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PROOF OF THE C? MANE’S CONJECTURE ON SURFACES.

GONZALO CONTRERAS

ABSTRACT. We prove that C? generic hyperbolic Mafié sets contain a periodic periodic
orbit. In dimension 2, adding a result in [7] which states that C? generic Mafié sets are
hyperbolic we obtain Mafié’s Conjecture for surfaces in the C? topology: Given a Tonelli

Lagrangian L on a compact surface M there is a C? open and dense set of functions
f + M — R such that the Mafié set of the Lagrangian L + f is a hyperbolic periodic
orbit.
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Let M be a closed riemannian manifold. A Tonelli Lagrangian is a C? function
L:TM — R that is

(i) Convez: Ja >0 Y(z,v), (z,w) € TM, w-0?,L(z,v) w > alw|?.

The uniform convexity assumption and the compactness of M imply that L is

(ii) Superlinear: YA > 0 3B > 0 such that V(z,v) € TM: L(z,v) > A|v|, — B.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 37J51, 37D05.

Key words and phrases. Mané’s Conjecture, Aubry-Mather Theory, Lagrangian Systems.
Partially supported by CONACYT, Mexico, grant A1-S-10145.

1
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Given k € R, the Mané action potential is defined as @ : M x M — R U {—o0},

(1) Pp(z,y) == inf /k+L(%ﬁ)7
yeC(x,y)

where

(2)  C(x,y) :={v:[0,T] = M absolutely continuous | T > 0, v(0) ==z, v(T) =y }.
The Mané critical value is

(3) (L) :=sup{keR|Jz,ye M : Pp(x,y) = —o0 }.

See [13] for several characterizations of ¢(L).

A curve v: R — M is semi-static if

Vs <t /Qﬂ»+umw=¢wxw@mw»

Also v : R — M is static if

Vs <t / c(L) + L(v, %) = =Py (7(2),7(s))-

The Mané set of L is

N(L) :={(v(t),4(t)) e TM |t € R, v: R — M is semi-static },
and the Aubry set is

AL) :={(v(),7(t)) e TM |t € R, v: R — M is static }.
The Euler-Lagrange equation
4 9,L = 0,L
defines the Lagrangian flow ¢; on TM. The energy function Ep : TM — R,
Er(xz,v) := 0,L(z,v) -v— L(z,v),

is invariant under the Lagrangian flow. The Mané set A/(L) is invariant under the La-

grangian flow and it is contained in the energy level £ := E;*{c(L)} (see Maiié [21, p. 146]

or [13]).

Let Min (L) be the set of Borel probabilities in 7'M which are invariant under the
Lagrangian flow. Define the action functional Ay : Min, (L) — RU {+oc} as

Auly) = [ L.

The set of minimizing measures is

Mupin(L) := arg min Ap,

inv
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and the Mather set M(L) is the union of the support of minimizing measures:

M(L):= U supp(p).
.U‘eMmin(L)
Mané proves (cf. Mané [24, Thm. IV] also [I1, p. 165]) that an invariant measure is

minimizing if and only if it is supported in the Aubry set. Therefore we get the set of
inclusions

(4) MCACNCE.

1.1. Definition.

We say that V(L) is hyperbolic if there are sub-bundles E*, E" of T&|y; ) and Ty > 0
such that

(i) Ty = E°® (for) ® E™.
(i) [[Derylesll <1, [[Do—my|mu| < 1.
(iii) Vt e R (Dp)*(E®) = E*, (Dgy)*(E") = E*.

Hyperbolicity for autonomous lagrangian or hamiltonian flows is always understood as
hyperbolicity for the flow restricted to the energy level.
Fix a Tonelli Lagrangian L. Let

HE(L) == { ¢ € CK(M,R) | N(L + ¢) is hyperbolic },
endowed with the C* topology. By [14, lemma 5.2, p. 661] the map ¢ — N(L + ¢) is

upper semi-continuous and ¢ — ¢(L + ¢) is continuous [14, lemma 5.1]. This, together
with the persistence of hyperbolicity (cf. [17, 5.1.8] or proposition A.1 below) imply that
H¥(L) is an open set for any k > 2.

In [14] theorem C shows that generically M = A = N is the support of a single

minimizing measure. Mané [23, theorem F| proves that this measure is a strong limit of
invariant probabilities supported on periodic orbits.

Let
PYL) := {¢ € C*(M,R) | N(L + ¢) contains a periodic orbit or a singularity},

and let P2(L) be its closure in C?(M,R). We will prove

Theorem A. H?(L) C P2(L).

In [12] we proved that if ' C AN(L) is a periodic orbit, adding a potential ¢y > 0
which is locally of the form ¢g(z) = ed(x,m(I'))? makes I a hyperbolic periodic orbit
(or hyperbolic singularity) for the Lagrangian flow of L + ¢y and also N (L + ¢¢) = T.
Moreover [12, p. 934], T has the locking property meaning that there is a C? neighborhood
U of ¢g such that for ¢ € U, N(L+ ¢) =T’y the continuation I'y of the periodic orbit I" in
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the energy level Eg}r slc(L + ¢)}. This follows from the semicontinuity of ¢ — N(L + ¢)
and the expansivity of I'. Therefore defining

HP?(L) :={ ¢ € C*(M,R) | N(L + ¢) is a hyperbolic periodic orbit or singularity}

we get,

Corollary B. The set HP?(L) contains an open and dense set in H*(L).

With A. Figalli and L. Rifford in [7] we prove

Theorem C. If dim M = 2 then H2(L) is open and dense.

Thus for surfaces in the C? topology we obtain Mané’s Conjecture [24, p. 143]:

Corollary D. If dim M = 2 then HP?(L) contains an open and dense set in C*(M,R).

Observe that from the inclusions in (4), for potentials ¢ € HP?(L) the lagrangian L + ¢
has a unique minimizing measure and it is supported on a hyperbolic periodic orbit or a
hyperbolic singularity. The set HP?(L) is open in the C? topology, so we can approximate
the lagrangian L with a C'°° potential ¢ to obtain a periodic minimizing measure, but the

approximation is only proved to be C? small.

Since in theorem A the Aubry set is hyperbolic, by the shadowing lemma A(L) is
accumulated by periodic orbits. The idea of the proof is to choose a special periodic orbit
I’ nearby A(L) with small action and small period and prove that adding a channel ¢
centered at I'; defined in (96) produces that I' C A(L + ¢).

Theorem A is the same as the main theorem in the manuscript [10] which will remain
unpublished. The proof below uses a simplification devised by Huang, Lian, Ma, Xu,
Zhang [20], [21], see also Bochi [2]. The proof in [10], [9] is based in the fact that generic
hyperbolic Mané sets have zero topological entropy. The following proof is based on the
periodic orbit which is used to prove zero entropy. The point is that the estimates of
Bressaud and Quas [0] for the action and period of optimal periodic orbits nearby .A(L)
are so good that the cutting process in proposition 4.3 stops before the estimates get
spoiled.

This proof owes a lot to the people working on ergodic optimization. Ergodic optimiza-
tion was born as a baby version of Aubry-Mather theory adapted to symbolic dynamics [3].
Now the subject has matured enough to give the main ideas of the proof of an important
conjecture in Aubry-Mather theory.

Main differences of lagrangian systems with ergodic optimization besides that the dy-
namical system depends on the lagrangian, are that perturbations need to be C? instead
of Lipschitz and that the perturbations ¢ are defined in the configuration space and not
in the phase space. These problems are solved by comparing the actions with static orbits
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and using Fathi’s differentiability estimates for weak KAM solutions, and observing that
quasi minimizing objects inherit part of Mather’s graph property.

In section 3 we obtain periodic specifications in A(L) with exponentially small jumps
and sub-exponential period. In section 4 proposition 4.3 we obtain periodic orbits I’
nearby A(L) with small action compared to their self-approximations, called class I by
Yuan-Hunt [31]. In section 5 we prove in proposition 5.3 that adding a channel ¢ centered
in I' we obtain I' C A(L + ¢), thus proving theorem A. In symbolic dynamics this was
known to Yuan-Hunt [31] but here we use the method of Quas-Siefken [29]. In appendix A
we prove the refinement of the shadowing lemmas that we need.

2. PRELIMINARS.

Let My (L) be the set of Borel probabilities in T'M invariant under the Lagrangian
flow. Denote by Mu,in(L) the set of minimizing measures for the Lagrangian L, i.e.

(5) Muin(L) := {u € Miny(L) ) /T | Ldp=—c(L) }

Their name is justified (cf. Mané [24, Theorem II]) by

6 —c(L) = min / Ldy= min / L du.
(6) (L) pEMiny (L) JTM s peC(TM) JTMm s

Fathi and Siconolfi [16, Theorem 1.6] prove the second equality in (6) where the set of
closed measures is defined by

C(TM) := {u Borel probability on T'M ) Vo € CH(M,R) / d¢ du =0 }
TM

Given a closed curve 7 : [0,7] — M, using the closed measure [ f du, := + fOT fly, %) dt
in (6) we get

(7) 7 closed curve in M = Ap . (7) > 0.

Recall that a curve v : R — M is static for a Tonelli Lagrangian L if

t
(®) s<t = [ Loni) = 2 00,4
equivalently (cf. Mané [24, pp. 142-143]), if 7 is semi-static and
(9) s<t = <I>(:(L) (7(’5)’ V(t)) + q)c(L) (7(07 ’7(5)) =0.
The Aubry set is defined as

A(L) = { (1(8),4(1)) | £ € R, 7 is static },

its elements are called static vectors. In this section we prove that with this definition
A(L) is invariant.
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2.1. Lemma (A priori bound).

For C > 0 there exists Ag = Ao(C) > 0 such that if v:[0,T] — M is a solution of the
Euler-Lagrange equation with Ap(y) < CT, then

[Y(®)] < Ao for all t € [0,T).

Proof: The Euler-Lagrange flow preserves the energy function
(10) Ep:=v-0,L—L.
We have that

Vs >0 %EL(l‘,S’U)L = 50 - Oy L(z,v) -v > salv|?.

1
Ep(z,v) = Er(x,0) +/ %EL(x,sv) ds
0
(11) > ;IéiﬁEL(y, 0) + salv|2.
Let
g('r) ‘= sup {w : ava(l',U) -wW ”U|m <r ‘w’z = 1}
Then g(r) > a and

(12) Ep(w,v) < max By (2,0) + 3 g(|vla) [v[;-

By the superlinearity there is B > 0 such that L(x,v) > |v|, — B for all (x,v) € TM.
Since Ar(y) < CT, the mean value theorem implies that there is ¢y €]0,7[ such that
|9(to)] < B+ C. Then (12) gives an upper bound on the energy of v and (11) bounds the
speed of 7.

O
For z, y € M and T > 0 define
Cr(z,y) :={~:[0,T] — M|~ is absolutely continuous,v(0) = z, v(T) =y }.

2.2. Corollary.

There exists Ay > 0 such that if x, y € M and v € Cp(z,y) is a solution of the Euler-
Lagrange equation with

Apte(y) £ @c(z,y) + max{T, d(z,y)},

where ¢ = ¢(L), then

(a) T > 4, d(z,y).
(b) |3(t)] < Ay for allt €[0,T).
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Proof: First suppose that d(x,y) < T. Then item (a) holds with A; = 1. Let
(13) 0(r) == |c| +sup{ L(z,v) | (x,v) € TM, |v| <r}.

