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Abstract

It is conjectured that the only integrable metrics on the two-dimensional torus are
Liouville metrics. In this paper, we study a deformative version of this conjecture: We
consider integrable deformations of a non-flat Liouville metric in a conformal class and
show that for a fairly large class of such deformations the deformed metric is again
Liouville. Since our method of proof immediately carries over to higher dimensional
tori, we obtain analogous statements in this more general case. In order to put our
results in perspective, we review existing results about integrable metrics on the torus.
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1 Introduction

Let T? = R?/Z? be the two-dimensional torus being equipped with a C?-smooth global
Liouville metric g, i.e. having line element

ds® = (fi(z") + fo(2?)) ((dz")? + (dz?)?), (1.1)

where (21, 2%) € T? are the standard periodic coordinates and fi, fo € C*(T) are positive
Morse functionﬂ or positive constants and thus ‘non-degenerate’. The corresponding geodesic
flow (see Section is well known to be integrable and a longstanding folklore conjecture
says that Liouville metrics are the only integrable metrics on T?. We emphasize that, in this
context, integrability always allows for singularities in the foliation of the phase space of the
naturally associated Hamiltonian system, which is made precise in Definition below.
Although the validity of the folklore conjecture appeared conceivable for a long time, there
is strong indication for it being false in its very general form, as shown in [35], where the
authors constructed a counterexample which is locally integrable in a p-cone in the cotangent
bundle. However, certain suitably weakened conjectures are still believed to be true, which
is supported by a variety of partial results obtained in this direction, starting from classical
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ones by Dini [42], Darboux [36], and Birkhoff [22] and further developed in [12] [60} 64]. In
particular, several works by Bialy, Mironov [14, [I7, 19, [I8], Denisova, Kozlov, Treshchev
[38, 139, 40, (70, 4], Mironov [79], and others [12] [64, [3], 8]], strongly indicate the validity of
the following (yet unproven) Conjectureﬂ Every polynomially integrable metric g on T? is of
Liouwille type. We refer to Section |3| for details.

In this paper, we are concerned with a perturbative version of the folklore conjecture: Let
(9c)je|<s, for some small g > 0 be a family of perturbations of g = gy in the same conformal
clas{’| having line-element

ds? = (fi(a") + fola?) + eA(@,2%) ((dz')? + (da?)?) (1.2)

where A\ € C?(T?) is assumed to be a Morse function (or constant) and have an absolutely
convergent Fourier series. We will assume that the perturbed family g. remains integrable,
meaning that there are two independent C?-smooth first integrals and outside of a hyper-
surface the phase space is foliated by invariant tori. In particular, this means that the
deformation preserves sufficiently many rational invariant tori. Then we obtain that A is
necessarily separable in a sum of two single-valued functions, i.e.

Mzt 2?) = M (zh) + A (2?)

for some A\j, Ay € C*(T). Therefore, our main results formulated (somewhat informally)
below assert the following:

The class of Liouville metrics is deformationally rigid under a fairly wide class
of integrable conformal perturbations.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first instance of a rigidity result for (not necessarily
analytically) integrable dynamical systems allowing for singularities in the invariant foliation

of the unperturbed system. The precise statements of our main results are given in Theorem I
Theorem [ and Theorem [II] in Section 2.

Main Results. Let g be a non-degenerate Liouville metric on T? as in (1.1) and assume
that the family (ge)c|<=, of perturbations defined in (1.2) remains integrable. Then we have
the following:

(i) In case that fi, fo = const., then X is separable.
(ii) In case that fi = const., X is a trigonometric polynomial in x* and the relative difference
between fo and its mean value is small, then X\ is separable.
If, additionally, fs is analytic, we have that X\ is separable, irrespective of the size py of
the fluctuations of fo (but only for s outside of an exceptional (Lebesgue) null-set).
(iii) In general, if X is a trigonometric polynomial and the relative differences between fi, fo
and their mean values are small, then X\ is separable.

If, additionally, f; is analytic (for one or both i = 1,2), we have that X is separable,
irrespective of the size u; of the fluctuations of f; (outside of an exceptional null-set).

2See 30, 29] for recent surveys on open problems and questions concerning geodesics and integrability of
finite-dimensional systems.
3Note that on the torus there exist global isothermal coordinates [26, Chapter 11].



It is straightforward to generalize our results to higher dimensional tori T¢ = R%/Z.
In order to ease notation and make the presentation clearer, we only mention it here and
postpone a more detailed discussion to Appendix [A]

Remark 1.1. (Generalization to higher dimensions)
Analogously to ((1.1]), let T be equipped with a C%-smooth global Liouville metric g having
line element

ds* = (fi(z") + ...+ fa(z?) ((dz")* +... + (dz?)?), (1.3)

where x = (2!, ...,2¢) € T¢ are standard periodic coordinates and f; € C?(T) for 1 <i < d
are positive Morse functions or constants. Again, it is easy to see that the geodesic flow
is integrable. Just as in ([1.2]), we now perturb in the same conformal class by some
A € C?(T?) having an absolutely convergent Fourier series.

Under the assumption that the family of perturbed metrics (g.)|c|<<, remains integrable,
we have the following (somewhat informal) rigidity result:

Let f; = const. for the first 0 < dgay < d indices, and f; be analytic for the last 0 < daniyy <
d — dga; indices. Then, if \ is a trigonometric polynomial in x* for k € {dga + 1,...,d }, and
the relatwe differences between fag., 11, fd—du,. and their mean values are small, we have
that X\ is separable, irrespective of size ji; of the fluctuations of f; (outside of a null-set).

This results unifies and generalizes the three separate statements given above. A precise
formulation is given in Theorem [[V]in Appendix [A]l

The present paper is not the first study on rigidity of important integrable systems: In
[11,61], Avila-Kaloshin-de Simoi and Kaloshin-Sorrentino recently solved both, a deformative
and a perturbative version of the famous Birkhoff conjecture concerning integrable billiards in
two dimensions. In a nutshell, their result says that a strictly convexr domain with integrable
billiard dynamics sufficiently close to an ellipse is necessarily an ellipse. This can be viewed
as an analogue of the perturbative version of the folklore conjecture formulated above [62].
More precisely, our main results concerning general f; € C?(T) are similar — in spirit — to the
deformational rigidity for ellipses of small eccentricity (cf. the functions fi, f2 in having
small fluctuations), which has been shown first in [11], later extended by Huang-Kaloshin-
Sorrentino [59] to a local notion of integrability and finally improved in [65]. The overall
strategy pursued in [IT], 61 [59] also inspired the arguments employed in the present paper.

In a more recent work, Arnaud-Massetti-Sorrentino [5] (replacing the earlier preprint
[74]) studied the rigidity of integrable symplectic twist maps on the 2d-dimensional annulus
T¢ x R4, More precisely, they consider one-parameter families (f.).cr of symplectic twist
maps f.(z,p) = fo(x,p+eVG(x)) and prove two main rigidity results: First, in the analytic
category for fy and the perturbation G, if a single rational invariant Lagrangian graph of f.
exists for infinitely many values of € (e.g. an interval around zero), then G must necessarily be
constant. Second, if fy is analytic and completely integrable (i.e. not plagued with singularities
in the invariant foliation of the phase space, see [16, [87]), G is of class C?, and sufficiently
(infinitely) many rational invariant Lagrangian graphs of f. persist for small ¢ # 0, then
G must necessarily be constant. Note that in this second result, the entire phase space is
foliated by invariant tori, and the perturbation solely depends on the angle variables of the

dynamical system. In this sense, Theorem ] can — morally — be viewed as a special case of the
second result in [5] (see also [74, Theorem 2]), but Theorem [[I| and Theorem [I1I| generalize
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this statement to more general functional dependencies of the perturbation. Apart from
this, our general results (i.e. those not concerning analytic functions f;) do not require any
regularity beyond the standard C?.

As mentioned above, by assuming that the family of metrics (g.)|c<, remains integrable,
we mean that, in particular, sufficiently many rational invariant tori in an isoenergy manifold
of the Hamiltonians associated to the metric by the Maupertuis principle (see Section
are preserved. This will be made precise in Assumption below. As we will show, the
preservation of an (n,m)-rational invariant torus ‘annihilates’ the Fourier coefficients A, x,
with indices (ki, k2) € {(n,m)}+ of

)\(l’, y) = Z )\k1,k262ﬂi(klx+k2y) )
(kl,kg)EZ2

or of the corresponding perturbing mechanical potential, denoted by U later on. We already
noted that, contrary to items (ii) and (iii), the unperturbed metric in our first result is
guaranteed to be completely integrable. Moreover, the perturbation A\ depends solely on
the angular but not the action coordinates of the unperturbed problem (see Theorem |1.6)).
Although the analog of this result for symplectic twist maps in this peculiar setting has
already been shown in [5 [74] by methods similar to ours, we reprove it by pursuing an only
slightly different but original strategy, which is suitable for certain inevitable modifications
for the proofs of the more general statements under item (ii) and (iii). These two cases
(corresponding to surfaces of revolution and general Liouville metrics, see Section |3) build
on perturbative estimates for (possibly infinitely many) systems of linear equations for the
Fourier coefficients. These are obtained from the first order term of an expansion in e,
somewhat similar to the (subharmonic) Melnikov potential in the Poincare-Melnikov method
[56, B9, ©]. Establishing this expansion as well as proving that the resulting systems of linear
equations are of full rank requires perturbative estimates on action-angle coordinates and
certain basic objects from weak KAM theory [86]. Finally, the extension of our results for
analytic functions f; beyond the perturbative regime are proven by exploiting the analytic
dependence of the linear system on the size p; of the fluctuations of f; (see Appendix [C]).

In the remainder of this introduction, we recall basic notions in geometry and dynamical
systems, which are frequently used in this paper, and introduce the problem of classifying
integrable metrics on Riemannian manifolds, in particular the torus T2, as formulated in
Questions and below. The experienced reader can skip these parts in their entirety.
In Section [2] we formulate our main results in Theorem [[ [T, and [[TI} In Section [3] we present
related existing results and known partial answers on the classification problem for integrable
metrics on the torus T? (a few of which have already been mentioned above) in order to put
our results into context. In Section [4] we give the proofs of our main results, and, finally,
comment on possible generalizations, different approaches and a list of open problems in
Section [5} As already mentioned above, the precise formulation of our result for higher
dimensions is given in Theorem [[V] in Appendix [A] A fundamental perturbation theoretic
lemma on action-angle coordinates, a concise study on important analyticity properties of
these, and a brief overview of the relevant aspects of weak KAM theory are presented in
three further appendices.



1.1 Geodesic flow on Riemannian manifolds

Let (M, g) be a (compact) C?-smooth n-dimensional connected Riemannian manifold without
boundary equipped with the Riemannian metric g = (g;;(x));;. Geodesics of the given metric
g are defined as smooth parameterized curves (t) = (z*(¢),...,2"(t)) that are solutions to
the system of differential equations

V=0, (1.4)

where 7 = dﬁ- denotes the velocity vector of the curve v, and V is the covariant derivative
operator related to the Levi-Civita connection associated with the metric g.

It is well known that for every point x € M and for every tangent vector v € T, M there
exists a unique geodesic v with v(0) = z and 4(0) = v, which allows to define the geodesic
flow as a local R-action on the tangent bundle T'M via

Rot— W (V)=9y(t) e TM,

where 7y denotes the geodesic with initial data 4y (0) =V € TM.

The geodesic equation can also be viewed as a Hamiltonian system on the cotangent
bundle T*M, and the geodesics v themselves can be regarded as projections of trajectories
of the Hamiltonian system onto M. Therefore, let x and p be natural coordinates on the
cotangent bundle T*M, where x = (z',...,2") are the coordinates of a point in M (position
space), and p = (p1,...,p,) are the coordinates of a covector from the cotangent space T M
(momentum space) in the basis dz', ... dz". Let w = dz A dp on T*M denote the standard

symplectic structure and define the Hamiltonian function H € C*(T*M) as
1 1,
H(z,p) =5 Y ¢ (0)pip; = 5lply- (1.5)
ij

The related Hamiltonian vector field Xy, defined via w(Xg,-) = dH, governs the associated
Hamiltonian flow ®;% as a local R-action on the cotangent bundle T*M. A trajectory
(x(t),p(t)) is an integral curve for the Hamiltonian vector field, if and only if the Hamiltonian
system of differential equations
b= -2
- .

