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A GEOMETRIC APPROACH TO MATHER QUOTIENT PROBLEM

WEI CHENG AND WENXUE WEI

ABSTRACT. Let (M, g) be a closed, connected and orientable Riemannian manifold with non-

negative Ricci curvature. Consider a Lagrangian L(x, v) ∶ TM → ℝ defined by L(x, v) ∶=
1

2
gx(v, v) − !(v) + c, where c ∈ ℝ and ! is a closed 1-form. From the perspective of differential

geometry, we estimate the Laplacian of the weak KAM solution u to the associated Hamilton-

Jacobi equation H(x, du) = c[L] in the barrier sense. This analysis enables us to prove that each

weak KAM solution u is constant if and only if ! is a harmonic 1-form. Furthermore, we explore

several applications to the Mather quotient and Mañé’s Lagrangian.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper focuses on a significant problem in Aubry-Mather theory originally posed by John

Mather, concerning the Mather quotient. The Aubry-Mather theory employs variational methods

to study Hamiltonian dynamical systems. Mather developed a theory to study the dynamics of

the associated Euler-Lagrangian flow in frame of Tonelli theory in calculus of variations, by

introduced certain invariant sets of the global Lagrangian dynamical systems such as Aubry set,

Mather set, etc. (as detailed in [19, 20] and further elaborated in [18]).

1.1. Mather quotient. Concentrating on time-independent case, we suppose M is a closed and

connected smooth manifold with TM and T ∗M its tangent and cotangent bundle respectively.

A function L(x, v) ∶ TM → ℝ is called a Tonelli Lagrangian if L is of class C r (r ⩾ 3)

and L(x, ⋅) is strictly convex and uniformly superlinear on TxM for all x ∈ M . The Tonelli

Hamiltonian H ∶ T ∗M → ℝ associated to a Tonelli Lagrangian L is defined by H(x, p) =
supv∈TxM{p(v)−L(x, v)}, (x, p) ∈ T ∗M . In [20] Mather introduced the Peierls’ barrier function

ℎ ∶ M × M → ℝ, ℎ(x, y) = lim inf t→+∞{At(x, y) + c[L]t}, x, y ∈ M . Here At(x, y) =

inf� ∫ t0 L(�, �̇) ds where the infimum is taken over the family of absolutely continuous curve

� ∶ [0, t] → M connecting x = �(0) to y = �(t), and c[L] ∈ ℝ, the Mañé’s critical value, is

the unique constant such that ℎ is finite-valued (see [17]). The projected Aubry set is defined by

(L) = {x ∈ M ∶ ℎ(x, x) = 0}. In [20], Mather also introduced a pseudo-metric � on (L) by

�(x, y) = ℎ(x, y) + ℎ(y, x).

The relation x ∼ y ⇔ �(x, y) = 0 gives an equivalence relation on (L). The associated quotient

space ((L),∼, �) is the so-called Mather quotient.

In [21], Mather showed that if M has dimension 2 or if the Lagrangian is the kinetic energy

associated to a Riemannian metric on M with dimM ⩽ 3, then the Mather quotient is totally

disconnected, i.e. every connected component consists of a single point. Unfortunately, this does
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not hold in higher dimensions (see [4, 22]). The totally disconnectedness of Mather quotient is

closely related to the upper semi-continuity of the Aubry set and has been studied in several

earlier works such as [1, 16, 21, 26]. Those works consider this problem from either topological

or variational points of view.

Certain Morse-Sard type results on this problem can be found in [16]. The authors proved

Theorem 1.1. Let L be a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed smooth manifold M . Then, it satisfies

the Mather disconnectedness condition (i.e. for every pair u1, u2 of weak KAM solutions, the

image (u1 − u2)((L)) ⊂ ℝ is totally disconnected) in the following five cases:

(i) The dimension of M is 1 or 2 .

(ii) The dimension of M is 3, and ̃(L), the Aubry set1, contains no fixed point of the associated

Euler-Lagrange flow ΦL
t

(which is defined in Section 2).

(iii) The dimension of M is 3, and L is of class C3,1.

(iv) The Lagrangian is of class Ck,1, with k ⩾ 2 dimM − 3, and every point of ̃(L) is fixed

under the Euler-Lagrange flow ΦL
t

.

(v) The Lagrangian is of class Ck,1, with k ⩾ 8 dimM − 8, and either each point of ̃(L), is

fixed under the Euler-Lagrange flow ΦL
t

or its orbit in the ̃(L) is periodic with strictly

positive period.

In [1], Bernard listed several so-called coincidence hypothesis and shown that the Mather

disconnectedness condition implies the property that the Mather quotient is totally disconnected.

He also obtained the upper semi-continuity of the Aubry set under these conditions.

In [26] the author proved

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a closed connected smooth manifold with dimension n ⩾ 1 and let L be

a Tonelli Lagrangian such that

ΛL ∶= {(x, Lv(x, 0)) ∶ x ∈ M}

is a Lagrangian submanifold of T ∗M and L(x, 0) ∈ C r(M), with r ⩾ 2n − 2 and Lv(x, 0) ∈
C2(M). Then, for every [!] in the Liouville class of ΛL and L!(x, v) ∶= L(x, v) − !(v), the

Mather quotient ((L!),∼, �) is totally disconnected.

From late 1990’s, Albert Fathi developed celebrated weak KAM theory which serves as a con-

ceptual bridge between the Aubry-Mather theory and the realm of partial differential equations

(PDEs). Fathi proved there exists a unique constant c[L], exactly the Mañé’s critical value, such

that the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

H(x, dxu) = c[L], x ∈ M (HJ)

admits a weak solution u which is a common fixed point of the Lax-Oleinik semigroup T −
t
+c[L]t

for t ⩾ 0 (See more details in Section 2). Such weak solutions are called weak KAM solutions.

Weak KAM theory enables the application of PDEs and tools from differential geometry.

If X is a Ck vector field on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) with k ⩾ 2, introduced by Ricardo

Mañé in [18], the Mañé Lagrangian LX ∶ TM → ℝ associated to X is defined by

LX(x, v) =
1

2
gx(v −X, v −X), ∀(x, v) ∈ TM.

1In the context of weak KAM theory, ̃(L) =
⋂

u{(x, v) ∈ TM ∶ dxu = Lv(x, v)} ⊂ TM with u taken over all

C1 subsolution of (HJ)
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In [16], the authors also obtained

Proposition 1.3. Let LX ∶ TM → ℝ be the Mañé Lagrangian associated to a Ck vector field

X on a closed connected Riemannian manifold (M, g) with k ⩾ 2. Assume that LX satisfies the

Mather disconnectedness condition. Then we have the following:

(i) The projected Aubry set (LX) is the set of chain-recurrent points of the flow of X on M .

(ii) The constants are the only weak KAM solutions of (HJ) associated to LX if and only if

every point of M is chain-recurrent under the flow of X.

Theorem 1.4. Let X be a Ck vector field, with k ⩾ 2, on a closed connected Riemannian

manifold (M, g). Assume that one of the following conditions hold:

(i) The dimension of M is 1 or 2.

(ii) The dimension of M is 3, and the vector field X never vanishes.

(iii) The dimension of M is 3, and X is of class C3,1.

Then the projected Aubry set (LX) of the Mañé Lagrangian LX ∶ TM → ℝ associated to X
is the set of chain-recurrent points of the flow of X on M . Moreover, the constants are the only

weak KAM solutions of (HJ) associated to LX if and only if every point of M is chain-recurrent

under the flow of X.

In a recent work ([10]), applying Bernard-Contreras’s theorem ([3]) the authors proved that

there exists a residual subset  ⊂ C∞(M) such that, if L(x, v) =
1

2
ef (x)gx(v, v) with f ∈ , then,

for any [!] ∈ H1(M,ℝ) and L!(x, v) ∶= L(x, v) − !(v), the Mather quotient ((L!),∼, �) has

a finite number of elements.

1.2. Mather quotient, Ricci curvature and Harmonic 1-form. In this paper, we adopt a novel

geometric perspective to examine Mather’s problem, with a particular focus on the Ricci curva-

ture of the kinetic Riemannian metric. A central objective of our research is to provide an esti-

mation of the Laplacian of the weak KAM solution in relation to the kinetic energy Lagrangian.

This Laplacian estimation is intrinsically linked to the core aspects of Mather’s problem.