Since d(x,y) < T, there exists a C! curve n : [0,T] — M joining z to y with || < 1. We
have that

Apte(7) € @@, y) + T < Apse(n) + T < (1) +¢) T+ T.
Then item (b) holds for A; = Ag(|¢(1) + ¢ + 1|) where Ag is from Lemma 2.1.

Now suppose that d(z,y) > T. Let n : [0,d(z,y)] — M be a minimal geodesic with
|7] = 1 joining x to y. Let D := (1) + ¢+ 2 > 0. From the superlinearity property there
is B > 1 such that

L(xz,v) +¢> D|v| - B, V(z,v) € TM.

Then
(14) [0(1) + ] d(z,y) > Apie(n) > Dc(z,y)
(15) > Apye(y) — d(z,y)
> (DRI - B)dt - day)
> D d(z,y) — BT — d(z,y).
Hence

T > PG d(r,y) = 4 d(z.y).
This implies item (a). From (14) and (15), we get that
Arp(v) < [E(l) +c+ 1] d(z,y) —cT,
<{B[{(1)+c+1]—c}T.

Then Lemma 2.1 completes the proof.

g

We say that a curve v : [0,7] — M is a Tonelli minimizer if it minimizes the action
functional on Cr(v(0),~v(T)), i.e. if it is a minimizer with fixed endpoints and fixed time
interval.

2.3. Corollary. There is A > 0 such that if v, y € M and n, € Cr,(z,y), n € Nt is a
Tonelli minimizer with

AL+c("7n) < (I)c(l')y) + %7

then there is Ny > 0 such that ¥Yn > Ny, Vt € [0,T,,], |nn(t)] < A.
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Proof: If d(xz,y) > 0 then for n large enough d(z,y) > %
implies the result with the constant A;. If d(z,y) = 0 let &, : [0,T,,] — {x} be the

constant curve. Since 7, is a Tonelli minimizer, we have that

In this case Corollary 2.2

Thn
Auln) < A6 = [ L@.0)de < |L(@.0)| .

Lemma 2.1 implies that |1, < Ao(C) with C = sup,cp |L(z,0)]. Now take
A= maX{Ao(C), Al}
U

2.4. Lemma.

If (x,v) is a static vector then v : R — M, y(t) = woi(x,v) is a static curve, i.e. the
Aubry set A(L) is invariant.

Proof:
Let v(t) = 7 ¢¢(z,v) and suppose that |,y is static. We have to prove that all y|g is
static. Let n, € Cr, (7(b),v(a)) be a Tonelli minimizer with

Apte(nn) < @c(v(b),v(a)) +

3=

By Corollary 2.3, for n large enough, |,| < A. We can assume that 7,(0) — w. Let
&(s) = mos(w). If w # 4(b) then for some & > 0 the curve 7|y * &[0, is not C1, and

hence it can not be a (Tonelli) minimizer of Az in Coc(y(b— €),£(€)). Thus

Pe(v(b—¢),8(e)) < Arte(Vp-cp) + ALtc(€ljo,e)-

Pc(v(a),v(a) < Pe(v(a), y(b—¢)) + Pc(v(b—€),&(e)) + Pc(é(e),v(a))
< ALte(Vap-el) + Arte(Vp-cp) + Arte(€liog)) + Iminf Az e(mnlier,))

< Arte(Vap) + MM ALy (M0l * Mnlier)

— —®.(7(6),7(a)) + ®e(7(5), 7(a)) = 0.

Thus there is a closed curve, from v(a) to itself, with negative L + ¢ action, and also
negative L + k action for some k > c¢(L). Concatenating the curve with itself many
times shows that ®;(v(a),v(a)) = —oo. By (3) this implies that & < ¢(L), which is a
contradiction. Thus w = 4(b) and similarly lim,, 9,(7},) = j(a).

If limsup T, < 400, we can assume that 7 = lim,, T, > 0 exists. In this case v is a
semi-static periodic orbit of period 7 + b — a and then | is static.
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Now suppose that lim,, T,, = +o00. If s > 0, we have that
AL+e(Vja—spts) T Pe(v(D +5),7(a - 5)) <
b)) + ALte(nlpos) }
+Pc(v(b+5),7(a - 5))

< lim { Apte(mlim,—sm) + ALse(y

< = De(y(b),v(a))
+ lim { Artve(mlp.s) + Artenlis—s) + ALte(nlim,—s 1) }
< —®c(v(b),y(a)) + Pc(v(b),7(a)) = 0.

Thus [, p+s is static for all s > 0.

3. OPTIMAL SPECIFICATIONS.

Here lemma 3.1 and proposition 3.2 follow arguments by X. Bressaud and A. Quas [(].

Let A € {0,1}M*M be a M x M matrix of with entries in {0,1}. The subshift of finite
type X4 associated to A is the set

Sa={(i)icz €{0,1}*| VieZ Awizit1)=1},
endowed with the metric

d(z,y) =277, i=max{keN|z; =y Vi <k}
and the shift transformation

0:34 — XA, VieZ o(x)i=Tit1-

3.1. Lemma. Let ¥4 be a shift of finite type with M symbols and topological entropy h.
Then X4 contains a periodic orbit of period at most 1 + Mel=".

Proof: Let k+1 be the period of the shortest periodic orbit in ¥ 4. We claim that a word
of length k in 3 4 is determined by the set of symbols that it contains. First note that since
there are no periodic orbits of period k or less, any allowed k-word must contain &k distinct
symbols. Now suppose that u and v are two distinct words of length k in X 4 containing the
same symbols. Then, since the words are different, there is a consecutive pair of symbols,
say a and b, in v which occur in the opposite order (not necessarily consecutively) in wu.
Then the infinite concatenation of the segment of u starting at b and ending at a gives a
word in X 4 of period at most k, which contradicts the choice of k.
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It follows that there are at most (]\,f ) words of length k. Using the basic properties of
topological entropy [22, 4.1.8]

we (MY _ MF (Me)k
e < < — < | — .
“\k) = K &k

Taking k-th roots, we see that k < Me!=",
O

From now on we assume that the Mané set N (L) is hyperbolic. The definition of a
specification or pseudo-orbit appears in A.12 in appendix A.

3.2. Proposition.

There are C, X\ > 0 such that for T > 1 large there is (©,%) = ({0;},{t:}) a periodic
T-specification in A(L), with P = Pr jumps (0;,t;) = (6i+p,tixp), and period < 4T Py
such that

(16) limy_,o0 % log Pr = 0,
(17) VieZ mod Pr  d(ey(0:), 01 (0i-1)) < Ce M.
Proof:

Given a specification (0,%) in A(L) write & : [ti, tiv1] — A(L), &(s) = ¢s(0;); and
G [0,tip1 — ti] = A(L), G(s) = &(s+t;). We identify (©,%), {&}, {¢;} as the same
specification. We will extend the definition of ;, {; to larger intervals, with the same
formula, as needed.

Let T'> 0 and let 6 > 0 be smaller than half of an expansivity constant A.8 for A(L)
and smaller than [y in proposition A.7 applied to A(L). Let G = Gp be a minimal
(2T, 6)-spanning set for A(L), i.e.

(18) A(L) c | B(6,2T,9),
0eG

where B(0,2T,6) is the dynamic ball
B(6,2T,0) = {9 € TM | d(ps(0),ps(9)) <6 Vse[0,27] },

and no proper subset of G satisfies (18). Let ¥ C GZ be the bi-infinite subshift of finite
type with symbols in G and matrix A € {0,1}¢*¢ defined by

(19) A(0,9) =1 — ©or(0) € B(9,2T,6).

Given N € N, let Sy be a maximal (2NT), 25)-separated set in A(L), i.e.
(20) 0.9 Sy, 049 = ¢ B(0,2NT,26),
and Sy is a maximal subset of A(L) with property (20).
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Given 6 € Sy let I(0) be an itinerary in ¥ corresponding to 6, i.e.
Vn € Z S02nT(0) € B(I(Q)n, 2T, 5), I(Q)n € Grp.

If 6,9 € Sy are different points, then by (20) there are 0 < n < N and s € [0,27] such
that d(ponris(0), Ponrss(P)) > 20. Thus 1(0), # I(F)y, i.e. 1(0), I(F) belong to different
N-cylinders in Y. Therefore

Cn := #(N-cylinders in X) > #Sn.

Since 20 is smaller than an h-expansivity constant for A(L), see remark A.9, its topological
entropy can be calculated using (n, 20)-separated (or (n, §)-spanning) sets, hop(@, A(L)) =
h(p, A(L),20) (c.f. Bowen [3] Thm. 2.4, p. 327), thus

1 1
% > 2T lim sup M

h(¥) > limsup SNT
N

N

= 2T hyop(A(L)) =: 2Th.

There is K7 with sub-exponential growth in 7" such that #Gr < Kp e2Th Then Lemma 3.1
gives a periodic orbit © in X with

(21) P :=period(0) <1+ Kpe?Th el =2Th <1 ¢ Kre.

By Proposition A.7, if , 9 € A(L) and 9 € B(6,2T,6) then there is

(22) o] = [v(®,0)| < D§
such that
(23) Vsl ST d(psrosr(V), posr()) < Do D,

Given a sequence (0;)icz € ¥, define a specification ([0 2740,])icz in A(L) by
v; = v(par(0;),0;41) from (22), and (s) := psi7(0;). From (19) we have that ar(60;) €
B(0;+1,2T,6). Then by (23), with ¥ = @ar(6;), 0 = ;11 and s =0

(24) d(Gi (2T + v3), Gi+1(0)) = (@374, (6:), 7 (0i41)) < DS

For the sequence © € ¥ in (21) we have that (£;);cz a periodic DS e *T-possible speci-
fication with P jumps, and period

(25) period({&}) < (2T + Dé) (1 + Kre) <4T(1+ Kre).
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4. OPTIMAL PERIODIC ORBITS.

A dominated function for L is a function v : M — R such that for any v : [0,7] — M
absolutely continuous and 0 < s <t < T we have

(26) u(y(1) — u((s)) < / [e(L) + L(7,4)]-

We say that the curve v calibrates u if the equality holds in (26) for every 0 < s <
t < T. Dominated functions always exist, for example, by the triangle inequality for
Mané’s potential ®., the functions uy(z) := ®.(p, z) are dominated for every p € M. The

definition of the Hamiltonian H associated to L implies that any C! function u: M — R
which satisfies
Vee M, H(x,dyu)<c(L)

is dominated.

4.1. Lemma. If u is a dominated function and 7y is a static curve then ~y calibrates u.

Proof: Recall from (8), (9) that ~ is static iff for all s < ¢ we have

(27) / [e(L) + L(7,9)] = =¢er)(V(1),7(5)) = der)(v(s), (1))
If w is dominated, ~y is static and s < ¢t we have that
u(v(t)) < u(v(s)) + be(r)(V(s),7()) = u(v(s)) = de(r) (V(£),7(5))-
Using again the domination of u and then the previous inequality we get
u(v(s)) < u(y(t)) + de(r)(V(t),7(5)) < u(v(s))-

Therefore, using (27),

4.2. Lemma.
There are K > 0 and &y > 0 such that if (z,2) € A(L) is a static vector, u is a
dominated function and d(z,y) < do, then in local coordinates
(28) |uly) — u(z) = 0uL(z,2)(y — 2)| < K |y — 2,
where y — z == (exp,) 1 (y).