)
xr =
op;

written in local coordinates, is satisfied. The Hamiltonian flow is also called a cogeodesic flow
for this special case of a Hamiltonian function (1.5, and the geodesic flow and the cogeodesic
flow are equivalent in the following sense.

Proposition 1.2. (Geodesic flow and cogeodesic flow, Prop. 11.1 in [20])

(a) If (z(t),p(t)) is an integral curve for Xy on T*M, then the curve z(t) in M is a geodesic
and its velocity vector (t) satisfies i'(t) = >, " (x)p;(t).

(b) Conversely, if x(t) is a geodesic in M, then the trajectory (x(t),p(t)), where p;(t) =
g7 (1), is an integral curve for Xy on T*M.
g JU



1.2 Integrable Hamiltonian systems

It is natural to ask for a classification of Riemannian manifolds (M, g), for which the geodesic
equations can be solved explicitly. In the language of integrability of Hamiltonian sys-
tems and using the equivalence between geodesic flow and cogeodesic flow from Proposi-
tion [1.2, we can formulate the following questions:

(Q1) On which manifolds exist Riemannian metrics whose (co-)geodesic flow is integrable?

(Q2) Given such a manifold, how to characterize the class of metrics with integrable geodesic
flow?

Clearly, the answers and their complexity hinge on the notion of integrability for the Hamil-
tonian system (see Section . In this paper we will be concerned with the standard notion,
that is Liouville integrability, which we recall for the readers convenience.

Definition 1.3. The geodesic flow on (M, g) is called Liouville integrable, if there exist n
functions F, ..., F;,, € C*(T*M) (called first integrals), that are

(i) functionally independent on T*M, i.e. the vector fields Xp, (z,p), ..., Xg, (z, p) are linear
independent in T, ) (7% M) for all (z,p) € M C T*M, where M is some open and
everywhere dense set of full measure (cf. the restriction to Morse functions);

(ii) pairwise in involution, i.e.

oF, 0F, O0F, 0F,
{Fk7ﬂ} = W(XFkvXFz) = Z (ax’; ap,l - 8_;5@5)

i

Whenever the geodesic flow on (M, g) is Liouville integrable, we call g an integrable metric on
M. Moreover, we call the Hamiltonian system ((1.6)) (or the corresponding Hamiltonian ({1.5))
itself) integrable, whenever the associated metric g is integrable on M.

Remark 1.4. Whenever the first integrals F}, ..., F,, can be chosen to be functions that are
polynomially in the momentum variables, the metric is often called polynomially integrable
or algebraically integrable. If we aim at indicating the order of the polynomial, we speak of
linearly/quadratically/... integrable metrics.

Remark 1.5. Note that, since one can always choose H = Fj as a first integral for the
geodesic flow, the question of integrability for one-dimensional manifolds is completely an-

swered. Therefore, the simplest manifolds, for which the answers to (Q1) and (Q2) are

non-trivial, are two-dimensional.

In this work, we are mainly concerned with a characterization of integrable metrics in
the sense of Question (Q2)) for the two-dimensional torus T?. In this case, the largest known
class of such metrics g are so called Liouville metrics, where the line element takes the form

ds® = (fi(z") + fa(2?)) ((da')® + (d2?)?) (1.7)

in appropriate global coordinates (z!, z?) and where f; and f, are sufficiently regular positive
periodic functions. See Section [3.2) for more details.
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The most important result about integrable Hamiltonian systems is the following well
known theorem, establishing the existence of so-called action-angle coordinates, which shall
be employed in our proofs in Section [4]

Theorem 1.6. (Liouville-Arnold Theorem [§])
Let H be a Liouwville integrable Hamiltonian on T*M and let

Ty = {(2,p) € "M : Fi(2) = fi, i = 1,..,n}
be a regular level surface of the first integrals F1, ..., F,,. Then we have the following:

(a) The level set Ty C T*M is a smooth submanifold of dimension n that is invariant under
the geodesic flow. Any compact connected component of Ty (again denoted by Ty) is
diffeomorphic to an n-dimensional torus T", called a Liouville torus.

(b) There exists a neighborhood U of Ty and a coordinate system (0,1) : U — T™ x R™ with
w =Y d0* Adl;, called action-angle variables, such that Ty = I71(0) is a level set of
the action variables and F; = F;(I). Therefore, the Hamiltonian equations (1.6) take

the form
L= 0
. (1.8)
0" = wi(.fl,...,]n).

1.3 Maupertuis principle

In order to approach the questions (Q1]) and (Q2), we will utilize the Maupertuis Principle
(see, e.g., [27]): For a compact Riemannian manifold, (M, g), let

H(z,p) = %Zgij(ﬂf)pipj — V() (1.9)

be a natural mechanical Hamiltonian function on T*M, where V € C?*(M) denotes some
potential function. Moreover, let T), = {H(x,p) = h} be an isoenergy submanifold for some
h > —min, V(z) and note that 7}, is also an isoenergy submanifold for another system with

Hamiltonian function g (2)
~ 1 g (z

H = — ——piPi,

(z,p) 2;h+‘,(x)ppg

ie. Ty = {ﬁ(x,p) = 1}. Now, the Maupertuis principle states that the integral curves for
the Hamiltonian vector fields Xz and Xz on the fixed isoenergy submanifold 7}, coincide.
Moreover, if there exists an additional first integral F' for H on T}, then there also exists a
first integral £ for H on the whole of T*M (except, potentially, at the zero section). Finally,
note that the vector field X gives rise to the geodesic flow of the Riemannian metric g with

9ij() = (h+V(2))gi;(x) , (1.10)

which is the correspondence between Hamiltonian systems and geodesic flows we will use.



2 Main results

The main results of this paper are rigidity results in the sense of Question . ) for classes of
integrable metrics on the two-torus T? = R?/T, initially equipped with the flat metric, and
hence obtained by a Hamiltonian defined on T*']I‘2 by means of the Maupertuis principle. In
general, I' C R? is an arbitrary lattice, but we focus on the case I' = Z? here. We define the
Hamiltonian function

Hy(z,p) = =l + B i Vi(zh) — po Va(?) (2.1)

on T*T?, where j; € [0,00) are parameters, and V; € C*(T) with V; > 0 and ||V;||co < C; are
Morse functions (or constant). We may assume w.l.o.g. that min,: V;(2*) = 0. This includes,
e.g., the situation of two pendulums, i.e. V;(z') = 1 — cos(2mz’). The torus coordinates are
denoted by z = (2!, 2%) € T? and the conjugate coordinate pairs are (2!, p;) and (2%, p;). By
the Maupertuis principle, for fixed e > 0, the Hamiltonian flow on the isoenergy manifold
T, = {Hy = e} coincides with the geodesic flow on T? with the Liouville metric g. (see
eq. and Section for more details) having line element

ds? = (e + 1 Va(z') + pa Va(2?)) ((dz')? + (dz?)?) .

The system with Hamiltonian function ({2.1)) is clearly integrable in the sense of Definition ,
since an additional conserved quantity can easily be found as
2

Fi(x,p) = % — i Vi(zh). (2.2)

The Liouville foliation of T, has the following qualitative structure, that is similar to the
phase portrait of the pendulum. The common level surface

Tey = {Ho=¢, I\ = [}
differs in shape, depending on the values of e and f. Recall that e > 0 and V; > 0. If (i)
f € (—p1 max,: Vi(z'),0) and e—f > 0, T 5) is an annulus; if (ii) f > 0and e—f > 0, T( p)
is a torus; if (iii) f > 0 and e — f € (—py max,2 Va(2?),0), T f) is an annulus. Therefore, if
V1 and V5 are both non-constant, the foliation qualitatively exhibits a pendulum-like phase
portrait (see Figure [1)).

2.1 Definitions and assumptions

Our main results concern perturbations of the Hamiltonian function (2.1)) in the class of
mechanical systems as

H.(z,p) = Ho(x,p) +eU(x), (2.3)

where ¢ € R and U € C?(T?) denotes a perturbing potential, which is assumed to be a Morse
function (or a constant) and have an absolutely convergent Fourier seriesﬁ

— E Ukl (.I'Q) el27rk1:r . § Ukl, 127r (k1! +kox? ) )

ki1€Z (k:l,k‘g EZQ

4Note that in two dimensions, C2-regularity is not sufficient for ensuring an absolutely convergent Fourier
series, although in one dimension it is.



Figure 1: Schematic picture of
the Liouville foliation of the
phase space T*T = T x R for
the classical one-dimensional
pendulum system described
by the Hamiltonian function

H(z,p) = %— (1—cos(27z)) .

The horizontal direction cov-
ers slightly more than one pe-
riod of length one.

In the following, we introduce several subsets of Z? in such a way, that their definitions
immediately carry over in arbitrary dimension d € N (see Remark [1.1)). First, we define the
spectrum of U, i.e. the set of non-vanishing Fourier coefficients, as

Sy = {k = (k‘l,kg) S 72 Uy 7& O} , (24)
while the non-singular spectrum is denoted by
SU70 = {k < SU : i 7é] s.th. l{ll . kj 7é O} . (25)

Moreover, we define the coprime set of the orthogonal complement of Sy as well as its non-
singular subset via

B(S;) :={be Sy :bcoprime} and By(Sy):= {b € B(Sg) : Hbi # O} , (2.6)

respectively. Note that the orthogonal complement is taken within Z2. For the proofs in
Section [4] and the generalization in Appendix [A] it is important to observe that for every
k € Sy exists some b € By(S;r) such that b -k = 0.

Our main results will be formulated under the following assumptions.

1. Assumptions on the perturbed Hamiltonian function (2.3).

Let Hy € C?*(T*T?) denote the Hamiltonian function from (2.1) with ||Vi||co < C; and
p; € [0, f1;] for some fi; € [0,00), ¢ € {1,2}, and U be a perturbing potential as in (2.3),
which satisfies one of the following assumptions.
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(A1) If iy = jiy = 0, we have U € C*(T?).
(A2) If, w.lo.g., fiy = 0 and jiy > 0, we have U € C*(T?) and there exists d® > 0 such that
Sy CZx[—d®,d?], (2.7)
i.e. U is a trigonometric polynomial in the second variable x2.

(A3) If fiy, jiy > 0, we have U € C?(T?) and there exist dV), d® > 0 such that
Sy C [—dW,dV] x [—d?,d?], (2.8)
i.e. U is a trigonometric polynomial.

We denote the minimum over all d® such that (2.7) resp. (2.8) holds as degg) and call it
the i-degree of U. Whenever we refer to one of the Assumptions (Al]), (A2), or (A3]), we
implicitly assume that Hy € C?(T*T?) is of the form (2.1)).

Note that the assumption on the spectrum ([2.4) of U is more restrictive when we include
more general potentials p1V; and poVs in the unperturbed Hamiltonian Hy .

The following basic proposition is fundamental for the precise formulation of our assump-
tions concerning preservation of integrability. It rephrases certain aspects of the Liouville-
Arnold Theorem [1.6]in our concrete setting using standard notions from weak KAM theory

(see Appendix @

Proposition 2.1. (Liouville-Arnold Theorem and weak KAM theory [86])
Let Hy € C?(T*T?) be the Hamiltonian function from (2.1]).

(a) In the region of phase space, where f > 0 as well as e— f > 0, each of the two connected
component of a Liowville torus T(c 5 (again denoted by Tic 5)) is a Lipschit;ﬂ Lagrangian
graph, i.e.

Te,p) = {(:L',c+ Vite) tx € TQ}
for a unique cohomology class ¢ € H'(T? R) = R?* with |¢;| > /i ¢(Vi) and u, €
CY(T?) [ so we may equivalently write Tic.p) = Te. The function u. € C*'(T?) is a
classical solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

a(e) = Ho(z, e+ Vyue(z)),
where the lhs. is Mather’s a-function (see Appendizx @
(b) The Hamiltonian flow on T, is conjugated to a rotation on T?, i.e. there exists a dif-

feomorphism ¢ : T> — T, such that ¢=' 0 7 0 ¢ = R, YVt € R, where R¥ : T? —
T2, x — (z + wt mod Z?) for some rotation vector w € R2.