In his seminal work [19], John Mather observed the invariance of the Euler-Lagrange flow

under transformations induced by adding exact 1-forms, and noted that the Aubry set is deter-

mined solely by the de Rham cohomology class. Furthermore, leveraging Hodge’s theorem, we

understand that on a compact, oriented, smooth manifold, the Hodge cohomology 1(M,ℝ) is

isomorphic to the de Rham cohomology H1(M,ℝ). This isomorphism enables us to employ

the Hodge cohomology to delve into the rigidity properties of the Aubry set, particularly in the

context of the kinetic energy Lagrangian, under the condition that the manifold M possesses

nonnegative Ricci curvature.

The method used in this paper draw inspiration from the celebrating splitting theorem of Gro-

moll and Cheeger. In the realm of differential geometry, a particularly effective approach to

estimating the Laplacian of solutions to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation involves the utilization

of the Riccati equation. Through the viewpoint of differential geometry, we provide several es-

timates for the Laplacian of the weak KAM solution of (HJ). Furthermore, we establish the

following results.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose (M, g) is a closed connected Riemannian manifold with nonnegative

Ricci curvature. Then, for each weak KAM solution u of (HJ) associated to the mechanical
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Lagrangian L(x, v) =
1

2
gx(v, v) + f (x), we have

Δu(x) ⩽
√
−nk, ∀x ∈ M

in the barrier sense, where n = dimM ⩾ 2 and k is some nonpositive number such that Δf (x) ⩾
k for all x ∈ M .

Theorem 1.6. Suppose L(x, v) =
1

2
gx(v, v) − f (x) − !(v) is a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed

connected Riemannian manifold (M, g) with ! is a closed 1-form. Set

E = {(x, v) ∈ TM ∶ H(x, Lv(x, v)) = c[L]},

where H ∶ T ∗M → ℝ is the Tonelli Hamiltonian associated to L. If

(x, v) ∈ E ⟹ Ric(�̇(s)) + Δf (�(s)) ⩾ 0

where �(s) = �◦ΦL
s
(x, v), s ∈ (−∞, 0], then, for any weak KAM solution u of (HJ), we have

Δu(x) ⩽ −div!#(x), ∀x ∈ M

in the barrier sense.

The theorems above implies some consequences on the Mather quotient and Mañé Lagrangian.

Theorem 1.7. Given an orientable connected closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) with nonneg-

ative Ricci curvature. Let ! be a closed 1-form on M and let X ∶= !# be its corresponding

vector field. Then, for every constant c ∈ ℝ, each weak KAM solution u of (HJ) associated to

the Lagrangian L(x, v) ∶=
1

2
gx(v, v)−!(v)+ c is constant if and only if ! is a harmonic 1-form.

Corollary 1.8. Given an orientable connected closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) with nonneg-

ative Ricci curvature. Let L(x, v) =
1

2
gx(v, v) be the kinetic energy associated to the Riemannian

metric. Then, for each [!] ∈ H1(M,ℝ) and L!(x, v) ∶= L(x, v) − !(v), the projected Aubry

set (L!) = M , and the set-valued map H1(M,ℝ) ∋ [!] ⇉ (L!) is constant. Moreover, the

Mather quotient ((L!),∼, �) associated to the Lagrangian L! is a singleton.

Theorem 1.9. Given an orientable connected closed Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let L(x, v) =
1

2
gx(v − !♯, v − !♯) be the Mañé’s Lagrangian with ! a closed 1-form and !# its corresponding

vector field. Set

E = {(x, v) ∈ TM ∶ H(x, Lv(x, v)) = c[L]}, f (x) =
1

2
gx(!

♯, !♯),

with H(x, p) the associated Tonelli Hamiltonian. If the following condition holds

(x, v) ∈ E ⟹ Ric(�̇(s)) + Δf (�(s)) ⩾ 0

where �(s) = �◦ΦL
s
(x, v), s ∈ (−∞, 0], then every weak KAM solution u of (HJ) is constant if

and only if ! is a harmonic 1-form, and the Mather quotient ((L),∼, �) is a singleton if and

only if ! is a harmonic 1-form. In particular, if (M, g) has nonnegative Ricci curvature and ! is

a harmonic 1-form, each weak KAM solution u of (HJ) is constant.
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The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we review certain basic facts from Aubry-

Mather theory and Riemannian geometry, with a particular emphasis on the characteristics of

conjugate points. Section 3 is dedicated to the Riccati equation. In Section 4 we prove the

main results of this paper. The paper also includes two appendices: one provides the proofs for

the points mentioned in Section 2, and the other discusses the index form in the context of the

Lagrangian framework.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTIONS

2.1. Facts from Aubry-Mather theory and weak KAM theory. We now recall the basic facts

from Aubry-Mather theory and weak KAM theory (see [14, 17, 15] and more details on semi-

concavity in [6, 7]).

If L is a Tonelli Lagrangian, we define the generating function

At(x, y) = inf
�∈Γt

x,y
∫
t

0

L(�(s), �̇(s)) ds, t > 0, x, y ∈ M

where Γt
x,y

= {� ∈ AC([0, t],M) ∶ �(0) = x, �(t) = y}. A minimal curve for At(x, y) is an

absolutely continuous curve � ∈ Γt
x,y

such that

At(x, y) = ∫
t

0

L(�(s), �̇(s))ds.

By classical Tonelli theory, the infimum in the definition of At(x, y) can be achieved and any

minimal curve � is as smooth as L. In local charts, � satisfies Euler-Lagrange equation

d

ds
Lv(�(s), �̇(s)) = Lx(�(s), �̇(s)), s ∈ [a, b], (E-L)

We call a C1 curve � ∶ [a, b] → M an extremal for the Lagrangian L if it satisfies (E-L). It is

well known that (E-L) defines a complete Euler-Lagrange flow ΦL
t
∶ TM → TM .

We denote by dxAt(⋅, y) (resp. dyAt(x, ⋅)) the differential of At(x, y) with respect to the first

(resp. second) variable. Similarly, the gradient of At(x, y) with respect to the first (resp. second)

variable will be denoted by ∇xAt(⋅, y) (resp. ∇yAt(x, ⋅)).

Proposition 2.1. If L is a Tonelli Lagrangian on the connected closed Riemannian manifold

(M, g). Then, the following statements are true:

(1) At(x, y) is differentiable at y if and only if there is unique minimal curve � ∶ [0, t] → M for

At(x, y). Moreover, if At(x, y) is differentiable at y, we have

dyAt(x, y) = Lv(�(t), �̇(t)).

(2) At(x, y) is differentiable at x if and only if there is unique minimal curve � ∶ [0, t] → M for

At(x, y). Moreover, if At(⋅, y) is differentiable at x, we have

dxAt(x, y) = −Lv(�(0), �̇(0)).

(3) For any � > 0 there exists a compact subset K� ⊂ TM satisfies the following property: if

� ∶ [0, t] → M is a minimal curve for At(x, y) with t > �, then

(�(s), �̇(s)) ∈ K� , ∀s ∈ [0, t].
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Let u ∈ C0(M) and t > 0. We define respectively the negative and positive Lax-Oleinik

operators: for any x ∈ M ,

T −
t
u(x) = inf

y∈M
{u(y) + At(y, x)}, T +

t
u(x) = sup

y∈M

{u(y) − At(x, y)}.

As usual we define T ±

0
= id. From weak KAM theory, a function u is a weak KAM solution of

(HJ) if and only if T −
t
u(x) + c[L]t = u(x) for all t ⩾ 0. This implies that, if u ∶ M → ℝ is a

weak KAM solution of (HJ), then for any continuous piecewise C1 curve � ∶ [a, b] → M , a < b,

u(�(b)) − u(�(a)) ≤ ∫
b

a

L(�(s), �̇(s))ds + c[L](b − a).

A curve � ∶ [a, b] → M is (u, L, c[L])-calibrated on [a, b], or u-calibrated for short, if for every

t, s ∈ [a, b] with t ⩽ s,

u(�(s)) − u(�(t)) = ∫
s

t

L(�(z), �̇(z))dz + c[L](s − t).

If u is a weak KAM solution of (HJ), then for any x ∈ M , there exists a (u, L, c[L])-calibrated

curve � ∶ (−∞, 0] → M such that �(0) = x. One can refer to [7, 24] for more in the case when

u is not differentiable at x.

