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1 BIR% KAM Eip
Hamilton & Zt/& H2EE _EF) Hamilton BREAE. 7EREALRR T, 385 7] PLS T 2T
G=Hy(p,q), p=—Hyp,q), (q,p)€PCR™,

Hr H /& Hamilton BREL, AHRIFEGERIN dg A dp, n A& H HE.

Hamilton REA V2 BEIHARFAE 5, BEEF IS E 2 N ERRE, B W N ABA
FIRH—A Newton F4E, RE B AU A KA 51 IV 244 U S R 5 T K FH R I BU AT,
T K BH 58 AR AP B R I 8] ASK — B ) AR AR 2 G AR OSBRI i e, 2 DL SR [1).

1.1 AJFFAL A Hamilton 2%t

B (8 HL[1 Hamilton RGE RS, © WA S [R5 FI Bl 1 2% i 58 275 28, R, Hamilton %
28 1 AR ) K A DLk — B B B 2 R X R X 7 TH s AR A2 Liouville A B &
XA S Arnold Y {EHA.
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EIE 1.1 (Liouville E2) ¥ H & 2n- 45U LK Hamilton B, HA n MM &
KSRy F = H, F,...,F,. %

Mf:{x|Fl(x):f’HZ:172a7”}3

HH f=(f1, for--o, fn) € R N My AW HIE, HXT H 1) Hamilton JiL2&ALH. W M, 82
KHE@ERE, WERRET T n 4E380H:

T" = {(¢1, 92, -, ¢n) mod 27} = R" /27 Z".

b, HAEREY My MR SRS S, B, E AT o = (o100, 0n) T B 2 =0,
Forbt = w(f) 30U .
Liowille 1B W, ik i& 24 LB AR, — AT A R GE £ A SR T IIE AT 201 F Tk

H(q,p) = h(p), (g¢,p) €T" x D,
Heb p BNTERIAS &, T ¢ BN E. W B S E B, M2 0401 5 ArE A4 IR A 78 i
T, = {T" x {po} | po € D},

HAZAIE_E A IR AT AR IR (1) = g0 + w(po)t, p(t) = po, e w = hy, 2.

P HHIZ )2 P Hamilton REGMTHAL (typical) LA, A Hamilton Z 4t IAH 2 8] 45 F4 F1 2
J1EVE G R LB . (B2, ANPTA 1 Hamilton RGESE FTFR K. 1892 4, Poincaré R EH T 2%
LA R e, UL AT R GBI (generic) PLsh NN (B0 S WICHR [3]). Fll0, 4
N >3 I, N AR At A iR .

B2, GRS AT B A AR EL51 g, SO X 82T K BH 5 B 2 4 i gk A B Pl RRR). BESRORPH o5
PN RS RO Che IR ot 97k - W P Wl 1 0 = NG WA= D i NGRS A b 3170 o | o 4 N D IS B i N B
AT LME N — AT RGN EE). BT IXFERE R, AMITHETF R AT R GRS RS, i
RS

Z &R F)iE A Hamilton BREL H(q,p) = h(p) + f(q,p), HH (¢,p) € T" x D, IXH D & R* H
A SRR, /MBI B 715 IR E kR, E v RS AT A e /NS T ] DUAR
FE N RRIRE R, MBI, — NIRRT A RERI A BEORTF T oR? M AR R AAZ IR
SR X ) JUH 2 3 AT A Hamilton FR 40 R R AR 1] L

XL Hamilton F2 48 A [r) 5 A4 7y 2 A B R E 1 e A B B AR, T 46 ] 71 52 8 ¥
2R F B AR, U1 Kepler, Newton, Lagrange, Liouville, Delaunay A1 Weierstrass 25 H)<7E. 7
Sk, ORBH R BARE PR R — B2 B R KOG, L b, TR R sk bRz 3l 2 1 iz 3,
DAL R BH 2 () 7K AR TR 9 2 BRI 4 9R 11). BESR Poincaré sEFRULE] | N (N > 3) 4 n) @2 A A]
R, V2 30 AR B 45 H K B &R B e M BRI B, XA K S T AT R Sl B IR R .

1.2 28 KAM FIif

KNI AT R G AS R AT 1] 85, 1954 4F Kolmogorov 491 E A4 T E—EMHEBMAALE TR
ZHCRINB T Hamilton REEIALIAHAE NP TAIRGREE TR, Harth THEBRHEA BB, 158
FEHUE JE K 1 Arnold 1 Fil Moser 7 45 . Moser 45 R IERH TH R R4, X L5 10 P LE A
FRA (2 3LH) KAM 3.
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EIE 1.2 09 FE—An ARG H I AT Hamilton % H(q,p) = h(p) + flq,p). TR
WS w = hy, £ FHIRSCTARRAL:

det (?;;@)) #0, VpeD, (1.1)

H w = h,(po) Wi /2 T4 Diophantine &1

(w, k)] = —

> YReZN o) (1.2)

Hra>0,7>n—1. W 785/, W H(p,q) ERKH Hamilton RAH — LA w NIRAAR
Wi, & RERME AT ARG AL T, K/NNEIE. FERZRADE ST, AT SR RGEA
ARINH T, FE/NEN T ORFE TR, B IREE T RIIA I LUIRF NS H AN i — > Cantor ARG, 7E
Lebesgue Wl &2 XN A48 1 AH 2 8] 1 48 35043 X 43,

KAM EF 3, 5T B FIRIERM A T Hamilton 545, U 282 AR (typ-
ical), TR¥F TR AZLINMLE Lebesgue M= SN a0l 7 AH A 48K HE 70 X3k, KAM € BEHERH |
TG P <A 1 Hamilton RGAE (JLF) 85 AOEME i pe 24 ih i 2w P, T
X7 H ), 2 WOCHR (3,10, 11].

