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SINGULAR DYNAMICS FOR DISCRETE WEAK K.A.M. SOLUTIONS
OF EXACT TWIST MAPS

JIANXING DUt AND XIFENG SUT

ABSTRACT. For an exact twist map f, we introduce an inherent Lipschitz dynamics ¥
given by the discrete forward Lax-Oleinik semigroup. We investigate several properties
of ¥4 and show that for any discrete weak K.A.M. solution u, the non-differentiable
points of u are globally propagated and forward invariant by 3. In particular, such
propagating dynamics possesses the same rotation number as the associated Aubry-
Mather set with respect to w.

A detailed exposition of the corresponding Arnaud’s observation [ArnIi] is then pro-
vided via ¥ 4. Furthermore, we construct and analyze the dynamics on the pseudo-graphs
of discrete weak K.A.M. solutions.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction

-~

A ] 1] annuly 12
3. Proof of Theorem 14
- - - - 14

16
arities 19

3.4. >, admits a rota number 19
4. An explanation of Arnaud’s observation 21
i i 22
23
24

1. INTRODUCTION

The celebrated Aubry-Mather theory developed independently by S. Aubry [Aub83|
[ALDS83] and J. Mather [Mat82] provides a novel approach to the study of the dynamics
of twist diffeomorphisms of the annulus. The existence of action minimizing sets (referred
as Aubry-Mather sets) —which could be invariant circles or invariant Cantor sets etc—is
established. Moreover, one may have

e every Aubry-Mather set is a subset of a homotopically nontrivial circle that is a
graph over the zero section,
e every Aubry-Mather set is associated a rotation number and
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e all the Aubry-Mather sets are vertically ordered in the annulus according to the
rotation numbers. See [Gol01].

We concentrate on those Aubry-Mather sets with gaps and intend to study how these
gaps evolve. To this aim, we will introduce a singular dynamics such that the gaps are
forward invariant by such dynamics.

Let f be an exact twist map on the annulus T x R and F' be its lift on its universal
cover R?. Because of the exactness of f, one can associate F' with a C? generating function
S:R?2 S R.

Let ¢ € R be some cohomology clasd] of T. One can also define the lift F, and the
corresponding generating function S, at cohomology class ¢ given by

F.(x,p) = F(x,p+c¢) — (0,c) and S¢(x,y) = S(x,y) + c(z — y) respectively.

We then define respectively the discrete backward and forward Lax-Oleinik operators T~
and T* by

T [u](z) :=;i;relnf§ {u(y) + Sc(y, )}, VreR

T [u](x) :=sup {u(y) — Sc(z,y)}, VreR
yeR

for every continuous 1-periodic function u : R — R. Then one can prove that there exists
a unique constant S. € R such that the equation u = T~ [u] — S. admits at least one
solution u,. (see for example [GTTI] [ST18]). This min-plus eigenvalue problem in ergodic
optimization gives rise to the following two notions in celebrated Mather-Fathi theory (see
[Mat91l, [Fat97]) for Tonelli Lagrangian dynamics:

e Mather’s a-function: H'(T,R) — R,c+> —S,, which is differentiable everywhere.

e a discrete weak K.A.M. solution u. for f at cohomology class ¢, which is semi-

concave and so differentiable almost everywhere.

Therefore, we could state our first result below:

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a twist map of the annulus and c € R be some cohomology class of
T. Let uc : R — R be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution for f at cohomology class c. Then
the map ¥4 : R —> R, x — y is well-defined and implicitly given by

T uc](@) = uc(y) — Sel@,y).
Moreover, the map ¥4 satisfies the following properties:
(i) X4 is a lift of a circle map with degree 1, i.e., Xy(x +1) =X, (z) + 1;

(ii) X4 is non-decreasing and Lipschitz continuous;

(ili) X4 propagates singularities of uc, i.e., if z is not a differentiable point of u., neither
is Xy (x); for simplicity, we denote by Sing(u.) the set of all the non-differentiable
points of uc;

(iv) 34 admits a rotation number for positive iterations, that is,

I
p(X4) = nﬂ{{loo n (E+($) - 55)
exists for all x € R and is independent of x. In fact, p(¥) = o/(c).

n the present paper, the cohomology class c is fixed at the beginning and one can assume ¢ = 0 for
simplicity. The reason why we insist writing ¢ explicitly in the introduction is that we will apply the results
here for future work.
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As an application of the above properties of the singular dynamics, we immediately obtain
that the singularities of a discrete weak K.A.M. solution u can be globally propagated with
a rotation number.

Theorem 1.2. Let f be a twist map of the annulus and ¢ € R be some cohomology class
of T. Let u. : R — R be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution for f at cohomology class c. Let
xo € Sing(uc) and one can define the one-sided sequence {xy}nez, iteratively by:

Tusr 1= argmax{ua(y) — Selwa,y)}  for any ne Zy.
yeR

Then, we have

(a) the whole one-sided sequence {xy}nen < Sing(u.);
(b) the limit p. := Jim Eo=Lo eyists and is independent of xo;

(¢) pe equals to the rotation number o' (c) of the associated Aubry-Mather set.

Note that item (a) of Theorem could be regarded as a discrete version of [CCIT,
Lemma 3.2] (see also [Zha20]). To the best of our knowledge, items (b),(c) are new in the
literature of twist maps.

As an immediate application, we now investigate the relation between the number of
the singular set Sing(u.) of a given discrete weak K.A.M. solution u. and the arithmetic
property of the associated rotation number.

If Sing(u.) # &, we can pick z¢ € Sing(u.) and define zp41 = X4 (zp), Vn € Z4. In
addition, if Sing(u.)/Z is a finite set, we know that there exist two different natural numbers
n < m such that 2, — x, € Z. Then we obtain that p. = (2, — x,)/(m —n) € Q. Hence
o/ (¢) also belongs to Q.

On the other hand, if o/(c) € R\Q, due to the fact Sing(u.)/Z is at most countable (see
[CS04] Proposition 4.1.3]), we conclude

Corollary 1. Let f be a twist map of the annulus and c € R be some cohomology class of
T. Let u. : R — R be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution for f at cohomology class c.
(1) If Sing(uc)/Z is not empty and has finite elements, then o'(c) € Q.
(2) If &/(c) € R\Q, then Sing(u.)/Z is either empty or infinitely countable.
In the next, we will use the singular dynamics ¥, to give a detailed explanation of

Arnaud’s observation for the connection between pseudo-graph and the Lax-Oleinik semi-
group [Arnll] in the case of twist maps (see also [Zav23]).

Theorem 1.3. Let f be a twist map of the annulus and c € R be some cohomology class of
T. Letu. : R — R be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution for f at cohomology class c. Then the
graphs Graph(X. ), Graph(c + dT[u.]) and Graph(c + V*tu.) are Lipschitz submanifolds
of R? associated by the commutative diagram.:

Graph(Xy4)

Graph(c + dT[uc]) £ Graph(c + VT u,)

where T (z,y) = (y,025(x,v)), I~ (z,y) = (x,—015(x,y)) and F is the lift of f associated
to S.
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N c+dT " [uc] c+ Vtu,

// //

FIGURE 1. The graphs Graph(X; ), Graph(c + dT"[u.]) and Graph(c +
V*u.) at cohomology class ¢ = 0 in the pendulum case.