For the associated Tonelli Hamiltonian H ∶ T ∗M → ℝ of L, in local charts, we have follow-

ing Hamiltonian ODE {
ẋ = Hp(x, p),

ṗ = −Hx(x, p).
(2.1)

We call ΦH
t

the Hamiltonian flow associated with ΦL
t

. The Legendre transform

(x, v) = (x, Lv(x, v))

define a diffeomorphism from TM to T ∗M , and it establishes a correspondence between the

Euler-Lagrange flow ΦL
t

and its corresponding Hamilton flow by

ΦH
t
= ◦ΦL

t
◦−1.

2.2. Facts from Riemannian Geometry. Let us recall some basic facts about Riemannian ge-

ometry. For more details in Riemannian geometry we refer to [11, 23, 25].

Let ∇ be the Riemannian connection on (M, g). The curvature tensor of the Riemannian

connection ∇ is defined by

R ∶ Γ(TM) × Γ(TM) × Γ(TM) →Γ(TM),

(X, Y ,Z) ↦R(X, Y )Z = ∇X∇YZ − ∇Y∇XZ − ∇[X,Y ]Z.

The Ricci curvature at v ∈ TpM is defined as

Ric(v) = tr(w ↦ R(w, v)v).

Next, we introduce some differential operators on Riemannian manifold. Given a Riemannian

manifold (M, g) with its Riemannian connection ∇.
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– The gradient of a function f ∈ C1(M) is given by

∇ ∶ C1(M) → C(M),

∇f ↦ (df )#.

An equivalent definition is that ∇f (x) is the unique vector in TxM such that

df (v) = g(∇f, v)

for any v ∈ TxM .

– The divergence of a vector field X ∈ Γ(TM) is

div ∶ Γ(TM) → C∞(M)

divX ↦ tr(Y ↦ ∇YX).

– The Laplacian operator is defined as

Δ ∶ C2(M) →C(M),

Δf ↦ div∇f.

– When seen as a (1, 1) type tensor, the Hessian of f ∈ C2(M) is given by

Hessf ∶ Γ(TM) →Γ(TM),

Hessf (X) ↦∇X∇f.

– When viewed as a (0, 2) type tensor, the Hessian of f ∈ C2(M) is

∇2f ∶ Γ(TM) × Γ(TM) →C∞(M),

∇2f (X, Y ) ↦ g(∇X∇f, Y ).

In fact, we can consider Hessian operators for a function f that are not of class C2, even not

continuously differentiable. For more details about this we refer to [27].

Given a compact oriented Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let Ωk(M) be the space of k-form

on M and let Ω(M) = ∪kΩ
k(M). Recall that the Riemannian metric g induces an inner product

on T ∗
p
M . Extending this inner product from T ∗

p
M to its k-th exterior wedge

⋀k
(T ∗

p
M) one can

obtain an inner product ⟨⋅, ⋅⟩p on
⋀k

(T ∗
p
M). The inner product on Ωk(M) is then defined as

Ωk(M) × Ωk(M) →ℝ,

(!, �) ↦ ∫M⟨!, �⟩p�,
where � is the volume form associated to g. If we require (!, �) = 0 for ! ∈ Ωk(M), � ∈ Ωl(M)
with k ≠ l, we get an inner product (⋅, ⋅) on Ω(M).

Since the exterior differential operator d ∶ Ωk(M) → Ωk+1(M) is a linear operator on the

inner space (Ω(M), (⋅, ⋅)), one has a linear adjoint operator

� ∶ Ωk+1(M) → Ωk(M)

of d such that (d!, �) = (!, ��). The Hodge Laplacian is then defined by

� = d� + �d.
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This is a second order linear differential operator. By definition, ! ∈ Ω(M) is a harmonic form

if �! = 0.

Now we list some basic facts about Hodge cohomology (see, for instance, [23, 28]).

Proposition 2.2. Let (M, g) be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold. The following state-

ments hold true:

(a) Every harmonic form is closed.

(b) A closed 1-form ! is harmonic if and only if div!♯ = 0.

(c) (Hodge Theorem): The Hodge Cohomology (M,ℝ) is isomorphic to the De Rham Coho-

mology H(M,ℝ).
(d) (Bochner Theorem): If (M, g) has nonnegative Ricci curvature, then g(!♯, !♯) is constant

for every harmonic 1-form !.

2.3. Conjugate Points and Jacobi Fields. In order to estimate the Laplacian of the generating

function At(x, y), we need to discuss the conjugate points and the Jacobi fields. This topic is well

known in Riemannian geometry. However, for the sake of convenience we shall deal with these

points in the frame of Lagrange geometry (see, also [8] in the Hamiltonian frame).

Definition 2.3. Suppose L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed connected Riemann-

ian manifold (M, g) and � ∶ [a, b] → M is an extremal. A variation of extremal curves along �
is a map �(t, s) ∈ C2([a, b] × (−", ")) satisfying

(1) �(t, 0) = �(t) for all t ∈ [a, b].
(2) �(⋅, s) ∶ [a, b] → M is an extremal curve for each s ∈ (−", ").

Let J ∶ [a, b] → TM be a vector field along �. We say that J is a Jacobi field if one can find a

variation �(t, s) ∈ C2([a, b] × (−", ")) of extremal curves along � such that

J (t) =
)

)s

||||s=0 �(t, s).
Proposition 2.4. Let L ∶ TM → ℝ be a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed connected Riemannian

manifold (M, g). If � ∶ [a, b] → M is an extremal and J ∶ [a, b] → TM is a vector field along

�, then J is a Jacobi field along � if and only if J solves the second order linear Jacobi equation

d

dt
(Lvx(�(t), �̇(t))J (t) + Lvv(�(t), �̇(t))J̇ (t)) = Lxx(�(t), �̇(t))J (t) + Lxv(�(t), �̇(t))J̇ (t). (2.2)

in local chart.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose J ∶ [a, b] → TM is a Jacobi field along � ∶ [a, b] → M such that

J (0) = 0. Then

J (s) = )z
||z=0 �◦ΦL

s−a
(�(a), �̇(a) + z∇�̇(a)J ).

Definition 2.6. If L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian and � ∶ [a, b] → M is an extremal.

The point (�(b), �̇(b)) is said to be conjugate to (�(a), �̇(a)) if there exists a nonzero Jacobi field

J along � such that

�(a) = �(b) = 0.

In general, a Tonelli Lagrangian L ∶ TM → ℝ is not necessarily symmetrical. So one can

define the reverse of L by L̆(x, v) = L(x,−v). Simultaneously, one gets the reverse Hamiltonian
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H̆(x, p) ∶= H(x,−p) which is exactly the Hamiltonian associated to L̆. The next proposition

clarifies the relation of conjugacy with respect to L and L̆ respectively.

Proposition 2.7. Let L ∶ TM → ℝ be a Tonelli Lagrangian and let L̆(x, v) ∶= L(x,−v) for all

(x, v) ∈ TM . If � ∶ [a, b] → M is an extremal, then, (�(b), �̇(b)) is conjugate to (�(a), �̇(a)) with

respect to L if and only if (�(a),−�̇(a)) is conjugate to (�(b),−�̇(b)) with respect to L̆.

Proposition 2.8. Given a mechanical Lagrangian L(x, v) =
1

2
gx(v, v) − f (x) on a connected

closed manifold (M, g). Let ! be a closed 1-form on M and let X ∶= !# be its corresponding

vector field. Then, any minimizer � ∶ [0, t] → M of At(�(0), �(t)) associated to the Lagrangian

L!(x, v) ∶= L(x, v) − !(v) = L(x, v) − gx(X, v)

solves

∇�̇�̇ = −∇f, (2.3)

and each Jacobi field J along � satisfies

∇�̇∇�̇J + R(J , �̇)�̇ + Hess f (J ) = 0. (2.4)

Equation (2.3) is equivalent to the Euler-Lagrange equation (E-L). Indeed, we have L(x, v) =
1

2
gij(x)v

ivj−f (x)−!lv
l in local chart. Here and after we use the Einstein summation convention.

Then, we have

Lvk
= gki(x)v

i − !k,

Lxk
=

1

2

)gij

)xk

(x)vivj −
)f

)xk

(x) −
)!l

)xk

(x)vl.

