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Abstract

In the present paper we prove a strong form of Arnold diffusion. Let T? be
the two torus and B? be the unit ball around the origin in R%. Fix p > 0. Our
main result says that for a “generic” time-periodic perturbation of an integrable
system of two degrees of freedom

Ho(p) + eH1(0,p,t), 0€T? peB? teT=R/Z,

with a strictly convex Hy, there exists a p-dense orbit (6, pe,t)(t) in T? x B2 x T,
namely, a p-neighborhood of the orbit contains T? x B? x T.

Our proof is a combination of geometric and variational methods. The
fundamental elements of the construction are usage of crumpled normally
hyperbolic invariant cylinders from [I3], flower and simple normally hyperbolic
invariant manifolds from as well as their kissing property at a strong double
resonance. This allows us to build a “connected” net of 3-dimensional normally
hyperbolic invariant manifolds. To construct diffusing orbits along this net we
employ a version of Mather variational method [58] proposed by Bernard in
[11]. This version is equipped with weak KAM theory [35].
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1 Introduction

The famous question called the ergodic hypothesis, formulated by Maxwell and
Boltzmann, suggests that for a typical Hamiltonian on a typical energy surface all,
but a set of zero measure of initial conditions, have trajectories dense in this energy
surface. However, KAM theory showed that for an open set of (nearly integrable)
Hamiltonian systems there is a set of initial conditions of positive measure with almost
periodic trajectories. This disproved the ergodic hypothesis and forced to reconsider

the problem.



A quasi-ergodic hypothesis, proposed by Ehrenfest [34] and Birkhoff [17], asks if a
typical Hamiltonian on a typical energy surface has a dense orbit. A definite answer
whether this statement is true or not is still far out of reach of modern dynamics.
There was an attempt to prove this statement by E. Fermi [37], which failed (see [3§]
for a more detailed account). To simplify the problem, Arnold [4] asks:

Does there exist a real instability in many-dimensional problems of perturbation
theory when the invariant tori do not divide the phase space?

For nearly integrable systems of two degrees (resp. of one and a half) of freedom
the invariant tori do divide the phase space and an energy surface respectively. This
implies that instability do not occur. We solve a weaker version of this question for
systems with two and a half and 3 degrees of freedom. This corresponds autonomous
perturbations of integrable systems with three degrees of freedom (resp. time-periodic
perturbations of integrable systems with two degrees of freedom).

1.1 Statement of the result

Let (0,p) € T? x B? be the phase space of an integrable Hamiltonian system Hy(p)
with T? being 2-dimensional torus T? = R?/Z? 5 6 = (6;,6,) and B? being the unit
ball around 0 in R? p = (py, p2) € B?. Hy is assumed to be strictly convex with the
following uniform estimate: there exists D > 1 such that

D™ < 9, Hy < DI, [Ho(0)],  [[9,Ho(0)]| < D.

where [ is the 2 x 2 identity matrix.
Consider a smooth time periodic perturbation

We study Arnold diffusion for this system, namely,
topological instability in the p variable.

Arnold [5] proved existence of such orbits for an example and conjectured that they
exist for a typical perturbation (see e.g. [4l 6] [7]).

Denote Z2 = Z*\ (0,0,1)Z, then integer relations k - (9,Hp,1) = 0 with k =
(El, ko) € Z2 and - being the inner product define a resonant submanifold. The strict
convexity of Hy implies that 8,H, : B> — R? is a diffeomorphism and each resonant
line defines a smooth curve embedded into action space

Se={peR*: k-(9,Hy,1)=0}.

If curves Sy and Sy are given by two linearly independent resonances vectors {k, k'},
they either have no intersection or intersect at a single point in B2. We call a resonance
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Figure 1.1: Resonant net

Sk space irreducible if the greatest common divisor of components of k; is one. Notice
that space irreducible resonances are dense.

Consider a finite collection of tuples:
ICZ{(k,Fk)I kEZi’, FkCSkﬂBZ},

where k is space irreducible, [[]and T, C Sy, is a closed segment. We say K defines a
diffusion path if
P= |J Ik

(k,Tg)eK

is a connected set. We would like to construct diffusion orbits along the path P (see

Figure [L1)).

Theorem 1.1. Let P C B? be a diffusion path, 5 < r < +o0, and Uy, ..., Uy be open
sets such that UyNP #0,i=1,...,N. Then there exist:

e a C" open and dense set U = U(P) C 8" depending on P,
e a nonnegative lower semi-continuous function ey = €o(Hy) with €gly > 0 and

e a “cusp” set

Y = V(Z/{?EO) = {EHl : H1 - Z/l, OD<ex EO(HI)}v

e o C" open and dense subset of eHy € W CV

IThis condition is not really necessary, we assume it as it helps simplify the presentation for single
resonances.
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Figure 1.2: Description of generic perturbations

such that for each eHy; € W there is an orbit (0,p)(t) of He and times 0 < Ty < -+ <
Tn with the property
p(T,)EU,, 1=1,...,N.

Remark 1.1. The condition that €, is lower semi-continuous implies the set V is open.

Remark 1.2. Note that the notion of genericity we use is not standard. We show that
in a neighborhood of perturbations of Hy the set of good directions U is open dense
in 8". Around each exceptional (nowhere dense) direction we remove a cusp and call
the complement V. For this set of perturbations we establish connected collection of
invariant manifolds. Then in the complement to some exceptional perturbations W in
Y we show that there are diffusing orbits “shadowing” these cylinders. Mather calls it
cusp residual. See Figure [1.2]

Consider (k1,T',) € K, for A > 0, in section we define a quantitative nonde-
generacy hypothesis relative to the resonant segment I',.

SR(ki, T, \) = [SRL,] — [SR3)]

Let us denote by U2y (k1, Tk, ) the set of Hy which satisfy SR(ki, [y, \).
Suppose H; satisfies the conditions SR(ky,x,, ), we define a finite subset of Z32

called the strong additional resonances. In Theorem we define a large constant
K = K(k1,Tx,, \), and call ky € Z2 strong if:
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e cither there is (ko,I'y,) € K such that I'y, N T, # 0;
o or |ko| < K(k1,Tk,,\) and Sg, N Ty, # 0.

We emphasize that strong additional resonances are taken from the set Z3, not just the
space irreducible ones. Denote the set of strong additional resonances K5 (k1, Ty, A),
If ky is strong, then it defines a unique double resonance I'y, r, = I'y, N Sk,.

For each double resonance I'y, x,, we associate non-resonance conditions of two

types:
e high energy [DR1"] — [DR3"] (section [4.2)),
e low energy [DR1°] — [DRA] (section [£.2).

For each pair ky € K (k;, T, A) consider the set of H; which satisfy the above
conditions and denote it by Upg(k1,,, k2).

Remark 1.3. All our non-degenerate conditions at a double resonance is stated relative
to a single resonance. Namely, the condition DR(ky, [k, , k2) may differ from the
condition DR(ka, ', , k1).

The following theorem is immediate given that:
o (Proposition Each Ugg(k1, Ty, ) is open and the union |J,.,U3g(k1) is dense;
e (Proposition The set Upr(k1, Tk, , ko) is open and dense.
Theorem 1.2. The set
Uu=uP)=J (| (Usak:.Tr)N N Upr(ki, Tr,, ko)
A>0 (k1,T', )€K ko€t (k1,Tky )
s open and dense in S".
As a corollary of Theorem [I.T], we obtain:
Theorem 1.3 (Almost Density Theorem). For any p > 0 there are
e an open dense setU =U(p) C S,

e a nonnegative lower semi—continuous function €y : 8* — Ry with €gly > 0,

a cusp set V:=V(U,e) :={eH,: HH €U, 0<e<e(H)},

an open dense subset W C 'V



all depending on p such that for any eH, € W there is a p—dense orbit on T? x B% x T.

Proof. Given a vector (w,1) € R3, let us call w being p-irrational if there exists 7' > 0
such that {t(w,1) : t € [T, T]} C T? is p-dense, and let T'(w) be the smallest such 7.

Using the fact that p = O(e), 0 = VHy(p) + O(e), there is €y > 0 depending on p and
T'(w) such that if 0 < € < €

B2p <U qbgie(e()apo:t())) ) T2 X Bp(p*> X T)

teR

(1.1)
for all py € Bp(p*), (90,750) e T? x T.

Any vector that is not p-irrational (called p-rational) must be resonant: namely
k- (w,1) =0 for some k € Z3. Moreover, there are only finitely many resonances that
corresponds to p-rational vectors. Since there are infinitely many space irreducible
resonances, there is a diffusion path P such consisting only of p/2-irrational resonances.
Moreover, we may choose the path P to be p/2-dense in B?, since space irreducible
resonances are dense.

We now apply Theorem to the path P, and pick p;, i = 1,...,N € P such
that (VHy(p;), 1) is (p/2)—irrational, and such that J;_, B,/2(p;) D B?. According
to our theorem, there is an orbit whose p component visit every B,(p;). Then the
orbit must be p—dense in view of . O]

1.2 Discussions of the result

Relation with Mather’s approach

Theorem was announced by Mather in [60], where he proposed a plan to prove it.
Some parts of the proof are written in [61]. Our work realizes Mather’s general plan
using weak KAM theory and Hamiltonian point of view. New techniques and tools
are introduced, below we summarize them.

e We utilize Bernard’s forcing relation to simplify the construction of diffusion
orbit. This allows a more Hamiltonian treatment of the variational concepts, and
allows us to reduce the main theorem to local forcing equivalence of cohomology
classes.

e We use Hamiltonian normal forms to construct a collection of normally hyperbolic
invariant cylinders along the chosen diffusion path. We obtain precise control
of the normal forms (via an anisotropic C? norm) at both single and double
resonances. Mather’s method uses mostly the Lagrangian point of view.



e We introduce the concept of Aubry-Mather type, which generalizes the work
done in Bernard-Kaloshin—Zhang [13] to a more abstract setting, applicable to
both single and double resonances. Heuristically, this means the Aubry sets
behaves like Aubry-Mather sets in twist maps. Our approach can be seen as a
generalization of the variational technique for a priori unstable systems from
[11], 13, 25].

e One important obstacle is the problem of regularity of barrier functions (see
section , which outside of the realm of twist maps is difficult to overcome.
Our definition of Aubry-Mather type allows proving this statement in a general
setting. It is our understanding that Mather [55] handles this problem without
proving existence of invariant cylinders.

e In a double resonance we also construct normally hyperbolic invariant cylinders.
This leads to a fairly simple and explicit structure of minimal orbits near a
double resonance. In particular, in order to switch from one resonance to another
we need only one jump (see section [5.5| for the formulation of the statement).

e [t is our understanding that Mather’s approach [55] requires an implicitly defined
number of jumps. His approach resembles his proof of existence of diffusing
orbits for twist maps inside a Birkhoff region of instability [56].

Other results on apriori stable systems

In [23], Theorem 5.1 a weaker result to Theorem is stated. The set of admissible
perturbations R, in Theorem 5.1 is residual, while our set of admissible perturbations
U is open and dense. The size of admissible perturbation ap from Theorem 5.1 is
analog of ¢ in Theorem [I.I] Regularity of dependence of the size of admissible
perturbation ap on P is not discussed. Therefore, the genericity of perturbations
from Theorem 5.1 is up to the reader’s interpretation. Notice that the proof in [23] is
variational and, as well as our proof, fundamentally relies on Mather’s ideas.

In [53] (see also [42, [52]), Theorem 1 is nearly identical to Theorem [I.1] A slight
difference is a higher regularity requirement. This proof is geometrical and does not
use variational methods.

An earlier version of the current paper was available ([49]) since 2012, the current
version is a thorough revision. We introduce a more general concept of Aubry-Mather
type, propose a different way to perform normal forms, and also use a different method
to handle the transition from single to double resonances.

In [45] we propose a way to prove Arnold diffusion in the same setting as in the
present paper, namely, for generic time-periodic perturbations of integrable systems
of three degrees of freedom with strictly convex unperturbed Hy. The key element
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of the construction is to find a diffusion path such that at every strong resonance
the associated averaged mechanical system is dominant. For dominant systems
we introduce dimension reduction and prove existence of 3-dimensional normally
hyperbolic invariant cylinders. Moreover, we show existence of families of Aubry sets
of Aubry-Mather type (see section for a definition). Finally, we use these sets to
construct diffusing orbits.

In [46] for dominant mechanical systems in any dimension we prove analogous
statement on existence of 3-dimensional cylinders carying a family of Aubry-Mather
type sets.

Autonomous version

Let n =3, p = (p1,p2,p3) € B3, and f[o(p) be a strictly convex Hamiltonian. Fix
i € {1,2,3} and a regular value a of Hy. Since H, is strictly convex, there is only
one critical value of ﬁ[o. Consider a convex connected open set W in the region
Op; Ho > p > 0 for some p > 0 and two open sets U and U’ in W intersecting the same
energy surface S, = {H;"(a)}. Then for a cusp generic (autonomous) perturbation
Hy(p) + eﬁl(g,@ there is an orbit (gg,ﬁe)(t) on the energy surface S, connecting U
with U’, namely, p.(0) € U and p.(t) € U’ for some t = t..

This can be shown using energy reduction to a time periodic system of two and a
half degrees of freedom (see e.g. [8, Section 45]).

Generic instability of resonant totally elliptic points

In [47] stability of resonant totally elliptic fixed points of symplectic maps in dimension
4 is studied. It is shown that generically a convex, resonant, totally elliptic point of a
symplectic map is Lyapunov unstable.

Non-convex Hamiltonians

In the case the Hamiltonian Hj is non-convex or non-strictly convex for all p € B?,
for example, Hy(p) = p? + p3, the problem of global Arnold diffusion is wide open.
Some results for the Hamiltonian Hy(p) = p3 — p3 are in [16] 20].

To apply variational approach one faces another deep open problem of extending
Mather theory and weak KAM theory beyond convex Hamiltonians or developping a
new technique to construct diffusing orbits.
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Other diffusion mechanisms

Here we would like to give a short review of other diffusion mechanisms. In the case
n = 2 Arnold proposed the following example

2 2
H0,p,6.1,8) = 5+ 2+ el —cosq)(1 + plsin g + sin)).
This example is a perturbation of the product of a a one-dimensional pendulum
and a one-dimensional rotator. The main feature of this example is that it has a
3-dimensional normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder. There is a rich literature on
Arnold example and we do not intend to give extensive list of references; we mention
[2, 9], [14) 15| [76], and references therein. This example gave rise to a family of examples

of systems of n + 1/2 degrees of freedom of the form

HE(Q7p> ¢7[>t) = HO(I) + KO(pa Q) + 6Hl(Q7p7 ¢717t)7

where (¢,p) € T" ' x R 1 T € R, ¢,t € T. Moreover, the Hamiltonian Ky(p, q) has a
saddle fixed point at the origin and Ky(0, ¢) attains its strict maximum at ¢ = 0. For
small € a 3-dimensional NHIC C persists. Several geometric mechanisms of diffusion
have evolved:

— In [29, 30] B} 41] the authors carefully analyze two types of dynamics induced on
the cylinder C. These two dynamics are given by so-called inner and outer maps. In
[33], [32], these techniques are applied to a general perturbation of Arnold’s example.

— In [72, [73], [74, 28] a return (separatrix) map along invariant manifolds of C is
constructed. A detailed analysis of this separatrix map gives diffusing orbits.

— In [22] 43| 48] for an open set of perturbations of Arnold’s example, one
constructs an probability measure p in the phase space such that the pushforward of
1 projected onto the I component in the proper time scale weakly converges to the
stochastic diffusion process. This, in particular, implies existence of diffusing orbits.

— In [40)], the authors treats the a priori chaotic setting, but prove diffusion in the
real analytic category, which is much more difficult. A different mechanism related to
the slow-fast system is given by the same authors in [39)].

As we mentioned on several other occasions the other two groups [11], 24, 25] are
inspired and influenced by Mather variation method [56], (57, 58] and build diffusing
orbits variationally. Recently a priori unstable structure was established for the
restricted planar three body problem [36]. It turns out that for this problem there are
no large gaps.

A multidimensional diffusion mechanism of different nature, but also based on
existence and persistence of a 3-dimensional NHIC C is proposed in [20].

We start with an outline of our proof with a sufficient condition for Arnold diffusion.
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1.3 Scheme of diffusion

For all ¢ < 1, the Hamiltonian H, satisfy the Tonelli property of superlinearity, strict
convexity, and completeness (see Section [6]). Mather theory ([35], [58]) implies that
for each cohomology class ¢ € R? ~ H'(T? R), the Hamiltonian H, admits families of
invariant sets of the Hamiltonian flow on T? x R? x T, called the Mather, Aubry, and
Mane sets, satisfying

My (c) C Ag,(c) C Ny, (c) CT? x Beyele) x T,

where C' is a constant depending only on D (see Corollary . We use M‘}{E(c),

JZ?_IE<C) and N 7. (c) to denote their intersection with the section {¢ = 0}, which are
invariant under the time-1-map. Throughout the paper, we may switch between
the two equivalent settings: either consider continuous invariant sets of the flow, or
discrete invariant sets under the time-1-map.

Our main strategy is then to pick a subset I', C R? of cohomologies very close to
the diffusion path P, then find an orbit that shadows a sequence of Aubry sets Ay, (¢;),
1 =1,...,N, ¢ € I'y. This requires the existence of non-degenerate heteroclinic
connections between the Aubry sets, the family of invariant sets with heteroclinic
connections is called a transition chain by Arnold [5]. To do this, we show that the
cohomologies satisfy one of the four diffusion mechanisms.

We give a general introduction to these mechanisms below, and refer to Section

for precise definitions.

Mather mechanism

For a twist map, it is known since Birkhoff that a region free of essential invariant
curves is unstable, namely there exists orbits that drifts from one boundary of the
region to another. Mather ([58]) gave a conceptual description of this phenomenon,
and generalized it into higher dimension.

We say that the pair (H., c¢) satisfy the Mather mechanism if

NG, (¢) C T

is contractible. (Note in the twist map case this means N°(c) is not a rotational
invariant curve.) Mather proved that in this case, A% (¢) admits a heteroclinic
connecting orbit to AY (¢') if ¢, ¢ are close.

Arnold mechanism

In Arnold’s original paper [5], Arnold showed the existence of a family of invariant tori,
whose own stable and unstable manifolds intersects transversally. In our setting, the
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Figure 1.3: Diffusion along a cylinder

tori are the Aubry sets fTHe(c) contained in a normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder
To consider homoclinic connections, we lift the system to a double covering map, then
the homoclinic connections becomes heteroclinic connections between the two copies.

We say that the pair (H., c) satisfy the Arnold mechanism if A} (c) is an invariant
curve, and there exists a symplectic double covering map = : T? x R? — T? x R?,
such that the set

A 70 —x 10 —
H.oz(E7¢) \ Apo=(E70)
is totally disconnected. If .,2(%, (¢) is a smooth invariant curve with transversal inter-
section of stable and unstable manifolds, then the above set is discrete.
Bifurcation mechanism

This is technically similar to the Arnold mechanism, but happens when the Aubry set
Ap._(c) is contained in two disjoint normally hyperbolic invariant cylinders.
We say that the pair (H., c¢) satisfy the Bifurcation mechanism if the set

N () \ A, (o)
is totally disconnected.

Normally hyperbolic invariant cylinders

The three mechanisms given do not apply to all cases, even after a generic perturbation.
The main observation is that they do apply to cohomologies that satisty:

2More precisely, these cylinders are weakly invariant, i.e. the associated vector field is tangent to
them, but orbits may escape through the boundary
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1. (2D NHIC) The Aubry set AV%E(C) is contained in a two-dimensional normally
hyperbolic invariant cylinder.

2. (1D Graph Theorem) The Aubry set .Z?{(c) is contained in a Lipschitz graph
over the circle T.

In this case, we say that the pair (H,, c) is of Aubry-Mather type.
Under these assumptions, the Aubry set resembles the Aubry-Mather sets for twist
maps, and in particular, generically we have the following dichotomy: either /] Ige(c)

is contractible, or .Z%E(c) is a Lipschitz invariant curve. In the latter case, we can show
that Arnold mechanism applies after an additional perturbation. Since either Mather
or Arnold mechanism applies, we conclude that A(c) is connected to A(¢) for ¢,
close. Moreover, this argument can be continued if ¢ is also of Aubry-Mather type.
Dynamically, the orbit is either diffusing along the heteroclinic orbits of invariant
curves, or diffusing in a Birkhoff region of instability within the cylinder. See Figure
We now briefly describe the non-degeneracy conditions.

While a cohomology of Aubry-Mather type is robust, namely it can be extended
along a continuous curve, in a one-parameter family one may encounter a bifurcation
where the Aubry set jumps from one cylinder to another one. At the bifurcation, the
Aubry set is contained in both cylinders. We say that the pair (H, ¢) if of Bifurcation
Aubry-Mather type if the Aubry set is possibly contained in two cylinders.

Technically we have to involve a different bifurcation type, called asymmetric
bifurcation type. This is very similar to the bifurcation Aubry-Mather type, the main
difference is on one side of the bifurcation, the Aubry set is a Aubry-Mather type set
contained in a invariant cylinder, while the other side we have a hyperbolic periodic
orbit. This happens when we cross double resonance, see Definition

Forcing relation

The rigorous formulation of the three diffusion mechanisms will be given using the
concept of forcing equivalence defined by Bernard in [I1] (which is generalization
of a equivalence relation defined by Mather, see [58]). If ¢, ¢ are forcing equivalent
(denoted ¢ 4F ), then there is a heteroclinic orbit connecting the associated Aubry
sets. Moreover, there exists orbit shadowing an arbitrary sequence of cohomologies,
as long as they are all equivalent. See Section for more details.

The main theorem reduces to Theorem [2.1] which proves forcing equivalence of a
net of cohomologies, called I',. The set I', consists of finitely many smooth curves.
On each of the smooth curves, we prove the cohomologies are of Aubry-Mather type,
and therefore one of the three mechanisms apply.

We prove forcing equivalence of different connected components directly, using the
definition of the forcing relation. We call this the Jump mechanism.
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1.4 Three regimes of diffusion

Recall that our plan is to choose a net I', of cohomology classes, and prove their
forcing equivalence, by first proving they are of Aubry-Mather type or Bifurcation
Aubry-Mather type. This is done in three distinct regimes.

Single resonance

Let (k1,Tk,) € K be one of the single resonant component, and let K% (kq, I, , A) be
the collection of the strong additional resonances. Then for p in a O(y/€)-neighborhood
of the set

F;le(M, )‘) = Fkl \ U BMﬁ(Fkl,kz) )

ko €KCst (kq ’Fkl A)

where M is a large parameter, the system admits the normal form
NSE = Hy+eZ(0°,p) + O(ed), (6°,67,t) € T>.

where how small ¢ is depends on how many double resonances we exclude. Under the
non-degeneracy conditions SR(ky,T'k,, A), the above system admits three dimensional

(for the flow) normally hyperbolic invariant cylinders, and one can prove each ¢ €
FflR(M, A) is of AM or of Bifurcation AM type.

Double resonance, high energy
Let py = I', k, be a double resonance. On the set

BMﬁ(pO)a Po = Fkl N sza

we perform a normal form transformation, and then the p variable via I = (p— po)/+/€.
One can show that the system is conjugate to:

% (K(I) — Ul) + O(4).

where K : R? — R is a positive quadratic form and U : T? — R, and 8 > 0 is a
constant depending only on ki, ks. The system H® = K(I) — U(yp) is a two degrees of
freedom mechanical system. Below we use the shifted energy E := H*(p, I)+min U(p)
as a parameter.

When the shifted energy E is not too close to 0, we are in the the high energy
regime. By imposing the conditions [DR1"] — [DR3"], one shows existence of two-
dimensional normally hyperbolic invariant cylinders associated to the shortest loops
for the associated Jacobi metric, with the shifted energy as a parameter. This cylinder
persists under perturbation, and one can show that the associated cohomologies are
of Aubry-Mather type.
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Double resonance, low energy

As the energy decreases, the cylinder constructed in the high energy may not persist.
Under the non-degeneracy conditions DR(k1, ks), we distinguish two separate cases:

1. Simple cylinder: in this case the cylinder extends across zero shifted energy to
negative shifted energy. In this case one can still show the associated cohomolo-
gies are of Aubry-Mather type.

2. Non-simple cylinder: In this case the cylinder may be destroyed before the
shifted energy becomes zero. However, we show the existence of two simple
cylinders near the non-simple one, and one can “jump” from one cylinder to
another one.

This is the only case where the Jump mechanism is used.

2 Forcing relation

2.1 Sufficient condition for Arnold diffusion

Recall that we will utilize the concept of forcing equivalence, denoted ¢ - ¢/. The
actual definition will not be important for the current discussions, instead, we state
its main application to Arnold diffusion.

Proposition 2.1 ([I1], Proposition 0.10). Let {c;}Y., be a sequence of cohomology
classes which_are forcing equivalent. For each i, let U; be neighborhoods of the discrete
Mather sets MY%(c;), then there is a trajectory of the Hamiltonian flowvisiting all the
sets U;.

Let o > 0 and V,(H) denote the o neighborhood of H in the space C"(T? x B* x T)
with respect to the natural C" topology. The following statement is a “local” version
of our main theorem, where we state that given H; € U, we can:

(1) Choose € to be locally constant on a neighborhood of Hy;

(2) Prove forcing equivalence on a residual subset of a neighborhood of H..

Theorem 2.1. Let P be a diffusion path and Uy, ..., Uy be open sets intersecting P.
Then there is and open and dense subset U(P) C S”, and for each Hy € U(P), there
are 6 = 0(Hy, Hy) > 0, €1 = €1(Hy, Hy) > 0 such that for each

H{GV(s(Hl), 0<e<e,
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there is a subset T, (e, Hy, H]) C R? satisfying
T, =Tu(e, Ho, H)OU; £0, i=1,...,N,

with the property that there is 0 = o(e, Hy, Hy) > 0, and a residual subset R,(Hy +
eH]) C V,(Ho+ €HY), such that for each H' € R, with respect to the Hamiltonian H',
all the ¢ € T'u(¢, Hy, HY) are forcing equivalent.

Proposition 2.1 and Theorem [2.1] imply our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem[1.1. First of all, let us define the lower semi-continuous function €.
For each Hy € U, define

e (+) = e1(Ho, H1) Ly, ()

where 1y, denote the indicator function of V. An indicator function of an open set is
lower semi-continuous by definition. For H; € 8"\ U, let €)' = 0. We then define

co(-) = sup & (),
HieS”
which is lower semi-continuous, being an (uncountable) supremum of lower semi-
continuous function. Note that ¢ is positive on each H; € U since ef'(Hy) =
€1(H0, Hl) > 0.

Consider now H; € U and 0 < € < ¢y(H;) as defined above. Let I',(ey, Ho, H1) be
as in Theorem . Let ¢; € U;NT.(¢, Hy, Hy). For any ||H — Hol||cr < €, there is
C > 0 depending only on D such that Mv%(c) C T? X Be e(c). As a result, reducing €
if necessary (note that minimum of an lower semi-continuous function and a constant
is still lower semi-continuous) , we have MY (¢;) C T2 x U;. Since ¢; are all forcing
equivalent by Theorem [2.1] Proposition [2.1] implies the existence of an orbit visiting
each neighborhood T? x U;.

Since the above discussion applies to all H € R,(Hy + €H;) where H; € U,
0 < € < ey(Hy), we conclude that for a dense subset of V(U,¢ey) (as defined in
Theorem , there is an orbit visiting each T? x U;. Since this property is open due
to the smoothness of the flow, it holds on an open and dense subset W of V. O

The set I'«(¢, Hy, Hy) will be chosen to be the union of finitely many smooth curves,
and will coincide with P except on finitely many neighborhoods of size O(y/€) of
strong double resonances.
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2.2 Diffusion mechanisms via forcing equivalence

We reformulate the diffusion mechanisms introduced in Section using forcing
equivalence. We start with Mather mechanism.

Proposition 2.2 ([I1], Theorem 0.11). Suppose
Ny (e) is contractible. (Ma)
as a subset of T?, then there is o > 0 such that c is forcing equivalent to all ¢ € By(c).
To define the Arnold mechanism, we consider a finite covering of our space. Let
E: T — T"
be a linear double covering map, for example: (01, 6,) — (2601, 05). Then £ lifts to a
symplectic map
ET' xR — T xR, Z(0,p) = (£6,&p),

where £*(p) is defined by the relation £*(p) - v = p - d&(v) for all v € R2. For example,
if n =2 and £(0,,6,) = (201,02) we have £*(p1,p2) = (p1/2,p2). This allows us to
consider the lifted Hamiltonian H o =.

Lemma 2.3. ([11), Section 7) We have
Apoz(€70) =E7"AY(e),  Nipez(€70) D 27N (o).
Moreover, £*c = £ relative to H o = implies ¢ = ¢ relative to H.

The Aubry set can be decomposed into disjoint invariant sets called static classes,
which gives important insight into the structure of the Aubry set. In particular, when
there is only one static class, then A% (c) = N9 (c). In the case A% (c) # N9 (c),
the difference N9(c) \ A% (c) consists of heteroclinic orbits from one static class
to another ([11]). Using Lemma , when AY%(c) = N9(c), it may happen that

A _(€7¢) C ND_-(€%¢), and the difference provides additional heterclinic orbits to
the Aubry set that is not contained in the Mane set before the lifting. This can be
exploited to create diffusion orbits.

Proposition 2.4 ([11], Theorem 9.2, Proposition 7.3). Suppose, either:
A% (¢) has two static classes, and N9 (c)\ A% (c) is totally disconnected,  (Bif)
or:
A% (c) has one static class, and N =(€* )\ A% =(£°¢) is totally disconnected. (Ar)

Then there is o > 0 such that c is forcing equivalent to all ¢ € B,(c).
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As implied by the labeling, the first item is called the bifurcation mechanism, and
the second the Arnold mechanism. We obtain the following immediate corollary:

Corollary 2.5 (Mather-Arnold mechanism). Suppose I' C B? is a continuous curve,

and for each ¢ € T' one of the diffusion mechanisms (Mal), (Bif]), or (Ar) holds.

Then all ¢ € T are forcing equivalent.
Recall that I'.(e, Hy, H1) can be chosen as a union of finitely many smooth curves.

e We will later show that for ¢ € T',(¢, Hy, H) in Theorem one of the two
applies: Proposition [2.2] or Proposition

As a result, each connected component of T, (¢, Hy, Hy) consists of equivalent ¢’s.

e We prove the forcing equivalence between different connected components using
directly the definition of forcing relation. We call this the “jump” mechanism.

2.3 Invariance under the symplectic coordinate changes

A diffeomorphism ¥ = ¥U(4,p) : T" x R® — T" x R™ is called exact symplectic if
U*\ — X is an exact one-form, where A = " | p;df; is the canonical form. We say
O :T"XxR"XT — T" x R*” x T is exact symplectic if

@(07]), t) - (@1(9,]9, t)7t)7
and there is E = E(@,p, t), such that
U(0,p,t,E) = (®(0,p,t), E+ E(0,p,1))

(called the autonomous extension of ®) is exact symplectic. The new term E(6, p,t)
is defined up to adding a function f’(¢), where f(¢) is periodic in ¢. Let us assume
E (0,0,t) = 0, therefore the choice of Eis unique.

Let H = H(0,p,t), and ® is exact symplectic with extension W. Then for

G(0,p,t,E) = H(0,p,t) + E, we define
O*H=U"H=GoU(l,pt E)—E=Hod+ E,p,1). (2.1)

The Aubry, Mather, Mane sets are invariant under exact symplectic coordinate
change in the following sense.

Proposition 2.6 ([10], [65]). Suppose H and ®*H are Tonelli, and let ¥ be the
extension of ®. Let (c,a) € R®" x R ~ HYT" x T,R), and let V*(c,a) = (c*,a*)
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be the push forward of the cohomology class via the identification H'(T? x T,R) ~
HYT" xR" x T x R,R). Then

a=ay(c) <= o =agpu(c).
Let us denote
(Pyc, ") = U (c,an(c)),
then

Mu(c) = @ (M},*H(cpg@) s Au(c) = @ (/Tq)*H(cp;,c)) , Nu(e) = @ (/\qu>*H(<I>"1;c)> .

Note in the particular case when ® is homotopic to identity, ®fc = ¢ and agg(c) =
aH(c).

Lemma 2.7. Let ® be an exact symplectic coordinate change. The tuple (H,c) satisfies
or if and only if (P*H, ®%;c) satisfies the same conditions. The property
with the additional condition that ﬂ%(c) =N 1(c) is also invariant under ezact
symplectic coordinate changes.

Proof. Since our symplectic coordinate changes are always identity in the ¢ components,
the invariance of Aubry and Mane sets imply the invariance of their zero section under
the map ®(-,-,0). The invariance of follows. For the invariance of (Mal), note
that due to the graph property, A% (c) is contractible in T2 x R if and only if A% (c)
is contractible in T?. Therefore the contractibility of Aubry set is invariant, and since
the Aubry set coincide with the Mane set by assumption, (Mal) is invariant.

For , let U be the extension of @, and let us extend = trivially to T" x R® x T
or T" x R™ x R without changing its name. Let ®; be an exact symplectic change
homotopic to ®, with extension Wy, such that

(IDOE:EO(I)l, \IJOE:EO\I’l.

Let us note Z*¢, defined as the push forward of H'(T" x R® x T x R,R) under the
identification with H*(T™ x T,R), is identical to £*c. We have:

V(e amea(E'0) = VI (e, an(0)) = 20 (¢, an(c).

*

Since = is independent of ¢, Z* is identity in the last component. We conclude that
(P1)%0= ¢ = Z5(P%,¢). Moreover,

(PoE)'H=(P"H)oZ, (E0®d)'H=>](HoZ).

@, (Naoz (@ 0 Z)ie) ) = B (Nagirem) (@1)igoz °0)) = Nirox(2°0)
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and
o, (5—1/%*1{(@;0)) — =1 (E_1J\~/'¢*H(<I>§{c)> — = (/T/H(c)) ,

therefore
@1 (Mg ez (E7(@56) \ E Wt (¥516) ) = Nz (270) \ 27 Wi (c).

This implies invariance of (Ar|) after considering the zero section of the above equality.
O

Our definition of exact symplectic coordinate change for time-periodic system
is somewhat restrictive, and in particular, it does not apply directly to the linear
coordinate change performed at the double resonance. In that setting, we will prove
invariance of Mather, Aubry and Mane set directly.

2.4 Normal hyperbolicity and Aubry-Mather type

Call a two dymensional normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder symplectic if the
restriction of the canonical form for this cylinder is non-degenerate on the domain of
definition. Loosely speaking, a pair (H,, c,) is called of Aubry-Mather type (AM type
for short, refer to Definition for details) if:

1. The discrete Aubry set JZ(}I (¢y) is contained in two dimensional normally hyper-
bolic invariant cylinder, the restriction of the symplectic form is non-degenerate
on the cylinder.

2. There is o > 0 such that the following holds for ¢ € B,(c,) and H € V,(H,) :

(a) The discrete Aubry set satisfies the graph property under the local coordi-
nates of the cylinder.

(b) When the Aubry set is an invariant graph, then locally the unstable manifold
of the Aubry set is a graph over the configuration space T?2.

This definition gives an abstract version of the setting seen in the a priori unstable
systems.

Theorem 2.2 (See Theorem [B.1)). Suppose H, € C", r > 2 and (H.,, c.) is of Aubry-
Mather type, I' C R? is a smooth curve containing c, in the relative interior. Then

there is o > 0 such that for all ¢ € B,(c,) N T, the following dichotomy holds for a
C"-residual subset of H € V,(H,):

1. FEither the projected Mane set N3y (c) is contractible as a subset of T? (Mather

mechanism (Mal));
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2. Or there is a finite covering map = such that the set
Ho=(€7) \ ET N ()
is totally disconnected (Arnold mechanism (Arx])).

We say (H,, c.) is of bifurcation Aubry-Mather type if there exists two normally
hyperbolic invariant cylinders, such that the local Aubry set restricted to each cylinder
satisfy the conditions of Aubry-Mather type. The precise definition is given in
Definition [8.2

We will also consider a particular (and simpler) bifurcation. We say (H,,c,) is of
asymmetric bifurcation type if there exists one normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder,
and a hyperbolic periodic orbit, such that the Aubry set is either contained in the union
of the cylinder (and of Aubry-Mather type), and the periodic orbit, see Definition

We state the consequence of these definitions in terms of diffusion.

Theorem 2.3 (See Theorem [.2). Suppose H, € C", r > 2 and (H,,c.) is of
bifurcation Aubry-Mather type or asymmetric bifurcation type, and I' C R? is a smooth
curve containing c, in the relative interior. Then there is o > 0 and an open and
dense subset R C V,(H,) such that for each H € R and each ¢ € I' N B,(c.), (Bif])
holds on at most finitely many c’s, and for all other c’s either or holds.

The following Proposition is a direct consequence of Theorem [2.2] and Theorem

Proposition 2.8. Suppose I' C B? is a piecewise smooth curve of cohomologies such
that for each ¢ € T', such that the pair (H.,c) is of Aubry-Mather type, bifurcation
AM type or asymmetric bifurcation type. Then there is 0 > 0 and a residual subset

R,(H,) C V,(H.), such that either (Mal), (Bif]), or (Ax])) holds for each H € R,(H.,)

and each c € T.

Proof. For a piecewise smooth I' = [ ", I';, we can extend each I'; to I"} smoothly,
such that I'; is contained in the relative interior of I';. We then apply Theorem and
Theorem [2.3to each ¢ € I'; relative to the smooth curve I'}, to get the conclusion of our
proposition for ¢ € B, (c), and H € Ry (H.) C Vy(e)(Hy). The proposition then
follows by considering a finite covering of I' by By(.,)(c;), and taking finite intersection
of residual subsets Ry(c;)(H,). O

We now describe the selection of cohomologies and prove AM type in each of the
two regimes. Single resonance is covered in Section [3] and double resonance is split
into two sections, Section 4| covers the geometrical part, while Section [5| covers the
variational part.
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3 Normal forms and cohomology classes at single
resonances

3.1 Resonant component and non-degeneracy conditions

Let (k1,T'x,) € K be a resonant segment in the diffusion path. Define the resonant
component of H; relative to the single resonance k; as follows:

[Hl k1 9 p7 Z h 27rzk

k€EKIZ

where hy, are the Fourier coefficients of Hy(6,p,t). Since [Hlx, only depends on the
variables ki - (6,t) and p, we define

Zkl T x R2 — R? Zkl(kl ' (eat)vp) = [Hl]kl ((97p7 t)
For py € T'y, define the following conditions:

[SR1,] For all p € By(po), the function Zy, (-, p) achieves a global maximum at 62(p) € T,
and

Zi, (0°,p) — Z1, (05(p), p) < Ad(6°,65(p))*.

[SR2,] For all p € By(po), there exists two local maxima 65 (p) and 65(p) of the function
Zi,(.,p) in T satisfying

8gSZk’1 (Qﬁp)ap) <A ) agSZkl (Hg(p)vp) < )\[a
Zk'l (987]9) < maX{Zlﬂ (9{(p)>p)7 Zkl (9§(p>7p)} - A(mln{d<98 - 6?)? d<98 - 6§>})2

Definition 3.1. We say that H; satisfy the condition SR(ki,I'y,,A) if for each
po € I'y,, at least one of [SR1,] and [SR2,] holds for the function Z, (6°,p).

Proposition 3.2. The set of H; € 8" such that SR(k1,Ty,, A) holds for some A >0
18 open and dense.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that a generic one-parameter family f(z,a), x € T, a €
la1, as] the function f(-,a) has unique non-degenerate maximum, with the exception
of up to finitely many a’s for which there are two non-degenerate maxima. We can
first show that the following property is open and dense: any local maxima in z
is non-degenerate (92,f(z) < 0). The main observation is that it’s implied by a
co-dimension two condition: we require whenever 0, f = 0, and 0,,f = 0, we have
Orzef # 0. Then any degenerate critical point cannot be a maxima.

We obtain a finite family of local minima. We then can “slide” them against each
other so that they intersect transversally. O
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Figure 3.1: Single resonance after removing punctures

Let K be a large parameter, recall the strong additional resonances are defined by
KSt(kl,Fkl,K) = {k’g S Zi’ : |k‘2| <K, Fkl N Sk2 7'é @}

We show generic forcing equivalence on each connected components of I'y, minus
O(y/€)—neighborhoods of the strong double resonances, called punctures. The following
theorem is the main result of this section, the proof is given in Section |3.3| assuming
propositions proved in the later sections. For M, K > 0 denote

TR (M, K) =T, \ U Bonre(Thy k) | - (3.1)

ka€Kst (k1,Ty, K)

Theorem 3.1. Suppose Hy satisfy the condition SR(ky,Tk,, \) on I'y,. Then there is
K = K(D7k317/\>, M = M(D,kl,/\), €1 = 61(D,k’1,)\) >0, 0= O'(kl,Ho,€7H1> > 0,
and for every 0 < € < €1, a residual subset R C V,(Hy + €Hy), such that the following
hold for all H € R: for each c € FflR(M, K) the associated Aubry or Mane sets satisfy

either (Mal), (Bif]) or (Ar). As a result, each connected components of FEIR(M, K)

is contained in one forcing equivalent class.

Refer to Figure [3.1] for an illustration.

3.2 Normal form

Then the classical partial averaging theory indicates that after a coordinate change,
the system has the normal form Hy + €Z, + h.o.t away from punctures. In order
to state the normal form, we need an anisotropic norm adapted to the perturbative
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nature of the system. Define

181

HHI(H,p,t)HC; = sup €2 up|89t (9 Hi(0,p, )|, (3.2)
|al+]B|<r
where a € (Z,)3, 8 € (Z,)? are multi-indices and | - | denote the sum of the indices.

The rescaled norm is similar to C” norm, but replace the p derivatives by the derivatives
in I = p/+/€, hence the name.