Following Arnaud and Zavidovique’s article [AZ23], we call Graph(c + VT u.) the full
pseudo-graph of a weak K.A.M. solution u. at cohomology class ¢. If 2 € Sing(u.), then
VT u.(x) is not a singleton and we refer to {z} x (¢ + VTu.(z)) as a vertical segment of the
full pseudo-graph Graph(c + V*tu,.). Notice that there is a natural forward map

¥+ x ¥4 : Graph(X1) — Graph(Xy)
(@, 24(x)) = (34 (2), % (2))-

Hence for any cohomology class ¢, there are two maps

Q. : Graph(c + dT*[u.]) — Graph(c + dT " [u.]),
A, : Graph(c + VTu.) — Graph(c + V*tu,)

induced by the diagram:

Graph(c + dT*[uc])\ /Grraph(c +dT " [uc])
r- r-

F Graph(Xy4) SElat Graph(Xy4) F

Graph(c + V7Tu,) Graph(c+ VTu,.)

The dynamical systems defined by A. and 2. are conjugate and also termed as the
singular dynamics on Graph(c + V*tu,) and Graph(c + dT[u.]) respectively (see Figures
and Bl for an illustration).
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Graph(c+ V*tu,)

) W) ) Y ) o)

FIGURE 2. Singular dynamics on the full pseudo-graph Graph(c+V " u,.) of
a discrete weak K.A.M. solution u. at cohomology class ¢, where different
colors are used to represent the corresponding relationships before and after

the map A..

Graph(c+ dT " [u.])

N :L.(y) w+ (v) Yy

FIGURE 3. Singular dynamics on the Graph(c + dT " [uc]), where different
colors are used to represent the corresponding relationships before and after

the map Q..
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Consequently, one could analyze the dynamics A, on the full pseudo-graphs Graph(c +
V*u.) and has the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let f be a twist map of the annulus and c € R be some cohomology class of
T. Let uc. : R — R be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution for f at cohomology class c. Then
the map

A, : Graph(c + V*u.) — Graph(c + V*tu,)

(z,p) = (y,025(,y))
is well-defined and implicitly given by

T+[uc](x) = uc(y) - Sc(xay)'
Moreover, the map A, satisfies the following properties:
(i) Ac(z +1,p) = Ac(z,p) + (1,0);
(ii) Ac is Lipschitz continuous;
(iii) A. does not reverse the orientation of the full pseudo-graph.
(iv) the image of a vertical segment under A. is a point that belongs to a vertical segment.
(v) A. admits a rotation number for positive iterations, that is,

p(Ae) = lim - (m 0 A%z, p) - )

n—+aw N

exists for all (z,p) € Graph(c+ VT u.) and is independent of (z,p). In fact, p(A;) =
o (c).

Observing Figurelreveals that within the singular dynamics, certain points are attracted
to the singularities. However, it is also evident that some points do not propagate into the
singularities during the iteration of A.. Thus, one could conclude:

Theorem 1.5. Let f be a twist map of the annulus and c € R be some cohomology class of

T. Let uc : R —> R be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution for f at cohomology class c. Then
the two sets

¢+ T (ue) := ﬂ F~"(Graph(c + du,));
n=0
C+K:*(uc) = U Ac(xap)
zeSing(uc)
pect+V T u. ()

satisfy the following properties
(i) the set ¢ + I*(uc) is closed, non-empty and Ac-invariant;
(ii) the restriction of Ac on ¢+ I*(uc) is the lift F of the twist map f;
(ili) the set ¢ + K*(u.) is at most countable and contained within the vertical segments

of Graph(c + V*tu,);
(iv) for any (z,p) € Graph(c + V*tu.)\(c + Z*(u.)), there exists n € Zy such that
Al (z,p) € ¢+ K*(ue).

Before ending this section, as an application of ¢ + Z*(u.), we represent the Aubry set in
Theorem [2.15] that:

ct AF = (e +T*(u)),

where the intersection is considered over all discrete weak K.A.M. solutions u. at the co-
homology class ¢. This constitutes the weak Hamilton-Jacobi theorem (see e.g. [Fat08]) in
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the discrete setting. For the sake of simplicity, all proofs in Sections 3-5 only deals with the
case where ¢ = 0.

2. PRELIMINARY

Notations. e T4 = R9/7%is the d-dimensional torus and its cotangent bundle T*T¢ =
T¢ x (R%)* is the 2d-dimensional annulus. The points of the annulus are de-
noted by (6,p) € T¢ x (RY)* and the points of its universal cover are denoted
by (z,p) € R? x (R)*,

e Let S(x1,...,224) be a C! real-valued function defined on R?¢. We denote by 0,9
and 02 the (R?)*-valued functions (0S/0x1, . ..,0S/dxq) and (05/0x441, - . ., 0S5 /0x24)
respectively.

e For the product space X x Y, themaps 7 : X xY - X and 7 : X XY — Y are
the projections on the first and second variable.

o Let G: X — 2Y be a set-valued map, we define its graph as a subset of X x Y

Graph(G) := {(z,y) € X x Y |y € G(x)}.

For example, if u : T? — R is semiconcave, we will denote by Graph(du) the partial
graph of du:

Graph(du) = {(z,y) € R? x (RY)* | u is differentiable at z and y = du(z)}.
And we will denote by Graph(V*w) the full pseudo-graph of w:
Graph(V*u) = {(z,y) e R x (RY)* | y e Vu(z)}.

2.1. Discrete weak K.A.M. theory on d-dimensional torus. Let us recall some fun-
damental definitions and properties on semiconcave functions (see [CS04, Chapter 3] for
instance).

Definition 2.1. Let v : R? — R be a continuous function.

e For any x € RY, the sets

A\

() = e (RAVE - liy g W) — w(@) — p(y — )
v “(””)‘{p (RE)" : lim Inf lv—2| 0}

() — Ay . i sup L)~ w(@) —ply — )
¥ ute) = {pe ()" sty M 0 <of

are called, respectively, the superdifferential and subdifferential of u at x. From the
definition it follows that, for any x € RY, —V~u(z) = V' (—u)(z).

e Let Q — R? be a convex open set, we say that u is semiconcave (with a linear
modulus) on 2 if there exists a constant C' = 0 such that

M) + (1= Nuly) — e+ (1= V) < SAL =Vl — yl?

for any z,y € Q and X € [0,1]. Then C is called the semiconcavity constant of u. A
function v is called semiconvex on €2 if —v is semiconcave. We say that wu is locally
semiconcave (with a linear modulus) if for each x € R, there exists a convex open
neighborhood U, such that u is semiconcave on U,.
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e For any x € RY, a covector p € (R?)* is called a reachable differential of u at z if a
sequence {z,} < R¥\{z} exists such that u is differentiable at z} for each k € Z,
and

lim 2 =2, lim du(z) =p.
k—o0 k—o0

The set of all reachable gradients of u at x is denoted by V*u(z).