The Euler-Lagrange equation (E-L) tells us

d

dt
Lvk

(�(t), �̇(t)) = Lxk
(�(t), �̇(t))

which yields to

1

2

)gij

)xk

(�)�̇i�̇j −
)f

)xk

(�) −
)!l

)xk

(�)�̇l =
)gki
)xj

(�)�̇i�̇j + gki(�)�̈
i −

)!k

)xj

(�)�̇j

=
1

2

)gki
)xj

(�)�̇i�̇j +
1

2

)gkj

)xi

(�)�̇i�̇j + gki(�)�̈
i −

)!k

)xj

(�)�̇j .

Since ! is closed, we have

)!l

)xk

(�)�̇l =
)!j

)xk

(�)�̇j =
)!k

)xj

(�)�̇j .

This means that

1

2

)gij

)xk

(�)�̇i�̇j −
)f

)xk

(�) =
1

2

)gki
)xj

(�)�̇i�̇j +
1

2

)gkj

)xi

(�)�̇i�̇j + gki(�)�̈
i.
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Hence, we obtain

�̈k = − gkm
1

2

{
)gmi

)xj

�̇i�̇j +
)gmj

)xi

�̇i�̇j −
)gij

)xm

�̇i�̇j
}

− gkm
)f

)xm

= − Γk
ij
�̇i�̇j − gkm

)f

)xm

,

(2.5)

where

Γk
ij
= gkm

1

2

{
)gmj

)xi

+
)gmi
)xj

−
)gij

)xm

}

are Christoffel symbols. Notice that equation (2.3) is also equivalent to equation (2.5) in local

chart. Therefore, equation (2.3) is equivalent to the Euler-Lagrange equation (E-L).

Lemma 2.9. Suppose L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed connected Riemannian

manifold (M, g). Let � ∶ [a, b] → M be an extremal. Then (�(b), �̇(b)) is not conjugate to

(�(a), �̇(a)), s > t if and only if d�̇(a)(�◦Φ
L
b−a

) is non-degenerate.

Now we come to the connection between the conjugate points and the differentiability of

At(x, ⋅).

Proposition 2.10. Suppose � ∶ [0, t] → M is a minimal curve for At(x, y) and (�(t), �(t)) is

not conjugate to (�(0), �̇(0)). Then At(x, ⋅) is of class C r in a neighborhood U of �(t) provided

At(x, ⋅) is differentiable at �(t). Moreover,

�◦ΦL
t
∶ (�◦ΦL

t
)−1(U ) → U

is a C r−1 diffeomorphism and the curve �z(s) ∶= �◦ΦL
s
(x, vz) is the unique minimal curve for

At(x, z) where TxM ∋ vz = (�◦ΦL
t
)−1(z).

Now we introduce the definition of the cut points which play an important role in calculus of

variations.

Definition 2.11. Suppose � ∶ [0, t] → M is a minimal curve for At(x, y). Then, �(t) is a cut

point of �(0) if the curve �̄(s) = �◦ΦL
s
(x, �̇(0)), s ∈ [0, �], is not a minimal curve for A�(x, �̄(�))

for any � > t.

Lemma 2.12. If � ∶ [0, t] → M is a minimal curve for At(x, y) and �(t) is a cut point of �(0),
then either

(i) (�(t), �̇(t)) is conjugate to (�(0), �̇(0)), or

(ii) there exists another minimizer �̃ ∶ [0, t] → M of At(x, y).

Theorem 2.13. Let L ∶ TM → ℝ be a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed connected Riemannian

manifold (M, g) and let u be a weak KAM solution of (HJ). Suppose that x ∈ M and � ∶

(−∞, 0] → M is a (u, L, c[L])-calibrated curve ending at �(0) = x.

(1) (�(0), �̇(0)) is not conjugate to (�(−s), �̇(−s)) for any s > 0.

(2) For every � > 0, A�(�(−�), ⋅) is of C2 in a neighborhood of �(0) = x and �(0) is not a cut

point of �(−�).
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Proof. Statement (1) is a direct consequence of Proposition B.4. To prove (2), it is sufficient to

prove x is a point of differentiability of A�(�(−�), ⋅), for any � > 0, by Proposition 2.10 and

Lemma 2.12. Otherwise, there exists another minimizer � ∶ [0, �] → M of A�(�(−�), x). Then,

the speed curve of

�1(t) =

{
�(t), t ∈ [−� − 1,−�]

�(t + �), t ∈ [−�, 0]

satisfies (E-L) which contradicts to the Cauchy-Lipschitz Theorem. �

3. RICCATI EQUATION

Now we turn to the associated Riccati equation which will help us to estimate the Laplacian of

the fundamental solution At(x, y) and the Laplacian of weak KAM solution in the barrier sense.

Our approach is inspired by the Gromoll and Cheeger’s splitting theorem on a non-compact

manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature. The properties of rays ensure the non-existence of

conjugate point (or cut point) in positive direction. Fortunately, in the compact case, Fathi’s weak

KAM theorem constructs the backward calibrated curves which play the same role as the rays.

In principle, the key point in the following discussion is to avoid the trouble of the existence of

conjugate points.

In this section, we suppose that dimM = n ⩾ 2 and the Lagrangian L has the form

L(x, v) =
1

2
gx(v, v) − f (x) − !(v) =

1

2
gx(v, v) − f (x) − gx(X, v)

where ! is a closed 1-form on M and X ∶= !# be its corresponding vector field.

Theorem 3.1. If � ∶ [0, t] → M is a minimal curve for At(�(0), �(t)) and (�(t), �̇(t)) is not

conjugate to (�(0), �̇(0)), then we have

Θ̇(s) +
1

n
Θ2(s) + Ric(�̇(s)) + Δf (�(s)) ⩽ 0, s ∈ (0, t], (3.1)

where Θ(s) = ΔyAs(�(0), �(s)) + divX(�(s)).

Proof. Let (e1, e2,⋯ , en) be an orthonormal basis of T�(0)M and let us parallel transport along � to

define a new family (e1(s), e2(s),… , en(s)) in T�(s)M . Denote �◦ΦL
s
(x, �̇(0)+zei) by �i(s, z), i =

1, 2,⋯ , n. By Proposition 2.5,

Ji(s) = )z
||z=0 �i(s, z), i = 1, 2,… , n,

are Jacobi fields with Ji(0) = 0,∇�̇Ji(0) = ei. Let Ji(s) =
∑n

j=1
aij(s)ej(s), i = 1, 2,⋯ , n, then

n∑
j=1

äij(s)ej(s) +

n∑
j=1

aij(s)R(ej(s), �̇(s))�̇(s) +

n∑
j=1

aij(s) Hessf (ej(s)) = 0

by (2.4). This implies that

äik(s) +

n∑
j=1

aij(s)g(R(ej(s), �̇(s))�̇(s), ek(s)) +

n∑
j=1

aij(s)g(Hess f (ej(s)), ek(s)) = 0
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for i, k = 1, 2,… , n. Therefore, we have the following matrix Riccati equation

Ä(s) + A(s)R(s) + A(s)∇2f (s) = 0,

where

A(s) = (aij(s))1⩽i,j⩽n,

R(s) = (g(R(ei(s), �̇(s))�̇(s), ej(s))1⩽i,j⩽n,

∇2f (s) = g(Hess f (ei(s)), ej(s))1⩽i,j⩽n.

We now claim that

∇�̇i
Ji(s) = aij(s) HessA

x
s
(ej(s)),

where Ax
s
(⋅) ∶= As(�(0), ⋅).

Indeed, by Proposition 2.10 we have

∇�̇Ji(s) =∇)s�i
)z�i(s, 0) = ∇)z�i

)s�i(s, 0) = ∇)z�i

)

)s
�◦ΦL

s
(x, �̇(0) + zei)(s, 0)

=∇)z�i
ΦL

s
(x, �̇(0) + zei)(s, 0) = ∇)z�i

(�i(s, z), �̇i(s, z))(s, 0),

where for any r ∈ [0, s], �i(r, z) = �◦ΦL
r
(�(0), �̇(0) + zei) is the unique minimal curve for

As(�(0), �◦Φ
L
s
(x, �̇(0) + zei)) for z small enough.

