arXiv:1703.06454v1 [math-ph] 19 Mar 2017

Combinatorial invariant of nearly integrable Hamiltonians

January 13, 2022

Quang Sang PHAN FITA, Vietnam National University of Agriculture, Hanoi, Vietnam & Vietnam Institute for Advanced Study in Mathematics, Hanoi, Vietnam E-mail: pqsang@vnua.edu.vn

Abstract

We work with small non-selfadjoint perturbations of a selfadjoint quantum Hamiltonian with two degrees of freedom, assuming that the principal symbol of the selfadjoint part is (classically) a nearly integrable system, together with a globally non-degenerate condition. We define a monodromy directly from the spectrum of such an operator, in the semiclassical limit. Moreover, this spectral monodromy allows to detect the topological modification on the dynamics of the nearly integrable system. It can be identified with the monodromy for KAM invariant tori of the nearly integrable system.

Keywords: Hamiltonian systems, monodromy, non-selfadjoint, asymptotic spectral, pseudo-differential operators, KAM theory.

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Preparation 3 2.1 Classical theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 2.2 The monodromy of an asymptotic pseudo-lattice . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 2.3 Weyl-quantization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

3 Spectral monodromy in the nearly integrable case 6 3.1 Quasi-periodic flows of nearly integrable systems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 3.2 General assumptions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 3.3 Spectral asymptotics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 3.4 Asymptotic pseudo-lattice structure of the spectrum . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

1 Introduction

We propose in this work a combinatorial invariant (monodromy) of a quantum Hamiltonian which is (classically) nearly integrable, by looking at the spectrum of non-selfadjoint perturbations.

Intuitively when we see a 2D lattice with (deformed) rectangular meshes (for example a fishing net or a fishnet shirt...), we propose a mysterious question whether these meshes can be regularly connected each to others, in the sense that certain mesh can be moved on the lattice to an arbitrary mesh? The answer is not evident for any lattice, which may be not a square lattice. If the answer is positive, we say that there is not monodromy. Otherwise, we say that there exists a monodromy on the lattice.

Such a lattice structure can be appeared in many different mathematical objects. We knew an asymptotic lattice that is used to model the joint spectrum of system of commuting selfadjoint operators Refs. [4], and [13]. The quantum monodromy for this lattice was completely defined in [18]. For a non-selfadjoint quantum Hamiltonian, in certain assumption, its discrete spectrum may be locally a deformed lattice. Whether a monodromy can be defined for the discrete spectrum of one single semiclassical operator?

We focus on non-selfadjoint h−Weyl-pseudodifferential operators, which are small non-selfadjoint perturbations of selfadjoint operators, with two degrees of freedom.

The first answer in this direction was given in Ref. [24], in which the operators had the simple form P + iεQ, such that the corresponding principal symbols p of P and q of Q commute for the Poisson bracket, {p, q} = 0. And then, in the recent work Ref. [25] we treated perturbed operators of the form P_ε = P (x, hD_x, ε; h) such that the principal symbol p of the selfadjoint unperturbed operator P_{ε=0} is a completely integrable Hamiltonian.

In the present work, non-selfadjoint operators of interest are related to nearly integrable Hamiltonian systems. Such an operator is of the form P_{ε,λ} = P_λ(x, hD_x, ε; h), (1.1) depending on a small parameter ε in the regime h ≪ ε = O(h^δ), with 0 < δ < 1, and also smoothly on a small enough parameter 0 < λ ≪ 1, such that the principal symbol p_λ of the unperturbed selfadjoint operator is nearly integrable and globally non-degenerate. As an application of the spectral asymptotic theory Refs. [5], [6] and with the help of the KAM theory Refs. [8]-[11] we will show in Section 3.3 that, under some suitable general assumption, the spectrum of P_{ε,λ} has locally the form of a deformed discrete lattice. Moreover, we can prove in Theorem 3.14 that this spectrum is an asymptotic pseudo-lattice (see Definition 2.3). Hence, applying a result from Ref. [24], we can define a combinatorial invariant- the spectral monodromy, directly from the spectrum of P_{ε,λ}. In aspect of the classical theory, it is known from Ref. [7] that there exists a geometric invariant (like monodromy) of the foliation by KAM invariant tori for the nearly integrable Hamiltonian system p_λ. The spectral monodromy that we define in this work is the complete answer for an open question mentioned in Ref. [7] about the existence of quantum monodromy in nearly integrable cases. It explains certain defects in the quantum spectrum Refs. [21], and [22]. Moreover we shall prove in Theorem 3.17 that the spectral monodromy of P_{ε,λ} allows to recover the monodromy of p_λ. It means that the spectral monodromy proposes a way of detecting the topological modification (angle-action coordinates) on the dynamics of nearly integrable Hamiltonian systems associated to non-selfadjoint quantum Hamiltonians from only one spectrum.

2 Preparation

2.1 Classical theory

We recall here some notions and results from the classical theory.

Definition 2.1. An integrable system on a symplectic manifold (W, σ) of dimension 2n (n ≥ 1) is given n smooth real-valued functions f_1, . . . , f_n in involution with respect to the Poisson bracket generated from the symplectic form σ, whose differentials are almost everywhere linearly independent. In this case, the map F = (f_1, . . . , f_n) : W → R^n is also called an integrable system.

A smooth function f_1 is called completely integrable if there exists n − 1 functions f_2, . . . , f_n such that F = (f_1, . . . , f_n) is an integrable system.

Let U be an open subset of regular values of F . Then we have,

Theorem 2.2 (Angle-action theorem). (Refs. [1], and [12]) Let c ∈ U, and Λ_c be a compact regular leaf of the fiber F^{−1}(c). Then there exists an open neighborhood V = V^c of Λ_c in W such that F |_V defines a smooth locally trivial fibre bundle onto an open neighborhood U^c ⊂ U of c, whose fibres are invariant Lagrangian n−tori. Moreover, there exists a symplectic diffeomorphism κ = κ^c, κ = (x, ξ) : V → T^n × A, with A = A^c ⊂ R^n is an open subset, such that F ∘ κ^{−1}(x, ξ) = φ(ξ) for all x ∈ T^n, and ξ ∈ A, and here φ = φ^c : A → φ(A) = U^c is a local diffeomorphism. We call (x, ξ) local angle-action variables near Λ_c and (V, κ) a local angle-action chart.

Notice that one chooses usually the local chart such that the torus Λ_c is sent by κ to the zero section T^n × {0}. By this theorem, for every a ∈ U^c, then Λ_a := F^{−1}(a) ∩ V^c is an invariant Lagrangian n−torus, called a Liouville torus, and we write

Λ_a ≃ κ(Λ_a) = T^n × {ξ_a} := Λ_{ξa} , (2.2)

with some ξ_a ∈ A.