Proof: Let E C TM be a compact subset such that E; '{c(L)} C intE. Cover M by
a finite set O of charts. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1 such that if v : [-¢,¢] — M has velocity
(7,7%) € E then y([—¢,¢]) lies inside the domain of a chart in O. There are 4; > 0 smaller



PROOF OF THE C2 MANE’S CONJECTURE ON SURFACES. 13

than the Lebesgue number of the covering O and A > 0 such that if (z,v) € E and
max{|hl|, |k|} < d; then in the charts

(29) |L(z 4+ h,v+ k) — L(z,v) — DL(z,v)(h, k)| < A(|h? + |E%).

Let u : M — R be dominated and (2, 2) € A(L). Recall that A(L) C E;'{c(L)} C E.

Write v(t) := mpF(z, 2). By Lemma 2.4 the complete curve v : R — M is static. By
Lemma 4.1, 7 calibrates u. Let &y := €d1. Let y € M with |y — z| < Jp in a local chart.
Define 5 :] —€,0] — M by

B(t) = (1) + (55) (y — 2).

Then B(—¢) = v(—¢), B(0) =y, f =4 + %(y — 2). In particular |3 — 4| < %|y -zl <&
and we can apply (29).

0 0 0
[ o< [ 10+ [ {LeiE -2+ LaaG -} + e+ )y - =P

—& —& —&

Using that v is a solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation %LU = L, and integrating by
parts, we get that

0 . 0 0
[ teh< [ tomds @ -]+ Bl

—& —&

0
(30) < / L(v,4) dt + Lo(z 2)(y — 2) + 2 |y — 22,

—&
Since u is dominated and calibrated by 7\[,570} we obtain one of the inequalities in (28):

u(y) < uly(—e)) + / o(L) + L(B.5)

0
<utr(-a)+ [ {Z0) + oD}t + Lo 2 - )+ Hly - o

—&

< u(z) + Lo(z,2)(y — 2) + 22 |y — 2%

Now define « : [0,e] — M by

A similar argument to (30) gives

€ €
[ redas [ Laad- L -2+ By - 2P
0 0



14 G. CONTRERAS

Since u is dominated we have that

utr(e) < u) + [ {Llava) + o(1)}

<ut)+ [ {L0n) 4D} d = L2y -2 + By P

Since u is calibrated by 7‘[0@] we have that

ur() = [ {L0:4) +eD)} = u(a)
Thus we get the remaining inequality
uz) S uly) = Lo(z 2)(y — 2) + 2 [y — 2.
O

The set N (L) is hyperbolic for the Euler-Lagrange flow restricted to the energy level
E;'Y{c(L)}. There is a neighborhood U of V(L) in E;'{c(L)} such that the set

(31) A=NEZe(0)

is hyperbolic, cf. [17, prop. 5.1.8]. We can assume that A(L) has no periodic orbits. The
neighborhood U can be taken so small that any periodic orbit I" in A has period

(32) per(I') > 10.

For B C T M write
¢(B, A(L)) := supyecp d(6, A(L)).

4.3. Proposition.

For any e > 0 there is a periodic orbit T C A C E;*{c(L)}, such that
(33) el A(L) <ey()  and  Apyor)(T) <24(D)?,
where Y(T) := min{drp (T'(s), () : [s = t|mod per(r) = 1 }-

Proof:

Let T > 0 be very large which will be chosen at the end of the proof. Let {51 i 0 ,
&i(t) = i, (0;), t € [ti,tix1] be the periodic specification from proposition 3.2. Define
(xo,%0) : R — A(L) by zo(t) = m(&(t)) if t € [ti, tix1] and xo(s +tp — to) = xo(s).

We will use repeatedly the constants from appendix A applied to the hyperbolic set A
from (31). We will show that if 7" is chosen sufficiently large then the objects at each step
are specifications and periodic orbits inside! A.

IBecause they are (segments of) periodic orbits T' with ¢(I", . A(L)) small, and hence I' C U. Observe
that A is not necessarily locally maximal, then a priori shadowing objects could be outside A.
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By the shadowing theorem A.13, there is a periodic Euler-Lagrange solution (yo, 9o)

with energy ¢(L) and a continuous reparametrization o(t), with |o(t) —t| < EC e=*T such
that

vt d([zo(t), 2o(t)], [yo(o(t)), go(o(t))]) < E - Ce T,

Then Yo(s) := (yo(s),yo(s)) is a periodic orbit with a period near o(tp) — o(tg). We
want a sequence of times s nearby o(tx) such that sp — sg is a period for Yy(s). Using

canonical coordinates from A.3 define w* € R small by
(Yo(a(tr)), Ox) = W3 (Yo(o(tx))) N W (6k)
= W3 (pu (Yoo (tx)))) N W™ (0k) # 0.

Now let s := wg + o(tg). Observe that the time shift wy, is determined by the sequence
0. which is periodic. Then the sequence sj is periodic with the period sp — s¢ of Yy and
by proposition 3.2,

(34) per(yo) := period(yo) < 5T Pr.

By proposition A.7 there is D > 0 such that for T" large enough there are vg such that
(35) )| < DE - Ce™,
(36) Vs € [Sk, Sk+1] d(YO(s), gos_sﬁvg(&)) < DE - C e AT emAmin{s=si, skp1—s},
Let z0(s) := ws,smg(ei), S € [Sk,Sk+1]. Since by 2.4 A(L) is invariant, we also have
that (29, 27) € A(L).

By adding a constant to L we can assume that
(37) o(L) =0.
On local charts we have that

L(yo, 90) < L(z1%> 2) + 0L (21, ) (wo — 211) + OuL(21), 2) (90 — 24)

+ K1 d([yo(s), do(s)], [20(s), 22(s)]) %

Using that 22 is an Euler-Lagrange solution we obtain

Sk+1 .
/ L(y07 yO) S

Sk

Sk+1

_l’_

Sk+4+1
7wk - onep i - )
Sk

Sk

(38) +m/mh@wmw»w@ﬁ@w

Sk
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Write ZP := (22, 29). Then

Pr—1

<> A=) +
k=0

Pr—1
(39) + 3 {OLE w0 - )| =L Ao — )|}
k=0 Sk+1 Sk4+1
Pr=l rsp
+K1 Y / d(Yo, Z0)* ds

k=0 5k

From (36), for K9 := K1 DEC, the last term satisfies
Pr—1

(40) K Z / d(Yo, Z0)*ds < Pr Ky e T,

Let u be a dominated function. By Lemma 4.2, if (z,2) € A(L) is a static vector then
(41) |uly) —u(z) = 0uL(z,2)(y — )| < Kz ly — 2>

By Lemma 4.1, u is necessarily calibrated by static curves. Then using (41),

P:Z_Ol ArL(z) = Xk:u(z,%(s;m)) —u(zp(s8))
= zk: u(zp(sk41)) — w241 (s841))
= § {u(=) — ulyo) +ulyo) — u(z041)} s
< § (0L, 20) (8 = o) + OuL(f 41, 2011) (w0 — 2§41) | L
(42) + K {12~ w0l + loo — 1}

Sk+1
From (36) the last term satisfies

Pr—1

(43) > K {laf - ol + lyo — 20}

k=0

< PT K4 672/\T
Sk41

Replacing estimate (42) for Y~ Ar(2?) in inequality (39) we obtain

PT 1 k41
(44) <X {K: / A(Yo, Z0)% ds + K (12 = yol?, + | = ol 1) }-
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Using (40) and (43) we have that
(45) Ap(yo) < sum in (44) < K5 Pre 2 = Ay(T).
From (36) we get
(46) (Yo, A(L)) < DE - Ce T,
We can choose in (45) K5 > (DEC)?, so that
(47) max{Az(y0)?, ¢(Yo, A(L))} < A1(T)2.
Also from (35),
(48) [of] < A(T)z.
If I' = Y} satisfies (33) then the proof finishes.

If I' = Yp does not satisfy (33) then there are 71,72, [r1 — 72|mod ( > 1 such that

5p—50)
ed(Yo(r1), Yo(r2)) < (Yo, A(L)),  or
e2d(Yo(r1), Yo(r2))?* < Ar(yo),

using (37). Shifting the initial point of Yy, we can assume that 71 < rg9 and ro —r; <

(49)

%per(yo). If for some 4, j we have that |r; — s;] < 1 we replace r; by s; and shift the
other 7 accordingly. By Gronwall’s inequality the distance d(Yp(r1), Yo(r2)) increases at
most by a multiple, say By > 1. This insures that the times {ri,r2,s1,...sp_1} are all
separated (mod (sp — sp)) at least by 1. With this modification we get

(50) ro —1r1 < %per(yo) + 2.

In the following iteration process we will compare distances of a periodic orbit Y;(s) with

a time shifted periodic orbit Y;_1(s + v’). We will ensure in (73) that all the time shifts
used are smaller than 1. We will take all the time shifts into account using Gronwall’s
inequality by adding a multiple By > 1 to the distance estimates. Write

(51) Dy :=By-DFE > 1.

Let Y1 = (y1,%1) be the closed orbit which shadows the periodic specification Yo, r,)-

By (46), for T large, Yy C A and hence by (32), per(yo) > 10. Then for R = 2, using (34),
we have that

(52) per(y1) < § per(yo) +3 < R~ per(yo) < R~ (5T Py).

By theorem A.13, proposition A.7 and (51), there is v! such that

(53) [0'] < Do - d(Yo(r1), Yo(r2)),

(54)  Vselr,ra]  d(Yi(s),Yo(s +0')) < Doe MR (Yo (ry), Y(r)),
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From (49) and (47),
(55) d(Yo(r1), Yo(r2)) < e Ay(T)3.

Using (54), (55), (49), (47) and Doe~! > 1,
(Y1, A(L)) < Do - d(Yo(r1), Yo(r2)) + (Yo, A(L))

D=

< Do - & e(Yo, A(L)) + Ai(T)

<2Dge Ay(T)2.

[N

(56) (Y1, A(L)) < B4 A1(T) using (65).

(57) '+ 00| < B4 A{(T)2  using (53), (48).

In order to estimate the action of Y7 we need to compare it with a specification in A(L).
Write 2} (s) = z0(s +v') and Z} = (z},2]). We cut the specification {Zk| [skospan] ) b T1
and ro and remain with the periodic specification of period 72 — 71 < 5 L per(yo) + 2, and
jumps in r; < §; < sj41 <... <85 <712 where s;_1 < r; < s; and 85 <re < 841

For s € [sg, sg+1] we have that
d(Yi(s), Z4(5))) < d(Yi(s), Yo(s + ")) + d(Yo(s + v'), Zj(s)).
(58) d(Y1(-), Zx(-))* < 2d(Y1(-), Yo (1)) + 2d(Yo(-), Zi,(-)?,
(59) < 2(Dy)? e~ minds—rir2=sho=2 A\(T) +  using (54), (49), (47)
+2(DoC)? e AT g=2Amin{s=si,ska=s} — yging (36), (51).

where the omitted arguments in (58) are the same as in the previous inequality.