Proposition 2.2. (i) Let u : R? — R be semiconcave function on Q with linear mod-
ulus and constant C'. Then

C
u(z) —u(zo) < po(r — o) + 5|x — 3:0|2

for any x, o € Q and pg € V*u(xzp).
(ii) Let u:R? — R be a continuous function, Q = R? be a convex open set and xg € Q.
If there exists C = 0 and py € (R?)* such that

C
u(z) —u(zo) < po(z — o) + 5II —x0)?, Vre

then po € VT u(xo).
(iii) Let u,v : R* — R be two continuous functions, Q@ = RY be a convex open set and x €
Q. Ifu<vonQ and u(z) = v(x), then Vtu(x) > VTo(x) and V- u(x) € V- u(x).
(iv) Let u : R? — R be a continuous function and x € R?. Then u is differentiable at x
if and only if VT u(z) and V™ u(z) are both nonempty; in this case we have that

Vtu(z) = Vou(z) = {du(z)}.

(v) Let u : R* — R be semiconcave function on Q. Then V*u(z) < oV*tu(z) for all
x € Q, where 0 is the boundary taken with respect to the standard topology of RY.

Hypothesis 1. The function S : R? x R — R satisfies the following properties:
(1) S is of class C;
(2) S is coercive:

lim  S(z,y) = +oo;
le—y|—+o0

(3) S is locally semiconcave;
(4) S is diagonal-periodic:
V(z,y) e REx R mez? S(xz+m,y+m)=_5(z7vy);

(5) S is ferromagnetic; that is, the two maps = — 025(x,y) and y — d1.5(z,y) are
homeomorphisms between R? and (R%)* for all (z,y).

Remark 2.3. The notion of ferromagnetic terminology is introduced by Garibaldi and
Thieullen (see [GT11] Definition 2.4]). If S satisfies Hypothesis[I] then the discrete standard
map F : R? x (R?)* © can be defined by

p=—015(z,y)
p/ = 02S(Iay)

The map F' is a homeomorphism and can be seen as a discrete version of the Hamiltonian
flow.

F(z,p) = (y,p) = {
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We recall the discrete backward Laz-Oleinik semigroup and discrete forward Lax-Oleinik
semigroup defined in the introduction:

VzeR? T [u](z):= inf {u(y)+S(y,z)},
yeR4
VoeRY, T*[u](x) := sup {u(y) — S(z,y)},
yeRd
for every continuous Z?-periodic function u : R — R (namely u € C°(T4)).

Remark 2.4. (a) The image T~ (C°(T?)) of T~ is equicontinuous, as shown in [GTT1]
Lemma 4.2]. Moreover, it constitutes a family of semiconcave functions with linear
modulus and the same constant, as demonstrated in [Zav23| Proposition 2.4.10].

(b) [Zav23, Proposition 1.3.6] For any u € C°(T%) and n € Z,

T oT "u] <u<T "oT [ul.

(c) As S is continuous and coercive, for any x € R?, we can find y € R? that attains
the infimum in the definition of T [u](z) and the supremum in the definition of
T+[u](x). In other words, given u € C°(T?), for each y € RY, there exists z € R?
such that

T~ [u](y) = u(z) + 5(x,y)
and for each z € R?, there exists y € R? such that
T [u](z) = u(y) — S(=.y).

In the next, we will characterize the regularity of w, T~ [u], T [u] in the following Lem-
mas 2.5] and 2.12] whose proofs are given in the appendix.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that S satisfies Hypothesis[l. Let u e C°(T?).
(a) If T~ [u](y) = u(z) + S(z,y) for some (z,y) € R x RY, then
—018(x,y) € VT u(z);
028 (w,y) € VT [u](y);
(b) if TH[u](x) = u(y) — S(z,y) for some (z,y) € R? x RY, then
—018(z,y) € VT [u](2);
028(z,y) € Vuly);
Lemma 2.6. Assume that S satisfies Hypothesis[. Let u e C°(T?).

(a) Lety e Re. Then there exists a unique x € R? such that T~ [u](y) = u(z) + S(z,y)

if and only if T~ [u] is differentiable at y.
(b) Let x € R%. Then there exists a unique y € R? such that T*[u](x) = u(y) — S(z,y)

if and only if T [u] is differentiable at z.
Theorem 2.7 (Discrete Weak K.A.M.). There ervists a unique constant S such that the

equation uw = T~ [u] — S admits at least one solution u € C°(T9).

Such functions u : R¢ — R are called discrete weak K.A.M solutions. The constant S is
called the effective interaction.
Definition 2.8. A function u € C°(T?) is called a sub-action with respect to S if

V(z,y) e RE x R wu(y) —u(x) < S(z,y) — S,

or equivalently, if u < T~ [u] — S, or equivalently, if u > T+ [u] + S.
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Remark 2.9. For any sub-action u, the functions T¥[u] are also sub-actions [Zav23, Propo-
sition 1.2.6]. Thus, we have

u<T [u] =S <T ?[u] —258 < T 3[u] - 35 <
This implies that the sequence {T~"[u] — nS}nez, is non-decreasing. Moreover, we can
show that the sequence {T~"[u] —nS}nez, is uniformly bounded [Zav23| Proposition 1.2.3].
Note that (a) of Remark 24 states that the sequence {T~"[u] — nS},ez, is equicontinuous.

Therefore, {T~"[u] — nS},ez, converges uniformly to a function u_ € C°(T%), which is a
discrete weak K.A.M. solution.

Definition 2.10. Let u be a sub-action. We say that (z,y) € R? x RY is u-calibrated
if u(y) — u(z) = S(x,y) — S. A sequence {x,}nez is called u-calibrated if (z,,xn41) is
u-calibrated for all n € Z. The non-strict set N'S(u) of u collects all u-calibrated pairs:

NS(u) == {(z,y) € R* | u(y) — u(z) = S(z,y) — S}.

Remark 2.11. Let u be a sub-action. If (z,y) € RY x R? is u-calibrated, then we have

) +
T’[U](y) ( )+S(w Y);i
T [u](z) = uly) — S(z,y).

Lemma 2.12. Assume that S satisfies Hypothesis[Ql Let u be a sub-action.
(a) If (z,y) € NS(T _[ 1), then both w and T~ [u] are differentiable at x. Moreover,
du(z) = dT~[u](z) = —015(x,y).
(b) If (z,y) € NS(T*[u]), then both u and T*[u] are differentiable at y. Moreover,
du(y) = dT " [ul(y) = 025(x,y).

Definition 2.13. The projected Aubry set is defined as

A:=7r1( N NS(u)).

u is a sub-action

This may not be the most common definition, but it can be proven to be equivalent
to other definitions (see [GT11l, Proposition 10.5]). We list below, without proof, some
properties of the projected Aubry set A. Interested readers may refer to Garibaldi and
Thieullen’s paper [GT11] and Zavidovique’s note [Zav23].