2.2 The monodromy of an asymptotic pseudo-lattice

We recall here the definition of an asymptotic pseudo-lattice and its monodromy given in Ref. [24]. This is a discrete subset of R^2 admitting a particular property.

We shall see later that the spectrum should be included in a horizontal band of size O(ε). This suggests us introducing the function

χ : R^2 → R^2 ∼= C (2.3) u = (u_1, u_2) → χ_u = (u_1, εu_2) ∼= u_1 + iεu_2,

in which we identify C with R^2 .

For any subset U of R^2 we denote

U(ε) = χ(U). (2.4)

Definition 2.3. Let U be an open subset of R^2 with compact closure and let Σ(ε, h) (which depends on small h and ε) be a discrete subset of U(ε). For h, ε small enough and in the regime h ≪ ε, we say that (Σ(ε, h), U(ε)) is an asymptotic pseudo-lattice if: for any small parameter α > 0, there exists a set of good values in R^2 , denoted by G(α), whose complement is of size O(α) in the sense: |^C G(α) ∩ I |≤ Cα | I |, with a constant C > 0 for any domain I ⊂ R^2 ; for all c ∈ U, there exists a small open subset U^c ⊂ U around c such that for every good value a ∈ U^c ∩G(α), there is an adapted good rectangle R^{(a)}(ε, h) ⊂ U^c(ε) of the form (3.38) (with a = (E, G)), and a smooth local diffeomorphism f = f(·, ε; h) which sends R^{(a)}(ε, h) on its image, satisfying Σ(ε, h) ∩ R^{(a)}(ε, h) ∋ μ → f(μ, ε; h) ∈ hZ^2 + O(h^∞). (2.5) Moreover, the function ~f := f ∘ χ, with χ defined by (2.3), admits an asymptotic expansion in (ε,^h_ε ) for the C^∞−topology in a neighborhood of a, uniformly with respect to the parameters h and ε, such that its leading term ~f_0 is a diffeomorphism, independent of α, locally defined on the whole U^c and independent of the selected good values a ∈ U^c.

We also say that the couple (f(·, ε; h), R^{(a)}(ε, h)) is a h−chart of Σ(ε, h), and the family of h−charts (f(·, ε; h), R^{(a)}(ε, h)), with all a ∈ U^c ∩ G(α), is a local pseudo-chart on U^c(ε) of (Σ(ε, h), U(ε)).

Let {U^j }_{j∈J} , here J is a finite index set, be an arbitrary (small enough) locally finite covering of U. Then the asymptotic pseudo-lattice (Σ(ε, h), U(ε)) can be covered by associated local pseudo-charts {(f_j(·, ε; h), U^j(ε))}_{j∈J} . Note from Definition 2.3 that the leading terms ~f_{j,0}(·, ε; h) are well defined on whole U^j and we can see them as the charts of U. Analyzing transition maps, we had the following result.

Proposition 2.4 (Ref. [24]). On each nonempty intersection U^i ∩ U^j ≠ ∅, i, j ∈ J , there exists an unique integer linear map M_{ij} ∈ GL(2, Z) (independent of h, ε) such that: d ( ~ f_{i,0} ∘ ( ~f_{j,0})^{−1} ) = M_{ij}. (2.6)

Then we define the (linear) monodromy of the asymptotic pseudo-lattice (Σ(ε, h), U(ε)) as the 1-cocycle of {M_{ij} }, modulo coboundary, in the Čech cohomology of U with values in the integer linear group GL(2, Z), denoted by

[M] ∈ Ȟ^1(U, GL(2, Z)). (2.7)

It doesn’t depend on the selected finite covering {U^j }_{j∈J} and the small parameters h, ε.

We can also associate the class [M] with its holonomy, that is a group morphism from the fundamental group π_1(U) to the group GL(2, Z), modulo conjugation. The triviality of [M] is equivalent to the one of its holonomy.

2.3 Weyl-quantization

We will work throughout this article with pseudodifferential operators obtained by the h−Weyl-quantization of a standard space of symbols on T^∗M = R^{2n}_{(x,ξ)} , here M = R^n or a compact manifold of n dimensions, and in particular n = 2. We denote σ the standard symplectic 2−form on T^∗M.

Note that if M = R^n , the volume form μ(dx) is naturally induced by the Lebesgue measure on R^n . If M is a compact Riemannian manifold, then the volume form μ(dx) is induced by the given Riemannian structure of M. Therefore in both cases the volume form is well defined.

In the following we represent the quantization in the case M = R^n . In the manifold case, the quantization is introduced suitably. We refer to Refs. [14]-[16] for the theory of pseudodifferential operators.

Definition 2.5. A function m : R^{2n} → (0, +∞) is called an order function if there are constants C, N > 0 such that m(X) ≤ C⟨X − Y ⟩^N m(Y ), ∀X, Y ∈ R^{2n} , with notation ⟨Z⟩ = (1 + |Z|^2)^{1/2} for Z ∈ R^{2n} .

Definition 2.6. Let m be an order function and k ∈ R, we define the class of symbols of h-order k, denoted by S^k(m), of functions (a(·; h))_{h∈(0,1]} on R^{2n}_{(x,ξ)} by S^k(m) = {a ∈ C^∞(R^{2n} ) | ∀α ∈ N^{2n} , |∂^αa| ≤ C_αh^km}, (2.8) for some constant C_α > 0, uniformly in h ∈ (0, 1]. A symbol is called O(h^∞) if it’s in ∩_{k∈R}S^k(m) := S^∞(m).

Then Ψ^k(m)(M) denotes the set of all (in general unbounded) linear operators A_h on L^2(M, μ(dx)), obtained from the h−Weyl-quantization of symbols a(·; h) ∈ S^k(m) by the integral operator

(A_hu)(x) = (Op^w_h (a)u)(x) = 1 (2πh)^n ∫ R^{2n} e^{ih (x−y)ξ} a( x + y 2 , ξ; h)u(y)dydξ. (2.9) In this work, we always assume that symbols admit classically asymptotic expansions in integer powers of h. a(x, ξ; h) ∼ ∞∑ j=0 a_j (x, ξ)h^j, h → 0, (2.10)

The leading term in this expansion is called the principal symbol of operators.

3 Spectral monodromy in the nearly integrable case

In this section we consider small non-selfadjoint perturbations of a selfadjoint semiclassical operator in 2 dimension, whose leading symbol is close to a completely integrable non-degenerate system.