Theorem 3.2 (See end of this section). With the notations above there is C =
C(D, k1) > 1 such that the following hold. Let 6 > 0 be a small parameter and set
K =1/6* and M = K?. Then for any ¢ € I} (M, K) there exists p. € T'y, such that

¢ € Begej2(Pe)s (3.3)
and an C™ exact symplectic coordinate change homotopic to the identity

e : T x Bog fea(pe) x T — T* x Bogfe(pe) x T

such that:
1.
((I)€>*H == HO + E[Hl]kl + ER, HRHC? S CH. (34)
2 (@ — Id)|lc2 < C3* and |T1,(®, — Id)| ez < O3/

Here the C} norm is evaluated on the set T? X Bee jes2(pe) x T.

Remark 3.1. The C*° coordinate change is obtained by approximating a coordinate
change that is only C™!, see Appendix . The reason this can be done is that we
only need C? estimates of the coordinate change.

We use the idea of Lochak (see for example [51]) to cover the action space with
double resonances. A double resonance py = S, N Sk, corresponds to a periodic orbit
of the unperturbed system H,. More precisely, we have wy = Qo(po) := VHy(po)
which satisfies R(w,1) N Z? # (). Denote by T,,, = min{t > 0 : t(wo, 1) € Z3} the
minimal period.

The resonant lattice for py is A = Spang{ki, ko} NZ?, and the resonant component

is
2mk Gt
[Hiler ks = Y hi(p)e?™*

keA

We have the following general normal form theorem, the proof is given at the end

of Section [B.1l
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Proposition 3.3. Let pg = 'y, 1y, T = Tosy(po)- Then for a parameter Cy > 1, there
exists C' = C(r,Cy) > 1, €g = €o(r) > 0 such that if K1 > C satisfies

Ci
Kiye

then for each 0 < € < €y there exists a C™ exact symplectic map

T <

®:T? x By, jeja X T — T? X By, e X T

such that
(®)*H. = Hy + €[H g, ko + €R1,
where
[Rillcz < CK7Y,
and

[p(® — Id)]|cz < CKy?, |[IL(® = Id)]| s < CK Ve,
Let us denote A; = Spang{k;} N Z? and Ay = Spang{k;, ko } N Z3.
Lemma 3.4. There is an absolute constant C > 0 such that if
min{|k| : k€ Ay \ Ay} > K >0,

we have )
||[H1]k17/€2 - [Hl]k1||02 < CK™ 2.

Proof. First let us note that there is an absolute constant C' > 0 such that for each
two dimensional lattice A C Z3, we have

S k<

keA\{0}

dA.

. . : a1
To see this, we can bound the sum above using the integral [, g, 4 [2]7272
=4 R

Then using the fact that ||hi]|c2 < |k|*7"||Hy||cr, we have

N e = [Hillee < D KPT< K2 D> ka7 < CK 2.
keA2\A1 keAs\{0}

]

The following lemma is an easy consequence of the Dirichlet theorem (see [51]).
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Lemma 3.5. There is C = C(D,ky) > 0 such that for each Q1 > 1 and each ¢ € Sy, ,
there is a double resonance py with T,,, < CQ1, and ||c — po|| < C(T,,Q1)~", where
Wo = VHo(po)

Proof of Theorem[3.9. Denote T = K?\/e. First we apply Lemma using the pa-

rameter Q; = C771, then each ¢ € Sy, is contained in the o < K?,/€ neighborhood

of a double resonance p., whose period T'(w,.) is at most CQ1, w. = VHy(p.). Note
that for ¢ in the set (3.1)) (with M = K?), we have

Pe ¢ ’CSt(kakl?K)'

Let p. = 'k, k,, necessarily Ag \ A; (see Lemma contains only vectors larger than
K, in this case we have T,,, > C~'K where C may depend on k;. This lead to a
better estimate K2

T\/E < CK Ve

We

Ipe — el <
Moreover, from Lemma

[Hi ey ks — [Hilkylle2 < CK 3.

3 e . .
Let K1 = CK, we have T, < %ﬁ = ﬁ, therefore Proposition applies with
the parameter C; = C? and K; = CK, we obtain, for a different constant Cs

[Rilles < CoaKyH = CoCTIK T,

therefore
H.o® = Hy+ e[Hi]i, +€R,

where
|Rllcs = le([Hiyne — [Hili) + eRillcs < CoOT' K™+ CK 2 < 20K
if K is large enough. Moreover,
[Tlp(® — Id)||c2 < CoK % < K72 < Gyt

L (@ — Id)|| o2 < CoK Ve < Cad'ye.
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3.3 The resonant component

Using the fact that k; = (ki, kY) € Z? x Z is space irreducible, there is ko = (k3, k9)
1

such that Bl := [kl} € SL(2,Z). P’| Define:

ks
(k)"
B=| (k)" | €SL(3,2),
[0 0 1]
and
0 0 s
O (0,p,t) = (0°,07,p°,p" 1), |67 :BM’ ij} = (By) " 'p.

t

One verifies that ®; is a linear exact symplectic coordinate change. Note that
0° = ky - (0,t) and [Hy]x, o @1, depends only on 6%, p*, p/. Let us write

Ne - (q):He) o q)L - HO(pS7pf) + EZ(esapsapf) + GR(987 0f7ps7pf7t)7 (35)

where we abused notation by keeping the name of Hy and R after the coordinate
change. Let us also abuse notation by writing § = (6%,6/) and p = (p*,p’). Let us
note that NN, is defined on the set

2K

— = (B§) " po.
HB_IH’ D1 ( 0) Po

T? x By, e(p1) x T, where K; =

and the resonant segment I'y, is represented by I'* = {p : d,sHy = 0} in the new
coordinates.
Let us consider the following set:

R<€7 57 pl) = {Ne = HO + €Z<es’p) + ER(Q,]), t)? HR”C%(TQXBKI\/E(pl)XT) < 5} .

We show that the system N, admits a three dimensional normally hyperbolic
invariant cylinder of the type

(6°,p7) = (©°, P*)(07,p/ 1),

and if we consider the discrete Aubry set, it is a graph over #/ component. The details
will be given in Section [9] here we state the consequences of those results:

3This is the only part where the space irreducibility of resonance is used.
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Proposition 3.6 (See Theorem [0.3). Assume that Z(6°,p) satisfies condition [SR1,]
at py € I'*. Then there is dg, €9 > 0 depending on D, \ such that if 0 < € < €y and
0 <6 < dg, for each N € R(e,0,p1), each ¢ € By, se/2(p1) NT® the pair (N,c) is of
Aubry-Mather type.

Proposition 3.7 (See Theorem . Consider N, as in Proposition and assume
that Z(0%,p) satisfies condition [SR2,] at py € T'5. Then there is dg, €9 > 0 depending
on D, \ such that if 0 < € < €y and 0 < § < &y, there is an open and dense subset
Ri C R(€,0,p1), such that each ¢ € By, jejo(p1) N1 the pair (N, c) is of bifurcation
Aubry-Mather type.

Proof of Theorem[3.1. Choose Ky = 1/dy. Let I' be a connected component of ,
and consider ¢y € I'. Then there is py € I'y, such that ¢y € B, z/2(po) (this is possible
by choosing @ large in (3.3))), where Ky, = K/||B~!||?>. After the coordinate change, ¢
is mapped to ¢; = (M{)~'(c) which is contained in By, j2(p1) with Ky = K/||B7.
We now apply either Proposition [3.6] or [3.7 depending on the condition, and conclude
that on the curve By, //2(p1) NI'®, each c is of Aubry-Mather or bifurcation AM type,
relative to N.. We now apply Proposition 2.8 to conclude that to conclude that either
(Mal), (Bif]), or (Ar) holds for each ¢ € Bg, je2(p1) NT*, on a C"-residual subset
R,(N.) of N € V,(N,), for some o > 0.

We now revert the coordinate change. The fact that the coordinate change is
C* implies the mapping H, — (® o ®.)*H, =: ®*H, is a homeomorphism between
C" spaces, and in particular, open neighborhoods and residual subsets are preserved
between coordinate changes. As a result, there is ¢/ > 0 and a residual subset
Ro(He) of Vi (H,), such that H € R,/(H,) implies ®*H, € R,(N,). Then Lemmal[2.7]
(invariance of diffusion mechanism under symplectlc coordlnate changes 1mphes for
each ¢ € By, /2(po) NI, and for each H € Ro/(H,), one of (Ma), (Bif), or (Ax)
hold.

We now apply the above argument to each ¢ € I', and establish , (Bif]), or
for an neighborhood By, (c) of ¢, on a C" residual subset R. of V,()(H). By
compactness, I can be covered by finitely many B,(,(c;)’s, then by taking intersections
over R.,, we conclude that our conditions hold on all ¢ € I', over a residual subset of
Voo (He), where 0g = mino(¢;). The theorem follows. O

4 Double resonance: geometric description

In this section we describe the non-degeneracy condition at the double resonance. We
then describe the normally hyperbolic cylinders in this regime. In next section, we
will return to variational setting, define the cohomology classes and prove their forcing
equivalence.
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4.1 The slow system

We now consider one of the strong double resonance. Let k € K% (ky, T, K), and
denote py = 'k, , and wy = VHy(p). Define

A = Spang{k;, k} N 7Z?,

and choose ky € Z3 such that A = Spany{ki,ko}. It is always possible to choose
|ka| < k1| + K. ‘
Given Hy = ", s hi(p)e*™™ %0 we define

[Hl]A _ Z hk(p>627rik-(9,t).
keA

Then after a symplectic coordinate change defined on the set K+/€ (see Theorem [B.1)),
the system has the normal form:

N, = ®*H, = Hy + ¢[Hi]5 + O(c?).

The system is conjugate to a two degrees of freedom mechanical system after a
coordinate change and an energy reduction. The details are given in Appendix [B]
here we give a brief description. Let k3 € Z3 be such that

B' =[ki ky ks] € SL(3,Z).

To define a symplectic coordinate change, we consider the corresponding autonomous
system N.(6,p,t) + E, and consider the coordinate change

(0.p.t.E) = @r(p.I.m.F),
Al I P P e v

One checks that

(T* xR*x T xR, dfAdp+dtNdE)
€
Ve

is an exact symplectic coordinate change. The transformed Hamiltonian (N, + E)o &
is no longer Tonelli in the standard sense, however by using a standard energy reduction
on the energy level 0, with 7 as the new time takes the system to

1

B(K(I)_UO(SO>+\/EP(SO7[7T))7 ¢€T27[€R277—€\/ETa

%(WxR?xTxR, (d(p/\d[—i—dT/\dF))
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where .
ki

B =ks-(wo,1), K(I)= 5 (Bods,Ho(po)By), Bo= [k;} ;

N —

and
U(ky-(0,t),ky-(0,t)) = —[H1|a(6, po, t).

The system
(g, 1) = K(I) =U(p) = K =U (4.2)

is called the slow mechanical system, and the non-degeneracy conditions at the double
resonance pyg is stated for this system.

4.2 Non-degeneracy conditions for the slow system

We consider the (shifted) energy as a parameter. For each E > 0, by the Maupertuis
principle, the Hamiltonian dynamics on the energy surface Sg := {(¢,I) : H*(p,I) +
min U(p) = E'}, is the time change of the geodesic flow for the Jacobi metric

ge(¢)(v) = 2(E + U(p)) K~ (v),

where K—1(v) = % (0%,K) ' v - v is the Lagrangian associated to the Hamiltonian
K(I).

We will be interested in a special homology class h = (0,1) € Z? ~ H,(T? 7Z).
They represent classes of the original system satisfying k; - (9, 1) =0, i.e. orbits that

travel close to the resonance I'y,. We assume the following non-degeneracy conditions:

1
2

[DR1"] For each E € (0,00), each shortest closed geodesic (called a loop) of g in the
homology class h is a hyperbolic orbit of the geodesic flow.

[DR2"] At all but finitely many bifurcation values, there is only one gg-shortest loop.
At each bifurcation value E, there are exactly two shortest gr loops denoted ~/
and 7.

[DR3"] At bifurcation value E,,

d(ls(w))

(7))
dE d

d
|E‘:E;k # E |E:E*7
where [g denote the gg length of a loop.

We now discuss the conditions at the critical shifted energy E = 0. The Jacobi
metric gy becomes degenerate at one point ¢, = argmin,U(p). By performing a
translation, we may assume ¢, = 0. Let 7) be a shortest loop of gy in the homology
h. Consider the following cases:
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1. 0 € 4 and ~} is not self-intersecting. Call such homology class h simple critical
and the corresponding geodesic ) simple loop.

2. 0 € 7Y and 1) is self-intersecting. Call such homology class h non-simple and
the corresponding geodesic 7Y non-simple.

3. 0 &€ 4P, then 17 is a regular geodesic. Call such homology class h simple
non-critical.

Mather [63] proved that generically only these three cases occur (see below for the
precise claim).

Lemma 4.1. Let h be a non-simple homology class. Then for a generic potential U
the curve 4 is the concatenation of of two simple loops, possibly with multiplicities.
More precisely, given h € H(T? Z) generically there are simple homology classes
hi, hy € Hi(T*,Z) and integers ny, ny € Z, such that the corresponding minimal
geodesics 7y, and 7y, are simple and h = nyhy + ngh;.

We call 79 extensible if there exists a family of shortest curves v converging to it
in the Hausdorff topology. Consider the lift of vZ to the universal cover R?, then as
E — 0 it converges to a periodic curve in R? consists of concatenation of 721 and
vh,- Let (o1,...,0n) € {0,1}" be the order that ~; are traced.

Lemma 4.2 (See Section [10.8)). Assume that ) is extensible, then the sequence
(Ony - 0n), as described, is uniquely determined up to cyclic permutation. We write

E 0 0
Th Tho, Vhy,» aS B 0

We note that (0,0) is a fixed point of the Hamiltonian flow H*®(y, I) which is
hyperbolic if 93,U(0) > 0. Any simple go-shortest loop corresponds to a homoclinic
orbit of the fixed point (0,0). We impose the following non-degeneracy conditions:

[DR1°] (0,0) is a hyperbolic fixed point with distinct eigenvalues —Xy < —A\; < 0 <
A1 < Ag. Let v, vF be the eigendirections for +X;, \s.

[DR2¢] There is a unique go—shortest loop in the homology h. If it is non-simple, then
it is the concatenation of two simple loops 721 and 722.

[DR3¢] If ~9 is simple critical, then it is not tangent to the (v, vy ) plane. If A2 is
non-simple, then each of 7} and ~} are not tangent to the (v3,v;) plane.

[DR4¢]  — If 7)) is simple non-critical, then 7} is hyperbolic.

— If 47 is simple critical, then ) is non-degenerate in the sense that it is the
transversal intersection of the stable and unstable manifolds of (0, 0).
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— If 5} is non-simple, then each of 4} and 7;_ is non-degenerate.
The genericity of these conditions are summarized in the following statement.

Proposition 4.3. The conditions [DR1" — DR3"] and [DR1¢ — DRA] hold on an
open and sense set of potentials U € C™(T?), for r > 2.

4.3 Normally hyperbolic cylinders

Conditions [DR1"| — [DR3"] ensures that for each Fy > 0, the set

U

EG(E()—(;,EO —0—5)

is a normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder. This cylinder does not necessarily extend
to the shifted energy E = 0. The following statement ensures existence of cylinders
near critical energy, using the conditions [DR1¢| — [DR4°].

Recall that 7} is a shortest curve in the critical energy. The corresponding set in
the phase space is called 1. Due to the symmetry of the system, we also have the
shortest curve 7Y, which coincide with 4} but has a different orientation.

Theorem 4.1 (See Section[10)). Suppose that H® satisfies conditions [DR1¢|—[DRA°|[]
1. If Y is simple, then there is e > 0 depending on H*® such that:

(a) For each 0 < E < e, there exist periodic orbits nf and n¥,, such that the
projections ¥ — 49 and v&, — 4%, in the Hausdorff topology.

(b) For each —e < E < 0, there exists a periodic orbit n® which shadows the
concatenation of nj) and n°,,.

Then the union

U @Zun®)umun®,u | »f

0<E<e —e<E<0
is a C* normally hyperbolic invariant manifold containing the homoclinics n%,,.

2. If 7Y is non-simple: Let o4,...,0, be the sequence determined in Lemma
[DR1¢] — [DR4] ensures v} is extensible. More precisely, there is e > 0 such that
for each 0 < E < e, there is a periodic orbit v such that vF — 7201 * - -*fy,?an.

Moreover, each vF is hyperbolic.
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Figure 4.1: Extension of homoclinics to periodic orbits, simple and non-simple.

Theorem [4.1] allows us to prove Proposition [.3] together with the following state-
ments.

Theorem 4.2 (See Appendix . Fix two parameters 0 < ey < E, then the set of
potentials U such that [DR1"] — [DR3"] hold on the smaller interval E € [eq, E] is
open and dense in C"(T?), for r > 2.

The following statement is proved in Section [A.4]

Proposition 4.4. The set of potentials U € C"(T?) such that all vF for E > E is
unique and hyperbolic is open and dense for r > 2.

The following statement is proved in Section [A.5]

Proposition 4.5. The set of potentials U such that [DR1°] — [DRA°| hold is open
and dense in C"(T?), forr > 2.

Proof of Proposition[{.3. Proposition implies the set of potentials which satisfy
[DR1¢] — [DRA4] is open and dense. By Theorem {4.1] the set of potentials U,..;; such
that there is ey > 0 such that all v7 are unique and hyperbolic for all 0 < E < ¢ is
open and dense.

The set Uprign, of U'’s such that that there exists E > 0 such that all fyf are unique
and hyperbolic is open and dense by Proposition 4.4 By Theorem the set of
potentials 24 such that for given 0 < ey < E, [DR1"] — [DR3"] holds on E € [y, E]

med

4Note that we do not assume [DR1"] — [DR3"]
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is also open and dense. As a result the set of potentials, where [DR1"| — [DR3"] holds
on E € (0,00) is i
Ui 0 | ULT O Unign
0<eo<E

which is open and dense. O

Diffusion across a double resonance: a geometric description

The diffusion across a double resonance may be described heuristically as follows:

e If h is a simple homology, then the cylinder extends to the shifted energy £ < 0
and connecting with the homology —h. As a result, the family of periodic orbits
vE E >0 and v%,, E > 0 are all contained in a normally hyperbolic invariant
manifold. This corresponds to a continuous curve of cohomologies that are of
Aubry-Mather type. Moreover, this picture survives small perturbations of H?®.

e If i is non-simple, then the cylinder “pinches” at £ = 0. In particular, after
considering the perturbation H*® 4 /eP of the slow system, the cylinder may not
survive the perturbation for E sufficiently close to 0. However, for each simple
homology hi, he, there exists a simple cylinder due to Theorem [4.1], item 1. The
two simple cylinders are tangent to the weak stable/unstable directions plane at
the fixed point (0,0). See Figure [£.2]

To diffuse across a double resonance, we “jump” from the cylinder for homology
h to the cylinder with homology h;, then diffuse across to homology —h; since
hy is now simple, then jump back to homology —h. All of these are realized by
choosing the appropriate cohomology curves the lie on these cylinders. This
construction is detailed in Section 5] See also Figure [5.1]

4.4 Local maps and global maps

In this section we outline the basic approach to proving Theorem based on ideas
of Shil'nikov and others ([18], [70], [75]). The full proofs are given in Section [L0]

Let us describe the simple homology case first. Let n™ = 7} be the homoclinic orbit
to the hyperbolic fixed point O = (0,0), and = = n°, its time-reversal. Condition
[DR2¢] ensures that n* are not tangent to the strong stable/unstable directions, which
implies they must be tangent to the weak stable/unstable directions.

Consider four (three dimensional) sections

u S
+> Zj:
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Figure 4.2: Hyperbolic invariant manifolds with kissing property

transverse to the weak stable and unstable eigen-directions, sufficiently close to the
origin O, on each side of the equilibrium (see (10.5))). Up to renaming, we may assume
that Zi/u is transverse to ™, and S*/" is transverse to 1n~. We then define four local
maps: -
g . S u Y
@ U1<C Ei)HE]W Zaj€{+7_}

loc -
as the Poincaré map between the corresponding sections. Note that these maps are
not defined on the whole section, in particular, they are undefined along the (full)
stable/unstable manifolds 1W*/*(O). However, they are defined on open sets. Moreover,
we have a pair of global maps

q)-i-

. u S - . u S
glob - 2 —> 25, Dyt B — 3T

which are the Poincaré maps along the orbits ™ and 7. These maps are well defined
from a neighborhood of X% Nn* to a neighborhood of ¥5 Nn*. See Figure .

The periodic orbits obtained in Theorem [4.1] corresponds to the fixed points of
compositions of local and global maps, when restricted to the suitable energy surfaces.
More precisely:

e The orbits 7/, E > 0 correspond to the fixed point of ® o ®"F|s,, where Sp

denote the energy surface { H* + min U(p) = E}, and similarly for n®,.

e The orbits n”, E < 0 correspond to the fixed point of @, 0@ Fod 0@ 7|, .

loc
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Figure 4.3: A local map and a global map

In the non-simple case, we similarly consider two homoclinics 71 = 75, and 73 = 7,
and assume that both crosses the sections Zi/u. Then we have the same local maps,

and different global maps @;{fb. The periodic orbit 5 corresponds to the fixed point
of

1

H (q)gliob © (I)ngj) |5E=

i=n

where o; is the sequence in Lemma [4.2]

5 Double resonance: choice of cohomology and
forcing equivalence

5.1 Choice of cohomologies for the slow system

As in the case of single resonance, our strategy is to choose a continuous curve in the
cohomology space, and prove forcing equivalence up to a residual perturbation. To do
this, we need to use the duality between homology and cohomology.

Let L be the Lagrangian associated to the Hamiltonian H, and let 1 denote an
invariant measure of the Euler-Lagrange flow. The rotation vector of p is given by
p(u) = [vdu(8,t,t). Then Mather’s alpha and beta functions are defined as:

ap(c) = —inf/(L(@,v,t) —c-v)du, PBu(p)= inf /L(G,v,t)du.

H p(u)=p

A measure reaching the minimum in the definition of ay(c) is called c—minimal. Then
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a and [ are both convex and Fenchel dual of each other:

Br(p) = sup{p-c—an(c)}.
The Legendre-Fenchel transform of 3 is defined as

LFs,(p) ={c€R*: Bulp)=p-c—an(o)}
Geometrically,
LFps,(p) =conv{c: thereis a c-minimal x such that p(u) = p}

where conv denotes the convex hull.
Let v be a shortest loop for the Jacobi metric gg. Let T'(vF) denotes its period
under the Hamiltonian flow, and if ¥ is unique, we define

Ay =1/T ().

If H* satisfies [DR1"] — [DR3"], then there are at most finitely many E’s such that
there are two shortest loops 7Z and 7Z. We will show that the set LFg,.(\Fh) =
LFg,.(AFh), and, therefore, the set LF s (AF'h) is independent of the choice of vf.

Each LF 5;}(>\fh) is a segment of nonzero length parallel to A+, and depends
continuously on . We call the union

U £Fs,. (A R) (5.1)

E>0

the channel associated to the homology h, and we will choose a curve of cohomologies
in the interior of this channel. The channel is connected at the bottom to the set
LF 3,,(0), which is a convex set with non-empty interior. The following proposition
summarizes the channel picture and the relation to the Aubry sets.

Proposition 5.1 (See Section . Assume that H® satisfies the conditions [DR1" —
DR3" and [DR1¢ — DRA]. Then each LFg,.(A\Fh) is a segment of non-zero length
orthogonal to h, which varies continuously with respect to E.

For E >0, let ¢y, : (0, E] — HY(T*,R) be a C* function such that ¢,(E) is in the
relative interior of LF s, (AEh). The following hold.

1. If E is not a bifurcation energy, then Ays(cn(E)) = ~F.
2. If E is a bifurcation energy, Ags(ch(E)) =F UAE.

3. If h is simple, then the limit limp_o LFg,,.(AFh) contains a segment of non-
zero width. We assume, in addition, that ¢,(0) is in the relative interior of this
segment.
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Figure 5.1: Choice of cohomology for H®. Left: simple case; right: non-simple case

(a) If h is simple critical, then Ags(ch(0)) = ~p; for each 0 < X\ < 1,
Ap=(Acn(0)) = {¢ = 0}.

(b) If h is simple non-critical, then Ags(cn(0)) = 72U {¢ = 0}; for each
0<A<1, Ap:(Ac(0)) = {¢ = 0}.
4. If h is non-simple, then the limit limp_o LF 5,,.(AFDL) is a single point.

Let us also note that due to symmetry of the system, LF 3, (—Ah) = —LF g, (Ah).
Denote ¢_p(E) = —¢n(E). We now choose the cohomology classes for H® as follows:
if i is simple (either critical or non-critical), we choose

Fh = fh(E) = U Eh(E) U < U )\Ch(o)) )

0<E<E 0<A<1
[PR — TPR(E) =T, uT_, =T, U (=T)).

The curve T'P® is a continuous curve connecting ¢,(E), 0, and ¢_j,(E).
If h is non-simple, then h = nih; + nsho is a combination of simple homologies hy
and he. Let 0 < 1 < e be parameters. Define

r= |J a(E). (5.3)

e<E<E

Since hy is simple critical, we choose a continuous curve ¢, (£) such that
12k, (0) = En(O)[| < p.
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We then define

Lyt = ( U cgluz)) U ( U )\chl(O)). (5.4)

0<E<e+pu 0<A<L1

" is a continuous curve connecting & (e + p) with 0 (see Fig. 5.1, right). We then
define B o ) o
I,=Tpuly!, TP =T, Ul (5.5)

Let us note that the set ['PF consists of three connected component, I'¢, T, and
[#ur®h . Since the mechanisms we described so far can only prove forcing equivalence
along a connected set, we will use a different mechanism called “jump” to prove forcing-
equivalence of different connected components.

5.2 Aubry-Mather type at a double resonance

Proposition 5.2. Suppose H* = K(I) — U(p) satisfies the non-degeneracy assump-
tions. Given C' > 0, there is €y,0 > 0 depending on H® and C such that for each
0<e<e, if U €Vs(U) and | Pllc2 < C, then for

H; = 3 (K(I) = U'(p) + VeP(p,1,7)) .
each ¢ € TPR is of one of fours types: Aubry-Mather type, bifurcation Aubry-Mather

type, asymmetric bifurcation type, or Ags is a hyperbolic periodic orbit. Note that this
applies to all types of homologies: simple critical, simple non-critical, and non-simple.

Proof. We prove our proposition by referring to technical statement proved in later
sections.

(1) Simple, critical homology. Denote ¢y = ¢,(0). Theorem states that there
exists €, €,0 > 0 such that for all 0 < € < ey, U’ € Vs(U), and ¢ € Be(cy), the pair
H?, cis of Aubry-Mather type. The same theorem also states H?, Ay for 0 < X\ < 11is
of Aubry-Mather type. This covers the cohomologies:

ce |J aE u [ ra)

0<E<e 0<A<1

The cohomologies |J,<p<z ¢n(E), is covered in Theorem , which states that for
each e > 0, for there is €, as in our proposition, such that with respect to H?, the
cohomology ¢,(FE), E > e is of Aubry-Mather type if 77 is the unique shortest curve,
and of bifurcation Aubry-Mather type if there are two shortest curves. As a result, all
cohomologies in ', are of AM or bifurcation AM type, and by symmetry, so does I'_j,.
This proves our proposition in the simple homology case, see .
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(2) Non-simple homology. In the non-simple case. the cohomology curve I'j, is the
disjoint union of two parts, namely

Ir= | a(®) f;f:( U c’,jl(E))U< U Ach1(0)>.

e<E<E 0<E<etp 0<A<1

We note that hy is a simple homology and therefore each ¢ € I';* are of AM type
in the same way as in case (1). On the other hand, each homology in I'§ is of AM
or bifurcation AM type since Theorem [11.1] applies the same way to simple and
non-simple homology. We conclude that our Proposition holds in the non-simple case.

(3) Simple, non-critical homology. The high energy case follows from Theorem m
in the same way as before. The critical energy follows from Theorem [I1.2] the main
difference is that the critical energy is an asymmetric bifurcation (see Definition .
For ¢ = A¢;(0) where 0 < A < 1, the Aubry set is a single periodic orbit as a
perturbation of the hyperbolic fixed point (0, 0). O]

Corollary 5.3. Suppose H? is from Proposition then there 1s o > 0 and a
residual subset R of V,(H?), such that if H' € R, then each ¢ € T'PR satisfies one of

the diffusion mechanisms (Mal), (Bif]) and (Ar).

Proof. Note that Proposition applies when c is either Aubry-Mather type, bifurca-
tion Aubry-Mather type, asymmetric bifurcation type. Then Using Proposition
we only need to show the same conclusion hold if we add a fourth case, when the
Aubry set is a smgle hyperbolic periodic orbit. However, in this case, /\/ 0 — A0 ig

discrete, so applies. O

We now revert to the original coordinate system. Denote py = I'y, x, the double
resonance point. For a given cohomology class ¢ € R?, we consider the pair ¢, o defined

by the equality
c—po r| cVe
=M _ 5.6
) =M ot >0

then o = ay, (¢) (compare to ([{.1))). If is satisfied, we denote
(¢, —a) = @1(¢, an; (¢), ¢ =P (0.
Moreover, let us consider the autonomous version of the Aubry set:
Anesr(@ = {(p. 7. ~H(p, 1,7)) : (0,1,7) € A (@)},
and similarly define M and N. Then by Proposition

Aose(@) = 01 (Agsr@ ) . Noe(e) = @0 (Nipor(@) . (57)
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Proposition 5.4. Suppose ¢, ¢ are related by (5.6|). Then with respect to N, ¢ satisfies

one of the diffusion mechanisms (Mal), (Bif]) and (Ar)) if and only if ¢ does the same
with respect to H?.

Proof. The main issue here is that (Mal), (Bif]) and (Ar|) are defined for the zero

section A° and A U but the symplectic coordinate change ®; does not preserve the zero
section. However, the property that there exists a global section of the Hamiltonian
flow such that one of , or applies to the intersection of A or N with
the section, is invariant under the coordinate change ®,, due to . Since any two
global sections are related by the Poincare map, any topological properties of invariant
sets are equivalent across different sections. O

5.3 Connecting to I';, ;, and FEIR

At this point it is natural to consider the cohomology class
®F e (T77) i= me ({®1(¢, ams (2)) e Ty (5.8)

(see (5.6))) where 7, denote the projection (¢, —a) +— ¢ € R% We note that a is
automatically determined by ¢ via the relation a = an,(¢) = ag,(c).

We would like to choose the cohomology @7 ;. (f‘hD R) for the original system, but
due to the e dependence of the map, the new set does not necessarily contain the double
resonance point I'y, x,, nor does it connect to the cohomology I‘flR already chosen at
single resonance. To solve this problem, we will add three pieces of “connectors” to
the set: I'§°" is used to connect to I'y, x,, and I'" to connect to Ffka. Then

TRf, (e Hy) = @ o (CFF) UTE UTOM U TS (5.9)
See Figure 5.2

5.3.1 Connecting to the double resonance point

We define

Co = Fk17/€2a CB = Q’E,Hg (07 Qs (O))a Fgon = U {SCO + (1 - 3)6(6)}
s€[0,1]

and define h to be the homology class corresponding to k;.
Notice that we add a small segment to connect directly to I'y, x,.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose H, satisfies the satisfies the conditions [DR1" — DR3"]
and [DR1¢ — DRA] at the double resonance Iy, i, relative to I'y,. Then there is
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Figure 5.2: Cohomology curve at double resonance, with connectors

€0,0 > 0 depending only on H® such that for 0 < € < ey, H; € Vs(Hy) and 0 < s < 1,
for H. = Hy + eH:

./\f,(}é(sco + (1 —9)cf) = A(}Ié(sco + (1 —s)c) =AY (o) = AY /(c5)
is contractible in T?. As a result the cohomologies in TS™ are forcing equivalent.

Proof. Consider ¢ € R?, a§ € R defined by the formula

G oo
> =M
age —ay (co) + Ho(co)
then according to (5.6), @7 y:(¢,ap) = co. According to Lemma , we have
laem. (co) — Ho(co)|| < Ce for some C' depending only on Hy, therefore ||c§|| < C'v/e.
Recall that O = (0, 0) is a hyperbolic fixed point of the system H*®, and Aps (0) = 0.
By standard perturbation theory of hyperbolic sets, there is a neighborhood V' 3 O,
such that the system Hf = K — U’ ++/eP with U’ € V5(U) and 0 < € < €, H admits
a unique hyperbolic periodic orbit O, contained in V. Moreover, using the upper
semi-continuity of the Aubry set Corollary by possibly choosing ¢ and €y smaller,
we ensure for all 0 < A <1, Ags(Ac5) C V, and therefore Apys(A¢5) = Aps(0) = O..
We note that in this case the Aubry set has a unique static class, hence Aubry
set coincides with the Mane set, also the discrete Aubry set is finite and therefore
contractible. We now apply symplectic invariance to get the same for the original
system. [
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Figure 5.3: Left: cohomology curves, right: rotation vectors.

5.3.2 Connecting single and double resonance

Recall that the single resonance cohomologies FflR(M , K) is defined in . For each
double resonance I'y, x,, Fffk%i be the two connected component of adjacent
to I'y, k,- We define connectors I'® which connect the double resonance cohomology
curve P} (I_’ER) to I’gfk% ., respectively.

Let ¢ € R? ~ H'(T? R) be a cohomology, and let pg(c) denote the convex hull of
rotation vectors of all c-minimal measures. This coincides with the Legendre-Fenchel
transform relative to the alpha function

pu(c) = LF,, (c) C R%

Note that py(c) is a set valued function taking values in convex sets. A common
feature of the cohomology classes we’ve chosen is that they stay on the rational line

O ={w: ki (w.1) =0}

Let us also denote Qp, 1, = Qx, Ny, co = L'y ko, and wo = Qp, g, -

The main observation is that the rotation vector of the curve I'®(M, K) and
I'P%, overlap on the line €, , see Figure To prove this statement, we show that
the rotation vector of ¢ € FflR(M , K) is O(y/¢€) close to wy at its nearest point, while
the rotation vector of ¢ € I'.f} is C~'E\/€ away from wy when E is sufficiently large.

Since both sets lie on the same line, they have to overlap.

Proposition 5.6. Let Fffkgi and Iy, x, be as before. Suppose H, the conditions
[DR1" — DR3")| and [DR1¢ — DRAC] relative to Ty,. Then there is €y,d > 0 depending
only on H® such that for 0 < € < ¢y such that if 0 < € < ¢y, and H| € Vs(H,), for
H'= Hy+ eH!:

1. For each c € FflR(M, K), pu:(c) is a single point contained in Q. The function
pm.(c) is continuous on T'°% and there is C > 0 such that

lpr.(c) = woll < Clie —coll, ¥ ¢ € TRH(M, K).
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2. Let cp(E) = @} (cn(E)) € TRh,. Then each py:(ch(E)) is a single point con-
tained in Qy,, and there are C, Ey > 0 such that

|lpm: (cn(E)) —wol > C'EVe, E > Ey.

As a result, there exists E > 0 such that for E > E, the rotation vectors py (cn(E))
coincide with one of pHé(F;jsz’i), see Figure . Stmilarly, for E sufficiently large,
the rotation vectors pp/(c_x(E)) coincide with one of pr, (T35, 1) (which are not
covered in the first case).

Proof. In the single resonance regime, after a linear coordinate change (Section
the system is converted to Hy + eZ(0%,p) + eR(0%,67,p*,p/,t), where the invariant
cylinder is given by (6%, p*) = (6%, P*)(0/,p’,t), and the Aubry set for any c € I'* =
{(9,H(0),1) - (1,0,0) = 0} is a graph over (6/,t) (see Theorem 9.1 Theorem |9.2))
This implies that any ¢ admits a unique rotation vector, as different rotation vectors
will resulting in intersecting minimizing orbits, which violates the graph theorem.
By reverting the coordinate change, we also obtain py, (c) € €. We then apply
Corollary [7.8] to get (in general)

|pr.(c) — VHy(c)|| < CVe,

while
IV Ho(c) = woll = [VHo(c) = VHo(co)|| < Clle = co

and recall that ¢ — co|| > K /€ for any ¢ € T3 ¥, item (1) follows.

In the double resonance case, the cohomology curve ¢,(E) at high energy are
of Aubry-Mather type corresponding to the homology class h = (1,0). The same
arguments as in the single resonance case implies pys(c) is unique, and contained in
the line w; = 0. Again by reverting the coordinate change, we obtain the desired
property for py_.(c). For the in equality, note that if any point (¢, I, ) in the Aubry
set Aps (c) satisfies H*(p, 1) > Ey, we have K(I) > H*(p,I) — |Ullco > LH*(p, 1) if
Ey > 2|U||co. As a result

min 11| > ! min VE()>C'WE

(p.I,T)eAys (en(E)) (p.I,T)EAYs (en(E))

for a suitable C' > 1. Reverting the coordinate change ® implies

min Ip = poll > CHI||Ve > CVEe.
)

(avpvt)EAHe (Ch(E
Finally, we apply Corollary [7.8 again to get our inequality. O]

We have the following lemma:
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Lemma 5.7 ([54], Proposition 6). Let ¢1,co € H'(T? R) and p € H,(T* R) satisfy
pr(c1) = pu(c2) = p, and both cy,cy lie in the relative interior of LFg,(p). Then
AH(Cl) AH(CQ)

Proposition 5.8. Suppose H, satisfies the conditions [DR1" — DR3"] and [DR1¢ —
DRA4] relative to T'y,. Then there is €y,d > 0 depending only on H® such that for
0 <e<e€ and a residual subset Rs(H1) of Vs(Hy), for each H] € Rs(Hy), there is
o €TPR(M,K) and ¢y € TPA | such that for all 0 < X <1 and H, = Hy + H]

H (At + (1= Ney) = Apy, (Aep + (1= N)ey) = Al (c) = AR, (c3)
is contractible in T?. As the result both cohomology curves
ree = U {scf + (1 —3s)cf}, T = U {sc; + (1 —s)cy }
s€[0,1] s€[0,1]

are contained in a single forcing equivalent class.

Proof. Proposition implies the curves py, (I'}F) and py, (TPH,) overlap on an
interval contained in €y, , for all H{ € Vs(H;). In particular, there must be ¢; € I
and ¢, € TP, where they both have rational rotation vectors. We now assume
that H. = H, + eH] satisfies the residual condition that all Aubry sets with rational
rotation vector is supported on a hyperbolic periodic orbit, in this setting A = N/,
c1, co are contained in the relative interior of LF3(p). Lemma [5.7| now implies all the
Aubry sets Ay, (Acp + (1 — N)cg), 0 < A < 1 coincide, which implies applies to
the whole segment. The proposition follows. O

5.4 Jump from non-simple homology to simple homology

As described, when h is not a simple homology, the cohomology class 'Y R2 as chosen

is not connected. More precisely, FD ', consists of three connected components (see

also (| . and .
o;TyuTY", @pre, ure”, o (f‘;f‘ U fi%l) uIrg™.
We will show forcing equivalence of the components by the following:

Theorem 5.1 (Section . Suppose the slow system H?® satisfies the conditions
[DR1¢] — [DRAC], and that the associated homology h = nyhy + nahy is non-simple.
Then there exists e, u, €y,0 > 0 depending on H?®, such that there is a residual subset
Rs(Hy) of Vs(Hy), and for each H| € Rs(H,), there is Ey, Ey € (e,e + ) such that
O} (en(En)), @1 (ep, (o))
are forcing equivalent, with respect to Hy + eH]. The same conclusions apply when
h, hy are replaced with —h, —h;.
See the dashed line in Figure [5.2]
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5.5 Forcing equivalence at the double resonance

We summarize all of our constructions in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose H, satisfies all non-degeneracy conditions of L'y, and L'y, g, .
Then there is €, = €,(Ho, H1) > 0, 6 = §(Hy, Hy) > 0, such that for all H] € Vs(H,),
and 0 < € < e, there is a subset 'Y =TP% (Ho, Hi,€) satisfying:

DR .
1. Fkhkz C Fkl,kgf

DR SR SR .
2. Iyy, intersects both Iy o and Iy’

there is 0 = 0(Hy, H1,€) > 0 and a residual subset Ro(Ho + €Hy) of Vo(Hy + €HY),
such that for all H € R(Hy + eH}), all of Fﬁ% are forcing equivalent.

Proof. The two properties of FkDﬁ@ hold by construction. During the proof, we say

a property hold “after a residual perturbation” if it holds on an residual subset of
a neighborhood of the corresponding Hamiltonian. Note that if several properties
each hold after a residual perturbation, then they hold simultaneously after a residual
perturbation. Moreover, if a property holds after a residual perturbation, and is
invariant under coordinate changes, then it also holds in the new coordinate after a
residual perturbation, provided the coordinate change is smooth enough. This is the
case for our system since all coordinate changes are C'*°.

Let 0 be the smallest parameter depending on H*® such that all of Corollary
Proposition [5.5 and Proposition [5.8| holds.

Let 01 = 61(Ho, H1) be such that for any H| € Vs, (H;), the associated slow system
is in Vs(H?). Then for 0 < € < ¢y, Lemma implies the system Hy + eH] is reduced
to a system (G* + /eP)/ satisfying the conclusions of Corollary . Moreover, by
Proposition |5.4] relative to the the normal form system N., one of the three diffusion
mechanisms hold for @3 (TP%); after taking a residual perturbation. By Lemma
the same holds for relative to the original system Hy + eH].

Recall that (see le K, consists of the set @ (TP®) and the connector sets T
and I'?°". Proposition and implies forcing equivalence of the connectors after a
residual perturbation. This implies each connected component of Fle% are forcing
equivalent.