AR, P AT 2l — MR 1 X3, T X A8 XIS Lebesgue W& SCN G4 1 AH 23 [H]
A 248 R 43 3 T JHS, Kolmogorov 2511 TME%XTE’J%%@, [FIR N FE S X KBH & fa e
PR G T — N ERE R,

Kolmogorov 2518 52 B MIIE A 1 52 1 Arnold 7ESEMNTISE T&A 1 (2 WCTHR 16, 8)]), JE3K,
Poschel 12 LA T — A RIWEOIER. L b 5T Kolmogorov & FEA &R & FEHIEH, & W
Wk (13-19]. [FJBF, XFT-F I b B B RS 5 00 BRI R T AR B, Moser 7 & J& T — gl
Sk, AEH T AR BIAEAENE. 5 Kolmogorov JEFEISLL, Moser F 712 RIRER /N3 B IA] L. 2
S b, T UL I L /NG B 51 D ) DR A 5 ) X T TP [R) R AT 22 L SCHR [20-25).

NS KAM BG B 5 A BARFAESE ) TEGHUE B T 2 SCHR [12]. 3 22 R d it S AR R 2
TREE T REIAZIN M FFEIE. i, BRI RGE AL L. 8RR p = ¢
+1,q=0,

H(gq,p) =e+ N+ P(&0,1),

H e Z—MEEZBATRRETE, N 22— MK, w: & — w(@) HONZEBUS, P2/ MLghI.
EMNZH T, Hamilton &G0 N
0=Hy=w(@)+Pr(&0,1), I=-Hy=—Py(&0,1). (1.3)

RE, —JRARIAE T" x {p} BICRFFIE i) UL AL 9 — % Hamilton FR4E (1.3) HIAZRIA I R F7E: 7).
I 5S¢, AR AR 7] @] AN KAM PR AT SR AR 1X AN 45151 26 /2 B Moser 1)
A Poschel 26 R LK, BUESCNFZ KAM BRI — MR AERLF.

SRJE R — A E WL, e R 2T 1 1 Hamilton JBUE & = X4 |y, Hb F O i i
(1) Hamilton PREL. {EULFRLST T, Hamilton BREL H 28R

Ho®=N,+{N,F}+R—[R]+ Py,
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HAid5 [R] 28 R 7E T LRIFR-FME, {-,-} & Poisson 5. IXEHH MG A Ny = N+[R]
= (Lwy(§), wy =w+ o, XTH & = o/[R]. TIHTHIHLB T2

P, = /1{(1 —#){N,F} + R, F}o XbLdt + (P —R)o®
0
WERNHIRT F SR 7 72 A i
{N,F}+R—[R] =0, (1.4)

W4, it EA e &, Hamilton B3 H &N Hy = N, + Py, K N BHHEEE, Py &2 — N8/
NI W bR AR 0] LAE S S, AR Hamilton BREL A s an AATTHIRS (O A0 FEBR SR Bz
T ARG T

FETRRMEFITTAE (1.4), KR KAM J7ikse M BB B, K R M F JEIT A Fourier 4%
B, B b E: Fourier 2%, WA ERIAMEE] F, =0, WR k= 0; F, = WR’“ W k40 H
(w(&), k) #0.

BN H, FIRAREILSIRZ Newton (@i i) B, HH K, Wi — Mot (1.4), 4
BN ST RTE T, B, BT /N0 BE S B0 A 5T M R A, {Eﬂ’éﬁ@ﬂ UTALZAE T R A 2K
i HEE, H04AweR Hn>21,

B B =0 B sup o) = oc
KU E T LF = {N,F} UREREET .- #ETRN, TR THEITE (1.4) KRR
Fe bR BUE B AR 3L T, 2 WOCHR [27).

N T ARG F TR — AT R, AIARAMR BN B (1.2), A SFAFRARAE iR AR SL R
AL Diophantine 251, KA HIE LT MR VEEL, IXFEA BELRUE KAM AL

KT Mt 248, Diophantine 254 (1.2) AJ LARES N R FITE /N BE A

[(k,w) = oK), VO#keZ,

Hr ¢ —/ M@k, XEETREOE X — KR Y k| — oo B, WEHIRERE (W0 o ¥
(a > 1)) NS, (HEAFREIRERE (W k|77 (1 > n — 1)) FIRE. Lk iE T ek s H /N B
FATXT T R GRS, SC T 1K J7 T ) 1) f), 2 W SCHR [17,28-30).

W5, W > n -1, FrAW L% (1.2) B Diophantine [a] 8 #4 5 — AN LA N 1511
Cantor BB TAE KAM YR, S m) Bl H oA — A%, Bt /N B 3E 5 57 [ HE ) 7]
R FRATIE SR WU O T 3N 24, B R R (1.1) RFRR A, XA REIRIETC 75 IR
KAM B B)5, il 2Ny BER AT SR G2 AR 1.

1.3 REMIERLEN

£ KAM EH#H, Kolmogorov AEIBILIEA: (1.1) & 7870 264, AR L ER); JakiF 2 238 A E T
TG A ARIR A KA
1971 4E, Brjuno 132 $2H T —ANJRIE L4414

rank (w, g;) =n,
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ERFRN Brjuno ARBILKMF. BIRELL (1.1) 5524
20 #22 80 UK, Rissmann B0 B ATMEMTIHIE T BB A4 ATIRES

V(a1,az,-..,a,) € R"\ {0}, a1wi(p) + agwa(p) + -+ + anwn(p) #0, 1E O L. (1.5)

MU B3, 264 (1.5) S TAZBUN w BHEA S B IE R — AN S A (R 1 f.