Together with some global assumptions on the dynamics as given in Section 3.2, a radical assumption in the spectral asymptotic theory for such an operator from a h−depending complex window, given in Ref. [6], is that the real energy surface at certain level of the unperturbed leading symbol possesses several Hamiltonian flow invariant Lagrangian tori, satisfying a Diophantine condition. In the nearly integrable case, this may be archived with the help of KAM theory (by Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser), see Refs. [2], and [8]-[11].

We will give spectral asymptotic results to show that the spectrum of such an operator should be an asymptotic pseudo-lattice. Then we can define its spectral monodromy by applying Section 2.2.

Through this section, M denotes R^2 or a connected compact analytic real (Riemannian) manifold of dimension 2.

3.1 Quasi-periodic flows of nearly integrable systems

Classical KAM theory allows to treat perturbations of completely integrable Hamiltonian systems. Under a Kolmogorov condition, this theory proves locally the persistence of invariant Lagrangian tori, called KAM tori, such that on a KAM torus the classical flow of the unperturbed systems stills quasi-periodic with Diophantine constant frequency. Moreover, the union of these KAM tori is a nowhere dense set, with complement of small measure in the phase space.

We consider a perturbed Hamiltonian that is close to a completely integrable (nondegenerate) one p_λ = p + λp_1, 0 < λ ≪ 1, (3.11) where p and p_1 are holomorphic bounded Hamiltonians in a tubular neighborhood of T^∗M, real on T^∗M, and moreover p is a completely integrable Hamiltonian system, according Definition 2.1.

For some E ∈ R, and suppose that Λ_a ⊂ p^{−1}(E) is an H_p−invariant Diophantine Lagrangian torus. It can be locally embedded in a Lagrangian foliation of H_p−invariant tori. By Theorem 2.2, there is an angle-action local chart (κ, V ) near Λ_a

κ = (x, ξ) : V → T^2 × A, (3.12)

such that the function p becomes a function only of ξ,

p ∘ κ^{−1} = p(ξ) = p(ξ_1, ξ_2), ξ ∈ A, (3.13)

and then p_λ ∘ κ^{−1} = p_λ(x, ξ) = p(ξ) + λp_1(x, ξ).

For any Liouville torus Λ ⊂ V such that by κ,

Λ ≃ Λ_ξ, ξ ∈ A, (3.14)

we define the frequency of Λ (also of Λ_ξ) by ω(ξ) = ∂p ∂ξ (ξ) = ( ∂p ∂ξ_1 (ξ), ∂p ∂ξ_2 (ξ) ) , ξ ∈ A, (3.15) and its rotation number by ρ(ξ) = [ ∂p ∂ξ_1 (ξ) : ∂p ∂ξ_2 (ξ) ] , ξ ∈ A, (3.16) viewed as an element of the real projective line. We note that ω and ρ depend analytically on ξ ∈ A.

Then the Hamiltonian flow of p on Λ is quasi-periodic of the constant Hamiltonian vector field H_p(x, ξ) = ω_1(ξ) ∂ ∂x_1 + ω_2(ξ) ∂ ∂x_2 , x ∈ T^2 , ξ ∈ A. (3.17)

Definition 3.1. We say that p is locally (Kolmogorov) non-degenerate (on V ) if the local frequency map ω : A → R^2 , given by (3.15), is a diffeomorphism onto its image.

In fact, this condition is equivalent to det[ ∂ω ∂ξ ] = det[ ∂^2p ∂ξ^2 ] ≠ 0 on A,

and it means that the H_p−invariant Liouville tori in V can (locally) be parametrized by their frequencies.

Definition 3.2. Let α > 0, d > 0, and Λ ≃ Λ_ξ be an invariant Lagrangian torus, as in (3.14). We say that Λ is (α, d)−Diophantine if its frequency, defined in (3.15), satisfies ω(ξ) ∈ D_{α,d} = { ω ∈ R^2 | | |⟨ω, k⟩| ≥ α |k|^{1+d} , ∀ k ∈ Z^2\{0} } . (3.18)

Notice also that when d > 0 is fixed, the Diophantine property (for some α > 0) of Λ is independent of selected angle-action coordinates, see Ref. [9]. If Λ is (α, d)−Diophantine, then its frequency must be irrational and the result in Remark 3.5 is true.

It is known that the set D_{α,d} is a closed set with closed half-line structure. When we take α to be sufficiently small, it is a nowhere dense set but with no isolated points. Moreover, its measure tends to large measure as α tends to 0, i.e., the measure of its complement is of order O(α). See Refs. [8], and [11].

Let Ω = ω(A) be the open range of the frequency map ω. Let Ω_{α,d} ⊂ Ω be the subset of frequencies which satisfy the Diophantine condition (3.18) and whose distance to the boundary of Ω is at least equal to α. It is known that the set Ω_{α,d} is a nowhere dense perfect subset of large measure for sufficiently small α. The measure of Ω \ Ω_{α,d} is O(α), which tends to zero as α ↓ 0, see Refs. [11], and [8]. Finally, we define the subset A_{α,d} = ω^{−1}(Ω_{α,d}) ⊂ A. It is true that A_{α,d} is also a nowhere dense perfect subset of large measure. The measure of the complement subset A\A_{α,d} is of order O(α) as α ↓ 0, see Ref. [7]. The intersection of p^{−1}(E) with T^2 × A is of the form T^2 × Γ_a, with a some curve denoted by Γ_a in A, passing through ξ_a.

Now for α small enough, we have the quasi-periodic stability of the Diophantine invariant Lagrangian tori in T^2 × A_{α,d}, as the following theorem. It is combined form the different known versions of the classical KAM theorem, see Refs. [10], [9], and [11].

Theorem 3.3 (Local KAM). Assume that p is locally non-degenerate as Definition 3.1. Let d > 0 fixed and α > 0 be small enough. Assume that 0 < λ ≪ α^2. Then there exists a map Φ_λ : T^2 × A → T^2 × A with the following properties:

1. Φ_λ, depending analytically on λ, is a C^∞−diffeomorphism onto its image, close to the identity map in the C^∞−topology.

2. For each ξ ∈ A, the invariant Lagrangian torus Λ_ξ is sent, by Φ_λ, to Φ_λ(Λ_ξ) which is a Lagrangian torus, (close to Λ_ξ), denoted by Λ_{ξλ} , and of the form Λ_{ξλ} = T^2 × {ξ_λ}, with some ξ_λ in a certain open subset A_λ ⊂ A, induced by Φ_λ. Moreover, if ξ ∈ A_{α,d}, then the torus Λ_{ξλ} , with ξ_λ in a certain subset A_{α,d,λ} ⊂ A_λ, is still Diophantine H_{pλ} −invariant torus, called a local KAM torus. The restricted map Φ_λ|_{Λξ} on each Diophantine invariant Lagrangian torus Λ_ξ, with ξ ∈ A_{α,d}, conjugates the Hamiltonian vector field H_p|_{Λξ} = H_p(x, ξ), given in (3.17), to the Hamiltonian vector field H_{pλ} |_{Λξλ} , i.e., (Φ_λ|_{Λξ} )_∗H_p = H_{pλ} .