Proposition 2.14. Assume that S satisfies Hypothesis [
(i) A is closed, non-empty and

A =y ( ﬂ NS (u)) :
u is a sub-action

(i) A+m=A, YmeZ;

(iii) Any sub-action u is differentiable on A. Moreover, the differential du : A — (R9)*
is independent of u;

(iv) For any xzo € A, there exists a unique sequence {xy, }nez which is calibrated by any
sub-action u;

(v) Denote the Aubry set A* = {(z,p) | p = du(z),xz € A}. Then the projection
m  A* — A is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.

(vi) A* is an F-invariant set, i.e., F(A*) = A* and F~1(A*) = A*.
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Theorem 2.15. Assume that S satisfies Hypothesis . If u is a discrete weak K.A.M.
solution, then we have

(1) For anyn >1,
F (Graph(du)> < Graph(du).
So one can define the closed, non-empty and F-invariant set

T*(u) = (| F" (Wh(du)) .

(2) there exists a discrete weak K.A.M. solution u_ such that A* = T*(u_).

(3) moreover,

A* = (T*(w),
where the intersection is taken over all discrete weak K.A.M. solutions.

Proof. (1). To show that F~" (Graph(du)) < Graph(du) for all n > 1, it suffices to
demonstrate
F! (Graph(du)> < Graph(du).

Consider a point (y,p’) € Graph(du). There exists a sequence {(yx, p},) }xez, < Graph(du)
that converges to (y,p’) as k — +o. If (yx,p}.) € Graph(du), then u is differentiable at y;
and p}, = du(yx). Since u = T~ [u] — S, the function T~ [u] is also differentiable at y;, and
dT~[u](yx) = p}. Using item (a) of Lemma 2.6 there exists a unique z € R? such that
T~ [u](yk) = u(zk) + S(xk, yr). By item (a) of Lemma [2.5] we have

028 (xy, yx) = AT~ [u](yx) = P

Since S is is ferromagnetic, the convergence (yx,p)) — (y,p’) implies that {xj}rez, con-
verges to some z € R% and

02S(a,y) =p'.
Then, from T~ [u](yx) = u(zk) + S(xk, yr), we get
T [u)(y) = u(z) + S(z,y)-
Using u = T~ [u] — S again, we have
u(y) + 8 =T~ [u](y) = u(z) + S(z,y).

That is, (z,y) € NS(u) = NS(T~[u]). Then it follows from the item (a) of Lemma2I2that
u is differentiable at z and du(x) = —d1.5(x, y). Combine 025(z,y) = p’ and —d1S(x,y) =
du(x), by Remark 23] we have

F=(y,p) = (@, du(@)).

Therefore, F~(y, p') € Graph(du).
(2). Let @ be a C*! sub-action such that A = m(NS(U)) = ma(NS(U)) in [ZaviO)].
Thanks to Remark 2.9] we can define
t_:= lim T "[d] —nS.
n—-+ao
Consider a point (xg,pg) € Z*(_) and denote (zx,px) := F*(z0,p0), Yk € Z,. Then we
know that u_ is differentiable at z; with differential py for each k > 1. Using item (a) of
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Lemma [Z.6] there exists a unique wy € R? such that T~ [t_](zx) = ¥ (wy) + S(wy, x1) for
each k > 1. By item (a) of Lemma [Z5] we have

QQS(wk,Ik)=pk, vk = 1.

Since S is ferromagnetic and F(zg—1,px—1) = (Tk,pr), we have xi_; = wy, for each k > 1
In particular,

U_(zr) + S =T [a_](zx) = U (25-1) + S(Tp1,78), VE=1
That is, the pair (xg_1, k) is t_-calibrated for each k > 1. Then, by Remark 21T]
T [a-](zk) — T [U-](zk-1)
= (t_(zp) = S) — (U—(zx) — S(@p-1,7x))
=S(zp_1,21) — S.

That is, the pair (zg—_1,x)) is TT[U_]-calibrated for each k > 1. We claim, by induction,
that for all k,n € Z,, the pair (xy,xgs1) is TT"[U_]-calibrated. Specifically, (zg,z1) is
T+"[u_]-calibrated for each n € Z, . Utilizing Remark 211 once again, we obtain

TH"[G_](wo) +nS = U_(x0), VneZ,;.
Let e(n) := sup (- — T~ "[t] + nS). Then, based on item (b) of Remark 4] for each
n € Zy, we have
U — Tt o T "[u]
- — T [U_ +nS —e(n)]
= (U= = T*"[u-] —nS) +&(n).

Setting x = xo and letting n — +00, we obtain U_(z) — U(zo) < 0. Given that u < u_, we
conclude @(zg) = 4_(x0). Recall from Remark 9] that

U_ —u

NN

T<T (4] -S<- <T_.
Thus, T~ [4](z0) = @(xo) + S. Applying (c) of Remark 24, we find z_; € R? such that
T [)(x0) = A1) + S(&_1, 20)
This leads to
’lNL(.I()) +S5= Ti[’lN,L]({E()) = ’lNL(Ifl) + S(Ifl, Io).

Therefore, (v_1,79) € NS(u), implying z9 € m(NS(@)) = A. With pg = diu_(xg), we
have (x0,po) € A*. Consequently, Z*(i_) < A*. We have proved that A* < Z*(u) for each
discrete weak K.A.M. solution u. Therefore, A* = Z*(u_).

(3). Tt follows from items (iii) and (vi) of Proposition .14 that A* < Z*(u) for each

discrete weak K.A.M. solution . Thus, the desired result can be immediately deduced from
item (2). O

2.2. Twist maps of the 2-dimensional annulus. We begin by introducing the notion
of twist maps.

Definition 2.16. A twist map of the 2-dimensional annulus is a C*-diffeomorphism f :
T x R* © such that

(1) f is isotopic to identity ;

(2) f is exact symplectic, i.e. if f(6,p) = (¢',p’), then the 1-form p'dd’ — pdf is exact;
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(3) f twists verticals to the right: if F': R x R* ©O, denoted by F(z,p) = (y,p’), is a
lift of f then for all x € R, then there exists € > 0 such that

0 1
0< 5 (0p) <2, Vo) eR xR

Definition 2.17. A generating function of the lift F : RxR* > is a C? function S : R2 - R
such that

(1) S is diagonal-periodic:
¥(z,y) € R S(z+ 1y +1)=S(z,y);
(2) there exists ¢ > 0 such that

0" S(z,y) < —e, V(r,y)eRxR
axay Y y Y ) y *
(3) for all (x,p), (y,p’) € R?, we have the following equivalence

p=—0S(zy)
P = 025(x,y)

Remark 2.18. For any lift F' of a twist map f, there exists a unique generating function
S, up to addition by a constant, that satisfies Definition 2T (see [MMS89, Appendix 1]).

F(z,p) = (y,p) = {

One can then state Aubry & Le Daeron Non-crossing Lemma:

Lemma 2.19 ([ALDS3]). Let f be a twist map and S be a generating function. If x1,x2,y1, Y2
are four reals such that (x1 — x2)(y1 — y2) < 0, then

S(x1,y1) + S(z2,y2) > S(x1,y2) + S(x2,y1).

This Non-crossing Lemma can be obtained by integrating over a quadrangle and we omit
its detailed proof.