Repeating the estimates in (38), (39), (42) for the intervals between 71, s;, ..., 55,72, We
get

Skt 1\2 12 2
60) Ar(m) < Y {Kl d(Y1, Z) ds + Ks(|lyr — 2l + |y — Zk|sk+1)}'

r1<sp<ro Sk

Using (58) we can separate the sums in (60) into two sums. The sums with terms
2d(Yo, Z1)? or 2|yp — zi|? are about half of the terms in (44), with a shift of v!, plus a
term for the new jump at (r1,7r2). The total number of jumps is < %PT + 1 < Py, then

the same estimate (45) gives:

Sk+1
(61) > / 2K d(Yo, Zx)? ds + 2K3(|yo — 2l + [vo — z4l5,,,) < 244(T).

ri<sp<rs’®
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The other sum uses terms with 2d(Yi(s), Yo(s + v!))? which are bounded in (59). Ab-

breviating the time shift v!, this sum writes

Sk+1
> [ 2K Y0 ds+ 2Ka(ls - ol + o~ )
Sk

r1<sp<r2

)
S/ 2K d(Y1,Y0) ds+ > 2Ks(lyr — wolZ, + |l — wolZ,,)

1 r1<sp<ra
< 2Ky (Do)?Bie ? A(T) + 2K3 (Do) 2By e 2 A1 (T)
(62) < B3 A(T),
using (54), (55), where
B = fj;o e 2slgs = %, Byi=1+Y, ne 2,
(63) Bs = Bs(e) := 2 (K + K3) (Do)*(By + 2Bs) 2.

Adding (61) and (62) we get

(64) Ar(y1) < sum in (60) < By A1 (T),
where
(65) By :=max{Bs +4,2Dye "'} > 4.

If Y7 = I satisfies (33) the proof finishes. If not there are r3 < ry, rq4—r3 < %per(yl) +2,

such that
A(Yi(r3). Ya(ra)) < " max{Ar(31)2 . e(Y1, A(L))}
(66) <e'ByA)(T)?  using (64), (56).
We shadow the specification Y|}, ,.,j by a periodic orbit Y2 = (y2, §2) with
(67) [v%] < Dy - d(Y1(r3), Yi(ra)),
Vs € [rs,ra]  d(Ya(s),Yi(s +v?)) < Dge A™nls=rsra=st gy (r3), Yy (r4)),
per(y2) < g per(y1) + 3 < R~ per(yo).

Then
c(Y2, A(L)) < Do - d(Y1(r3), Y1(ra)) + (Y1, A(L))

<2Dge By A1(T):  using (66), (56)

D=

< (By4)? Ay(T) using (65).

[N

[0?| 4 [vt] + |v)| < (By)? A1(T) similarly, using (67), (57).
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We need to compare Y with a specification in A(L). Write 22(s) = z}(s + v?) and
Z? = (2},%}). Then

Sk41
(68) AL(QQ) < Z Ky d()/é7 ZI%)2 ds + K3 (|y2 - zl%ﬁk + |y2 - ZI% §k+1)'
r3<k<ryg Sk
(69) d(Ys, Z2)? < 2d(Ys, Y1)? 4+ 2d(Y1, Z2)?
" 2 2 2
0 [ Cemiaetas Y 2Kl -l e - nl,)
r3 r3<sp<rq
< {2K1 By (D0)2 + 2K3 (D0)2 232} d(Yl(’l“g), Yl(T4))2
< 2(Ky + K3)(Do)*(Bi1 + 2B2) e *(By)*Ai(T)  using (66),
(71) < Bs (By)? Ay(T)

using (63).
From (69) and (68) we have that

AL(y2) < sum in (70) + 2 sum in (60)

< (By)’ Ai(T)  using (71), (64), (65),
< (By)*AL(T).
per(y2) < R™*per(yo) < R™*(5T Pr).
At the n-th iteration we have
Ar(yn) < (Ba)* Ay(T),
(72)

per(y,) < R " per(yg) < R~™(5TPr).

(Yo, A(L)) < (B4)" Ay (T)2.
0]+ 3 o] < (Ba)"A(T)?.
=1
Let ap > 0 be such that {6 € T*M : d(6,A(L)) < az} C U, where U is from (31).

This process can be repeated as long as ¢(Y;, A(L)) < a2 holds and (33) is not satisfied.
The resulting periodic Y}, is in A and hence by (32) it has period larger than 10. Thus the
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process stops at an iterate N where the period in (72) is larger than 1. This is

N <loggper(yo) < logr (5T Pr),
AL(yn) < (Ba)*M A(T) < (5T Pp)*'8r P Ky Pre= T using (45),

c(Yn, A(L)) < (5T Pp)osrBa, /K Pr e T

(73) \vk\+2\v’|< (5T Pp)leerBi, /s Pp e

=1

Since by (16), Pr has sub-exponential growth in T', we have that ¢(Yx, A(L)) and Az (yn)
can be made arbitrarily small by choosing T sufficiently large. Then the process stops not
because ¢(Yy, A(L)) is large, but because (33) holds.

O

5. THE PERTURBED MINIMIZERS.

The following Crossing Lemma is extracted for Mather [25] with the observation that

the estimates can be taken uniformly on a C? neighbourhood of L.
5.1. Lemma (Mather [25, p. 186]).

If K >0, then there exist e, d, n, ¢ > 0 and
(74) c>1,
such that if ||¢]|c2 < ¢, and o, : [to — €, to + €] = M are solutions of the Euler-Lagrange
equation for L + ¢ with ||da(to)||, ||dy(to)| < K, d(a(to),y(to)) < 6, and

d(daf(to), dy(to)) > C d(a(to),V(to)),

then there exist C1 curves a,c : [to — €,to + €] — M such that a(ty — €) = a(ty — ¢),

a(to+¢e) =~(to+¢), c(to —e) =v(to —€), c(to + &) = a(to + ), and

(75) ALso() + ALss(7) — ALio(a) — Apig(c) > d(dalto), dy(to))”.

5.2. Lemma.

Given a Tonelli lagrangian Lo and a compact subset A C TM, there are ¢ > 0,
K > 0 and 61 > 0 such that for any Tonelli lagrangian L with H(L — L0)|BE(A)H(12 < e,

B(A):={0€TM :d(0,A) <e}, and any T > 0:

(a) If x € CY([0,T], M) is a solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation for L with (z,%) € A
and z € CY([0,T], M) satisfies

d([=(8), 2(8)), [o(t), () <dp <o VEe[0,T],
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then

T ) T ) ) T
/0 L(z,z)dt—/o L(x,m)dt—@vL(x,x)-(z—:ﬂ)‘o

(76) <KQ1+4T)p

where z —  := (exp,) (2).

(b) If x € C*([0,T), M) is a solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation for L with (z,%) € A
and the curves wy, wa, z € C1([0,T], M) satisfy w1(0) = 2(0), wi(T) = 2(T), wa(0) =
2(0), wo(T) = x(T'), and for all £ € {z, w1, wa} we have

d([6(t), £@)], [x(t), &(t)]) <4p <& Vte[0,T],
then
AL (2) + Ap(2) — Ap(wy) — Ay (ws)] < 3K (1 + 7).
Proof:

(a) We use a coordinate system on a tubular neighbourhood of z([0,T]) with a bound in

the C? norm independent of T' and of #(0). In case x has self-intersections or short

returns the coordinate system is an immersion.
We have that

L(z,2) — L(x,2) = 0, L(x, &) (2 — x) + 8, L(x, #) (2 — ) + O(p?),

here O(p?) < K p? where K depends on the second derivatives of L on a small neigh-

bourhood of the compact A and hence it can be taken uniform on a C? neighbourhood
of L. Since z satisfies the Fuler-Lagrange equation for L,

L(z,2) — L(z,3) = £[0,L(z,1)(z — )] + O(p?).

This implies (76).
(b) By item (a)

Ap(wi) — Ap(x) < oL, &) (wr — x)‘j +EP(14+T)
< Oy L(z(T),(T))(2(T) — z(T)) + Kp*(1 +T).
Ap(ws) — Ap(w) < ~0,L(a(0), (0))(2(0) — 2(0)) + Kp*(1+T).

’ﬂ

Ap(z) — Ap(2) < —8,L(x, z—x‘0+Kp (1+7T)

=0y L(x(T), #(T))(2(T) — x(T))
+ 9y L(2(0),4(0))(2(0) — (0)) + Kp*(1 +T).
Adding these inequalities we get
Ap(wy) + Ap(we) — Ap(x) — Ap(2) < 3Kp*(1+T).

The remaining inequality is obtained similarly. O



PROOF OF THE C2 MANE’S CONJECTURE ON SURFACES. 23

The following proposition has its origin in Yuan and Hunt [31], the present proof uses
some arguments by Quas and Siefken [29]. Proposition 5.3 together with proposition 4.3
imply theorem A.

5.3. Proposition.

Suppose that for every § > 0 there is a periodic orbit T C A C E;*{c(L)} such that
(77) (T, AL) < 67(T)  and  Appury(T) < 82(T),
where (L) = min{drar("(8), 7)) : 5 — thoderr) > 1}

Then for any € > 0 there is ¢ € C*(M,R) with ||¢||q2 < € such that T C A(L + ¢),
where I' is one of the periodic orbits in (77).

Idea of the Proof:

We choose § = §(¢) sufficiently small and use the periodic orbit I" given by the hypothe-
sis. We perturb the Lagrangian by a potential ¢ which is a non-negative channel centered
at m(I") defined in (96). The curve I' is a periodic orbit for the flows of L and of L + ¢.
We show that I' is contained in the Aubry set A(L 4 ¢) by proving that any semi-static
curve x :| — 00,0l — M for L + ¢ has

a-limit of (z,2) =T

because by Mané [24, Theorem V.(c)], a-limits of semi-static orbits are static. This is
done by calculating the action of each segment of the semi-static which is spent outside of
a small neighbourhood of I',; and proving that it has a uniform positive lower bound. Since
the total action of a semi-static is finite, the quantity of those segments is finite. Thus
the semi-static eventually stays forever in a small neighbourhood of I'. The expansivity of
A(L + ¢) D N(L + ¢) implies that the a-limit of the semi-static is I

5.4. Lemma.
If A(L) has no periodic orbits and Ty, is a sequence of periodic orbits with
c(I'n, A(L)) < 6y, - diam(A(L)),
In = mln{d(Fn(s)v Fn(t)) : ’8 - t’mod(perf‘n) >1 }
Then lim,d,=0 = lim,vy, =0.
Proof: Let T,, be the period of I',,. First we prove that lim, 7,, = oco. If not, we can

extract a subsequence where 6 := lim,, I',(0) € A(L) and S := lim,, T}, exist. Then 0 is a
periodic point in A(L) which contradicts the hypothesis.

Consider the points I'y,(4m), 0 < m < M, = [%Tn], m € N. Since lim,, T, = oo, the

quantity M, of these points tends to infinity. Therefore

Yo < min d(Ty(m1),Tp(msa)) —= 0.
m175m2
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Proof of Proposition 5.3:

By adding a constant to L we can assume that
(78) c(L) =0.
Fix Ky > 0 such that

(79) (B < (L) +1] C [Jv] < K1l.

Bernard [1] after Fathi and Siconolfi [16] proves that there is a C1+HP critical subsolution
u of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation for L, H(x,dyu) < ¢(L). Thus

(80) L—du>0.

By Gronwall’s inequality and the continuity of Mané’s critical value ¢(L) (see [14,
Lemma 5.1]) there is @ > 0 and 7o such that if ||¢[|,e < 1,0 < v < v and I is a
periodic orbit for L + ¢ with energy smaller than ¢(L 4 ¢) + 1 then

(B)  d@POLD < ad defTOD) 25 = Jt-sl>a
The graph property states that the projection = : A(L) — M has a Lipschitz inverse

(see Mané [24]). The Lipschitz constant is the same as C' in Mather’s Crossing Lemma 5.1.