In particular, if ξ ∈ Γ_a, then the torus Λ_{ξλ} ⊂ p^{−1}_λ (E) ∩ T^2 × Γ_{a,λ}, with a certain curve Γ_{a,λ} ⊂ A_λ. Moreover, for ξ ∈ Γ_a ∩ A_{α,d}, the Liouville measure of the complement of the union of the KAM tori Λ_{ξλ} , in p^{−1}_λ (E), is of order O(α).

Note that in the previous theorem, we can see ξ_λ as a smooth function of ξ ∈ A and of the parameter λ. From this theorem, we obtain a nowhere dense of large measure of KAM tori, on each of which the Hamiltonian flow of the perturbed system p_λ is quasi-periodic of constant vector field.

3.2 General assumptions

For h ≪ ε = O(h^δ), with 0 < δ < 1, and a small enough parameter 0 < λ ≪ 1, let P_{ε,λ} be a pseudodifferential operator depending smoothly on ε and λ such that

P_λ := P_{ε=0,λ} is formally selfadjoint. (3.19)

We assume that P_{ε,λ} is classical of order 0, that is P_{ε,λ} ∈ Ψ^0(m)(M) as in Section 2.3, here m is an order function satisfying m > 1. We assume the total symbol of P_{ε,λ} is a holomorphic Hamiltonian in a tubular neighborhood of T^∗M.

Let p_1 be an analytic bounded function in a tubular neighborhood of T^∗M, real on the real domain, with p_1(x, ξ) = O(m(Re(x, ξ)) in the case when M = R^2 , and p_1(x, ξ) = O(⟨ξ⟩^m) in the manifold case.

Let p_{ε,λ} be the semiclassical principal symbol of P_{ε,λ}. In Taylor expansion in ε, it can be written in the form p_{ε,λ} = p_λ + iεq + O(ε^2). (3.20)

Here we assume that q is a bounded analytic real-valued function on T^∗M, and p_λ is a nearly integrable system of the form

p_λ = p + λp_1, (3.21)

with p is a completely integrable system.

We note that p_λ is the principal symbol of P_λ. Let p_ε = p_{ε, λ=0} = p + iεq + O(ε^2).

For some E ∈ R, we assume some general dynamical assumptions on this energy level. The first we assume the ellipticity condition at infinity as the following.

When M = R^2 , the ellipticity condition at infinity is |p_ε(x, ξ) − E| ≥ 1 C m(Re(x, ξ)), | (x, ξ) |≥ C, (3.22) for some C > 0 large enough.

When M is in manifold cases, the elipticity condition at infinity is |p_ε(x, ξ) − E| ≥ 1 C ⟨ξ⟩^m, (x, ξ) ∈ T^∗M, | ξ |≥ C, (3.23) for some C > 0 large enough.

We note that by the elipticity condition at infinity, the spectrum of P_{ε,λ} in a small neighborhood of E in C is discrete, when h, ε, and λ are small enough. Moreover, this spectrum is contained in a horizontal band of size ε, |Im(z)| ≤ O(ε). Because p is completely integrable, so there exists an integrable system

F = (p, f) : T^∗M → R^2 (3.24)

Then the space of regular leaves of F is foliated by Liouville invariant tori by Theorem 2.2. We assume also that

p^{−1}(E) ∩ T^∗M is connected, (3.25)

and the energy level E is regular for p, i.e., dp ≠ 0 on p^{−1}(E) ∩ T^∗M. We would like to notice that the level set p^{−1}(E) is compact, due to the ellipticity condition at infinity (3.22) or (3.23)

Then the energy space p^{−1}(E) is decomposed into a singular foliation:

p^{−1}(E) ∩ T^∗M = ⋃ a∈J Λ_a, (3.26)

where J is assumed to be a compact interval, or, more generally, a connected graph with a finite number of vertices and of edges.

We denote by S the set of vertices. For each a ∈ J, Λ_a is a connected compact subset invariant with respect to H_p. Moreover, if a ∈ J\S, Λ_a are the Liouville tori depending analytically on a. These tori are regular leaves corresponding to regular values of F . Each edge of J can be identified with a bounded interval of R and we have therefore a distance on J in the natural way.

We denote H_p the Hamiltonian vector field of p, defined by σ(H_p, ·) = −dp(·). For each a ∈ J, we define a compact interval in R:

Q_∞(a) = [ lim_{T →∞} inf_{Λa} Re⟨q⟩_T , lim_{T →∞} sup_{Λa} Re⟨q⟩_T ] , (3.27)

where ⟨q⟩_T , for T > 0, is the symmetric average time T of q along the H_p−flow, defined by ⟨q⟩_T = 1 T ∫_{T /2} −T /2 q ∘ exp(tH_p)dt.

For each torus Λ_a, with a ∈ J\S, there exists an angle-action local chart (V, κ) on an open neighborhood of Λ_a as in (3.12) such that Λ_a ≃ Λ_{ξa} , ξ_a ∈ A, and p becomes a function only of ξ, p ∘ κ^{−1} = p(ξ), ξ ∈ A. (3.28) We define the function ⟨q⟩-the average of q on Liouville tori Λ ⊂ V , with respect to the natural Liouville measure on Λ, denoted by ⟨q⟩_Λ, as the integral

⟨q⟩_Λ = ∫ Λ q. (3.29)

Remark 3.4. In the action-angle coordinates (x, ξ) given by (3.12), we have ⟨q⟩_Λ = ⟨q⟩_{Λξ} = ⟨q⟩(ξ) = 1 (2π)^2 ∫ T^2 q(x, ξ)dx, ξ ∈ A. (3.30) In particular, ⟨q⟩_{Λa} = ⟨q⟩(ξ_a).