5We will see in Appendix |§| that u. € C3(T?), so the regularity of Te,f) is in fact C2.
SHere, ¢(V;) := fol /2 V;(z?) da? (see Appendix @ and C1! denotes the functions in C! with Lipschitz

derivative.
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An invariant Liouville torus T is called irrational or non-resonant, if k - w # 0 for all
k € 7*\ {0}. If this is not the case, the invariant torus is rational or resonant. We shall also
call it an (invariant) k-torus, in case that k - w = 0. For two-dimensional manifolds (and if
wy # 0), this can be phrased as a distinction between w;/wy ¢ Q and wy/ws € Q.

2. Assumptions on the preserved integrability of (12.3).

Let Hy € C?(T*T?) denote the Hamiltonian function from satisfying one of the Assump-
tions - , and U a perturbing potential as in such that the following statement
concerning the perturbed Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJE)

ac(e) = Ho(z, e+ Vyu. o(x)) (2.9)
as well as the preserved integrability of H. is satisfied.

(P) There exists an energy e > 0, such that for every (n,m) € By(Si) (recall (2.6)) and
pi € [0, ], @ € {1,2}, there exists a sequence (e;)reny With g # 0 but g, — 0 such
that we have the following:

(i) The (n, m)-torus from Proposition [2.1| characterized by ¢ € H'(T? R) with

e >V e(V) (2.10)

in the isoenergy submanifold 7, is preserved under the sequence of deformations
(H&‘k)k’eN‘

(ii) For ¢ € HY(T* R) satisfying (2.10), Mather’s a-function and a solution u. . :
T? — R of the HJE (2.9) can be expanded to first order in ¢, i.e.

Uee = 0 + cul) + Op(e?) and  a. = a9 +caV 4 O(e?), (2.11)

)

where v, ul” € CV1(T?) and O,(£?) is understood in Cl’l—sense.

We comment on the validity of assuming in Remark in Appendix @ Moreover, we
shall also discuss an alternative to in Remark . Finally, one can easily see from
the proofs given in Section , that the condition on a fized isoenergy manifold { H, = e} can
be relaxed to having preservation of invariant tori in isoenergy manifolds characterized by
energies e > ¢ for some fixed ey > 0.

Note that the rational invariant tori are the most ‘fragile’ objects of an integrable system as
the KAM Theorem [63], [0, [80] predicts that general (non-integrable) perturbations preserve
only ‘sufficiently irrational’ (Diophantine) invariant tori.

"Having C!-regularity here would be sufficient for our proofs in Section However, we chose C!:1-
regularity for the formulation of Assumption to be in agreement with the statement from Proposi-
tion (b). More precisely, C''!-regularity is kind of a compromise between the true C3-regularity of u
and the required C'-regularity of u. .. In addition, C*! is the optimal regularity for subsolutions of ,
which exist, even if the Hamiltonian H. is not integrable (see [46} [13]).
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2.2 Results

As mentioned above, our main results in Theorem [[] Theorem [[I, and Theorem [II] con-
cern rigidity of certain deformations of integrable metrics (in the sense of Question (Q2))),
which, by means of the Maupertuis principle, correspond to perturbations of the form .
More precisely, under the assumptions formulated above, our results show that the per-
turbed Hamiltonian function has to be of the same general form as the unperturbed
Hamiltonian function . This means, that the potential U is separable, i.e. there exist
Uy, Uy € C*(T?) such that
U(x) = Uy(a') + Us(z?).

Theorem 1. Let H. from (2.3) satisfy Assumption (Al) and Assumption for some

energy e > 0. Then U is separable in a sum of two single-valued functions.

Put briefly, in view of of the Maupertuis principle, this means that integrable deforma-
tions in the same conformal class of a flat metric are Liouville metrics. Now, Theorem
generalizes Theorem [[| to Hamiltonian functions which depend on one toral position variable
via a mechanical potential.

Theorem 1II. Let H. from (2.3) satisfy Assumption (A2) and Assumption for some
energy e > 0. Then the following holds:

(a) If fie = [Lg(Cg,degg),e) > 0 is small enough (see Lemma , we have that U is
separable in a sum of two single-valued functions.

(b) If, additionally, Vs, is analytic, then U is separable, irrespective of fis > 0, but only for
pe € 10, fis] outside of an exceptional null-set.

Therefore, by means of the Maupertuis principle, we infer that integrable deformations
in the same conformal class of metrics realizing surfaces of revolution (see Section are
Liouville metrics. Finally, Theorem [[T]|generalizes the above results to Hamiltonian functions,
which correspond to arbitrary Liouville metrics by means of the Maupertuis principle.

Theorem III. Let H. from (2.3) satisfy Assumption (A3|) and Assumption for some
energy e > 0. Then the following holds:

(a) If iy = ﬂl(Cl,degg),degg),e) > 0 and fiy = [Lg(Cg,degS),degg),e) > 0 are small
enough (see Lemma , we have that U 1s separable in a sum of two single-valued
functions.

(b) If, additionally, V5 is analytic and i3 = ﬂl(C%degg),degg),e) > 0 is small enough,
then U is separable, irrespective of fiy > 0, but only for uy € [0, fis] outside of an
exceptional one-dimensional null-set (depending on py € [0, fi] ).

(c¢) If both, V; for i = 1,2, are analytic, then U is separable, irrespective of fi1, fia > 0, but
only for (u1, pe) € [0, 1] x [0, fia] outside of an exceptional two-dimensional null-set.

12



Our results formulated in Theorem [, Theorem [[I, and Theorem [II] can each be viewed
as a verification of a special case of the following conjecture, saying that ‘(nice) integrable
deformations of Liouville metrics are Liouville metrics’.

Conjecture: Deformational rigidity of Liouville metrics.
Let g be a Liouville metric on T? and let (9¢)tepo] with go = g be a deformation that preserves
all rational invariant tori (except finitely many). Then g, is a Liouville metric for allt € [0, 1].

This conjecture is in strong analogy to the perturbative Birkhoff conjecture for integrable
billiards, which is discussed in Section [3.4] below.

3 Integrable metrics on the two-dimensional torus

As pointed out in Section integrability of metrics on one-dimensional manifolds is not
questionable and the first non-trivial examples occur whenever M has dimension two. Recall
from Definition that integrability of metrics on two-dimensional manifolds requires the
existence of only one additional first integral (beside the Hamiltonian).

3.1 Topological obstructions

The following Theorem due to Kozlov [68], [69] categorizes two-dimensional compact manifolds
regarding the possibility to endow them with an integrable metric (see Question (Q1))).

Theorem 3.1. (Kozlov [68] [69])

Let M be a two-dimensional compact and real-analytic manifold that is endowed with a real-
analytic Riemannian metric g. If the Fuler characteristic xa of M is negative, then there
exists no other non-trivial real-analytic first integral.

A result similar to Theorem holds for polynomially integrable geodesic flows.

Theorem 3.2. (Kolokoltsov [64])
There exist no polynomially integrable geodesic flow on a closed two-dimensional Riemannian
manifold M with negative Euler characteristic x ;.

Recall that any two-dimensional compact manifold M can be represented either as the
sphere with handles or the sphere with Mobius strips, in the orientable and non-orientable
case, respectively. The Euler characteristic x; can be computed as

XM =2—2g resp. XM =2—m,

where ¢ is the number of handles (the genus) and m is the number of Mobius strips. In
order to have integrability, the above theorem imposes the condition y3; > 0 on M and we
thus know that the number of handles is at most 1 and the number of Mobius strips is not
greater than 2. Therefore, any real-analytic two-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold
(M, g) with real-analytic (or polynomial) additional integral is either the sphere S? or the
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torus T? (in the orientable case), or the projective plane PR? or the Klein bottle K? (in the
non-orientable case)

In this work, we focus on integrable metrics on the torus T? and refer to works by Bolsinov,
Fomenko, Matveev, Kolokoltsov and others [25] 49, [64] 8] for studies on integrable metrics
on the sphere, the projective plane, and the Klein bottle. See [30, 29] for recent surveys
on open problems and questions concerning geodesics and integrability of finite-dimensional
systems in general.

3.2 Linearly and quadratically integrable metrics

The first non-trivial class of integrable metrics on the torus T? are surfaces of revolution.
Consider a two-dimensional surface M C R? given by the equation r = r(z) in standard
cylindrical coordinates (r, ¢, z) € (0,00) x [0,27) x R. As local coordinates on M we take z
and . In case that r(z) is L-periodic and we identify 0 and L, then M is diffeomorphic to
the torus T? and the Riemannian metric induced on M by the Euclidean metric on R? has
line element
ds® = (1 +7'(2)})dz* + r(2)de?. (3.1)

Since the corresponding Hamiltonian function is independent of ¢, its associated mo-
mentum variable p, is an additional first integral and thus the metric is integrable.
Note that the additional first integral is linear in the momentum variables.

As discussed earlier, a Riemannian metric g on T? is called a Liouville metric, whenever
its line element can be written as

ds® = (fi(a") + f2(2?)) ((d2")? + (da?)?)

in appropriate global coordinates (z!,z%) and where f; and f, are smooth positive periodic
functions. The corresponding Hamiltonian function (|1.5]) is given by

pi + 07
fi(@h) + fa(a?))

and an additional first integral can easily be obtained as

H 1 2 —
(SL’ y L 7p17p2) 2(

F<x1ax2>plap2) = p% - fl(xl) H(x17$2>pl>p2) .

Therefore, clearly, also Liouville metrics are integrable. Note that the additional first integral
F is quadratic in the momentum variables. It is not hard to see that a surface of revolution is
just a particular case of a Liouville metric, where one can choose, e.g., fo = 0, by employing
a simple change of variables.

The following proposition also provides the converse to the observation that surfaces of
revolution and Liouville metrics admit additional first integrals which are linear and quadratic
in the momenta, respectively. It collects several statements that have been proven in early
works by Dini [42], Darboux [36], and Birkhoff [22], and were further developed by Babenko
and Nekhoroshev [12], Kiyohara [60], Kolokoltsov [64], and others.

8In [28], Bolsinov and Taimanov give a striking example of a real-analytic Riemannian manifold of dimen-
sion three, whose geodesic flow has the peculiar property, that it is smoothly (but not analytically) integrable
although it has positive topological entropy [2]. The problem of proving (non-)existence of smoothly (but
not analytically) integrable geodesic flows on compact surfaces of genus g > 1 is widely open (see [30]).
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Proposition 3.3. (Linear and quadratic first integrals [42, [36], 22] 12 [60, [64])

(a) Let the metric g on T? possess an additional first integral F that is linear in the mo-
menta. Then there exist global periodic coordinates (x',x?) on the torus such that the

line element of g takes the form
ds® = f(z') (a(dz")? + cdaz' da® + b (dz?)?),

where [ is some positive periodic function and a,b,c € R such that the quadratic form
aa (dz')? + cdz' dz? + b (dz?)? is positive definite.

Conversely, any such metric on the torus T? admits an additional first integral that is
linear in the momentum variables.

In case a linear in momenta F exists locally near a point ¢ € T2, then there exists local
coordinates (z*,x*) near q such that the line element of g reads

ds® = f(z') ((dz")?* + (dz®)?).

(b) A metric g on T? possess an additional first integral F that is quadratic in the momenta

if and only if there exists a finite-sheeted covering m : T2 — T2 by another torus,
such that the lifted metric g = 7*g is globally Liouwville, i.e. there exist global periodic
coordinates (x',x%) on T? and smooth positive periodic functions fi and fy such that

the line element of g takes the form
ds? = (fl(xl) + fz(:cz)) ((d:z:l)2 + (dx2)2) :

There exist Riemannian metrics g on T? which are not globally Liouville but have an
additional first integral that is quadratic in the momentum variables.

In case a quadratic in momenta F exists locally near a point ¢ € T?, then there ewist
local coordinates (zt,z%) near q such that the line element of g reads

ds® = (fule) + fa(2®)) ((dzh)? + (dz?)?) .

This classical result completely characterizes the integrable metrics g on T? that admit
an additional first integral that is linear or quadratic in the momentum variables. Similar
results hold for Riemannian metrics on general two-dimensional manifolds [25] 49| 64], [81].