Finally, Theorem |5.1| implies all three components of I'} are equivalent to each
other after a residual perturbation. O

Assuming all the propositions and theorems formulated thus far, we prove Theo-
rem [2.1) which implies our main theorem.
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Proof of Theorem 2.1l Let H; € U, which means that H; satisfies SR(ky, A) for
some A > 0 and all k&; € K, and that for all the strong double resonances ko €
Uk,exc U Kt (k1, Tk, , \), Hy satisfies the non-degeneracy conditions DR(ky, Ty, , k2).

For each ky, Theorem [3.1| applies. Therefore, there exists e (Hy, \) > 0 such that
the theorem applies for each Hy + eH; with 0 < € < €;. Since SR(ky,T',, A) is an
open condition, there exists 0¥ = §* (Hy, H;) such that the conclusion of the theorem
to all H] € Vs, (Hy).

For each ki, ks, the conclusion of Theorem [5.2] holds to all H{ € Vs, x, (H;) and
0 < e < "™ (Hy, Hy). Define

kl,kg k17k2 k1

€1(Ho, H;) = min {mm ehike I%ln e’fl} ,  0(Hy, H;) = min {min(Skl’ min 5’“1}

Then the conclusion of both theorems apply to H{ € Vs(H;) and 0 < € < €.
Define

F*(HO;HLE) = U FEIRU U Fkl,k2

k1€ ko €Kt (k1,M)

For each single resonance kq, the union

PER(kl) - FZR U U Fkl ko
kQE’CSt(kfl,)\)

are contained in a single equivalent class, since each T'Y R2 are forcing equivalent, and
they connect all the disconnected pieces from Fis If two single resonances I'y, and
Iy, intersect at T'j, j, then FSR(k;l) and YR (K]) also intersect at Ty, j, since Ty, 4 is
contained in both FDP;C, and DR . As a result, the entire I',(Hy, H, €) is contained
in a single forcing equlvalent class

Finally, if Uy, ..., Uy are open sets which intersect P, by setting ¢, small enough,
they also intersect U ki €K Fk1 , since the said union is obtained from P by removing
finitely many neighborhoods of size O(y/€). Therefore, Uy,...,Uy also intersect
I'.(Hy, Hi,€). O

6 Weak KAM theory and forcing equivalence

In this section we give an introduction to weak KAM theory and forcing relation.
Most of the presentation follow [I1] and [35].

The forcing relation is introduced by Bernard ([I1]). It generalizes a similar
equivalence relation defined by Mather ([58]), using the point of view of Fathi ([35]),
see also [50]. This approach frees us from needing to construct a variational principle
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for the global diffusion orbit, as the approaches in [57, 56, 59, 60, 24, 25] requires.
Another advantage is that Mather’s approach works only on continuous curves of
cohomologies, as the his definition is local. The forcing relation allows disconnected
pieces of cohomology as long as we prove the forcing relation by definition, enabling
the jump mechanism.

6.1 Periodic Tonelli Hamiltonians

A C? Hamiltonian
H:T"xR"xR—R

is called (time-periodic) Tonelli if it satisfies:
1. (Periodicity) There is 0 < w = w g such that H(0,p,t + @) = H(0,p,1).
2. (Convexity) (93;)]-] (x,p,t) is strictly positive definite as a quadratic form.
3. (Superlinearity) lim,|— o H(z,p,t)/||p|| — o0.

4. (Completeness) The Hamiltonian vector field generates a complete flow on

T™ x R™. We denote by (ﬁf the flow from time s to time ¢, and by ¢g the flow
0,1
-

We will denote by
L= LH(ea U,t) = Sup{p U= H<97pa t)}

its Legendre transform. For the most part, we will restrict to Hamiltonians with
w = 1, namely, defined on T" x R™ x T, but near double resonances we need to
consider Hamiltonians that are \/e—periodic.

It is helpful to consider a family of Hamiltonians which satisfy these properties
uniformly. For D > 0, consider

H(D) = {H € C2(T" x R" x R) :
wy <1, DU<PH<DI [[H(0)|co |0,H(-0)]co < D.}

We then check that each H € H(D) is Tonelli, and it satisfy a list of uniform estimates
called uniform family in [11]. In particular, if Hy € H(D), then H. € H(2D) for all
e < e = €(D).

Given C' > 0, we say a function u : R® — R is C' semi-concave if for every x € R",
there is a linear function [, : R — R, such that

u(y) —u(z) <lo(y —2) + Cly — 2|, yeR™
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The linear form [, is called a super-differential at . The set of all super-differentials at
x is denoted T u(x). It is easy to see if u is differentiable at z, then 07 u(z) = {du(x)}.
A function u : T" — R is semi-concave if it’s semi-concave as a function on R".

Lemma 6.1. ([11]) If u : T" — R is C' semi-concave, then it is C'\/n—Lipschitz.
The super-differential set 0T u(zx) C {||p|| < Cv/n}.

Given s <t € R, x,y € T", we define the Lagrangian action
t
Az, s,y,t) = inf / Ly(y(1),%(1), 7)dT, (6.1)
y(s)=z,v(t)=y J
where the infimum is taken over all absolutely continuous y. We outline a series of
useful results:

Proposition 6.2. Let H € H(D), then:

1. (Tonelli Theorem) ([57], Appendiz 2) The infimum in (6.1) is always reached.
It is then C?, which solves the Euler-Lagrange equation. Such a v is called a
MINIMIZET.

2. (A priori compactness) ([11], Section B.2) Let 6 > 0, then there is a constant
Cs > 0 depending only on § and D, such that fort —s > 0§, any minimizer of
A(s,z,t,y) satisfies ||7] < Cs.

3. (Uniform semi-concavity) ([11], Theorem B.7, see also Proposition[7.19) For
t —s >0, the function A(s,x;t,y) is Cs semi-concave in (x,s) and (y,t).
Moreover, if v : [s,t] — T™ is a minimizer, then

(p(8>7 —H(’Y(S),p(8>, S)) S _6&75)A(x7 5, Y, t)u
(p(t), —H(”y(t),p(t), t)) € _a(zﬂt)A(ma S, Y, t),

where p(1) = Oy Ly (y(7),5(7), 7).

Remark 6.1. For item 3 of Proposition [6.2] [I1] only treated the semi-concavity in .
A proof that also include time-dependence can be obtained from Proposition by
choosing a non-small e.

For each ¢ € R", define

(6.2)

Ly (0,v,t)=Ly(0,v,t) —c-v,
and denote Ap. = Ar, .. Then (6.2) becomes
(p(t) — G, _H(,}/(t)vp(t)v t)) € a(y,t)*AH,c(l‘a S5,Y, t)

and similarly for s.

51



6.2 Weak KAM solution

We now define the (continuous) Lax-Oleinik semi-group 7% : C'(T") — C(T™) via
the formula
T u(x) = min {u(z) + Ap.(z, s;2,1)} .

zeTn
For a w -periodic Hamiltonian, the associated discrete semi-group is generated by the
operator: T.u = T>% .

Lemma 6.3. Let {u¢}cez be a (possibly uncountable) family of C-semi-concave func-
tions T" — R, and v = inf u¢ is bounded, then infecz uc is also C' semi-concave.

Moreover, suppose for xo € Z, the infimum v(x) is reached at uc,(xo), then
0w, (z9) = 0% v(zo).

Using Proposition , the functions Tj'u are C' semi-concave with the constant
depending only on uniform family.

Proposition 6.4 (Mane’s critical value, see [I1], Proposition 3.1). There is a unique
a € R such that TMu(x) + na stays bounded for all n € N. This value coincides with
Mather’s alpha function:

QH@)_-4nf{/zﬁ¢wﬂ%wdﬂwﬂgw} (6.3)

I

where the infimum is taken over all invariant probability measure of the Euler-Lagrange
flow on T" x R™ x T, .

Let us also point out an alternative definition of the alpha function (see [71]),
namely, we can replace the class of minimal measures with the class of closed measures,
which satisfies

(/ﬁwiywﬁmmauw:o

for every C! function f:T" x R — R satisfying f(0,t + @) = f(0,1).
A function w : T" x T, — R is called a weak KAM solution if

T w(-, s) + agle)(t —s) =w(-,t), s<teR,

i.e. the family w(-,¢) is invariant under the semi-group up to a linear drift. The
function u(f) = w(0,0) is then a fixed point of the operator T, + w ay(c).

Proposition 6.5 (Existence of weak KAM solution, [11], Proposition 3.2). For ¢ € R"
and uy € C(T™), the function

w(f,t) = liminf (T *uy + Nwa(c)), N eEN
N——o00
is a w -periodic weak KAM solution.
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The following is a easy consequence of Lemma [6.3]
Lemma 6.6. Weak KAM solutions are uniformly semi-concave over all H € H(D).

A function w : T" x R — R is called dominated by Ly, o if
w(y,t) —w(z,s) < Ap(z,s,y,t) + (t—s)a, z,yeT", t<s.

~v: I — T, where [ is an interval in R is called calibrated by w if

w(y(t),t) —w(y(s),s) = Amc(z, s,y,t) + (t — s)a.
Proposition 6.7 ([35], Proposition 4.1.8). w : T" x R — R is a weak KAM solution
if and only if it is dominated by L., ay(c) and for every (y,t) there is a calibrated
curve 7y : (—oo,t] — T" such that v(t) = y.
6.3 Pseudographs, Aubry, Mane and Mather sets

Let u : T" — R be semi-concave. By the Radamacher theorem, wu is differentiable
almost everywhere. For ¢ € R", we define the (overlapping) psudograph

Gew = Gerw = {(x,c+ Vu(z)), Vu(z) exists}.

In the one-dimensional case, at every discontinuity of the function du(z), the left limit
is larger than the right limit. In the time-dependent setting if w : T" x R — R is
semi-concave, we write

Gew = {(z, ¢+ Oyu(z,t),t) :  Oyu exists}.

The evolution by the Lax-Oleinik semi-group generates an evolution operator on
the psudograph. The following statement outline its relation with the Hamiltonian
dynamics.

Proposition 6.8 ([I1]). For each s < t, we have
gc,Tf’tu - ‘b;f (gC,U) )

here gzﬁfgt denotes the Hamiltonian flow.

Corollary 6.9. Suppose w(0,t) is a (time-periodic) weak KAM solution of Ly ., then

(¢zt>_1 gc,w(.,t) C gc,w(-,s).

In particular, (¢5') Ge C Gew, where u = w(-,0) and ¢ = ¢35~ is the associated

discrete dynamics.
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Let w = w(0,t) be a continuous weak KAM solution for L.. Then Corollary
implies the set

gc,w - {(97p) : (9?p> € gc,w(-,t)}

is backward invariant under the flow ¢3. We then define

Z(c,w) = {(9,]), t)y: (0,p) € ﬂ (¢i}t)_1 gc,w(-,t)}a

s<t

in other words, 7 (c,w) is the invariant set generated by the family of psudographs
Gew(- 1), in the extended phase space T" x R" x Tg.
The Aubry and Marne sets admit the following equivalent definitions:

Ale) =(Z(c,w), N(o) =] Z(c,w),

where w : T" x R — T, is taken over all L, continuous-time weak KAM solutions.
The Mather set M (¢) is then the support of all gbfqt invariant measures contained in
A(c). Note that if we consider a discrete weak KAM solution u : T" — R, then the
analogous definitions give us A° and NO.

6.4 The dual setting, forward solutions

There is a dual setting which corresponds to forward dynamics (as apposed to the
backward invariant sets obtained before). Define

T5u(z) = max {u(2) — Ad(z,5;2,1)},
and note the following:
1. o = ag(c) is the unique number such that a weak KAM solution may exist.

2. —T*'u are uniformly semi-concave (if t — s > 7), fixed points of T — « exists,
and are called forward weak KAM solution.

3. For a semi-concave function u, we define G.,, = {(0, c + V,u(f))}, and call it an
anti-overlapping psudographs.

4. Analogs of the previous section apply with appropriate changes.

Let w(é,t) be a weak KAM solution for Ly., and wt a forward weak KAM
solution. We say that w,w™ are conjugate if they coincide on the set My/(c).

Proposition 6.10 ([35], Theorem 5.1.2). For each weak KAM solution w, there exists
a forward solution wt conjugate to w satisfying wt > w, and

I(e,w) = Z(c,w) = Z(c,w,w) = {(x,c + Oyw(x,t),t) :  w(z,t) =wh(x,t)}.
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6.5 Peierls barrier, static classes, elementary solutions
We define

huo(x,s,y,t) = 1}\7m inf Ay .(z,s,y,t + Nw )+ Nw ay(c)
—00

called the Peirels barrier by Mather ([58]). The projected Aubry set Ag(c) has the
following alternative characterization:

Ap(c) ={(x,s) e T" x Ty : hy(z,s,z,s) =0}.
We will also consider the discrete barrier:

hH,c<x7y) = hH,c(xaoay>0)7 (64)

then A% (c) = {z: hg.(z,z) =0}.
On the set Ag(c) we define the Mather semi-distance:

d<x757y7t) = h‘H,C(xu 373/7t) + hH,c(Z/7t73775)7

then the condition d(z,s,y,t) = 0 defines an equivalence relation (r,s) ~ (y,t) on
Ap(c). The equivalence classes of this relation are called the static classes. Let
S C Ap(c) be a static class, it corresponds uniquely to an invariant set in the phase
space:

1
S = Tt) AH(C)S.

For (¢,7) € S, the function
hH,C(C7 T, )

is a weak KAM solution for Ly, called the elementary solution. The elementary
solution is independent of the choice of (¢,7) € S, up to an additive constant.
We have the following useful statements concerning elementary solutions.

Proposition 6.11. 1. (Representation formula, see [35], Theorem 8.6.1 and [27],
Theorem 7) Let w(z,t) be an Ly, weak KAM solution. Then

’lU(iC, t) = (C,T?EI;HH(C){W(C’ 7_) + hH,c(Ca T,T, t)}

2. (See [11)], Proposition 4.3) Every orbit in the Maiie set Ny(c) is a heteroclinic

orbit between two static classes Sy, Sy. We have Ay (c) = Ny(c) if and only if
A (c) has only one static class.
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6.6 The forcing relation

Definition 6.12. Let u : T" — R be semi-concave, and N € N. We say that
Gew Fn ¢, if there exists a semi-concave function v : T" — R such that

N
gc’,v - U gb’;{ (gC,U> .
k=0

We say the ¢ F ¢ if there exists N € N such that
gc,u I_N C/
for every psudograph G.,. We say ¢ 4+ ¢’ if ¢ ¢ and ¢’ F c.

In view of Proposition [6.8] we always have ¢ I ¢. The relation is transitive by
definition. Therefore 4 defines an equivalence relation.
We summarize the property of the forcing relation below.

e (Proposition
Let {c;}Y, be a sequence of cohomology classes which are forcing equivalent.
For each 4, let U; be neighborhoods of the discrete Mather sets MY (¢;), then
there is a trajectory of the Hamiltonian flow ¢' of H visiting all the sets U;.

e (Mather mechanism, Proposition

Suppose N (c) is contractible as a subset of T2, then there is ¢ > 0 such that ¢
is forcing equivalent to all ¢ € B,(c).

e (Arnold and Bifurcation mechanism, Proposition

Suppose, either: A% (c) has only two static classes and NY(c) \ A% (c) is totally

disconnected, or AVOH(C) has only one static class, and there is a symplectic double
covering map & such that N.=(£*c) \ 271N} is totally disconnected, then there

is o > 0 such that c is forcing equivalent to all ¢ € B,(c).

7 Perturbative Weak KAM theory

By perturbative weak KAM theory, we mean two things:

e How do the weak KAM solutions and the Mather, Aubry, Mane sets respond to
limits of the Hamiltonian;

56



e How do the weak KAM solutions change when we perturb a system, in particular,
what happens when we perturb (1) completely integrable systems, and (2)
autonomous systems.

In this section, we state and prove results in both aspects, as a technical tool for
proving forcing equivalence.

7.1 Semi-continuity

Let H(D) be the uniform family defined before, note that they are periodic of period
0 < w g < 1, but not necessarily of the same period. It is known that in the case that
all periods are fixed at 1, the weak KAM solutions are upper semi-continuous (see
precise statements below) under C? convergence over compact sets ([12]). The results
generalize to the case when the periods are not the same, as we now show.

Let us remark that if H, € H(D) is a family of Hamiltonians, and H, — H
uniformly over compact sets on T™ x R™ x R, then H is necessarily periodic of some
period, and therefore H € H(D).

We define the upper limit limsup for a sequence of sets A, to be the set of all
accumulation points of all sequences x,, € A,,.

Lemma 7.1 ([12], Lemma 7). Suppose Hamiltonians Hy € H(D), k € N are a
family of periodic Tonelli Hamiltonians. Suppose H, — H in C? over compact sets,
g — c € R", then ay, (cr) — ap(c). If wy: T" x R — R is a sequence of weak
KAM solution of Hy,c,, which converges uniformly to w : R" x R — R, then w is a
weak KAM solution of H,c.

Moreover, we have

limsup Ge, m, w, C Gemrw, lim suprk(ck,wk) C fH(c,w), lim supNHk(ck) C NH(C)

k—o0 k—o00 k—o00

Proof. The proof is an elaboration of [12], Lemma 7. First, note that if H, € H and
¢, uniformly bounded, then ag, (¢x) is uniformly bounded ((6.3])). By restricting to a
subsequence, we may assume oy, (¢x) — « € R. Then taking limit in

ar(a(0:6) = nr(6).8) < [ LA 7) = e 3() + o) dr
we obtain
w((t), 1) —w((s),s) < /St Lu(y(7),4(7),7) — ¢ 4(7) + adr,
implying o > ag(c), using the definition of the a-function (6.3)).
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Now given x € T", t € R, let v : (—o0,t] — T¢ be a Ly, ,, wy, calibrated curve,
then Proposition [6.2] implies ~y; are uniformly Lipschitz. Then 7, has a subsequence
that converges in C}_ to a limit v(¢), which is Ly, + «, u calibrated. This implies

both ay(c) = a and that u is a H, ¢ weak KAM solution.
We now prove the “moreover” part. Denote

gk - gck,Hk,wka g = gc,H,w fk = fH<Ckwk)7 1= IH(Ca w)

then if (zy, p, tx) € G, then there exists Ly, ., , wy calibrated curves v, : (—oo, t] —
T? with v (tx) = x5 and 8,Hy(xk, P, tx) = Fn. Then by the same argument, after
restricting to a subsequence, v, converges in CL_ to v : (—o00,t] — T? and v is a
Ly ., w calibrated curve. This implies (¢, z,p) € G.
For the set Z, let us prove for each fixed T', we have

- -7 -7

lznfgop by, Gx C oy G-
Indeed, for any (zy, pe,tk) € Oy Gy i, there exists Ly, ., , wy, calibrated curves
v 1 (—o0o,ty + T] — T9 such that v(ty) = xx, O, Hy(xk, pr, tr) = Y1(tr). Then exactly
the same argument as before implies v,, accumulates to a Ly ., u calibrated curve
v : (—00,t+T) — T? and implying (¢, z,p) € ®;'G. We obtain

lim sup fn cT.

n—m:oo
Finally, since

./\N/Hk (Ck) = Ui—H(Cka w),

where the union is over all Ly, ., weak KAM solutions. For (xy,pk, tx) € NHk(ck),
there exists uy such that (zg, pg, tx) € Gep H,u,,- Since all wy are equi-continuous and
equi-bounded (see e.g. (A.3), [II]), there exists a subsequence that converges to u
uniformly on the interval T¢ x [0, K]. Since all w;,’s are periodic with period bounded
by 1, this implies w; — w on T¢ x R as well. We then apply the semi-continuity of
G sets to get semi-continuity of N m

The theory built in [12] allows one to pass from semi-continuity of pseudographs
to semi-continuity of Aubry set under a condition called the coincidence hypothesis. A
sufficient condition for this hypothesis is when the Aubry set has finitely many static
classes.

Corollary 7.2. Suppose le(c) has at most finitely many static classes. Then if
H, € H(D) C? converges to H over compact sets, and ¢, — ¢, we have

limsup Ap, (c,) C Ag(c)

n—aoo

as subsets of T" x R™ x R.
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Proof. The proof follows in the same way as the proof of Theorem 1 in [12]. We also
refer to [46], Section 6.2 where this is carried out in detail. O

7.2 Continuity of the barrier function

In general, the barrier function hy . may be discontinuous with respect to H and c.
However, the continuity properties hold in the particular case when the limiting Aubry
set contains only one static class.

Proposition 7.3. Assume that a sequence Hy, € H(D) converges to H in C? over
compact sets, and ¢, — ¢ € R™. Assume that the projected Aubry set Ay(c) contains
at a unique static class. Let (vg, s;) € Am,(c) with (xy, sg) —> (x,s), then the barrier
functions hy, o, (T, Sk; -, -) converges to hy(z,s;-,-) uniformly.

Similarly, for (yr,tr) € Am,(ck) and (yr,tx) — (y,t), the barrier functions
R e (555 Yk, tr) converges to hy (-, -5y, t) uniformly.

Proposition 7.4. Assume that a sequence H, converges to H in C? over compact
sets, ¢, — ¢ € R™ and the Aubry set Ag(c) contains a unique static class.

1. For any (z,s) € Ag(c) we have

lim sup |th,Ck(xk73k;yat) _hH,c(xvs;yatN =0
N0 (yt)eM xT

uniformly over (xy, s) € A, (cx) and (y,t) € M x R.

2. For any ly, € O hu, o, (Tr, Sk;9,t) and Iy — 1, we have | € 8;hH,c(x,s;y,t).
Moreover, the convergence is uniform in the sense that

lim inf d(ly, Of by e(,5;9,t)) =0

N0 €0y hpy e (ThySkiYL)
uniformly in (z,s) € Au(c), (xk, sk) € A, (k).

The following statement follows easily from the representation formula (Proposi-
tion [6.11)).

Lemma 7.5. Assume that Ay (c) has a unique static class. Let (xq1,t1) € Ag(c), then
any weak KAM solution differs from hy (x1,t1;-,-) by a constant.

Proof of Proposition[7.3. We prove the second statement. By Proposition [6.2] all
functions hy, ., (T, sk; -, -) are uniformly semi-concave, and hence equi-continuous. By
Arzela-Ascoli, any subsequence contains a uniformly convergent subsequence, whose
limit is

hH,c(:B7 S5 ) +C
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due to Lemma [7.1] and Lemma [7.5] Moreover,
hH,c<xk7 Sk T, S) — hH,C(SE7 5,7, 8) = 07

so C'= 0. It follows that hp, ., (zk, Sk; -, -) converges to hy.(z, s;-, ) uniformly.
Statement 1 follows from the definition of the projected Aubry set

Ap(c) ={(z,s) e M xT: hy.(z,s;z,5) =0}
and statement 2. O

Proof of Proposition[7.4 Part 1. We argue by contradiction. Assume that there exist
0 > 0, and by restricting to a subsequence,

inf sup |hmy, o (2K, Sk, Y, t) — huo(z, s,y,t) — C| > 0.
CeR (y,b)

By compactness, and by restricting to a subsequence again, we may assume that
(zk, 51) — (x*,5%), (Yk, tk) — (y,t). Using Proposition [7.3] take limit as n — oo,
we have

?ug \hpe(2”, 8%y, t) — hy(z,s,y,t)| > 0.

v,

By Lemma the left hand side is 0, which is a contradiction.

Part 2. hg, ., (xk, Sk, -, ) converges to hy.(z,s,-,t) uniformly. Convergence of
super-differentials follows directly from Proposition [6.2} It suffices to prove uniformity.
Assume, by contradiction, that by restricting to a subsequence, we have (xg, si) —
(z,8) € Aulc), Ik € Of hpy o, (ks 81, Y, t) and (x,5) € Ay (c) such that

hm lk; g_f thmc(if,&y»t)'
n—> o0

By Proposition , ln —> 1 € Of huo(z*,s*,y,t), but we also have O hy (v, s,y,t) =
8; hy(z*, s*,y,t) since the functions differ by a constant using Lemma This is a
contradiction. ]

7.3 Lipschitz estimates for nearly integrable systems

In this section we record uniform estimates for the nearly integrable system
H.= Hy(p) + €eH,(0,p,t), (0,p,t) € T" xR" x T,
with the assumptions Hy € H(D), ||Hi||c2 < 1.

Proposition 7.6 (Proposition 4.3, [13]). For H. as given, for any ¢ € R*, any Ly, .
weak KAM solution u(z,t) is 6D+/e—semi-concave and 6D/de— Lipschitz in x.
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Corollary 7.7. For any Ly, . weak KAM solution u : T"xT — R, let v(—o0, tg] —
T™ be a calibrated curve. Then for anyt € (—oo,ty),

p(t) := OuLu, (v(),5(t), 1)

satisfies ||p(t) — c|| < 6D/ne.
Moreover, any (z,p,t) € Nu_(c) satisfies the same estimate ||p — ¢|| < 6D+/ne.

Proof. p(t) — c is a super gradient of u(-,t) at y(¢). The conclusion follows from the

fact that u(-,t) is 6D+/ne-Lipschitz. The statement for A follows from the fact that
any (z,p,t) € G C N is the end point of a calibrated curve. ]

Corollary 7.8. Let p be any c-minimal measure of H., then there is C' > 0 depending
only on Hy such that

|p(1) — VHp(c)|| < Ce.

Proof. Recall that i is a measure on T" x R" x R, invariant under the Euler-Lagrange
flow. By considering the Legendre transform L, we obtain

plo) = [ vau6,0.0) = [ B,H.(6.p.OL.s(6.p.1)
By Corollary [7.7, we have 8,H.(0,p,t) = VHy(c) + O(y/€) for all

(vaa t) € supp L*ﬂ’ C "Z(He(c)7

therefore, p(1) = VHy(c) + O(V/e). O

7.4 Estimates for nearly autonomous systems

The goal of this section is to derive a special Lipshitz estimate of weak KAM solutions
for perturbations of autonomous systems. More precisely, consider

He(xapv t) = H1(1E7p) + EHQ(x7pa t)

Assume that H; € H(D/2) and ||Hs||c2 = 1. Then for € small enough all H, € H(D).
Let L. denote the associated Lagrangian.
We first state an estimate for the alpha function.

Lemma 7.9. There is C > 0 depending only on |Hi||c2 and D, such that

lam (c) — am, (c)| < Ce.
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Proof. Let C always denote a generic constant depending on ||H;||c2. Let Ly be the
Lagrangian for Hy, then ||L. — Li||co < Ce. As a result, the functionals

J—cvan [@-c v

defined on the space of closed probability measures, differ by at most C'e. The lemma
follows immediately using the closed measure version for the definition of the alpha
function, see Section [6.2] O

Let u(x,t) be a weak KAM solution to L, — ¢+ v, and w(z,t) a forward weak KAM
solution conjugate to u. Recall that

Tow(c) = argming,  (u — w), Zu(c) = {(z,t,c+ dyu(z,t)) : (2,1) € Ty}

Theorem 7.1. Let u,w be conjugate pair of weak KAM solutions to L. — c- v, then
there is C' depending only D and ||c|| such that

|He(1,p1, 1) — He(wa, pa, t2)| < CVe[|(wo — w1 te — )|, (20, is ti) € Ly
In particular, the above estimates holds on the Aubry set -/ILE(C).

The proof relies on semi-concavity of weak KAM solution, following Fathi ([35]).
However to get an improved estimate we need a notion of semi-concavity that is
“stronger” in the t direction.

Let 2 C R™ be an open convex set. Let A be a symmetric n x n matrix. We say
that f: ) — R is A-semi-concave if for each x € R", there is [, € R" such that

F) = f@) ~ L (y =) < GAW 20" 2y €0

where Ax? denotes Ax - x. These definitions generalizes the standard semi-concavity,
as A-semi-concave functions are 1||A||-semi-concave. We say f is A-semi-convex if — f
is A-semi-concave. The following lemma follows from a direct computation.

Lemma 7.10. f is A-semi-concave if and only if fa(zx) = f(z) — Az? is concave.
The following lemma is proved in [77].

Lemma 7.11 (See [77], Lemma 3.2). Suppose f : R* — R is B-semi-concave and
g : R" — R is (—A)-semi-convex, and S = B — A is positive definite. Suppose
f(z) > g(x) and M is the set on which f — g reaches its minimum.

Then for all x1,xo € M, we have

1 1
|df (z2) — df (x1) — 5(/1 + B)(z2 — 21)[[s—1 < §||SB2 — z1s,
where ||z||s = V Sz2.
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7.5 Semi-concavity of viscosity solutions

Recall that the action function Ay (z,t,y, s) is the minimal Lagrangian action of curves
with end points v(t) = x, v(s) = y. The goal of this section is to prove:

Proposition 7.12. For the Hamiltonian H,, there is a constant C' > 0 depending
only on D such that if 1/(2y/€) < s —t < 1/4/€, the action function A(z,t,y,s) is
Se-semi-concave in (z,t) and (y, s), where

| dpxn 0
Se=0C { 0 \/E} .
Our proposition follows directly from the following technical lemma by choosing

1/(2y/€) <T < 1/y/e.

Lemma 7.13. There is a constant C depending D such that if v : [to,t1] — T"
is an extremal curve with T = t; —ty > 1, then for h € R*, AT € [-T/2,T/2],

p(t) = avLE(fY(t)f‘Y(t)’t);
A(y(to), to, y(t1) + h,t1 + AT) — A(y(to), to, v(t1), t1)

< p(t1) - h+ He(y(t1),p(t1), ta) - (AT) + C||h|]> + C (% + eT) (AT)?.

Proof. We omit the subscript in L. within the proof. Moreover, by considering the
Lagrangian L(-,-, -+ t), it suffices to consider t =0, s = T.
Let 7 : [0,7] — T" be a extremal curve, write A = AT/T and define

vy o [0,T + AT] — T™,

A = 17 () te0,(T—1)(1+\)];
" v (i) + (B T+ 1) h, te[(T—1)(1+N),T(1+N).

1+A

The curve is obtained by adding a linear drift in « on the time interval [T" — 1,7,
then reparametrize time to the interval [0,7 4+ AT], see Figure[7.1]
Let C denote an unspecified constant. Note that 7] < C.

(14+N)T
AL(n) = /0 L(p, A )t
=(1+ )\)/0 . L <fy(s), HL)\;Y(S% (1+ )\)s) ds

e +/\)/ I (7(5) b (s—T+ 1)h,1+% ((s) +h), (1 + )\)s> ds,

T-1
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T+ATT

T-11

t=0+

Figure 7.1: Defining the curve 7;

then
T T-1
AL(%Q)g(HA)/ L(fy,f'y,s)ds—i—/ (<AL -+ (1 4+ )AL - As) ds+
0 0

T
(1+A)/ (8mL'(8—T—|—1)h+L&,L-(—)\"}/—Fh)ﬁ-at[;-)\s) ds
T—1 1"’)\

+ CT (105, LIl + 105 LIT + 10 LIT*) A* + CllOG, LIl (12117 + IA[IIR] + A%)
+ C (10 LNNT AN + 106 LI (Al + [RINDAT + (|02 LIIN*T?) .

Using [|0°L|| < C, (|07, , LIl < Ce, and plug in AT = AT, we have

x,v,t
T 1
Ap(m) —AL(y) < /\/0 (L—=0,L-%+0,L) d8+/0 (0L - sh+ 0,L - h) ds

1 9 5 1 1 9
+C <T —i—eT) (AT)* +C (HhH + T|AT|||h|| + e (AT) )
+ Ce (|AT|[|h]] + (AT)?)
Using the Euler-Lagrange equation, we have for p(t) = 9,L(7v,7,1),

d d . .
E(_tH) - E(t([’ - avL ’ 7)) - (L - avL ’ ’7) + tatL7

d d
— (p-th) = — (0,L -th) = 0,L-h+ 0,L-th,
= (pth) = = (DL 1h) -
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we get

An(y)) — < A( tH) F(p(T —1+1)- ht) ;
+ C||R?|| +C (% ) |AT|||h|| + C ( + eT) (AT)?
< H((T),p(T), T)(AT) + p(T) - h+2(]\|h\|2+20< +€T> (AT)?.

]

Let u(z,t) be a weak KAM solution to L, — ¢+ v, and w(z,t) a forward weak KAM
solution conjugate to u. Then Proposition implies that u is S.-semi-concave,
while w is (—S,)-semi-convex.

Proof of Theorem[7d]. Note that for each (z,p,t) € Zyw, —H(z,p,t) + az,(c) =
Owu(z,t). Apply Proposition _ 7.12| and Lemma [7.11] l we obtain

- N . C(xg — 1) Ty — Iy
H(x3,ps, tz — H(z1,p1,t1) CVe(t: —t) to—t1 ||
therefore .
%|H($27P27t2) — H(z1,p1,t1) — OVe(ty — 1)
< Ol — o] + Clt2 — ],
the proposition follows. O

8 Cohomology of Aubry-Mather type

8.1 Aubry-Mather type and diffusion mechanisms

Let
H:T"xR"xT—R

be a C" Tonelli Hamiltonian with r > 2 contained in the family H(D).

Definition 8.1. We say that the pair (H.,,c.) is of Aubry-Mather type if it satisfies
the following conditions:

1. There is an embedding
x: Tx(-1,1) — T" x R",
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such that C(H) = x(T x (—=1,1)) is a normally hyperbolic weakly invariant
cylinder under the time-1-map ®. We require C(H) is symplectic, i.e. the

restriction of the symplectic form w to C is non-degenerate.

2. There is o > 0, such that the following holds for all
Vo(H.) :={||H — Hi|c2} <o, Bsle.) :={llc—cl <o}
(We then say that the property below holds robustly at (H,,c,).)

(a) The discrete Aubry set A°(¢) € C(H). Moreover, the pull back of the
Aubry set is contained in a Lipschitz graph, namely, the map

me: X A% () T x(=1,1) — T

is bi-Lipschitz.

(b) If x"1A%(c) projects onto T, then there is a neighborhood VO of A% (c)
such that the strong unstable manifold W*(A%(c)) N7, 'V is a Lipschitz
graph over the ¢ component.

If (H,,c,) is of Aubry-Mather type, let h € Z™ ~ H,(T",Z) be the homology class
of the curve x(T x {0}).

Remark 8.1. The definition of Aubry-Mather type includes a much simpler case, that
is when the Aubry set JZH(C) is a hyperbolic periodic orbit, still contained in a NHIC C.
The condition 2(a) is satisfied since A% (c) is discrete. Condition (b) is vacuous since
the X’lj%(c) never projects onto T. This holds, in particular, at double resonance
when the energy is critical.

Definition 8.2. We say that the pair (H., c.) is of bifurcation Aubry-Mather type if
there exist o > 0 and open sets V;, V5, C T" with V; NV, = @), and a smooth bump
function

fZTn—>[0>1]> f’V1:()7 f’V2:1’

such that for all ¢ € B,(c,) and H € V,(H.):

1. Each of the Hamiltonians H! = H — f and H?> = H — (1 — f) satisfies
AH1<C) C ‘/1 X T, AHz(C) C ‘/2 x T.

It follows that A (c), Agz(c) are both invariant sets of H, called the local
Aubry sets.
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2. (H',c,) (resp. (H?,¢c,)) are of Aubry-Mather type, with the invariant cylinders
C; and Cy. Moreover, they have the same homology class h.

3. The Aubry set _ N ~
Au(e) € A (¢) U Appa(c).

According to item (3) above, the Aubry set Ay (c) may be contained in one of the
local component, or both.

There is another type of bifurcation which happens at double resonance, when the
homology h is simple non-critical (i.e. the shortest geodesic loop does not contain the
saddle fixed point). We call this an asymmetric bifurcation.

Definition 8.3. We say that the pair (H,,c,) is of asymmetric bifurcation type if
there exist o > 0 and open sets Vi, Vo C T" with V; NV4 = 0, and a smooth bump
function

f:T"— 0,1, flvw=0, fln=1,

such that for all ¢ € B,(c.) and H € V,(H,):
1. Ttem 1 of Definition 8.2 holds.

2. (H',c,) is of Aubry-Mather type, with the invariant cylinder C;. The Aubry set

Ap2(c,) is a single hyperbolic periodic orbit.
3. The Aubry set N B B
AH(C) C Amp (C) U Age (C)

Theorem 8.1. Suppose a pair (H,,c.) is of Aubry-Mather type, and let I' > ¢, be a
smooth curve in R?. Then there are oy, 09 > 0 such that for all c € T'y := B, (c.)NT,
we have the following dichotomy for a residual subset of H € V,(H,):

1. The projected Mane set Ny (c) is contractible as a subset of T";
2. There is a double covering map = such that the set
Virez(€7¢) \ET' N (o)
15 totally disconnected.
Theorem 8.2. Suppose (H,,c.) is of either
o bifurcation AM type, or

e asymmetric bifurcation type,
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and ¢, € T, where T" is a smooth curve in R?, then there is o > 0 and an open and
dense subset R C V,(H,) such that for ¢ € By(c,) NI and H € R, either:

1. /T?{(c) has a unique static class, and one of the following holds.

(a) The projected Manie set Ny (c) is contractible as a subset of T";

(b) There is a double covering map = such that the set

Ho=(§7) \ E7 N (c)
18 totally disconnected.
2. Or j%,(c) has two static classes, and
Ni(e) \ A (c)
s a discrete set.

Analogous result in the a priori unstable setting is due to Mather and Cheng-Yan
([24], [25]). Our definition is more general and applies, as will be seen, to both single
and double resonant settings. The prove is base on the result of [13], which applies to
our setting with appropriate changes. Here we describe the changes needed for the
proof in [13] to apply.

If (¢, Hy) is of Aubry-Mather type, let h € Z™ ~ H,(T",Z) be its homology class.
Then any minimal measure contained in .ZO(C) must have rotation vector A\h, A € R.
Moreover, similar to the case of twist map, all such measures has the same rotation
vector Ah. We say the rotation vector is rational/irrational if A is rational/irrational.

The following proposition is a consequence of the Hamiltonian Kupka-Smale
theorem, see for example [69].

Proposition 8.4. There are 01,09 > 0, and a residual subset Ry of the ball V,,(H.,),
such that for all c € I'y := By, (¢*) NI, H € R4, if ¢ has rational rotation vector, then
ax tA%c) #T.

Let 1 < j < n be such that e; }f h, define the covering map & : T — T" by
EB1, - ,0,) = (B1,---,20;,---,6,).
e For H € Ry, define
I.(H)={ceTl;: mx "(Ng(c)) =T}. (8.1)

Proposition implies that each ¢ € T',(H) has an irrational rotation vector,
and the Aubry set has a unique static class, and A%(c) = Ny (c). Each T',(H)
is compact due to upper semi-continuity of the Mane set.
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e For H € Ry and ¢ € T',(H), the lifted Aubry set AY.-(¢*c) = ' Ay(c) has
two static classes, denote them S, S (and projections Sy, Ss).

We have the decomposition
Hoz(67¢) = S1U S, UHis U Ha,

where ﬁij consists of heteroclinic orbits from SN'Z to g‘] We will use the notation

Si(H,c), H(H, c) to show dependence on the pair (H,c), and H,;; for projection
of HZ]

e For H € Ry and ¢ € T',(H), consider the (discrete) Peierl’s barrier (see (6.4))
h(Ch ')7 h’(C?v ')7 h('vcl)a h('7C2)> gz € Si7 1= ]-727

where h = hpoz ¢+.. These functions are independent of the choice of (; except
for an additive constant. We define

by o(0) = h(C1,0) + 1(0,C2) — h(C1, Ca)

and bj{LC by switching (i, (5. The functions bﬁyc are non-negative and vanish on
His UST USy and Hoy U S US,, respectively.

e Consider small neighborhoods Vi, Vs of S1(H,, ¢.), Sa(Hy, ¢i), and define K =
T\ (V4 U V3). By semi-continuity of the Aubry set, for sufficiently small oy, 0,
K is disjoint from S;(H,¢c) for all ¢ € 'y and H € Ry. Moreover, 7' K intersect

every orbit of Hys(H,¢) and Hya(H, c).
Lemma 8.5 ([13], Lemma 5.2). For each (H,c) € Ry x I'y, the set
Niez(€7¢) \E ' N ()
1s totally disconnected if and only if
Neoz(Ee)NK = (His UHo ) N K
18 totally disconnected.

We will show that the set of H € Ry with the following property contains a dense
Gs set: for each ¢ € T',(H), Ngo=(£*c) N K is totally disconnected. The following
lemma implies the G5 property.

Lemma 8.6 ([13], Lemma 5.3). Let K C T™ be compact, then the set of H € Ry such
that for all ¢ € T(N), the set Nyoz(&*c) is totally disconnected, is a Gy set.
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The following proposition allows local perturbations of bfl,e simultaneously for all
¢’s in a small ball. Let B,(x) denote the ball of radius ¢ at x in a metric space.

Proposition 8.7 ([13], Proposition 5.2). Let H, € Ry, ¢, € T'\(H), and K N
Apoz(€*¢) = 0. Then there is o > 0 such that for all

HeRiN BU(H*), O € KN H12<H*,C*), NS OE(B0<00)) with ||g0||cr <o,
there is a Hamiltonian H, such that:

1. For all ¢ € B,(c.), the Aubry sets .,ZH(PoE(f*c) coincides with Apez(£*¢) with the
same static classes. In particular, B,(c,) NT'w(H) = By(c.) NTW(H,).

2. For all ¢ € B,(co) NTW(H), there exists a constant e € R such that
bir, (0) = by (0) + 9(0) +-e, 6 € B, (6o). (8.2)

The same holds for 0y € K N Ha1(H,,c.), with bt replaced with b~ in (8.2)).
Moreover, for each H € Ry N B,(H,), |H, — H||c- — 0 when ||¢||cr — 0.

We will use Proposition to locally perturb the functions bEC, therefore, per-
turbing
Hiz(H, ) N By(6y) = argmin by, , N B ().

Similarly for b~. However, as observed by Mather and Cheng-Yan, this requires
additional information on how bﬁc depends on c.