KZEHIE, Rissmann JEBIELE (1.5) AHRE KAM 2H 458 Ror i da i dEE L4 4 (3
Bk [14,18)), SR AABIE Ritssmann 3 25 HEM, JREDE JLA 264 (1.5) ASFIFar#r.

1990 =, Cheng A Sun 3] PLK Herman 34351 Xif —J8Kpk i = 4w, R MIE BT
WERT 7 —> KAM- 4518, i RIS RGERIERM T — 4S80 1992 4, XA E5eit— 2 H
Xia (301 4 21 v 4E R T AR WL

1994 4F, Cheng 1 Sun B7 7E— AN 1 AEIR LA AF FUEA T Hamilton R KAM . LT
U, IXAN R A S S A T AR ZE WL R T AR R N — R 7 S it e XA SR RO G T
Brjuno JFIBMZ&AT, HIEZ R T Riissmann JEBILFFAE (1.5).

1994 4F, Xu &Y 4T FHIfgNT 5 1F

By
rank{ ()ZB‘VﬂEZ |6|<n1}n, dpe O, (1.6)

It HAEW] T e T Risssmann BT (1.5). FIHILZATE, MBA145H T Risssmann BT
KAM & B[P HAER. 1997 48, Xu SR FUBUOR D RGO R TSGR [38); IREHE B9 G kb s
i AN/ e 4

2001 4, &?}EEEHEJE@C SPF (1.5) BAT 10 £ELUJ5, Rissmann 17 A A5 H T SCHR [30] 4G
W —AMIE. THAREZRMER, 2 WO0HR [15,18,24,25,40].

1.4 Melnikov EBMKYE A TINE

I YEASAR IR 1) 1) 6T 2R Lagrange PRTHI ¥ S HLEE 2 JEH 55 B2 1), 3 J7 T (1) -3 TR VA 20
T Melnikov #1421 F1 Moser ), A 153 51l 25 FE T (- 15 A 38 2R TR 48 00 it A A48 BA T i .
2 & — R SR HTIE AT AN Hamilton K% H = N + P, Hirp

i u Jrv (1.7)

R MNETE, P &AM, HHZEDN P =T x R? x R™ x R™, KT EE58) do A dy + du A dv,
W= (W1,ws, ... ,wy) BANVIFSERFE, T Q= (Q,Q, ..., Q) FERE H &,
ﬂu% P=0,Ml H=N %Tﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%*ﬁﬂ?@%. AR, (u,v) = (0,0) LA (u,v)

ﬂﬁﬁlﬂiﬁé’@m”}{ﬂﬁ T” x {0} x {0} {0}, VIAIRFE N w, EEFEN Q. FAMRBE Q Tk T w.
N T 25 JEMR R AE A AL AT e i, 3RATTE S 5152 T 51/ BER A

(w,k) +Q,(w) #0, VkeZ", j=1,2,...,m, (1.8)

DXu J, You J, Qiu Q. Invariant tori of nearly integrable Hamiltonian system with degeneracy. Preprint, ETH-Ziirich, 1994,
ISSN 0465-7926.
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(w, k) £ Q(w) £Qj(w) #0, YkeZ", i,j=1,2,...,m. (1.9)

(1.8) FRANH— Melnikov 251F, 1M (1.9) FRONEE — Melnikov 614 X B TI AR A& w BIE NS EL

EIE 1.3 41431 [F# Melnikov 2605 (1.8) Al (1.9) AL, W P 780/, ST REZHSH w (£
Lebesgue MR R, S w ABIRBN REA —AHEEHRAEA IR, HY)mIEZ w B—0
(=

XANEER H Melnikov (4142 75 1965 4E3& H, 58 HIE B Eliasson 431 7F 1988 445 . Poschel [26]
WA T —ANANEIE . XS X — 2 1 Kuksin 4445] Fll Wayne 146 ) 2196 55 4E45 7, Mtk
PUJS, Hamilton fRff 7 2 KAM BESZEFI K. XTI 4E KAM B, A TEAAE N — R
1T,

Melnikov & H 58— Melnikov 25 AN L2, 1997 4, Bourgain 7 #E55— Melnikov 25 1F T
UER TR4EA IR AEFE . 1999 4F, You (481 HI KAM 773245 8] T EiEMZNT (X3 = Melnikov
ZAFANERAL) ARGEA IR TH I PR AA AN ZE AR M. 2001 4F, Xu A You M9 #E—2DH KAM J7ikresh
— Melnikov Z5f4 3 21 T ARYEA AR PRTH [ R AT 1 R 2R M R k.

EIE 1.4 479 {F% Melnikov &4F (1.8) B WHR P 7840/, BAXTRKELEHSH w (fE
Lebesgue MIFERE LT, A28 w MIRB) R — St Aa E PR AE AL I

EAFE RIS, SCHR [50] H 1 Craig-Wayne 779245 A BIAS AR IR BT LTSI, PR EAS 68 1 B AR
FF R ORI I A et e v, SR [48,49) R KAM J5iEAMXUAG 3] T AR )RR, I8
193] 7T AR LR ENE. MG, 5 PSS R R BRI R BOE W MR 6 AF T, BIF 2K
TR AR ER T TAE, X BTN, By 1 E S0 & I SCERAE, 12 05Tk [51-54).