3.3 Polynomially integrable metrics of higher degree

In the case of a sphere S?, one can easily construct examples of metrics which admit an
additional first integral that is cubic resp. quartic in the momentum variables. Using the
Maupertuis principle, these can be obtained from the metrics constructed from Goryachev-
Chaplygin [55, B3] and Kovaleskaya [67] in the situation of the dynamics of a rigid body.
Therefore, let h > 1 be large enough (cf. (1.10)) and define the metrics g5 and g4 on R? via
their respective line elements

h—a' (do')? + (dz?)? + 4(dz?)?
4 (2)2 4 (22)2 + (23)2/4

h— ' (da')? + (da?)? + 2(dz?)?
2 (z1)2 + (22)2 + (23)2/2

2 _ 2 _
ds; = ds; =
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By restriction of g3 and g4 to the unit sphere S* C R3, the resulting metrics admit an
additional first integral that is cubic resp. quartic in the momentum variables. It was shown
by Bolsinov, Fomenko and Kozlov [24], 27] that these cannot be reduced to first integrals that
are polynomially in the momentum variables of a lower degree, i.e. they are not linearly or
quadratically integrable. Since all attempts to construct such examples for the case of the
torus have failed so far, the following folklore conjecture emerged.

Folklore Conjecture. Liouville metrics are the only integrable metrics on T?.

In this general form, there is strong indication for conjecture being false, as to be shown
below (see Theorem . We will, however, provide existing results, which indicate that a
certain weaker version of this conjecture, also formulated below, is indeed true.

It was proven by Korn and Lichtenstein [66] [71] that on every point on a two-dimensional
Riemannian manifold (M, g) there exist locally isothermal coordinates, that is, locally, the
line element takes the form

ds® = Ma', 2?) ((dz')? + (dz®)?), (3.2)

where A is some smooth positive function. In the case of a torus, it can be shown (by virtue
of the uniformization theorem) that there exist global isothermal coordinates (not necessarily
periodic), so the metric g is conformal equivalent to the Euclidean metric gey. In particular,
assuming that (z',z?) are just the angular coordinates on the torus T? and in the special
case of X\ being a trigonometric polynomialﬂ we have the following result due to Denisova
and Kozlov.

Theorem 3.4. (Denisova-Kozlov [38])

Let X from (3.2)) be a trigonometric polynomial and assume that the geodesic flow on T? is
polynomially integrable. Then there exists an additional polynomial first integral of degree at
most two.

Note that by Weierstrass’s Theorem, any conformal factor A can be approximated as
closely as required by a trigonometric polynomial. However, in the case of a general conformal
factor A, there is the following Theorem, again due to Denisova and Kozlov [39].

Theorem 3.5. (Denisova-Kozlov [39])
Assume that the geodesic flow on (T?, g) is polynomially integrable with first integral F of
degree n such that

(a) if n is even, then F is an even function of py and ps,
(b) if n is odd, then F is an even function of p1 (or ps) and an odd function of py (or p1).
Then there exists an polynomaial first integral of degree at most two.

In the following Theorem we collect several results from Bialy [14], Denisova, Kozlov [40],
and Treshchev [41], Agapov and Aleksandrov [3], and Mironov [79).

9This means that the spectrum Sy defined in (2.4) is bounded.
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Theorem 3.6. Let H be a natural mechanical Hamiltonian (see (L.9)) on the torus T?
equipped with the flat metric gewa. Assume that H is polynomially integrable of degree n. If
n = 3,4, there exists another polynomial first integral of degree at most two. Whenever H is
a real-analytic Hamiltonian, this is also true for n = 5.

Kozlov and Treshchev [70] considered the problem from yet another point of view. They
investigated the case of a mechanical Hamiltonian

1 n
H: §Za”p,p]—l—V(x1,,:E ),
ij

where A = (a;;);; is a positive definite matrix and V' is a trigonometric polynomial of
(xz',...,2") € T". On the one hand, they show that there exist n polynomial first inte-
grals if and only if the spectrum Sy of V' is contained in m < n mutually orthogonal lines
meeting at the origin. On the other hand, they showed that whenever there exist n poly-
nomial integrals with independent forms of highest degree, then there exist n independent
involutive polynomial first integrals of degree at most two. In case that a;; = d;; (which
can be achieved by diagonalization and scaling), Combot [34] improved the first result from
the assumption of polynomial integrability to rational integrability, i.e. the additional first
integrals being rational functions of p; and e'?™". More recently [83, 57, [84], the problem
was rephrased in the language of Killing tensor fields on T?, where the order of an additional
(polynomial) first integral is replaced by the rank of a Killing tensor filed.

The results of Theorems [3.4] and support the validity of the following weaker
version of the folklore conjecture formulated by Denisova and Kozlov [3§].

Conjecture. [38] If g is a metric on T? that is polynomially integrable, then there exists an
additional polynomial first integral of degree at most two.

By Proposition this means that polynomially integrable metrics on T? are Liouville met-
rics. However, beside the partial results given above, a proof of this conjecture is still open.
The numerous attempts on proving it used methods of complex analysis [22, [12] and the
theory of PDEs [I7, [19]. More precisely, it is shown by Kolokoltsov [64] that there exists an
additional first integral quadratic in the momenta if and only if there exists a holomorphic
function R(z) = Ry(2) + iRy(2), with real valued R; and Ry and z = x' + iz?, which solves

Ro(0%: X — 02 N\) + Ri(0510,20) — 3(01 R2) (01 \) + 3(9p2 Ry) (052 A) + 2(0% Ro)A =0, (3.3)

where A denotes the conformal factor from . Note that the second term in disap-
pears whenever \ is the conformal factor of a Liouville metric. In this situation, the linear
PDE always has a holomorphic solution R = R; + iRs. The existence of first inte-
grals of higher degree turns out to be equivalent to delicate questions about non-linear PDEs
of hydrodynamic type [I7, (I8, 19]. The PDE-approach has also successfully been applied
to generate new examples of integrable magnetic geodesic flows as analytic deformations of
Liouville metrics on T? without magnetic field (see [4]).

Regarding the original folklore conjecture stated above, there is a result due to Corsi and
Kaloshin [35], which shows it being false in the following (weaker) sense.
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Theorem 3.7. (Corsi-Kaloshin [35])
There exists a real-analytic mechanical Hamiltonian
2 .2
He(z', 2%, pr,pa) = Brp ;-Pg + U(at, 2% ¢)
with a non—sepambldzo-] potential U and an analytic change of variables ® such that H. o ® =
(p? + p3)/2 on the energy surface {H. = 1/2} and p € P, where P denotes a certain cone in
the action space.

If one assumes that the whole phase space T*T? is foliated by two-dimensional invari-
ant Liouville tori (which is often called C°-integrability or complete integrability), then it
follows from Hopf conjecture [58] that the associated metric must be flat[Y] This notion of
integrability is thus too strong for a meaningful characterization of integrable metrics on T2,

3.4 Analogy to integrable billiards

The fundamental question (Q2)) of characterizing integrable metrics on the torus T? can be
thought of as an analogue of identifying the class of integrable billiards [62]. For billiards,
integrability is understood in a similar way as for the geodesic flow (see Definition .
More precisely, integrability is characterized either through the existence of an integral of
motion (near the boundary of the billiard table) for the so called billiard ball map, or the
existence of a foliation of the phase space (globally, or near the boundary), consisting of
invariant curves. The classical Birkhoff conjecture |23 82] states that the boundary of a
strictly convex integrable billiard table is necessarily an ellipse. This corresponds to the
folklore conjecture formulated above. Remarkably, while the Birkhoff conjecture is believed
to be true, and there is strong evidence that this indeed the case [20, 50, 11 [61], the folklore
conjecture in its general form was shown to be false by Theorem [3.7]

However, recall that, if one assumes C’-integrability of a metric on T?, the metric is
actually flat. This corresponds to the following result from Bialy in the case of billiards.

Theorem 3.8. (Bialy [15])
If the phase space of the billiard ball map is completely foliated by continuous invariant curves
which are all not null-homotopic, then the boundary of the billiard table is a circle.

Following a similar strategy leading to Theorem 3.8 Bialy and Mironov [2I] proved the
Birkhoff conjecture for centrally symmetric billiards, assuming only local C°-integrability,
i.e. the foliation of a suitable open proper subset of the phase space. Beside this, the weakened
version of the folklore conjecture (polynomial integrals can be reduced to integrals of degree
at most two) corresponds to the so called algebraic Birkhoff conjecture, which has recently
been proven |20, [50].

The main results of this paper in Theorem [, Theorem [[I, and Theorem [[II] prove special
cases of our conjecture that integrable deformations of Liouville metrics which preserve all

10The function U is called non-separable whenever it cannot be written as a sum of two single-valued
functions.

HSimilar results have been shown for geodesic flows of more general Finsler metrics on T? preserving a
sufficiently regular foliation of the phase space [53} [54]
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(but finitely many) rational invariant tori are again Liouville metrics. This is related to the
following conjecture in the case of billiards.

Perturbative Birkhoff conjecture. [62] A smooth strictly convex domain that is suffi-
ciently close to an ellipse and whose corresponding billiard ball map s integrable, is neces-
sarily an ellipse.

A first result in this direction was obtained by Delshams and Ramirez-Ros [37]. More re-
cently, Avila, De Simoi, and Kaloshin [II] proved the conjecture for domains which are
sufficiently close to a circle. The complete proof for domains sufficiently close to an ellipse of
any eccentricity is given by Kaloshin and Sorrentino in [61]. Both works require the preser-
vation of rational causticﬂ which can be thought of as an analogue for the preservation of
rational invariant tori as a fundamental assumption of our main results from Section 2] The
result in [I1] was later extended by Huang, Kaloshin, and Sorrentino [59] to the case of local
integrability close to the boundary and finally improved by Koval [65].

Finally, as shown by Vedyushkina and Fomenko [4§], linearly and quadratically integrable
geodesic flows on orientable two-dimensional Riemannian manifolds are Liouville equivalent
to topological billiards, glued from planar billiards bounded by concentric circles and arcs of
confocal quadrics, respectively.

4 Proofs

In this Section we prove our main result as formulated in Theorem [[, Theorem [ and
Theorem [[TI} All proofs will, in general, follow the same three step strategy.

(i) Transform the unperturbed system Hy in action-angle coordinates (cf. Theorem [L.6] in

particular eq. (1.8).

(ii) Derive a first-order harmonic equation for the perturbation by Assumption ([P)).

(iii) Annihilate sufficiently many Fourier coefficients of the perturbing potential by proving a
certain full-rank condition for a naturally associated linear system for each of the three
theorems separately (cf. Lemmas , , and . Finally, for analytic potentials V;,
the extensions of our results beyond the perturbative regime are proven by exploiting
the analytic dependence of the linear system on p; (see Appendix |C]).

4.1 Proof of Theorem [I

Step (i). Fix an energy e > 0. Since the Hamiltonian is already in action-angle coordinates
(cf. (1.8)), we simply change notation and write (2, p;) = (0%, ;) for i = 1,2 as well as
0 = (0',6%) and I = (I, 1), such that the perturbed Hamiltonian function H. takes the
form

I I3

12A curve T is a caustic for the billiard in the domain Q if every time a trajectory is tangent to it, then it
remains tangent after every reflection according to the billiard ball map.
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Step (ii). By Assumption (P), for any (n,m) € By(SF) (recall (2.6))), we can find (in the
isoenergy manifold T,_ with energy e = e. and ¢ = ¢ for some k € N) a rational invariant
invariant Liouville torus with rotation vector w = (wy, ws) which satisfies

“i_ €Q and w=(cy,0) (4.1)
W2 m

for some ¢ € H*(T? R) = R?, which we fix now.
Using Assumption (]E[) again, we can expand the Hamilton-Jacobi equation ([2.9) as

a:(e) = H.(0,c+ Vu..(9))
_ |0p1uc o(0) + 12 N |0p2tuz o (0) + c2|?