Proposition 2.20. Let f be a twist map. For any c € R, the function

Se(@,y) = S(@,y) + c(z —y)
satisfies Hypothesis [l

Proof. Ttems (4) and (5) of Hypothesis [l straightforwardly follow from items (1) and (2) of
Definition 217 respectively. Since S is of class C?, we deduce that S, is of class C! and
locally semiconcave (see [CS04l, Proposition 2.1.2]). Remaining work is to demonstrate that
S. is coercive. This conclusion follows from the superlinearity of the generating function S,
expressed as

Sy _ o

lz—y|—>+o0 |z — Y|
It follows immediately from a lemma due to MacKay, Meiss and Stark’s article [MMS89,
Lemma Al.6] O

Remark 2.21. (a) The function S, is referred to as the generating function at the
cohomology class ¢ of T. As proved in Proposition 220, all theories in Section 2.1]
are applicable to S.. For instance, consider any c¢ in the first cohomology group
HY(T,R), which is isomorphic to R, the Discrete Weak K.A.M. Theorem 2.7 defines
the effective interaction S.. The function a(c) = —S. is called Mather’s a-function,
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which is C! (see [Zav23, Theorem 5.4.9]). As a second example, the Aubry set A*
at cohomology class ¢ is Fi.-invariant, where

F.(x,p) = F(x,p+¢) — (0,¢).

This corresponds to the discrete standard map associated with S.. Consequently,
the set (0,¢) + A¥* is F-invariant, where F is the lift of the twist map. Thus, by
examining the discrete weak K.A.M. theory of S., we can investigate the dynamics
of F' at the cohomology class c.
(b) Since the dimension d = 1, the the Aubry set A* at cohomology class ¢ possesses
additional properties beyond Proposition 2141 (see [GTT1] Theorem 11.10)):
o (0,c) + A¥ is an F-ordered set, i.e., Vz,2' € (0,c) + A%,
7T1(Z)<7T1(Z,) - 7T1(F(Z))<7T1(F(Z,)).
e The rotation number p(c) of (0,c) + A¥ exists, i.e., the limit lm m(F (@p))—e
exists and is independent of (z,p) € (0,¢) + A*. In fact, p(c) = o/(¢).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 1]

3.1. ¥, is well-defined, non-decreasing and continuous. Let u € C°(T). Define the
set-valued map

Y, :R— 28
x> {yeR|TH[u](z) = uly) — S(z,y)}.

Thanks to Remark 24 we have ¥ (z) is non-empty for each z € R. For two subsets A c R
and B ¢ R, we define A < B if and only if 27 < x2,Vx1 € A, 29 € B.

Lemma 3.1. If u e C°(T), then ¥ is non-decreasing. That is, if 11 < xa, then ¥4 (71) <
E+($2).

Proof. Suppose that x1 < xo but y1 > ya, where y; € X4 (z1) and yo € X1 (22). We will use
Non-crossing Lemma (Lemma [2.19) to reduce a contradiction. We know (21 —z2)(y1 —y2) <
0 and the Non-crossing Lemma says

Sz, 1) + S(@2,y2) > S(@1,y2) + S(w2, 41).
Using the definition of the set-valued map ¥, we have that

u(yr) — S(xr,y1) = T [u](z1) = sup {u(y) — S(x1,9)} = u(y2) — S(x1, y2);

u(yz) — S(xa,y2) = T [u](z2) = zlellg {uly) — S(z2,9)} = ulyr) — S(w2, 1)

Adding these two inequalities together, we get
S(x1,y2) + S(@2,y1) = S(@1,91) + S(2, y2).

This contradicts the Non-crossing Lemma and we complete the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. If u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then

i@ =R

zeR

Indeed, for any y € R, there exists x € R such that (z,y) € NS(u). Specifically, y € ¥ (z).
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Proof. Thanks to Remark 2.4] for any y € R, there exists z € R such that
T_[u](y) = u(z) + S(z,y).

Since u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, we have

u(y) + 8 = T_[ul(y) = u(z) + S(z,y).
That is, the pair (z,y) is u-calibrated. Hence by Remark 2.T1] we have T [u](z) = u(y) —
S(z,y) . That is, y € X4 (). O
Proposition 3.3. If u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then for any x € R, the set
Y1 (x) is a singleton.

Proof. Suppose that there exists y1 < y2 such that y1,y2 € ¥4 (x0). By Lemma [B1] for any
x > xp, we have X4 () > yo; for any z < xg, we have X (z) < y1. Hence by Lemma B.2]
we have

(y1,92) © Ty (20).
That is,
u(y) = S(zo,y) = T [u](z0), ¥y € (y1,92)-
Since S is C*, we have that u is differentiable on (y1,y2) and
du(y) = 025(z0,y), Yy € (y1,¥2).
Using Theorem 2.T5] we have
(z0, =018 (w0,y)) = F~'(y, dy) € Graph(du), ¥y € (y1,2).
Hence
—015(z0,y) = du(xo), Yy € (y1,92),
which contradicts y1 # y2 and that S is ferromagnetic. 0

Using (b) of Lemma [2:6] we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2. If u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then T [u] is differentiable every-
where.

If w is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then >, : R — R is a well-defined map. It follows
from Lemma [B1] that ¥, is non-decreasing as a real-valued map. Since discontinuities of
monotonic function are jump discontinuities, but Lemma implies that >, has no jump
discontinuity. We conclude that ¥ is continuous.

Utilizing the periodicity of v and Tt[u], along with the diagonal-periodicity of S, we
have

y=3:(2) = T [ul(z)=uly)—S(zy)
= T ul(z+1)=uy+1)-S@x+1,y+1)
= y+1=%i(z+1).
This implies ¥ (z+ 1) = 4 (2) + 1. In other words, X is a lift of a circle map of degree 1.

Remark 3.4. Notice that Zavidovique’s notes [Zav23, Corollary 5.3.13] states the regularity
of T*[u] whenever u is a weak K.A.M. solution.

Proposition 3.5 ([Zav23|). If u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then TT[u] is C*.
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Our method is different from Zavidovique’s because Zavidovique used one theorem due
to Arnaud (see [Arnlll Corollary 2]). Furthermore, we will strengthen Zavidovique’s result
in Corollary @ to T [u] is C*1, provided u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution.

3.2. X, is Lipschitz. First we prove a strengthened version of Lemma [3.2]

Proposition 3.6. Let u be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution. For any y € R, the preimage
(X4)"Y(y) is either a singleton or a non-degenerate closed bounded interval. If (1)~ (y)
is a singleton, denoted by x, then (z,y) € NS(u). If (X1+) " (y) is a non-degenerate closed
bounded interval, denoted by [x_,z.], then (z_,y), (z+,y) € NS(u).

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, we know that (X )~*(y) is nonempty for all y € R.

Case 1: (X;)"!(y) is a singleton x. By Lemma 3.2} we can find 2’ € R such that
(2',y) e NS(u) and 2’ € (X4)"*(y). Hence by the singleton property of (£,)7!(y), we have
' =z and (x,y) € NS(u).