AR IR IS T, SIS T 2= R R, %

N | =

N = (w,y) + ZQJ(Uf - UJQ»), (1.10)
j=1

W Q; 0 (V4), W (u,v) = (0,0) ZAERA TP A SO AN AR G PRAE S B Moser 1),
Zehnder 271 F1 Graff 5] 1531

EH 1.5 927550 i N/ (1.10) 441, H (u,0) = (0,0) 2 AEEALEIXUHEFET . sk P 7850/,
H w il /N BEAE (1.2), WIRBI RS H = N + P A — 0l PR4EAZ IR, LA w AP RS,

Xt AR AL XU B T, Melnikov 2644 & AN, £ 9% T Lagrange A KAM- BIZE 18 #w] DA
e BIIXFETE, 2 WOCHR [48,56,57).

FIHATALE, EARRILIE T T, R TIRAEA LI B KAM EH OAE 7 F & KR, 280, g
VISP IR, I KAM BT SRAR K IR, 3X PR A 11 T 2= R IRAE LR Lagrange ¥R
TE/NEN TR O3 A AR AE A T R IS, A 53X 7 18T ) 1) R, FRATTAT 22 W, Treshchev Eliasson. Broer
Hassmann. Kiipper. F25205. JUETN. 225 5o & AtEfh A H A4 560 TAE. Sl 15 T% 2 WL
R [58-64]; MRS 22 WCHR [65-68], — RGBS LS WSk [69-75].

1.5 [~ Hamilton &%

J7 X Hamilton R4 (tHFR Poisson R4t) H Hamilton PRELFI Poisson 457 E. Poisson 45#)
se—H Lie fREZEH, B2 Jacobi fHEE WA SO FRIE R E L. Poisson 4544 A] LAZIRAL ).
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FEAEIRAL I fi%, Poisson 4544 Jay & Ll 2 PRk B -F 2544, LI 0 Hamilton F 48R #5_E U2 draE i
Hamilton R4;.

WM=DxT"xW xW, it DcR™ ZXIH, W c R & R FEUR fOH R4 M B
[1)—> Poisson £5 14 T 21 g5 f 5 P 2

0 —A(I) 0 0
AT(T B(I 0 0
() B() | o
0 0 0 —Er v
0 0 E, v 0

H (1, 0,u,v) € M, A(I) FN m B m x n FFEREL, B(I) 2R FHEFEREL, B, 2 r PriESE
HE R,
TE_FiR 52 Y Poisson 54T, M MNT H(I, p,u,v) B X Hamilton R%N

()Gt )0 () C50)
= , = , (1.12)
% AT(I)  B(I) H, b H,

RUNFARAER) Hamilton REE, 5K T AERAZE, ¢ NMER, (u,0) WIERZE. FHER], "X
Hamilton RZiH, 1 FA BRI f A8 BT A R IR) 4E 8, A3 1R) M AT LU 3344k, Rk, 1 Y Hamilton
ARG T HRE Hamilton REAORIEARB, B2 10— KR4
LIPS )
1
H=N=hn()+ §;Qj(u§ +v?),

WA, BRI, B AL {1} x T x {0} x {0}, FHKHE w(I) = AT()hy(I), I € D.
FRUERT KAM B FEARE B M FH T7 X Hamilton ZR%E, 1% 77 00 TAEHZL T Li 1 Yi [76.77)
J& Cong "8l AATTECIhHEE . T ) X Hamilton RN KAM Hit, HMG—LE 1) KAM & 2
J~ Y Hamilton £ 4.
EE 1.6 10 BT e ASLENT X Hamilton B4

H(LQO)ZN(I)—F]C(I,QO),

MRS (1.12) g5, Hd r = 0. WHRBU w(l) = AT()N7(I) W2 Riissmann JEB4L A
MR f 7N, o, SRT H(I, o) #7 X Hamilton 2G04 W T S8 — AR E, SA1H
B—A Cantor BIEA, 1F Lebesgue WL R ST, (545 723 18] A I8 5040 X 45k

25 B 1 5 2 K R AR PR 4E AN AR AT Y KAM SEBEHE) 3 17 X Hamilton ZR4E, W0
Hk [56,57,70,79-83)].

1.6 HbsmiHE

FERETFATTRERS, /N e BEe S EOGTHE TR, P, KAM J59506 T 1R P 26 AR Bk .
WA TR LG B R AME N BRI R DG I YRR K. BRIV KAM @ B E Se MM R T
13200, AHZEAERES I IE R A T Rar. X 75T — AN EE A LAE 2 Riissmann 29 132111,
AT Moser FI5C TR ) KAM EEL) €333 IENZAHEESE] C°, 85 Herman 13435 it —3p
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SR o3+, BbAk, ¥FZ Hamilton REH KAM EHAE Gevrey 5L OF (u > 27+2) B N AL,
Hrp 7 /& Diophantine 251 (1.2) FFHIHE. A< KAM FRR A IE M )@, 7] 2 DLSCHR [16,25,84-86].

HIR KAM HigEJE T Hamilton R%t, IAE T SN0 R @5 A 7180 T H. EH M Moser
KT RGBS 2 AR FEPE TAE UG, VF 22800 KAM- BUE5RHE) 2] 7ol R4:, He i,
Sk 9,14, 20,87-89] fEA I R G KAM IS5 AE H 1 HETTHR.

AN, KAM #gib o] LN H TF s, BR8] 72 KAM- 458 [9,14,20,87-89).

FAh—N5 KAM #% U)AH O PSR R 78 77 )& 008 IR PE R G MR RS (co-cycles)
(R 294k 0] BB A B AN TAERL A I Schrodinger 83t S . BR TR, X Bt ARTHE T, A R
e, T 2oL E A0 it 1] f AT 2 L SCHR [28,90-95), I8 TR PMERAR R 48 AT 2 WLCHR [96-100].