The Aubry set has energy ¢(L) and ¢(L + ¢) is continuous on ¢. Then one can choose

(82) e1<¢
and K, C' > 1 in Lemma 5.1 such that if ||¢|| 2 < €1 then A(L + ¢) is a graph with
Lipschitz constant C.

By the upper semicontinuity of the Mané set [14, lemma 5.2] we can choose a neigh-
bourhood U of N(L) and 0 < €2 < €1 such that if ||¢||-2 < €2 then the set

A@@) = [ e5(0)

teR

is hyperbolic and contains N (L + ¢). Take 0 < e3 < &2 such that A(¢) has uniform
constants of hyperbolicity (A.7), expansivity (A.8, A.9) and canonical coordinates (A.3)
for all ||¢]|q2 < €3 < €2.

Write
(83) vs := ().

We can assume that A(L) has no periodic points. By lemma 5.4, 75 is small when ¢ is
small. Given 0 < € < e3, choose 0 < § < ¢ and a periodic orbit I' satisfying (77) with ¢
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and ;5 so small that for all ||¢]| -2 < €3,

(84) vs < €9 where ¢ is a flow expansivity constant for A(¢) as in A.8 and A.9.
(85) 275 < 01 with 1 := §[K;] from lemma 5.1, where K is from (79).

(86) vs < Bo where [y is from proposition A.7 for A(¢).
(

87) vs < 1o where 1 is from the canonical coordinates in A.4 for A(¢),

and such that writing

— s 1
88 ___ 1 1
we have that
(89) Fs <o where 7 is from (81),
and there is p,
(90) Sy <p<ivs<l
such that
(91) 10’ > 6% ()%

1

(92) Cp > Vs 07,
(93) (322 (75)* = 0%(75)*)a — 6K D*C*(B +1)°p* — 36%(75)” > 0,

where B is from Lemma A.4, C = C[K;] and 1, = n[K;] are from Lemma 5.1 with
(94) C>1,

D is from Proposition A.7 and K is from Lemma 5.2 applied to the compact
A = [Er < ¢(L)+ 5]. Inequality (93) implies

(95) 5 € (75)7 > 8% (75)%.

Let ¢ : M — [0, 1] be a C* function such that ||¢[|o < 10e and

0 if x € n(I),
(96) 0<¢(x) =K >1ep? ifd(z,nl) > p,
3—12 e(s)? if d(x,7T) > iﬁé.

Using u from (80) write
(97) L:=L+¢+c(L+¢)—du.

The Euler-Lagrange flow of L. and the sets A(IL), A/(IL) are the same as those of L+ ¢. In
particular the hyperbolicity constants (84)—(87) and Lipschitz graphs contants (94) remain
valid for L.
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Claim 5.4.1: If ¢ is small enough then

(1) We have that

inf  d(al (¢ 3%
d(sﬁt)lidel (W (), ()) > 17

In particular the neighbourhood B(nT, %%) of wI" of radius %% has no self inter-
sections, i.e. it is homeomorphic to S*x]0, 1[dmM—1,
(2) If v :] — 00,0] — M is a semi-static orbit for I then for all t < —1

(98) either d([x(t),a'c(t)],I‘)g‘;\'}%) or d(z(t),#(t),T) < Cd(z(t),T),

(99) or d(z(t),n") > 4,
where 1 = n(K,), C = C(K;) and 61 = §;(K1) are from Lemma 5.1 for K = K,
from (79).
Proof:
Let T = per(T") be the period of T'.
(1). Given s,t € [0,T7], by (77) there are 05,0; € A(L) such that
d(nT(s),70s) < d(T(s),8s) < d~(T),
d(wI(t), mby) < d(I'(t),0;) < 5y(I).
If d(s,t)mod 7 > 1 then
d(0s,0:) = d(I'(s),T'(t)) — d(I'(s),05) — d(I'(2), 6r)
> (T) — 264(T).
Since 0y, 6, € A(L), by the graph property 5.1 for A(L) and (88), (74) we have that

d(mbs,76) > L d(6s,0) > W > 75 — 2575,

Then
d(wT'(s),n'(t)) > d(nbs, 76;) — d(7l'(s), m0s) — d(wT'(t), w6;)
> s — 4675 > 37;.
(2). Suppose by contradiction that there exists ¢ < —1 such that

(100) d(z(t), ') < & and

2 2
(101) d([:c(t),:b(t)],F)Q > ‘ij) and  d([z(¢),4(¢)],T) > Cd(x(t),nT).



PROOF OF THE C2 MANE’S CONJECTURE ON SURFACES. 27

First we check that we can apply the Crossing Lemma 5.1 to L. Given v : [0,S] - M
we have that

f L+ ¢) — du = Se(L + ¢) — u(1(S)) + u(~(0))

depends only on the time interval S and the endpoints of . Thus instead of L in (97), it
is enough to apply Lemma 5.1 to L + ¢, for whom it holds if ||¢||= < e1 < { by (82).

Now we check the speed hypothesis in Lemma 5.1. Observe that

B, =vL,~L=FEpy—c(L+¢)=EL—¢—c(L+¢),
and that by (6)
c(L)=c(L+¢+c(L+¢)) =0.
Therefore
N(L) C [EL =c(L)] C [EL = ¢+ c(L + ¢)].
If ¢ is small enough
¢+ c(L+¢) <c(L)+1,

and then 2(t) € N(L) C [Er < ¢(L) + 1]. By hypothesis in 5.3, I' C [EL = ¢(L)].
Therefore by (79),

vt @(t), D(t) € [ < e(L) +1] C [jo] < K]

Finally we check the distance hypothesis in Lemma 5.1. Let ¢y be such that d(z(t), nL') =
d(z(t), 7(I'(t0))). By (100) and the definition of §; in (85) we can apply Lemma 5.1 for
L and K = K; from (79), to x and «nI" at z(¢) and 7(I'(¢9)). Also note that by (101) we
have that, as required in Lemma 5.1,

d([z(t), 2(t)], T(to)) = d([z(t), &(t)],T) > Cd(x(t),nI) = Cd(z(t), 7T (to))-

Using 0 < ¢ < 1 from Lemma 5.1 we obtain C' curves wy, wy : [—¢,e] — M with
wi(—e) =z(t —e), wi(e) = 7l (to + €), wa(—¢) = 7l (typ — €), wa(e) = x(t + £) such that

Ap(w1) + Ap(w2) < AL(TD |ty —c toe) + AL(@|jt—cp4e]) — m d([x(t), #(£)], D (to))*.
Since ¢ > 0 and (78) we have that
(102) o(L+¢) < (L) =0.
Using (77), ¢|-r = 0 and that 7[" is a closed curve we have that

AL(TT) = ALy o(14) (1) < Apye(ry(al) < 62y (T)%.
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We compute the action of the curve w1 * 71|y, ¢ 1)+ 1—e) ¥ w2 Which joins z(t—¢) to x(t+¢).
Ap(wr) + AL(TT g4 t0+7—2]) + AL(w2) <
< AL(@|t—c p1e]) + AL(TT ity to+¢]) + AL (T jttet0+7—e)) — M d([2(t), &(8)], T(t0))?
< Ap(@ly—cp1a) + 02 9(0)? = md([z(t), &(t)],T)
< AL(®[p—c t4¢)) using (101).

This contradicts the assumption that x is semi-static for L.

Since we can assume that A(L) has no periodic orbits, if ¢ is small enough

(103) T :=per(I') > 1.

Observe that I' is also a periodic orbit for L 4+ ¢. Let ur be the invariant probability
supported on I'. Using (6), (78), (77) we have that

o(L+0)= - [+ o)dur = [ L

(104) > —4 6% ().

We will prove that any semi-static curve x :] — oo, 0] — M for L + ¢ has a-limit{(z, &)}
= I". Since a-limits of semi-static orbits are static (Mané [24, Theorem V.(c)]), this implies
that T' C A(L + ¢). Thus finishing the proof of Proposition 5.3.

Since by (84), the number 7 is smaller than the flow expansivity constant of N'(L+ ¢),
it is enough to prove that the tangent (z,) of any semi-static curve x :] — 0o,0] — M

spends only a bounded time outside the %75—neighbourhood of I.

Let x :] — 00,0] — M be a semi-static curve for L 4+ ¢. Let 0 := (x(0),£(0)) and let
Py = gof+¢ be the lagrangian flow of L + ¢. By (85) and (88) we have that

(105) d(z(t),7T) > 61 = d(z(t),nT) > L7,

By (98)-(99) and (92) we have that
(106)  d(14(0),T) > Cp & d(a(t),nT) <& = d(z(t),7T) > & d(1:(0),T).
By (90) and (88) we have that 375 > Cp. And then from (105) and (106) we get
(107) d(y(0),1) > Lvs (> 1C75) = d(z(t),nD) > 17;.

Also, from (105), (106) and (90) we have that
(108) d(i(0),T) > Cp = d(z(t),nT) > p.
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Then by (108), (96), (104), (103) and (91), we have that

(109) d(y(0),T) >Cp = ¢(z(t)) +c(L+¢) > Lep? — 6273 =1 a9 > 0.

For £ € A(¢) consider the local invariant manifolds
Wi (©) ={¢e B {e(L)} = ¥t 20 d(wa(Q), $(€)) < n},
W) = {C € W36 lim_ d(al0), (€)= 0},

WE(€) =={¢e B (L)} : VE<0 d(w(Q), ¥e(€) <n},
Wi (€) == {¢ e W) + lim d(t(¢),¢(€)) =0}

Also consider the canonical coordinates as in A.4 on A(¢), i.e. there are ny, n > 0 such
that if £, ¢ € A(¢) and d(&,() < no then there is v =v(,() € R, |v| < n such that

(110) (€, Q) =W (1hu(§)) NWHH(C) # 0.

We use the canonical coordinates to parametrize the approaches of 1,(f) to I' in the
following way. By (87), 75 < mo. The local weak stable manifold of T’

Wﬁs(F) = Uger W;(f) = Uger Wﬁs(f)

forms a cylinder homeomorphic to I'(R)x]0, 1[4mM=1 " When d(v;(0),I'(R)) < ~s the
strong local unstable manifold W (¢+(0)) intersects this cylinder transversely and defines

a unique time parameter v(¢) (mod T') such that
(111) W (T (w(t)) VW™ (44 (0)) # 0.

Since the family of strong invariant manifolds is invariant under each iterate ¢, we have
that if d(v¢(0),T'(R)) < 5 for all ¢t € [a,b] then

Vs € [0,b— al v(a+ s) =v(a) + s.
Let B be from Lemma A.4. Write 8 = (2(0),£(0)) and define Si(0), Tj(0) recursively
by
(112) So(0) :
Ty (0) :==sup {t < Sp_1(0) | d(¥e(8),T(v(t))) < C(B+1)p},
(6) :
(6) =

I
Ci(0) :=sup {t < T(0) | d(¢(0) (R)):gw}
Si(0) :=inf { ¢ > Crp(0) | d(¥:(0),(v(t))) < C(B+1)p}.
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1 / //\\ s
CB+1)p W AN FC(BH)p
Tir Gk Sk Ty Sk-1

FiGURE 1. This figure illustrates the distance of the orbit of 6 to the pe-
riodic orbit I and the choice of Sy, T} and C}.