5 5 +eU(0)
C% % ((991u€ C(9>)2 (aGQUE 0<0))2
=5 + bl + (¢, Vu(0)) + cU(0) + 2 + 2 .

and it holds that
U e = U0 + cull) + O (e%)

with ul) = = U . Since H0(9 I) is integrable (and written in action-angle coordmates) one
can choose up. = 0. By in Proposition - (see also [51]) we have oM (e) = [U]o,
where

[Ulo :/ U(x', 2?)da' Ada?.
T2

Since the sequence (gx)ren from Assumption converges to zero, we compare coefficients
and establish the first order equation

[Ulo = al(e) = (e, Vull(0)) + U(0) . (4.2)

Averaging (4.2)) over the trajectory 0(t) = 0y + wt € T?, with initial position y € T? and
where w = ¢ is chosen according to (4.1)), such that the period T, satisfies T, - w = (n,m),

we get
1 [T d Tw
(U)o = T_/o v u)(0(1)) dt + —/ (4.3)

The first integral vanishes since 6(0) = 0(7,,) such that we are left with
1
/ (U(bg + nt, 05 +mt) — [Uy) dt = 0 (4.4)
0

for all 6y = (63, 602) € T2, which easily follows from after a change of variables.

Before continuing with the third and final step, we have two important observation: First,
by replacing U — U — [U]y, we can assume w.l.o.g. that [U]p = 0. Second, we define the
separable part, Usep, of U as

1 .2y . i2rkixl i2mkox?
Usep(z™,27) 1= E U, €T elemh® (4.5)
(k1,k2)€SU\Su,0
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(recall the definition of the spectrum and the non-singular spectrum in (2.4) and (2.5)).
Then, after a simple computation, we find that

1
/ Usep(0 + nt, 05 + mt)dt = [Useplo v(65,03) € T2,
0

holds generally (i.e. independent of the first order relation (4.2])) by means of in Propo-
sition (see also Remark . We can thus split off the separable part and assume that
Sy = Suy in the following. Hence, the third step consists of showing that Sy = Sy = 0.

Step (iii). The goal of this final step is to establish the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let (n,m) € By(Sir) as in ([4.1)) from Step (ii). Then Uy —jn = 0 for all
j € Z\{0}.

Since (n,m) € By(Si) were arbitrary, this proves that
Sv € ({0} x Z) U (Z x {0}) ,
or equivalently Sy o = () and we have shown Theorem . It remains to prove Lemma .

Proof of Lemma[{.1. Starting from (4.4 we perform a Fourier decomposition to infer

1
. . . 1 . 2
§ |:Ul<:1,k2 / el?ﬂk’lntGIZﬂ'katdt 6127rk1906127rk:190 =0 v(eé’ 93) c TZ ’
k1 ka0 0

which implies that

Ukl,kQ : 5k1n+k‘2m,0 - 0 . D
Applying Lemma [4.1| for every (n,m) € By(Si), we find that Syo = 0, which finishes the
proof of Theorem [[| u

4.2 Proof of Theorem [I
For notational simplicity, we write u = pp > 0 and V =V, € C*(T).

Step (i). We fix an energy e > 0 and consider the region of the phase space, where the
subsystem in the second pair of coordinates is rotating, i.e.

and for %% = e > 0 we have e = eV 4+, In a neighborhood of each of the two Liouville tori

characterized by Hy = e and %f = e we can find a change of variables (22, py) = CI)ELZ)(QQ, L)
(and we denote (z',p;) = (', 1)) such that the Hamiltonian function H, gets transformed
in action-angle coordinates (see (|1.8)), i.e.

12
H0(917 II; (I)/(L2)(927 12)) = 51 + h‘(2)(12)
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for some smooth function h,(f) agreeing with Mather’s a-function for the one-dimensional

subsystem described by the Hamiltonian %S — uV(2?) (see Appendix @ The change in
the order of the four arguments of Hy should not lead to confusion. Now, the perturbed
Hamiltonian takes the form
IQ
Ho(0", 1, @ (0%, 1)) = - + Wi () + U (0", (6%, o, 1))

where we write 27 (6%, I) for the first component of @9(92, L).

Step (ii). Assume w.l.o.g. that the 2-degree degg) of U is at least 1 (recall (2.7))), as otherwise
we had U(z) = U;(z') and Theorem [l was proven. Then, for any (n,m) € By(Sy), in
particular with |n| < deg(U2 ) we can find (in the isoenergy manifold T,_ with energy e = e. and
e = ¢y, for some k € N) a rational invariant Liouville torus with rotation vector w = (wy, wa),

which satisfies n
w1 \V4 2 4.6

for some ¢ € H'(T? R) = R? with |co| > v + \/pc(V) for some vy = ~(e,deg!?) > 0, which
we fix now.

By Assumption we have
U e = U0 + cull) + O (%)

with vl = up . and since Hy(#, I) is integrable (and written in action-angle coordinates), one
can choose ug. = 0. Therefore, by Assumption again, we expand the Hamilton Jacobi

equation ([2.9) as

a.(c) = Ho(0, ¢ + V. o(0))
o |891U57c<9) + C1|2
B 2

2
C
— 51 + ]’LE?) (62) +ée <(Cl, vhf,?)(CQ)) 7vugg(9)> 4 5U(91, xi(027 02))

+0 (||(v2h/g2))|{|02\>’y+\/ﬁc(V)}||COE2) +0 (H(8]2(1)/(3))|{|cz\>’y+\/ﬁc(V)}||CO<€2)

+ B2 (Ouce0) + c2) + €U (0, 23,(0%, Opuc o(6) + 2)

Since |ca| > v + /pc(V), both error terms are of the order O, (e?).
Analogously to the proof of Theorem [I[| we thus obtain the first order equation

U)o = ((e1, VR (c2)) , Vull(0)) + U (8", 27,(6%, c2)) (4.7)

where the constant o) = [U], is given in in Proposition (see also [51]). Just as
in the proof of Theorem [l after averaging over the trajectory 6(t) = 0y + wt € T?, with
initial position #y € T? and where w is chosen according to , such that the period T,
satisfies T, - w = (n,m), we find

/1 (U85 + nt, z2(65 + mt, c3)) — [U]o) dt =0 (4.8)
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for all 6y = (6}, 63) € T
Finally, analogously to Section we may assume w.l.o.g. [U]o = 0 and observe that

1
‘/%M%+mﬁ%+mmm&_MMo V(o 02) € T
0

holds generally (i.e. independent of the first order relation (4.7)) by a simple calculation

based on in Proposition (see also Remark . We can thus split off the separable
part Usep, of U defined in (4.5)) and assume that Sy = Sy in the following. Hence, the third

step consists of showing that Sy = Sy = 0.

Step (iii). We begin this final step with performing a Fourier decomposition in (4.8)), such
that we obtain

1
. . 2 2 . 1
y E:zmm/dmmﬁmmwmmaeﬂwww, V(60 65) € T,
0

70 | 0[ks| <deg?

which implies that [---] = 0 for every k; € Z \ {0} and 63 € T.
After having eliminated 6} € T, we now fix some k; € Z \ {0} and consider the family of

functions (f,gfl’“))o#leKdeg(z) in the Hilbert space L*(T), where
— U

1
k . . 2 2
flgzlnu) TS C ’ 98 — § / el27rk1nt6127rk’2xu(90+mt,02)dt ) (49)
(n.m)EBo(SE) 0
307é|l~62 | Sdegg): k1n+kom=0

Note that the sum in (4.9)) is finite by Assumption (A2)) (more precisely, it ranges over at
most 2~deg§]2) elements from By(SiF)) and we suppressed the dependence of |ca| > v+ /me(V)
on (n,m) € By(S) from the notation (recall (4.6)).

In this way, the problem of proving Theorem , Le. justifying Sy = 0, reduces to a
question about linear independence for the family of functions in the Hilbert space
L*(T). Recall that the family (f,gfl’“))

the Gram matriz

0/ ho] <deg? being linearly independent is equivalent to

k 5 J— (k ’ ) 1 (k; ’ ) P (k ) ) (k ) )
G — (Gk;k’i )o;é\ml,\kgls(iegi? with szsz = él ' >L2(T) (4.10)
being of full rank, where (g, h) 2(r) denotes the standard inner product of g,h € L*(T).

Lemma 4.2. There exists i = /’l(C2,deg§]2),e) > 0 such that for all p € [0, 1] the Gram
matriz G*1 from ([E.10) is of full rank.

Proof. Using the version of Lemma for the inverse function, we find that

i2mkax? (- ,c2) i27ks -

e — ¢

L= (’)(degg) #HV“CO(V))> =: (’)(u) (4.11)

¢ hu(y + /e

uniformly in |ko| < degg) and (n,m) € By(Si).
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(k1,1

k k/) of the Gram matrix
2,kg

With a slight abuse of notation for the error term, the elements GG
can thus be computed as

1 1
/ deg |: E / dt e—i27rk1nt (e—i27rk2mt + O(M)) :|e—12ﬂk298 %
0 0
(

n7m)

1
> ei27rk’208 [ Z / d¢ ei2mkint (ei2wkgm1t, Lo (M)) } 7
)70

(n!,m’

where the summations over (n,m) and (n/,m’) are understood as in (4.9). Using that, for
every (ki,ks) € Spyo there exist exactly two elements from By(Si) (differing by a sign), we
can evaluate both brackets [ . } being equal to 2 + O( degg) ,u).

From this we conclude that

1
Gl = / A6 |2+ O(degf? n) | 245749 |2+ O(deg? ) | = 431,04 + O(def? 1)
0

Therefore, going back to (4.11]), we infer the existence of i = fi(Ca, degg), e) > 0 such that
for all p € [0, fi] the Gram matrix G*1# from (4.10)) is of full rank. O

Since ky € Z \ {0} was arbitrary and Lemma [4.2] is independent of &, this concludes the
proof of Theorem [[I| (a).

For part (b), we note that e2m™2#i(@5+mbc2) from depends analytically on p (see
Appendix |C)). Therefore, the function p — G*1#) mapping to the Gram matrix , for
every fixed ky € Z \ {0}, is also analytic[| This in turn implies that det(G*#)) is analytic
in p and thus, since det(G*1#)) 2 0 for € (0, i) (see Lemma, we find that the zero set

g = {p € (0,00) | det(G* M) = 0} C (i, 00)

of pu +— det(G*11) is at most countable (finite in every compact subset), i.e. in particular a
set of zero measure. Finally, setting

= J &%,

k1€Z\{0}

we constructed the exceptional null set, for which the conclusion Sy = ) is not valid.
This finishes the proof of Theorem [[I| (b). O

4.3 Proof of Theorem [II1

Step (i). We fix an energy e > 0 and consider the region of the phase space, where both
one-dimensional subsystems are rotating, i.e.

pi 2
51 —mVi(z')=e" >0 and 52 — paVa(2%) = e® >0,

i27rk2ri (u,c2)

13Using joint continuity of (u, u) +— e , it is an elementary exercise to show that the integrals

over t and 62 do not disturb the analyticity in pu.
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such that we have e = e + ¢®. In a neighborhood of each of the two Liouville tori

D, we can find two changes of variables

characterized by Hy = e and %% — mVi(zh) = e
(at, ;) = q’,(}l)(@l, I) and (2%, ps) = <I>£22) (6%, 1) such that the Hamiltonian function H, gets

transformed in action-angle coordinates (see (|1.8))), i.e.
Ho(@(0", 1), 8267, 1)) = h() (1) + hP) ()

for some smooth functions h(ll) and hfi),which agree With Mather’s a-functions for the one-

dimensional subsystem described by the Hamiltonians & — 1, V' (2') resp. %% — w2V (x?) (see
Appendix @ As in the proof of Theorem [I]] ' the change in the order of the four arguments
of Hy should not lead to confusion.

Now, the perturbed Hamiltonian takes the form

HA(@M(0', 1), (0%, 1)) = h,gll)([l) + K (L) +eU(x), (0", 1), 2, (0%, 15)) ,

where we write 7, (6, I;) for the first component of <I>NZ (0, 1,), i € {1,2}.