Case 2: (X;)!(y) contains at least two different points 1 < x3. Since ¥ is continuous
and satisfies X1 (x + 1) = X4 (z) + 1, we claim that

z_:=inf{zeR|Xi(z) =y}, z4:=sup{zeR|Zi(z)=y}

satisfy —0 < 2 < 11 < 22 < 74 < +o0 and x_, 7, € (X4)"!(y). Since ¥, is non-
decreasing, we have (34 )7 *(y) = [z, x4 ], which is a non-degenerate closed bounded inter-
val.

Before showing (z_,y), (x+,y) € NS(u), let us first prove that the cardinal of

C:={y| () '(y) is a non-degenerate closed interval}
is at most countable. We give an injection from C to Q. We consider the map
()t — 28
y = [z-(y), 2+ ()]
Since ¥ is a well-defined map, for y; # yo2, we have
[2-(y1), 2+ (y1)] 0 [2-(y2), 24 (y2)] = D

By Axiom of Choice, we can pick a rational number ¢(y) from each [z_(y),z+(y)]. Hence
for y1 # yo, we get q(y1) # q(y2). This defines an injection from C to Q, whose cardinal is
countable.

If (X4)"!(y) is a non-degenerate closed bounded interval [z_, x|, then we can find an
increasing sequence {, }nez, such that z,, — z_ and

(EJr)_l(yn)v where Yn = ZJr(In)a

is a singleton for all n € Z,. Suppose this is incorrect, then there exists § > 0 such that

for all x € [z_ — 0,z_], (£4+)71 (X4 (x)) is not a singleton (so it must be a non-degenerate
closed interval). Since z_ = inf{z | ¥ (x) = y}, we have ¥, (z_ — J§) < y. Now using the
fact that C is at most countable, we claim there exists y’ such that X (z— — ) <y’ <y

and (X4 )7 1(y’) is a singleton, which is denoted by 2. Since X is non-decreasing, we have
2 €[z_ —6,z_], but (X4)71(y) is a singleton. Contradiction!

Thus by Case 1, the sequence {z,, }nez, satisfies (2, yn) € NS(u). Since NS(u) is closed
and limy, 40 (@Tn, yn) = (z—,y), we have (z_,y) € NS(u). By a similar argument, we
similarly obtain (z4,y) € NS(u). O

Corollary 3. Let u be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution. For any x € R, there exist 2’, 2" € R
such that ' < x < 2", 34 (2) = X4 (z) = X4 (2") and o', 2" € m(NS(u)).
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Proof. Take x € R and denote X, (x) by y. If ()7 !(y) is a singleton x, then take 2’ =
2" = z. If (X4)"!(y) is a non-degenerate closed interval [z_, x|, then take 2’ = z_ and
' =x,. O
Lemma 3.7. Let u be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution. If x € m(N'S(u)), then

(i) u(z) =S = T*[u](x)

(i) Both u and T*[u] are dzﬁerentmble at x and du(z) = dT " [u](z).
Proof. Let x € m(NS(u)), then there exists y € R such that (z,y) € NS(u). Hence
u(x) — S = T*H[u](z) by Remark 211l Pick w € (X1)~ (z), i.e., T* [u](w) = u(x) — S(w, ).
Combine these two equations and we get

T [u](z) — T*[u](w) = (u(z) = 5) = (u(z) — S(w,z)) = S(w,z) — 5.

That is, (w,z) € NS(T*[u]). Hence by (b) of Lemma 2.I12) we have both u and T [u] are
differentiable at x and du(z) = dTF[u](x). O

Lemma 3.8. Ifu is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then du is Lipschitz on w1 (NS(u)).
That is, there exists K > 0 such that

|du(z) — du(z2)| < Klz1 — 32|, V1,72 € M (NS(10)).
Proof. Since u is a semiconcave function, by (i) of Proposition 2:2] there exists a constant
C = 0 such that
C
u(zy) — u(za) — du(ze)(z1 — 22) < |x1 — zo|?

for any z1,22 € m(NS(u)). On the other hand, since T+[u] is semiconvex, there exists
C’ = 0 such that

U

T [u](z1) = T [u)(z2) — AT [u](x2) (21 — x2) = *%m — z)?

for any 1,9 € 71 (NS(u)). Using Lemma [3.7 to replace T [u] and dT+[u] with « and du
respectively, we have
!
u(zy) — u(ze) — du(ze) (1 — x2) = —7|x1 — zo|?

for any 1,3 € m (NS(u)). Therefore we have

!
C
—?|x1 —902|2 < u(zy) —u(ze) — du(ze)(z1 — 22) < |x1 —x2| V1,19 € m (NS(u)).

Exchange the roles of 1 and x2, then we get

o4 C
—?|x1 —902|2 < u(ze) —u(zy) — du(zy)(z2 — 1) < |x1 —x2| V1,19 € m (NS(u)).

Add these two inequalities together, we get
—C'z1 — 22? < (du(zy) — du(zs)) (21 — 22) < Cloy — 22]%, Va1, 20 € T (NS(u)).
Hence if K = max{C,C’}, then
|du(zq) — du(z2)| < Klxr — 22|, Vai1,z0 € 1 (NS(u)). O

Proposition 3.9. If u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then % is Lipschitz.
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Proof. For any z € m1(NS(u)), there exists y € R such that (z,y) € NS(u). Since u is a
weak K.A.M. solution, we have (z,y) € NS(T~[u]). By (a) of Lemma 212 we know u
is differentiable at « and du(z) = —d1.5(z,y). Since S is ferromagnetic, we have y = m o
F(z,du(x)), where F is the lift of f associated to S. On the other hand, By (z,y) € NS(u)
and Remark 2T1] we have y = ¥, (z). Therefore, we have

Yy (z) = m o F(z,du(z)), Vaem(NS(u)).
Then we claim that ¥ is also Lipschitz on 7 (NS(u)). In fact, for any xq, 2 € m (NS(u)),
X4 (21) = Zy (2)] = [m1 0 F(1, du(z1)) — 71 0 Fx2, du(a2))]
< K'|[(21 — 2, du(@:) — du(z)) e

< K/\/ 1+ K2|$1 7I2|.

where

K= sup [d(mo Pl
z€[0,1], |p|<K

Now we show that Y is Lipschitz on whole R. For any x1,x2 € R, by Corollary Bl there
exist ¥, x5 € m1(NS(u)) such that

71 2] < vy <@z, Ei(2]) =Xi(21) and  Bi(xh) = X (x2).

Then
D4 (1) — B (z2)] = 24 (2]) — B (25)]
< K'\/1+ K22 — o))
< K'\/1+ K2?|zy — 22
Hence X is Lipschitz. O

Proposition 3.10. Let u be a weak K.A.M. solution. If F is the lift of f associated to S,
then

VreR, X,(x)=moF(x,dT"[u](z)).

Proof. Take x € R and let y = X4 (z). Then TF[u](z) = u(y) — S(z,y). Using (b) of Lemma
2.5 we have that

—01S(z,y) € VT [u](z).