By Proposition 2.1 we have Lv(�i(s, z), �̇i(s, z)) = dyAs(�(0), �i(s, z)), and this implies that

(�i(s, z), �̇i(s, z)) = −1(�i(s, z), dyAs(�(0), �i(s, z))) = ∇yAs(�(0), �i(s, z)) +X(�i(s, z)),

where H(x, p) =
1

2
g∗
x
(p+!, p+!)+f (x) is the Tonelli Hamiltonian associated to L. Therefore,

∇�̇Ji(s) =∇)z�i
(�i(s, z), �̇i(s, z))(s, 0) = ∇Ji(s)

(∇yA
x
s
+X)

=∇∑n
j=1 aij (s)ej (s)

(∇yA
x
s
+X) =

n∑
j=1

aij(s)(HessA
x
s
(ej(s)) + ∇ej(s)

X).

Notice that

g(∇�̇Ji(s), ek(s)) =

n∑
j=1

aij(s){g(HessA
x
s
(ej(s), ek(s)) + g(∇ej(s)

X, ek(s))}

=

n∑
j=1

ȧij(s)g(ej(s), ek(s)).

Thus, we obtain

A(s)(∇2Ax
s
+ B(s)) = Ȧ(s),

where ∇2Ax
s
= (g(HessAx

s
(ei(s)), ej(s))1⩽i,j⩽n and B(s) = (g(∇ei(s)

X, ej(s)))1⩽i,j⩽n.

Since (�(s), �̇(s)) is not conjugate to (�(0), �̇(0)), Ji(s) = d�̇(0)(�◦Φ
L
s
)(ei) are linear independent

and A(s) is invertible for each s ∈ (0, t]. Let Λ(s) = A−1(s)Ȧ(s) = ∇2Ax
s
+ B(s). We get that

Λ̇(s) = − A−1(s)Ȧ(s)A−1(s)Ȧ(s) + A−1(s)Ä(s)

= − Λ2(s) + A−1(s)(−A(s)R(s) − A(s)∇2f (s))

= − Λ2(s) −R(s) − ∇2f (s)
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and tr Λ(s) = ΔyAs(�(0), �(s)) + divX(�(s)). We rewrite the equality above as

Λ̇(s) + Λ2(s) +R(s) + ∇2f (s) = 0. (3.2)

By taking trace of (3.2), we arrive at

d

dt
(tr Λ(s)) + tr(Λ2(s)) + Ric(�̇(s)) + Δf (�(s)) = 0.

Set tr Λ(s) = Θ(s). Then (3.1) follows by recalling the inequality tr(Λ2(s)) ⩾
1

n
tr2(Λ(s)). �

Next, we give some basic comparison estimates of the Riccati equation that will be needed

later.

Lemma 3.2. Consider a C1 function � ∶ (0, t) → ℝ such that

�̇(s) +
1

n
�2(s) + k ⩽ 0, lim

s→0+
s2�(s) = 0.

Then,

�(s) ⩽

⎧
⎪⎨⎪⎩

√
nk cot(

√
k∕ns) if k > 0, s < min{t, �∕

√
k∕n},

n∕s if k = 0,√
−nk coth(

√
−k∕ns) if k < 0.

for any s ∈ (0, t).

Proof. Set

Sn,k(s) ∶=

⎧
⎪⎨⎪⎩

√
n∕k sin(

√
k∕ns) if k > 0,

s if k = 0,√
−n∕k sinh(

√
−k∕ns) if k < 0.

then, �(t) ∶= nṠn,k(s)∕Sn,k(s) solves the Riccati equation

�̇(s) +
1

n
�2(s) + k = 0, s ∈ (0, t).

Inspired by (3.10) in [29], we have

d

dt
(S2

n,k
(� − �)) = 2Sn,kṠn,k(� − �) + S2

n,k
(�̇ − �̇)

⩽ 2Sn,kṠn,k(� − �) + S2
n,k
(−

1

n
�2 − k +

1

n
�2 + k)

= 2Sn,kṠn,k(� − �) +
1

n
S2
n,k
(�2 − �2)

=
2

n
S2
n,k
�(� − �) +

1

n
S2
n,k
(�2 − �2)

= −
1

n
S2
n,k
(� − �)2 ⩽ 0.

Together with the condition that lims→0+ S
2
n,k
� = lims→0+ S

2
n,k
� = 0, we have �(s) ⩽ �(s) for

s ∈ (0, t). �
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4. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we show certain rigidity results for the weak KAM solutions and Aubry sets

under certain curvature hypothesis. Moreover, we give some applications to the Mather quotient

and Mañé’s Lagrangian.

Now, we recall the notion of Laplacian of a continuous function in the barrier sense.

Definition 4.1. Let f ∶ M → ℝ be a continuous function on a Riemannian manifold (M, g).

(1) A C2 function f̂ ∶ M → ℝ is said to be a support function from above of f at p ∈ M if

f̂ (p) = f (p) and f̂ (x) ⩾ f (x) in some neighborhood of p.

(2) We say Δf (p) ⩽ B ∈ ℝ in the barrier sense if for every � > 0, one can find a C2 support

function f� from above of f at p such that Δf�(p) ⩽ B + �.

(3) A continuous function f ∶ M → ℝ is said to be superharmonic if Δf (p) ⩽ 0 in the barrier

sense for each p ∈ M .

(4) Similarly, we say that a continuous function f ∶ M → ℝ is subharmonic if −f is superhar-

monic.

The following maximal principle was proved by Calabi in [5]. A fundamental proof can be

aslo found in [13].

Theorem 4.2. If f ∶ M → ℝ is a superharmonic function, then f is constant in a neighborhood

of every local minimum. In particular, f is constant if f has a global minimum.

Lemma 4.3. Let L ∶ TM → ℝ be a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed connected Riemannian

manifold (M, g) and let u be a weak KAM solution of (HJ). For any point x and any (u, L, c[L])-
calibrated curve � ∶ (−∞, 0] → M ending at x, the function

u(�(−t)) + At(�(−t), ⋅) + c[L]t

defined on M is a support function from above of u at x for any t > 0.

Proof. Since � is a (u, L, c[L])-calibrated curve, we have

u(x) = T −
t
u(x) + c[L]t = u(�(−t)) + At(�(−t), x) + c[L]t

for any t > 0. In addition,

u(y) = T −
t
u(y) + c[L]t ⩽ u(�(−t)) + At(�(−t), y) + c[L]t, ∀y ∈ M.

By Proposition B.4, (x.�̇(0)) is not conjugate to (�(−t), �̇(−t)) and Theorem 2.13 ensures that the

function û(⋅) = u(�(−t)) + At(�(−t), ⋅) + c[L]t is of C2 in a neighborhood of x. Thus, û is a

support function from above of u at x. �

Lemma 4.4. Assume that L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed connected Rie-

mannian manifold (M, g). If � ∶ [0, t] → M is a minimal curve for At(�(0), �(t)) satisfying

|�̇| < K for some constant K > 0, then there exist � > 0 and C1, C2 > 0 such that

|ΔyAs(�(0), �(s))| ⩽
C1

s
+ C2

for all s ∈ (0, �), with constants �, C1 and C2 depend only on K .
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Proof. Choose a coordinate chart (U, �) of �(0), then one can find �1 > 0 so that �(s) ∈ U for

all s ∈ (0, �1). This allows us to reduce to the case when M = ℝn.

Note that Lv(�, �̇) is bounded. Applying Lemma 2.4 in [2] one can find �̂ = �̂(K) ∈ (0, �1)

and Ĉ(K) > 0 such that

|d2
y
As(�(0), �(s))| ⩽

ĈK

s
, ∀s ∈ (0, �̂)

Recall that in local chart the Laplacian operator has the representation

Δu =
1√
det g

)

)xi

(
gij

√
det g

)u

)xj

)
.

Together with the boundedness of dyAs(�(0), �(s)) = Lv(�(s), �̇(s)), there are � ∈ (0, �̂) and

C1 ⩾ ĈK , C2 > 0 such that

|ΔyAs(�(0), �(s))| ⩽
C1

s
+ C2, ∀s ∈ (0, �),

with constants �, C1, C2 depending only on K . �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. For all x ∈ M and each (u, L, c[L])-calibrated curve � ∶ (−∞, 0] → M

ending at x, we claim that ΔyAt(�(−t), x) ⩽
√
−nk coth(

√
−k∕nt) for every t > 0.