It is true that ⟨q⟩_{Λa} depends analytically on a ∈ J\S, and we assume that it can be extended continuously on J. Furthermore, we assume that the function a → ⟨q⟩_{Λa} = ⟨q⟩(ξ_a) is not identically constant on any connected component of J\S, and that

dp(ξ) and d⟨q⟩(ξ) are R−linearly independent at ξ_a. (3.31)

It is true that the rotation number a → ρ(a) := ρ(ξ_a), where ρ is defined by (3.16), depends analytically on a ∈ J\S. We assume moreover that

ρ is not identically constant on any connected component of J\S. (3.32)

Remark 3.5 (see Ref. [6]). For a ∈ J\S, if ρ(a) /∈ Q , that means the frequency ω(a) is non resonant, then the Hamiltonian flow of p along the torus Λ_a is ergodic. Hence the limit of ⟨q⟩_T , when T → ∞ exists, and is equals to ⟨q⟩_{Λa} . Therefore we have Q_∞(a) = {⟨q⟩_{Λa} }. 3.3 Spectral asymptotics

Let P_{ε,λ} be the operator given in the last Section and we keep all notations as before. Applying the spectral asymptotic theory Ref. [6], we can give the asymptotics of eigenvalues of P_{ε,λ} located in suitable small windows of the complex plane, which are associated to KAM tori, talked in Section 3.1.

Definition 3.6. For some α > 0 and some d > 0, we define the set of good values associated with the energy level E, denoted by G(α, d, E), obtained from ∪_{a∈J} Q_∞(a) by removing the following set of bad values B(α, d, E): B(α, d, E) = ( ⋃ dist(a,S)<α Q_∞(a) ) ⋃ ( ⋃ a∈J\S: ω(ξ_a) is not (α,d)−Diophantine Q_∞(a) )

⋃ ( ⋃ a∈J\S: |d⟨q⟩(ξ_a)|<α Q_∞(a) ) ⋃ ( ⋃ a∈J\S: |ρ^′(a)|<α Q_∞(a) ) . Remark 3.7. We have some remarks

(i) When d > 0 is kept fixed, the measure of the set of bad values B(α, d, E) in ∪_{a∈J} Q_∞(a) (and in ⟨q⟩_{Λa} (J)) is O(α), when α > 0 is small enough, provided that the measure of ( ⋃ a∈J\S: ρ(a) ∈ Q Q_∞(a) ) ⋃ ( ⋃ a ∈ S Q_∞(a) ) (3.33)

is sufficiently small, depending on α (see Ref. [6]).

(ii) Let G ∈ G(α, d, E) be a good value, then by Definition of B(α, d, E) and Remark 3.5, there are a finite number of corresponding (α, d)−Diophantine tori Λ_{a1} , . . . , Λ_{aL} , with L ∈ N^∗ and {a_1, . . . , a_L} ⊂ J \ S, in the energy space p^{−1}(E) ∩ T^∗M, such that the pre-image ⟨q⟩^{−1}(G) = {Λ_{a1} , . . . , Λ_{aL} }. In this way, when G varies in G(α, d, E), we obtain a family of large measure of (α, d)−Diophantine invariant tori in the phase space satisfying {p = E, ⟨q⟩ = G}.

Now let G ∈ G(α, d, E) be a good value. As in Remark 3.7, there exists L elements in pre-image of G by ⟨q⟩.

We shall assume that L = 1. Then we can write

⟨q⟩^{−1}(G) = Λ_a ⊂ p^{−1}(E) ∩ T^∗M, a ∈ J \ S. (3.34)

Note that this hypothesis can be achieved if we assume further that the map (p, ⟨q⟩) has connected fibres. We denote also a = (E, G) and observe that the corresponding torus Λ_a ≃ Λ_{ξa} , with ξ_a ∈ Γ_a, is a Diophantine torus.

Now we assume that p is locally non-degenerate in a neighborhood of Λ_a, according Definition 3.1, and moreover 0 < λ ≪ α^2.

Then by Theorem 3.3, there exists a nowhere dense set of large measure of KAM tori close to Λ_{ξa} , Λ_{ξλ} = T^2 × {ξ_λ}, with ξ_λ ∈ A_{α,d,λ}, on each of which the H_{pλ} −flow is quasi periodic of a Diophantine constant frequency, denoted by ω_λ(ξ_λ). Therefore, over these KAM tori Λ_{ξλ} , p_λ becomes a function of only ξ_λ, p_λ = p_λ(ξ_λ), ξ_λ ∈ A_{α,d,λ}.

In particular, when ξ ∈ Γ_a ∩ A_{α,d}, then Λ_{ξλ} ⊂ p^{−1}_λ (E) ∩ T^2 × (Γ_{a,λ} ∩ A_{α,d,λ}), and with ξ_λ ∈ Γ_{a,λ} ∩ A_{α,d,λ}. By (3.29), we define locally an analytic function ⟨q⟩_{Λξλ} of ξ_λ ∈ A_λ, denoted by ⟨q⟩(ξ_λ), obtained by averaging q over the tori Λ_{ξλ} . Then we have, in C^1−sense in ξ_λ ∈ A_λ, ⟨q⟩(ξ_λ) = ⟨q⟩_{Λξλ} → ⟨q⟩_{Λξ} = ⟨q⟩(ξ), as λ → 0. Hence, with regard to the properties of the good value G, for every ξ_λ ∈ Γ_{a,λ} and λ small enough, it is true that | |d⟨q⟩(ξ_λ) | | ≥ α 2 . (3.35)

Notice that we have also the differentials of p_λ(ξ_λ) and ⟨q⟩(ξ_λ) in every ξ_λ ∈ Γ_{a,λ} ∩ A_{α,d,λ} are R−linearly independent:

ω_λ(ξ_λ) ∧ d⟨q⟩(ξ_λ) ≠ 0. (3.36)

Let us define the set of (new) good values for P_{ε,λ}, G_λ(α, E, G) = ⋃ ξ_λ∈ Γ_{a,λ} ⋂ A_{α,d,λ} ⟨q⟩(ξ_λ) = ⋃ {⟨q⟩(ξ_λ) : ξ ∈ Γ_a ∩ A_{α,d}}. (3.37)

For a fixed energy level E, near G this set is a slight perturbation of the set G(α, d, E). It is true that the measure of the complement of G_λ(α, E, G) in ⋃ ξ_λ∈Γ_{a,λ} ⟨q⟩(ξλ) is of order O(α), when α is small and d is kept fixed.

For any K ∈ G_λ(α, E, G), then there exists a unique ξ ∈ Γ_a ∩ A_{α,d} such that ⟨q⟩(ξ_λ) = ⟨q⟩_{Λξλ} = K, and the corresponding KAM torus Λ_{ξλ} ⊂ p^{−1}_λ (E) is still Diophantine H_{pλ} −invariant Lagrangian torus. Moreover, the H_{pλ} −flow on Λ_{ξλ} is quasi-periodic of the Diophantine constant frequency ω_λ(ξ_λ), satisfying (3.35) and (3.36). Therefore, the general assumptions on the dynamic of H_{pλ} allow to carry out the Birkhoff normalization for P_{ε,λ} near Λ_{ξλ} , that leads to spectral asymptotic results from h−depending complex window.