Claim 5.4.2:
(1) If Sk—1(0) > —oo then Ty (0) > —oc.
(2) If Tx,(0) > —oco then Ti1(0) < Ck(0).
(3) If Cr—1(0) > —oo then d g, (9)(0),T'(v(Tk(6)))] = C(B + 1)p.
(4) If C(0) > —oo then C(6) < Sk(6) < Tx(0).
(5) If the sequence {T}} is finite, then a-limit(z,x) =T .
(6) If t € [Si(6), Ti(0)] then d(¢¢(6),T(R)) < 1.

Proof:

(1). Suppose by contradiction that Sg_1(f) > —oco but T} () = —oco. Let ®F be the action
potential (1) for L. Since (I)f(L) is Lipschitz, it is bounded on M x M.

Sk_1(0) Sk—1(0)
/ L(z,z) = / {e(D) + L(x, i)} > <I>CL(L) (z(—t), 2(Sk-1(0)))

—t —t

(113) > ygéfM ®L 1) (y, 2) =: by > —o0.

Recall that 7 is from the canonical coordinates A.3 for A(¢) as in (110) and satisfies (87).
Since Ty (0) = —oo we have that for all ¢ < Si_1(0) either

(114) d(:(0),(R)) >n>~;  or

(115) d(¥:(0), L(R)) <n but  d(:(6),'(v(t))) > C(B +1)p.

In the case (115) let s(t) be such that d(i:(6),T(s(t))) = d(¥:(0),T'(R)) < n. We have
that

(C(s(2)), 91(8)) = Wy (L (s(1))) N W™ (4:(6))
= Wi (T(v(t))) N Wy (4 (0)) = (T(v(t)), 14 (0))
(116) = WP (T (v(#) N W™ (41(0))-
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We apply Lemma A.4 with x :=I'(s(t)) and y := ¢4(0). Using (155) we have that

(117) d(y, Po(x)) < d(y, ) + d(z, Yo(2)) < (1 + B) d(y, ).

Observe that (116) implies that ,(x) = I'(v(¢)). Replacing x and y in (117) and us-
ing (115) we have that

d(¥(0),T(R)) = d(v1(0),T(s(1)) > 135 d(ve(0),T(v(t)))
(118) > Cp.
Observe that by (90) and (88), in case (114) inequality (118) also holds. Therefore
(119) Vi< Sia(0)  d(i(0).T(R) > Cp.

Since x is semi-static for L + ¢ we have for all —t < S;_1(6) that

00 > yszlgj)\/[ @f&i@ (y,2) > @f&g‘iw (z(—t), 2(Sk-1(0)))

Sk—1(0)
_ / [L(x, &) + ¢(z) + e(L + ¢)]

—t

Sp_1(0) Sk-1(8)
- / L(z, i) + / [¢(x) + c(L + ¢)]

(120) > by + ao(t + Sk-1(0)) by (113) and (119), (109).

By (109) we have that ag > 0. Letting t — +o00, inequality (120) gives a contradiction.

(2). Let
(121) f(t) == d(¢(0),T'(R)) and g(t) = d((6), T'(v(t))),
when g is defined (in particular by (87) when f(t) < vs5). Then f(t) < g(t).
Suppose first that Cy(0) = —oo. Then f(t) # 375 for all ¢ < Ty(f). By hypothesis
T (0) > —oo, then f(Ty(0)) < g(Ti(0)) < C(B + 1)p. By (90), C(B + 1)p < 375, and

hence f(t) < 37s for all t < Ty(6). By (86) and Proposition A.7 with L — oo we have
that lim¢,_ o g(t) = 0. Then Si(#) = —oo and also Tj4+1(f) = —oc.

Now suppose that Cj(0) > —oo. By the definition of S () for all ¢ €|Cy(0), Sk(0)[ we
have that ¢g(t) > C'(B + 1)p. This implies that Tj1(0) < Ci(0).

(3). Let f, g be as in (121). By the hypothesis Cy_1(f) > —oo and by the definition of
Cr-1(0), Cx-1(8) < Tj-1(9). Then f(Cr-1(0)) = g7 By (90), C(B +1)p < 375 and
then

(122) C(B+1)p < Lvs = F(Cir(0)) < 9(Chr(0)).
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By the definition of Si_1(0) we have that C_1(6) < Sip_1(6). But by (122), g(Cx_1(0)) >
%"}/5, and by the definition of S;_1(6), if Sx—1(0) < 400 then g(Sk—1(0)) < C(B+1)p < %’y(;.
Therefore Cy_1(6) # Sk—1(0) and then

(123) Cr-1(0) < Sk-1(0) < +o0.
By (122) and the definition of Si_1(6) we have that
vt €]Ck-1(0), Se1(0)[  g(t) > C(B+1)p.

This implies that T3 (0) < Ci—_1(6), with strict inequality by (122). By (123) and item (1)
we have that Cj_1(0) > —oo implies that Tj(0) > —oo. Therefore

(124) —00 < Tg(0) < Cr—1(0) < Sk—1(0).

The definition of Tj(f) and the continuity of g(¢) on its domain imply that

(125) 9(Tx(9)) < C(B + 1)p.

The domain of definition and continuity of g contains f~1(]0,75]) > ¢='(]0,7s5]). By
the intermediate value theorem for g on connected components of [¢ < 75| and (124),
(125), (122), the image ¢([Tx(0),Ck—1(0)]), and hence also g(] — oo, Sk—1(#)[), contain
the closed interval [C(B + 1)p, %’75]. Therefore, by the definition of Tj(#), we have that
9(Tx(0)) = C(B + 1)p.

(4). Let f, g be from (121). If Cx(0) > —oo then by the definition of C(0),

(126) Cr(0) < Tx(0).

Therefore Tj(#) > —oo. Then the definition of T} (f) implies that

(127) 9(Ti(0)) < C(B + 1)p.

Since f(t) is continuous,

(128) F(Cr(0)) = 3.

By (127), (90) and (128) we have that

(129) 9(Tu(0)) < C(B +1)p < 1% < 375 = fF(Ck(0)) < g(Cr(0)).

This implies that Cy(0) # Tj(0). This together with (126) imply that

(130) Cr(0) < Ti(0).

By (127) and (130) the value Si(0) is an infimum of a set which contains T (6), therefore
(131) Sk(0) < Ty (0).

This proves the second inequality in item (4).
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The first of the following inequalities follows from the definition of Sk(#). The second
inequality is (131). The third inequality follows from the definition of T} ().

(132) Cr(0) < Sk(0) < Ti(0) < Sp-1(8).
We get that

—00 < C(0) < Sk(0) < Sp—1(0) < -+ < Sp(0) := 0 < +o0.
From the definition of Sk(#) and Sk(f) < 400, and then (128), we have that

9(Sk(8)) < C(B+1)p < 375 = f(C(9)) < 9(Ci(9)).
In particular Cy(6) # Si(6). Thus from (132), Ck(0) < Sk(0).
(5). If the sequence {T}} is finite, there is £ € N such that Ty > —oco and Ty;1 = —oo. Let

f, g be from (121). By item (2) we have that —oo < Ty(0) < Cy_1(6). Then we can apply
item (3) and use (90) to obtain

(133) F(Te(0)) < g(Tu(9)) = C(B+1)p < 37
Since Typ41(0) = —oo, by item (1), Se(f) = —oo and by item (4), Cy(6) = —oo. Since
Ci(9) = —oo we have that f(t) # 1vs for all t < Ty(0). But by (133), f(T(0)) < s
Since f(t) is continuous, using (86) we get that

ft) < %’y(s < By for all t < Ty(0).

This implies that there is a continuous function s :] — 0o, Ty(#)] — R such that
VESTO)  d(6i0).T(0) < fo
By Proposition A.7 there is v € R and A > 0 such that
VESTy0)  d(hi(6),T(t+0)) < D Bye MO,
This implies that t—lg-noo d(¢_(0),T') = 0 and that a-limit(f) = I'(R).

(6). By item (2), Cx_1(6) > Ti() > —oo. By item (3) we have that f(73(0)) < g(T%(0)) =
C(B+1)p < 37s. By the definition of Cy,(6) we have that V¢t €]Cy(6), T1(0)] f(t) # 37s.
Then by the continuity of f(t), Vt €]Ck(0),T(0)] f(t) < 375. Now it is enough to see
that by item (4), [Sk(0), Tk(0)] C]Ck(0), Tr(0)].
A
Let
By(0) := sup{ t < Cr(0) | d(¢(0),T(R)) < %"}/5 }
Claim 5.4.3:
[Br(0), Cr(0)] C [Th+1(0), Sk(0)].
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Proof:

Let f, g be as in (121). By the definition of Si(0) we have that Sk(0) > Cy(0). By the
definition of Bg(6) and (90), we have that

(134) 9ol = fliBec > 375 > C(B+1)p.
By the definition of S;(#) we have that
(135) 9licy,s:1 > C(B +1)p.

By the definition of Cj(6) and the continuity of f(t) we have that
(136) 9(Cr(0)) = f(Cw(0)) = 375 > C(B + 1)p.
Joining (134), (135) and (136) we get that

9liB,s > C(B +1)p.
By the definition of Ty (@) this implies that Ty11(0) < Bi(6).

If t € [Br(0), Cr(0)], by the definition of By () we have that
d(¥¢(0),T) > 17s.

Then by (107),
(137) t € [Bi(9),Ce()] = d(x(t),7T) > {7s.
By the definition of Tj1(f) we have that
(138) Vt €]Tiy1(0), Sk(0)[  either  d(¢(0),T(v(t))) > C(B+1)p
or d(¢(0),T(R)) > n > Cp (when v(t) does not exist). Here n > Cp follows from (90),
(88), (87). The arguments in (117)-(118) apply in the case (138) to obtain
(139) t €Ti1(0), Sk(0)] = d(4x(0),T) > Cp.
The continuity of f and the definition of By and Cj give
(140) f(By) < L, F(Cr) = 37

From Claim 5.4.3, {(137), (96)}, (104), {(89), (140), (81)}, {(95), (103)} and {(139),
(109)}, we have that

/W) (bci+0) > [ (de?—htns?) + [ (¢+c(L+9))
Tet1(0) I %2 ’ [Tho-+1,5%\[Br,Ch]
(141) > (3—125(%)2 - %52 752) a+0.

Recall from (97) that
L:=L+¢+c(L+¢)—du,
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where u is from (80). Observe that the lagrangian flow for L is the same as the lagrangian
flow ¢, for L + ¢. Also N(L) = N(L + ¢) and A(L) = A(L + ¢). Using (80) and (141),

/Skw) L(u0(0)) dt = /Sk(e) (L — du) + /Sk(e) (6+e(L+9))

Ti41(0) Tr41(6) T11(0)

14 0+ (e — 876
Case 1: Suppose that Ty, (0) — Sk(0) > T + 2.
Let mj € N be such that
Se(0) + miT < Tp(0) — 1 < Sk(0) + (my + 1)T.

Then my > 1. Let Ri(0) := Si(0) + mpT. Then 1 < Ti(0) — Rx(#) < T + 1. By
Claim 5.4.2.(6), T is #-shadowed by g, 7,)(0). Therefore by inequality (180) in Propo-
sition A.7 there is v € R such that V¢ € [Sk, Ty]

(143) d(e(8), T(t+0)) < De STt [a(yg, (9), T(Sp+0)) +d(¥r, (0), T (T +0))].
Also the choice of v in Proposition A.7 is the same as in (111) so that

(144) t+v=ov(t) Ve [SKO),Th0).

FI1GURE 2. The auxiliary segments w; an ws.