2 Hamilton R 52H R KAM IEig

IRE R, A4 SH3EA TR4E Hamilton RS KAM BISHET B 554 Hamilton 24, Bl Hamilton
BRECE W

H(0,1,2,%8) = W), 1)+ Y Qu(&)znZn + P(0,1,2,2,8), &0, (2.1)
neA
HA 0= (61,...,0,) €T, I =(I1,...,I;) €R®, 2 = (20)nea JBTH— Hilbert 4¥[8], A ZIEAREE, BH
A =7 8 A =74 BATRR (0,1) RVIHKF, 2, F z, FEALKR.
HARYE Hamilton REAFFE, WRMUE RSN 75/, TEJ54E Hamilton REM) KAM B it
— RV AERN. T2 AMTEOE YT 510 H Hamilton Wi 77 FE 2 LT T 4E Hamilton &R
Gl T T3 2 b ) Hamilton R4GE, —ANEFHZIX KT 4E Hamilton REAWIE XL, 55— DR
K2 1% 2% Hamilton R4 SN 1E LI/ KAM J7iEE R Rt AT R REHIAR 73 7 145 21 5
FRIAEAEYE (2 WOCHR [101,102]), {HAR 507245 A 230U MR,

2.1 —% Hamilton w52 FEH KAM IEig

X Hamilton flifl 73 77 #E3EAT Fourier AR I, FXT U7 M GI NAEF - AR S H 5, nI43 34
M) Hamilton PR (2.1), B2

(A1) FEBALZFAF (nondegeneracy): BRST € — w(€) 22 O AIERIMBZIAIN C 34y [F k.

(A2) VEAIT I KA (asymptotics of normal frequencies):

Q, = |n|°. (2.2)

(A3) $EBNIENME (regularity of the perturbation): 3 P ZRkT 540 C1 S INTEREL, H 45,
Wl P RIENE), B Xp K HS TRFHIN B0 BIFH, (| Xp|° < co. XH, o MIEEM Q, I3
KIEE, § #72 Hamilton 7 &3 Xp B IENITE.

a0, %F Dirichlet 10 F 2% H)— 4k J5 FE

Upt — Uge + Meu+u® =0,  u(t,0) = u(t,7) =0, (2.3)
BATH a=1, 6 = —1. Xt Dirichlet 3452 H)—4E Schrodinger /52

iy — Uy + Meu+ [ulPu=0, u(t,0)=u(t,7) =0, (2.4)
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FATH a =2, 5 =0. Fourier ¥ M & LN
Mgeinx an(f)einx, n=i1,...,ib,
Mgeim =0, nFiy,... 0.

Hamilton w7 /7 21 KAM g (KAMPDEs) #2120 22 80 4EAR M Kuksin 191 Il Wayne [46]
(1 AR, ARATTARSTAE B T S TH ) KAM 2558

I 2.1 B (21) WL (A1)-(A3), (a,6) = (1,—1) BX (2,0), A4k, $ish P 785/, WG 5
ghit: fE(E Cantor ££ O, C O, meas(O\ O,) = O(v) B (KT 0 ff#bT, RTS8 ¢ 2 ¢, 1)

T T x O, — D(r,s) x O,

Horp v PR, TR ¢ € O,, 0 € T, B2k t — (0 + wt, &) /& Hamilton R (2.1)
AR U I

SEEE 2.1 BB H T Dirichlet 11 5425 10— 4E 9% 7 FE AT —4E Schodinger /5 FE.

EIE 2.2 45460 X Lebesgue WL R U N RZHIN ¢, (2.3) A —HREMEAR € UL .

XHFE (2.4) ARG R. NERWAKE, Dirichlet 15564 T B — 485 7 #2215 KAM
T RENE N IR e B (1) — 2R JE 5 4E Hamilton R0 R AR 55—, Y& MHMEZ A —2
(BEES, IXCRIUEAT 75 Z AR I R FE 2 RE 1. B, MBmES A —1 Bttt X ORUEm B
fhTHRI AT AT,

Xt Dirichlet 11 52 4FH—4E Schrodinger HREM 5, 6 = 0, X EMRE A B3P GIE ML TR %,
— MBI N IX I B AL T AT SRR, SEIE 2, VA Q, = [n)? BEE n — oo £ HAHITES, X150
FEAGTHATAT.

2 IRATE S A A TR B — AR T R, FRATIE R T B RS R B R HE. 7E 20 TS 90 AEAX,
R 2 A BRAEIE TR A 453, T SR AN A, Craig A1 Wayne 99103 R T Nash-Moser 4%
A1 Lyapunov-Schmidt 7}, X5 /INRHIEAE I TG 75 4EHE FER83 2) 7T AREF A A5 TF, AT e tigis 1 A
WD TSR ) — 4 T FE RN —4E Schrodinger 77 R H1f#. Bourgain 104107 #—B K J& T Craig Al
Wayne FJ775UER] § Dirichlet B¢& 10 556 AF T w4 7 A2 A& 4E Schrédinger 77 R 40 IR K17
FENE, WA NS HINE L AT 2 0 SR [108). 58T FROGIE I 40 1 BB 1% T S B BR T 1S T, 2 00
SCHR [109-111). FRATFF ER I/, Craig M Wayne [ Bourgain 752200 1E B $OLE M (1) A7 7 14 22
IR R TT %, (BANRAS B2kt fse v, BRIL, AT 45 R 55T KAM Tk 245 3.

7E 20 thad 90 FEAR, ATEEMEE KAM VA REA B S A IS L (S WaCHR [106]). 1999 4,
You 81 B SEAEA PRYEE T e ik T B VLA SR AR HE. 2000 4, Chierchia A1 You 1121 gk—3BiF# 7 —
AT LA E A AR TC 55 4 KAM 58 B, X AN BN T i B3 S 26 AR i — R 5 B A BLJE AAT
THE R ETC T3 4 KAM BEiR oK AL P 85 57 7% 1) Hamilton fi7) 77 F2.