Step (ii). Analogously to the proof of Theorem , we assume w.l.o.g. that the 1- and 2-

degree degg) and degg) of U are at least 1 (recall (2.8)), as otherwise we had U(z) = Us(2?)
or U(z) = Uy (2') and Theorem [[1I| was proven. Then, for any (n,m) € By(S;), in particular
with |m| < degg) and |n| < degi?, we can find (in the isoenergy manifold T,, with energy
e = e. and € = ¢, for some k € N) a rational invariant Liouville torus with rotation vector
w = (wq,wq) which satisfies

B¢ Q and w= (Vhf}l)(ﬁ), Vhf?(@)) (4.12)

wWo m

for some ¢ € H'(T? R) = R? with |¢1| > 71 + /uic(V1) and |ca| > 72 + /p2¢(Va) for some
7 = 7(e, deg(Ul)) > 0 resp. 12 = Y2(e, deg(UQ)) > 0, which we fix now.
By Assumption (P]) we have

Uee = ul? + cull) + O (e?)

with vl = up . and since Hy(#, I) is integrable (and written in action-angle coordinates), one

can choose ug. = 0. Therefore, by Assumption again, we expand the Hamilton Jacobi

equation as
a:(c) = H.(0,c+ Vu.(0))
= h{)(Oprucc(0) + 1) + b (Opetic (0) + c2)
+eU(x,, (0", 0grucc(0) + 1), 25, (0%, Oprtic o(0) + ¢2))

9 (c;) + € <(Vhl(}1)(cl), Vhffz) (c2)) WQ(@)) +eU(x,, (0%, 1), z2 (0%, ¢2))

Hi

2
—1

)

2
(Z I( V h |{|cz\>%+ wic(Vi )}”C0 + H(aliq)gi)”{lcz'b'yﬁ l‘«ii(‘/'i)}HCO)gQ)
i=1
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Since |¢;| > v + /mic(V;), the error term is of order O,,(g?).
Analogously to the proofs of Theorem [[| and Theorem [[I] we thus obtain the first order
equation

(Ulo = {(Vhy (1), Vi)

i w2

(cg)) ,Vuélg(9)> + U(x}“(el, 1), M(GQ ) (4.13)

where the constant o) = [U], is again given by in Proposition (see also [51]).
Just as in the proof of Theorem [I| and Theorem [[I} after averaging over the trajectory
0(t) = 0y + wt € T?, with initial position ; € T? and where w is chosen according to (4.12)),
such that the period T, satisfies T, - w = (n,m), we find

/1 (U(x,, (05 + nt,cr), x2, (05 + mt, c3)) — [Ulp) dt =0 (4.14)

for all 6y = (6}, 62) € T
Finally, analogously to Section and Section [£.2] we may assume w.l.o.g. [U]o = 0 and
observe that

1
/ Usep(x;1(03 +nt,cy), xiz(ﬁg +mt, cg))dt = [Useplo V(65,03) € T?
0

holds generally (i.e. independent of the first order relation (4.13))) by a simple calculation
based on in Proposition (see also Remark . We can thus split off the separable
part Usep of U defined in and assume that Sy = Sy in the following. Hence, the third
step consists of showing that Sy = Sy = 0.

Step (iii). We begin this final step with performing a Fourier decomposition in (4.14]), such

that we obtain

1
; 1 (gl ; 2 (p2
E Uku,kz / elZWklxM (90+nt,c1)e127rk2xu2 (90+mt,02)dt -0 7 v(@(l]7 68) c TQ )
0

0|k |<deg!})
0| k2| <degl

Analogously to the proof of Theorem [[I, we now consider the family of functions

(f(HI u2))
kike ) 0£|ki|<deg!}) 0#|kz|<deg!?

in the Hilbert space L?(T?), where

fod? T =€ (65,00) = Y / el2bel, O tnten) gizmhasi O +mica)qy - (4.15)

(n,m)eBo( Sl

Note that the sum in is finite by Assumption (A3|) (more precisely, it ranges over the
at most (2 deg(Ul)) - (2deg!”) elements from By(S{)) and we suppressed the dependence of
lci] > 7 + /pae(V;) on (n,m) € By(Sz) from the notation (recall (4.12)).

In this way, the problem of proving Theorem [III] i.e. justifying Syo = 0, reduces to a
question about linear independence for the family of functions in the Hilbert space
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L?(T?). Recall that the family ( fk1 kQ) , being linearly independent is equivalent to the

Gram matriz G with entries

(k1 k2)

Gl gy = (™ ) sy or 0 [kl K] < degy), i € {12}, (4.16)
being of full rank, where (g, h)2(r2) denotes the standard inner product of g, h € L*(T?).

Lemma 4.3. There exist ji; = ﬁ(Ci,degg),degg),e) > 0 such that for all u; € [0, [;], i €
{1,2}, the Gram matriz G¥+2) from [E.16)) is of full rank.

Proof. Using the version of Lemma for the inverse function, we find that

iQﬂkﬂﬁi( ,Ci) eiQﬂki -

e

i Mz’HVz‘HCO
= O(deg(U) i = O(,) (4.17)
ce hie) (i + y/Hie(V3)

uniformly in |£;| < degg) and (n,m) € By(Sp).

Similarly to Lemma [4.2] with a slight abuse of notation for the error term, the elements

G(gll ,’:j)) (k1.4 Of the Gram matrix can thus be computed as

1 1 1
/ deé/ de(Q) [ § / dt (efi27rk1nt + O(ﬂll)) (efiZﬂlmmt + O(,ug)) :|6127rk19 7127rk29 <
0 0 0
(n,m)

> 127rk 63 127rk’ 92 |:

S [ar (s o) (o) ||

(n/,m’)

where the summations over (n,m) and (n’,m’) are understood as in (4.15). Using that for
every (ki,ks) € Sy there exist exactly two elements from By(S;) (differing by a sign), we
can evaluate both brackets [ . ] being given by

2+ O(deg degU 1 ) + (’)(degU) degU ug) =2+ O(deg degU (u1 + ug))

after absorption of the second order error in the first order ones.
From this we conclude that

G lkfll 1522) (! Jb) / do; / d02( 2 + O(deg(l) deg(Uz) (p1 + Mz))] ei2m (kK —k1)f5
x  el2m(ky—h2)65 [2 + (’)(deg(Ul) degg) (p1 + Mz))] )
= 40k, 1, Oky by + (’)(deg )deggj (1 + /,62))
Therefore, going back to , we infer the existence of [i; = [L(Ci,deg(Ul),degg),e) > 0,

i € {1,2}, such that for all u; € [0,f,] the Gram matrix G2 from ({.16)) is of full
rank. [
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This finishes the proof of Theorem (a). For part (b), similarly to the proof of The-
orem |l (b), we observe that for every fixed p; € [0, i1] the function po — det (G142} is
analytic. Since det(G#1#2)) £ 0 for py € (0, fi) (see Lemma , we find that the zero set

EM) = {pus € (0,00) | det(GH#2)) = 0} C (fia, 00)

of pip +— det(GW#2)) is at most countable (finite in every compact subset), i.e. in particular
a (one-dimensional) set of zero measure.

Finally, for part (c), we note that, similarly to the proof of Theorem [[1| (b) and by means
of Hartogs’s theorem on separate analyticity, the function (1, p2) — det (G(‘“"‘?)) is (jointly)
analytic. Since det(G#1#2)) £ 0 for (ju1, p2) € (0, i1) x (0, fiz) (see Lemma, we find that
the zero set

Eo 1= {(p1, 2) € (0,00) x (0,00) | det(G¥1#2)) = 0} C (fir, 00) x (fiz, 00)

of (1, po) +— det(G#1#2)) is a (two-dimensional) set of zero measure.
This concludes the proof of Theorem [I1]] (c). O

5 Concluding remarks and outlook

We have shown that integrable deformations of Liouville metrics on T? are Liouville metrics
— at least when more restrictive conditions on the unperturbed metric are balanced with
more general conditions on the perturbation. Removing this balancing, i.e. showing that
arbitrary integrable deformations of arbitrary Liouville metrics remain of Liouville type, is
an interesting problem for future investigations resolving the conjecture proposed at the end
of Section [2] This would require stronger versions of Lemmas and in two senses:

(a) Allow for possibly infinitely many non-zero Fourier coefficients and refrain from re-
stricting to trigonometric polynomials. A resolution of this issue has been found in
the context of the perturbative Birkhoff conjecture [11], 61] concerning integrable bil-
liards. Here, the authors studied the matrix of correlations between the standard basis
(e!?™), ez of L*(T) and certain deformed dynamical modes (given as some kind of
Jacobi elliptic function, see Appendix , corresponding to 2™ (<) in Lemma
and Lemma [£.3] Exponential estimates for the entries of this matrix (obtained from
considering the maximal width of a strip of analyticity around the real axis for the dy-
namical modes), allowed to prove a suitable full-rank lemmas, also for infinitely many
coefficients.

(b) Allow arbitrary fi; > 0 and refrain from restricting to small ones. Also for this issue, a
potential resolution might be found by analytically extending action-angle coordinates
to the complex plane and exploiting their singularities away from the real axis. However,
this requires the potentials V; in the unperturbed Hamiltonian to be restrictions of
holomorphic functions and as such way more special than generic V; € C?(T).

Moreover, we note that, in [61] the authors also outlined a potential strategy for proving
the classical (non-perturbative) Birkhoff conjecture, which might possibly be adapted for
proving a suitably weakened version of the folklore conjecture given in Section [3]
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We end this section with a brief list of open problems being related to the main results
of the present paper:

(i)

(vii)

As described above, it is an natural follow-up problem to extend our results to the
situation, where arbitrary integrable deformations of arbitrary Liouville metrics remain
of Liouville type, i.e. remove the restricting assumptions from - and prove
the conjecture formulated at the end of Section [2]

In particular, starting with (the time-independent version of) Arnold’s example [7] for
diffusion,

Hor,p) = 21 4 12

o\, P) = 9 9

is it possible do deduce rigidity, similarly to Theorem [[I, but without restricting to

the perturbation being a trigonometric polynomial in z? and any smallness condition

on p € [0,1]7 In this case, the full rank lemma might be obtained by proving non-

degeneracy of certain infinite-dimensional matrices, which have Fourier coefficients of

powers of Jacobi elliptic functions (see Appendix |C|) as their entries.

— u(1 = cos(2mz?)) ,

In view of the potential counterexample constructed in [35], it is a major task to
completely settle the Folklore Conjecture mentioned in Sections [I] and [3] i.e. clarify
which part is only ’folklore’ and which part is 'real’.

In particular, the main result of [35], which we stated in Theorem should be
extended to showing that the system is really integrable on an open set in the phase
space and not only on an isoenergy manifold.

For our main results, we assumed the preservation of rational invariant tori 'outside
the eye of the pendulum’ (cf. Figure . Can one obtain the same result, if only tori
'inside the eye’ are preserved?

An alternative approach to the one chosen here, could be to study perturbations of the
additional first integral (2.2), i.e. write F. = F +eF} + O(¢?) and use the vanishing of
the Poisson bracket { H, F.} = 0 with H. = Hy+ €U to obtain the first-order equation

{Ho, 1} +{U, Fy} =0
for the perturbing potential U.

Does there exist a Riemannian metric ¢ on T?, such that its geodesic flow admits
hyperbolic periodic orbits of at least three different homotopy types? If yes, does there
exist a Liouville metric with this propertyﬂ
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during this project, and many helpful comments on an earlier version of the manuscript.
Moreover, I would like to thank Comlan Edmond Koudjinan and Volodymyr Riabov for
interesting discussions. Partial financial support by the ERC Advanced Grant ‘RMTBeyond’
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4 These questions were suggested by Vadim Kaloshin.
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A Generalization to higher dimensions

Our results from Section [2]immediately generalize to higher dimensions d > 3. In this setting,
we define the Hamiltonian function

d 2
Di i
(e = 32 (5 —revie) (A1)
on T*T9, where y; € [0, 00) are parameters, and V; € C*(T) with ||V;|| < C;, Vi > 0 are Morse
functions (or constant). We may assume w.l.o.g. that min,: V;(z') = 0. The system (A.1]) is
clearly integrable, since additional first integrals can easily be found as
2 |
E('Iap):j_,uzv;(ajl)? Z€{177d_1}
Completely analogous to Section [2, we perturb the integrable system (A.1) as H, = Hy+<U
with ¢ € R by an additive potential U € C?(T?), which we assume to have an absolutely
convergent Fourier series.
Now, the analogs of the assumptions in Section [2 read as follows.

1. Assumptions on the perturbed Hamiltonian function H..

Let Hy € C?(T*T?) denote the Hamiltonian function from (A.1)) with ||V;|| < C; and p; €
[0, ;] for some ji; € [0,00), i € {1,...,d}, and U € C*(T?) be a perturbing potential, which
satisfies the following assumption.