Proposition 8.8 (Section [8.3). There is § > 0 such that each H € Ry, the maps
¢ by from T.(H) to C°(T",R) are §-Holder.

As a result, the set {bfLC : ¢ € I'*(N)} has Hausdorff dimension at most 1/4 in
C°(T",R). The following lemma allows us to take advantage of this fact.

Lemma 8.9 ([13], Lemma 5.6). Let F C C°([—1,1]",R) be a compact set of finite
Hausdorff dimension. The following property is satisfied on a residual set of functions
v € C"(R™,R) (with the uniform C" norm):

For each f € F, the set of minima of the function f + ¢ on [—1,1]" is totally
disconnected.

As a consequence, for each open neighborhood Q0 of [—1,1|™ in R", there exists
arbitrarily C"-small compactly supported functions ¢ : Q@ — R satisfying this property.

Proof of Theorem[8.1 Let (H.,c.) be of Aubry-Mather type, and let ¢ > 0 be as
in Definition . Let K be as in Lemma and denote I'y = B,(c,) NT. Let
Re C R1 N V,(H,) be the set of Hamiltonians such that for all ¢ € I'y N [',(H), the
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set NO_=(€%¢) \ N%(c) is totally disconnected. According to Lemma this set is
Gs, we will to show that it is dense on V,,(H,) for some 0 < 09 < 0.

Consider ¢ € T'y NT',(H,), let 0. > 0 be small enough so that Proposition
applies to to the pair (H,,c) on the set K. For each 0, € N2*05<€*C) N K, define

Dy, (6) = {60: max |0 — 03] < 0./(2/n)} € By, (0o).
Proposition implies that the family of functions the family of functions
b ¢ €T1NIL(N)

has Hausdorff dimension at most 1/, therefore we can apply Lemma on the cube
D, (0y) for each H € Ry. We find arbitrarily small functions ¢ compactly supported
in D, (6p) and such that each of the functions

by.+¢,ceT1NT*(N)

have a totally disconnected set of minima in D, (). We then apply Proposition
to get Hamiltonians H,, approximating H. We obtain:

e The set of Hamiltonians H such that Nyo=(£*¢) N D, (6o) is totally disconnected
for each ¢ € T',(H) is dense in Ry NV, (H,). By Lemma it is also Gy,
therefore residual.

Since K is compact, there is a finite cover K C Ule D,,(6;), such hat

e For a residual set R!(c) of H € B, (H,), the set Nyo=(£*c) N D, (6;) is totally
disconnected for all i =1,... ,k and ¢ € I',(H).

Take R. = (), R, then for H € R., the set Nyoz(£*c) N K is totally disconnected.
Finally, we consider a finite covering I'1 C |J; B(,cj (¢;) and repeat the above argument.

[]

The next two sections are dedicated to proving Proposition [8.8]

8.2 Weak KAM solutions are unstable manifolds

An important consequence of the Aubry-Mather type is that the local unstable manifold
coincide with an elementary weak KAM solution.

Proposition 8.10. Suppose (H.,,c.) is of Aubry-Mather type. Then for each (H,c) €
V,(H.) x By(cy) such that x ' AY(c) projects onto T, we have

W (AY () Ny VO = {(0.c+ Vu(9) : €V},
where w(0) = hy (¢, 0) for some ¢ € A% (c).
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Proposition follows from the following general statement (for the continuous
Aubry sets).

Lemma 8.11. Assume that:
1. .ZH(C) is a partially hyperbolic set of the dynamics.

2. There is a neighborhood V- > Ap(c) C T" x T such that (strong) unstable
manifold W*(Ag(c)) N W(’e’lt)V is a Lipschitz graph over V.C T"™ x T.

Then there is a function u : V — R solving the Hamilton-Jacobi equation
Uy + H<976+ vuat) = aH(C)a

and (0, Vu(0,t),t) = W(Ay(c)) for all (0,t) € V.

Assume, in addition, that Ag(c) has a unique static class. Then there is C' € R
and (¢,7) € Au(c) such that

uw(0,t) = hy(C,7,0,t) +C, (0,t) €V.

The idea of the Lemma is that the unstable manifold is a backward invariant
Lagrangian manifold, which can be used to construct a solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation. The proof is a standard application of the method of characteristics.

Proof. By considering the Hamiltonian H (6, ¢ + p) — « instead of H, we can always
assume ¢ = 0 and ay(c) = 0.

let z = 29, € T" x R" x T be the unique point such that z € W*(Ay(c)) and
Tenz = (¥,5) (Since We(Ag(c)) is locally a graph over (0,t)), and let vy, po.s :
(—00,s] — T" x R™ be the backward orbit of z. Let 2’ = 2, € Ay (c) be the
unique such point with 29 € W*(zy ), and let yy ., pj ; : (=00, s] — T" x R™ be the
backward orbit of z’. See Figure [8.1}

Let w be an arbitrary weak KAM solution for H at cohomology 0. We then define

0

ur(d,5) = w(y, (T, -T)+ [ Lidw.0)at,

where dvy(t) = (v,4,t). Note that
wr0,9) = [ D (0) = Ll ()t + 0 (T).=T)+ | Ll (o)

- / L{dyoa(t)) — L{dnlyo(0))dt + w5 (5), 5),

-T
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Figure 8.1: Proof of Lemma [8.11

where the second line is due to the fact that (vj ,(t),?) € Ag(c). Since the first integral
converges since dist(dy.(t), dvy ,(t)) — 0 exponentially fast, the limit

w(¥,s) == lim wup(d,s)
T—s00
converges exponentially fast. Consider —7; < s, then

u(?, s) — u(yo,s(=T1), =T1) = Al ur (v, s) — T_%,ilﬂi)oo ur—, (v9,s(=T1), =T1)

~ lim_ (w(ﬁs(—T), _7) + / OT L(dms(t))dt>
- Jim_ (w(m’%s(—T), -T)+ /_: L(d%,s(t))dt)
_ /T ?L(dfyﬁ,s(t))dt.

In other words, each curve vy : (—00, s] — T" is (u, L.)-calibrated. Moreover, we

have
0

dpu0,5) = dow (o (~T),~T) + do [ L)t

vy (=T N
% + (&,L(dw,s(t)) ' 3’72,;@))

0

= 0, L(dyj (=T)) -

)
t=—T

assuming the derivatives exist. The fact that v} ,(=7") and vy s(—T) are exponentially
close to each other uniformly in 9, s implies

Vu(v, s) := dyu(, s) = 0,L(dvs +(0)),

73



and as a result

vu(%?,s (t)’ t) = aUL(Vﬂ,s(t% /.}/ﬁ,s(t% t) = pﬁ,s(t) —C

We now compute

L(Vﬂ,s(t)v ;719,8(25)’ t) = %u(%%s (t)a t) = vu(’Yﬂ,s(t)’ t) ’ 719,8 (t) + ut(%@,s(t)? t)

= Ut(’}/ﬂ,s(t)a t) + pﬂ,s<t> : '719,5(15)7

we get
Oulye,s(t),t) = L(79,5(t), ,5(t), 1) — Po,s(t) - Fo,s(t)
= _H(’Yﬂ,s(t%pﬂ,s(t)a t) = _H(’Vﬂ,s(t)a Vu(%?,s(t% t)’ t)

which is exactly the Hamilton-Jacobi equation.
We now prove the “moreover” part. Consider a subsequence 7,, — oo such that
Yo.s(=1n) — (C,7) = (Co.5, T,s) € Am(0). We then have
w(¥, s) > liminf u(yy s(—=713), —15) +/ L(dryys)dt
n—-ao0

> w(C, 1)+ liminf Ay (vy(=T15), =10, 0, s) = u((,7) + hy(¢, 7,7, s).

On the other hand, according to Proposition 4.1.8 of [35], when u solves the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation, u is dominated by L., namely for any absolutely continuous curve
(91, t1>, (92,t2) < V, we have u(92, t1> — u(@l,tl) S AH(Ql,tl, 92, tz) As a result,

uw(?,s) <u(C,7) + liminf Ay (v, s(=T5), =15, 9, 5)
n——aoo

which implies u(d, s) = w({, 7) + hgy((, 7,9, s). Notice that we have not proven what’s
needed since (¢, 7) = ((y,s, T9.s) depends on (9, s). However when there is only one
static class we have

hi(G,m,0,8) = (G, 1, Gos o) + h (G, 72,7, 8), (G, 1), (G, 72) € Ap(0),
which allows a consistent choice of (¢, 7) for all (9, s). O

Proof of Proposition[8.10, By converting Definition [8.1, (2)(b), to its continuous
counterpart, the condition of Lemma is satisfied for Ay(c). The proposition
follows by taking the zero section of the weak KAM solution. O
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Figure 8.2: Local coordinates in the configuration space near Sy.

8.3 Regularity of the barrier functions

In this section we prove Proposition . Let ¢, € T.(H,), H € V,(H,) and ¢ €
B,(c,) NT.(H), then according to our assumption, the Aubry set Ay (c) is contained
in the cylinder C, and has a unique static class. o

Let us now consider the lift A% -(£*c), which has two components S;,S,. The
cylinder C lifts to two disjoint cylinders Cy, Cy. For the rest of the discussion, we will
consider only the static class &; as the other case is similar.

Definition [8.1] ensures that there is a Lipschitz function y = g(z) € (—1,1), z € T,
such that {y(z, g(z)) : z € T} = & (H, ).

Si(H,c) = {x(z, f(x)) : x € T} = {Fu(x) = (F'(z), FP(z)) : x € T} C T" x R™.

Now suppose ¢, € I'.(H) N By(cy), first we have:

Lemma 8.12. There is C > 0 such that

sup || Fu(a) — Fu(z)|| < Clle = ¢|2.

Proof. The proof is the same as the one in Lemma 5.8, [13] where the proof only used
the symplecticity of the cylinder. The the main idea is that sup, || F.(x) — Fo(z)]| is
% Holder with respect to the area between the two invariant curves restricted to the
cylinder, while the latter is equivalent to the symplectic area by assumption. A direct
calculation shows the symplectic area is bounded by ||¢ — ¢||. O

Let us now denote
Uc(g) - hHoE,f*c(Cly 9)7 Cl S Sl(H> C)'
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Before moving forward, we define a convenient local coordinate system near S;. Ac-
cording to Proposition m the graph (6, Vu.(0)) locally coincides with W*(S;(H, c)).
The (strong) unstable bundle E%(z) of z € 8(H, ¢) is tangent to W*(S,(H, ¢)) at
every point, and transverse to the tangent cone of S;(H, ¢). Since W*(S,(H, c)) is a
Lipschitz graph over T", the projection N¥(z) := dmyE"(z) forms a non-zero section
of the normal bundle to Si(H, ¢) = 7,81 (H, ¢) within the configuration space T". By
choosing an orthonormal basis e;(2), - , e,—1(2), N“(2) naturally defines a coordinate

system (z/,2°) € T x R"™! on the tubular neighborhood of S;:

n—1

W(x!, %) = FO(z7) + Z ei(FO(x!))as,

i=1

See Figure 8.2l We note that the coordinate system is only Holder since the unstable
bundle is only Hélder a priori. Therefore, we consider C'*° functions that approximate
F? and e; in the C° sense, th new coordinate system is still well defined near S;, and
the x® coordinate projects onto the unstable direction. In the sequel, we fix such a
coordinate system using W*(S;(H.,,c.)). Due to semi-continuity, for (H,c) close to
(H.,c.), the coordinate system is defined in a neighborhood of &;(H, ¢).

By assumption, the foliation to W*(Sy(H,¢c)), ¢ € T',(H) by strong unstable
manifold is y-Holder for some By > 0 (see [68]). As a result, we obtain the following
regularity:

Lemma 8.13. There is 0 > 0 such that for H € V,(H,), ¢,d € I'.(H) N By(c.),
0 € B,(S1(H,c.)), there is B >0, C; > 0, Cy € R such that

1. |Vu.(0) — Vue (0)] < Oy |lc — |?;
2. |ue(0) —uw () — Co| < Cy|le = |°.
Moreover, the same holds with 81 replaced with Ss.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as Lemma 5.9 in [13]. Let o7 be small enough
such that the local coordinates (x/, %) is defined for |2*| < 0. We then consider the
weak KAM solution u, o t(x/, z*) instead, which we still denote as u.(z/, z*), abusing
the notation.

Let 2% < oy, let y = (2/,2°, Vu.(zf,2°%)), and let z € S;(H,c) be such that
y € W*(z). We then define 2’ € S;(H, c) be the unique such point with z7(2') = 27(z2).
Finally define ' € W*(2') be such that z*(y') = 2°(y), which is possible since W*"(2)
is a graph over the z° coordinates. See Figure [8.3|

We note that within the center unstable manifold W*(C;), the NHIC C; on one
hand, and z* = z°(y) on the other hand serves as two transversals to the strong
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y e W“(gi’) and z*(y") = z°(y)

w e W(S1(H,c)) and z(w) = z(y)

Figure 8.3: Proof of Lemma |8.13

unstable foliation {WW*(-)}. Since the foliation is fy-Holder, there exists C' > 0
(throughout the proof, C' denotes a generic constant) such that

ly =yl < Cllz = #|* < Clle—¢|| %

Denote w = (x, Vuy(x)), and noting ¢y € W*(S1(N, ) = {(z, Vug(z))} which is
locally a C! graph, we get for C' > 0

Jw =y < Cllme(w) — (Y]l = Cllma(y) — ()|l < Clly — 1,
therefore
S0
| Vue(z) = Ve (2)]] < lw—yl| < Jw =yl +ly =¥ < Clly =y < Clle =< =

We now revert the local coordinate ¢ to obtain item 1 with 8 = /2, and possibly
changing ¢ and C;. Item 2 is obtained from item 1 by direct integration. m

8.4 Bifurcation type

We prove Theorem in this section. Suppose (H,,¢,) is of bifurcation type, let
H', H? be the Hamiltonians as defined in Definition , then there exists cylinders
C1,Cs containing the local Aubry sets Agi(c) and Ag2(c).

Let us denote o (¢) = agi(c), called the local alpha functions. Then Ay (c) has
two static classes if and only if al(c) = a%(c). Moreover, for each c, the rotation
vector pgi(c) is uniquely defined, as a result, a; is a C* function.
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Proposition 8.14. Let H,,c, be of bifurcation AM type. There is o > 0 such that
for an open and dense subset of H € V,(H,), such that there are at most finite many
¢ € B,(c,) NT for which at(c) = a2 (c).

For each such (bifurcation) ¢, we have j%l(c),./zl/OHQ(C) are both supported on
hyperbolic periodic orbits. Moreover, N%(c) \ A% (c) is a discrete set.

Proof. Let o be as in Definition . For the rest of the proof, we refer to B,(c,) N T
as [' to simplify notations.

Consider the family of Hamiltonians Hy = H(0,p,t)—\f (f is the mollifier function
in Definition [8.2). Then we have

ap, () = ap(c) + A, afy, (¢) = ajy(0).

By Sard’s theorem, there exists a full Lebesgue measure set F of regular values A of
the function a — of;, which implies for A € E, 0 is a regular value of aj;, — o (c)
which implies the equation has only finitely many solutions on I', and at each solution,
o' and o? has different derivatives when restricted to I'. Note that this property is
open in H, which implies the claim of our proposition is an open property. We only
need to prove density.

Let ¢;(A) € T, i =1,--- N be the set on which a; = a3 , then since La}; (¢;) #

oy, (ci), each ¢;(N) is locally a monontone function in A.

We now impose the assumption that H is a Kupka-Smale system, namely, all
periodic orbits are non-degenerate. Then in this setting, all invariant measures of
rational rotation vectors are supported on hyperbolic periodic orbits, by a further
perturbation, we can ensure for each ¢ there is only one minimal periodic orbit. Since
the Aubry set is upper semi-continuous when there is only one static class, and the
hyperbolic periodic orbit is structurally stable, we obtain that each hyperbolic periodic
orbit is the Aubry set for an open set of ¢’s. Let us denote by R(H,I") the set of all
¢ € I such that A%(c) is a hyperbolic periodic orbit, then R(H',T') and R(H2,T)
are both open and dense in I'. Then for each ¢;, there is d; > 0 and an open and
sense subset of A € By, (0) such that ¢;(\) € R(H',T) N R(H%T). Let d = mind;,
then there is an open and dense set of A\ € By;(0) such that for all i = 1,--- | N,
¢;(A) € R(I'). For these ¢;’s, ﬂ%l(ci),ﬂ%z(ci) are both hyperbolic periodic orbits.
Using the Kupka-Smale theorem again, it is an open and dense property such that
the stable and unstable manifolds of A%, (¢;) and A%, (¢;) intersect transversally. Due
to dimension considerations, the intersection is a discrete set. Since each orbit in
Nu (i) \ An(c;) is a heteroclinic orbit between A%, (¢;) and A% (c;), it is also a discrete
set.

We have now proven the claim of our proposition holds for an arbitrarily small
perturbation Hy of H, and hence is dense on V,(H,). O

d
dx

78



An analogous statement holds for the asymmetric bifurcation case:

Proposition 8.15. Let H,,c, be of asymmetric bifurcation type, then there is o >0
such that for an open and of H € V,(H,), such that there a unique ¢ € B,(c,) N T for
which at;(c) = a2 /(c). Moreover, at such (bifurcation) c, we have .ﬁl%,l (c), A% (c) are
both supported on hyperbolic periodic orbits. Moreover, Ny(c) \ A% (c) is a discrete
set.

Proof. The proof is nearly identical to Proposition with the simplification that
for o small enough, Ay2(c) is always the same hyperbolic periodic orbit, and ag2(c)
is a linear function. Since a1 (c) is convex on I', there is at most one bifurcation. The
rest of the proof is identical. O

Proof of Theorem[8.9 Case 1: Let H,,c, be of bifurcation AM type, and let o > 0
be such that Proposition holds on a open and dense subset R; of V,(H,). Then
on I'N B,(c,) there are at most finitely many bifurcations ¢;, ¢ = 1,--- , N. Moreover,
for each bifurcation value ¢;, there is o; > 0 such that for ¢ € B,,(¢;), the local
Aubry sets are hyperbolic periodic orbits. This means that for each (non-bifurcation)
¢ € By (ci) \ ¢, the sets N%(c) = A%(c) are contractible (in fact finite). At the
bifurcation values, the set N (¢;) \ A% (¢;) is discrete.
We now consider the set

(r N m> \ CJBUZ-(C@-)

which is compact with finitely many connected components. On each of the components
AY%(c) has a unique static class. We apply Theorem to get there is ¢’ > 0 such
that the dichotomy of Theorem holds for a residual subset Ry of H € V,/(H.) on
each of the connected components. The theorem follows by taking the intersection of
R, and Rs as well as the smaller value of o and o”.

Case 2: If (H,, c,) is of asymmetric bifurcation type, the proof is the same with
Proposition replacing Proposition [8.14] ]

9 Aubry-Mather type at the single resonance

9.1 Normally hyperbolicity and localization of Aubry/Mane
sets in the single maximum case

In this section we consider the Hamiltonian system

Ne - HO(p) + EZ(987p) + ER(Q,p, t)a

79



where 0 = (0%,0') € T"1 x T and p = (p*,p/) € R" ! x R. Consider the resonant
curve

I'={peB": 0y:Ho(p)=0}={p.(p))= @), p"): p €la_,ay]}.

We first consider the case where p € I satisfy the condition [SR1,], namely for
each p € By(po) NT, Z(0%, p.(p’)) has a unique global maximum at 03(p’), and

D <83Hy < DI, |[|Z]|es <1, M < =854 Z(6:(0"), p.(p7)) < M,
and that for K > 0, and py = p«(ag) € T,

HRHC%(T"XBK\/g(pO)XT) <9,

note that we are using the rescaled norm C? (see (3.2))). We then set K; = K/D and
consider the local segment

L(e,po) = {p«(p") - P’ € [a0 — K1v/e, a0 + K1v/e]} CT N By e(po),

which is contained in By(pg) N T if €y is small enough depending on K. Throughout
this section, we write f = O(g) if |f| < C|g| for C' > 0 that may depend only on D, A
and n.

Theorem 9.1 (Proof in Section and Section [9.5] see also [13], Theorem 3.1).
Assume that Ky > 2. There is dp,€g > 0 and C = C(D,\,n) > 1, such that if
0 <8 <dy and 0 < € < max{ey, vV}, there is a C? map

(@s,PS)<9f,pf7t) T x [CLO — Kl\/E/Q,CLO + Kl\/g/2] xT — Tnil X Rnil,

such that C = {(6°,p*) = (©%, P*)(0/,p’,t)} is weakly invariant in the sense that the
vector field is tangent to C. C is contained in the set

V=A{0Opt): [0°=0:(p")<C Ip*-pip)] < C7'}
and it contains all the invariant set contained in V. Moreover, we have
|e%(67,p",t) — 0:(p")|| < C5, || P*(67,p,t) — pi(p7)|| < Cov/e,

10,,0°[ < CV/é/e, 100 ©°[l < CVe, (|0, Pl < C, [[0pr 1P|l < CVe.

The cylinder C is normally hyperbolic with its stable/unstable bundle projects onto the
0° direction.
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Theorem 9.2 (Proof is in Section [0.6] see also [13], Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.2).
There is 6g = dp(A,n, D) > 0 and ¢¢ = eg(A\,n, D,0) such that if 0 < 6 < oy and
0 < € < €y, the Mane set of the cohomology ¢ satisfies

Nu.(€) C Byiys(02) x T x B segiyne x TC T x T x R" x T.
If u is a weak KAM solution of N, at c, then the set f(u, c) C T™ x R™ is contained
in a 18y De— Lipschitz graph above T".

The theorems as stated are analogous to the cited theorems in [I3]. The main
difference is that we now assume the much weaker assumption || R[|c2 < 4. Nevertheless,
we now check that the method in [I3] applies in the same way, and leading to the
estimates as stated.

9.2 Aubry-Mather type at single resonance

Theorem 9.3. Let ¢ = p.(p/) with p’ € [ag — K1v/€/4, a0 + K1+\/€/4], there there is
€0,00 > 0 such that for N.= Hy+ €Z 4+ eR with 0 < € < g and § < &y, then N, c is
of Aubry-Mather type with the hyperbolic cylinder given by the embedding

x(67,p") = (8%, P*) (¢, p',0)
where ©°, P* is from Theorem [9.]].
We need the following statement.

Lemma 9.1 ([I3], Proposition 4.11). Let u be a (discrete) weak KAM solution for
N, at cohomology c, let
gc,u = {<07 ¢+ VU(Q))}

be the associated pseudograph. Then there is C' > 0 depending only on n, D such that
f0'r any k Z 1/\/E; (Qlapl)a (927p2> € ¢_kgc,u; we have

|2 — p1l] < CVel|bz — 61]].
We prove Theorem [9.3] assuming Theorem [9.1] and [9.2]

Proof of Theorem[9.3, Let us denote C the cylinder in Theorem [9.1jand C° =CN{t =
0}.

Let dg, €9 be small enough such that Theorem [9.1] and [9.2] applies for 0 < € < € and
0 < 6 < dg. In particular, these statements holds on a open set N, and ¢, as required by
Definition [8.1} The embedding as described is a weakly normally hyperbolic invariant
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cylinder. Moreover, Theorem implies that for any two tangent vectors v, v’ € T.C°,
we have |dO% A dP*(v,v")| < CV5|d6! A dp (v,v")|, and therefore for 6 small enough

(dO® A dP* + do’ A dp”)(v,v")| > (1 — CV3) > %\d@f/\dpf(v,v’)\.

Since the form dff A dp’ is non-degenerate on C°, the symplectic form d@* A dp’ +
df’ A dp’ is non-degenerate when restricted to C°. B

Theorem implies that for § small enough, the Mane set Ny, (c) is contained
in the neighborhood V' described in Theorem Since the Marfie set is invariant, it
must be contained in the cylinder C. Therefore A% (c) C N} (¢) C C°.

We now show thta fTS’V is a Lipschitz graph over /. Let (61, p1), (62, p2) € .Z?Ve(c),
then by Theorem [9.2] we have

Ip2 — p1l < 18DVE6: — 1)) < 18D (1165 — 651 + 1165 — 611
By Theorem [9.1]

165 — 63| < C(1 + \/3/e) <|9f o1 1| + lps — p1||>. (9.1)

Combine everything, we get for some constant C; depending on n, D,
(1= (Ve + ) Ip2 = mll < Cr(Ve+ Va6 o]

Which implies ||ps — p1|| < [0 — 61| if 6, ¢ is small enough depending only on C}.
Combine with we get ||(02, p2) — (01, p1)|| < 2||0 — 67| if €, 6 is small enough.

_ Finally, let u be a weak KAM solution for N, at cohomology ¢, and assume that
A?VE(C) projects onto 6/ component. Since the strong unstable manifolds depends C*

on the base point, the unstable manifold W*(.A9 (c)) is a Lipschitz manifold. Moreover,

since the strong unstable direction projects onto the 6° direction, W“(.Z%(c)) is locally
a graph over 0 = (6/, 05) This verifies (2)(b) of Definition E We have verified all
conditions in Definition [8.1] and therefore N, c is of Aubry-Mather type. H

9.3 Bifurcations in the double maxima case
In this section we assume that for the Hamiltonian
N.=Hog+€eZ + €R,

where Z satisfies the condition [SR2,], namely for all p € By(po) N T, there exists two
local maxima 6%(p) and 65(p) of the function Z(.,p) in T*! satisfying

95207 (p),p) <X , 95.2(05(p),p) < A,
Z(6°,p) < max{Z(6](p),p), Z(63(p),p)} — A(min{d(6® — 67),d(6* — 63)}).
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Let f:T"! — R be a bump function satisfying the following conditions:

f1Baoswo)) =0, flBro3000) = 1,
and 0 < f < 1 otherwise. Define
Ih=Z—f Zy=7Z—(1-Ff),

then Zi(+, po) has a unique maximum at 65 (pg), while Zs(+, pp) has a unique maximum
at 05(po). There is k > 0 depending only on A such that the same holds for p € B, (po).
To the Hamiltonian

Ni=N+eZ+eR, i=12

we may apply Theorem [9.1] and 9.2 to obtain existence of the NHIC C; which contains
the local Aubry sets A’(c) for ¢ € By 2(po). Morevoer, we may define the local alpha
functions o' (¢) = ayi(c) similar to Section The cohomology ¢ € I'N B, /2(po) is
of bifurcation type if and only if a!(c) = a?(c), and is of Aubry-Mather type if and
only if a'(c) # a?(c).

Moreover, in this case we have the following analog of Theorem 9.2

Theorem 9.4 (Proof is in Section[9.6] see also [13], Theorem 4.5). Ifd = §(\,n, D) > 0
is small enough and if € < €9 = €g(A, n, D, §) is small enough, for ¢ € B, /o(po) NT the
Aubry set at cohomology ¢ of the Hamiltonian N, satisfies

Ae) € (B(6,8°) U B(63,6%)) x T x B(e, /ed"'6) x T C T" ' x T x R" x T.

If, moreover, the projection 0°(A°(c)) C T™ ! is contained in one of the (disjoint)
balls B(05,6'°), then the projection 8°*(N°(c)) C T"! of the Man set is contained in
the same ball B(6%,8/°).

Theorem 9.5. Suppose Z satisfies condition SR2) at p = c.. Then there exists
€0,00 > 0, such that if 0 < € < €9 and 0 < 0 < gy, such that if N = Hy + €Z + €R
with HRHC% <8, N, c, is of bifurcation Aubry-Mather type.

Proof. Let Vi = By(65(po)) x T C T"! x T, and V5 = By (03(po)) x T. We check that
the functions N} and N2 both satisfies the conditions of Theorem [0.3] and as a result,
conditions (1) and (2) of Definition [8.2] are satisfied. It suffices to check item (3). O
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9.4 Hyperbolic coordinates

The Hamiltonian flow admits the following equation of motion :

(0.8 — apsHO + EapsZ + CapsR
ps = —EagsZ — EagsR

Q05 =0, Ho+ €0,s Z + €Dy R . (9.2)
pf = —Eang
=1

The Hamiltonian structure of the flow is not used in the following proof.
The system (99.2)) is a perturbation of

0° = 0y Hy, p*=—€0pZ, 07 =0,Hy, pf=0, i=1
which admits a normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder
{©@:(p"), 07 p: (") 0", 1) . 05 teT, ).

Set
B(p') = 02 Holp.(p”)),  A(p) := —05.4-Z(65(p"), p: (1)),

then as in [13], there is a positive definite matrix T'(p/) such that

We lift the equation to the universal cover, and consider the change of variable
r =T p))(0° = 6:0") + 2T — pi(p))
y =T )0 = 6:(0") — 2T (0 - pi (")), (9.3)
I = e_I/Q(pf —ag), © =8,

where 0 < v < 1 is a parameter to be determined.

Lemma 9.2 ([13], Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2). For each p’ € [a_,a], we have A(p’) >
VA/DI. We also have the following estimates:

I Tl 1T~ ez, 10ps02llco, 12l = O(1), (16" =02llco < O(p),  p°=pillco < O(Vep),
where p = max{]|], [[y|}.

Note we are using the regular C? norm in Lemma since T' depends only on Hj
and Z which are bounded in the regular norm.
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Lemma 9.3. The equation of motion in the new variables takes the form
&= VeMao + Vel +eO( + p*), §=—veMag+ Vel)y+VeO(b + p?),
and I = O(1/€0).

Proof. The last equation is straight forward. We only prove the equation for z as the
calculations for g are the same. In the original coordinates, we have

6° = B(p') (0" —p2(0") + O(llp” = p2(»")|I?) + O(6v/e),
B = eAp?)(0° = 0:(p)) + O(el| 0 = 02 (")) + O(ed),
where we used [|0,R| = ¢ 2||0;R|| = O(e26). Differentiate (9-3), use pf = O(ed),

Lemma (9.2 we get
i =T0° + e 2Tp* + O( /)
= VeI 'BT ™! e 2 T(p" — pi(p!)) + VETAT - T7H(0° — 02) + O(Ved + Vep?)
= VeA(p!)z +VeO(s + p?).
O

Lemma 9.4. Suppose \/e < 0, then in the new coordinates (x,y,©,I,t) the linearized
system is given by

Ve 0 000
0 —veA 00 0
L= 0 0 0 0 0 +v/eO(dy  +p+7),
0 0 000
0 0 000

where p = max{||z[|, [[y] }.

Proof. In the original coordinates, the linearized equation is given by the matrix

O(Ves) B+0(5) O(J/es) 9% Hy+0(s) 0

~ |eA+0(ep) O(Jes) 0 O(Ves) 0
L= one)  01) O/) 0(1) 0| +0(ed).

0 O(/es) 0 O(/es) 0

0 0 0 0 0

The coordinate change matrix is

rj2 T2 0 09 0

(6%, p°, 07, p/ 1) VET1)2 —\/eT™1)2 (31 Vedps + O(ep) 0
0r.y.0.1.6) | 0 0 v 0 0
(937?/7 y 4y ) 0 0 0 \/E 0
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The product is

- [0(6°,p°, 07, p! t
(6", p ) = O(edy ™" +ep)+

d(x,y,0,1,1)

VeBT™!/2+ O(Ved) —/eBT™!/2+ O(V/ed) O(Vedy™) O(Ved) 0
eAT/2 cAT/2 0 0 0
0(vo) 0(vo) O(Veir ) O(/e) 0

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

Most of the computations are straightforward, with the exception of the fourth row,
first column, which contains the following cancellation:

azsproapfpi + 8§fpr0 = apf (aprO(p*(pf))) =0

since 8,r Ho(p«(p”)) = 0 for every p/ by definition.
The differential of the inverse coordinate change is

T V2T 0 O(e VPN
T—l —6_1/2T 0 O<€_1/2)\_1/4)

0

O(z,y,0,1,1) 0

[ 2 ]: 0 0~ 0 0
8(957]9879 P at) 0 0 0 671/2 0
0 0 0 0 1

Finally, the new matrix of the linearized equation is

o a<x7y7@717t) ]’3 a(esapsaefapfat)
B 8(987p870f7pf7t) a(x,y,G),I,t)

NG\ 0 0 00
0 —JeA 0 00
=O0(We(y ™ +p)) + |O(Ver) OWey) O(ey) 0 0
0 0 0 00
0 0 0 00

9.5 Normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder

We state the following abstract statement for existence of normally hyperbolic invariant
manifolds, given in [13].
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Let F': R — R"™ be a C'! vector field. We split the space R" as R™ x R™ x R",
and denote by z = (u, s, ¢) the points of R". We denote by (F,, F;, F.) the components
of F:

F(z) = (Fu(z), Fi(2), Fe(2)).

We study the flow of F' in the domain
Q=B"xB*xQ°

where B* and B? are the open Euclidean balls of radius r, and r, in R™ and R,
and ¢ = Q% x R® is a convex open subset of R™. We denote by

Luw(2) Lus(z) Lue(2)
L(z) =dF(z) = | Lsu(2) Lss(2) Lsc(2)
Leu(2z) Les(2)  Lee(2)

the linearized vector field at point z. We assume that ||L(z)|| is bounded on €2, which
implies that each trajectory of F is defined until it leaves 2. We denote by W¢(F,w)
the union of all full orbits contained in €2, W*¢(F, Q) the set of points whose positive
orbit remains inside 2, and by W*(F,Q) the set of points whose negative orbit
remains inside 2.

Let us further consider a positive parameter b > 0, and consider the set 2> =
By(2?) and Qf = Q1 x Q2 .

Proposition 9.5 ([13], Proposition A.6). Let F': R™ x R™ x Qf — R™ x R™ x R"
be a C? vector field. Assume that there exists o, m,o > 0 such that

o Fy(u,s,¢) -u>0 ondB*x B x Q5.
o Fy(u,s,c)-s<0 on B"xdB* x .
o Lu(2) =2 al, Ls(z) < —al for each x € Q in the sense of quadratic forms.

o [ Lus() 4 N Luc() + 1 Lss ()l + 1 Lse (2 4 [ Lew () + [ Les (2) [ + | Lec(2) | <
for each x € €.

o [|Lus(2)l| + [[Luc(2)]| + [ Las(2)I] + [[Lac() | + [ Leu(2)]] + [[Les ()] + | Lee(2) [ +
2| Fo, (2)|l/b < m for each z € ) — €.

Assume furthermore that
m

1
K = < -
a—2m 8

then there exist C* maps

w*: B® x Q — B*, w":B*x Qf — B*, w‘:Q — B"x B®
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satisfying the estimates
[dw*[| < K, ldw™|| < K, [|dw’|| < 2K,

the graphs of which respectively contain W*¢(F,Q), W' (F,Q), W(F,Q). Moreover,
the graphs of the restrictions of w’e, w"¢ and we to, respectively, B* x ¢, B* x Q¢ and
Q°, are tangent to the flow.

There exists an invariant C* foliation of the graph of w“* whose leaves are graphs
of K-Lipschitz maps above B*. The set W"(F,Q) is a union of leaves : it has the
structure of an invariant C* lamination. Two points x, 2’ belong to the same leaf of
this lamination if and only if d(z(t), 2’ (t))e!*/* is bounded on R™.

If in addition there exists a group G of translations of R™1 such that F o (id ®
id® g®id) = F for each g € G, then the maps w* can be chosen such that

wo (1d® g®id) = w*, w*o (id®g®id) =w", wo(g®id)=w® (9.4)
for each g € G. The lamination is also translation invariant.

Proof of Theorem[9.1 Consider the equation of N, in the (z,y,6”,p’,t) coordinates,
and set B* = {|z]] < p}, B* = {llyll < p}, 9= = {|I/]| < K;/2}, @ = {(6/,)}
with the group translation Z?, a = y/A\/4D, b =1 < K;/2. Note that our choice of b
implies Q52 C {||I/|| < Ki}. We fix y =/

According to Lemma [9.2] and Lemma [9.3) we have for ||z|| = p,

iz > \eap® — pVeO(§ + p*) = Vep (p— O(6 + p*)) > 0

as long as p > C9 for C' large enough. This verifies the first bullet point assumption.
The second assumption is verified in the same way.
By Lemma we have for C; > 1 depending on A, D, n,

| Lus(2)]] + | Luc(2)|| 4 | Lss(2)]] + | Lse(2) || + || Leu(2)[] + | Les(2)]| + || Lee(2) ]
= VEO(5y " +p+7) < Crve(Vé +p) = m/2,

and Ly, > (2a—m)I > ol aslong as m < «. This is possible as long as €, 8, p < C;* <
o. Finally, we check that if z € O\ Q, ||F.,(2)| = O(\/€8) < Ci/e(Vo+ p)/2 = m/4
if (' is chosen large enough. These estimates ensure all the bullet point conditions
are satisfied. By choosing C; even smaller, we can ensure m < a/10 which implies
K=m/(a—2m) <1/8.

To summarize, we have shown all conditions of Proposition (9.5 is satisfied if
0<e<Cyh,0<d< O, 06 <p<Cpt. We apply the Proposition twice, once for
p = C;' and once for p = CJ. The first application shows the invariant cylinder is
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the maximal invariant set in the set Q¢ = {||z|, |ly|| < C;'}. The second application
shows that the cylinder is in fact contained in the set {||z|, ||y|| < Cd}. Moreover, in
the second application, we get the estimate m = O(\/J), which allows the estimate
K = O(Ved).

We now return to the original coordinates using the formula

1
O° (67, p 1) = 02(p") + ST(") - (wy + w) (207, ap + €7 *p/ 1)
e (9.5)
P67, p" t) = pi(p7) + TTfl(pf) (Wl — w$) (407 ao + € 2p! 1),
All the estimates stated in Theorem follow directly from these expressions, and
from the fact that {||z||, |ly|| < Cd}, ||dwe| < 2K = O(Ve)). O

9.6 Localization of the Aubry and Mane sets

Let D, = 2D, the Hamiltonian N, satisfies the following estimates if ¢ is small enough
depending only on D:

DI <N, < DI, (RN < 2Ve, (103Nl < 3e
Let L(6,p,t) be the Lagrangian associated to N,, and Ly the Lagrangian of H,.

Lemma 9.6. The following estimates holds for the Lagrangian L.

1. ([13], Lemma 4.1) For K > 0, the image of the set T" x By e x T under the
diffeomorphism 0,N. contains the set T" x By, r(c) x T, where Ky = K/(4Dy).

2. ([13], Lemma 4.2) The estimates
105, Lllco < 2D1v/e,  [|03Lllco < 3¢
holds on T" x By, e(c) x T.
3. ([13], Lemma 4.8) For v € By, s(c), we have

IL(0, 0, 1) — (Lo(v) — eZ(6°,¢))| < 2€6.

4. ([13], Lemma 4.4) The alpha function ay_(c) satisfies

lan. (¢) — (Ho(c) + emax Z (-, ¢))| < 2.
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5. ([13], Lemma 4.5) There is C > 1 depending only on D such that if e < C~14,
we have the estimates

L(O,v,t) — c-v+alc) = ||v— 8Hy(c)||?/(4D;) — €Z,(6°) — 4eb (9.6)
L(0,v,t) — ¢- v+ a(c) < Di|jv — 0Hy ()| — €Z,(0°) + 4€b (9.7)

for each (8, v,t) € T" x R® x R, where Z.(6°) := Z(6*, ¢) — maxg: Z(6°, ¢).

Proof. We remark that in [13] it is assumed that [|95,N|| < 2¢ instead of 24/€ as
we assumed. However the same calculations as given in the cited lemmas prove
Lemma 0.6 once appropriate changes are made. ]

Proposition 9.7. For each ¢ € R", the weak KAM solution u of cohomology c is
3v/ Dy€/2—semi-concave.

Proof of Theorem[9.3 The proofs of Theorem 4.1 and 4.2 in [I3] replies on the
estimates (3)(4)(5) in Lemma [0.6] as well as Proposition We have arrived at the
same estimates using weaker assumption, the only change is we replaced the constant
D with Dy = 2D. The rest of the proofs are exactly identical. O]

Proof of Theorem[9.4. This is similar to Theorem The proof of Theorem 4.5, [13]
applies once we taking into account Lemma [9.6] and Proposition [0.7] O
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10 Normally hyperbolic cylinders at double reso-
nance

We prove Theorem {.1]in these sections. Recall that the theorem deals with two cases:

1. (Simple critical homology) In this case we show the homoclinic curve n}, can
be extended to periodic orbits both in positive and negative energy. The union
of these periodic orbits form a C! normally hyperbolic invariant manifold.

2. (Non-simple homology) In this case we show that for positive energy, there exists
periodic orbits shadowing #j and 7} in a particular order.

Our strategy is to prove existence of these periodic orbits as hyperbolic fixed points of
composition of local and global maps. A main technical tool to prove existence and
uniqueness of these fixed points is the Conley-McGehee isolation block ([66]). The
plan of this section is as follows.

In section we state a standard normal from near the hyperbolic fixed point.

In section we study the property of the Shil'nikov boundary value problem.

In section [10.3] we apply results of Section to establish strong hyperbolicity of
the local map ®j,. as well as existence of unstable cones. Since the global maps @7,
have bounded time, they have bounded norms and the linearization of the proper
compositions &7, @ are dominated by the local component.

In section we give definition and derive simple properties of isolating blocks
of Conley-McGehee [66].

In section [10.5] under non-degeneracy conditions [DR1¢] — [DR4], we construct
isolating blocks for the proper compositions of @7, ®j,..

In section we extend this analysis to @7, @}, - - %, ®},.. This would imply
existence of families of shadowing orbits in non-simple case.

In section we complete the proof of Theorem by showing that periodic
orbits constructed in the previous two sections, forms a normally hyperbolic invariant
cylinder. Moreover, they coincide with the shortest geodesics for the Jacobi metric.

In Section we prove Lemma [4.2] which describes in the non-simple case, the

order at which the simple periodic orbits are shadowed.