Since T*[u] is differentiable, by (iv) if Proposition 221 we know that V™ T [u](z) =
{dT*[u](x)}. Hence we get

—015(x,y) = AT [u](x).
Since S is ferromagnetic, if F' is the lift of f associated to .S, then
y =m0 Pla,dT* [u]()).
The proof ends. g

Corollary 4. If u is a discrete weak K.A.M. solution, then T [u] is a CY! function.
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Proof. We only need to show that d7*[u] is Lipschitz. Using Proposition and the
ferromagnetic condition of S, we have

dT*[u](x) = —019(z, X4 (2)).
Then for any z1,x2 € R,
AT [u] (x1) — AT [u](22)| = |15 (21, X4 (21)) — 15 (22, B4 (22)))|
< K"[(21 — 22, B4 (21) — B (22)) e
< K"\/1+ K2 + (K'K)2?|z; — @3],

where

K" = sup | d(015)(, y)| g2y

2€[0,1], [y1<[Z+ | coo 1y

Hence dT*[u] is Lipschitz. O

3.3. X, propagates singularities.

Proposition 3.11. Let u be a weak K.A.M. solution. Then y € Sing(u) if and only if
(24)"Y(y) is a non-degenerate closed bounded interval.

Proof. Since u is a weak K.A.M. solution, we know v = T~ u—S. If y € Sing(u), then T~ [u]
is also non-differentiable at y. Using (a) of Lemma 2.6, we have that there exist z1 # xo
such that T~ [u](y) = w(z;) + S(z4,y), Vi e {1,2}. Using that u is a weak K.A.M. solution
again, we claim

u(y) + 8 =T [ul(y) = u(z) + S(wi,y), Vie{1,2}.

That is, (z;,y) € NS(u), Vi € {1,2}. Hence T [u](x;) = u(y) — S(xs,y) by Remark 2111
That is, {1,272} < (X4)"!(y). By Proposition B.6 (X)~!(y) must be a non-degenerate
closed bounded interval.

If (X)~!(y) is a non-degenerate closed bounded interval [x_, x|, then by Proposition 3.6]
we know that (z_,y), (z4+,y) € NS(u). Hence T~ [u](y) = u(z+)+S(x+,y) by Remark 2111
By (a) of Lemma [2X6] we have T' — [u] is non-differentiable at y. Hence y € Sing(u). O

Proposition 3.12. Let u be a weak K.A.M. solution. If x € Sing(u), then ¥ (x) € Sing(u).
Proof. Let y = X4 (z). By Corollary Bl there exists 2’ such that X, (z') = y and (2/,y) €

NS(u). Since u is a weak K.A.M. solution, we know u = T-u — S. Hence (2/,y) €
NS(T[u]) and it follows from (a) of Lemma that w is differentiable at a’. Then
x # 2 since x € Sing(u). Hence we claim that (3)~!(y) is not a singleton because it
contains at least 2’ and z . By Proposition 3.6, (3)~!(y) must be a non-degenerate closed

bounded interval. By Proposition B11] we have y € Sing(u). O

3.4. ¥, admits a rotation number. The following lemma is classical. The reader may
refer to any textbook on rotation theory. For the sake of self-containedness, we provide the
proof here. We do not make any claim of originality for this lemma.

Lemma 3.13. Let ® : R — R be a continuous map such that
(i) ®(z+1) =D(z) + 1, for any x € R;
(i) if x1 < xa, then ®(x1) < P(x2).
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Then the limit

p(®) :== lim 1

im (@) )

exists for all x € R and is independent of x.

Proof. Using the property (i), by induction, one can show
VeeR,meNy, @"(x+1)=3"(x)+ 1.

Hence ®™ — id is 1-periodic and by continuity of ® we can denote

Q= Inf{®" —id}, Bm := sup{®™ — id}.
R R

Using the property (ii), we claim that
0<Bm—am<1.
In fact, for any x; < 22 < x1 + 1, we have that @™ (z1) < " (x2) < ®™(x1) + 1. Then
O™ (z1) — (1 +1) < D™ (w2) — w2 < (1) + 1 — 1.
Hence |(®™(x1) — 1) — (P™(22) — 22)| < 1 and thus B, — ay < 1.
For any n € N.,n > m, we know that

n=qgm+r, 0<r<m.

It follows from Vy € R, ay, < @™ (y) — y < B, that
VpeNy, an <P (y) — P (y) < B

Adding these inequalities for p = 1,2,...,q, we get

qom < @7 (y) — y < ¢Bm.
In particular, we have that

{qam < QIMHT (1) — () < ¢fBm;
<

ra; < ®"(z) —x < rfhs.

Adding these two inequalities together and dividing them by n, we get

n n n
Since
’qgm'i_rﬁl . qom + 10y _ ﬁm_am (TL—’-’-OO),
n n m
B —0m (m — +00),
m
we claim that the limit lim 1 (®"(z) — z) exists and is independent of z. O

By combining Section 3.1 with Lemma[3.13] we proved that ¥, admits a rotation number
p(24) for positive iterations. Moreover, for any (z,p) € A*, by Proposition B.I0l we have

Yi(z) = m o F(z,p).
Hence p(X4) equals to the rotation number of the Aubry set.
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4. AN EXPLANATION OF ARNAUD’S OBSERVATION
In this section, we aim to prove Theorem [[L3l We first provide a formula of (X, )71

Proposition 4.1. Let u be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution. If F is the lift of f associated
to S, then
VyeR, (24)7'(y) =moF T (y, VTu(y)).

Proof. Case 1: wu is differentiable at y. By Proposition B.I1} we know that (X)7(y) = {z}
is a singleton. Using (b) of Lemma 25, we claim 025(z,y) = du(y). Hence the definition of
generating function implies z = 71 0 F~1(y, du(y)).

Case 2: u is non-differentiable at y. By Proposition B.I1l we know that (X,)7!(y) is
a non-degenerate closed interval [z_,z;]. According to the proof of Proposition B.Gl we

can find an increasing sequence {z,}nez . such that x, — z_ and u is differentiable at
Yn = 2y (xy,) for all n € Z,. Then

Ty = T1 0 Fﬁl(yna du(yn))
by Case 1 and we claim that
x_em o F  (y, V*u(y)).

Similarly, we also have z4 € m o F~1(y, V¥u(y)). By (v) of Proposition 22 and item (a) of
Remark 24, V*u(y) € 0V*tu(y) and then we have that

v,y €m o F y, oVTu(y)).

Since VT u(y) is a closed convex subset of R, its boundary contains at most two different
points, that is,

{2y} =m o F~'(y,0VTu(y)).
Then noticing z_ < x4 and using the twist condition of F', we claim that
[e—, 2] =m0 F~ ' (y, VTu(y)).
The proof is complete. g

Now combining Propositions B.10 and .1 we can manually verify the bijectivity of the
commutative diagram below:

Graph(Xy4)

Graph(dT*[u]) E Graph(V™Tu)

where TV (z,y) = (y,025(z,y)), [ (z,y) = (x,—015(x,y)) and F is the lift of f associated
to S. We only show that the map I'™ in the above diagram is bijective, and the bijectivity
of I'" and F could be proved similarly. That is, for any = € R,

I (2,24 (2)) = (z, —015(z, B4 (2)))
= (z,—01S(x, 7 o F(z,dT " [u](x))))
= (z,dT" [u](z)).