(A4) If i; = 0 for the first 0 < dgay < d indices, there exist d® >0 for k € {dgat +1,...,d }
such that
SU C Zdﬂat X ([_d(dﬂat+1)’d(dﬂat+l)] X oo X I:_d(d)’ d(d)]) (AQ)

i.e. U € C?(TY) is a trigonometric polynomial in the last (d — dga;) variables.

As in Section , we denote the minimum over all d®) such that holds as degg) and call
it the i-degree of U.

Note that Proposition immediately generalizes to higher dimensions, such that we can
formulate the analog of Assumption as follows.

2. Assumptions on the preserved integrability of H..
Let Hy € C*(T*T?) denote the Hamiltonian function from (A.1]) satisfying Assumption (A4]),
and U a perturbing potential, such that the following statement concerning the perturbed

Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJE)
ac(e) = Ho(z,c+ Vau. o(x)) (A.3)
as well as the preserved integrability of H. is satisfied.

(P’) There exists an energy e > 0, such that for every b € By(Sit) (recall (2.6)) there exists
a sequence (gx)reny With g # 0 but g, — 0 such that for any p; € [0, fi;] we have the
following;:
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(i) The b-torus from (the analog of) Proposition[2.1|characterized by ¢ € H'(T? R) =
R? with

il > /i e(V5) (A.4)

in the isoenergy submanifold 7, is preserved under the sequence of deformations

(H., )ken, where ¢(V;) is defined in (D.4).
(ii) For ¢ € H*(T% R) satisfying (A.4)), Mather’s a-function and a solution wu, . : T¢ —
R of the HJE (A.3]) can be expanded to first order in ¢, i.e.

Uee = ul? + cul) + O0,(e?) and . = o 4oV + O(?),
where uf”, ul € CY1(T?) and O,(c?) is understood in C''-sense.

We can now formulate our generalized main result.

Theorem IV. Let H. satisfy Assumption (A4) and Assumption for some energy e > 0.

If V; is analytic for j € {d—dayt +1,...,d}, where 0 < dapiyt < d — dfat, and fiy =

fir(Cy, deg(Udﬂ“H), s deggl), e) >0 for k € {daa +1,...,d — daniyt } are small enough, then U

is separable, i.e. there exist Uy, ...,Uz € C*(T) such that
Uzt ... 2% = Up(ah) + ... + Ug(2?) V(z!, ..., 2% € T¢.
This is irrespective of fi; > 0 for j € {d — daniyt + 1, ...,d }, but only for
(Hd—daniye+15 -+ ) € [0, fla—dypyge1] X . X [0, fid]

outside of an exceptional dany-dimensional null-set (depending on (fdg, +1; -+, Md—dumy))-

B Basic perturbation lemma

In this appendix, we state and prove a basic perturbation lemma, which is instrumental in
the continuity arguments required for the proofs of Lemma [£.2] and Lemma [4.3]

Lemma B.1. Let V € C'(T) be a non-negative function, j € [0,1], and define the Hamilto-

nian function
2

Hy(p,x) = 5 — V() (B.1)

on the cotangent bundle T*T. In the neighborhood of a fixed energy E > 0, we can find
action-angle coordinates (1,0) of (B.1)) as

T dz’
! b ===
[::t/ V2E+aV (@) de, 0=+ VTR (B.2)
0

fO 1+pV (z')/E

Regarding 0 = 0(x) as a function on T, we have § € C*(T) and
V
10 F x||cr = O (MH—EHCO> as pu—0. (B.3)

The same holds true if we regard x = x(6) as a function on T.
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Proof. In the whole proof, we focus on the first sign choice in (B.2)) and (B.3)), the second
one is completely analogous and hence omitted.

The time-independent Hamiltonian is a conserved quantity along the Hamiltonian
flow. By restricting to the neighborhood of an isoenergy manifold with £ > 0, which is
topologically T and puts us in the rotating phase of the system , the local action-
angle coordinates can be found in the following way. The action coordinate is obtained by
integrating the momentum p as a solution of

2
%—,uV(x) =F

over a full rotation, i.e.
1
I - / V2B £ V(@) de.
0

This quantity is preserved along the Hamiltonian flow and one can express £ in terms of
I by the implicit function theorem. This allows us to calculate the time-derivative of the
conjugate coordinate 6 of I as

(oY ([
ol OFE 0 V2(E+ pVi(x))
Integrating the equation of motion & = p = \/2(E + uV(x)) and using 6 = wt (obtained by

integrating (B.4)) w.r.t. ¢ starting from ¢t = 0), we find § = (z) as a function of x being given
by

= w. (B.4)

fif dz’
0 \/14pV(z)/E

x dx/
= V2(E+pV()) [ ——
0 H 0 /14uV(a')/E
From this, the approximation (B.3]) can now easily be derived by expanding the square roots
using v/1+y =14+ %+ O(y?) and Fly =1—y+ O(y?) for |y| — 0. The reversed statement
for x = () is a simple consequence. This finishes the proof of Lemma ]

C Action-angle coordinates and analyticity

This appendix is concerned with analyticity properties of action-angle coordinates for one-
dimensional Hamiltonian system

2

Hy(p.x) = 55 = pV(x) (€1

being defined on the cotangent bundle T*T, where p is a positive parameter and V' > 0 an
analytic function. Just as in Appendix [B] in the neighborhood of a fixed energy E > 0, we
can find action-angle coordinates (I,#) of (C.1)) as

x da’
! Jo ———
I:i/ V2E+aV (@) de, 6=+ YT (C.2)
0

fO 1+pV (') /E
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From now on, we shall restrict to the first sign choice in (C.2]).
In our proofs of the analyticity cases in Theorem [[]| and Theorem [[TI}, we shall exploit the
fact that the function

fm dz’
0 \/14+pV(z)/E

0 o) o (©3)
0 /14uV(z")/E

is analytic in both variables. (Note that the further implicit dependence on p via E = E(I) is
also analytic.) Now, for every fixed p > 0, the function z — 60(x, 1) is analytic and invertible,
and we denote its analytic inverse by 6 — z,(0) (cf. Step (i) in the proofs of Theorem
and Theorem . Moreover, most importantly, also the function

(0, 1) = ,,(0)

is analytic in y, as shown in the following simple lemma applied to f(z,w) = 0(z, ) in (C.3)).

Lemma C.1. Let D,, D,, C R be open sets and
f:D,xDy,—=R, (z,w)— f(z,w) (C4)

an analytic function. Moreover, assume that the one-variable restriction f(-,w): D, — R is
invertible and satisfies f(D,,w) = D for every fired w € D,, and some open D C R, such
that we can write its analytic inverse function as

f_l("w):D_)Dz> ng_l(gaw>'

Then it holds that, with a slight abuse of notation, also

fiDxDy— Doy (Gw) = fH¢w)
18 an analytic function.

Proof. Since f~!(-,w) : D — D, is analytic for every fixed w € D,,, it can be represented as

(0.
FH¢ w) 2qu{ e f Zw) (C.5)

by Cauchy’s integral formula, where C'is a closed contour for which |f(z,w)—(| > p > 0. In
this form, since f from ((C.4]) is itself analytic and by involving Hartogs’s theorem, the rhs. of
(C.5)) defines (locally) an jointly analytic function in both variables (¢, w). O

We note that, although 6 from is always analytic in u, the lower regularity in = for
a general V' € C*(T) prevents the analyticity in p to carry over to the inverse function.

We conclude this appendix, by showing analyticity for the important special case of a
pendulum, i.e. V(z) = 1 — cos(2mz), in a more explicit way. In this particular situation,

can be represented as
1
gL _FlrG—a)|m) (C.6)
2 2K(m,,)
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where we introduced the shorthand notation m, = % Here, F(¢|m) (resp. K(m)) for

k € [0,1) denotes the incomplete (resp. complete) elliptic integral of the first kind, i.e.

and  K(m)=F(Z|m). (C.7)

¢ dv
Flolm) = /0 V1 —msin?()

The quantity m is called the parameter, @ the amplitude.

Now, the so-called Jacobi elliptic function are obtained by inverting the incomplete elliptic
integral . More precisely, if u := F(¢ | m) denotes the argument, and u and ¢ are related
in this way (we also write ¢ = am(u | m) for the amplitude), then we define the Jacobi elliptic
functions as

sn(u|m) :=sin (am(u|m)) , en(u|m) = cos (am(u|m)),

which are called the elliptic sine and elliptic cosine, respectively. Moreover, using the notation
introduced above, we can invert the relation (C.6) to find that

v ==——am(K(m,)(1—26,)|m,). (C.8)

Most commonly, the elliptic sine and cosine are considered for fixed parameter m as
functions of u, in which way they in fact behave as elliptic functions, i.e. doubly-periodic
meromorphic function on the complex plane. However, as a function of the parameter pa-
rameter m (see [90]), we have that

m— sn(K(m)u|m) and m— cn(K(m)u|m) (C.9)

are analytic for m € C\ [1,00) and fixed v € R. This easily follows by representing
sn(K (m)u|m) and sn(K(m)u|m) as ratios of Jacobi theta functions [1, Eq. 16.36.3] (see
also [85, Eq. 5]), whose zeros are known explicitly [I, Eq. 16.36.2].

D Weak KAM theory

In this appendix, we provide an overview on basic concepts and results of weak KAM theory
and Aubry-Mather theory, which are relevant in the proofs of our main results. In particular,
we discuss separable Hamiltonian systems on T*T?, i.e. sums of two independent systems
on T*T. The presentation partly follows lecture notes from Sorrentino [86], which build on
seminal works from Mather [76, [77, [78], Aubry [10], Mané [73], Fathi [44] 45] and others.

In the following, let (M, g) be a compact and connected smooth Riemannian manifold
without boundary, e.g. the torus T?. As in Section , T'M denotes its tangent bundle and
T*M its cotangent bundle. While a point in T'M is denoted by (z,v), where x € M and
v € T,M, a point in T*M is denoted by (z,p), where x € M and p € T)M is a linear
functional on T, M. The Riemannian metric g induces a metric d on M as well as a norm
| - ||z on T,,M. We shall use the same notation for the norm induced on 7M. The standard
assumptions on a Hamiltonian H : T*M — R are summarized as follows.
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Definition D.1. (Tonelli Hamiltonians)
A function H : T*M — R is called a Tonelli Hamiltonian if and only if H is (i) of class
C?; (ii) strictly convex in each fiber in C?-sense, i.e. the quadratic form (9>H/0p?)(z, p) is

positive definite for any (z,p) € T*M; (iii) superlinear in each fiber, i.e. lim &2

= OQ.
IIp|z—co lIpll«

A Hamiltonian H : T*M — R is canonically associated to a Lagrangian L : TM — R as
being each others Fenchel-Legendre transforms (z,p) = L(z,v), i.e.

H:T"M =R, (2,p)~ sup [(p,v), — L(z,v)],
vET M
L:TM — R, (x,v)— sup [(p, V) — H(x,p)] )

pETF M

It is easy to check that the Lagrangian associated to a Tonelli Hamiltonian is also of Tonelli
type (defined analogously to Definition [D.1]).
Piecewise C' curves v : [0,1] — M, which minimize the action functional

Awwzlemwmw

satisfy the associated Euler-Lagrange equation

SOG40 = ), telol.

In case that det ‘?;Tg # 0 (Legendre condition), the Euler-Lagrange equation is equivalent to
an equation, which can be solved for %(t), which allows to define a vector field X, on T M,
such that the solutions of 4(t) = X (v(t),¥(t)) precisely satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equation.
The associated flow ®F is called the Euler-Lagrange flow, which is C! for L of class C.

D.1 Basic notions of Aubry-Mather theory
The central objects of study in Aubry-Mather theory are invariant probability measures on

T'M having finite average action,

M(L) := {1/ prob. meas. on TM with vo ®F = v, Vt € R, /

Ldv < oo} ,
™

which shall be endowed with the vague topology, i.e. the weak* topology induced by the
continuous functions f : T'M — R having at most linear growth.

Proposition D.2. Every non-empty energy level {H o L(x,v) = E} contains at least one

invariant probability measure of ®F, i.e. M(L) # 0.

For every v € 9(L) we now define its average action

Ap(v) = /TM Ldv.

Since Ay : M(L) — R is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. the vague topology on 9t(L), we have
the following.
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Proposition D.3. There ezists v € IM(L), which minimizes Ay, over M(L).