EIE 2.3 112 XRZHEW & AL TSR — 4B

Uy — Uy + Meu+u =0,  u(t,r) = u(t,z + 27) (2.5)

A LA E 0L S A

MFEARM 5K FE, Chierchia F1 You 1121 UV 8 — M HIARUETE, HERHL T, HATT2% B8 o8 — BB
AL

@€, 1) + D ()20, Zn),

neA
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Hrb Q,,(8) A BRYEFERE, 2, 2 BRYE N &, AR R 7 FE & 2o m) 87 PR ER A MR B 7 18, S5k
b, SCHR [112] A& SCHR (48] BIC S5 4EHE
XoF JE 30 5 5% A ) — 4 Schrédinger 77 F2

iy — gy + Meu+ |[ul*u =0, u(t,z)=u(t,z+ 27), (2.6)

BATHE Q, =n% neZ, §=0. Fk, IR ERPESS TP, X5 AL THAT SRR AT
SEARIE AN IHE, Geng A1 You 131 EBR T — AN 2 40 F 320251 1) KAM & B, K e A & #A 5t
SAF R —4E Schrodinger 77 F2:
TR (decay assumption):
92P
94n O,
o’pP
94n0qm
9’P
04,00,
EIE 2.4 M3 3R ZHH €, AL 441 —4E Schrodinger J7FE (2.6) A — ke tEA2 5 AU
Sl H1 .
T IR e gt BT AL AL B AT AT b S Hamilton R 52, T 545 4h = $0) Hamilton i
Sy TT R, NATRE SR FR T 1 X943 3] A BiE A R 4.
FEXE 2.5 %1 Dirichlet 14 5# 5/ —4E Schrodinger J7 12

< Ee—\"+m|/3’

—|n—-m
< ce \ |P7

—|n+m
< ce \ o

iU — Upe +mu+ |ulPu =0, u(t,0)=u(tnr)=0

H Cantor JERZ M Fa e HIHLUE HfE.
EIE 2.6 114 Dirichlet i A 444 1 — 4Lk )5 %

Upt — Uge +mu+u =0, wu(t,0) =u(t,m) =0

A7 Cantor FRHIZEIERRE AU .
R 2.7 M0 R R — YR T R

Upt — Uge +u =0, u(t,r) = u(t,x + 2m)

A Cantor W& HIZMERRE 0400 Jf.
A KE R SCER AR BEIX M T, 40SCHk [116-118] 4.
NS E T IO 2640 KAV (Korteweg-de Vries) J7 2

Up = —Uggr + (Meu+u®)y,  u(t,z) =u(t, o + 27) (2.7)

I, BTN B, AERXMEIE N, o =3, 6 = 1, REELAIR LN, N T KAM BRIRRZERL, JATA
FFAE — L BRI BURFRHETE , S BURIRRIUE A IS AR T AR R 77 2. Kuksin (119
FOAR TIRAWAELE H T AR T KAV TR R KAM € B, ]2 ) CHR [120,121).

TETE 2.8 912 RPRZHN ¢, TiRE (2.7) A IRENERE AL I
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F 21 FHfEHEHEHTHEE0<d<a—1.
M JE Dirichlet 11 5251 17 520 Schrodinger J7 72

iy — Uge + Meu —i(Jul*u), =0, u(t,0)=u(t,7)=0 (2.8)

B, AMITEIL Q, =n?,n>1,0=1 X 0<d§=a—1, FEENHETST KAV FFE. Liu M
Yuan [122:123] @i gt (1) Kuksin 51 #AES T — 0T LS T (2.8) 19 KAM 2 3.

EIE 2.9 122123 J5E (2.8) MR (A1) (A2) (a =2) Al (A3) (6 =1), B —R&MREE N
5 .

A 2.2 EHPEBEEHTHEE0<S<a—1.

Ma—1<6<alth, Baldi 25124 JE8H T HB01 Airy 2

Ut + Uggr + €0 (f(Awt, T, Uy Ug, Uz )) =0, €T, f€ ck (2.9)

WE IR AN, ERXFEET, Q. = nd, n > 1, 6 = 3. ARG Airy FTFERIZ4L 1) 3,
ZIHL B R B FEA BN KAM 53], &7 KAM IS LLRT, 15047 — LA hr i (2 W
Bk [125,126]), XA PRI EN B Eomn A 2 SRR /)N.

EIE 2.10 124 JiRE (2.9) B R AR 10 H0E A

F 2.3 LHEPEEERTHBE 0<6 <o BIEELS LT,

EIE 2.11% A MK S A 0K T R — R 2R M AR e AU R

X WEFT H AT AER IR, AMITEE KB KAM 77938 kb 3 5 43 2% (#) Hamilton R 7> 77 T2

2.2 5% Hamilton w57 HEH KAM IEif

7% &= 4k Hamilton s TR, BEFE n BT J055 K, A E A& T IO 55 K, X477 R AR
EX DN/ TS Ry
ug + A%u+ Meu+u® =0, zeT? (2.10)
[F I 2 AT 3 77 FE R Schrodinger 77 FEHIAE A1, AT KAM & BEANH R ECAR ). HE b, XE Q,
=n%nez §=—1.
FIE 2.12 127128) G5 (2.10) A L MERE E BRI
o3 Ul PR AULE AR (IR RIS AR KAM 153
EIE 2.13 129 J5FE (2.10) 5 Cantor 5 B3 X (500 A
7 2.4 BB Klein-Gordon J7FEA FHLIZ5 18, 2 W3k [130,131].
(A3) W1 5 =0 AR, mgE Schrodinger 7712
iuy — Au+ Meu + f(x,u,a) =0, z€T? (2.11)
)8 TXAMEIE, X Q, = 0|2, n e 2, § = 0.
Eliasson 1 Kuksin 132 4EB] " —Mif 2 R IR HT KAM 52 B R T 4 Schrédinger 7 F2:
(A4) Toplitz-Lipschitz PE: SHMERFEE K] n,m € 24, c € 24\ {0}, fFIEMRIR
0?P 0*pP 0?P