Notice that

�̃(s) = �(s − t), s ∈ [0, t]

is a minimal curve for At(�̃(0), �̃(t)). By Theorem 2.13, (�̃(t), ̇̃�(t)) is not conjugate to (�̃(0), ̇̃�(0)).
Applying Theorem 3.1 we obtain

Θ̇(s) +
1

n
Θ2(s) + Ric( ̇̃�(s)) + Δf (�̃(s)) ⩽ 0, s ∈ (0, t],

where Θ(s) = ΔyAs(�̃(0), �̃(s)). Since M has nonnegative Ricci curvature and Δf ⩾ k, we arrive

at

Θ̇(s) +
1

n
Θ2(s) + k ⩽ Θ̇(s) +

1

n
Θ2(s) + Δf (�̃(s)) ⩽ 0, s ∈ (0, t].

Using that lims→0+ s
2Θ = 0 (see Lemma 4.4) together with Lemma 3.2 we discover

Θ(t) ⩽
√
−nk coth(

√
−k∕nt), t ∈ (0,+∞).

From the claim we deduce that

Δu(x) ⩽
√
−nk

in the barrier sense. �

Proof of Theorem 1.6 . For each point x ∈ M , there exists a (u, L, c[L])-calibrated curve � ∶
(−∞, 0] → M such that

�(0) = x, H(x, Lv(�(0), �̇(0)) = c[L], �(s) = �◦ΦL
s
(�(0), �̇(0)).

Then, for each t > 0, the curve

�̃(s) = �(s − t), s ∈ [0, t],
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is a minimal curve for At(�̃(0), �̃(t)) and (�̃(t), ̇̃�(t)) is not conjugate to (�̃(0), ̇̃�(0)). By Theorem

3.1 we have that

Θ̇(s) +
1

n
Θ2(s) + Ric( ̇̃�(s)) + Δf (�̃(s)) ⩽ 0, s ∈ (0, t],

where Θ(s) = ΔyAs(�̃(0), �̃(s)) + div!#(�̃(s)).

Invoking Lemma 3.2 and the fact lims→0+ s
2Θ = 0 (see Lemma 4.4) we obtain

Θ(t) = ΔyAt(�̃(0), �̃(t)) + div!#(x) = ΔyAt(�(−t), x) + div!#(x) ⩽ n∕t, ∀t > 0.

Hence, Δu(x) ⩽ −div!#(x) in the barrier sense. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We first prove the sufficiency. If ! is a harmonic 1-form, then div!# ≡ 0
by Proposition 2.2 (2). Since (M, g) has nonnegative Ricci curvature, by Theorem 1.6 each weak

KAM solution u of (HJ) is superharmonic. Hence, Theorem 4.2 implies that u must be constant.

Now we turn to prove the necessity. If each weak KAM solution u of (HJ) is constant, Theorem

1.6 shows that 0 ⩽ −div!#(x) for all x ∈ M . By Stoke’s Theorem we can obtain that div!# ≡ 0.

Hence, ! is a harmonic 1-form by Proposition 2.2 (2). �

Remark 4.5. If (M, g) is the flat tours T n with dimension n ⩾ 2, then the de Rham Cohomology

H1(T n,ℝ) = ℝn. The authors in [9] proved that each weak KAM solution associated to the

Lagrangian

L(x, v) =
1

2
⟨v, v⟩2 − !(v), [!] ∈ H1(T n,ℝ) = ℝ

n,

must be constant (see section 5.5 in [9]).

Proof of Corollary 1.8. By Proposition 2.2 (3), the inclusion

i ∶ 1(M,ℝ) → H1(M,ℝ)

! ↦ [!]

is an isomorphism. For each [!] ∈ H1(M,ℝ), one can choose a representative element !̃ which

is a harmonic 1-form. Thus, we can reduce to the case when ! ∈ 1(M,ℝ).
Now, we claim that ℎ(x, y) ≡ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ M ×M . Since

u(y) − u(x) ⩽ ℎ(x, y), ∀(x, y) ∈ M ×M

for any weak KAM solution u of (HJ). We observe that ℎ(x, y) ⩾ 0 since u must be constant

by Theorem 1.7. Now taking a point z ∈ (L!) we have ℎ(x, y) ⩽ ℎ(x, z) + ℎ(z, y) for all

x, y ∈ M . Notice that ℎz(⋅) ∶= ℎ(z, ⋅) is a weak KAM solution of (HJ) and ℎ(z, z) = 0. It yields

that ℎz(⋅) = ℎ(z, ⋅) ≡ 0 by Theorem 1.7. In addition, because ℎz(⋅) ∶= ℎ(⋅, z) is a weak KAM

solution of (HJ) associated to the Lagrangian

L̆(x, v) ∶= L(x,−v) =
1

2
gx(v, v) + !(v)

and −! is also a harmonic 1-form, we know from Theorem 1.7 that ℎz(⋅) ≡ 0. Therefore,

0 ⩽ ℎ(x, y) ⩽ ℎ(x, z) + ℎ(z, y) = 0, ∀(x, y) ∈ M ×M.

The fact that ℎ(x, y) = 0 for every (x, y) ∈ M ×M implies that ℎ(x, x) ≡ 0 for all x ∈ M and

�(x, y) = ℎ(x, y) + ℎ(y, x) ≡ 0 for any (x, y) ∈ M ×M. This completes the proof. �
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Now we recall the following result obtained in [16, Corollary 4.1.13].

Proposition 4.6. Let L ∶ TM → ℝ be a Tonelli Lagrangian on a closed connected Riemannian

manifold (M, g). Then, the Mather quotient ((L),∼, �) is a singleton if and only if any two

weak KAM solutions of (HJ) differ by a constant.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Indeed, the first part of the proof proof has the same reasoning as that of

Theorem 1.7.

If ! is a harmonic 1-form, then div!#(x) = 0 for all x ∈ M . Invoking Theorem 1.6, each

weak KAM solution u of (HJ) is superharmonic. Therefore, u must be constant.

Conversely, if each weak KAM solution u of (HJ) is constant, Theorem 1.6 implies that 0 ⩽

−div!#(x) for all x ∈ M . Appying Stoke’s Theorem one can derive that div!# ≡ 0. Thus ! is

a harmonic 1-form.

Notice that the constant 0 is a weak KAM solution of (HJ). Together with Proposition 4.6, we

find that the Mather quotient ((L),∼, �) is a singleton if and only if ! is a harmonic 1-form.

Finally, we turn to the rest of the proof. Since (M, g) has nonnegative Ricci curvature and !

is a harmonic 1-form, by Proposition 2.2 (d) we obtain that f (x) =
1

2
gx(!

♯, !♯) is constant. This

implies that Ric(v) + Δf (x) ⩾ 0 for all (x, v) ∈ TM . Hence, u must be constant by the first part

of the proof. �

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF STATEMENTS ON CONJUGATE POINTS AND JACOBI EQUATION

Proof of Proposition 2.4. If J is a Jacobi field along �, then one can find a variation �(t, s) ∈
C2([a, b] × (−", ")) of extremal curves along � such that

J (t) =
)

)s

||||s=0 �(t, s).
Thus we have

d

dt
Lv(�(t, s), �̇(t, s)) = Lx(�(t, s), �̇(t, s))

in local chart. Taking partial derivative with respect to s at s = 0, we get

d

dt
(Lvx(�(t), �̇(t))J (t) + Lvv(�(t), �̇(t))J̇ (t)) = Lxx(�(t), �̇(t))J (t) + Lxv(�(t), �̇(t))J̇ (t).

Now we turn to prove the sufficiency. Suppose J solves 2.2 in local chart. We want to define

a variation �(t, s) such that

J (t) =
)

)s

||||s=0 �(t, s).
For this, choose a smooth curve � ∶ (−", ") → M and a smooth vector field V along � satisfying

�(0) = �(a), �̇(0) = J (a),

V (0) = �̇(a), ∇�̇V (0) = ∇�̇J (a).

Now we define

�(t, s) ∶= �◦ΦL
t−a

(�(s), V (s)) ∈ C2([a, b] × (−", ")).
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Then we have

)

)t

||||t=a �(t, s) = V (s),
)

)s

||||s=0 �(a, s) = �̇(0).

Set

W (t) ∶=
)

)s

||||s=0 �(t, s).
Note that

W (a) =
)

)s

||||s=0 �(a, s) = �̇(0) = J (a)

and J ,W solves 2.2 in local coordinate systems. If we can show that ∇�̇W (a) = ∇�̇J (a), it then

follows from Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem that J (t) = W (t). Indeed, we have

∇�̇W (a) = ∇)t�
)s�(a, 0) = ∇)s�

)t�(a, 0) = ∇�̇V (0) = ∇�̇J (a).