We define in the horizontal band of size ε a suitable window of size O(h^δ) × O(εh^δ), around the good center E + iεK, called good rectangle, R^{(E,K)}(ε, h) = (E + iε K) + [ − h^δ O(1) , h^δ O(1) ] + iε [ − h^δ O(1) , + h^δ O(1) ] . (3.38)

Remark 3.8. The crucial idea for the Birkhoff normalization (Refs. [6], [19], and [20]) is to use consecutively canonical transformations near a Diophantine invariant torus (like Λ_{ξλ} ), to conjugate the operator P_{ε,λ} to a new operator, whose total symbol is independent of angle variables x, and homogeneous polynomial to high order in (ξ, h, ε). The dynamical assumptions and the Diophantine condition (for the torus Λ_{ξλ} ) is indispensable for this construction. Therefore we obtains spectral asymptotics for the operator P_{ε,λ}, that are similar results in integrable cases of Ref. [25].

We recall here some notations used for the statement of results. Let Λ be an invariant Lagrangian torus and suppose that κ_∞ is an action-angle local chart such that Λ ≃ Λ_ξ (like (3.12)). The fundamental cycles (γ_1, γ_2) of Λ associated to κ_∞ are defined by

γ_j = κ^{−1}_∞ ({(x, ξ) ∈ T^∗T^2 : x_j = 0}), j = 1, 2.

Then the action integrals of these cycles are defined by

S = (S_1, S_2) = (∫ γ_1 θ, ∫ γ_2 θ ) ∈ R^2 , (3.39)

where θ is the Liouville 1−form on T^∗M.

Definition 3.9 (Refs. [17], and [23]). Let E be a symplectic space and let Λ(E) be his Lagrangian Grassmannian (which is set of all Lagrangian subspaces of E). We consider a bundle B in E over the circle or a compact interval provided with a Lagrangian subbundle called vertical. Let λ(t) be a section of Λ(B) which is transverse to the vertical edges of the interval in the case where the base is an interval. The Maslov index of λ(t) is the intersection number of this curve with the singular cycle of Lagrangians which do not cut transversely the vertical subbundle.

The Maslov index appears in the statement of spectral asymptotic results. In our work it is treated as a standard constant.

Using a result from Ref. [6], Section 7.3, for the energy level 0 , we can have the following result for any energy level E in the range of p.

Theorem 3.10. For E ∈ R. Let P_{ε,λ} be an operator satisfying all general assumptions of Section 3.2, (3.19)- (3.32). Let G be a good value according Def. 3.6 with α > 0 small enough and d > 0 fixed, such that the condition (3.34) is true. We assume that λ ≪ α^2, and p is locally non-degenerate, according Definition 3.1. Then we can define the set of good values G_λ(α, E, G) by (3.37).

For each K ∈ G_λ(α, E, G), there exists a unique H_{pλ} − invariant KAM torus Λ_λ = p^{−1}_λ (E) ∩ ⟨q⟩^{−1}(K), and a canonical transformation

κ_∞ = (x, ξ) : neigh (Λ_λ, T^∗M) → neigh (Λ_{ξλ} , T^∗T^2), (3.40)

mapping Λ_λ to Λ_{ξλ} = T^2 × {ξ_λ}, such that

p_λ ∘ κ^{−1}_∞ = p_λ(x, ξ) = p_{λ,∞}(ξ) + O(ξ − ξ_λ)^∞, (3.41)

where p_{λ,∞} is a smooth function depending only on ξ, and admits the Taylor expansion at ξ_λ of the form

p_{λ,∞}(ξ) = E + ω_λ(ξ_λ) · (ξ − ξ_λ) + O(ξ − ξ_λ)^2. (3.42)

Let η ∈ Z^2 be the Maslov indices (see Def. 3.9) and S ∈ R^2 be the action integrals, defined by (3.39) of the fundamental cycles of Λ_{ξλ} , suitably with the canonical transformation (3.40).

Then all eigenvalues μ of P_{ε,λ} in the good rectangle R^{(E,K)}(ε, h), defined by (3.38), are given as the image of a portion of hZ^2, modulo O(h^∞), by a smooth function denoted by P_λ(ξ, ε; h) of ξ in a neighborhood of (ξ_λ, R^2 ) and ε, h in neighborhoods of (0, R): σ(P_{ε,λ}) ∩ R^{(E,K)}(ε, h) ∋ μ = P_λ ( ξ_λ + h(k − η 4 ) − S 2π ; ε, h ) + O(h^∞), k ∈ Z^2. (3.43)

Moreover, P_λ is a real valued function for ε = 0, admits a polynomial asymptotic expansion in (ξ, ε, h) for the C^∞− topology of the form P_λ(ξ; ε, h) ∼ ∑ α,j,k C_{αjk} ξ^αε^jh^k. (3.44)

In particular, the h−leading term of P_λ is of the form p_{0,λ}(ξ, ε) = p_{λ,∞}(ξ) + iε⟨q⟩(ξ) + O(ε^2), (3.45) where p_{λ,∞}(ξ) is given by (3.41)-(3.42), and ⟨q⟩(ξ) is the expression of the average of q over a torus Λ_ξ close to Λ_{ξλ} , in the previous coordinates, see (3.30).

Remark 3.11. We notice that in the theorem the canonical transformation κ_∞ in (3.40) satisfying (3.41) and (3.42), is locally valid for all KAM tori Λ_{ξλ} in a neighborhood of the Diophantine Liouville Λ_a given in (3.34), here a = (E, G).

Remark 3.12. We can show that the function P_λ in the above theorem is a local diffeomorphism from a neighborhood of (ξ_a, R^2 ) into its image, that is in a O(ε)− horizontal band (see Ref. [24]). Therefore the eigenvalues of P_{ε,λ} in a good rectangle form a deformed h−lattice. Moreover, the lattice has a horizontal spacing O(h) and a vertical spacing O(εh).

3.4 Asymptotic pseudo-lattice structure of the spectrum

Assume that p is a completely integrable Hamiltonian system. Let U be an open subset with compact closure of regular values of the moment map F = (p, f) given in (3.24), and let X = F^{−1}(U). Then we can cover X by an atlas of angle-action charts {(V^c, κ^c)}_{c∈U} by Theorem 2.2.

Definition 3.13. We say that p is globally non-degenerate (on X) if for such an atlas of X, p is locally non-degenerate on every V^c, c ∈ U, according Definition 3.1.