Because the twist condition, which says all ['*,I'~ and F are C' diffeomorphisms, and
the notion of Lipschitz submanifolds is invariant by C! diffeomorphisms, it follows from
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Proposition that all these three graphs Graph(X,), Graph(dT " [u]) and Graph(V*tu)
are Lipschitz submanifolds of R?. This finishes the proof of Theorem

5. SINGULAR DYNAMICS ON Graph(c+ VT u,)

In this section, our goal is to analyze the singular dynamics on Graph(c + V*u.) and
to provide proofs of Theorems [[.4] and Indeed, Theorem [[.4 follows directly from
Theorem [Tl Tt suffices to show Theorem

Lemma 5.1. Let u be a discrete weak K.A.M. solution. If w is differentiable at y, then
(Mo) ™ (y, duly)) = F~(y, du(y)).

Proof. Denote (x,du(x)) := F~'(y,du(y)). Using Lemma B2} there exists 2’ such that
(z',y) € NS(u). Then it follows from Remark 211 and item (a) of Lemma that
02S(x',y) = du(y). Since S is ferromagnetic, we have z = z’ and (z,y) € NS(u). Hence
Y, (z) = y. It follows from y ¢ Sing(u) and Proposition B.I1 that x = (3, )~ !(y). Hence

(Ao) ™ (y, du(y)) = (z, du(@)). 0

Notice that once we prove item (ii) of Theorem [[L5] then the item (i) of Theorem [[H can
be obtained directly from Theorem 2.15]

Proof of (i) in Theorem [ Since Z*(u) is F invariant, for any (z,p) € Z%(u), we have
(y,p) := F(x,p) € T*(u). Then w is differentiable at y. Using Lemma [5.1] we have

(z,p) = F'(y,p) = (Ao) "y, ).

Hence, Ao(z,p) = (y,p') = F(x,p). That is, the restriction of Ag on Z*(u) equals F. O

The item (iii) of Theorem [ follows immediately from item (iv) of Theorem [[4and the
fact Sing(u) is at most countable (see [CS04, Proposition 4.1.3]).

Proof of (i) in Theorem[L Fix (z,p) € Graph(V*u). Suppose that for any n € Z, we
have

Ag(z,p) ¢ K*(u).
Then by the definition of K* (u), for any n € Z, we have
m1 0 Aj(x, p) ¢ Sing(u).
Using Lemma 5.1l by induction, we have
Aj(z,p) = F™(x,p), VneZy.
Therefore, for any n € Z, we have
F"(x,p) € Graph(du).

That is, (z,p) € Z*(u). O
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APPENDIX
For selfcontainedness, we give proofs for Lemmas [Z.0] and 212

Proof of LemmalZ3. (a). Suppose that T~ [u](y) = u(x) +S(z,y) for some (z,y) € R x RY.
To establish the first inclusion, —01.5(z,y) € V- u(x), we begin with the definition of the
discrete backward Lax-Oleinik operator : T~ [u](y) = inf, cra u(z) + S(z,y). Then we have

u(z) + S(z,y) <u(z) + S(z,9), VzeR<

Let Q be a bounded convex open neighborhood of z. Since S is locally semiconcave, we
have S(-,y) is semiconcave on . By utilizing items (i) and (iv) of Proposition 2.2 there
exists C' > 0 such that

C
S(z,9) = S(@,y) < AS(@,y)(z - 2) + |z — 2
for any z € ). Combining these two inequalities, we get
C
u(z) —u(z) < 18(x,y)(z — ) + 5Hzfx\|2, Vz e Q.

Hence, 015(z,y) € V1 (—u)(x) follows from item (ii) of Proposition22 Since VT (—u)(z) =
—V~u(x), we conclude that —d15(z,y) € V- u(x).

Now, we move on to the second inclusion, 025(z,y) € VYT [u](y). According to the
definition of the discrete backward Lax-Oleinik operator T~, we have T~ [u](-) < u(z) +
S(z,-). Hence it follows from items (iii) and (iv) of Proposition [Z2] that

{028(z,y)} = V¥ (u(z) + S(x,)(y) = VT [u](y).
(b). The proof for item (b) follows from a similar argument as that of (a). O

Proof of Lemma[24. (a). Suppose there exists 1 # w2 such that T [u](y) = u(zy) +
S(z1,y) and T~ [u](y) = u(x2) + S(x2,y). Using (a) of Lemma 25 we get:

{025(x1,y), 025 (z2,y)} < VT [u](y).

The ferromagnetic condition of S asserts that if x; # o, then 025(x1,y) # 025(x2,y).
Hence VT~ [u](y) is not a singleton set. It follows from item (iv) of Proposition 2.2 that
T~ [u] is not differentiable at y.

Thanks to item (c¢) of Remark 24 we only need to demonstrate that if x is the unique
point such that T~ [u](y) = u(z) + S(z,y), then T~ [u] is differentiable at y.

For any converging sequence y, — ¥y, let us pick zy such that T [u](yx) = u(zk) +
S(zk, yr). Since x is the unique point such that T~ [u](y) = u(z) + S(x,y), we have x, — x
due to the continuity of functions 7~ [u], v and S. Then

T [ul(yr) = u(zr) + Sk, y) + (S(wk, yr) — S(wk, y))
=T [ul(y) + (S(zk, yr) — S(zk,y))
=T [u](y) + 025 (21, y) (yr — v) + o(|yr — yl)

Hence 025(x,y) € V- T [u](y) by the definition of superdifferential. Using item (a) of
Lemma 2.5 and item (iv) of Proposition [Z2] we have that T~ [u] is differentiable at y.
(b). The proof for item (b) follows from a similar argument as that of (a). O

Proof of LemmalZ12. (a). If (z,y) € NS(T[u]), then by the definition, we have

T~ [u](y) = T [u](x) = S(z,y) = 5.
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That is,
[T~ [u](y) — u(z) — S(z,y)] + [u(z) — T [u](z) + S] = 0.

From the definitions of T~ and sub-actions, we see that

T [u](y) —u(z) — S(z,y) <0, u(z)—T [u](x)+S5<0
respectively. Therefore,

T [ul(y) —u(z) = S(z,9) =0,  w(z) =T [u](z) + S5 = 0.
Using (a) of Lemma [Z8] since T~ [u](y) — u(z) — S(z,y) = 0, we have that

—01S(x,y) € VT u(x).

By (c) of Remark 24} one can find w € R? such that T~ [u](z) = u(w) + S(w, z). Using (a)
of Lemma 2.5, we know that

S(w,x) € VYT [u](z).

Since u is a sub-action, i.e., u + S < T~ [u], and u(z) + S = T~ [u](x), it follows from the
item (iii) of Proposition 22 that

Vtu(zr) o VIT [u](z) and V u(z) c VT [u](z).
In conclusion, we have
—1S(x,y) € VT u(z) c VT [u](z);
02S(w,z) € VIT [u](z) = VTu(z).

By (iv) of Proposition 222, we claim that both w and T~ [u] are differentiable at z and
du(z) = dT~ [u](z) = —015(x, y).
(b). The proof for item (b) follows from a similar argument as that of (a). O
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