − n^2π^2| < n/2, n ⩾ N, |μ_n| ⩽ (N − 1)^2π^2 + N/2, n ⩽ N. (52)

In particular, for any n ⩾ N, μ_n is simple and the corresponding Riesz projector

Π_{n,q} := 1 2πi � |λ−n^2 π^2|=n

(λ − L_{dir}(q))^{−1} dλ

is well defined on H^{−1}_{dir} . If q = 0, we write Π_n for Π_{n,0}.

Regularity of solutions. In Section 2 we consider solutions f of the equation (L(q) − λ)f = g in Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} and need to know their regularity.

Lemma C.2 For any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, the following holds: For any g ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} and any λ ∈ C , a solution f ∈ H^1(R/2Z, C ) of the inhomogeneous equation (L(q) − λ)f = g is an element in Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} . ⋊

Proof. Let g ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} and assume that f ∈ H^1(R/2Z, C ) solves (L(q)−λ)f = g. Write (L − λ)f = g as A_λf = V f − g where A_λ = ∂^2_x + λ. Since q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} , Lemma A.2 implies that q and g are in Fℓ^{r,2}_{⋆,C} with r = s − 1/2 − ε where ε > 0 is chosen such that r > −1. By Lemma A.3 (i), V f ∈ Fℓ^{r,2}_{⋆,C} and hence A_λf = V f − g ∈ Fℓ^{r,2}_{⋆,C} implying that f ∈ Fℓ^{r+2,2}_{⋆,C} . Since −s − 3/2 ⩽ −1 < r ⩽ 0, Lemma A.3 (ii) applies. Therefore, V f ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{⋆,C} and using the equation A_λf = V f − g once more one gets f ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} as claimed. �

For any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0, and n ⩾ n_s as in Corollary 2.5, introduce

E_n ≡ E_n(q) := � � � Null(L(q) − λ^+_n ) ⊕ Null(L(q) − λ^−_n ), λ^+_n ≠ λ^−_n , Null(L(q) − λ^+_n )^2, λ^+_n = λ^−_n .

Then E_n is a two-dimensional subspace of H^1_{per +} [H^1_{per −}] if n is even [odd]. The following result shows that elements in E_n are more regular.

Lemma C.3 For any q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 and for any n ⩾ n_s E_n(q) ⊂ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} ∩ H^1_{per +} [Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} ∩ H^1_{per −}] if n is even [odd]. ⋊

Proof. By Lemma C.2 with g = 0, any eigenfunction f of an eigenvalue λ of L(q) is in Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} . Hence if λ^+_n ≠ λ^−_n or if λ^+_n = λ^−_n and has geometric multiplicity two, then E_n ⊂ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} . Finally, if λ^+_n = λ^−_n is a double eigenvalue of geometric multiplicity 1 and g is an eigenfunction corresponding to λ^+_n , there exists an element f ∈ H^1(R/2Z, C ) so that (L − λ^+_n )f = g. Since g is an eigenfunction it is in Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} by Lemma C.2 and by applying this lemma once more, it follows that f ∈ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} . Clearly, E_n = span(g, f) and hence E_n ⊂ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}

⋆,C also in this case. By (51), λ^±_n are 1-periodic [1-antiperiodic] eigenvalues of q if n is even [odd]. Hence E_n ⊂ Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} ∩ H^1_{per +} [Fℓ^{s+2,∞}_{⋆,C} ∩ H^1_{per −}] if n is even [odd] as claimed. �

Estimates for projectors. The projectors P_{n,q} [Π_{n,q}] with n ⩾ N and N given by (50)-(52) are defined on H^{−1}(R/2Z, C ) [H^{−1}_{dir} ] and have range in H^1(R/2Z, C ) [H^1_{dir}]. The following result concerns estimates for the restriction of P_{n,q} [Π_{n,q}] to L^2 = L^2([0, 2], C ) [L^2(I) = L^2([0, 1], C )] needed in Section 2 for getting the asymptotics of μ_n − τ_n stated in Theorem 2.1 (ii).

Lemma C.4 Assume that q ∈ H^{−1}_{0,C} with ‖q‖_{t,2} < ∞ and −1 < t < −1/2. Then there exist constants C_t > 0 (only depending on t) and N^′ ⩾ N (with N as above) so that for any n ⩾ N the following holds

(i) ‖P_{n,q} − P_n‖_L2_{→L}∞ ⩽ C_t

(log n)^2 n^{1−|t|}

‖q‖_{t,2}

(ii) ‖Π_{n,q} − Π_n‖_L2_{(I)→L}∞_{(I)} ⩽ C_t

(log n)^2 n^{1−|t|}

‖q‖_{t,2}

The constant N^′ can be chosen locally uniformly in q. ⋊

Proof. [7, Lemma 25]. �

Remark C.5. We will apply Lemma C.4 for potentials q ∈ Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} with −1/2 < s ⩽ 0 using the fact that by the Sobolev embedding theorem there exists −1 < t < −1/2 so that Fℓ^{s,∞}_{0,C} → H^t_{0,C} . ⊸

References

[1] Bourgain, J.: Fourier transform restriction phenomena for certain lattice subsets and applications to nonlinear evolution equations. II. The KdV-equation. Geom. Funct. Anal. 3(3), 209–262, 1993.