By the definition of Sy, and T}, in (112) and the continuity of g(¢) on its domain we have
that

(145) 9(S) < C(B+1)p,  g(T) < C(B+1)p.
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By (143), (144) and (145) we have for s € [0, 1] that
d(¥str, (0), D (v(s + Ri))) <
< DeAmints R SeTios I (44, (6), D(u(Sk)) + d(ir, (6), D(o(Ti)))]
< D e [¢(Sk) + 9(Ty)] < 2DC(B + 1)p.
d(T'(v(54Sk)), Ys+5,(0)) < 2DC(B +1)p.
From (144) we have that
v(s+ Ry)=s+ Rp+v=s+Sk+v+mpT =v(s+ Sg) + myT.
So that I'(v(s + Rg)) = I'(v(s + Sk)). Adding the inequalities above we get
(146) Vs € [0, 1] d(Vs+r, (0), ¥Vst5,(0)) <4DC(B + 1)p.
In local coordinates about 7 (I") define
wi(s+ Rg) =(1-s)z(s+ Ri) + s x(s+ Sk), s €[0,1];
wa(s+ Sk) = s x(s+ Ry) + (1—s) z(s + Sk), s €[0,1].
By Lemma 5.2(b) and (146) we have that
Arto(elis,ars)) + Arro(@lr a1 r,) = Arvo(wr) + Apgg(wz) — 6K D*C*(B +1)%p%.

Since the pairs of segments { z|s, 14s,], Z|[r,,14+R,] } @and { w1, wa } have the same collec-

1+Sk 1+Rk
/ du () —|—/ du(z) —% du—i—j{ du.
Sk Rk w1 wo

Therefore, since ¢(L + ¢) is constant,

tions of endpoints

(147) AL($|[Sk,1+Sk]) + AL(‘T‘[RhlJrRk}) > A]L(wl) + AL(wg) — 6KD2CQ(B + 1)2,02.

The integral of d,u on closed curves is zero. Therefore
(148) c(L) = c(L+ ¢+ (L + ) = 0.
Since w1 * x|(14s, R, is a closed curve and c(LL) = 0, using (7),
(149) Ap(w1) + AL(z[(118,,r,)) = 0.
Using (80) and (104),
(150) L= (L—du)+¢+c(L+¢)>0+0— %5 ()
<

Since Ty (0) — Ry(0) < T + 2, using (103), on the curve wa * x|[14 g, 7,] We have that

(151) Ap(w2) + AL (2|4 py 1) = — T2 6%(15)% = —36%(s).
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From (147), (149) and (151) we get that

AL (2|5, 1) = AL(w1) + AL(w2) — 6K D*C*(B + 1)%p”

+ ALzl [148,,r) + AL(T| 1Ry, 7)
> —6KD?C*(B +1)%p* - 36%(75)*.

Case 2: If Ty, — S, < T + 2, from (150) we also have

AL(@|5, 1) = — L2 6%(75)% = =36°(s)?

> —6KD?C?*(B +1)%p* — 36%(vs)%.

Adding inequality (142) and using (93) we obtain a positive lower bound for the action
independent of k:

AL(zli7,,, 1) = (556 (75)° = 62 (15)%) @ — 12K D*C?*(B + 1)*p* — 36%(75)* > 0.

Since z is semi-static for L + ¢, and then also for L, and by (148) ¢(L) = 0, the total
action is finite:

AL(%[)—00,0) < ynggﬁ @%(L)(yv z) < +o0.

Therefore there must be at most finitely many Tj’s.

By item (5) in claim 5.4.2, we have that a-limit(z, &) = I'. Since a-limits of semi-static
orbits are static (Mané [24, theorem V.(c)]), we obtain that I' C A(L + ¢). This finishes
the proof of proposition 5.3.

g

APPENDIX A. SHADOWING

Let 9 be the flow of a C! vector field on a compact manifold M. A compact ¢-invariant
subset A C M is hyperbolic for 1) if the tangent bundle restricted to A is decomposed as the
Whitney sum Ty M = E° @ E & E*, where F is the 1-dimensional vector bundle tangent
to the flow and there are constants C, A > 0 such that

(a) Dyy(E®) = E*, Dipy(E") = E* for all ¢ € R.
(b) |Dy(v)] < Ce Mv| for all v € E*, ¢ > 0.
(¢) |DY—i(u)] < Ce Myl for all u € E¥, t > 0.

It follows from the definition that the hyperbolic splittig £° & E ® E" over A is continuous.
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From now on we shall assume that A does not contain fixed points for ¢. For x € A
define the following stable and unstable sets:

W*(z) : ={y € M | d(¢u(x),4(y)) = 0 as t — +oo},

W2 () : = {y € W¥(z) | d(¢r(2),¢1(y)) < e Vi =0},

W (x) : ={y e M [ d(y—(x),+(y)) = 0ast — +oo},
(152) Wt () : = {y e W) | d(¢—t(2), ¥—4(y)) <& VE =0},

3

We(z):={y e M|[dp(z),d(y)) <e Vt >0},
W(z) s ={y € M | d(v—¢(x),¥—(y)) <e VE=>0}.

Conditions {(a),(b),(c)} are equivalent to {(a),(d)}, where
(d) There exists T > 0 such that |[Dyr|gs|| <1 and || Dy_rp|pu| < 1.

Let X*(M) be the Banach manifold of the C* vector fields on M, k > 1. Let X = 91y
be the vector field of ¢;. For Y € X¥(M) denote by 1} the flow of Y.

A.1. Proposition.

There are open sets X € U C XY (M) and A C U C M such that for every Y € U the
set Ay = (\er Y (U) is hyperbolic for the flow ¥} of Y, with uniform constants C, X,
T on (b), (¢) and (d).

Proposition A.1 can be proven by a characterization of hyperbolicity using cones (cf.
Hasselblatt-Katok [18, Proposition 17.4.4]) and obtaining uniform contraction (expansion)
for a fixed iterate in Ay. See Fisher-Hasselblatt [17] prop. 5.1.8 p. 256].

A.2. Proposition [19, 5.6, p. 63, [{, 1.3], [I7, 6.6.1].

There are constants C, A > 0 such that, for small ¢,

(a) d(¢e(x), vu(y)) < CeMd(x,y) when z € A, y € W2(x), t > 0.
(b) d(v—+(x),¥—4(y)) < Ce Md(x,y) when z € A, y € W (x), t > 0.

A.3. Canonical Coordinates [2%, 3.1], [19, 4.1], [30, 7.4], [1, 1.4], [5, 1.2], [17, 6.2.2]:

There are o, v > 0 for which the following is true: If x,y € A and d(z,y) < « then
there is a unique v = v(z,y) € R with |v| < such that

(153) (2, = W2 (1 () N W(y) £ 0.

This set consists of a single point, which we denote (x,y) € M. The maps v and { , ) are
continuous on the set { (z,y) | d(z,y) <a} CAxA.
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A.4. Lemma. There areng > 0, B > 1, and open sets A C U, X € U C XF(M) such that
if d(x,y) <mo, Y €U, x,y € AY; and n = Bd(z,y) then

(154) (@,y) € Wy (y (@) NW"(y)  with  |o(z,y)| <n
(155) and d(z, Y (z)) <.
Proof:

We have that (x,z) = 2 and v(z, ) = 0. By uniform continuity, given § > 0, for d(zx,y)
small enough

(156) d({z,y),x) <6,  d((z,y),y) <,
and v = v(z,y) is so small that

(157) (@ (2), ) < 0.

The continuity of the hyperbolic splitting implies that the angles £(E*, E%), L(Y, E®)
and £(E° @ RY, E*) are bounded away from zero, uniformly on A} := (. %Y, (V), for
some V D U and all Y in an open set Uy C %1(M) with X € Uy. There is 51 > 0 such
that if 2, y € AY; and d(z,y) < 81 then

(,y) = Wi (a) W2 y) € V.

The strong local invariant manifolds W3*, W} are tangent to E°, E* at A%; and for a

fixed v as C'!' submanifolds they vary continuously on the base point € M and on the
vector field in the C* topology (cf. [15, Thm. 4.3],[19, Thm. 4.1]). There is a family of
small cones EY (x) C C"(z) C T,M, E%(x) C C*(z) C T,;M defined on a neighborhood W

of A invariant under DY and D} respectively, for Y in a C*! neighborhood W of X. The
exponential of these cones contain W} (z) and W3*(z) for z € A}, and Y € W. The angles

between these cones are uniformly bounded away from zero, so for example if z% € W**(z),
2% € W (x) and d(2%, z), d(z*°, z) are small, then d(z", x)+d(z°, x) < Apd(z*, 2®) for some
Ap > 0. We can construct similiar cones separating E* from E* @ RX.

Shrinking U and U if necessary there are 0 < 8y < 51 and A;, Az, Az > 0 such that if
Y eU,z,y €Ay and d(z,y) < fo, taking w := (x,y) € W5(z) N W "(y) and v such that
w e Wis(wf(x)), ie. )Y (r) e w[lil,l] (z) NW3*(w), then
(158) d(z, w) + d(w,y) < Ay d(z,y),

(159) d(x, ¥y () + d(¥) (2),w) < Az d(z,w) < A2Ar d(x,y),
0] < Azd(z, ¥y (2)) < AzAz Ay d(z,y).
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We can assume that Uy and U are so small that the constants C', A\, € in Proposition A.2
can be taken uniform for all Y € Uy and in AY;. By Proposition A.2, since w := (z,y) €
W3 (hy(z)), we have that

Vi 0 d(y) (), 0 (V) (2)) < Ce M d(w, 4y (x))
< Ay A Ce M d(z,y) using (159).

Take By := (1 + A2)A1C. Then if d(x,y) < B2 and n = B;d(z,y) we obtain that
(z,y) € Wi (¥ ().

Since w = (z,y) € Wi*(y) we have that
ve>0  dWY, (), Y (y) < Ce N d(w,y)
< A CeMd(z,y) using (158).
Thus if n = By d(z,y) then (z,y) € W™ (y).

By (156) and (157) there is 0 < 19 < f2 such that if d(z,y) < no then d(w,z), d(w,y)
and d(¢,(z), z) are small enough to satisfy the above inequalities. Now let

B = max{Q, Bl, A3A2A1, AQAl}.

A.5. Proposition.
There are open sets X € U C X1 (M) and A C U C M and 1o,y >0, B > 1 such that

vn>0  38=p(1n) =g min{n,n} VY el

if ¥y = ) is the flow of Y, x,y € Qg = (her ¥t(U) and s : R — R continuous with
s(0) = 0 satisfy

(160) Ad(Wrs (), Yue(z) < B for |t| < L,
then
(161) |s(t)] < 3n  forall |t| < L, lv(z,y)|<n and

Vis| <L, d(@s(y), ¥sso(z) < Ce 71D [d(ypp (w), v (y) + d(@—p(w), b-r40(2))],

(162) where w = (z,y) = W3 (¢ (z)) N Wi (y).
also
(163) Vis| <L, dWs(y), sthy(@)) < Cye T,

In particular
d(y, Yu(x)) < Cye .
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Proof: Let v = Bng with {no, B} from A.4. We may assume that 7 is so small that

(164) n<g,

(165) sup{ d(¢u(z),z) : € M, |u| <4n} < 1.
Let

(166) B = B(n) == 5 min{n,n},

where B > 1 and 7y are from lemma A.4. Consider z, y and s(t) as in the hypothesis.
Since s(0) = 0 we have that d(x,y) < 8. Using lemma A.4 we can define

(167) w = (x,y) = W (o (2)) "W (y) # 0,
we also have
(168) lv| = |v(z,y)| <.