It follows that W ≡ J as claimed. �

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Consider the C2 variation

�(s, z) = �◦ΦL
s−a

(�(a), �̇(a) + z∇�̇(a)J ) ∈ C2([a, b] × (−", ")).

We have
)z
||z=0 �(a, z) = )z

||z=0 �(a) = 0,

∇)s�
)z�(a, 0) = ∇)z�

)s�(a, 0) = )z
||z=0 �̇(a) + z∇�̇(a)J = ∇�̇(a)J .

Notice that )z
||z=0 �(s, z) solves the Jacobi equation (2.2) in local chart and

)z
||z=0 �(a, z) = J (a) = 0,

∇)s�
)z�(a, 0) = ∇�̇(a)J .

We obtain that

J (s) = )z
||z=0 �(s, z), s ∈ [a, b]

by Cauchy-Lipschitz theorem. �

Proof of Proposition 2.7. We only need to prove the necessity since its sufficiency can be proved

similarly.

Suppose that (�(b), �̇(b)) is conjugate to (�(b), �̇(b)) with respect to L, then there exists a

nonzero Jacobi field J along � such that �(a) = �(b) = 0. Set �̆(t) = �(a+ b− t), t ∈ [a, b]. Then

(�̆(t), ̇̆�(t)) is a trajectory of the Euler-Lagrange flow associated to L̆.

Since J ∶ [a, b] → TM is a Jacobi field along �(t) with respect to L, one has that J̆ (t) ∶=

J (a + b − t) is a Jacobi field along �̆(t) with respect to L̆. Indeed, by a direct computation we

have

d

dt
(L̆vx(�̆(t),

̇̆�(t))J̆ (t) + L̆vv(�̆(t),
̇̆�(t)) ̇̆J (t)) = L̆xx(�̆(t),

̇̆�(t))J̆ (t) + L̆xv(�̆(t),
̇̆�(t)) ̇̆J (t)

in local chart. This implies that there is a nonzero Jacobi field J̆ along �̆ with respect to L̆
satisfying �̆(a) = �̆(b) = 0. It follows that (�̆(a), ̇̆�(a)) is conjugate to (�̆(b), ̇̆�(b)) with respect to

L̆. In other words, (�(a),−�̇(a)) is conjugate to (�(b),−�̇(b)) with respect to L̆. �
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Proof of Proposition 2.8. For any variation �(s, z) ∈ C∞([0, t] × (−", ") → M) of �(s) such that

�(s, 0) = �(s), �(0, z) ≡ �(0), �(t, z) ≡ �(t),

we have

d

dz

||||z=0 ∫
t

0

L(�, )s�) + !()s�)ds =
d

dz

||||z=0 ∫
t

0

L(�, )s�)ds,

since ! is closed. Therefore,

0 =
d

dz

||||z=0 ∫
t

0

L(�, )s�) + !()s�)ds =
d

dz

||||z=0 ∫
t

0

L(�, )s�)ds

=
d

dz

||||z=0 ∫
t

0

1

2
g()s�(s, z), )s�(s, z)) − f (�(s, z))ds

= ∫
t

0

g(∇)z�
)s�

|||z=0 , �̇) − g(∇f (�), )z�
||z=0)ds

= ∫
t

0

g(∇)s�
)z�

|||z=0 , �̇) − g(∇f (�), )z�
||z=0)ds

= ∫
t

0

d

ds
g()z�

||z=0 , �̇) − g()z�
||z=0 ,∇�̇�̇) − g(∇f (�), )z�

||z=0)ds

= ∫
t

0

g(−∇f (�) − ∇�̇�̇, )z�
||z=0)ds.

which yields that

∇�̇�̇ = −∇f.

Suppose �(s, z) ∈ C2([a, b] × (−", "),M) is a variation such that �(⋅, z), z ∈ (−", ") satisfy

(2.3). Then we have

∇)s�
∇)s�

)z� =∇)s�
∇)z�

)s�

=∇)z�
∇)s�

)s� +R()s�, )z�))s�

= − ∇)z�
∇f + R()s�, )z�))s�

= − Hess f ()z�) +R()s�, )z�))s�.

Taking z = 0 we obtain that

∇�̇∇�̇J + R(J , �̇)�̇ + Hess f (J ) = 0,

where J = )z�
||z=0. �

Proof of Lemma 2.9. Suppose J ∶ [a, b] → TM is a Jacobi field along � with J (a) = 0. Set

(x, v) = (�(a), �̇(a)), w = ∇�̇(a)J . Then we have

)z
||z=0 �◦ΦL

�−a
(x, v + zw) = dv(�◦Φ

L
�−a

)(w) = J (�), � ∈ [a, b].

Observe that J is nonzero if and only if w ≠ 0. Therefore, (�(b), �̇(b)) is conjugate to (�(a), �̇(a))
if and only if

J (b) = dv(�◦Φ
L
b−a

)(w) = 0.
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i.e., if and only if dv(�◦Φ
L
b−a

) is degenerate. Hence, (�(b), �̇(b)) is not conjugate to (�(a), �̇(a)) if

and only if dv(�◦Φ
L
b−a

) is non-degenerate. �

Proof of Proposition 2.10. Since (�(t), �̇(t)) is not conjugate to (�(0), �̇(0)), we can find a neigh-

borhood W of �̇(0) such that �◦ΦL
t
||W is a C1 diffeomorphism.

Now we claim that there exists a neighborhood U of �(t) satisfying the following property: if

z ∈ U and �z is a minimizer of At(x, z), then we have �̇z(0) ∈ W . If no such neighborhood

exists, we can find a sequence {zi} converging to �(t) with the following property: for each zi
we can find a minimal curve �zi for At(x, zi) with �̇zi(0) ∉ W . By (3) of Proposition 2.1 we can

just suppose �̇zi(0) → v1 as i → +∞. By continuous dependence,

∫
t

0

L(ΦL
s
(x, �̇zi(0))ds = At(x, zi)

converges to

∫
t

0

L(ΦL
s
(x, v1))ds = At(x, �(t))

as i → +∞.

This implies that ΦL
s
(x, v1) ∶ [0, t] → M is a minimal curve for At(x, �(t)). Hence, v1 = �̇(0)

since At(x, ⋅) is differentiable at �(t). But this contradicts the assumption that �̇zi(0) ∉ W . From

this claim we have that for each z ∈ U ,

At(x, z) = ∫
t

0

L(ΦL
s
(x, vz))ds,

where vz is uniquely determined by the condition vz ∈ W , �◦ΦL
t
(x, vz) = z. In addition, we

have dyAt(x, z) = Lv(Φ
L
t
(x, vz)) by Proposition 2.1. Therefore. At(x, ⋅) is of C r in U since

U ∋ z ↦ vz is a C r−1 diffeomorphism. �

Proof of Lemma 2.12. Let �̃(s) = �◦ΦL
s
(�(0), �̇(0)), s ∈ [0,+∞). Take a minimal curve �� ∶

[0, t + �] → M for At+�(x, �̃(t + �)) for each fixed � > 0. By (3) of Proposition 2.1 we assume

that �̇�i(0) converges to v as i → +∞ where {�i} is a positive sequence converging to 0 .

By continuous dependence,

∫
t+�i

0

L(ΦL
s
(��i(0), �̇�i(0)))ds = At+�i

(x, �̃(t + �))

converges to

∫
t

0

L(ΦL
s
(x, v)ds = At(x, y)

as i → +∞.

Then, we can find another minimal curve �̃(s) = �◦ΦL
s
(x, v), s ∈ [0, t], forAt(x, y) if v ≠ �̇(0).