A measure v € M(L) minimizing Ay, is called an action-minimizing measure of L. The
principal goal in Aubry-Mather theory is to characterize invariant sets of the dynamics via
action minimizing measures. Since — at least for integrable systems — the phase space is
foliated by invariant tori (cf. Theorem and minimizing a single functional will not be
sufficient to characterize all of them, one considers certain modifications of the Lagrangian:
Let 1 be a 1-form on M and interpret it as a functional on the tangent space as

n:TM =R, (z,v) = (n(z),v),.

One can easily verify that, if n is closed (i.e. dp = 0), then L and L, := L — 7 have the

same Euler-Lagrange flow. Moreover, if n = df is an exact 1-form, then [ (/i?dy = 0 for any
v € M(L). Therefore, for fixed L, the minimizing measures of L, will depend only on the de
Rham cohomology class ¢ = [n] € H'(M,R). Hereafter, 7. shall denote a closed 1-form with
cohomology class ¢ € H'(M,R).

Definition D.4. We define Mather measures, Mather’s a-function, and Mather sets as fol-
lows:

o If v € M(L) minimizes Ay, , we call v a Mather measure with cohomology c.

e The map

a:H(M,R) =R, ¢ — min Ay (v) (D.1)
vem(L) '€

is called Mather’s a-function. It is well defined and easily seen to be convex.

e For ¢ € H'(M,R), we define the Mather set of cohomology class ¢ as

M, = U suppr C TM |
veEMe(L)
where we denoted M.(L) := {v € M, : A, _(v) = —a(c)}. The projection M, =

ﬂ(ﬂc) C M on the base manifold is called the projected Mather set with cohomology
class c.

By duality, one can also define Mather’s S-function: Since fT a 1dr = 0 for exact 1-forms
7, the linear functional

H'(MR) >R, e | 1udv
TM

is well defined. By duality, there exists w(v) € Hi(M,R) such that

/TM Nedv = (¢, w(v)) Ve € H'(M,R),

where we call w(v) the rotation vector of v, which will turn to out to be matching the earlier
definition in Proposition The map w : M, — Hi(M,R) is continuous, affine linear and
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surjective. In combination with the lower semicontinuity of Ay, this shows that Mather’s
B-function
- H{(M,R) - R, h— min Ap(v D.2
ﬁ 1( ) ) ’ VEE)J?(L):lw(Z/):h L( ) ( )
is well defined. It can easily seen to be the convex and, in fact, being the convex conjugate
(Fenchel transform) of the a-function, showing that both, o and /3, have superlinear growth.
We will see below, that the Liouville tori T, with |c;| > \/m;c(V;) from Proposition

agree with the Mather set of cohomology class ¢ € H'(T? R) & R?, i.e. M. = L7YT.).
Basically, this will be concluded from the following two fundamental results.

Theorem D.5. (Mather’s graph Theorem [77])

—~

The Mather set M. is compact, invariant under the Fuler-Lagrange flow and W\Mc : /Wc —

M is an injective map, whose inverse 11 : M. — M, is Lipschitz.

Theorem D.6. (Carneiro [31])

The Mather set M. is contained in the energy level {H o L(z,v) = a(c)}.

D.2 Awubry-Mather theory in one dimension

In the following, we discuss the basic objects introduced above for the one-dimensional ex-
ample of a mechanical Hamiltonian on M = T. Note that the unperturbed Hamiltonian ([2.1))
in the formulation of our main results is a sum of two such one-dimensional systems. Let
V € C%*(T) be a non-negative Morse function with minger V(z) = 0, u € (0,1], and consider

the Hamiltonian )

H:T'T >R, (z,p) — % — uV(z), (D.3)

whose corresponding Lagrangian can easily be obtained as L(z,v) = % + puV(x). We note
that
TT=T"TTxR and H\(T,R) = H'(T,R) = R.

First of all, we study invariant probability measures of the system (D.3)).
e Since V' is a Morse functions, the sets of local (isolated) minima and maxima, X,;, and

Xax, respectively, contain only finitely many elements. This shows that each of the
measures

(5(w*10))x*exmin ; (5(w*,0)>m*e%max

are invariant probability measures of the system, all having zero rotation vector. They
correspond to unstable and stable fixed points with respective energies H(z.,0) =
—uV(xy) for x, € X and H(z*,0) = —uV (z*) for * € Xax.

e For E > 0, the energy level {H(z,p) = E} consists of two homotopically non-trivial
periodic orbits

Ps = {(%P) cp=E\2E+uV(x)), v € 'I[‘} .
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The probability measures evenly distributed along these orbits — denoted by VjEt — are
invariant probability measures of the system. If we denote by

1
1
T(FE) ::/ dz
0 V2(E+ uV(z))
the period of such an orbit, one can easily see that w(ug) = iﬁ. Moreover, we have
that T : (0,00) — (0,00) is continuous, strictly decreasing, and T'(E) — oo as £ — 0,
ie. w(vg) = 0as E— 0.

e For every E € (—pmaxzer V(2),0) \ ((—uV (Xmax)) U (—uV (X)), the energy level
{H(z,p) = E} consists of finitely many disjoint contractible periodic orbits. A proba-
bility measure Vg), k€ {1,..., Ng}, evenly distributed along such an orbit, is invariant
for the system. Since the orbit is contractible, the rotation vector of 1/](;)

w(yg)) = 0.

is zero,

The support of the measures V,(Ek) for £ € (—pmaxger V(x),0)\((—pV (Xmax) ) U(— 1V (Xmin)))
is not a graph over T. Therefore, by means of Mather’s graph Theorem they cannot
be action minimizing. Moreover, we also have that the a-function is even, a(c) = a(—c)
for all ¢ € R, which follows by the symmetry H(z,p) = H(z, —p) of the system (D.3). In
combination with the convexity of «, this shows that ming a(c) = a(0). Since V' > 0, we have
Ap(v) > 0forall v € My, and thus a(c) > 0 for all ¢ € R. By taking z, € X, with V(z,) =0
(a global minimum), we have Ar(d(z,0)) = 0, which shows that ming a(c) = a(0) = 0. It
follows from Theorem that only energy levels with £ > 0 are capable of containing a
Mather set. The Mather set of cohomology ¢ = 0 is contained in the energy level with E' = 0
and we have My ={V =0} x {0}.

For cohomology classes different from zero, a first observation is that, since « is su-
perlinear and continuous, all energy levels with £ > 0 must contain some Mather set.
Let £ > 0 and consider the periodic orbit Pj with the invariant probability measure v
evenly distributed. The graph of this orbit can be viewed as the graph of the closed 1-form

nt = \/2(FE + pV (z))dz, having cohomology class
1
HE) = lnt) = | VBTV @)de.
0

This function is continuous, strictly increasing for £ > 0 and we have

cH(E) — \/ﬁ/o V2V(z)de = /ue(V), as E —0. (D.4)

Therefore, this defines an invertible function ¢* : (0,00) — (y/m¢(V), 00), whose inverse we
denote by F(c). Using Mather’s graph Theorem and the Fenchel-Legendre inequality,
(v,p)r < L(z,v) + H(x,p), one can show that v}, is the unique ¢*(FE)-action minimizing
measure and we thus have

Mc+(E) - PE s and Similarly MC— (B) = PE ,
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where ¢~ (F) = —c¢(FE) is the cohomology class of n; = —nj.

It remains to study the non-zero cohomology classes in [—,/pc(V'), \/uc(V)]. Observe
that, by Theorem [D.6] we have a(c*(E)) = E and thus, using continuity of «, it follows that
a(E/pe(V)) = 0. By convexity of o and ming a(c) = a(0) = 0, this implies a(c) = 0 for
c € [=y/pe(V), /pe(V)]. Consequently, the corresponding Mather measures lie in the zero
energy level, such that we have

M.={V=0}x{0} forall ce[—/puc(V),/uc(V)].

Summarizing the above considerations, we have shown that

~  J{V =0} x{0} if[c] < /uc(V) o) = 0 if |c] < /pe(V)
Mem {Piini? it el > yrev) {E(]d) it 1o > vae(v) P

Remark D.7. We note that a from (D.5)) is globally C! (which follows from strict convexity
of its Fenchel transform § defined in (D.2))) and C, even analytic, for || > /uc(V) (which
follows from the implicit function theorem as E(-) = (¢*)7!(+)). Also, a is symmetric around
0 and (strictly) increasing for ¢ > 0 (for ¢ > \/uc(V)).

Remark D.8. By arguing as above for the two independent dimensions of , this demon-
strates the connection between part (a) of Theorem [1.6land part (a) of Proposition 2.1, More
precisely, the graph property follows from Theorem and the results in (D.5)). The re-
maining part of the statement follows after realizing that a(c) = a;(c1) + ag(c2), where o
is the a-function of the one-dimensional system with coordinates labeled by ¢, and taking
ue € C3(T?) with |¢;| > /iic(V;) according to

) = —es [(V2a(a) + mVi(zh)
Vatie(z) = —e (ﬁ(az(cz)mvz(x?))) ’

(recall V; € C*(T) is a non-negative Morse function and «;(c;) > 0) such that the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation

a(e) = Ho(z, e+ Vyue(z))

is satisfied. Moreover, in case that U as in 1s actually separable, one can employ the
explicit forms for ¢™(FE) as the inverse of the a-function and Vu. to prove the validity of
Assumption (]ED, simply by using the same expansions leading to the proof of Lemma .
This means that separable systems satisfy Assumption (P]), which shows consistency with
our main results.

D.3 Fathi’s weak KAM theory and perturbations

For concreteness, we specialize to M = T?, in which case H'(T? R) = T*T? = R? for every
r € T?, such that we can identify ¢ € H*(T? R) with a closed 1-form of cohomology class
c. The central object of investigation in Fathi’s weak KAM theory [44] 45] (with important
contributions from Siconolfi [46, 47], Bernard [13] and others [32], [72]) is the Hamilton-Jacobi
equation (HJE)

H(z,c+V,u)=k, keR, (D.6)
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where H is a Tonelli Hamiltonian on 7*T? with associated Tonelli Lagrangian L.

For classical solutions, i.e. C!'-functions u : T? — R solving , it is immediate to
check, that there is at most one value & € R, for which such a C'-solution may exist. In
fact, this value agrees with Mather’s a-function defined in (D.1)). The primary goal of the
theory is to define a weaker notion of (sub)solution (so called weak KAM solutions), whose
existence is always guaranteed [45] 44], even if the Tonelli Hamiltonian H is not integrable.
See [32], [72, [47] for approaches to the problem from the theory of partial differential equations.

The following proposition contains perturbative properties of weak KAM solutions u. and
Mather’s a-function a. for systems of the form

H5<$,p) = HO(x7p> + 5H1(xvp> :

Proposition D.9. (Gomes [51])

Let Hy : T*T? — R be an integrable Hamiltonian and u') a (classical) C*-solution of the HJE
Hy(z,c+ Vou®) = a®(c). Moreover, let v denote the projection of a Mather measure
with cohomology c. Suppose there exists a function vV € CY(T?) and a number oV (c) such
that

aW(e) = (V,Hy)(z, c + V,u'?), Vu) + Hy(z, ¢ + V,u'?), Vo e T2 (D.7)

Then

aWe)= | Hi(z,c+ Vu)dv® and a.(c) =aV(c)+caV(c) + O.(e?). (D.8)
T2
Remark D.10. The above proposition provides a converse to in Assumption . In
fact, the transport-type equation for the unknown u(!) (with so far unspecified constant
aD(e)) is exactly the first-order expansion obtained in (4.2)), (£.7), and in Section
and also fixes ! (¢) to be given by . Moreover, the equation coincides with the
relation, which the correction term uM of an approzimate solution . = u® + eu® to the
HIJE
H(z,c+V,u) =k

of order one has to satisfy (see [51]). The approximate solution @, = u® +&u also coincides
with the first order truncation of the so-called Lindstedt series [9, [52], a not necessarily
convergent perturbative expansion similar to the ones in KAM theory [63] [6, 80] or the
Poincaré-Melnikov method [9], 56, [89]. Finally, it is interesting to note that, if Hi(x,p) =
W (x) is independent of the xz-variables, then a.(c) is a convex function of € and thus a.e. twice
differentiable — yielding the expansion at every such point.
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