10.1 Normal form near the hyperbolic fixed point

We describe a normal form near the hyperbolic fixed point (assumed to be (0,0)) of
the slow Hamiltonian H* : T? x R? — R. For the rest of this section, we drop the
superscript s to abbreviate notations. In a neighborhood of the origin, there exists a a
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symplectic linear change of coordinates under which the system has the normal form
H(uy,uz, 51, 82) = Ais1u1 + Aotz + Os(s, u).

Here s = (s1, 52), u = (u1, u2), and O, (s, u) stands for a function bounded by C|(s, u)|™.
By taking a standard straightening coordinate change, we get:

Lemma 10.1. After an C™™! symplectic coordinate change ®, the Hamiltonian takes
the form

N =Ho® = \;sjuj; + \aSous + Z siu;O1(s,u),

i,j=1,2

-zt

and the equation is

where A = diag{ 1, \2}.

Proof. Since (0,0) is a hyperbolic fixed point, for sufficiently small » > 0, there
exists stable manifold W* = {(u = U(s), |s| < r} and unstable manifold W" = {s =
S(u),|u] < r} containing the origin. All points on W* converges to (0,0) exponentially
in forward time, while all points on W™ converges to (0,0) exponentially in backward
time. These manifolds are Lagrangian; as a consequence, the change of coordinates
s =s—=85u), v =u—-U() =u—U(s — S(u)) is symplectic. Under the new
coordinates, we have that W* = {u/ = 0} and W*" = {s’ = 0}. We abuse notation and
keep using (s,u) to denote the new coordinate system.
Under the new coordinate system, the Hamiltonian has the form

H(s,u) = A\ysjuy + Agsqus + Hi(s,u),

where H(s,u) = Os(s,u) and Hi(s,u)|s=0 = Hi(s,u)|u=0 = 0. The Hamiltonian and
the vector field takes the desired form under this coordinate. O

10.2 Shil’nikov’s boundary value problem

Recall the definition of the local map (Section [4.4). We will define the sections %% to
be a subset of the section s; = £, and the sections X% to be contained in u; = +£4.
In this section, we study the properties of the local map via the Shil’'nikov boundary
value problem.

Proposition 10.2 (Shil'nikov [70], Lemma 2.1, 2.2, 2.3). There ezists C' > 0, 69 > 0
and Ty > 0 such that for each 0 < & < &y, any s™ = (54", si), u = (u™, ug"t) with
(s, u)|| <& and any large T > Ty, there exists a unique solution (s*,u”) :[0,T] —
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Bes of the system with the property sT(0) = s™ and u* (T) = u®. Moreover,

we have
IsT ()] < Coe M2 |uT(1)|| < Coe M T0/2,

Eald a
Consider the space of all smooth curves (s,u) : [0,7] — Be¢g, define a map

Corollary 10.3. Let (s, u”) be the solution in Proposz'tz’on with fixed boundary
values s™, u. Then

and
asT(t)
887271

ouT (t)
asin

asT(t)

auout

ouT (t)

auout

< Ce T2,

‘ S Ce—)\1t/27 ‘

HdiT(ST<t)’uT(t))H < CeMT-0/2, HdiT(sT(T —t),u’ (T — t))H < Qe
(10.2)
and
di _ (ST(T)aU,T(T)) = _XN(ST(T),UT<T)) + O(@—)\lT/Q)7
CZ- - (10.3)
e T=T(5T<T )T (T — 7)) = Xn(s7(0),uT(0)) + O(eMT/2),

where Xy denote the Hamiltonian vector field of N.

Proof. Consider two solutions (s™*,u”') and (s72, u?) of the boundary value problem,
we extend the definition of the solutions to R by solving the ODE. We note that
(sTr,u™) : [0, Ty] — R* satisfies the boundary condition s™ and u”*(73) on [0, T3],
and by Corollary [10.3],

(67 ™)) = (572 ) ()] < CM TR uT (1) — ).
Note that

T T5) — out T1 ) — T T d
TSN ) el PR L ) el €A VS R TS
To—T T, — T To—T T, — T dt lt=1

d
FARNEREIT

This proves the first half of (10.2) while the second half is similar.
For (|10.3)), note

and as a result,

< CeM(Ti—t)

d T T = d T T d T T
dr T:T(S (1), w"(T)) = dT‘T:T(S (7), (7)) dr T:T(S (7), w (7)),
the first half of (10.3) follows. The second half is similar. O
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Let (vs,,Vsy, Vuy, Vu,) denote the coordinates for the tangent space induced by
(81, 82, u1,uz). For K > 0 and = € B,, we define the strong unstable cone by

Cre(r) = {K?|vi [ > [vu [* + [vs, [P + [0} (10.4)
and the strong stable cone to be
Ck = {K2]1)32]2 > |U81|2 + ’UU1|2 + ‘Um’z}-

The following statement follows from the hyperbolicity of the fixed point O via
standard techniques.

Lemma 10.4 (See for example, [44]). For any 0 < k < Ay—M\1, there exists 6 = 6(k, K)
and C = C(k, K) > 1 such that the following holds:

o If ¢y(x) € Bys(O) for 0 < t < to, then D¢ (Chi(x)) C Ci(gy(x)) for all
0 <t <ty. Furthermore, for any v € C¥(x),

|Dy(z)v] > C et 0 <t < t,.

o If p_4(x) € Bys(O) for 0 <t < tgy, then Dop_(C5(z)) C Ci(p_i(x)) for all
0 <t <ty. Furthermore, for any v € C}(x),

|Dé_y(x)v] > CreP2=mt 0 <t <t,.

Lemma 10.5. For any k > 0 there is 09 > 0 such that for any 0 < § < dy,
|51 = [uf™| = 0, and s3], [ug"| < KA16/(2X2), we have

u§<o>' <x

d d d » d
— — —s5 (T < k|—=s;7(T)].
Moreover, by integrating in T', we get

[uz (0)] < Klug (0)],  |s3 (T)] < ks (T)].

Proof. Given k > 0 we can choose 9, small enough such that the backward flow D¢_,
preserves the cone

(C)* = {llvwall < K7H[(vsy5 05, 01}

where K = k~!. Note that

4
dT

(7(0),d7(0) = Dé_r-L|  (7(T),u"(T)).

dr lr=1
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Since the vector

LI (@)1 = ~Xn (5T (1), (7)) + O 772)
= (M sT(T), MasET(T), Ml (T), Ml (T)) + O(6?) + O(e21T72)
= (0,0, \{6, )\QUgUt) + 0(52) + O(e_AlT/Q) e (CL)°

if [ug"| < KA1/ (2X2), 6 is small and T large enough. It follows that -%(s”(0), u”(0)) €
(Cf)°. Keep in mind that -£s7(0) = 0, the first half of our estimate follows. The
second half is proven in a symmetric way. O]

10.3 Properties of the local maps

Recall that 4T is a non-degenerate homoclinic orbit, and v~ is its time-reversal. Let
us define
Zi - {(67 827u17u1) : |S2’7 |u1’7 |u2’ S 5}7

Ei = {(51732757 ul) : ‘32’, |'LL1’, |’LL2’ < 5}

Denote g7 =y N{s; =8} = {(0,55,0,0)}, and p* =~ N{u; =} = {(0,0,5,us)}.
Let x > 0 be a parameter to be defined in Proposition [10.6] Since v is tangent to
the sy, u; axes, we can choose § > 0 such that |s]|, |uj | < k6, therefore ¢+, p™ are
contained X% and X% respectively. Define

(10.5)

1P ={(6,52,0,0) : —rd < 53 < K6} C W(O0)N X7,
lu = {(070757 u2) : _’%5 S Uy S /‘335} C WU(O) N Zi

Let
£9% =2 N{N(s,u) = B}, T}¥ = T4 N {N(s,u) = E}

be restriction of the sections to an energy F close to 0. We would like to study the
domain of the restricted local map @+ : £%% — ¥%F
A rectangle R is a diffeomorphic image of the Euclidean rectangle in R2. Let us

label the vertices by 1,2, 3,4 in clockwise order, and call the four sides l19, l34, 14, l23.

Proposition 10.6. There is e,k > 0 such that for each 0 < E < e, there is a rectangle
RTH(E) € 57 with sides 1;;(E), such that:

1. & is well defined on RT™(E), and its image ®,-F (RT(E)) is also a rectangle,

loc loc

it’s four sides denoted I;(E).

2. As E — 0, both l12(E) and l34(E) converges to 1" in Hausdorff metric. Similarly,
both I1,(E) and ly;(E) converges to [".
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Q)l—t)j Ei \

Figure 10.1: Rectangles mapped under ®; "

loc

3. If (s,u) € 237, (s, u') € B4 is such that (s, u) = (s',u'), with (s,u) €

loc

Bis(q") and (s',u') € Bes(p™), then (s,u) € RTT(E).

See Figure [10.1]
In order to do this, we prove a version of Proposition [10.2 using E as a parameter.

Proposition 10.7. There is e,k > 0 such that for each 0 < E < e, s and u“
satisfies

. A 4
s3], ug"| < Sioko, st = ut =0,

29
then there is T = Ty > 0, and a unique orbit (s uf) : [0, Tg] — Bus(O), such that

sP(0) = s, uP(Tg) = u™.

Proof of Proposition[10.7. Let Sg denote the energy surface { N(s,u) = E}. Given s™
and s°“* and T > Tp, Proposition implies the existence of a solution (s7,uT) solv-
ing the boundary value problem. Moreover, as T' — oo, (s7,u?)(0) — (s™,0) € So.
Writing E(T') the energy of the orbit (s”,u”), we have E(T) — 0 as T — oo.

Claim: (1) E(T) is positive and strictly monotone, therefore E(T) is one-to-one
and onto for T € [Ty, 0); (2) There is e > 0 such that uniformly over all s, u°“,
we have 0 < E(T) < e if T' > Ty, and therefore the inverse T is well defined for
E € (0,¢].

By Lemma[10.5] [u2 (0)| < x|uf(0)]. We first show N(s7(0), 47 (0)) > 0.
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Let us consider the energy function N(sy,uy, So,us) = A\1S1ui + Aesaus + Hi(s, u)
with Hi|s—o = Hi|u=o = 0. Recall that the section X+ = {(s,u) : s =6, |(s,u)| < I}
We consider the submanifold ¥ N {N(s,u) = 0}. Since

8u1N<57 Uy, SQ,UQ) = )\15 + aulHl = )\15 + 0(62) >0

by implicit function theorem, for |(s,u)| < d the surface ¥ N {N = 0} is given by a
graph u; = u§(s2,us). We conclude that ¥ is divided by the graph u; = u$(s2, us)
into two components, and:

e N(s,u) > 0 whenever u; > u$§(s2,us), and N(s,u) < 0 when u; < u§(s2, us).

Moreover, u$|,,—o = 0, and by differentiating the implicit function, we get |0,,u$| < C
where C' is a constant depending on [|[N||c2. Therefore |u§(s2,us)| < Clug|. This
implies if (0, u1, s9, ug) € ¥ satisfies uy > Clug| > |u§|, we have N (6, uy, s2,u2) > 0. In
particular, this is satisfied for (s7(0),u”(0)) if kK < C™1.

E(T) is a continuous function defined on 7" > Tj, and limy_,, E(T) = 0. We
now prove that it is monotone. Using Lemma [10.5|

d d

T _ d d
BT = NG00 (0) = VN - (0.0, 0) S 0))

= (A5 + Oys, u))diTuf(O) + (Aosh + Oz(sau))diﬂ 5(0)#£0

if k is sufficiently small. Since we have proved E(T") > 0, claim (1) follows. Finally,

Proposition [10.2] implies
0< B(T) < C§%e™MT/2,

claim (2) follows. O

Proof of Proposition[10.6. Let £ > 0 be small enough such that Proposition [10.7]
applies, and let us rename A\ x/(2)2) into k. Consider two parameters a € [—kd, k0]
and b € [—k0, 6], and then there exist unique orbits s%, solving the boundary value

problem
sap(0) = (6,0),  sgp(Tup(E)) = (6,0),
then
RT(E) = {(544(0),uq(0)) : a,b € [§/2,5/2]},
LY (RTH(E)) = {(sap(Tup(E)), ugy(Tup(E))) = a,b € [6/2,5/2]} .

Note that two sides of the rectangle R™*(F) are graphs over s, € [—k0, k], since
the uy, uy component converge to 0 exponentially fast as T — oo (and E — 0),
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Figure 10.2: Local map and global map in s,, us coordinates

we conclude that these two sides converge to [°. The same can be said about the
rectangle ®,"F (R*(E)) and [*.

Finally, note that by definition, R*"(FE) contains the initial point of all orbits
(s,u) :[0,T] — Sg such that s1(0) =0, |s2(0)| < KJ, uy(T) =0, |ua(T")| < k0, which
contains the orbits such that (s,u)(0) € Bs(p) and (s,u)(T) € Bys(p™). O

For each of the other symbols ——, +— and —+, analogous statements to Proposi-
tion hold, after making appropriate changes. We only make the remark that for
symbol ——, the range is energy is also 0 < E < e, while for the symbol +— and —+,
the energy for Proposition [10.6|is —e < F < 0.

We now turn to the global map. We have p* € [%, ¢t € [°, and @glob(pﬂ =q".
Moreover, condition [DR4]¢ imply that q)glob(l“) intersects [° transversally in the
energy surface Sg. Let us note that the return time for the Poincaré map (I)glob is

+

uniformly bounded, the restricted map <I>glob]5 r depends smoothly on F. As a result,

we have the following corollary.
Corollary 10.8. There exists e > 0 such that, the following hold.

1. For 0 < E < e, @}, 0 O F(RTH(E)) intersects R**(E) transversally. This
means, the images of l1o and l34 intersect lyo and l34 transversally, and the images
of y14 and ~yo3 does not intersect R (T).

2. For 0 < E <e, @y, 00 (R (1)) intersects R~ (T) transversally.

8. For —e < E <0, &, 0 ® 7 (R*(E)) intersect R™*(E) transversally, and

loc
D, 0 P (R™F(E)) intersect R~ (E) transversally.

See Figure for a demonstration.
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10.4 Conley-McGehee isolating blocks

The rectangles as constructed form isolation blocks of Conley and McGehee ([66]).
A rectangle R = I} X Iy C R x R* I} = {||z1]] < 1}, Iy = {||z2|| < 1} is called
an isolating block for the C! diffeomorphism ®, if the following hold:

1. The projection of ®(R) to the first component covers 1.

2. ®|I; x Ol is homotopically equivalent to the identity restricted on the set
Il X (Rk\ int IQ)

If R is an isolating block of ®, then the set
WH={recR:®2)cR, k>0}

(resp. W™ ={x € R: ®¥(z) € R, k > 0})

projects onto I; (resp. onto I3) (see [66]). If some additional cone conditions are
satisfied, then W' and W~ are in fact C' graphs. Note that in this case, W+ N W~
is the unique fixed point of ® on R.

As usual, we denote by Ci(z) = {c[|v1]] < ||v2]|} the unstable cone at z. We
denote by 7C}-(z) the set x + Cj-(z), which corresponds to the projection of the cone
C1:(x) from the tangent space to the base set. The stable cones are defined similarly.
Let U C R? x R* be an open set and ® : U — R? x R* a C! map. Denote D®, the
linearization of ® at x.

Cl. D®, preserves the cone field C'(x), and there exists A > 1 such that || D®(v)|| >
Allv|| for any v € Ci(x).

C2. ® preserves the projected restricted cone field 7C}%, i.e., for any z € U,

(U N7C%(x)) C CL(B(x)) N B(U).

C3. If y € 7C%(x) N U, then ||®(y) — ®(z)|| > Ally — x|

The unstable cone condition guarantees that any forward invariant set is contained in
a Lipschitz graph.

Proposition 10.9 (See [66]). Assume that ® and U satisfies [C1]-[C3], then any
forward invariant set W C U is contained in a Lipschitz graph over R¥ (the stable
direction).
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Similarly, we can define the conditions [C1]-[C3] for the inverse map and the
stable cone, and refer to them as “stable [C1]-[C3]” conditions. Note that if & and U
satisfies both the isolating block condition and the stable/unstable cone conditions,
then W+ and W™ are transversal Lipschitz graphs. In particular, there exists a unique
intersection, which is the unique fixed point of ® on R. We summarize as follows.

Corollary 10.10. Assume that ® and U satisfies the isolating block condition, and
that ® and U (resp. @' and U N®(U)) satisfies the unstable (resp. stable) conditions
[C1]-[C3]. Then ® has a unique hyperbolic fixed point in U.

10.5 Periodic orbit in simple homologies

We now apply the isolating block construction to the maps and rectangles obtained in

Corollary
Proposition 10.11. There exists e > 0 such that the following hold.

o For0< E <e, ®), 0@t has a unique fived point p*(E) on X5 N RT(E);

e For0< E<e, &, 0P " has a unique fized point p~(E) on ¥° N R~ (E);

o For —e <E <0: @), o® " od,, o® " has a unique fized point p°(E) on
RY(E) N (P, © Proe ) HRT(E)).

To prove Proposition , we notice that the rectangle RT(T') has C?! sides,
and there exists a C! change of coordinates turning it to a standard rectangle. It’s
easy to see that the isolating block conditions are satisfied for the following maps and
rectangles:

ot odft and RYT(R), Do © P and  RT(E),

glob loc loc

Dl 0 Pl od 0@ T and (D

loc glob loc

o ®I ) TTRTH(E)NRT(E).

glob loc
It suffices to prove the stable and unstable cone conditions [C1]-[C3] for the corre-
sponding return map and rectangles. Given z = (s,u) € Sg, let us define the restricted
cones

CuP(2) = CLNT,SE, CO3F =C%NT.Sk.

Lemma 10.12. For each orbit (s,u)(t) associated to orbits of the local map, the
restricted cones Cie" and C3F are non-empty.
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Proof. We only prove the statement for C’}‘gE since the stable one is completely
symmetric. Moreover, observe that if we prove the cone C'¢” is non-empty at (s, u)(0),
the same holds for the entire orbit, since the unstable cone is invariant under the
forward dynamics.

Note that

VN = (/\1’LL1 + UOl, )\QUQ -+ UOl, )\181 + 801, )\282 + 801),

and ||u(0)] is exponentially small in 7', we have VN ~ (0,0, A151, A282). Since
|s9] < & = [s1] on ¥, we have the angle between VN and u; axis is bounded
from below. As a consequence, there exists K > 0, such that C*¥ has nonempty
intersection with the tangent direction of S (which is orthogonal to VN). The lemma
follows. [l

We will only prove the [C1]-[C3] conditions conditions for the unstable cone C ¢,
the map q)glob o ®* and the rectangle R**(T); the proof for the other cases can be

loc
obtained by making obvious changes to the case covered.

Lemma 10.13. There exists Ty > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that the following hold. Assume
that U C X5 N B, is a connected open set on which the local map ,-F is defined, and
for each x € U,

inf{t > 0: ¢ (z) € X} } > Tp.

Then the map D(@;Ob o ®,"1) preserves the cone field C%, and the inverse D(Cbglob o

loc
O, )1 preserves the non-empty C5.. Moreover, the projected cones 7C% N U and

mC5% NV are preserved by ., o ®FF and its inverse, where V.= &}, o & 5 (U).
The same set of conclusions hold for the restricted version. Namely, we can replace

C% and O with C" and C3F, and U with U N Sg.

Recall that {* > pT is the intersection of the unstable manifold W*(O) with the
section X' . Let T" be the tangent vector to [* at p™, and T* the tangent vector to
T¢ at ¢*. We will show that if ®,""|s, (z) = y, then the image of the unstable cone

D®,"F(2)C% is very close to T%. This happens because the flow of tangent vector is
very close to that of a linear flow.
Assume that ¢, is a flow on R? x R¥ and z; is a trajectory of the flow. Let

v(t) = (v1(t),v2(t)) be a solution of the variational equation, i.e. v(t) = D¢y (x;)v(0).

Lemma 10.14. With the above notations assume that there exists by > 0, by < by
and 0,0 > 0 such that the variational equation

-2 5] )
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satisfy A < byl and D > byl as quadratic forms, and |B|| < o, |C]| <.
Then for any ¢ > 0 and k > 0, there exists 0g > 0 such that if 0 < 9,0 < dy, we
have

(D) C c CWPr, By = ce” 2709t 5 /(hy — by — k).

Proof. Denote vy = c¢. The invariance of the cone field is equivalent to

% (@2(02(25),212(15)) — (vl(t),vl(t») > 0.

Compute the derivatives using the variational equation, apply the norm bounds and
the cone condition, we obtain

208, (B + (b — 68, — b1) By — o) |Jve]|* > 0.

We assume that 8; < 27q, then for sufficiently small dy, 63; < k. Denote by = by—b;—k
and let (; solve the differential equation

By = —bsf +o.

It’s clear that the inequality is satisfied for our choice of ;. Solve the differential
equation for §; and the lemma follows. n

Proof of Lemma[10.15 We will only prove the unstable version. By Assumption 4,
there exists ¢ > 0 such that D®J , (¢")T**(¢%) C Ci(p™). Note that as Ty — oo,
the neighborhood U shrinks to p™ and V shrinks to ¢*. Hence there exists 8 > 0 and
Ty > 0 such that D®J, (y)C* (y) C Cf for all y € V.

Let (s,u)(t)o<t<r be the trajectory from z to y. By Proposition we have
|s]| < e/ for all T/2 < t < T. It follows that the matrix for the variational

equation

A(t) B(1) —diag{A1, A2} + O(s) O(s)
|:O(t) D(ﬁ} B |: ° O(u) diag{)\1,)\2}+0(u) (106)

satisfies A < —(\; — k)I, D > (A1 — k)1, ||C|| = O(d) and || B|| = O(e~Ma=RT/2) Ag
before C(z) = {||vs|| < ¢|lvull}, Lemma [10.14] implies

Dor(x)Ci(x) € C*7 (y),

where By = O(e™*7/?) and N = min{\y — \; — k,\; — x}. Finally, note that
Dor(z)Ci(x) and DO (2)C(z) differs by the differential of the local Poincaré map
near 3. Since near y we have |s| = O(e-™=97) using the equation of motion, the

Poincaré map is exponentially close to identity on the (si,sy) components, and is
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exponentially close to a projection to us on the (ug,us) components. It follows that
the cone C"A7 is mapped by the Poincar’e map into a strong unstable cone with
exponentially small size. In particular, for T' > Tj, we have

DO (2)C(x) € CF(y),

loc

and the first part of the lemma follows. To prove the restricted version we follow the
same arguments. O

Conditions [C1]-[C3] follows, and this concludes the proof of Proposition [10.11]

10.6 Periodic orbits for non-simple homology

In the case of the non-simple homology, there exist two rectangles Ry and Ry, whose
images under Py, 0 Py, intersect themselves transversally, providing a “horseshoe”
type picture.

Proposition 10.15. There exists e > 0 such that the following hold:

1. For all 0 < E < e, there exist rectangles Ry (E), Ry(E) € %% such that for
i =1,2, &, 0 PET(R;) intersects both Ri(E) and Ry(E) transversally.
2. Given o = (01, -+ ,0,), there exists a unique fized point p°(FE) of

1

LT (%o 0 ®55) Irs, 09 (10.7)

on the set R, (E).

3. The curve p°(E) is a C* graph over the u; component with uniformly bounded
derivatives. Furthermore, p°(E) approaches p°* and for each 1 < j <n —1,

1

1 (@5 0 @50) (7 ()

i=j
approaches p?itt as E — 0.

The proof is analogous to that of Proposition [10.11| and we omit it.
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10.7 Normally hyperbolic invariant cylinders for the slow me-
chanical system

We prove Theorem [4.1] in this section.

Proof. Non-simple case. If the homology h is non-simple, then h = nihy + nsho
with hq, hy being simple homologies. Let (oy,...,0,) be the sequence determined
by Lemma . Apply Proposition , we obtain the fixed points p?(FE) for all
0 < E < e. The fixed points corresponds to hyperbolic periodic orbits that we call 7.
Let ¥ be the projection of n¥ to the configuration space, we now prove that they
must be identical to the shortest curve in Jacobi metric gz, after a reparametrization.
According to the condition [DR3¢], 49 is the unique shortest curve for the Jacobi
metric g, and there exist ¢o such that 70 = Ag-(co) = Ngs(co). Any gg shortest
curve 7 corresponds to Aubry set of cohomology cp, which lifts to an orbit 7} in
phase space. Using semi-continuity, 7% must be contained in a neighborhood of 7} in
the phase space. In particular, it must intersect the sections X% and X% sufficiently
close to g7 and p*. According to Proposition , item 3, the intersection with X7
must be contained in the rectangle R™*(F). Since the fixed point p?(F) is the unique
fixed point for the map ([10.7), we conclude that nf = np.

Simple critical case. The existence the periodic orbits follows from Proposition [10.11
in the same way as the non-simple case. Also, by the same reasoning, we know that
the orbits 7, n¥, must coincide with the minimal geodesics of the Jacobi metric. It
suffices to show that

M=) Fun®)umun’,u J »?

0<E<e —e<E<O0

form a C! normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder.
Denote
") =" (E)Yocp<m, (7)) = {p™ (E)}o<p<n,
IY(¢") = &5 (p™)) and IT(¢7) = ... (IT(¢7)). Note that the superscript of
indicates positive energy instead of the signature of the homoclinics. We denote

(") = {p"(E)} —mo<r<o

() = G50, ) = S5, (q)) and 1-(g%) = &7 (" (p)). An
illustration of M the curves [* are included in Figure [10.3]

I(p*) and I(p~) are both graphs over the u; variable. By considering the image
Uiao @e(l(p™)) and U~ ¢:(I(¢™)), using Lemma m, the projection of M to sju;
plane contains a neighborhood of 0. Standard cone arguments implies it must be a
Lipschitz graph over sju; near 0. Finally, standard arguments in partial hyperbolicity
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Figure 10.3: Invariant manifold M near the origin

(see [44]) implies the manifold M is C'**, where o depends on the ratio between the
central and hyperbolic exponents.

Finally, note that all the arguments applies to the normal form system (10.1)). The
same conclusions hold for small C? perturbation to the Hamiltonian (which leads to a
small C'' perturbation of the normal form). O

10.8 Cyclic concatenations of simple geodesics

We provide the proof of the auxilliary result Lemma before proceeding to the next
section.

Denote v, = 7(]} 'and v, = 7(})‘2 and v = 7. Recall that v has homology class
nihy + nohy and is the concatenation of ny copies of 7, and ns copies of 5. Since hy
and hy generates H,(T? Z), by introducing a linear change of coordinates, we may
assume h; = (1,0) and hy = (0,1).

Given y € T? \ v U~y Uy,, the fundamental group of T? \ {y} is a free group of
two generators, and in particular, we can choose 7, and 2 as generators. (We use
the same notations for the closed curves 7;, i = 1,2 and their homotopy classes). The
curve v determines an element

7:H7§17 Ui€{172}7 516{0,1}
=1

of this group. Moreover, the translation 7;(+) := (- +1¢) of v determines a new element
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by cyclic translation, i.e.,
n
v=1]wem, mez,
i=1

where the sequences o; and s; are extended periodically. We claim the following:

There exists a unique (up to translation) periodic sequence o; such that v =
117, ¥o..,. for some m € Z, independent of the choice of y. Note that in particular,
all s; = 1.

The proof of this claim is split into two steps.

Step 1. Let v, /n,(t) = {7(0) + (n1/n2,1)t, t € R}. We will show that ~ is
homotopic (along non-self-intersecting curves) to vy, /m,. To see this, we lift both
curves to the universal cover with the notations 7 and 7, /n,. Let p.q € Z be such
that pny — gno = 1 and define

TH(t) = 4(t) + (p, 9)-

As T generates all integer translations of 7, v is non-self-intersecting if and only
if 79 N4 = 0. Define the homotopy Y = AY + (1 — X\)n, /n,, it suffices to prove
T, N4y = 0. Take an additional coordinate change

-l B
Y n2 g Y
then under the new coordinates T5(t) = 7(t) + (1,0).

Under the new coordinates, 79 N4 = () if and only if any two points on the same
horizontal line has distance less than 1. The same property carries over to 7, for
0 < A <1, hence TH, NAy = 0.

Step 2. By step 1, it suffices to prove that v = v, /n, defines unique sequences
o; and s;. Since 7, /n, is increasing in both coordinates, we have s; = 1 for all i.
Moreover, choosing a different y is equivalent to shifting the generators v; and ~,.

Since the translation of the generators is homotopic to identity, the homotopy class is
not affected. This concludes the proof of Lemma [4.2]
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11 Aubry-Mather type at the double resonance

We consider the system

H2(p, 1) = K(I) = U(e).
Given the homology h € H,(T?,Z), there is a curve ¢, : (0, E] — H'(T? R) such
that ¢,(F). There are two regimes, the “high energy regime”, where we consider the
cohomologies ¢, (E) with e < E < E where e is a small parameter; and the critical
regime, where ¢ is in a small neighborhood of ¢,(0).

11.1 High energy case

First we consider the “non-critical energy case”, and show that the cohomologies as
chosen are of Aubry-Mather type. For each E > 0, there are two possible behavior:

1. The Aubry set Ags(cn(E)) = ~Z, where 7£ is the unique shortest geodesic in
homology E. Let us denote the corresponding Hamiltonian orbit n¥ = (¢, 1) :
0, T] — T2 x R2.

2. (Bifurcation) The Aubry set Ags(cn(E)) = vF UAF, where v, 7F are the two
shortest geodesic in homology E. Let us denote the corresponding Hamiltonian
orbit nF, 7.

Theorem 11.1. Given any e > 0, there is €y,0 > 0 depending only on H® and e such
that the following holds for all 0 < € < ¢y and all U’ € Vs(U) (in the space C"(T?)),
the Hamaltonian

Hi(p,1,7)=K(I) = U'(p) +VeP, |[|Plle= <1,
satisfies the following properties:
1. Suppose E > e is such that Aps(¢n(E)) is a unique hyperbolic orbit, then
(H?, ¢y (E)) is of Aubry-Mather type.
2. Suppose E > e is such that Ays(cn(E)) is the union of two hyperbolic orbits,
then (H?,¢n(E)) is of bifurcation Aubry-Mather type.

We first discuss the non-bifurcation case, and the bifurcation case will be a simple
corollary.

Given Fy > 0, denote ¢y = ¢,(Fp). Suppose Ags(co) = 7F consists of a unique
shortest curve, then there exists F; < Ey < Es such that each 77,‘LE for E € (Ey, Es) is
a hyperbolic periodic orbit. Then

Co = U nECTQXRz

Ec(E1,E»)
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is a normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder. In order to give a proper parametrization
for Cy, we consider a transversal section to nfo, which is also transversal to nf,
E € (Ey, Ey) if Ey, Ey are close enough to Fy. Denote zF = nf NS, then ZZ,
E € (Ey, E,) is a smooth function of E. We now define

X T x (B, E) — T2 xR? x(s, E) = ¢512(25), (11.1)
where ¢t is the Hamiltonian flow of H* and T is the period of n}.

Lemma 11.1. There is 6 > 0 depending on K, U, Ey, Ey such that for all U" € Vs(U)
and H®* = K — U’, x is a smooth embedding and x(T x (Ey, Es)) = Cy. Cy is
normally hyperbolic, and for each E, W*(nF) is a smooth graph over 6 component on
a neighborhood of .

Proof. The fact that 7 is a unique non-degenerate shortest geodesic is robust, there-
fore y is well defined for all U’ € Vs5(U), where ¢ depends on K, U, Ey, Es.

The fact that x is smooth and that the image is Cy follows directly from definition.
Since H*(x(s, F)) = E by definition, have VH?*(x(s, E)) - Opx(s, E) = 1. On the
other hand, dsx(s, E) = Xpgs(x(s, E)), where Xy is the Hamiltonian vector field of
H?*. Since VH?* - Xgs = 0, we conclude that dsx, 0gx are linearly independent over
(s, E) € T x [Ey, Es.

To see that the local stable-unstable manifolds are graphs over the # component,
we invoke the concept of Green bundles G1. These invariant bundles are defined for
all orbits of the Aubry sets, and are Lipschitz graphs over the # components. The
Lipschitz constant is uniform over all £ > 0. According to [3], for hyperbolic periodic
orbits, the bundle G_ is the sum of the vector field direction and the unstable direction.
As a result, the unstable bundle of n¥ projects onto a bundle transversal to 2, and
the unstable manifold projects onto the # component. O

We now consider the Hamiltonian
Hi(p,I,7)=H*(o, 1) +\eP(p,1,7), 9T’ IR 7T (11.2)

Proposition 11.2. Given any k > 0, 0 < e < E there is ¢g > 0 depending on
H® e,k and k > 0 depending only on H® e; such that for all Ey € e, E], there is
Ey < Ey < Ey, such that for all 0 < € < €y, there is an embedding

Xe(z,y,7) : T x (Ey, Es) X’]I‘\/g—>’]F2 x R? XT e, mrxe=1d

such that C, is a weakly invariant normally hyperbolic cylinder for the Hamiltonian

flow of H? (see (11.2))). Moreover, we have

Ixe(@, I, 7) = xo(@, I)|lcr < K,
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and C. contains all the invariant sets in
V = B.(Co) x T .

Since ||v/€eP||c2 < /€, this is a reqular perturbation of the vector field, compared
to the singular perturbation we see in Section [0} The proof follows from standard
theory, see for example [68], [29].

We will denote by x°(z,y) = x(¢, I,0) the zero-section of the embedding, and

X (T x (Ey, Ey)) =7

which is invariant under the time-y/e¢ map ¢ = ¢£
We have the following Lipschitz estimate for weak KAM solutions of H?.

Proposition 11.3 (Follows from Theorem [7.1)). Given R > 0, there is C > 0
depending only on ||0*°K]||, ||H?||c2 and R, such that if u is any weak KAM solution
of H? at cohomology ¢ with ||c|| < R, then for any

(9017]1)7 (9027]2 GI C U m ¢ gcu )
neN

we have )
|H* (o1, 1) — H* (2, I2)| < Cetljpr — o

As a result, the same Lipschitz property holds on the sets I(c u), AQ, s

Proof of Theorem[I1.1. Part (1): Let ¢y = én(Fp), and ~,° is the unique shortest
curve, we show (H¢, ¢g) is of AM type. By Proposition |[11.2) _ 2| for sufficiently small €, we

have N s (co) C Bk(Co) x T fe. Due to semi-continuity, the same holds for ¢ € By(co)

for some o > 0. As a result, fTH (c) C sz(c) C C..
We now prove the graph property. Suppose

(w1,01),  (22,92) € (X)) (A% ()

where ¢ € B,(co) 0). Observe that H® o xo(z,y) = y. Then due to Proposition m

1 o x¢ (2, ) = yller = [H* o x¢ = H* o xoll < [H?[le=[Ix¢ = xoller < €4,
where C' will be used to denote a generic constant. We have

lya — will < |1 H® o X2 (a9, y2) — H® o X2 (21, 11)|| + C8|| (2 — 21,92 — 11) ||

1
< Céilmy 0 X222, y2) — Ty 0 X2 (1, y1)|| + C6|(z2 — 21,92 — 1) || (11.3)
< C(6+ €)@ — 21,55 — 1)
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For €, small enough, we have ||y, — y1]| < 2C(6 + €1)||zs — z1]].

Finally, assume that (y°) .49 +(c) project onto the x component, we will show that
W (AY.(c)) is a graph over the 6 component. According to Lemma [11.1] W*(A%,.(c))
is a smooth graph over ¢ component, and the projection of the unstable bundle is
normal to 7. Let us note that implies A(}Ies is close to AY.(¢) in Lipschitz norm,
and the unstable bundle depends smoothly on perturbation. Therefore the unstable
bundle of A% (c) is also transversal to A (c), implying (2 )(b) of Definition .

Part (2): Suppose ¢y = &, (Ep) is such that Ay (c) = o U JF° are two shortest
curves. Let Vi, V4 be neighborhoods of y¥0, 4% such that w,n® C Vi, m,n¥ C V; for
all E € (Ey— 6, Ey+6), and let

f:Tn—>[071]7 f|V1:()7 f’\/z:la

be a smooth bump function. Then for

H'=H*—f, H*=H'—(1-f),

A (co) =+ and Agz(co) = 7%, We then apply part (1) to obtain that for each
i=1,2, H + \/eP, ¢y is of Aubry-Mather type. This implies H?, cq is of bifurcation
Aubry-Mather type (see Definition . ]

11.2 Simple non-critical case

Suppose h is a simple non-critical homology, which means that for the energy £ = 0,
there is a unique shortest curve 7} in the homology h corresponding to a hyperbolic
periodic orbit 7} of the Hamiltonian system. In this case, however, we have, for
Co = éh(O)

Aps(co) = U0,

where O is the origin (which is where U attains its minimum). If we consider Vi, V4
disjoint open sets containing 79 and 0 respectively, and define the local Aubry sets

Api(c) and Apz(c). Tt follows that Ay (c) =~) and Ap2(c) = O.

Theorem 11.2. Suppose h is simple non-critical, and let co = ¢,(0). Then there is
€0,0 > 0 depending only on K,U such that for 0 < e < ¢y and U’ € V5(U), for

H? = K(I) = U'(p) + VeP, [Pl <1,
the pair (H?, o) is of asymmetric bifurcation type.

Proof. The fact that H', ¢y is of Aubry-Mather type follows the same proof as Theo-
rem . On the other hand, .AHS(CO) is a hyperbolic periodic orbit, which is robust
under perturbatlon. Therefore Definition is satisfied. O
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11.3 Simple critical case

11.3.1 Proof of Aubry-Mather type using local coordinates

Theorem 11.3. Suppose h € H\(T? 7Z) is a simple homology for H*, and consider
the cohomology class ¢y = ¢,(0). Then there exists €y,e,0 > 0 depending only on
H?*, h such that for each 0 < € < ey, U € Vs(U) and ¢ € B.(cy), the pair (H?,c) is of
Aubry-Mather type.

Moreover, the same holds for (H®, Xc) for all0 < X\ < 1.

We have the following (See Section [10)):

e 1? = Ap:(co) contains the hyperbolic fixed point (0,0), and is a homoclinic orbit
to (0,0).

e (0,0) admits eigenvectors —As < —A; < A; < Ao. Let v/* and v}/* denote the
eigendirections of the eigenvalues £A1, +\y. Let Inv(p, I) = (¢, —I) denote the
involution of the Hamiltonian system. Since the flow is time-reversible, we have
Inv(vf) = £o}', i = 1,2. Without loss of generality, we assume Inv(v)) = v¥*. As
result, there exists v;, w; € R? such that

v = (v, wy), v = (v, —w;), i=12.

e There is a C'! normally hyperbolic invariant manifold M containing 7). In

particular, M must contain (0,0) and it’s tangent to the plane Span{v§,v}'} =
Rv; & Rw; C R? x R? at (0,0).
The projection m,nj, = ) then is a C* curve in T?, since 0 € T? is the only
possible discontinuity of the tangent direction, but at 0 the curve is tangent to
vy = Tvf = wul. Let m, : R* — R and m,, : R* — R be the orthogonal
projections to vy, w; directions.

We also need the following analog of Lemma |11.1]

Lemma 11.4. W¥(n?) is a Lipschitz graph over 0 component on a neighborhood of
0
Th-

Proof. In the proof of Lemma [11.1] the Lipschitz constant of the Green bundles is
uniform over all energy E. The lemma follows by taking limit £ — 0 in the space of
Lipschitz graphs. O

We require a suitable parametrization of the cylinder C(H?®) near the homoclinic
ny. An illustration of the parametrization is given in Figure m
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Figure 11.1: Coordinates near the homoclinic orbit: green lines indicate the level
curves of the x coordinate.

Proposition 11.5. For each k > 0 there exists 01,02 > 0, and a smooth embedding
Xo=Xo(z,y): T x (=0d,82) — M,
such that the following hold:

1. C(H®) := xo(T x (—d9,02)) D np. We use the notation C since the image of xo
1 a cylinder.

2. The cylinder C(H?®) is symplectic.

3. Xo is “almost vertical” near x =0, namely 7, o xo(z,y) is k—Lipschitz in y for
all |x| < &;.

4. The vertical coordinate is given by the energy function away from x = 0, namely
for all |x| > 61/2 we have H*(xo(z,y)) = y.

We now prove Theorem [11.3| assuming Proposition [11.5
Proof of Theorem[11.3. Let us consider the system
H? = K(I)+U'(p) + \eP.

where ||P|lc2 <1 and |U — U'||c2 < §. Then for €y, § small enough depending only
on K, U, standard perturbation theory implies H? admits a normally hyperbolic
weakly invariant manifold C(H?), let us denote by C,. its zero section. Then C.

is invariant under the time-\/¢ map ® = @ﬁ, and it admits a parametrization
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Xe : T X (=09,05) — C, and ||xc — Xollc1 = o(1) as €,6 — 0. The cylinder is
symplectic since symplecticity is open under perturbations. Moreover, for e > 0
small enough, the set Nys(c) C C(H?) for all ¢ € B.(c), and since N is upper
semi-continuous under Hamiltonian pertubations, s (c) is close to C(HE) for small
€. Since C(H?) contains all the invariant sets in its neighborhood, we conclude that
An; () € Ny () C C(H?).