im — 2 fim Y fim Y
t—o0 aanrtca(Jmftc t—oo 6Qn+tcaqm+tc t—oo aQnthcanftc

2)Baldi P, Berti M, Montalto R. KAM for autonomous quasi-linear perturbations of KdV. Preprint, 2015

3)Berti M, Montalto R. Quasi-periodic standing wave solutions of gravity-capillary water waves. Preprint, 2016
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T, AHE K > 0, (81525 [t > K I, P2

2 2
PP PP e e
< s
8Qn+tCan—tc t—ro0 aQH+tcan—tC |t|
2p 2p
_OP iy PP E e,
8Qn+tcan+tc t—o0 8qn+tcan+tc |t‘
2 2
— g P_ — lim — 9 P_ < ie"""‘m"’.
aQn+tCan—tc t—ro0 a(In+tcaQWL—tc |t|

EIE 2.14 192 XERZH ¢ HHE (2.11) A LM E ML .

7 2.5 Geng M You 331 @i ¥ InE ) &R es 17— MR HIED].

HITRERAT NS RN, AT R AR AE T B T 45 2R IE 0 SR 41, 4t TR AL PR T o2 5
TR AER. Bourgain (196134 EBR T — 4 Schrodinger J5 2

iu; — Au+mu 4 ulul> =0 (2.12)

A UL IR X0 17 1
EIE 2.15 100 [EEWA B |ir] = |io] = R, i1 # —io LIRS i1,in € 22, 7 (2.12) HWF
IZNIE YR

2
u(t,x) = &elit i) L O(|¢f?)
j=1

T 2
wj =i +m+O(|g]*), j=1,2

Bourgain 196 (7] 2 WICHER [107) FaH, b (b > 2) ANFERAUE SR AIARUE T 23 A S8 in B 3, BT LA
TR R B . SRR R AT KAM BESIE A U 0 Sl ) Hamilton
BB, B EEAE KAM QRS E VR, XA NS5 Hamilton R88, AMITASEA I brdE
TEHR TG4 Hamilton BECHIF 0 EFE GEH 2L AT A0 indishie=X, BT RE (2.12) 2t
oy R TE LR, FTUAXHEZe i Schrodinger 752 (2.12) 1 5 159 20 4 1 32 502 0 WA R . xS
MELESCHR (106,132, 134]) HIE I 386 &b 2 200 8 b 7.

K29 =K Schrodinger /72 (2.12) HIZMEA 402 58 A LR 10, FIRIARAE L /2 JL-F- A vl Be 1,
S BT A RIS )y P (0) 202 FERTEAFRAETL B IXHRE, SR [132] 9 KAM 32
PARE R 2] (2.12), TATARAATFHIEREY) 7 LS bR eI o 0 JE T AR UL W] R/ DLASEAS [R]85 72
JURTREZE B SR AR, ARBLAG AR P AE SCHR [128] .

Geng %5 [135] £ p& 7 — 4R 2R Schrodinger A2

iug — Au+ |[ulPu=0 xcT? teR, (2.13)
u(t,x1,x2) = u(t, z1 + 2w, 22) = u(t, x1, x2 + 27). (2.14)
AL FE IR, VF 2 3R TRE B G, RIS 15 B RIAR I R R 22 & 0 {HEL Bourgain FARIME
B AR Z. S b, R KAM U, FRTRRRB LY 2 22 W& e, &
L] LUAG 21— B/ INR IR 3005 S
EE 2.16 199 JEZiME Schrodinger JH2 (2.13) A Cantor JFE1IAEHT 1508 HAfE.
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EAEE RN Bourgain W) ZHEABINIAAAEST R (S WOCHR [106]) #E) 2R EA FRYEA R I H Y
AEAEYE. AT, B T IR IR RAALEYE, 2 2.16 BB T IFHIFRUEE, AT AR T-0F SO 2k vk
T M BHARAE BT, 140, FRATIAE SR [135) Hadiai& 135020 Ut (4008 M, 1X 2 IR R I A

SEH 2.16 WA T3 — M) 4 EZ M Schrodinger 772

iuy — Au+ f(lu®)u =0, ze€T? tcR,

Forp f R AR P I SERENTER AL, B £(0) = 0, f/(0) # 0. PR, 2FIE) =4Es = 4E DL bR dEZR
P Schrodinger 2 S 4 AT 2R, BT, Procesi Al Procesi 136 ¥ 23 0] — 4EAE T HET 3125 0] i 4
HIE.
2.3 FTFHFHEE Hamilton R%EH KAM Eif

% & Hamilton ERECHN

H = Z |:Vn|wn|2 + %ﬂwjnrl + 51(wn+1 + q;Z}n—l)i/;n + 52|¢n+1 + wn—1|2'¢)n¢_)n

neEZ

i) Hamilton J7 T2

W — O
it = =50
BB L) JC 55 4E Schrodinger /7 FE
M;Z}n + Vnd)n + ﬂ'djn‘zwn + 51(¢n+1 + 1/%—1) + 52‘7;[}71,-&-1 + wn—1|2wn = Oa ne Z (215)

AT RAB WA EEIY GP (Gross-Pitaevskii) 772, B REERED IHESREFEE (S WX
ik [137]).