Define the sets
A={tel0.L] : [s(t) =3n or d(y(y),vr(w)) = 57
B:={te[0,L] : [s(=t)] = 3n or d(¢-itv(2),P—s(w))
Suppose that A # (). Let t; := inf A. Then d(¢y(y), ¥u(w)) < 17, V¢ € [0,t1]. Since

w € Wp(y) and by (164), n < 17; from (152) we have that d(vy(y), ¥e(w)) < 57, V¢ < 0.
Therefore

(169) Ao (9), 0 (w)) < 57, ¥r 20,

Since s is continuous, s(0) = 0 and t; € A, we have that [s(¢;)| < 3n. Using (165)
twice with u = |s(¢1)], (169) and the triangle inequality we obtain

d(d}tl—l-s(tl)—r(y)vwtl—l-s(tl)—'r(w)) S %77 \V/T Z 0.
Hence vy, g1,y (w) € W (4, 45(11)(y))- From (167), w € Wp*(¢y(z)), and then
(170) d(r(w), Prio(x)) <m < %7 vr > 0.

Since |s(t1)| < 37, using (165) twice with u = s(¢1), and (170) with » = ¢; +p > 0, and
the triangle inequality, we get

d(¢t1+s(t1)+p(w)a ¢t1+s(t1)+u+p($)) < %7: Vp > 0.
Hence 9y, 1o(1,)(w) € W3 (¥s(41)40(¥1, (7))). We have shown that
(171) Uiy +s(t0) (W) € WI (Us(a1) 40 (Ve () D W (U 45(20) (W)

Since |s(t1) + v| < |s(t1)] + |v| < 4n < v and by (160),
(172) d(¢t1+s(t1)(y)7wt1 ('I)) S /85
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equation (171) implies that
v(Pr, ($)7¢t1+s(t1)(y)) = s(t1) +v(z,y),

¢t1+s(t1)(w) = (Y1, (z), ¢t1+s(t1)(y)>-
By Lemma A.4, (172) and (166),
(173) |s(t1) +v] <n and

iy +s(t1) (W) € W (Yy, 45(1,)(y)), in particular

(174) d(¢t1+s(t1)(w)a¢t1+s(t1)(?/)) <.
Since |s(t1)| < 3n, from (165), (174) and (164), we get that

(¥, (), by, () <n+2(3) < F
From (173) and (168) we have that

s(0)] < Is(t1) + ol + o] < 20,

These statements contradict ¢t; € A. Hence A = (.

Similarly one shows that B = (). Since A = (), inequality (175) holds for all ¢ € [0, L].
From (167), w € Wi**(y) and by (164), n < ¢; thus inequality (175) also holds for ¢ < 0.

(175) VE<L  d(y), ve(w)) < 37
Therefore
(176) Yu(w) € WEWL())

From Proposition A.2 we get

Vis| <L d(ths(w), ¢s(y)) < Ce XD d(yp(w), vr(y)).
Similarly, B = () imples that

(177) Y-p(w) € Wil (Y-r4v(2))  and

sl <L d(@s(w), Yaro()) < Ce M (@ (w), Yo i0(2).
Adding these inequalities we obtain
Vsl <L dWs(y), dso()) < Ce 1D [a(yp (w), vr(y) + dv-r(w), - pro(@))],
(178) where  w = (z,) = Wi (th, () 0 W2 (y).
This proves inequality (162).

From (168), |v(z,y)| < n. The fact AU B = () also gives |s(t)| < 3n for t € [-L, L].
This proves (161). From (176), (177) and (178) we get inequality (163).

O
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A.6. Proposition.
Let ~y, no and B = B(n) be from Proposition A.5. Given n < min{no, 37}
(a) If z, y € A and s : [0, +oo[— R continuous with s(0) =0 satisfy

AWty (y) Ye(z)) < B vt >0,

then |s(t)| < 3n for allt > 0 and there is [v(z,y)| < n such that y € W3°(1y(7)).
(b) Similarly, if v, y € A, s:] —00,0] = R is continuous with s(0) =0 and

d(¢t+s(t) (y)7¢t($)) < /B vt < 07
then |s(t)| < 3n for all t <0 and there is [v(z,y)| < n such that y € W) (¢, (z)).

Proof:

We only prove item (a). The same proof as in Proposition A.5 shows that taking
w = (z,y) = W (¢u(2)) 0 Wi (y) # 0,
we have that |v| = |v(z,y)| < n and
0=A:={te0,+oo: |s(t)] =3n or d(v(y), vr(w)) > 37}
Therefore |s(t)| < 3n for all t > 0 and w € ng{(y) N W5 (1y(x)). Since y+n <y we
get that y € W3 (¢ (2)).
0

A.7. Proposition.
There are D > 0, By > 0 and open sets X €U C X} (M), A C U C M, such that
VB Elo, ] VY el

ifY €U, =) is the flow of Y, z, y € A}, = Vg ¥t(U) and s : R = R continuous
with s(0) = 0 satisfy

(179) a0, () < B for [t < I,
then |s(t)| < DB for all [t| < L and there is |v| = |v(z,y)| < DB such that
sl S L d(Ws(y), aro(w)) < DB METHD,
Moreover for all |s| < L,

(180)  d(s(y), Ysto(x)) < De MV [d(yr(y), Yrio(2)) + dW—L(y), ¥-L40(2))],

and v is determined by

(z,y) = WP (o(z)) N W (y) # 0.
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Proof:

Let C, U, U ng > 0 and B be from Proposition A.5. The continuity of the hyperbolic
splitting implies that the angle £(E*, E") is bounded away from zero. As in the argument
after (157), there are invariant families of cones separating E° from E" whose image
under the exponential map contain the local invariant manifolds W7*, W3*. And hence

as in (158) there are A, 31 > 0 such that if 2, y € A), d(x,y) < B and
w = (2,5) = W) N W (y),

then

(181) d(w, Py (x)) + d(w,y) < Ad(Yy(2),y).

Suppose that 0 < 8 < min{%no, B1} and =z, y, s(t), ), L satisfy (179). Apply Proposi-
tion A.5 with n := Bf.

Then |s(L)| < 3n, and
d(¢L(y),¢L(9ﬁ)) < d(lbL—i—s(L)(y)’wL(x)) + ‘S(L)| : ”YHsup
< ﬁ + 37] HYHsup <a,

if 5 is small enough. So that (¢ (z), v (y)) is well defined. Similarly |s(—L)| < 3n and
d(¢¥—r(y),¥—r(x)) < . Since the time ¢ map 1)y preserves the family of strong invariant
manifolds, in equation (162) we have that

Yi(w) = (Yr(2),¥r(y)) = W (@r4e(z)) N W (0L (y)),
Yop(w) = (Y-r(2),Y-r(y)) = WP (-r40(2) D WI (L))

Therefore, using (181),

d(¥r(w), Yr(y)) + d(¥-r(w), -r1v())

(182) < Ald(Wr10(@),¥0(y) + dW-Lo(2), v-L(y)],

d(Yr10(2), YL(Y)) < d(Prro(2), L) + dL(@), Yrrsr)(y)) + d(risw)(y), YLy))

<ol Y Nlgup + 8+ s Y]
< B15,

sup

for some By = B1(U) > 0, because by Proposition A.5, [v] <, |s(t)] < 3n and n = Bf,
so that
< BB, [s(t)] <3BB.

A similar estimate holds for d(v_1,(z),%¥—(y)) and hence from (182),
d(vr(w), ¥r(y)) + d-r(w), ¥-r1v(2)) < 2AB; B.
Replacing this in (162) we have that

Vis| <L, d(s(y), dero(x)) < Dy Be B0,
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where D1 = 2ABC.
By (182) and (162) we also have that

d(ws (y)v ws—f—v (.’L‘)) < AC eiA(Lilsl) [d(wL (y)7 ¢L+v (1‘)) + d(w—L(y)7 w—L-l-v ((1}))] .
Now take D := max{D;, B, 3B, AC'}.

A 8. Definition.

We say that 1|a is flow expansive if for every i > 0 there is @ = @(n) > 0 such that if
v €A,y € M and there is s : R — R continuous with s5(0) = 0 and d(vs) (y), ¥i(x)) < @
for all t € R, then y = v, (x) for some |v| < .
A.9. Remark.

Observe that Proposition A.5 implies uniform expansivity in a neighbourhood of (X, A),
namely there are neighbourhoods X € U C X'(M) and A C U C M such that for
every n > 0 there is & = a(n,U,U) > 0 such that if x € AY, := Nwerypf (U), y € M,
s : (R,0) — (R,0) continuous and V¢ € R, d(w;/(t) (v), ¥ (z)) < a; then y = ¥} (z) for
some |v| < n. See also Fisher-Hasselblatt [17, cor. 5.3.5].

This also implies uniform h-expansivity of their time-one maps as in Definition A.11.
A.10. Definition.

Let f: X — X be a homeomorphism. For € > 0 and z € X define

Le(z, f):={yeX|[VneZ d(f"(y),f"(z)) <e}.
We say that f is entropy expansive or h-expansive if there is € > 0 such that
Ve e X hiop(Le(z, ), f) = 0.

Such an ¢ is called an h-expansive constant for f.

A.11. Definition.

Let U be a topological subspace of C°(X, X) DU and Y C X compact. We say that U
is uniformly h-expansive on Y if there is € > 0 such that

Vield VyeY htop(FE(yaf)vf) =0.

In our applications & will be a C' neighbourhood of a diffeomorphism endowed with the
CY topology. An h-expansive homeomorphism corresponds to U = {f}.

A.12. Definition.
Let L > 0, we say that (T,T") is an L-specification if

(a) ' =A{zi}iez C A
(b) T = {ti}iGZ CR and tiv1 —t; > L Vi € Z.
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We say that the specification (T, T") is d-possible if
VieZ  d(Wy (i), (zio1)) < 6.
A.13. Theorem.

Given £ > 0 there are o9 = 0o(¢) > 0 and E = E({) > 0 such that if 0 < § < Jop
and (T,T) = ({t;},{xi})icz is a d-possible (-specification on A then there exist y € M

and o : R — R continuous, piecewise linear, strictly increasing with o(tg) = to and
lo(t) —t| < E§ such that
(183) YieZ WVt E]ti,ti+1[ d(@/)a(t)(y),’lﬁt(.%‘i)) < F.

Moreover, if the specification is periodic then y is a periodic point for 1.

Theorem A.13 does not need that the hyperbolic set A is locally maximal, but if not
the point y is not in A. In Fisher-Hasselbaltt [17] the shadowing theorem A.13 is proved
without a local maximality assumption and with the Lipschitz estimate (183) and o(t) a
homeomorphism such that o(t) — ¢t has Lipschitz constant Ed. But then proposition A.7
above proves the bound |o(t) — t| < Ed and moreover, that o(t) —t can be taken constant
on each interval |¢;,¢;41][.

Theorem A.13 is proved in Bowen [1] (2.2) p. 6 with o(t)—t constant on each |¢;, ;1] and
without the estimate Fd. A proof of theorem A.13 for flows without the local maximality
hypothesis and with the explicit estimate Ed appears in Palmer [26] theorem 9.3, p. 188.
In [26], [27] the theorem requires an upper bound on the lengths of the intervals in 7.
This is because there the theorem is proven also for perturbations of the flow. Indeed by
Proposition A.7 longer intervals in T' improve the estimate.
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