[2] Bourgain, J.: Periodic Korteweg de Vries equation with measures as initial data.

Selecta Math. (N.S.) 3(2), 115–159, 1997.

[3] Colliander, J., Keel, M., Staffilani, G., Takaoka, H., Tao, T.: Sharp global wellposedness for KdV and modified KdV on R and T. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 16(3), 705–749 (electronic), 2003.

[4] Djakov, P., Mityagin, B.: Instability zones of periodic 1-dimensional Schrödinger and Dirac operators. Russian Math. Surveys 61, 663–766, 2006.

[5] Djakov, P., Mityagin, B.: Spectral gaps of Schrödinger operators with periodic singular potentials. Dyn. Partial Differ. Equ. 6(2), 95–165, 2009.

[6] Grébert, B., Kappeler, T.: The defocusing NLS equation and its normal form.

European Mathematical Society (EMS), Zürich, 2014.

[7] Kappeler, T., Maspero, A., Molnar, J.C., Topalov, P.: On the Convexity of the KdV Hamiltonian. Comm. Math. Phys. 346(1), 191–236, 2016. DOI 10.1007/ s00220-015-2563-x

[8] Kappeler, T., Mityagin, B.: Estimates for periodic and Dirichlet eigenvalues of the Schrödinger operator. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 33(1), 113–152, 2001.

[9] Kappeler, T., Möhr, C.: Estimates for periodic and Dirichlet eigenvalues of the Schrödinger operator with singular potentials. J. Funct. Anal. 186(1), 62–91, 2001.

[10] Kappeler, T., Möhr, C., Topalov, P.: Birkhoff coordinates for KdV on phase spaces of distributions. Selecta Math. (N.S.) 11(1), 37–98, 2005.

[11] Kappeler, T., Molnar, J.C.: On the extension of the frequency maps of the KdV and the KdV2 equations. arXiv , 2016. http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.06690v1

[12] Kappeler, T., Pöschel, J.: KdV & KAM. Springer, Berlin, 2003.

[13] Kappeler, T., Pöschel, J.: On the periodic KdV equation in weighted Sobolev spaces. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 26(3), 841–853, 2009.

[14] Kappeler, T., Schaad, B., Topalov, P.: Qualitative features of periodic solutions of KdV. Comm. Part. Diff. Eqs. 38(9), 1626–1673, 2013.

[15] Kappeler, T., Serier, F., Topalov, P.: On the symplectic phase space of KdV.

Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136(5), 1691–1698, 2008.

[16] Kappeler, T., Topalov, P.: Riccati representation for elements in H^{−1}(T) and its applications. Pliska Stud. Math. Bulgar. 15, 171–188, 2003.

[17] Kappeler, T., Topalov, P.: Global wellposedness of KdV in H^{−1}(T, R). Duke Math. J. 135(2), 327–360, 2006.

[18] Kenig, C.E., Ponce, G., Vega, L.: A bilinear estimate with applications to the KdV equation. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 9(2), 573–603, 1996. DOI 10.1090/S0894-0347-96-00200-7.

http://www.ams.org/journal-getitem?pii=S0894-0347-96-00200-7

[19] Korotyaev, E.: Characterization of the spectrum of Schrödinger operators with periodic distributions. Int. Math. Res. Not. 2003(37), 2019–2031, 2003.

[20] Molinet, L.: Sharp ill-posedness results for the KdV and mKdV equations on the torus. Adv. Math. 230(4-6), 1895–1930, 2012. DOI 10.1016/j.aim.2012.03.026.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2012.03.026

[21] Pöschel, J.: Hill’s potentials in weighted Sobolev spaces and their spectral gaps.

Math. Ann. 349(2), 433–458, 2011.

[22] Savchuk, A.M., Shkalikov, A.A.: Sturm-Liouville operators with distribution potentials. Tr. Mosk. Math. Obs. 64, 159–212, 2003.

[23] Savchuk, A.M., Shkalikov, A.A.: Inverse problem for Sturm-Liouville operators with distribution potentials: reconstruction from two spectra. Russ. J. Math. Phys. 12(4), 507–514, 2005.