With general assumption on the dynamics as in Section 3.2 and the globally nondegeneracy, we shall show the main result that the spectrum of P_{ε,λ} on the domain U(ε) satisfies all hypotheses of an asymptotic pseudo-lattice, according Definition 2.3.

Theorem 3.14. Let p be a completely integrable Hamiltonian and the set U as above. We assume that p is globally non-degenerate, according Def. 3.13. For h ≪ ε = O(h^δ), with 0 < δ < 1, and a small enough parameter 0 < λ ≪ 1, we consider an operator P_{ε,λ} satisfying all general assumptions of Section 3.2, (3.19)- (3.32), for any energy level E in the projection of U on horizontal axis. Let d > 0 fixed, α > 0 small enough, then we assume that 0 < λ ≪ α^2. We assume further that the map (p, ⟨q⟩) on X has connected fibers, where ⟨q⟩ is the average of q on tori, given in (3.29).

We define the set U(ε) as in (2.4). Then (σ(P_{ε,λ}), U(ε)) is an asymptotic pseudolattice.

Proof of Theorem 3.14. Let an any point c ∈ U. For any point a = (E, G) in a small enough neighborhood U^c of c such that G is a good value, i.e., G ∈ G(α, d, E), according Def. 3.6. With hypotheses of the theorem, the condition (3.34) holds (L = 1). For any K ∈ G_λ(α, E, G) such that (E, K) ∈ U^c. Then there exists an unique KAM torus Λ_{ξλ} = p^{−1}_λ (E) ∩ ⟨q⟩^{−1}(K) of H_{pλ} −flow, and a canonical transformation κ_∞ near Λ_{ξλ} as in (3.40). It is clear here that all hypotheses of Theorem 3.10 are satisfied and therefore we can have asymptotic expansions for all eigenvalues μ of P_{ε,λ} in a good rectangle R^{(E,K)}(ε, h) of the from (3.38), given by (3.43): μ = P_λ ( ξ_λ + h(k − η 4 ) − S 2π ; ε, h ) + O(h^∞), k ∈ Z^2. We remark also a classical result that S 2π − ξ_λ := τ_c ∈ R^2 , (3.46)

is locally constant in c ∈ U (see Ref. [24]). Then from Remark 3.12, the equation (3.43), with the aid of (3.45), provides a smooth local diffeomorphism near E +iεK ∈ C , denoted by f_λ, that sends μ to hk ∈ hZ^2, modulo O(h^∞), of the form

f_λ = f_λ(μ, ε; h) = S 2π − ξ_λ + h η 4 + P^{−1}_λ (μ) (3.47)

= τ_c + h η 4 + P^{−1}_λ (μ) σ(P_{ε,λ}) ∩ R^{(E,K)}(ε, h) ∋ μ → f_λ(μ, ε; h) ∈ hZ^2 + O(h^∞). Let ~f_λ = f_λ ∘ χ, where χ given by (2.3). We have ~f_λ = τ_c + hη 4 + P^{−1}_λ ∘ χ. (3.48)

Due to the fact that P_λ admits an asymptotic expansion in (ξ, ε, h) of the form (3.44) with h−leading term (3.45), then ~f_λ admits an asymptotic expansion in (ξ, ε,^h_ε ), by

Proposition 3.15 (see below). In the reduced form, the asymptotic expansion in (ε,^h_ε ) of ~f_λ, for the C^∞−topology in a neighborhood of E + iK, satisfies ~f_λ = ~f_{λ,0} + O(ε, h ε ), uniformly for h, ε small and h ≪ ε. Here ~f_{λ,0} is the leading term of ~f_λ, and

~f_{λ,0} = τ_c + ψ^{−1}, (3.49)

with ψ(ξ) := (p_{λ,∞}(ξ), ⟨q⟩(ξ)), (3.50) for ξ in a neighborhood of (ξ_λ, R^2 ).

The Remark 3.11 allows us to confirm that the leading term ~f_{λ0} is a local diffeomorphism, well defined on U^c. It is locally valid for any good rectangle R^{(E,K)}(ε, h) ⊂ U^c(ε). Hence f_λ is exactly a h−chart of σ(P_{ε,λ}) on a good rectangle.

We note that the set of good values is of large measure. Then a family of such these h−charts with locally leading term satisfying (3.49) forms a local pseudo-chart for σ(P_{ε,λ}) on U^c(ε). The above construction ensures that (σ(P_ε), U(ε)) is an asymptotic pseudo-lattice.

Proposition 3.15. (Ref. [24]) Let ^P = ^P (ξ; X) be a complex-valued smooth function of ξ near 0 ∈ R^2 and X near 0 ∈ R^n . Assume that ^P admits an asymptotic expansion in X near 0 of the form ^P (ξ; X) ∼ ∑ α C_α(ξ)X^α, with C_α(ξ) are smooth functions and C_0(ξ) := ^P_0(ξ) is a local diffeomorphism near ξ = 0.

Then, for | X | small enough, ^P is also a smooth local diffeomorphism near ξ = 0 and its inverse admits an asymptotic expansion in X near 0 whose the first term is ( ^P_0)^{−1}.

Theorem 3.14 allows us to define the monodromy of small non-selfadjoint perturbed operators as the monodromy of asymptotic pseudo-lattices. Then we have,

Definition 3.16. We suppose that P_{ε,λ} is an operator and U is a set as in Theorem 3.14. Then we define the spectral monodromy of P_{ε,λ}, denoted by [M_{sp}(P_{ε,λ})], as the monodromy of the asymptotic pseudo-lattice (σ(P_{ε,λ}), U(ε)), discussed in Section 2.2.

The class [M_{sp}(P_{ε,λ})] ∈ Ȟ^1(U, GL(2, Z)), defined by the 1-cocycle {M_{ij} ∈ GL(2, Z)}_{i,j∈J} of transition maps between local pseudo-charts, given in (2.6). We note that by the discreteness of the integer group GL(2, Z), this spectral monodromy does not depend on λ small enough and the classical parameters h, ε. Moreover, with the help of (3.49) and (3.50) we have M_{ij} = d [ ~ f^i_{λ,0} ∘ ( ~f^j_{λ,0})^{−1} ] = d [ (ψ^i)^{−1} ∘ ψ_j ] , i, j ∈ J . (3.51)

On the other hand, for a nearly integrable system, there exists a geometric invariant for its invariant KAM tori, defined by Broer and co-worker in Ref. [7]. We shall call the KAM monodromy. We discuss now the relationship between the spectral monodromy and the KAM monodromy.