We now show Xgleg (¢) is a Lipschitz graph for ¢ € B.(cp). Let (i, I;) = xe(T4, yi),
i = 1,2 be two points in .//AIH(C)

The proof consists of two cases. In the first case we use the almost verticality of
the cylinder, and the idea is similar to the proof of Theorem [0.3] In the second case
we use the strong Lipschitz estimate for the energy H*, and the idea is similar to the
proof of Theorem [11.1]

Case 1. |x1], |ze| < 01. In this case, we apply the a priori Lipschitz estimates for
the Aubry sets: there is C' > 0 depending only 9*K, ||H*®||c2 such that

1o — L] < Cllp2 — @]

Let x be as in Proposition [11.5, and let ¢y be small enough such that 7,x.(z,y) is
2k-Lipschitz in y. Since x( is an embedding, there is C' > 1 depending only on H?*
such that for all ¢y small enough,

o2 — @1ll + 112 — L] = C7F (lwe — 2]l + lly2 — wall) -
Let (¢3,13) = Xe(2, 1), then
HSDS - SOZH < “Xe(x%yl) - Xe(f’cz,Z/Q)H < 2“”92 - 3/1H’

los — @1l < |Ixe(z2,y1) = Xe(z1,91)|| < Cllwe — 21|,

combine all estimates, we get

C™ ez — 2l + lyz = will) < (1 + Oz — |
< (L4 C0) (26lly2 =yl + Cllae — 24,

or

(CH =20+ O)) Iy —wll < (CTH+ (14 C)O) [lzy — ]|

which is what we need if k < 1/(4C(1 + C)).
Case 2. |x1], |xe| > 01/2. In this case we apply Proposition |11.3] to get

|H® (2, I) — H(p1, I)|| < Ceil|pa — ou-
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Assume that e is small enough such that ||x. — xollc1 < . Then a computation
identical to (T1.3) implies [|y2 — 11| < 2C(k + €1)||zg — 1| if €, & is small enough
depending only on C. B

We obtain the Lipschitz property of y A% :(c) after combining the two cases.

Finally, we show W*(A%.,(c)) is a graph over ¢ when x-1.AY.(c) projects onto the
x component. It suffices to check that the unstable bundle E* is uniformly transverse
to the projection A% :(c). In case 1, the almost verticality of the cylinder implies
Aby (c) differs from Aps(co) = v, by O() in Lipschitz norm. Given that the tangent

vector of 49 is close to the weak directions v?/"

E* is close to v;/ “ the desired transversality holds. In case 2, similar to the proof
of Theorem |11.1] ,ZH (¢) is also close to Ay:(co) in Lipschitz norm (for a different
reason, i.e (11.3)). The claim follows, similar to the proof of Theorem , using
Lemma 1.4 O

in case 1, while the projection of

11.3.2 Construction of the local coordinates

This is done separately near the hyperbolic fixed point (local) and away from it
(global). Furthermore, the local coordinate requires a preliminary step.

Lemma 11.6. For each k > 0 there is 6 > 0, and a smooth embedding
Xpre = Xpre(T,9) : (—=0,0) X (=8,8) — M N Bys(0,0) C T? x R?

satisfying
HXpre © (7Tv17 7Tw1) - idHCl < K. (114)

There is 0 < 0y < 0 such that the curve X,y

graph {(z,g(z)) : © € (—01,01)}.

Proof. The existence of the local coordinate follows from T{g )M = Rv; @ Rw;, the
fact that M is C', and the implicit function theorem. Since ) = m,nj is a C! curve
tangent to vy at 0 € T?, 42 can be reparametrized using its projection to v; direction.
Since 7)) is a Lipschitz graph over 42, the second claim follows. O]

ny N (=d1,01)} is given by a Lipschitz

Lemma 11.7. For each k > 0 there is 61 > 69 > 0, a smooth embedding
Xioe = Xloc(T,y) © (—01,61) X (—=01,61) —> M N Bys(0,0),

a neighborhood V' of the local homoclinic n) N7, '{(—d1,01)} on which the cylinder is
“almost vertical” in the sense that there is C' > 0 such that

TpXioe(Z,Yy) 18 Ck — Lipschitz in y.
The pull back x;gin® Ny H{(=81,61)} is a Lipschitz graph over x, and in addition,
H(Xwoc(z,y)) =y,  forall  61/2 <|z| <0y, [y| < b (11.5)
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The manifold yioc (—61,91) X (=61, 1)) is symplectic.

Proof. First we show the image of Xy is symplectic. To see this, note that H*(¢, I) =
SAL -1 — 3By -+ Os(I,¢p), where A = 87, K and B = §2,U(0) are both positive
definite. Moreover, we have \jw; = Av; and \jv; = Bw;. From (11.4]), we have

89:Xpre<x7 Z/) = + O(FJ), ayXplms(x: y) =wp + O(/i),
As a result, let w be the standard symplectic form, we have
W(aa:Xprea ay)(pre) = W((Ul, 0)7 (07 wl)) + O(I{) = /\1U1 ' Avl + O(”)

is uniformly bounded away from 0 if s is small enough.
Let 0, 1, Xpre and g be from Lemma We claim that after possibly shrinking d,
there is dy > 0 and C' > 1 such that for all (z, g(z) +y) € R?, |y| < 0o, 01/2 < |2] < &)

we have
Cdy > |0, (H" 0 Xpre(w, g(z) +y)) | > C7101 > 0.
We will only prove it for the case §;/2 < x < ¢ as the other half is symmetric.

Ju

Since 7)) is tangent to the stable/unstable vectors v;"", we have

Xpre (T, 9(2)) = 208 + O(2?) = x(v1,w;) + O(2?),
Xpre(Z, 9(2) + y) = 2(v1, w1) + O(z®) + O(y), =z > 0.

We have

Oy (H? © Xpre(, 9(z) +y)) = (z(Bvy, Awy) + O(z%) + O(y)) - (w1 + O(k))
= zAw; - wy + O(2%) + O(y) + O(k(|z| + |y]))
> 40716 + O(2®) + O(y) + O(k(|z| + |y])) > C 16y,

if 8C—! = ||AU}1 : w1||, 51/2 <z < (51, 51 < Oil, |y| < 52 < 071(51, and Kk < 071/2.
The upper bound can be obtained similarly. This proves our claim.
We consider the function

6t
8@/ (HS © Xpre(x7 g(x) + y))

and for each fixed z, let Yr(x,y) denote the solution to the ODE

F:F(.Z’,y): , 51/2<|§C|<(51, |y‘<52

d;‘;yF — F(z,y), Yr(0) = g(x),

then 0, H* o Xpre(z, Yr(z,y)) = 1, therefore H® o xpre(x, Yr(z,y)) = y.
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—51/4 51 /4

Figure 11.2: Construction of local coordinate

Finally, let us define the vector field G(z,y) via

G(z,y) = (0, F(z,y)), 01/2 < |z[ < d, y| < d2;
’ (0,1), |z| < 81/4, or |y| > 20y;

and smoothly interpolated (keeping the first coordinate 0) in between. Since C~! <
|Fy| < C, this can be done keeping ||G||c1 = O(671). Let g1() be a mollified version
of g such that ¢;(x) = g(x) for all |z| > 6,/4, and |¢g1(x) — g(x)| < 6;/2. Finally define

Xloc(xa y) = Xpre o (I)yG(xa gl(x))v

where ®¢(zo,yo) is the time-y-flow of G(z,y). The modification g; is to ensure the
coordinate system is smooth. See Figure [11.2
We have:

® Xioe(Z,Y) = Xpre(%, 91(z) +y) when |z| < 6;/4 and |y| > 26;.
o H® o Xioe(2,y) = H® 0 Xpre(, Yr(z,y)) =y when 6,/2 < |z| < §; and |y| < d,.

e The function X is k-Lipschitz in y (see (11.4])). Therefore (11.5)) holds when
|z| < 61/4 and |y| > 26;.

Moreover, given that the flow @, is vertical: m,®% (2o, yo) = xo, and |0, P4 | <
1+ |yl - ||Gller = 1+ O |y|). Therefore

10y (e Xpre) © DL, g1())] < 10y (moxpre) | - (1+ O ' yl)) < 2

if |y| < 07 is sufficiently small. As aresult, (11.5)) holds on the set V' := {|y| < d2}
which is the gray area in Figure [11.2]
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e The curve 1) = {xpre(®, g(x)) : |z| < 01} coincide with Xiec(2, 0) when |z| > §;/4
and coincides with yiec(z,y — g1(x) + g(x)) when |z| < §;/4, and therefore is a
Lipschitz graph under Xl;i .

]

Proof of Proposition[11.5. Consider the X, coordinate system as constructed. By
construction, the sections Xy = yc({|y| < 02,2 = £d;}) are transversal to the
Hamiltonian flow, and therefore there is a Poincare map ® : >, — »_. Moreover,
we must have .t © ® 0 x10¢(61,y) = (=01, y), since the flow preserves energy. Let T'(y)
denote the time it takes for ¢, to flow from xiee(01,¥) 10 Xioc(—01, ).

We now define

Xloc(xay)a 0§$<51,
X(.ﬁlﬁ,y) = Xloc(x - Ly); 1-— 51 S T S 1,
W OLy), s(ay) = EET(y), <z <1-6.

Then x(z,y) is an embedding T x (—dy,d2) — T? x R? satisfying item (1)(3)(4) of
Proposition [I1.5]

It remains to prove (2), namely symplecticity. For |z| < §;, this is covered
in Proposition . For |z| > ¢1, note that the tangent plane to the cylinder
is spanned by two vector fields, one being Xy and the other is 9,x. We have
w(Xm,0yx) = VH -0,x = 1 by construction, therefore the manifold is symplectic. [

12 Forcing equivalence between kissing cylinders

In this section we prove Theorem 5.1 We assume that h is a non-simple homology
class which satisfies h = nihy + nohs, where hy, hy are simple homologies. They are
associated with curves ¢, (E) and ¢, (F) in the corresponding channels, where we
assume
en(0) = ¢, (O)]] < .

Our goal is to prove forcing equivalence of the cohomologies ®7 (¢ (E1)) and @7 (¢}, (E2))
for some Ey, Fy € (e,e + p), where e > 0 is sufficiently small.

We will construct a variational problem which proves forcing equivalence for the
original Hamiltonian H, using definition (Definition [6.12)). The proof consists of four
steps.

1. We construct a special variational problem for the slow mechanical system H?.
A solution of this variational problem is an orbit “jumping” from one homology
class h to the other h;. The same can be done with ~A and h; switched.
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2. We moditfy this variational problem for the fast time-periodic perturbation of H?,
i.e. for the perturbed slow system H?(¢®, I°,7) = K(I*)—U(p®)++/eP(p®, I°,T)
with 7 € \/e T. This is achieved by applying the perturbative results established
in Section

Recall the original Hamiltonian system H. near a double resonance can be
brought to a normal form N, = H, o &, and this normal form, in turn, is related
to the perturbed slow system through coordinate change and energy reduction
(see section [B). The variational problem for Hf can then be converted to a
variational problem for the original H..

3. Using this variational problem we prove forcing relation between ¢, (F;) and

Cgl (EQ)

12.1 Variational problem for the slow mechanical system

The slow system is given by H*(p,I) = K(I) — U(yp) where we assumed that the
minimum of U is achieved at 0. Given m € T?, a > 0 and a unit vector w € R?, define

S(m,a,w)={m+Iw: e (—a,a)}.

S(m,a,w) is a line segment in T? and we will refer to it as a section (see Figure [12.1)).
Given c;, co € R?, we say that ¢, co has a non-degenerate connection for H*, at
the section S(m, a,w) € T2, such that the following conditions hold.

N1A]
(1 —co) LS, agl(e) = ag(c).

[N2a] There exists a compact set K C Sy such that for all z € Ag(c;) and z € Ag(cs),
the minimum of the variational problem

mill{hHs,Cl (Z‘, y) + hHS,Cz (yv Z>}
yeS

is never achieved outside of K.

[IN3A] Suppose the above minimum is achieved at yo, let p; —c; be any super-differential
of hys ., (x,-) at yo, and —ps + 2 a super-differential of hys ., (-, 2) at yo, then

8pHs(y0api).SL7 Z:]-aQ

have the same signs, here S+ denote a normal vector to S.

®The “A” in [N1A]-[N3A] stands for “autonomous”.

118



Figure 12.1: Jump from one cylinder to another in the same homology

Remark 12.1. Conditions of the type [N1A]-[N3A] are common in variational construc-
tion of shadowing orbits, called the “no corners” conditions (see for example [15]) .
They imply that the minimizers of the hys ., (x,y) and hgs (y, z) concatenates to a
smooth trajectories of the Euler-Lagrange equation. We take advantage of this fact to
prove forcing relation using the defintion.

Recall that the cohomology classes ¢,(E), ¢, (E) are chosen in the channels of A
and hy, i.e. LF(AZh) and LF(A} hy). Since h is non-simple Proposition implies
the channel will pinch to a point, and ¢,(0) is uniquely chosen. The channel of hy as
positive width at £ = 0, and ¢,(0) is at the boundary of this segment. In particular,
since the channel for hy is parallel to hi, we always have

¢, (0) = cp(0) L hy. (12.1)

We will choose ¢, (0) sufficiently close to ¢,(0) according to the following proposi-
tion.

Proposition 12.1. Suppose the slow mechanical system H® satisfies conditions [A0]-
[A4] Then there is p > 0 depending only on H® such that if |c;, (0) — cn(0)] < p,
we have: There ezists a section S(0) = S(m(0),a(0),w(0)), such that conditions
[N1A]-[N3A] is satisfied for ¢, (0), ¢,(0) and section S(0).

Moreover, the same holds with ¢y, (0), ¢,(0) switched.

Proof. We first show that [N1A]-[N3A] are satisfied when ¢; = ¢3 = ¢,(0), then use
perturbation arguments. Note that [N1A] is trivially satisfied when ¢; = ¢s.

Recall that Ags(¢,(0)) =), U~j,, and the curves 7; and 7)), are tangent to a
common direction at mg, which we will call vg. By the choice of hy, vy is not parallel
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to hy. We now choose w(0) = ”Z—i”, m(0) sufficiently close to 0, and a(0) = a > 0, such
that S(m(0),w(0),a(0)) intersect Ags(c,(0)) transversally and is disjoint from 0 (see
Figure .

The Aubry set Ap-(,(0)) supports a unique minimal measure, and therefore has
a unique static class. Since for any z, z € Agys(¢,(0)), the function

e, (0)(, ) + ha o) (-, 2)

reaches its global minimal at Ny (&,(0)), which coincides with Ags(c,(0)). Hence the
minimum in

yIGI}qlg%) {hah(O)(% Y) + ha, o) (v, Z)} (12.2)

is reached at S(0) N Ags(¢,(0)), which is compactly contained in S(0). This implies
[N2a] is satisfied for ¢; = ¢y = ¢,(0) along the section S(0).

Moreover, for any yg reaching the minimum in , then according to the above
analyis yo also reaches the global minimum of Az, o)(, ") + he,0) (-, 2). Then using
Proposition [6.2] the associated super-gradients p; — ¢,(0) and —ps 4+ ¢,(0) (in [N3A])
satisfies p; = po, and 0, H*(yo, p1) = 0,H*(yo, p2) is the velocity of the unique backward
minimizer at yo. To show that [N3A] holds, we only need to show 9,H*(yo,p1) # 0.
This is the case because 0 is the only equilibrium in Ags(c,(0)), and S(0) is disjoint
from 0.

We now perturb ¢, away from ¢,(0) while keeping ¢, = ¢,(0). We choose ¢; = ¢, (0)
at the bottom of the h; channel, then and w(0) = hy means [N1A] is still satisfied.
Proposition [7.4 implies that [N2a] and [N3A] are both robust under the perturbation
of ¢y, therefore [N1AJ-[N3A] holds if ||¢s, (0) — ¢,(0)]| is small enough.

To prove the same with ¢, (0), ¢,(0) switched, we perform the same perturbation
argument keeping ¢; = ¢,(0) and ¢ = ¢, (0). O

We now perform one more step of perturbation by taking £ > 0.

Proposition 12.2. Suppose the slow mechanical system H?® satisfies conditions
[DR1¢] — [DRAC], then there exists e > 0 such that the following hold. For each
0 < E <, there exists a section S(F) := S(m(F),a(F),w(F)), with S(E) — S(0)
in Hausdorff distance, and the condition [N1A]-[N3A] are satisfied for ¢, (E),cn(E)
at S(E).

Moreover, the same conditions are satisfied with ¢, (E) and ¢, (E) switched.

Proof of Proposition[12.9. Since the Aubry sets Aps(cn, (0)) and Agys(¢,(0)) has a
unique static class, Proposition implies that [N2a] and [N3A] are both robust
under the perturbation of ¢; and cy. As a result, it suffices to construct a section
S(E) = S(m(E),w(E),a(E)) such that [N1A] holds, and S(E) — S(0) as E — 0.
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To do this, we choose w(FE) to be a unit vector orthogonal to ¢, (E) — ¢, (FE), and
by continuity of the functions ¢, w(F) — w(0) as E — 0. Since ays (¢, (F)) =
aps(ch(F)) = E, [N1A] is satisfied. We then choose m(E) = m(0) and a(E) = a(0).
Clearly S(E) — S(0) in Hausdorff metric. The proposition follows. O

12.2 Variational problem for original coordinates

The original Hamiltonian H, is reduced via coordinate change, and time change, to
Hi(¢", I, 7) = K(I") = U(¢") + Ve P(¢", I*, 7),

with ||P[|ce < C4, see Section [B.2] The system H? is defined on T? x R? x R, but is
Ve periodic in 7, i.e. it is a periodic Tonelli Hamiltonian introduced in Section .
Denote /€T = R/(\/€Z), then H? projects to T? x R? x /eT.

We now define a variational problem for the perturbed system. First, we will
adjust the cohomologies so that they have the same alpha function.

Lemma 12.3. Fiz e > 0. There exists C > 0, and €y > 0 depending only on K(I),
|U|lco and e such that for any ¢ < E < % and 0 < € < €, there exists 0 < E* < e
such that

e (@n(E)) = aly (00, (F9)),  |E — F¥| < CVe.

Proof. We note that apgs(c,(E)) = E = ags(c, (£). By Lemma ,
||aHg(Ch(E)) - E{ , HOKHES(CI};(E)) - EH < Cye

The Lemma easily follows if we choose ¢y such that e > 3C'\/eo. O

We define a section S¢(E) = S(m(E),a(E),w(F)), by keeping m(E), a(F) the
same as before, with w*(£) to be a unit vector orthogonal to ¢,(E) — &, (E). It
is natural to study the extended section S¢ X /T C T? x /€T, and condition [N1]

becomes
C1 —C

{—aﬂg (c1) + ams(c2)
and the variational problem for [N2] is: For (z,0) € Ap:(cn(E)) and (2,0) €
A (¢, (E°)), consider the minimization

1 S€ x /€T,

(y,t)gl?isli\ﬁ'ﬂ' {h/HES,Eh(E) (.I, 07 Y, t) + hHg,éﬁl (E*€) (y7 ta 2, O)} . (123>

We will not, however, study conditions [N1]-[N3] for H? directly. Instead, we
transform the cohomology ¢, (E) and ¢, (E€), the section S€x /€T, and the variational
problem ((12.3)) directly to the original system H..
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Recall that the original Hamiltonian H, can be brought into a normal form system
N.. N, is related to H? via the coordinate ®, and an energy reduction, see section

Denote B (o.r)— B H@ﬁ } (L) (0,t) = {(1) &}Bm

this is the angular component of the affine coordinate change @, (see (B.16])). The
3 x 3 matrix B is defined in (B.9).
Given ¢ € R?, we define

cE:1m4—Bg{_fZ§§®J (12.4)

where By is the first two rows of B, given precisely by kI

tion [B.7], we have

, kI According to Proposi-

¢ —po ]:BT{ Vee

—auy (¢) + Ho(po) —eay;s (E)] = P1(¢, an:(2)), (12.5)

where @7 is from , and coincide with the action component of ®;. In particular,
is the first row of (12.5]). Let us denote the cohomologies ¢§(E) and ¢, (E) the
image of ¢ = ¢,(F) and ¢ = ¢; (£) under (12.4).

We define a section ¥ = X(6y,a,Q,1) C T? x T (for the original Hamiltonian
H.:T?xR?*x T — R) by

Y(0p,a, 1) = {(0g + X2+ 1t,t) € T* xT: —a<A<a, t €T}, (12.6)

where
QeR3 ez

The section S(m, a,w) x /e T C T? x /¢ T is mapped under ®1 to 3(6y, a, 2, 1) with
0

]EW,ZzB*()eﬁ. (12.7)
1

m

0

w

_ -1
e | 0

]ET{ Q:B*[

Note that for (cf, ap (cf)) = D5 (&, aps(¢;)), i = 1,2, using (12.4) and ¥ = ®} (S x
VeT), we have

C1 — Co ] — ¢
_ ] LS X AET = 1 X 12.8
|:_04Hg(01) - aHg(CQ)] Ve {—OéHe(Ci) + ap(c5) (12.8)

We say that ¢y, co € R? has non-degnerate connection along a section (6, a, ,1),
if the following conditions hold.
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[N1] We have
C1 — Co

1>,
—ag, (1) +ap,(c2)

[N2] There exists compact set K C ¥ such that: for each (z,0) € Ay, (¢;) and
(2,0) € Ap,(cy), the minimum in

IIlil’li {hH6701 ($, 0; Y, t) + h’He,Cz (y7 t; z, 0)}
(y,t)ex

is never achieved outside of K.

[N3] Assume that the minimum [N2] is reached at (yo, to), and let p; —¢; and —po+co
be any super-differentials of h., (z,0;-,t) and he, (-, to; 2, 0) respectively. Then

(0pH (yo,p1,t0), 1) - 5+, (9H (yo, p2, t0), 1) - B+
have the same signs, where ¥+ is a normal vector to .

Proposition 12.4. Consider ¢;(E),c;, (E) be defined from ¢,(E), ¢, (E) using (12.4)).
Let E° be as in Lemma[12.9, and let the section S°(E) be as in (12.3), and the section
Y(E) be obtained from S(E) x /€T wvia (12.7)).

Then for each 0 < € < €y, we have
¢ (E), ¢, (E), ¥(E)
satisfies [N1]-[N3]. Moreover, the same holds with c;,(E) and c;, (E°) switched.

The following statement is a direct application of Theorem which holds for
general Tonelli Hamiltonians.

Proposition 12.5. Assume that the conclusions of Proposition[12.4 hold. In addition,
assume that both Ap, (c;,(E)) and Ap,(c;,, (E°)) admits a unique static class. Then

cn(E) A= et ().

Proof of Theorem[5.1]. By Proposition[12.4] for the system H., which is a perturbation
of H,, all conditions of Proposition [12.5|are satisfied, except the condition of uniqueness
of static classes. For this we consider again the residual condition that all rational
minimal periodic orbits are hyperbolic, and has transversal homoclinic and heteroclinic
intersections. Under this condition all cohomologies ¢ (E) and c*(E) has unique
static class (using the fact that they are of Aubry-Mather type). O]

We prove Proposition in section and Proposition [12.5 in section [12.4]
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12.3 Scaling limit of the barrier function

In this section we prove Proposition [12.4] Using the choice of the cohomology classes
and the sections, together with (12.8)), we get [N1] is satisfied for ¢§(E), ¢, (E€), and
Y4(FE). It suffices to prove [N2] and [N3]. We will show that the variational problem
in [N2] is a scaling limit of the variational problem (12.3)).

Proposition 12.6. The family of functions hy, .,z (x"<,0;-,t)//€ is uniformly
semi-concave, and

) . 0
Hm  sup by, e ) (X7, 0:0,8) /e = hus o) (2, By H)‘ = 0.

e—0+ (gyeT2xT
uniformly over
(X", 0) € A, (en(E)), (2¥,0) € Ap, (en(E)).
The same conclusions apply to the barrier function hHﬂcil(E)(" 5 EE<0) /4 /.

Proof. The uniform semi-concavity of barrier functions follows from Proposition [7.6]
Moreover, according to Proposition [B.7] item 2, the families of functions

hHe,c;(E) (XE767 0; 0, t)/\/gv hHS,Eh(E) (q)lLS(XE’Gv 0>3 (I)lLS(ea t))
share the same limit points as ¢ — 0. Moreover, Proposition [B.7] item 3 implies
O1s(x*,0) € Ap:(en(E)).
The functions H? form a uniform family of periodic Hamiltonians, and H? — H*®

in C%(T? x R?* x R). By construction, Ags(¢,(E)) has unique static class, therefore
Proposition [7.4] applies, and for any (zg,0) € Ags(cn(E)),

hits a2 (PLs (X, 0):0,7)) — hups g () (27,05 0,7)

uniformly. Finally, noticing

R I R 1 U

as € — 0, we obtain the desired limit. The case for hHe:Cil(E)(" E8€0) /€ is
symmetric and we omit it. O
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Proof of Proposition[12.4. Condition [N1] is satisfied by the choice of section. Observe
that
Id 0

BoX¥(E) = { : 0} BYY(E) = {151 8} BB {IS \/g_l} (S°(E) x y/eT)

- [ i< vem = sy

Since S(E) — S(E) as E — 0, combine with Proposition we get [N2] still
holds for 0 < € < €y, with ¢ depending only on H®. [N3] follows from the same
limiting argument and we omit it. [l

12.4 The jump mechanism

In this section we show that [N1]-[N3] condition combined with uniqueness of static
class imply ¢; F o, which is Proposition [12.5] The discussions here apply to general
Toneli Hamiltonians. Denote

Apre(w,s,y,t) = Ape(w,s,y,1) + an(e)(t — s).
The subscript H may be omitted.

Theorem 12.1. Assume that ci, co and X satisfies the conditions [N1]-[N3/, and in
addition,

Ap(cr),  Agl(c)

both have unique static class, then the following hold.

1. (interior minimum) There exists N < N',M < M' € N and a compact set
K' C ¥, such that for any semi-concave function u on T?, the minimum in

v(z) := min{u(x) + A, (z,0;y,t +n) + Ac, (y, t +n;2,n+m)}, (12.10)
where the minimum is taken in
reT? (y,t) €S, N<n<N M<m<M,
is never achieved for (y,t) ¢ K.
2. (no corner) Assume the minimum in is achieved at (y,t) = (yo,to),

(n,m) = (ng, mg), and the minimizing curves are 7y : [0,tg + ng] — T? and
Y2 © [to + no, to + no + mo] — T2. Then v1 and o connect to an orbit of the
FEuler-Lagrange equation, i.e.

’3/1 (to + no) = "}/z(to + no).
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3. (connecting orbits) The function v is semi-concave, and its associated pseudo-
graph satisfies
GowC |J G
0<t<N'+M’
As a consequence,
C1 = Cy.

Remark 12.2. We only need item 3 of the theorem for our purpose, the first two
items are stated to illuminate the idea. Item 1 can be seen as a finite time version of
the variational problem in [N2]. It holds for sufficiently large M, N, due to uniform
convergence of the Lax-Oleinik semi-group. Item 2 implies the minimizers concatenate
to a real orbit of the system, which is crucial in proving item 3.

Lemma 12.7. 1. Let u be a continuous function on T2. The limit

lim  lim min  {u(z) + Ac(z,0;y,t +n)} =

N—oo0 N/'—o00 z€T2, N<n<N’
S

is uniform in u and (y,t).

2. The limit .
lim  lim min  A.(y,t;z,n) = he(y,t; 2,0)

N—o0 N'—o00 N<n<N’

is uniform in y,t, z.

Proof. The proof of the first item is similar to the proof of Proposition 6.3 of [11]
with some auxiliary facts proven in Appendix A there. The proof of the second item
is similar to that of Proposition 6.1 from [I1].

In both cases the action function, defined in (2.4) and (6.1) of [I1], is restricted
to have integer time increment. For non-integer time increments the same argument
applies. O]

Using the representation formula (Proposition [6.11)) and Lemma [7.5 we have the

following characterization of the barrier functions.

Lemma 12.8. Assume that A(c) has only one static class. For each point (y,t) €
T? x T and each z € T?

1. there erists xo € T? and z; € A(c) such that

IIé’IEI’ZI {U(SL’) + hc(ﬂl, 07 Y, t)} = U(QZO) + hc(.iCo, 07 Iy, O) + h0<x17 07 Y, t)
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2. there exists z; € A(c) such that

he(y,t;2,0) = he(y,t; 21,0) + he(21,0; 2,0).

Proof of Theorem[12.1 According to Lemma , (12.10)) converges uniformly as

N, M — oo to
min {u(x) + he, (7,059, t) + he, (y, 15 2,0)},

z,y,t

which is equal to

min {U([EO) + hc1 (an O; Ty, 0) + hc1 (xla O; Y, t) + h‘CQ (y> t; 21, O) + hcz (217 0; Z, 0)}

(y:t)
= r(nltr)l {const + he, (21,0;y,t) + hey(y, 15 21,0) + hey (21,05 2,0) }.
Y,

by Lemma [I2.8 Since the above variational problem has a interior minimum due to
condition N2, by uniform convergence, the finite-time variational problem ({12.10]) also
has an interior minimum for sufficiently large N, M.

We now prove the second conclusion. Let 7; and 7, be the minimizers for
flcl (x0,0; Yo, to + ng) and ACQ(yO,tO + ng; 2,9 + mg), and let p; and py be the as-
sociated momentum, we will show that

p1(to + no) = pa(to + no),

which implies 41 (tg + ng) = “2(to + ng). To abbreviate notations, we write p? =
p1(to + ng) and py = pa(ty + ng)for the rest of the proof.
Note that

u1(20) + Ae, (w0, 0; Yo, to + no) = Hé%r%{ul(x) + Ag, (%05 9o, to + 10) }-
T
By semi-concavity, the function u(z) 4+ Acl (x,0; Yo, to + ng) is differentiable at zq and
the derivative vanishes. By Proposition part 3,
dyu(zg) = p1(0) — c1. (12.11)
By a similar reasoning, we have

Acl (iUo, 0; Yo, to + nO) + Acz (y07 to + no; z,n9 + mo)

= (m)ini{flcl(:co, 0;9,t +no) + A, (y, t + ng; 2,10 + mp) }.
y,t)eEX

(12.12)

By Proposition [6.2, we know
(p1 = cr,am(er) = H(yo to,pp)), (=P + c1, —am(ca) + H(yo, to, 15)).
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are super-differentials of A, (20, 0; yo, to+n0) and A, (yo, to+n0; 2, no+mo) at (yo, to+
ng), since the minimum in (12.12)) is obtained inside of ¥, we have

(p(l) - pg? _H(y07t0ap(1) + H(y07t0apg)) + (_Cl + C2, aH(Cl) - OZH(CQ))

is orthogonal to X. Since the second term is orthogonal to ¥ by [N1], we obtain
(p? - pg7 _H(y07 tOvp(l)) + H(y07 tOvpg)) € REL

We proceed to prove pi = p.
Write 1 = (v,w) € R? x R, then there exists Ay such that

Py —ps = Xov,  —H (Yo, to, pY) + H(yo,to,05) = Nw.

Define
f(\) = H(yo, to, p) + Mv) — H(yo, to, p1) + Aw,

then f(Ao) = 0. Since f(A) is a strictly convex on R, there are at most two solutions,
one of them is A = 0. Suppose there is a nonzero solution Ay, then f'(0) and f’'(\o)
must have different signs. Since

F1(0) = (BpH (yo, 1o, p1), 1) - (v,w),  f'(No) = (BpH (yo, Lo, 1), 1) - (v, ),

have the same signs from [N3], we get a contradiction. As a result, 0 is the only solution
to f(A) = 0, indicating p? = pY. Moreover, this implies p{ = pJ is uniquely defined
and the functions A, (o, 0;-,-), A, (-, -; 20,10 + myg) are differentiable at (yo, to + o).

As a consequence, (71, p1) and (79, p2) connect as a solution of the Hamiltonian

flow. Using ({12.11)), we have
@O (3, dug (o) + ¢1) = (2, p2(n0 +mo)).

Note that ps(ng + mg) — ¢o is a super-differential to v at z. If v is differentiable at z,
then ps = dv(z) + co. This implies

GonC U G

0<t<N'+M’

and the forcing relation. O]
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A Generic properties of mechanical systems on
the two-torus

Most of this section is devoted to proving Theorem [4.2] At the end of the section
we prove Proposition This states that the minimal shortest curves in a fixed
homology class h is generically hyperbolic, with finitely many bifurcations. To achieve
this, we study generic properties of non-degenerate orbits. It is well known that

minimal non-degenerate orbits must be hyperbolic.
The proof of Theorem [1.2] consists of three parts.

1. In section [A.1], we prove a Kupka-Smale-like theorem about non-degeneracy
of periodic orbits. For a fixed energy surface, generically, all periodic orbits
are non-degenerate. This fails for an interval of energies. We show that while
degenerate periodic orbits exists, there are only finitely many of them. Moreover,
there could be only a particular type of bifurcation for any family of periodic
orbits crossing a degeneracy.

2. In section [A.2] we show that a non-degenerate locally minimal orbit is always
hyperbolic. Using part I, we show that for each energy, the globally minimal
orbits is chosen from a finite family of hyperbolic locally minimal orbits.

3. In section [A.3] we finish the proof by proving the finite local families obtained
from part II are “in general position”, and therefore there are at most two global
minimizers for each energy.

A.1 Generic properties of periodic orbits

We simplify notations and drop the supscript “s” from the notation of the slow
mechanical system. Moreover, we treat U as a parameter, and write

HY(p, 1) = K(I) = U(p), ¢ €T I€R?* UecC(T?. (A1)

We shall use U as an infinite-dimensional parameter. As before K is a kinetic energy
and it is fixed. Denote by G" = C"(T?) the space of potentials,  denotes (p, I), W
denotes T? x R?, and either ¢! or ®(-,¢,U) denotes the flow of (A.I)). We will use
XY (z) = (OK,0U)(x) to denote the Hamiltonian vector field of HY and use Sg to
denote the energy surface { HY = E}. We may drop the superscript U when there is
no confusion.

By the invariance of the energy surface, the differential map D,¢! defines a map

D,¢Y () : TuShw) — Tyv () SH(a)-
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Since the vector field x(z) is invariant under the flow, D,¢ induces a factor map
Do (@) : TSt /Rx(x) —> Typ oy Stri/BX(61(2)).
Given Uy € G", xg € W and ty € R, let
V =V (xg) X (tg — a,to+ a) x V(Up)

be a neighborhood of (z, to, Up), V (0, o) of (o, ty), and V(¢;° (o)) a neighborhood
of ¢;° (), such that

o7 (z) € V(¢ (x0)), (x,t,U) € V.

By fixing the local coordinates on V/(xo) and V(¢f (z,)), we define
D, :V — Sp(2),

where D,®(z,t,U) is the 2 x 2 symplectic matrix associated to D,¢V (z) under the
local coordinates. The definition depends on the choice of coordinates.

Let {¢Y°(z¢)} be a periodic orbit with minimal period to. The periodic orbit is
non-degenerate if and only if 1 is not an eigenvalue of ﬁxq)(xo, to, Up) |§| Furthermore,
we identify two types of degeneracies:

1. A degenerate periodic orbit (zg, to, Up) is of type I if ﬁxq)(xo,to, Up) = 1d, the
identity matrix;

2. It is of type II if IN)ICI)(xO,tO, Up) is conjugate to the matrix [1, u; 0, 1] for p # 0.

Denote

N:H(l) ﬂ :MGR\{O}}, O(N) = {BAB™': A€ N,B € Sp(2)}.

Then (z, to, Up) is of type I if and only if D,®(x,t, Uy) € O(N).
Lemma A.1. The set O(N) is a 2-dimensional submanifold of Sp(2).
Proof. Any matrix in O(N) can be expressed by

[a b] {1 ,u} {d —b] B {l—ac,u a’u

c d| |0 1||=c a| | —u 1—acu|’

SNote that we are interested in non-degeneracy for minimal period of periodic orbits only. As the
result eigenvalues given by exp(27 i p/q) with integer p, ¢ # 0 are allowed
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where ad — bc = 1 and u # 0. Write @ = a?y and 8 = acp, we can express any matrix

in O(N) by
L 1__52% L B] . (A2)

[]

The standard Kupka-Smale theorem (see [67], [69]) no longer holds for an interval
of energies. Generically, periodic orbits appear in one-parameter families and may
contain degenerate ones. However, while degenerate periodic orbits may appear,
generically, a family of periodic orbits crosses the degeneracy “transversally”. This is
made precise in the following theorem.

Theorem A.1. There exists residual subset of potentials G' of G", such that for all
U e ', the following hold:

1. The set of periodic orbits for ¢ form a submanifold of dimension 2. Since a
periodic orbit itself is a 1-dimensional manifold, distinct periodic orbits form
one-parameter families.

2. There is no degenerate periodic orbits of type I.

3. The set of periodic orbits of type II form a 1-dimensional manifold. Factoring
out the flow direction, the set of type Il degenerate orbits are isolated.

4. For Uy € G", let AV C W x R denote the set of periodic orbits for ¢V, and
A%O C A% denote the set of type II degenerate ones. Then for any (xg,to) € A%O,
let V(xg,to) be a neighborhood of (xo,ty). Then

D, ®|y_y, : A NV (xg, t0) — Sp(2)
is transversal to O(N) C Sp(2).

Remark A.1. Statement 4 of the theorem can be interpreted in the following way. Let
A(A) be the differential of the Poincare return map on associated with a family of
periodic orbits. Then if A(\g) € O(N), then the tangent vector A’(\g) is transversal
to O(N).

We can improve the set G’ to an open and dense set, if there is a lower and upper
bound on the minimal period.

Corollary A.2. 1. Given 0 < Ty < T}, there exists an open and dense subset
G C G", such that the set of periodic orbits with minimal period in [Ty, T}]
satisfies the conclusions of Theorem[A.]]
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2. For any Uy € G, there are at most finitely many type II degenerate periodic
orbits. Moreover, there exists a neighbourhood V (Uy) of Uy, such that the set
of type II degenerate periodic orbits depends smoothly on U. (This means the
number of such periodic orbits is constant on V(Uy), and each periodic orbit
depends smoothly on U.)

We define
F:WxR'xG — W xW, (A.3)
F(z,t,U) = (z,®(x,t,U)).

F is a C""'—map of Banach manifolds. Define the diagonal set by A = {(x,z)} C
W xW. Then {¢Y°(x0)} is an period orbit of period tg if and only if (z¢, to, Up) € FA.

Proposition A.3. Assume that (xg,tg, Uy) € F71A or, equivalently, xq is periodic
orbit of period ty for HY and that t, is the minimal period, then there ezists a
neighborhood V of (x¢,ty,Uy) such that the map

AnxD i F : Tiontn(W x RY X G") — Tr(upon(W x W)/TA

has co-rank 1 for each (z,t,U) € V, where drxT(W x W) — T(W x W)/TA is the
standard projection along TA.

Remark A.2. If the aforementioned map has full rank, then the map is called transversal
to A at (xo, to, Uy). However, the transversality condition fails for our map.

Given 6U € @G, the directional derivative Dy® - 60U is defined as follows
% le—0®(x,t,U+€dU). The differential Dy ® then defines a map from T'G" to Ty ¢.0)W.
The following hold for this differential map:

Lemma A.4. [67] Assume that there exists € > 0 such that the orbit of x has no
self-intersection for the time interval (e, 7 — €), then the map

DUCI)(.T, T, U) . g’” — T‘I)(I,T,U)W
generates a subspace orthogonal to the gradient VHY(®(x,7,U)) and the Hamiltonian
vector field XY (®(x,7,U)) of HY.

Proof. We refer to [67], Lemma 16 and 17. We note that while the proof was written
for a periodic orbit of minimal period 7, the proof holds for non-self-intersecting
orbit. ]

Proof of Proposition[A.3. We note that if {¢¥(z)} is a periodic orbit of minimal
period 7, then the orbit {¢Y(2/)} satisfies the assumptions of Lemma . It follows
that the matrix

drxoDyF = [D,®—1 D;® Dy®]
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has co-rank 1, since the last two component generates the subspace
Image (Dy®) + RyY,
which is a subspace complementary to VHY. [
Proposition allows us to apply the constant rank theorem in Banach spaces.

Proposition A.5. The set F7'A as a subset of a Banach space is a submanifold
of codimension 2n — 1. If r > 4, then for generic U € G", F"'AN7,;'{U} is a
2-dimensional manifold.

Proof. We note that the kernel and cokernel of the map dmo Dy F has finite codimension,
hence the constant rank theorem (see [I], Theorem 2.5.15) applies. As a consequence,
we may assume that locally, A = Ay x (—a,a) and that the map m; o F has full rank.
Since the dimension of A; is 2n — 1, F71A is a submanifold of codimension 2n — 1.
The second claim follows from Sard’s theorem. O

Denote A = F~'A. On a neighbourhood V of each (x, ty, Uy) € A, we define the
map

D,®: ANV — Sp(2), D,®(z,t,U) = D¢V (). (A.4)

First we refer to the following lemma of Oliveira:

Lemma A.6 ([67], Theorem 18). For each (g, to, Uy) € A such that ty is the minimal
period, let G be the set of tangent vectors in Tz, 1, v, of the form (0,0,V). Then

the map N -
DUD:E© : g — Tﬁz@(xo,thO)Sp(z)

has full rank.

Corollary A.7. The map (A.4)) is transversal to the submanifold {Id} and O(N) of
Sp(2).

Denote
Arg = AN D,®)"'({Id}) and Ay = AN D,®)" (O(N)).

Note that the expression is well defined because both preimages are defined independent
of local coordinate changes.

Proof of Theorem[A.]. The first statement of the theorem follows from Proposi-
tion [AL5l

133



As the subset {Id} has codimension 3 in Sp(2), A;y has codimension 3 in A, and
hence has codimension 2n+2 in W x Rt x G”. By Sard’s lemma, for a generic U € G",
the set Ajg N 7r51 is empty. This proves the second statement of the theorem.

Since the set O(NN) has codimension 1, Ay has codimension 1 in A, and hence has
codimension 2n in W x RT x G". As a consequence, generically, the set AY, = Ay ﬂﬂljl
has dimension 1. This proves the third statement.