TP AR AN B ) R RAC IR FU 2 B B b i) — AN T3 3, AR T Frohlich 4 [158)
(¥ LAE.

EIR 2.17 138 2 o) =0, e TN, (Vi bnez RISLIFIIAG RN RIS, LIHTTEA 554
5% B AN S A T

61 = 0 W5 — SR 5¢ TAE R 2 ISRk [139-141). FRATIEH, ¢ = 0 &4 “toy” Hi%Y, ¥y

Frohlich 25 1381 $2H T J5 M 548 (2 WSCHR [138]): Consider the equation

gy, + 6(QnJrl + qrnfl) + Vagn + 6|Qn|2Q’n =0, nez, (2'16)

with {V}, }nez 1.i.d. random variables. If € and ¢ are small enough, with the equation in a large class, then
for “most” initial conditions (“Most”, e.g., with respect to the uniform measure on finite-dimensional unit

spheres), ¢° = (¢%)nez, of finite support, the solutions q* = (¢,),ez of (2.16) satisfy

lim ¢t " n?|g}|* = 0.

t—o0
nez

HATXAMEAE O — L= M 45 R
EIE 2.18 142 24 ¢ F1 5 7240/, HRE (2.16) B — 40l E Wi
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7 2.6 Bourgain fil Wang 1431 2 (87 MY SR, SELMETUA M\ lgnl?gn, [An] < €(1
+n)=7, T > 0 AN WA IE A A SRR RN, AATIER T, R e A, AT HGH
& (H' Y530 BERTETE V = (V,) MR E LT ELRZ0AEKN. 54, Wang Fl Zhang 144 5%
T (2.16) 45 H T —> Nekhoroshev KRR FILE R ALATIER] 7K I [A] ) Anderson &I,

EIB 2.19 91 X KLHM = € R/Z, @ /& Diophantine %, ¢ 7843/, B HL Schrédinger 752

ign, + €(qnt1 + gn—1) + tanw(x + nd)g, + e|qn|2qn =0, neZ (2.17)

A — A BAAE.

XANGERAEB T Bellissard 25 146] [ TAE, M ATIWFT0 T 02 (2.17) SFRLAILEMES T B Maryland
BT HIMERR, Maryland 5745 406 s, FLXHT 2 2T 0 300 DL~ 4 7 O A1E 1R 30— B0 DR

Geng Z M7 B0 T —4EBHRARLEME Schrodinger J7FER) “BhAS RiiL”,

ign, + E(Qn+1 + Qn—l) + V(nd + x)Qn + |Qn|ZQn =0, nez, (218)

HAFr0<ex 1,V & R/Z EWAEFEERI LT, @ € R /& Diophantine £, BIfF/E 7 > 1 f1 5 > 0
13 3

5
n|™’

|
HorpJofy & o BPREBEEE, B 0 < |op < 5. 53CHK [148] —#F, IATERARH G LM E V
i /2

[nél|; > n #0, (2.19)

sup [0V (z)| < CL™m!, m=>=0, C,L>0, (2.20)
z€ER/Z
Hw R &
oax [05(V(z+@) = V()] > £>0, Vo, Yo, (2.21)
Jmax [07(V(z +¢) = V(@) >Eleh, Vo, Ve, (2.22)

Hrb g 5>0. B, V(z) = cos 2mx i & LB Z&AF.

f&IT Eliasson M8 ) TAE, Geng 55 M7 {EB T — Ml R KAM @3, IR H B2 (2.18)
BE T BRI R N KAM W RCRE, Sk [147) 895 ZHER B

(1) HCHR [138] AE, AMIAFA LB = Fritsh;

(ii) 5 3CHR [142] AE, FTATHUE W ZE TS KAM 514

(iif) 5 3CHR [145] FER, 00 PRIAE 2 AH B 26 M 5 7 TG 75 i SRR i i

EIE 2.20 147 HE—24EEHL Schrodinger /7FE (2.18), [HE J = {n1,...,m} C Z, b > 1, 771E
TN € = e.(C,L,€,5,7,7,7), 132 0 < e < e. I, AT LT L5
174 Cantor £ O, = O (x) C [0,1]° W2 [0,1)°\ O = 0, € — 0, X THME ¢° € O. (B> T), FH
2 (2.18) HREMAME ¢ = (¢])nez Wi/

s11pZn2"l|qu|2 <oo, VYd>D0.
¢ neZ

Hamilton {5 77 F21K KAM 3¢ (KAMPDEs) HEGVIRZ AL ERIBE A7 17, AATEAE 4k
B g KAM AR RBE TS 2 1) 7 75 FE.

BUg R F AT T AR AR e — R AR E .
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KAM theory in finite and infinite dimensional spaces

YOU JianGong, GENG JianSheng & XU JunXiang

Abstract Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) theory is one of the greatest mathematical achievements of the
last century with great impact in science. In recent years, various problems with KAM arise in many branches of

mathematics and physics, such as celestial mechanics, condensed matter physics, dynamical systems, Hamiltonian
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PDEs, mathematical and physical equations, and operator spectral theory. These problems cannot be solved easily
by the classical KAM theory, and then motivated the further development of KAM theory. In this paper, we give
a brief (not complete) survey on the recent development of both finite dimensional and infinite dimensional KAM
theory, including the non-degeneracy condition, KAM for lower dimensional tori, and KAM for PDEs.

Keywords KAM theory, Hamiltonian systems, invariant tori, small divisors, non-degeneracy conditions,
Hamiltonian PDEs
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