If �̇(0) = v, we must show that (�(t), �̇(t)) is conjugate to (�(0), �̇(0)). Otherwise, we suppose

that (�(t), �̇(t)) is not conjugate to (�(0), �̇(0)). Then, d�̇(0)(�◦Φ
L
t
) is non-degenerate. Hence,

there exists an open neighborhood (t − �, t + �) × W of (t, �̇(0)) such that dw(�◦Φ
L
r
) is non-

degenerate for every (r, w) ∈ (t − �, t + �) × W . By constant rank theorem we can know that

�◦ΦL
r
∶ W → M is a C r−1 diffeomorphism for all r ∈ (t − �, t + �).
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Together with

�◦ΦL
t+�i

(x, �̇�i(0)) = �̃(t + �i) = �◦ΦL
t+�i

(x, �̇(0)),

we obtain that �̇(0) = �̇�i(0) for �i ∈ (0, �). This means that �̃ |[0,t+�i] is a minimal curve for

At+�i
(x, �̃(t + �i)) which leads to a contradiction. �

APPENDIX B. INDEX FORM

It is well known that any two points in the interior of a minimal curve � ∶ [0, t] → M for

At(x, y), with �(0) = x and �(t) = y, are not conjugate to each other. This is also true for a point

(t) with t ∈ (0, t) and a endpoint x = (0) or y = (t) even if x and y is conjugate to each other

(see, for instance, [8, Corollary 4.2]). We still give a detailed proof of the form of statement we

need in Lagrangian scheme. For the following notion of index form, see [12].

Definition B.1. Suppose L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian defined on an open subset M of

ℝn. Let � ∶ [a, b] → M be a C1 curve satisfying (E-L). For any two continuous piecewise C2

vector fields �, � along �, define the index form I(�, �) by

I(�, �) = ∫
b

a

�̇⊤Lvv�̇ + �̇⊤Lvx� + �⊤Lxv�̇ + �⊤Lxx�dt.

Lemma B.2. Assume that L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian defined on an open subset M
of ℝn. Let � ∶ [a, b] → M be a C1 curve satisfying (E-L) and let �, � are continuous piecewise

C2 vector fields along �. For any partition a = t0 < t1 < ⋯ < tk+1 = b such that the vector fields

�, � along � are of C2 on [ti, ti+1], i = 1, 2,⋯ k, we have

I(�, �) =

k+1∑
i=1

(�̇⊤Lvv + �⊤Lxv)�
||
t−
i+1

t+
i

where �|[ti,ti+1] are Jacobi fields along �.

Proof. Since �|[ti,ti+1] are Jacobi fields along �, we have

d

dt
(Lvx� + Lvv�̇) = Lxx� + Lxv�̇, t ∈ [ti, ti+1].

Therefore

I(�, �) = ∫
b

a

�̇⊤Lvv�̇ + �̇⊤Lvx� + �⊤Lxv�̇ + �⊤Lxx�dt

= ∫
b

a

(�̇⊤Lvv + �⊤Lxv)�̇ + (�̇⊤Lvx + �⊤Lxx)�dt

= ∫
b

a

−
d

dt
(�̇⊤Lvv + �⊤Lxv)� + (�̇⊤Lvx + �⊤Lxx)�dt

+

k∑
i=1

(�̇⊤Lvv + �⊤Lxv)�
||
t−
i+1

t+
i

=

k∑
i=1

(�̇⊤Lvv + �⊤Lxv)�
||
t−
i+1

t+
i

.
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This completes the proof. �

Proposition B.3. Let L ∶ TM → ℝ be a Tonelli Lagrangian on an open subset M of ℝn and let

� ∶ [a, b] → M be a C1 curve satisfying (E-L). If

� ∶ [a, b] × (−", ") →M

(t, s) ↦ �(t, s).

is a continuous piecewise C3 variation of � such that

(i) �(t, 0) = �(t), t ∈ [a, b],
(ii) there exists a partition a = t0 < t1 < ⋯ < tk+1 = b such that � is of C3 on [ti, ti+1] ×

(−", "), i = 1, 2,⋯ , k.

Then we have

)2

)s2

||||s=0 ∫
b

a

L(�,
)�

)t
) dt = I

(
)�

)s

||||s=0 ,
)�

)s

||||s=0
)
+

k∑
i=1

Lv

)2�

)s2

||||
t−
i+1

t+
i

.

Proof. Notice that

)

)s ∫
b

a

L(�,
)�

)t
)dt = ∫

b

a

Lx

)�

)s
+ Lv

)2�

)s)t
dt.

Then,

)2

)s2 ∫
b

a

L(�,
)�

)t
)dt = ∫

b

a

Lxx

)�

)s
⋅

)�

)s
+ Lxv

)2�

)s)t
⋅

)�

)s
+ Lvx

)�

)s
⋅

)2�

)s)t
+ Lvv

)2�

)s)t
⋅

)2�

)s)t

+ Lx

)2�

)s2
+ Lv

)3�

)s2)t
dt

= ∫
b

a

Lxx

)�

)s
⋅

)�

)s
+ Lxv

)2�

)s)t
⋅

)�

)s
+ Lvx

)�

)s
⋅

)2�

)s)t
+ Lvv

)2�

)s)t
⋅

)2�

)s)t

+ Lx

)2�

)s2
−
(
d

dt
Lv

)
)2�

)s2
dt +

k∑
i=1

Lv

)2�

)s2

||||
t−
i+1

t+
i

.

Taking s = 0, we obtain

)2

)s2

||||s=0 ∫
b

a

L(�,
)�

)t
)dt = I

(
)�

)s

||||s=0 ,
)�

)s

||||s=0
)
+

k∑
i=1

Lv

)2�

)s2

||||
t−
i+1

t+
i

.

�

Proposition B.4. Suppose L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian defined on a closed connected

Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let � ∶ [a, b] → M be a C1 curve such that

Ab−a(�(z), �(b)) = ∫
b

a

L(�(s), �̇(s))ds.

Then, (�(b), �̇(b)) is not conjugate to (�(z), �̇(z)) for each z ∈ (a, b).
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Proof. Since there exists a smooth map � ∶ [a, b] × U → M with U an open neighborhood

of 0 ∈ ℝn, such that y ↦ �(t, y), mapping 0 to �(t), is a diffeomorphism from U to an open

neighborhood of �(t) ∈ M , the computations can be reduced to the case that M is an open

subset of ℝn.

Now, suppose that (�(b), �̇(b)) is conjugate to (�(z), �̇(z)) for some z ∈ (a, b). Then there exists

a nonzero Jacobi field J ∶ [z, b] → TM along � with J (z) = J (b) = 0. Consider the continuous

piecewise C2 vector field

Ĵ (t) =

{
0, if t ∈ [a, z),

J (t), if t ∈ [z, b],

and a smooth vector field E along � such that E(a) = E(b) = 0 and E(z) = J̇ (z) ≠ 0. Set

V (t) = Ĵ (t) + �E(t), t ∈ [a, b] and

�(t, s) = �(t) + sV (t), (t, s) ∈ [a, b] × (−", ").

Then we have �(t, 0) = �(t), �(a, s) = �(a), �(b, s) = �(b) and
)�

)s
= V . For the action

A�(s) ∶= ∫
b

a

L(�(t, s),
)�

)t
(t, s))dt,

we obtain that

d

ds
A�(0) = ∫

b

a

Lx

)�

)s
+ Lv

)2�

)s)t
dt

= ∫
b

a

Lx

)�

)s
−
( d
dt

Lv

))�
)s

dt + Lv

)�

)s

||||
z−

a

+ Lv

)�

)s

||||
b

z+
= 0.

Moreover, by Proposition B.3 and Lemma B.2 one has

d2

ds2
A�(0) = I

( )�

)s

||||s=0 ,
)�

)s

||||s=0
)
+ Lv

)2�

)s2

||||
z−

a

+ Lv

)2�

)s2

||||
b

z+
= I(V , V )

= I(Ĵ + �E, Ĵ + �E)

= I(Ĵ , Ĵ ) + 2�I(Ĵ , E) + �2I(E,E)

= 2�I(Ĵ , E) + �2I(E,E)

= −2�(J̇⊤(z)LvvJ̇ (z)) + �2I(E,E).

Therefore, �̈(0) < 0 if 0 < � < 2J̇⊤(z)LvvJ̇ (z)∕|I(E,E)|. This implies that �∣[a,b] is not mini-

mizing. This leads to a contradiction. �

With similar argument one also has the following statement.

Corollary B.5. Suppose L ∶ TM → ℝ is a Tonelli Lagrangian defined on a closed connected

Riemannian manifold (M, g). Let � ∶ [a, b] → M be a C1 curve such that

Ab−a(�(a), �(z)) = ∫
b

a

L(�(s), �̇(s)) ds.

Then, (�(z), �̇(z)) is not conjugate to (�(a), �̇(a)) for each z ∈ (a, b).
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