Fix Uy € G, the set A% = A N 7' (Up) has dimension 2, while AY € AY has
dimension 1. Tt follows that at any (z,%) € AJ, there exists a tangent vector

(5$, 5t) S T(xo,to)AUO \T(ﬁovtO)A%O

such that
(5£U, 5t, O) € T(a;07t0,Uo)A \ T(I(Jﬂf()aUO)AN'

It follows that
Doy Da®| =ty (0, to) = Diar1ryDu® (20, to, Up) - (6, 6t, 0)

is not tangent to O(N). Since O(N) has codimension 1, this implies that the map
D, ®|y—y, is transversal to O(N). This proves the fourth statement. O

Proof of Corollary[A.3. If a potential U € G', then by Theorem [A.1] conditions 1-4
are satisfied. In particular, all periodic orbits are either non-degenerate or degenerate
satisfying conditions 3 and 4. Non-degenerate periodic orbits of period bounded both
from zero and infinity form a compact set. Therefore, they stay non-degenerate for all
potential C"-close to U. By condition 3 degenerate periodic orbits are isolated. This
implies that there are finitely many of them. Condition 4 is a transversality condition,
which is C" open for each degenerate orbit. O]

Fix U € G as in Corollary . It follows that periodic orbits of ¢U for one-
parameter families. We now discuss the generic bifurcation of such a family at a
degenerate periodic or

Proposition A.8. Let (xy,ty) be a family of periodic orbits such that (xg, \g) is
degenerate. The one side of A = Xy, the matrix ngbg (z)) has a pair of distinct real
eigenvalues; on the other side of A = \g, it has a pair of complex eigenvalues.

Proof. Write A(\) = ﬁxqbg (xy) for short. By choosing a proper local coordin we may
assume that A(\g) = [1,;0,1]. The tangent space to Sp(2) at [1,p;0,1] is given
by the set of traceless matrices [a, b; ¢, —a]. Using , we have a basis of the tang
space to O(N) to [1, u; 0,1] is given by

[—59/02 tﬂ and {—2_51/04 —01]'
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An orthogonal matrix to this space, using the inner product tr(A”B), is given by
[0,0;1,0]. As a consequence, a matrix [a, b; ¢, —a] is transversal to O(N) if and only if
c# 0.

The eigenvalues of the matrix

14+ah @+ 0h
ch 1—ah

are given by A\ = 1 4 \/a2h? — bch? — puch. Using p # 0 and ¢ # 0 we obtain that
a*h? — bch? — pch changes sign at h = 0. This proves our proposition. O

A.2 Generic properties of minimal orbits

In this section, we analyze properties of families of minimal orbits. It is well known
that a non-degenerate minimizing geodesic is hyperbolic. However, we have shown in
the previous section that degenerate ones do exist. The main idea is when one extend
a family of hyperbolic minimal orbits, the family must terminate at a degenerate
orbit of type II. We then can “slide” different families against each other so that the
degenerate orbit is never the shortest.

Let dr denote the metric derived from the Riemannian metric gp(p,v) = 2(F +
U(p))K~(v). We define the arclength of any continuous curve 7 : [t, s] — T? by

15(7) = sup Y ds(3(4), 1 1),

where the supremum is taken over all partitions {[t;, t; 1]}~ 5" of [t,s]. A curve v is
called rectifiable if [g(7y) is finite.

A curve 7 : [a,b] — T? is called piecewise regular, if it is piecewise C! and
4(t) # 0 for all ¢ € [a,b]. A piecewise regular curve is always rectifiable.

A closed curve 7 is called a (gg, h) minimizer We write

lp(h) = inf Ip(£),
¢ecf

where CF denote the set of all piecewise regular closed curves with homology h €
H(T?,Z). A curve realizing the infimum is the shortest geodesic curve in the homology
h, which we will also refer to as a global (gg, h)-minimizer.

It is well known that for any E > —min, U(yp), a global gg—minimizer is a closed
gr—geodesic. Hence, it corresponds to a periodic orbit of the Hamiltonian flow.

It will also be convenient to consider the local minimizers. Let V' C T? be an open
set, a closed continuous curve v : [a,b] — V' is a local minimizer if

le(v) = _inf _I(6). (A5)
¢ecl ecv
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Since v € V/, there is an open set V; such that v € V; € V5. Then by modifying the
metric outside of V;, we can ensure that « is a global minimizer of the new metric.

Proposition A.9. Assume that v is a (gg, h) (local) minimizer, and assume that the
assoctated Hamiltonian periodic orbit n is nondegenerate. Then n is hyperbolic.

An orbit (0,p)(t),t € R of the Hamiltonian flow is called dis-conjugate if
DV ((t), p(H) 0 V(alt +),p(t +5)), t.s€R, V(z,p) = {0} x 2

Let v : [0,7] — T? be a (gg, h) minimizer, let n : R — T? x R? be the associated
periodic Hamiltonian orbit. Then:

Lemma A.10 ([21, B]). n is minimizing and disconjugate. Its differential map
Do4(n(t)) admits a 2—dimensional invariant bundle (and the associated Poincaré map
preserves a 1-dimensional bundle).

Proof of Proposition[A.g. A non-degenerate periodic orbit 7 : [0, T] — T? x R? either
is hyperbolic or the associated Poincare map has eigenvalues on the unit circle. In
this case the Poincare map does not preserve any one-dimensional subspace, which

contradicts with Lemma [A. 101 [l

Theorem A.2. Given 0 < e < E, there exists an open and dense subset G of G", such
that for each U € G, the Hamiltonian H(p, 1) = K(I) — U(p) satisfies the following
statements. There exists finitely many smooth families of local minimizers

B oaj—0<E<bjt+o,j=1,-,N,

7 )
and o > 0, with the following properties.
1. All ff fora; —o < E <b; + o are hyperbolic.

2. U,laj,b5] > [Bo, B).

3. For each Ey < E < E, any global minimizer is contained in the set of all §]E s
such that E € [a;,b;].

Proof of Theorem [A.2] occupies the rest of this section.

Lemma A.11. Assume that vg, is a hyperbolic local (pg,, h)—minimizer. The follow-
ing hold.

1. There exists a neighbourhood V' of vg,, such that g, is the unique local (g, h)-
minimazer on V.

136



2.

3.

There exists 6 > 0 such that for any U € C"(T?) with ||U — U'||c2 < § and
|E' — Eo| < 0, the Hamiltonian H'(p,I) = K(I) — U'(y) admits a hyperbolic
local minimizer in V.

There exists & > 0 and a smooth family yvg CV, By — 6 < E < Ey+ 0, such
that each of them is a hyperbolic local minimizer.

Proof. Let ng, denote the Hamiltonian orbit of vyg,. Inverse function theorem implies
that if g, is hyperbolic, then it is locally unique, and it uniquely extends to hyperbolic
periodic orbit ng ¢ if E is close to Ey and U’ is close to U. Let vz be the projection
of ng, then they must be the unique local minimizers. O]

We now use the information obtained to classify the set of global minimizers.

Consider the Hamiltonian H (o, 1) = K(I)—U(p)+min, U(y). For 0 < Ey < E,
it is easy to see that any periodic orbit in the energy Fy < E < E has a lower
bound and upper bound on the minimal period, which depends only on Ej, and
E. Hence, Corollary applies. In particular, there are only finitely many
degenerate periodic orbits and the number of them is constant under small
perturbation of U.

By the previous item, all but finitely many global minimizers are nondegenerate,
hence hyperbolic by Proposition [A.9]

Since a global minimizer is always a local minimizer, using Lemma [A.T1], it
extends to a smooth one parameter family of local minimizers. The extension
can be continued until either the orbit is no-longer locally minimizing, or if the
orbit becomes degenerate. Once a local minimizer becomes degenerate, this
family can no longer be extended as local minimizers as by Proposition [A.§] it
must bifurcate to a periodic orbit of complex eigenvalues.

It is well known that for a fixed energy, any two global minimizers do not cross
(see for example, [64]). We can locally extend the global minimizers for a small
interval of energy without them crossing.

There are at most finitely many families of local minimizers, because they are

isolated and do not accumulate (Lemma [A.11]).

There are at most finitely many energies on which the global minimizer may be
a degenerate periodic orbit.

We have proved the following statement.
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Proposition A.12. Given 0 < e < E, there exists an open and dense subset G' of G",
such that for each U € G', for the Hamiltonian H(p,I) = K(I) — U(p) + min, U(p),
such that the following hold.

1. There are at most finitely many (maybe none) isolated global minimizers 7fj ’d,
j=1,--- M.

2. There are finitely many smooth families of local minimizers

/}/jEJ aJSESE]7]:177N7
with [e, E] D Ulay, bj], such that vF are hyperbolic for a; < E < b;. The set 7F
for E = a;,b; may be hyperbolic or degenerate.

3. For a fized energy surface E, the sets {fy]E’d} and UanggBj vF are pairwise
disjoint.

4. For each e < E < E, the global minimizer is chosen among the set of all %c-j’d

with E = ¢;, or one of the local minimizers vF with E € [aj, b;].

Proof of Theorem[A.J We first show that the set of potentials U satisfying the conclu-
sion of Theorem is open. By Lemma [A.1T]the family of local minimizers persists
under small perturbation of the potential U. It suffices to show that for sufficiently
small perturbation of U satisfying the conclusion, the global minimizer is still taken
at one of the local families. Assume, by contradiction, that there is a sequence U,
approaching U, and for each H,, = K — U,, there is some global minimizer vZ» not
from these families. By picking a subsequence, we can assume that it converges to
a closed curve 7,, which belong one of the local families %E . Using local uniqueness
from Lemma , ~,» must belong to one of the local families as well. This is a
contradiction.

To prove density, it suffices to prove that for a potential U satisfying the conclusion
of Proposition [A.12, we can make an arbitrarily small perturbation, such that there
are no degenerate global minimizers.

Our strategy is to eliminate the degenerate global minimizers one by one using a
sequence of perturbations. Suppose 74 is an isolated degenerate minimizer. Then by
([26], proof of Theorem D, page 40-42), there is a perturbation 60U with the property
that: 6U > 0, Uly% = 0, such that ~% is still a global minimizer, but the associated
Hamiltonian orbit 7% becomes hyperbolic (i.e. the perturbation keeps the orbit n¢
intact but changes it’s linearization). This perturbation strictly decreases the number
of of isolated degenerate minimizers by 1.

Suppose 7% is the terminal point of one of the local families VJE . E € [ay, Z_)j],

let’s say 7% = 'ij(bj). Then since claim VJE can not be extended to E > b;, the
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global minimizer for E € (b, b; + §) must be contained in a different local branch, say
vF . E € [a;,b;]. In particular, 77 (b;) is another global minimizer.

Let V be an neighborhood of %Ej , such that V is disjoint from the set of other
global minimizers with the same energy. For § > 0 we define U; : T? — R such that
U(;]”yfj =0 and suppUs C V. Let Hs = K — U — Uy, and let lgs be the perturbed

length function. We have

lp,5(7;") = /E_ \/Q(Ej + U +0)K > g, (7;") = lg,(h) = g, 5(h).
'Yj]

As a consequence, ’yfj is no longer a global minimizer for the perturbed system.
Moreover, for sufficiently small §, no new degenerate global minimizer can be created.
Hence the perturbation has decreased the number of degenerate global minimizers
strictly. By repeating this process finitely many times, we can eliminate all degenerate
global minimizers. O

A.3 Non-degeneracy at high energy
In this section we complete the proof of Theorem [4.2] This amounts to proving that

finite local families of local minimizers, obtained from the previous section, are “in
general position”.

We assume that the potential Uy € G” satisfies the conclusions of Theorem [A.2]
Let %E’U denote the branches of local minimizers from Theorem IE, where we have
made the dependence on U explicit. There exists an neighbourhood V' (Uy) of Uy, such
that the local branches ”ij’U are defined for E € [a; —0/2,b; + 0/2] and U € V(Uy).

Define a set of functions

fiilaj—0/2,b; +0/2l xV(Uy) — R, [f;(E,U)= ZE(%E,U)
Then %E U is a global minimizer if and only if

fz(E7 U) = fmin(Eu U) = m]mf](E, U),

where the minimum is taken over all j’s such that E € [a;, b;].
The following proposition implies Theorem [.2]

Proposition A.13. There exists an open and dense subset V' of V(Uy) such that for
every U € V', the following hold:

1. For each E € [Ey, E], there at at most two j’s such that f;(E,U) = fum(E,U);
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2. There are at most finitely many E € [Ey, E| such that there are two j’s with
fj(Ea U) = fmin(E7 U)7

3. For any E € [Ey, E] and ji, j2 be such that f;,(E,U) = f;,(E,U) = fun(E,U);
we have

0 0
8_Efj1 <E7 U) 7£ a_Esz <E7 U)

Proof. We first note that it suffices to prove the theorem under the additional assump-

tion that all functions f;’s are defined on the same interval (a,b) with fum(E,U) =

min; f;(E,U). Indeed, we may partition [Ej, FE) into finitely many intervals, on which

the number of local branches is constant, and prove proposition on each interval.
We define a map

f = (fla"' 7fN) : (aab) X V<U0) —>RNa
and subsets
Ail,i27i3 = {(1'1, e 7xn);xi1 = Tj, = xi3}7 1 < il < i2 < i3 < N’

ANpay =A{(z1, - xn)im, =25}, 1< <iag<N

of RN x RY. We also write fY(FE) = f(E,U). The following two claims imply our
proposition:

1. For an open and dense set of U € V(U), for all 1 < iy < iy < i3 < N, the set
(fU)_lAil’Z’Q’Z'S is empty

2. For an open and dense set of U € V(Uy), and all 1 < i; < is < N, the map
Y : (a,b) — RY is transversal to the submanifold A;, ;,.

Indeed, the first claim imply the first statement of our proposition. It follows from
our second claim that there are at most finitely many points in (fY)7*A;, ;,, which
implies the second statement. Furthermore, using the second claim, we have for any
E € (fY)"'A;, 4, the subspace (D fY(E))R is transversal to TA This implies the
third statement of our proposition.

For a fixed energy E and (vq,---,vy) € RV, let U : T?> — R be such that
dU () = v; on an open neighbourhood of %E for each j =1,---N. Let lg, and WJ-E‘
denote the arclength and local minimizer corresponding to the potential U + edU. For
any ¢ in a neighbourhood of v, we have

11,02

E+U(p)+0U(p) =E+Ul(p) + evj,

hence for sufficiently small € > 0, ij,e _ gfﬂvj‘
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The directional derivative

d d cv; 0
Dy f(BU) - 6U &) = 2| e, (§7) = 5= fi(E. U);.

= 7 = -0 E+ev;
de le=0 de le=0 ’

It follows from a direct computation that each f; is strictly increasing in F and the
derivative in E never vanishes. As a consequence, we can choose (vq,--- ,vy) in such
a way, that Dy f(E,U) - 6U takes any given vector in R, This implies the map

Dyf: (a,b) x TV (Uy) — RY

has full rank at any (E,U). As a consequence, f is transversal to any A;, ;,;, and
A, 4, Using Sard’s lemma, we obtain that for a generic U, the image of fU is disjoint
from Ay, ;,., and that fU is transversal to A;, ;,. O

A.4 Unique hyperbolic minimizer at very high energy
In this section we prove Proposition [4.4] namely for the mechanical system
H(p, 1) = K(I) + U(y),

the shortest loop in the homology h € H;(T?,Z) for Jacobi metric gg(¢,v) = 2(F +
U(p))K!(v), where K~*(v) is the Legendre dual of K. Since the metrics

g5, 0) =201+ E7'U(9)) K (VEV),  gul(p,v) =2(1+ E7'U(p) K (v)

differ by a constant multiple, it suffices to study the shortest loops for the metric gg.
Denote 6 = E~!, this is then equivalent to study the mechanical system

Hs(p,I) = K(I) + 6U(yp)
with energy F = 1. Without loss of generality, we may assume h = (1,0). Let us write

U(p) = Ui(p1) + Uz(ep1, 02),

where fol Us(p1,8)ds = 0. We will show an averaging effect that eliminates Us,.
Let us denote by py the unique positive number such that K—!(poh) = 1, and let
Co = 8K_1(p0h)

Lemma A.14. There is C > 1 depending only on ||0*K]||,||0*K~!|| such that then
the associated Hamiltonian orbit ni = {(p, I)(t)} satisfies

1 = pohll, I = coll < C.
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Proof. Let us note the shortest curve 7} corresponds to the orbit n} = (5, I;,) of the
Hamiltonian Hj, satisfying ¢n(T) = ¢,(0) + h. Note:

L. @n(t) = VU (en(t)) = O(9),
2. Since the energy is 1, K(I,(t)) = 1+ O(3), K Y (¢n(t)) = KH0r K (In(t))) =
K(In(t)) = 1+ O(9);

The first item implies @5, (t) = 7h + O(6), when combined with the second item,

implies ¢p,(t) = poh + O(0). apply K, we get I;,(t) = co + O(9). O

Note that the condition 0K (I) = ph corresponds precisely to the resonance segment
I'=T1€eR? 9OK(I)-(1,0) =0, in other words, we are in precisely the same situation
as in single resonance. In fact, since there are fewer degree of freedom, the normal
form is much stronger.

Proposition A.15. For any M > 0, there is 69 = 6o(K, M) and C = C(K,M) >0
such that for every Hy with 0 < § < dg, there is a C'*° coordinate change ® homotopic
to identity such that

H5 od = K(I) + (5U1(Q01) + (SR(QO),

with || R||cz < V6, and ||mg(® — Id)||c2 < C§ and ||m,(® — Id)||c= < O, where the
norms are measured on the set I € By, s5(co).
If Ui (1) has a unique non-degenerate minimum at o1 = ¢}, and satisfies

U(er) — Ulg}) = Aller — ¢}

Then by choosing &g = do(K, M, \) > 0 smaller, the system Hso ® has a normally
hyperbolic invariant cylinder C given by

(8017 [1) - (F(SO% IQ) + SOT’ G(SD% 12)), V9 € T, IL,el'n BM\/g(Co),
satisfying | F|lco < Ck, ||G|lco < CkV6. C contains all the invariant sets in
ler = @ill < C71, dist(1,T N By 5 < C7F

The minimal periodic orbit n} is contained in C and is a graph over po. It is
therefore unique and hyperbolic.

Proof. The first part is very similar to Theorem [3.2] but in the much simpler case of
two-degrees of freedom. In this case, we can give out the coordinate change explicitly.
Define

1
W1, @2) = PEl/ sUs (1, 2 + 5)ds,
0
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note that W is well defined on T? due to fol Us(¢1, s)ds = 0. Note that ,,W = py ' Us.
Consider the coordinate change I +— I + 6VW. Then the new Hamiltonian is

K(I 4+ 6VW) —oU; — oUs

= K(I) +60K(I) - VW — U, — 6Uy + 2K (VW)

= K(I) — 6Uy + 6(poh - VW — Uy) + 6*K (VW) + (0K (I) — poh) - VWV.
The main observation is that the second term in the last equality vanishes, the third
term is O(62) in C2 norm, and the last term is O(62) in C? norm.

The other parts of the proposition is identical to Theorem and Theorem
and are omitted. O

Proposition [£.4] follows immdediately from the above proposition.

A.5 Proof of Proposition 4.5

We prove Proposition [4.5 namely non-degenerate conditions [DR1°] — [DRA4]. This
consists of two steps consisting of two localized perturbations of the potential U.

First, we perturb U near the origin to achieve properties [DR1¢] — [DR2¢]. Let
W’ be a p-neighborhood of the origin in R? for small enough p > 0 so that it does not
intersect sections X% and X%. Consider £(¢) a C*°-bump function so that {(¢) = 1 for
lo| < p/2 and &(p) = 0 for |¢| > p. Let Qc(p) =D Gijpip; be a symmetric quadratic
form. Consider Us(¢) = U(p) + () (Qc(0) + (o). In W’ x R? we can diagonalize
both: the quadratic form K (p) = (Ap, p) and the Hessian 92U (0). Explicit calculation
shows that choosing properly ( one can make the minimum of U at 0 being unique
and eigenvalues to be distinct.

Suppose now that conditions [DR1¢] — [DR2] hold. Fix a point 6* € v at a
distance of order of one from the origin. In particular, it is away from sections 27 .
Let W” be its small neighborhood so that intersects only one homoclinic 4*. Denote
w* =W*N XY an unstable curve on the exit section XY and w*® = W?* N X4 a stable
curve on the enter section 3% . Denote on w" (resp. w®) the point of intersection
¥ (resp. X% ) with strong stable direction ¢** (resp. ¢**). Recall that ¢* (resp. p*)
denotes the point of intersection of 4+ with X% (resp. X5 ). We also denote by T"*(¢")
(resp. T%(p™)) subspaces the tangent to w* (resp. w?®) at the corresponding points.
The critical energy surface {H = K — U = 0} is denoted by Sp. In order to satisfy

conditions [DR3‘] — [DR4°] the global map @, , has to satisfy

o Bt Nwr £ ¢ and (D)7 (") Nwt £ g,

o DO, (q7) s, T (qF) M T**(p*), Dy (q7 )rs, T (q7) h T (p™).
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The first condition can also be viewed as a property of the restriction of ¢;10b| So-
Notice that (Pglob, restricted to Sy, is a 2-dimensional map.

Consider perturbations 60U € G" of the potential U localized in W”. By Lemma
the differential map Dy ® generates a subspace orthogonal to the gradient VHY
and the Hamiltonian vector field xV(-) of HY. Notice that when we restrict ., onto
¥4 NSy we factor out VHY and xY(-). Both conditions on CD;'IOb (resp. D@;Obbo)
are non-equality conditions on images and preimages for a 2-dimensional map. Thus,
these conditions can be satisfies by Lemma

B Derivation of the slow mechanical system

In this section we derive the slow mechanical system. The discussions here applies to
arbitrary degrees of freedom, and indeed we will consider

H.(0,p,t) = Ho(p) + eH1(0,p,t), 0T, peR" teT,

and let pg € R™ be an n—resonance, namely, there are linearly independent kq,--- , k, €
7" such that
]{?Z<8H0(p0),1), Z:L , N

Since the resonance depends only on the hyperplane containing kq, - - - , k,, we may
choose ki, -+, k, to be irreducible, namely

Spang{ki, -, k,} = Spang{k;, -, k,} NZ"H

Results in this section applies to the rest of the paper by restricting n = 2.

First, we will reduce the system near an n—resonance to a normal form. After
that, we perform a coordinate change on the extended phase space, and an energy
reduction to reveal the slow system.

In section [B.1] we describe a resonant normal form.

In section [B.2] we describe the affine coordinate change and the rescaling, revealing
the slow system.

In section we discuss variational properties of these coordinate changes.

B.1 Normal forms near double resonances
Write wy := 0,Ho(po), then the orbit (wp, 1) ¢ is periodic. Let
_ 3
T = %I;g{t(wo, 1) e Z°}

be the minimal period, then there exists a constant T, = T, (ky, -+, k,) > 0, such
that T < Ty (ky, -+ , k).
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Given a function f: T" x R® x T — R, we define

T
[f]LUo(87p7 t) - %/0 f(@—i—wos,p,t—i—s)ds.

[f]w, corresponds to the resonant component related to the double resonance.

Writing H,y (9,]9, t) = ZkeZ" hk(p)e%rik'(e’t)? and let A = SpanZ{kla T 7kn} - Zn>

then
[Hl wo 9 p7 Z hk e?mik-(0:1),
keA
We define a rescaled differential in the action variable by

8]f(07p7 t) = \/Eapf(eapa t)v (Bl)

and use the notation C] to denote the C" norm with 9, replaced by ;. For a vector
or a matrix valued function, we take the C” (or C7) norm to be the sum of the norm
of all elements. Let B'(p) denote the r-neighborhood of py in R™.

Theorem B.1. Assume that r > 5. Then for any My > 0, there exists g = €y > 0,
Cy > 1 depending only on ||Ho||cr, Tu(k1, -+, kn),n, My such that for any 0 < € < €,
there exists a C*° symplectic coordinate change

. : T" x By, \[(po) x T — T" x Bngﬁ(po) x T

?

which s the identity in the t component, such that
N.(0,p,t) := H.o®.(0,p,t) = Ho(p) + €Z(0,p,t) + €Z1(0,p, t, 6)|Z|+ eR(0,p,t,€),
where Z = [Hilw,, [Z1w, = Z1, and
1Z1llcz < Cive,  ||R|ez < ez, (B.2)

and
| — IdHC; < (e.

Moreover, ®. admits the following extensions:

1. ®. can be extended to T™ x R™ x T such that ®. is identity outside of T" X
U4M1\ﬁ(p0> X T

2. The extension in item 1 can be further extended to 56(9, p,t, E) on T"xR"xTxR,
such that B B
®E<07p7 t? E) = (®€(97p7 t>7E+E(97p7t))7

and ®. is exact symplectic.

"formally speaking this term contains two terms of the averaging expansion
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3. ||®c — Id|| ¢z < Cye holds.

Remark B.1. e Our normal form is related to the classical “partial averaging”,
see, for example expansion (6.5) in [2, Section 6.1.2]. Our goal here is to obtain
precise control of the norms with minimal regularity assumptions. In particular,
the norm estimate of ®. — Id is stronger than the usual results, and is needed in
the proof of Proposition [B.§|

e [t is possible to lower the regularity assumption to » > 4, and use the weaker
estimate | R ¢z < Cie. This, however, requires more technical discussions in the
next few sections, and we choose to avoid it.

e Due to existence of the extension, we consider N, = H, o ®, as defined on all of
T™ x R™ x T, however, the normal form only holds on the local neighborhood.

The rest of this section is dedicated to proving Theorem [B.1} Denote IIy(0, p,t) =
6, 11,(0, p,t) = p the natural projections. For amap ® : T*" x U x T — T" x R" x T,
which is the identity in the last component, denote & = (g, @, Id), where &g = IIyo
and ®, = II, 0 .

Lemma B.1. We have the following properties of the rescaled norm.
LAl flley < fllers 1fller < e[ flley
2 106 fllerr < Iflley 19pfllss < 201 £l
3. There exists ¢, > 1 such that ||fgllcr < con ||l fllcpllgllor-

4. Let @ be as before, and Id denote the identity map. There exists c,,, > 1 such
that if
max{|[Ily (¢ — Id)||cy, |[T1,(® — Id)|lcy /v/e} < 1

we have
[fo®ller <crnllfller

Proof. The first two conclusions follow directly from definition. For the third conclu-
sion, w have | Fller = |f]lcy. where

f0.1) = f(0, Vel).

The conclusion then follows from properties of the C"—norm.
For the fourth conclusion, we note

fod=fod,
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where f is as before, and ®(0, ) = (g (0, Vel), Dy(0, VVel)//€). Moreover, let us
denote W = ® — Id, and note that U = & — Id. Then there exists ¢ > 0 depending
only on dimension that

ID®]crr < e+ [|D(® — Id)||orr < ¢+ max{[Tp¥ |-, [TL, P lor }
< ¢+ max{|[lly (2 — Id)|cy, [TT,(® — Id)[|cy /Ve} < c+1,

By the Faa-di Bruno formula, there exists d,, > 0 such that

1f o ®llc; =1 o @

o < dol| fllor (14 DB )
< 4, flley (1 + (e + 1)) < crallfllcy
where ¢, = d, (14 (¢ +1)"). O

For p > 0, denote
D,=T"xU,(py) x T xR.

We require another lemma for estimating the norm of a Hamiltonian coordinate
change. This is an adaptation of Lemma 3.15 from [31].

Lemma B.2. For0<p <p<po, r>4,2<{<r—1, >0 small enough, and a
C" Hamiltonian G : D,, — R, let ® denote the Hamiltonian flow defined by G.
Let ¢, > 1 be the constant from item 4, Lemma[B.1 Assume that

\/—HGHCZH< Tn\/_mln{\/_p P},

then for 0 <t <1, the flow ®F is well defined from D, to D,. Moreover,
o (®F — Id)ller < crnllBpGlicy,  IM(PF — Id)llct < crnllB6G cy- (B.3)

Proof. Define

1
A, = s {02 — 1)y, 206 — )y |

0<
Let to be the largest ¢ € [0, 1] such that the following conditions hold.
(a) At S 1.

(b) ®%,(D,) D D, in other words, ®¢ : D, — D, is well defined.
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We first show (B.3]) holds on 0 <t < ¢, then we show ¢y = 1.
By Lemma [B.1] item 4, we have

1T (25 —

1)l < [ 10629 < il

and

T, (@5 —

D)y < [ 104G 0 95]|cydr < cralnGlly

We now show {5 = 1. By the estimates obtained,

Aty < ¢ max{|[0,G||

1 Crn
b 7el%Cliery = ZEIGllop < 1

\/_

Moreover, we have

CT?’L
I, (@55 — 1) lley, < rnllOGlley < \/_\[HGHCW <p—r,

implying ®_;,,D, 2 D,. If t; # 1, we can extend conditions (a) and (b) to ¢t > o,
contradicting the maximality of . O]

We now state our main technical lemma, which is an adaptation of an inductive
lemma due to Bounemoura.

Lemma B.3. There exists a constant K > 2 depending only on r such that the
following hold. Assume the parameters r >4, p > 0, pu > 0 satisfy

1 14
0<e<p? KTu< —_
= 8 mm{‘l 2(7’—2)\f}

Assume that
H:T"xU,(po) x TxR—R, H(O,p,t,E)=1+go+ fo.
where l(p, E) = (wo, 1) - (p, E) is linear, go, fo are C" and depend only on (0,p,t), and
lgolle; < Veu,  Mfolleyon <€ N10pfolley—r < e (B.4)

Then for j € {1,---,r—2} and p; = p —jz—(r%) > p/2, there exists a collection of
C" I —symplectic maps D; : D,, — D,, of the special form

®;(0,p,t, E) = (0(0,p,1), P(6,p,t),t, E+ E(6,p,1)).
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The maps ®; have the properties

T (@5 = Id) g, ) < TETHTw), 0p(®5 = )| ey p, ) < TEO(Tp) Ve,
(B.5)
and
Ho®;=1+g;+f

for each j € {1, ,r — 2} satisfying g; = gj—1 + [fj-1]w, and
lgiller-iep,,) < (2=27)Wen, |fjller-im,,) < (KTp)e. (B.6)

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of the proof of Proposition 3.2, [19], page 9.
Following [19], we define

1 T
G | U= L)+ w0s.pt 4 s (8.7

®y = Id, and
Qi1 =50 Py,
where ®}7 is the time-s map of the Hamiltonian flow of ;.

Using the fact that y; is independent of E, we have the map ®% := &} is
independent of F in the (6, p,t) components. Furthermore, ®Xi is the identity in
the ¢ component, and [Iz®Y — F is independent of £. Hence ®; takes the special
format described in the lemma. The special form of ®; implies that g; and f; are also
independent of F, allowing the induction to continue.

First of all, assuming the step j of the induction is complete, we prove the norm

estimate (B.5). Using (B.6)),
fiwollcr-s < Wfiller-s < (KTw)e, lIxiller-s < 270 filler-s < 2T(KTu)e.
We will choose K such that K > 2¢, ,,. Then

1 1 -1 : 1 1 P

— il s < —(2T¢rn/€) (KT 1) < KTp)yt < — —

Zellloys < (T VKT < —(KTuw™ < —max{g, 7o= =),
(B.8)

therefore Lemma applies with p = p;, p' = pj41, G = x;.
For j > 1, using the inductive assumption and ¢, , > 1,

1 .
HapXch;*j*1 < %HXchfj < (KT,U)JH,

while for 7 = 0, the initial assumption on f; implies

1
(KTp)?,

T,n

10xollers < 2T 9, follerr < 2Te < 2Ty <
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since ' > 1 and K > 2¢,,,. Apply Lemma , we get X are well defined maps from
D to D,,, and

Pj+1

[ TIp (@Y7 — Id)”c}"*f*l < C?“,n”az?Xch;*J*1 < (KT#)27

HH (q;x]' - ]d)HcT—j—1 < Cv"n”aGXj”c’“—j—l < CTnHXjHC;—]' < (KTp)™'/e

using . Since ®; = ®°, we obtain (B.5)) for j = 1.
For each J > 2, using the bound on @XJ — Id above, Lemma item 4 applies
for & = ¢, Then

()1 = Id) 0 @Y [ g < [Tl (51 — Td)]|.
We have
[Tp(®; — Id)|| -
= [[Tp(®,1 0 D91 — X 4 X1 — 1) ey
< [[Hp(®j—1 — Id) 0 D9 || oy + [[TIg (P — T )| s
< CrnlTo (P51 = Id) | or-s + g (@91 — Id)|| cr—s

7j—1
< T;lz_IHHQ((I)Xi — ]d)“c;—i—l < jKj_1<KTM)2’
0

7=

noting ¢, , < K and [[TI(®Y — Id)|| i1 < (KTp)?.
By the same reasoning, we get

Jj—

IML,(®; — 1d)]| s < § et @ - 1d)||y--1 < JKINKTi) Ve,

=0

We now proceed with the induction in j. The inductive assumption holds
for j = 0 due to (B.4), which is in fact stronger. For the inductive step, define

gj+1 = 9g; + [fj]wo
Since || fjllgr-s < (KTu)e < 477\/eu, we get

lgserller-rmr < gsllers + Willgr—s < (2= 279 +479)Veu < (2 - 2+ /e,

By a standard computation,
1
fia1 = / {f2,x;} 0 ®Xds,
0
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where f7 = g; +sf; + (1 - $)[fjlwo- Estimate implies ||fj5||c;_j < 3||gj||c;—j <
6/€p. Using Lemma , items 2 and 3, there exists an absolute constant d > 1 such
that for any f,g € C'(D,), we have

d
I{f, 9}t = 190f - Opg + Opf - Dpgllcn < %Hch}“HQHCﬁL
Therefore
S d S
I{f7 Xl gr-i1 < %Hfj ler-ilxillor-s

d
S%%\/EM'QTWJ\

cri < (6dTu)(KTu) e.
Furthermore, by Lemma [B.1] items 4,

I fisallegs < g 147 x5} 0 @ lleg-s-s < e guax 155,33 ey

< (6¢,,d)T(KTu)e < (KTp) e
if we choose K > 6c, ,d. The induction is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [B.1]. First, we show that We write
H(97p7t7 E) = He(97pv t) - HO(pO) +E=10+ 90 + an
where l(pa E) = (w(]a 1) ' (p7 E)>

90(0,p,t) = Ho(p) — Ho(po) — wo - p

and fy = eH;.
Define p = 2M;+/e. we have the following estimates: Jpgo = 0,

10pg0llco = 10, Ho(p) = OpHo(po)llco < [[Hollc2 - p = 2||Ho|lc2Miv/e
and ||8;jg0||co < ||Hyo||c1+s for all j > 2. Then for some C; > 1 depending on Hy, Hj,
10p90llcr-1(p,) < maX(\/E)j_lﬂazjgoHco < G\ Miv/e.
s j>1
On the other hand, using || f|[cr < [[f|lcr, we have
[ folleg,) < Cre, N10pfoller-1p,) < Coe.
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Choose p = 6’1M1\/E > /€, we have
lg0lley < max{[|0sgollcr-1(p,)» VElOpgoller-1(p,) } < CiMie = Vep,
and || follor(p,), ||0pf0||0;71(Dp) < V/eu. By choosing e sufficiently small, we ensure
2F
Lyt 2
2(r — )\/_ 2(r—2)

The conditions of Lemma are satisfied with these parameters and we apply the
lemma with j = 3. There exists a map ®3: D,/ — D,,

KTu = KTC Myye < mm{

@5 — Id]lcap, ) < max{2K3(Tp), 2K>(Tp)/e} < Ce

for some 52 > 1 depending on T, 51, M. Moreover,

Ho®3 =14 go+ [folw + [f1)wo + [f2)wo T+ [3,

with o
I[fi)wollozip, o) < (KTp)Ven < Cse?,

||[f2]||0§(Dp/2) < (KTp)*Vep < Cse?,
~
1[fsllle2m,0) < (KTu)*veu < Csez,
for some Cj depending on T, Ch, M. Using [ + go = Ho(p) + E — Hy(po), define
Z = [folwy, €21 = [f1 + fo)wy, and €R = f3, we obtain
(Ho+E)o®y=Hy+eZ+eZy+eR+ E

with the desired estimates and constant C; = max{Cs, Cs}. Finally, we define
®.(0,p,t) = P3(0,p,t, E). This is well defined since @3 is independent of E.

We now use a smooth approximation technique to show the normal form ® can be
taken to be C*°. Using standard techniques, for every ¢ > 0, there is C' = C(r) > 0
such that there is C*° functions H{(p) and H/ (0, p,t) satisfying:

\Ho — Hylez <o, |Hy ~ Hills <o, | Hollor, [ Hller < C.

Note that the estimates of the normal form depends on the C" norm of the smooth
approximation. We apply the above procedure to Hj+¢eH7, and obtain a C*° coordinate
change @’ such that

(Hy+eH]+ E)o® = Hy+eZ' +eZ) + €R.
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We have ||eZ' — eZ||c2 < €||H; — H{||c2 < €0 and ||Z{||C? < Ce, ||RHC? < Ce>. We
now compute

(Ho + ¢Hy + E) o @'

=Hy+eZ+eZy++eR + (Hy— H)) o ® +e(H, — H)) o ® +¢e(Z' — 2).

The last three terms are bounded in C? norms by C \/E_Qa. To ensure the remainder

is small we can take o = €. O

The normal form lemma stated here also applies to double resonances with long
period, which then combined with the idea of Lochak, can be used to study single
resonance. This is Proposition [3.3] which we prove here.

Proof of Proposition 3.5 As in the proof of Theorem [B.I] we apply the Lemma [B.3
to I+ go + fo where | + go = Ho + E and fy = eH;. Choose p = Kj+/€, then

golle; < CK1Ve, lfolley <€ [0pfollor— < e
where C' depends on 7, n, ||Hy||cr. Choose

w= CKI\/E7

by assumption T < Cy/(K?\/€), then KTy < (KCC,)K;'. The condition of
Lemma is satisfied if K is sufficiently large. We apply Lemma with j =1,
the conclusion is

[To(® — Id)|ly-+ < KX(KCC) Ky, [[IL(® — Id)|| 1 < K(KCCyE; e,

and

| filler—s < (KOCy) KT e,

We can also apply the same smooth approximation to upgrade the coordinate change
to C°. [

B.2 Affine coordinate change, rescaling and energy reduction

Definition of the slow system. Recall that an n-tuple of vectors &y, - - - , k, € Z"!
defines an irreducible lattice, if the lattice A = (ky,--- , k,)z is not contained in any
lattice of the same rank or, equivalently, (ki,--- ,k,)gr N Z"™ = A. Let By be the
n X (n + 1) matrix whose rows are vectors kI, --- |kl from Z"*! and let k,,, € Z"!
be such that
ki
B:=| : | € SLin+1,Z). (B.9)
ki
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Such a k. exists if and only if ky,--- , k, is irreducible. By possibly changing the
signs of the rows of B, we ensure

6 = kn+1 . (u)o, ].) >0 (B]_O)
In particular, we have
B|“| =" (B.11)
1| = 18] .
Let Ag = 831)]{0 (po), we define
1
K(I) = 3 (BoAoBy)I-I, I€eR" (B.12)

and U(p), ¢ € T" by the relation
U(ky-(0,t), - kn-(0,t) = —2Z(0,po, t). (B.13)
Consider the corresponding autonomous system
Ge(0,p,t,E) =N+ E,

We show that G, can be reduced to

1
Hi(p I,7) == (K(I)=U(p) +VeP(p,I, 7€), peT" IeR" 1e /T,

8
(B.14)
with a coordinate change and an energy reduction. See Proposition [B.6]

Linear and rescaling coordinate change. Our coordinate change is a combina-
tion of a linear and a rescaling coordinate change. Namely, we have

| R )

(p,0°,5,07) = Palp, [, 7, F) = (p,Vel, 7/ /€, €F).
We then have

O =P10Py: (0, [,7,F)€T" xR" x /T xR~ (0,p,t, E) (B.15)

by the formula

AR R RS B VA R
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Given any M; > 0, there exists C'z > 1 such that

{1 VeR)ll <Cp'di } - @ ({ll(p—po, E+ Ho(po))|| < VeMi})
C{ I, VeF)|l < CpMy }.

Define

(B.17)

1
e

then the Hamiltonian flows of G and G, are conjugate via ®;. This can be seen from
the equivalence of the following Hamiltonian systems:

Gi(@71777F): G€O(DL7

(Ge, dONdp+dtAdE) ~ (Goo®y, +e(dpAdl+drAdF))

1
~ (%Geoéb dgp/\d]+d7’/\dF)

We have the following lemma.

Lemma B.4. Assume that N, satisfies (B.2)) on Dy, . Then there exists Cp > 1
and Cy = Cy(Hoy, C, M) such that

Gy = Ve(K(I) = U(p) + (B+ Velll,F)) - F+VePi(p,I,7,Fe)),  (B.IS)
where = kyy1 - (w(po), 1), and
[l 1Prlle < Ch,
with the norm taken on the set
{II(1, VeF)|l < C5' M} (B.19)

Proof of Lemma[B. Due to (B.17), G.o®;, is defined on the {||(I,/eF)| < Cz'M;}.
Consider the expansion of N, from Theorem

Ne(8,p,t) == Hc.o ®(0,p,t) = Ho(p) + €Z(0,p,t) + €Z1 + €R.

Denote

A= 0*(Ho(p) + E)(po, —Ho(po)) = Pﬁpljg)(m) 8] ’

where Hy(p) + E is a function of p and E. Expanding Hy(p) + F to the third order at
(po, —Ho(po)), and Z(-,p) to the first order at py, we have

_ |Wo P — Do 1 p| |p . .
Ge_[l] [E+Ho(po)}+2A{E1 {E]+€Z(‘9apo,t)+Ho+eZ1+eR,
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with

Ho = Hulp)~Holow) () (r-m)-34 | B] | B] . 2= 260,026, m0)+ 21

On the set ||p—pol| < Miy/€ and |E+ Hy(p)| < Mi/e, for some C' = C(Hy, C, M),
we have

|Hollo < Cez, |1 Zilleg < CVe, || Rllez < Ce.
From (B.16) we have U(g1,- - ,pn) = —Z(0,po,t), and from (B.11]),
(wo,1) - (p — po, E + Ho(po)) = (0, 8) - (Vel,eF) = eBF,
we get

Gso(I)L:

e(%BABT {\/éFl : L/éFl +5F—U(90)+(H0/€+21+R)OCDL)- (B.20)

Finally, note K(I) = 1BAB" lé} : lé}, and define

I(I,F)-F =BAB” H - L/(E)F] +%BABT [\/QF] : [\/(-G)F] :
VeP = (Hy+ €Z, + R) o ®,

then follows directly from and definition of ®. It is also clear from the
definition that [(I, F')//€ has bounded C? norm on the set {||I]|, |[v/€F| < Cz'M}.