The result of Ref. [7] showed that there exists a nowhere dense subset of H_{pλ} −invariant KAM tori in X of the form ⋃ a∈C Λ_{a,λ}, where C ⊂ U is a nowhere dense subset of large measure when λ small enough. Moreover, the measure of KAM tori in X is large, μ(X \ ⋃ a∈C Λ_{a,λ}) = O(α)μ(X). The KAM monodromy is defined as the obstruction against global triviality of a Z^2−bundle over the base U, denoted by F, which is an extension from the Z^2−bundle H_1(Λ_{a,λ}, Z) → a ∈ C. Here H_1(Λ_{a,λ}, Z) is the first homology group of Λ_{a,λ}.

On the KAM tori Λ_λ locally embedded in a canonical transformation as in (3.40) such that Λ_λ ≃ Λ_{ξλ} , we have locally (p_λ(ξ_λ), ⟨q⟩(ξ_λ)) = ψ(ξ_λ). It is classical, see Ref. [12], that the (periodic) Hamiltonian flows of p_λ and ⟨q⟩ from a point on Λ_λ form a basis of H_1(Λ_λ, Z). Therefore the transition maps between overlapping local trivializations of the bundle F are {^t ( d [ (ψ^i)^{−1} ∘ ψ_j ])_{−1} }, i, j ∈ J . By this result and (3.51), we can state that the spectral monodromy of P_{ε,λ} allows to recover completely the KAM monodromy. More precisely we have.

Theorem 3.17. The spectral monodromy of P_{ε,λ}, defined in Def. 3.16, is the adjoint of the KAM monodromy of the nearly integrable system p_λ.

In conclusion, the spectral monodromy of small non-selfadjoint perturbations of a selfadjoint operator admitting a principal symbol that is a nearly integrable and globally non-degenerate system, is well defined directly from its spectrum, independent of small perturbations. Moreover, the spectral monodromy allows to recover the monodromy of KAM invariant tori of the underlying nearly integrable system.

Acknowledgement

This work was completed during my visit to the Vietnam Institute for Advanced Study in Mathematics (VIASM). We would like to thank the Institute for its support and hospitality. We would like also to thank the Vietnam National University of Agriculture, who gave me a good opportunity to develop my research.

References

[1] V. I. Arnold, On a characteristic class entering into conditions of quantization, Funkc. Anal. Priloz. 1 (1967), p. 1- 14.

[2] A. B. Kolmogorov, The general theory of dynamical systems and classical mechanics, V. M. Tikhomirov (ed.), Mathematics and Its Applications (Soviet Series) 25 (1991), p. 335- 374. http://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007

[3] M. Audin, Les systèmes hamiltoniens et leur intégrabilité, Cours Spécialisés, Vol.

8 (Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2001).

[4] A. M. Charbonnel, Comportement semi-classique du spectre conjoint d’opérateurs pseudo différentiels qui commutent, Asymptotic Anal. 1 (1988), no. 3, p. 227-261.

[5] M. Hitrik and J. Sjöstrand, Non-selfadjoint perturbations of selfadjoint operators in two dimensions. IIIa. One branching point, Can. J. Math. 60 (2008), no. 3, p. 572- 657.

[6] M. Hitrik, J. Sjöstrand, and S. Vũ Ngo.c, Diophantine tori and spectral asymptotics for nonselfadjoint operators, Am. J. Math. 129 (2007), no. 1, p. 105- 182.

[7] H. Broer, R. Cushman, F. Fassò and F. Takens, Geometry of KAM tori for nearly integrable Hamiltonian systems, Ergod. Theory. Dyn. Syst. (2007), 27, no. 3, p. 725- 741.

[8] H. W. Broer, G. B. Huitema, F. Takens and B. L. J. Braaksma, Unfoldings and Bifurcations of Quasi-periodic Tori, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 421 (1990).

[9] J. B. Bost, Tores invariants des systèmes dynamiques hamiltoniens, Asterisque (1986), no. 133-134, p. 113- 157, Seminar Bourbaki, Vol. 1984/1985, http://eudml.org/doc/110039.

[10] J. Pöschel, Integrability of hamiltonian systems on Cantor sets, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 35 (1982), no. 5, p. 653- 696.

[11] J. Pöschel, A lecture on the classical KAM-theorem, Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 69 (2001), p. 707-732. http://www.poschel.de/pbl/kam-1.pdf.

[12] J. J. Duistermaat, On global action-angle coordinates, Commun. Pure Appl. Math.

33 (1980), no. 6, p. 687- 706.

[13] R. H. Cushman and J. J. Duistermaat, The quantum mechanical spherical pendulum, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.) 19 (1988), no. 2, p. 475- 479.

[14] M. Dimassi and J. Sjöstrand, Spectral asymptotics in the semi-classical limit, London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series, Vol. 268 (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999).

[15] D. Robert, Autour de l’approximation semi-classique, Progress in Mathematics, Vol. 68 (Birkhuser Boston Inc., Boston, MA, 1987).

[16] M. A. Shubin, Pseudodifferential Operators and Spectral Theory, 2nd ed. (Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 2001), Translated from the 1978 Russian original by Stig I. Andersson.

[17] Y. Colin de Verdière, Méthodes semi-classiques et théorie spectrale (Cours de DEA, 2006).

[18] S. Vũ Ngo.c, Quantum monodromy in integrable systems, Commun. Math. Phys.

203 (1999), no. 2, p. 465- 479, http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007.

[19] L. Charles and S. Vũ Ngo.c, Spectral asymptotics via the semiclassical Birkhoff normal form, Duke Math. J. 143 (2008), no. 3, p. 463- 511.

[20] G. Popov, Invariant tori, effective stability, and quasimodes with exponentially small error terms. I. Birkhoff normal forms, Ann. Henri Poincare 1 (2000), p. 223- 248.

[21] R. H. Cushman, H. R. Dullin, A. Giacobbe, D. D. Holm, M. Joyeux, P. Lynch, D. A. Sadovskií and B. I. Zhilinskií, CO2 molecule as a quantum realization of the 1:1:2 resonant swing-spring with monodromy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93(2) (2004), 024302(4). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.024302

[22] R. H. Cushman and D. A. Sadovskii, Monodromy in the hydrogen atom in crossed fields, Physica D 142 (2000), p. 166-196. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167- 2789(00)00053-1

[23] J. Robbin and D. Salamon, The Maslov index for paths, Topology 32 (1993), no.

2, p. 827-844.

[24] Q. S. Phan, Spectral monodromy of non selfadjoint operators, J. Math. Phys. 55, 013504 (2014).

[25] Q. S. Phan, Spectral monodromy of small non-selfadjoint quantum perturbations of completely integrable Hamiltonians, submitted (2016), https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.01998