For the norm estimates, we note the coordinate change ®; increase C? norm by a
factor C'z depending only on B. Note that Z; depends only on ky-(6,t), -, k,-(6,1), p,

Z, depends only on ¢, I, F' (and not in 7). As a result, using the definition of the
rescaled norm (B.1]), we have

[(Ho/e + Z1) o ®plcz < ||(Hofe + Z1) 0 Di(p, Vel eF)||cz
S ||(I:I0/€ =+ Zl) o @1”02 S CBC\/E

For terms depending on 7, we have

[Ro®@s]ce = [Ro ®i(p.m/vVe Vel,eF)|cr < Cal(ve)|[Rlly < CoCve

where we used (B.2). The C?-norm estimate of P follows from estimates on C? norms
of Ho, Zl, R. [
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Reduction on energy surface We perform a standard reduction on the energy
surface G = 0, with 7 as the new time, obtaining a time-periodic system.

Lemma B.5. Assume that conclusions of Lemma hold on the set {||(I,/€F)|| <
My}. Then there exists e = €q(Hy, C1, Ms), Cs = Cy(Hy, Cy, Mo, U) > 0, such that
for any 0 < € < €, there is a function

H? : T" x By, (0) x /eT — R
uniquely solving the equation
Gi(p, I, 7,—H:)=0

on the set {||(I,/eF)| < My}. Moreover, H? has the form ,i.e.
1

Hes((p7]77—) = E(K(I>_U<90>+\/EP<()07177—76))

where ||P|lc2 < Cs.
In particular, H: — H?® /3 uniformly in C*(T? x R? x R).
Proof of Lemma[B.5. We can choose € such that for any 0 < € < ¢

0 |, s 15}
a—F(GE) > E >0

on {||(I,v€F)|| < Ms}. Therefore, H? exists by the implicit function theorem.
Moreover, there exists a constant C’, depending on Hy and U, but independent of ¢,
such that | H?||c2 < C".

Let Q = H? — %(K(I) —Ul(p)) = H* — H*, then ||Q||c2 < ||H?||c2 + C". We know

0 = Gi(907[>7_7 _Q - HS)
= Ve (—BQ + Vel(I,Q + H*)(Q + H®) + VePy(p,1,7,Q + H* ¢))
=: Ve(=BQ + VePa(p, I,7,Q + H* €)).

Therefore,

Q: gPQ((pajvTaQ"i_Hs?e)'

To solve this implicit equation notice that there exists C” > 0 depending only on Cf,
H?® such that || P||c2 < C”. Application of the Faa~-di Bruno formula show that for
some C' > 0 depending only on n we have

€ /! /! S !
1Qlles = %uPz(so, LmQ+ H, ez < VeOC QI < VECC"(|H|len +C),

and the lemma follows. O
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We have
Gi(p,I,7,F)=0, <— H:+F=0. (B.21)

The following Proposition follows from the standard energy reduction (see for
example [§]).

Proposition B.6. Assume the conclusions of Theorem [B.1] hold on the set
Dy, = {l[(p — po, H + Ho(po)|| < M1v/e}

for sufficently large My depending only on Hy. Then for Mz = C’B?QMl, 0<e<
eo(Ho, C1, My), the following are equivalent:

1. The curve (0,t,p, E)(t) is an orbit of N(0,p,t) + E inside Dy, .
2. The curve (o, 7,1, F)(t) = ®.(0,t,p, E)(t) is the time change of an orbit of
N:(p,I,7)+ F, with T as the new time.

B.3 Variational properties of the coordinate changes

We have made two reductions: The normal form

H.(0,p,t) — N.(0,p,t) = H. o P,
and the coordinate change with time change

N.(O,p,t)+ E — H(p,I,7) + F.

In this section, we discuss the effect of these reductions on the Lagrangian, barrier
function, and the Mather, Aubry, Mane sets. The main conclusion of this section is
the following proposition, which follows directly from Propositions and below.

Proposition B.7. For M, large enough depending only on Hgy, ki, ,k,,n, there
exist Cy > 1 and ¢y > 0 depending on Hy, ki,--- , k,,n, My, such that the following
hold for any 0 < € < €.

1. For M' = C5*M; /2 (see (B19)), and ||c — po|| < M'\/e and o = ap (c), let ¢
and & satisfy
o
—a + Hy(po) —eal’

then apys(¢) = a.

158



2. Let c,ap,(c), ¢, ays(¢) satisfy the relation in item 1, and suppose (p;,t;) € T"xT,
(pi,7i) € T" x /€T, i = 1,2 satisfies

0; _ p-1 Pi n
LJ—B |:TZ/\/E:| mod Z" X Z,

(Wb e(01, 1302, t2) — VVehgs (g1, 71592, 72)| < Cle.

then

3. Let c,ap,(c), ¢, ays(C) be as before, then

M (€) = B, 0 D (M, (), Ans(E) = By 0 @c( Ay (c)), Nius(@) = p, 0 ®(Ni. ().

Recall that &, can be extended to the whole phase space, and N, = H. o ®, is
considered as a function on T" x R™ x T.

Proposition B.8. In the setup of Proposition [B.7 there exists C3 > 1 depending on
Hy, ky, -+, kp,n, My such that we have the following relation.

1. ap(c) = an(c), P My (c) = My, (), @ Ap,(c) = An,(c), Ny (c) =
NNE(C

).
2. |An. 5(91,751,92,?52) An, (01,1509, 15)| < Cse.
3. |hHE,c<917 tl, 92,152) — hNE,C(Hl,tl; 02,t2)‘ S 036.

Proof of Proposition[B.§ The symplectic invariance of the alpha function and the
Mather, Aubry and Maiie sets follows from exactness ®, (see [10]). In order to get
the quantitative estimate of action, we need more detailed estimates.

Writing ®.(0,p,t, E) = (0, P,t,®g), from Theorem and using the rescaled
norm (B.1]), we have

1@, — Id||co < Che, ||®e — Id||cr < Chv/e

Denote E = ®p — F. By exactness of 56, we have there exists a function S :
T" x R" x T x R — R such that

PdO + Opdt — (pdd + Edt) = PdO — pdf + Edt = dS(0, p,t, E) = dS(0,p,t) (B.22)

In particular, given a curve (0,p,t,E)(t), t € [t1,15] with N, + E = 0, we have for
(©,P,t,Pp)(t) = ®.(0,p,t, E) (and hence H. (O, P,t) + ®r = 0), we apply (B.22)) to
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the tangent vector of the curve to get

%S(@,p,t,E) =P-©+®o5—(p-0+E)
= LHS(@,@,t) - LNE(9>97t)
As a result,

/tz (LH€<@,®,75) —c.®> dt — /t2 <LN€(0,0',LL) - C.g‘) dt
1

- (S(e,p,t,E)—c-(é—é))

(B.23)
to

t1

where ©, § are lifts of ©(t), 6(t) to the universal cover. Moreover, from

H(I)e — Zduco S 016,

we get © — 6 is a well defined vector function on T" X By, (po)™ x T. In particular,
we hve © — 0 =0 — 0.

We now estimate the C°—norm of S. Write Sy = p- (0 — 6), using (B.22)) we have
dS = (P — p)d® + pd(© — 0) + Edt = (P — p)d© + dS, — (© — §)dp + Edt.

Since [|© — 0]|co, || P = pllco, || Ellco = || @5 — El|co < Cie, we have ||dS||co < Cie, and
1S — S(0)]|co < C’€ for some C” depending on Cf.

We now conclude that the integral in (B.23)) is bounded by C’e. Apply this estimate
to a minimizer, we have

A o(0(1), 15 0(F2), 12) — An (O (1), £15O(22), )| < C'e.

Since ||®, — Id||co < Che, we have ||0(f;) —O(%)|| < Che, i = 1,2. The estimate follows
from the Lipschitz property of Ap.

Taking limit, we obtain the estimate for the barrier hg,.

O
We now study the relation between N, and H. We extend the definition of H? to

T™ x R™ x R such that the \/eP term is supported on the set {||(I,/eF)| < 2Ms}.
Proposition B.9. Assume the conclusions of Theorem [B.1] hold on the set

{Il(p — po, H + Ho(po)|| < Myv/€}

for sufficently large My depending only on Hy. Then for Mz = C;QMl, we have:
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1. Let (07p,t,E> satisﬁes ||(p — Do, E+ HO(pO))H < M37 ]\/'€(Q7p7 t) + FE = 07 and
(Qpa I7T7 F) - (I)L(@,p,t,E).

Let Ly, and Lys be the Lagrangians for N. and HZ. Then for

v =0,N(0,p,1), {;}f} =B ﬁ] ,
we have

1 v*
Ln.(0,v,t) — po - v + Ho(po) = ev! Ly (907 %U—WS\/E) :

2. Suppose (c,a), (¢, @) € R* x R satisfies ||c — po < 22\/€ and

I B V)

then o = a, () if and only if & = ap:(c).

3. Let c,ap,(c), ¢, aps(C) satisfies the relation in item 2, and suppose (p;,t;) €
T X T, (pi, 1) € T" x /€T, i = 1,2 satisfies

ei . —1 ©i n
LJ—B {TZ/\/E:| mod Z" X 7,

then
hnee(01, 1502, t2) = Vehys o(¢1, 715 92, 72).

4. Let c,an.(c), ¢, aps(C) be as before, then
My (@) = B (M, (),  Ap:(€) = 1(An.(c), Ny (&) = P (N, ()

Proof of Proposition[B.9. The choice of Mj is to ensure that for My = Cz'M; as in

Lemma [B.4]
O ({ll(p — po. B+ Ho(po))ll < Ms}) C {I(I, VeF)|| < Mo}

Item 1. Recall that G, = H. + E, and
Ly, —po-v+ Hy(po) = sup {(p — po) - v — Ne(0,p,t) + Ho(po)}
p

= sup {(p—po. B+ Ho(p)) - (0.1) - Nel0.p.1) + B =0}, (B.24)
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where the supremum is acheived at a unique point since H, + E < 0 is a strictly
convex set. Let us denote Lif\?e = Ln. —po-v+ Ho(po).

Continuing from (B.24)) and using (B.16)), we get

LR (0, v, t) :sup{(BT)1 {Ei;[ffpo)] B m . G0,p,t,E) :o}
:sup{\/g(f,\/EF)-(vs,vf): Gﬁ(gp,I,T,F):O}
= Vesup {(I,F) - (v°, vl \/e) : H:(p, I, 7)+ F =0},
—evfsup{IF ) - (v (vf/e), 1) : Hf(ga,I,T)+F:0}
= of Lng (9, 0° /(09 V/0), 7).

Item 2. We first derive a relation between the integrals of the Lagrangians. Let
(0,p,t, E)(t), t € [t1,t2] be a solution to N, + E with

Ne+E=0 and |(p—po, E+ Ho(po))|l < Miv/e.

Let (¢, 1,7, F)(t) = ®.'(0,p,t, E)(t). Then from (B.16)),

oo -

From item 1 we get

/t2 Lﬁ?ﬁ(@, 9, t)dt = /752 evf(t)LHes (gp, 1)8/(1)f\/z)7 7') dt

t1 t1

= [ ot () e o), S0 ) ety = Ve [ L, 52 i

T1 T1

Let 6(¢) be a lift of 6(t) to the universal cover and 3(t),7(t) be a lift of (o (t), 7(¢)).

Then - _
{;(f)(;)\/g] - B {esﬂ + const.
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Given any (¢, —a) € R" x R, we have

/t2 <LNE(9,é,t) —c-é—i—oz) dt

t1

= /ttz Ly (0, 0,t)dt — (¢ — po, —a + Hy(po)) - ((5(152) - 5(151), ty — 751))

Ve [Caar -yt | s |1 0] (B.25)

—a + Hy(po) to — 11

T1
2

— e [ Luedr — (Vet,—ea) - (3(r) — 3(m), (o — 71)/V/E)

& d d
:\/E/ (LHS—C-—¢+a) ((p,—(p,T)dT.
- € dr dr

We now prove Item 2. Suppose o« = ap_(¢), let (0,p,t, E)(t), t € [—o0,00) be
an orbit in the Mane set Ny_(c¢). Then there exists C, > 0 such that we have
Ip(t) — c|| < C*\/e, by Proposition [7.6] Since |lc — po| < Ms\/e/2, with M; large
enough, we have [|p(t) — po|| < M3+/€ for all ¢.

Moreover, using the fact that the orbit is semi-static, we have

T
- < / (Ly. —c-v+a)(0(t),0(t),t)dt < C.
0
From (B.25)), we get

7(T)
—Cg/ (Ly: —c-v+a)dr <C
(0)

for all 7" > 0. This implies & is Mane critical for ¢.

As a result, we obtain that a is Mane critical for Ly, —c-v implies & is Mane critical
for Lys — ¢-v. Moreover the converse is true by reversing the above computations.

Item 3. We apply to any one-sided minimizer of hy, (61, t1; 62, t2), and use
the localization of calibrated orbits.

Item 4. (B.25]) implies that an orbit (6, p,t, E)(t) is semi-static for Ly_. implies
(o, I, 7,F)=®.'(0,p,t, E) is a reparametrization of a semi-static orbit of Ly The
converse also holds. This implies the relation between Mane sets. The same applies
to Aubry sets. We note that the Mather set is precisely the support of all invariant
measures contained in the Aubry set, and therefore is also invariant. O]
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C Variational aspects of the slow mechanical sys-
tem

In this section we study the variational properties of the slow mechanical system
(e, 1) = K(I) = U(e),

with minU = U(0) = 0.

The main goal of this section is to derive some properties of the “channel”
Upgso £LF (A h), and information about the Aubry sets for ¢ € LFz(Afh). More
precisely, we prove Proposition and justify the picture Figure |5.1

e In section [C.1] we show that each LF5(AFh) is an segment parallel to h*.

e In section [C.2] we provide a characterization of the segment, and provide
information about the Aubry sets.

e In section [C.3] we provide a condition for the “width” of the channel to be
non-zero.

e In section , we discuss the limit of the set LFz(AFh) as E — 0 which
corresponds to the “bottom” of the channel.

We drop all supscripts “s” to simplify the notations. The results proved in this
section are mostly contained in [62] in some form. Here we reformulate some of them
for our purpose and also provide some different proofs.

C.1 Relation between the minimal geodesics and the Aubry
sets

Assume that H(p, I) satisfies the conditions [DR1"] — [DR3"| and [DR1¢] — [DR4°].
Then for £ # E;, 1 < j < N — 1, there exists a unique shortest geodesic v/ for
the metric gg in the homology h. For the bifurcation values £/ = Ej, there are two
shortest geodesics v£ and 4¥.

The function lg(h) denotes the length of the shortest gp—geodesic in homology
h. By Lemma the length function lg(h) is continuous and strictly increasing in
E > 0. It is easy to see that it is positive homogeneous (Ig(nh) = nlg(h), n € N) and
sub-additive (Ig(hy + ha) < lg(h1) + lg(h2)) in h.

Assume that the curves 7¥ are parametrized using the Maupertuis principle,
namely, it is the projection of the associated Hamiltonian orbit. Let T'(7¥) be the
period under this parametrization, and write A\(vF) = 1/(T(vF)).
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We pick another vector h € H,(T?, Z) such that h, h form a basis of H,(T?,Z) and
for the dual basis h*, h* in H'(T2?,R) we have (h,h*) = 0. We denote h* by h* to
emphasise the latter fact.

The main result of this section is:

Theorem C.1. 1. For £ = Ej,
LFsA(v) - h) = LFs(AA) - ).

As a consequence, write \E = \(vF), then the set LFz(A\ER) is well defined (the
definition is independent of the choice of ¥ ).

2. For each E > 0, there exists —oo < az(h) < af(h) < oo such that
LF(Nh) = lp(R)h* + [ag(h), aj(h)] h*.
Moreover, the set function [ag, ajg] 18 upper semi-continuous in E.

3. Foreachc € LF3(\Eh), E # E;, there is a unique c—minimal measure supported
E
on i .

4. For each c € £.7-"5()\fjh), there are two c—minimal measures supported on ’y,?j
and c.

5. For E > 0, assume that the torus T? is not completely foliated by shortest closed
gr—geodesics in the homology h, then af(h) — az(h) > 0 and the channel has
non-zero width.

Assume that 7 is a geodesic parametrized according to the Maupertuis principle.
First, we note the following useful relation.

Ly, )+ E=2(E+U®) = Vge(r,7), (C.1)

where L denote the associated Lagrangian.

According to [21], the minimal measures for L is in one-to-one correspondence
with the minimal measures of %gE(ga, v). On the other hand, any minimal measure
% gr with a rational rotation number is supported on closed geodesic. The following
lemma characterizes minimal measures supported on a closed geodesic.

Lemma C.1. 1. Assume that c € H'(T?* R) is such that ay(c) = E > 0. Then
for any h € H\(T? Z),
lg(h) — (c,h) > 0.
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2. Let 7y be a closed geodesic of gg, E > 0, with [y] = h € H\(T? Z). Let u be the
imvariant measure supported on the periodic orbit associated to v. Then given
c € HY(T? R) with ays(c) = E,

w is ¢ — minimal if and only if Ig(h) — (¢, h) = 0. (C.2)
3. Let ~y be a closed geodesic gg, E >0, with [y] = h € H{(T?,Z) and ags(c) = E.
Then v C Ags(c) if and only if (C.2) holds.

Proof. Let v be a closed geodesic of gg, E > 0, with [y] = h. Assume that with the
Maupertuis parametrization, the periodic of v is T". Let u be the associated invariant
measure, then p(u) = h/T. Assume that a(c) = E, by definition, we have

/h@+E2ﬁ@ﬂU+M@z@ﬂﬂW
By,wehave
/Ldu—l—E——/ (L+ E)(dy) = /\/ (dvy) = lg(y

Combine the two expressions, we have lg(7y) — (¢,h) > 0. By choosing v such that
lg(v) = lg(h), statement 1 follows.

To prove statement 2, notice that if p is c—minimal, then a(c) = E and the
equality

/um+E:@mﬂv

holds. Equality follows from the same calculation as statement 1.

For E > 0, v C Ags(c) if an only if v is a minimal measure. Hence we only need
to prove statement 3 for £ = 0. In this case, v can be parametrized as a homoclinic
orbit. v C Agys(c) if and only if

[%@—cm+a@xmo:0

Since
[%@—cw+a@xmw3[7L+mww—@mwﬂmm—@m»
the statement follows. ]
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Proof of Theorem item 1-4. By Lemma [C.T] if there are two shortest geodesics
vE and 4F for gg, for any c, the invariant measure supported on 7 is c— minimal if
and only if the measure on 47 is c—minimal. This implies statement 1.
Statement 2 follows from the fact that LFs(\fh) is a closed convex set, and (C.2).
Statement 3 and 4 follows directly from Lemma [C.I] Item 5 is proved in Proposi-
tion [C.7 O

We also record the following consequence of Theorem 4.1.

Lemma C.2. The period Tg := T(vF) and action IF as functions of E are strictly
monotone for £ > 0.

Proof. Let 4¥ be a minimal geodesic of g, then for any £ < E we have

L (h) < / NI / Jos(E) = Ls(h),

therefore (g (h) is strictly monotone.
To prove strict monotonicity of T application of Theorem part 2 gives

LFs(h/Tg)-h=17h*-h,
where h* - h > 0. Since LF3(h/TE) are distinct for different E, Ty # T for E # E',

proving strict monotonicity. O

C.2 Characterization of the channel and the Aubry sets
In this section we provide a precise characterization of the set

LFs(N;h) = lp(h) h* + ag(h), af(h)] b
For each E > 0, define

dz(h) = £ inf (Ig(nh £ h) — lg(nh)),

n——aoo

where h, h is a basis in Hy(T? R) and the dual of h satisfies (h*, h) = 0 so we denote
it ht. Note that the sequence lg(nh £ h) — lg(nh) is decreasing, so the infimum
coincides with the limit. We will omit dependence on h when it is not important.

Lemma C.3. The function d5(h) is continuous in E > 0.
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Proof. From the sub-linearity of lg(h), we get,

as a result, the family [z(nh & h) — lg(nh) as a function of E € [E}, Ey] C (0,00) is
equi-continuous and equi-bounded. Then there exists a subsequence such that

lim Ip(nh £ h) — lp(nh) = di(h)

n—-ao0
uniformly. This implies d},(h) is continuous. The same argument works for d(h). O

Proposition C.4. For each E > 0, we have
d(h) = ag(h).

Proof. We first show
d5(h) < ag(h) < az(h) < di(h).

Omit dependence on h. Denote ¢t = Ig(h)h*+akLh*, by definition, [g(h) — (¢*, h) = 0.
By Lemma [C.I] statement 1, for n € N,

0 <lg(nh+h) —(c",nh+ h) = lg(nh + h) — nlg(h) — (c" h)
= lg(nh+ h) — nlg(h) — at.

Take infimum in n, we have df — a}; > 0. Perform the same calculation with nh + h
replaced by nh — h, we obtain 0 < lg(nh — h) — nig(h) + aj, hence az — dy > 0.
We now prove the opposite direction. Take any ¢ € lg(h)h* + [dy, df|h*, we first
show that a(c) = E.
Take p € Qh + Qh, then any invariant measure p with rotation number p is
supported on some [y] = mih + myh with my, my € Z. Let T denote the period, by

Lemma below,
B(p) + E = lg(mih +mah) /T > (¢, mih + myh) /T = (c, p).

Since f is continuous, we have a(c) = sup(c, p) — 5(p) < E, where the supremum is
taken over all rational p’s. Since the equality is achieved at p = h, we conclude that
a(c) = E.

By Lemma , statement 2, the measure supported on 7 is c—minimal, and
hence ¢ € LFg(M\h). O

Recall h, h form a basis in H;(T?,7Z) and the dual of h is perpendicular to h and
denoted by ht.
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Lemma C.5. For any c € lg(h) h* + [dg, dE| h* and my, ms € Z, we have
lg(mih + mah) — (c,mih + mah) > 0.
Moreover, if ¢ € lg(h)h* + (dg, d5)h* and my,my # 0, there exists a > 0 such that
lg(mih + mah) — (¢, mh + myh) > a > 0.

Proof. The inequality for m; = 0 or msy = 0 follows from positive homogeneity of [g.
We now assume my, my.
If ms > 0, for a sufficiently large n € N, have

lg(mih + moh) — (c,mih + maoh)

= lg(mih + moh) + lg((nmy — my)h) — (¢, nmah + moh)

> lg(ma(nh + h)) — (¢, ma(nh + h) = my(lg(nh + h) — (c,nh + h))
> lp(nh+ h) — {c,nh + h).

Since

lg(nh + h) — (c,nh + h) = lg(nh + h) — nlg(h) — {(c, h),
for ¢ € lg(h)h* + (dg, d5)h?*, then there exists a > 0 such that for sufficiently large n,

lim lg(nh+ h) —nlg(h) — (c,h) > a.

n—-oo

For my < 0, we replace the term (nmy — my)h with (—nms — mq)h in the above
calculation. n

We have the following characterization of the Aubry sets for the cohomologies
contained in the channel.

Proposition C.6. For any E > 0 and ¢ € lg(h)h* + (dg, d5)h*, we have
Aps(c) = %}5
if E is not a bifurcation value and
Aps(c) = W U3y
if B is a bifurcation value.

Proof. We first consider the case when FE is not a bifurcation value. Since 7¥ is
the unique closed shortest geodesic, if Ags(c) 2 7, it must contain an infinite
orbit y*. Moreover, as £ supports the unique minimal measure, the orbit 4" must
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be biasumptotic to 7. As a consequence, there exists T,,7T! — oo such that
yH(=T,) — v (T}) — 0. By closing this orbit using a geodesic, we obtain a closed
piece-wise geodesic curve v,. Moreover, since v© has no self-intersection, we can
arrange it such that v, also have no self-intersection. We have

/ (L —c v+ a(e)(d) = / (L + B)(da) — (e, Iial) = L) — (e ).

By the definition of the Aubry set, and take limit as n — oo, we have
lim 1p(yn) — (¢, [1a]) = 0.
n—>aoo

Since 7, has no self intersection, we have [y,] is irreducible. However, this contradicts
to the strict inequality obtained in Lemma [C.5

We now consider the case when E is a bifurcation value, and there are two shortest
geodesics vF and 4F. Assume by contradiction that Ags(c) 2 v U#¥. For mechanical
systems on T2, the Aubry set satisfies an ordering property. As a consequence, there
must exist two infinite orbits 7, and ~; contained in the Aubry set, where ~; is forward
asymptotic to vZ and backward asymptotic to 47, and 75 is forward asymptotic to
7E and backward asymptotic to vZ. Then there exists T},, T/, Sy, S/, — oo such that

NWA(T,) =73 (=), 72 (S) =W (=Tn) — 0

as n — oco. The curves v{,, 7¥, 7F are all disjoint on T?. Similar to the previous
case, we can construct a piecewise geodesic, non-self-intersecting closed curve =, with

lim [ (L—c- v+ a(e))(dy,) =0.

n——oo

This, however, lead to a contradiction for the same reason as the first case. O]

C.3 The width of the channel

We show that under our assumptions, the “width” of the channel
a5 (h) — di(h) = inf (Ip(nh -+ B) — Ip(nh)) + inf (ls(nh — F) — Lp(nh)),

is non-zero.
The following statement is a small modification of a theorem of Mather (see [62]),
we provide a proof using our language.

Proposition C.7. For E > 0, assume that the torus T? is not completely foliated by
shortest closed gg—geodesics in the homology h. Then

dE(h) — dg(h) > 0.
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Remark C.1. This is the last item of Theorem [C.1l

Proof. Let M denote the union of all shortest closed gg—geodesics in the homology
h. We will show that M # T? implies d},(h) — d(h) > 0. Omit h dependence. For
n € N, denote

dn, = (Ig(nh + h) — lg(nh)) + (Ig(nh — h) — lg(nh)).

Assume by contradiction that inf d,, = limd,, > 0.

Let 79 be a shortest geodesic in homology h. We denote 7y its lift to the universal
cover, and use “<;” to denote the order on 7y defined by the flow. Let v, and 7, be
shortest curves in the homology nh + h and nh — h respectively, and let 7} and 75 be
their periods. 7; depends on n but we will not write it down explicitly.

Let 7;, i = 0,1,2 denote a lift of ~; to the universal cover. Using the standard
curve shortening lemma in Riemmanian geometry, it’s easy to see that 7; and 7; may
intersect at most once. Let a € 79 N~ and lift it to the universal cover without
changing its name. Let b € vy N 7., and we choose a lift in 5 by the largest element
such that b < a. We now choose the lifts ; of ;, i = 1,2, by the relations 7,(0) = a
and 7»(T3) = b.

We have for 1 < k < 2n, 3o(Ty) + kh > 7,(0) and

Y2(0) + kh = b — (nh — h) + kh <5, a +nh + h =3, (Ty).
As a consequence, V5 + kh and 77 has a unique intersection. Let
= 2+ kh)N71, ZTpr =Y+ kh)N (31— h).

We have x, is in increasing order on 7; and Ty is in decreasing order after projection
to 72 (see Figure|C.1)) . Define

Vi = (2 + kh)|[Zr, vk] * 1 |[Tk, Thoia],

and let v} be its projection to T?. We have [y;] = h and

> le(n) = le(n) +Le(y).

Using lg(vx) > (p(h) and Ip(n1) + (p(72) < 2nlg(h) + d,, we obtain

Any connected component in the completement of M is diffeomorphic to an
annulus. Pick one such annulus, and let b > 0 denote the distance between its
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Figure C.1: Proof of Proposition [C.7] green curves are 4;’s

boundaries. Since 7; intersects each boundary once, there exists a point y, € 11
such that d(y,, M) = b/2. Since 1 C |J,, ) there exists some ~; containing y,,. By
taking a subsequence if necessary, we may assume y, — vy, ¢ M. Using the above
discussion, we have

y=€7,[v]=h n

Taking limits, we conclude that there exists a rectifiable curve -, containing y, with
lg(v«) = lg(h), hence 7, is a shortest curve. But y. ¢ M, leading to a contradiction.
O

Proposition [C.7] clearly applies to the slow system as there are either one or two
shortest geodesics.

C.4 The case £ =0
We now extend the earlier discussions to the case E'= (. While the functions at is
not defined at £ = 0, the functions d§ is well defined at £ = 0. Recall h, h form a

basis in H;(T?,7Z) and the dual of h is perpendicular to h and denoted by ht.

Proposition C.8. The properties of the channel and the Aubry sets depends on the
type of homology h.

1. Assume h is simple and critical.
(a) dg (h) —dy (h) >
(b) lo(h)h* + [dg (R ) ( )| C LF(0).
h* +

(c) For c € lo(h) h* + [dy (h),d (h)] ht, we have v) C Ags(c);
For c € lo(h)h* + (dy (h),d$ (h)) ht, we have ) = Ags(c).
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2. Assume h is simple and non-critical.

() df () — d5 (h) > 0.

(b) lo(h)h* + [dg (h), dg (h)] i € LF5(0).

(c) For c € lo(h)h* + [dy (h),dg (h)] h*, we have 42 U {0} C Ags(c);
For c € lo(h)h* + (dy (h), df (h))ht, we have v) U {0} = Ags(c).

(d) The functions dz(h) is right-continuous at E = 0.

3. Assume h is non-simple and h = nihy + noho, with hq, hy simple.

(a) df(h) = dy (h). Moreover, let ¢*(h) = lg(hi)h} + lp(ho)hs, where (h%, h3)
is the dual basis to (hy, hy), then

¢ = lg(h)h* + d3 (h)h*,

where h' is a unit vector perpendicular to h.

(b) vh, U, = Ans(c).
(¢) dt(hy) —dy (h1) > 0 with

Before proving Proposition we first explain how the proof of Proposition
can be adapted to work even for £ = 0.

Lemma C.9. Assume that there is a unique go—shortest geodesic in the homology h.
Then
di(h) —dy (h) > 0.

Proof. We will try to adapt the proof of Proposition [C.7] Let 7o, 71 and 72 be shortest
geodesics in homologies h, nh + h and nh — h, respectively. We choose an arbitrary
parametrization for 4; on [0,7]. Note that the parametrization is only continuous in
general.

The proof of Proposition relies only on the property that lifted shortest
geodesics intersects at most once. For E/ = 0, we will rely on a weaker property.

Let 7; be the lifts to the universal cover R?. The degenerate point {0} lifts to the
integer lattice Z2. Since ¢y is a Riemannian metric away from the integers, using the
shortening argument, we have: if +; intersect v; at more than one point, then either
the intersections occur only at integer points, or the two curve coincide on a segment
with integer end points.

Let ag € 7o Ny and let ¥y and ~; be lifts with 5(0) = 71(0) = ag. If a ¢ Z?,
then it is the only intersection between the two curves. If ay € Z?, we define af)
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to be the largest intersection between y|[0,7") and 7; according to the order on 7.
ag, is necessarily an integer point, and since a; € 7o, there exists n; < n such that
ag, — ag = noh. Moreover, using the fact that 7, is minimizing, we have

lo(Yollao, ag]) = lo(71|[ao, ag))-

We now apply a similar argument to Fo + h and ;. Let a; = 5o(T) + h = 7, (T) and
let @} be the smallest intersection between 7|(0, 7] and ;. Then there exists n; € N,
ng + ny < n, such that a; — a} = nyh. Moreover,

lo((Fo + )l[ay, a1]) = lo(Fllaf, ar)).

Let 71 = 31/[ay, @}] and 71 be its projection. We have [n] = (n—ng—mny)h+h =: mih+h,
and
lo(Th) - mllo(h) = lo(’}/l) — nl()(h)

The curve 7, has the property that it intersects o only once. Apply the same argument
to v, we obtain a curve ny with [1y] = meh — h, and

lo(n2) — malo(h) = lo(y2) — nlo(h).

To proceed as in the proof of Proposition [C.7] we show that if 7, and 7j, are lifts
of m; and 7, with the property that

m(0),72(T) € {Fo()},  (T),72(0) € {Fo(t) + h},

then 77 and 1), intersects only once. Indeed, there are no integer points between 7
and 7y + h.
We have
10(771) — mllg(h> + lo(T]Q) — mglo(h> = dn,

where d,, is as defined in Proposition [C.7 Assume inf d,, = 0, proceed as in the proof
of Proposition , we obtain curves [y;] = h, positive distance away from =y, such
that

lo(h) < lo(k) < lo(h) + dy

This leads to a contradiction. O

Proof of Proposition[C.8 Case 1, h is simple and critical.

(a) This follows from Lemma [C.9]

(b) We note that Lemma depends only on positive homogeinity and sub-
additivity of [g(h), and hence applies even when E = 0. We obtain for ¢ € lo(h)h* +
g (), dif ()]

lo(') — (¢, h') > 0,VK € H,(T? Z%).
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Since lg(h) is strictly increasing, we obtain lg(h') — (¢,h') > 0 for E > 0. By
Lemma there are no c—minimal measures with energy £/ > 0. As a consequence,
a(c) = 0. Since {0} is a c—minimal measure with rotation number 0, we conclude
lo(h)h* + [dg (), dg (R)]h* € LF5(0).

(¢) Since we proved a(c) = 0, the first conclusion follows from Lemma [C.1] For
the second conclusion, we verify that the proof of Proposition for non-bifurcation
val applies to this case.

(d) The set function [dy(h),dy(h)] is upper semi-continuous at F = 0 from the
right, by definition We will show that it is continuous. Assume by contradiction that

[liminf d5(h), limsup dL(h)] € [dy (h), d§ (h)].

E—0+ E—0+ .
Then there exists ¢ € lo(h)h* + (dg (h),d} (h))h* and
c(B) ¢ lp(h)h* + [dg(h), d5(h)|h*

such that ¢(F) — c¢. By part (c), the Aubry set Ags(c) supports a unique minimal
measure. By Proposition [7.3] the Aubry set is upper semi-continuous in ¢. Hence
any limit point of Ag:(c(E)) as E — 0 is in Apgs(c). This implies that Ag:(c(E))
approaches £ as E — 0. Since 7 is the unique closed geodesic in a neighbourhood
of itself, we conclude that A (c(E)) = vE for sufficiently small E. But this contradicts
with ¢(E) & lg(h)h* + [dg(h), dE(R)]ht

Case 2, h is simple and non-critical.

(a) This follows from Lemma [C.9}

(b) The proof is identical to case 1.

(c) For the first conclusion, we can directly verify that 79 C Ags(c) and {0} C
Aps(c). For the second conclusion, we note that proof of Proposition for bifurcation
values applies to this case.

Case 3, h is non-simple with h = nihy 4+ nahs.

(a) Assume that h = myhy + mohs for some my, my € Z. For sufficiently large
n € N, we have nh &+ h € Nhy + Nhy. As a consequence,

lo(nh £ h) — ly(nh)
= (nm + ml)lo(hl) + (TLTLQ + mg)lo(hg) - (nnllo(hl) + nnglo(hg))
= imllo(hl) + m2l0<h2>.

We obtain df (h) — dy (h) = 0 by definition.

We check directly that
lo(h) — {c",h) = 0.
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Since lo(h)h* + dy (h)h*t = lo(h)h* + d (h)h* is the unique ¢ with this property. The
second claim follows.

(b) We note that any connected component of the complement to 'y,?l U 722 is
contractible. If Agys(c) has other components, the only possibility is a contractible
orbit bi-asymp to {0}. However, such an orbit can never be minimal, as the fixed
point {0} has smaller action.

(c) The statement df (hy) — dy (hy) > 0 follows from part 1(a). for the second
claim, we compute

d[—)i_(hl) = H%f lo(nh1 + h2) — lo(nhg) = lo(hg)

and the claim follows. O]
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D Notations
We provide a list of notations for the reader’s convenience.

D.1 Formulation of the main result

(0,p,t) A point in the phase space T? x R? x T.
o The Hamiltonian flow for an non-autonomous Hamiltonian.
L, The Hamiltonian flow for an autonomous Hamiltonian.
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H.= Hy+ eH,
D

Z8 = 2\ {(0,0,1)}Z
k= (k' k2 k%)
Sk

Iy

S’ﬁ,kz

S’!’

P

K ={(kT%)}
U=U(P)

ué\R(kl? Fkl)

UDR(kla k2>
V= V(?/l, 60)
K5 (ky, Thyy A)

B,
Vo Vo

Nearly integrable system.

A fixed constant controlling the norm and convexity of H.
Set of integer vectors defining a resonance relation.
Resonance vectors, contained in Z3.

Single resonance surface in the action space given by k € Z3.
Singe resonance segment, a closed segment contained in Sj.
Double resonance point in the action space given by ky, ks €
73,

The unit sphere of the C" functions.

Diffusion path consisting of segments of single resonance
segments.

Collection of resonances and resonance segments making up
a diffusion path.

An open and dense set in §” defining the “non-degenerate
perturbations” relative to a diffusion path.

Set of H; € & satistying the quantitative non-resonance
conditions [SR1,] — [SR3,] relative to the resonant segment
(klv Fk1 )

Set of Hy € §" satisfying the non-degeneracy conditions
[DR1"] — [DR3"] and [DR1¢] — [DR49).

A “cusp” set of perturbations, equal to {eH; : H; € U, 0 <
€< 60(H1>}.

Set of strong additional resonances relative to the resonance
segment [y, for an perturbation Hy € Udx(k1, T,).

Ball in Euclidean space R".

Ball in the functional space C". When supscript is not
indicated, then stands for C" where r is from the main
theorem.

D.2 Weak KAM and Mather theory

w=w(H)

T, = R/(wZ)
H = H(D)

L=1Lyg

LH,C
Ap(z,s,9,t)
ap(c),ar(c)

The period of a time periodic Hamiltonian, i.e. H(#,p,t +
w) = H(0,p,t).

Torus with period w.

A family of Hamiltonians satisfying uniform conditions de-
pending on the parameter D > 1.

The Lagrangian of H.

The “penalized” Lagrangian Ly (6, v,t) — c- v.

The minimal action for the Lagrangian Ly .

Mather’s alpha function.
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Bu(p), Brp)
huo(z,s,y,t)
th,c(ma y)
dic(z,s,y,t)

T u(x)

Otu(x)

gc,w7 w = w(97t)

I(c,w)

M (e), Ag(c), Nu(c)

MY (c), A (c), N (c)
S(H,¢)

chkc

c-

Mather’s beta function.

The time dependent Peierl’s barrier function.

The discrete Peierl’s barrier function, equal to hy .(z,0,y,0).
Mather’s semi-distance

Lax-Oleinik semi-group defined on T".

The supergradient of a semi-concave function at x.

The time-dependent pseudograph as a subset of T" x R™ x R,
or T" x R™ x T.

The maximum invariant set contained in the psudograph
gc,w'

The continuous (Hamiltonian) Mather, Aubry and Mane set,
defined on T" x R"™ x T (.

The discrete (Hamiltonian) Mather, Aubry and Mane set,
defined on T" x R"™, invariant under the map ¢y = ¢§(H).
A static class of the Aubry set ./ZH(C)

The forcing relation.

The forcing equivalence relation.

D.3 Single resonance

[Hilk, The average of H; relative to the resonance k.

(H1)ky ko The average of H; relative to the double resoannce ki, ks.

D, The averaging coordinate change at single resonance.

N, Normal form under the coordinate change. Same notation
is used at double resonance.

Z1, (6°,p,t) The resonant component of H; relative to the resonance k.

R(0,p,t) The remainder in the single resonance normal form.

,CSt(klarkm K)

Set of strong additional resonance ks intersecting ['y, with

norm at most K, plus any resonances in the diffusion path
that intersect 'y, .

Fflp‘ The punctured resonance segment after removing O(y/e)
neighborhoods of strong double resonances.

|- ller The rescaled C™ norm where the derivatives in the action
variable are rescaled by +/e.

T, The period of the rational vector (w,1) € R3.

B e SL(3,7Z) An integer matrix defining the linear coordinate change

relative to a double resonance ki, k».
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(6°,07, p*,p’ t)

(%, P*)(67, p! 1)

The coordinate at single resonance after taking a linear
coordinate change. The resonance becomes (1,0,0) - (w,1) =
0 in this coordinate.

Normally hyperbolic invariant cylinder for the single resonant
normal form, parametrized using the (7, p,t) variables.

D.4 Double resonance

K(I)
Ulp)

gE
h

v
ny

QDT(J)C’ i>j S {+a _}
(I)glob

cn(E)

L'y,

)

ot

o7

*
7 s

DR
k1,k2

The averaging coordinate change at double resonance.

The normal form at double resonance.

The linear coordinate change corresponding to the double
resonance ki, ko.

The kinetic energy of the slow mechanical system.

The potential function of the slow mechanical system.

The Jacobi metric at energy E of the slow mechanical system.
A homology class in H'(T?,Z).

Shortest curves of the Jacobi metric in homology class h.
The Hamiltonian periodic orbit corresponding to the geodesic
o

Local maps near the saddle fixed point of H®.

Global map along a homoclinic orbit n of H?.

Curve of cohomologies chosen in the channel of A.

Choice of cohomologies along the homology h.

In the non-simple case, choice of cohomology curve above
energy e.

In the non-simple case, choice of cohomology along the
adjacent simple homology h;.

The relation between cohomology class and alpha function
after the coordinate change & .

The relation between the cohomology classes for the coor-
dinate change ®;. Depends on the alpha function of the
system H?.

The choice of cohomology classes at a double resonance
k?l, kg.
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