arXiv:2412.15087v1 [math.DS] 19 Dec 2024

QUALITATIVE ESTIMATES OF TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY FOR
NON-MONOTONE CONTACT LAX-OLEINIK SEMIFLOW

WEI CHENG, JIAHUI HONG, ZHI-XIANG ZHU*

ABSTRACT. For the non-monotone Hamilton-Jacobi equations of contact type, the as-
sociated Lax-Oleinik semiflow (7%, C'(M)) is expansive. In this paper, we provide quali-
tative estimates for both the lower and upper bounds of the topological entropy of the
semiflow.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a compact and connected manifold without boundary. A function H =
H(z,p,u) : T*"M x R — R is called a Tonelli Hamiltonian of contact type if it is of class
C? and satisfies the following conditions:

(H1) Hpp(x,p,u) >0, V(z,p,u) € T*M x R;
(H2) There exist a super-linear continuous function 67 : [0,4+00) — [0, 400) and a constant
co = 0 such that
H(z,p,0) > 01(|pl2) — co,  V(z,p) € T"M;
(H3) There exists k£ > 0 such that
|Hy(x,p,u)| < K, V(z,p,u) € T*M x R.
Consider the Hamilton-Jacobi equation of contact type:
{Dtu + H(z, Du(z),u(z)) =0, t>0,z€M, 1)
u(0,z) = ¢(x), x e M,

where ¢ € C(M), the space of continuous functions on M. Using Herglotz’ variational
principle (|4, 3|) or the implicit variational principle ([13]), the (unique) solution of (1) has
a representation formula. More precisely,

u(t7$) = Tt¢(x)v (33 eEMt> 0)
The Lax-Oleinik operators {1;} are defined as follows:
t .
(1)) = int {90600+ [ L9, uelo)) ds}

where L : TM x R — R is the associated Tonelli Lagrangian of contact type defined by
L(z,v,u) := sup {p(v) — H(z,p,u)}, e MwveT,M,uecR,
peTF M
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Ay » is the family of absolutely continuous arcs & : [0,¢] — M with () = =, and ug¢ :
[0,t] — R uniquely solves the Carathéodory equation:

{uas) = L(E(s), E(s),ue(s)), s €[0,8],
ug(0) = $(£(0)).

For more details on the semigroup {7} };>0, see Section 2.2. A typical example of a contact-
type Hamilton-Jacobi equation is the discounted equation with H (z,p,u) = A\u+ H (z,p),
where A > 0.

To understand the dynamics of the semiflow (7}, C(M)) generated by (1), especially
when A < 0 in the discounted equation or H, < 0 in general, many authors have studied
the dynamics in a deterministic way, such as through Lyapunov stability and periodicity ([8,
14]). In the current paper, we will concentrate on certain statistical behaviors, specifically
the topological entropy hop(T3) (see Section 2.1 for the definition) of the semiflow {7}}.
Recall that one can easily deduce hiop(7;) = 0 for the classical Lax-Oleinik semigroup from
the qualitative estimate of the Kolmogorov e-entropy in the space W1(M), which was
obtained in [2, 1].

When discussing the contact-type Lax-Oleinik semigroup, we contrast the case hyop (13) =
0 when H, > A > 0, due to the contraction property of {T};}, with the expansion case
when H, < 0. In the latter case, we will primarily focus on giving a qualitative estimate
of hiop(T7).

For the lower bound of hiop(7;), we have the following result: under the assumptions
(H1)-(H3), if there exists 0 < A < s such that A < Ly (z,v,u) < & for all (z,v,u) € TM xR,
then hiop(73) = A (see Theorem 3.1). The estimate of the upper bound for hyep (73) is more
difficult. We will focus on the discounted Hamiltonian in the form

H(x7p7 U) = h(p) - Au, (x,p, U) c T*Td X R,

where h = h(p) : T*T¢ — R is a Tonelli Hamiltonian and A > 0 is a constant. We prove
that for such a Hamiltonian, hp(7;) = A (Theorem 3.2).

We remark that it is still an interesting problem whether the developed theory in infinite-
dimensional dynamical systems (see, for instance, [9, 11, 10, 7|) can be applied to study
the expansive Lax-Oleinik semiflow (T}, C'(M)) for (1), with positive topological entropy,
and its potential consequences on the complicated dynamical behavior.
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Wang for helpful discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Topological entropy. Let (X,d) be a complete metric space, and let {T}};>0 be
a continuous semigroup action on X. That is, T'(t,x) = Ty(z) : [0,4+00) x X — X is
continuous, Ty = id, and Ts o Ty = T4y for any ¢t,s > 0. For any x € X, ¢t > 0, and € > 0,
we define the dynamical ball of center x with length ¢ and radius € > 0 as

B(x,tye) ={y € X | d(Ts(y), Ts(x)) < e for all s € [0,¢]}.
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It is immediate that B(x,0,e) = B(z,¢). Let K C X be a compact subset. A set £ C X
is called a (¢,¢)-generating set for K if

K c | Bla,t,e),
zeFE

and F C K is a (t,e)-separated set if the dynamical ball B(z,t,¢) for each x € E contains
no other element of E. For any compact subset K and € > 0, let g;(¢, K) be the smallest
cardinality of a (t,e)-generating set of K, and s;(e, K) the largest cardinality of a (t,¢)-
separated set ¥ C K. Then, we define

1
g(K) = lim ¢g(K,e) = lim limsup Zlog gt(e, K),

e—0t e—=0T t—co

1
s(K) = lim s(K,e) = lim limsup;logst(z—:,K).

e—0t e=0t t—oo

It is known that g(K) = s(K) for any compact set K C X. We now define the topological
entropy of the semigroup {7;} as

h(T}) = hiop(T3) = sup 9(K) = Sup. s(K),

where the supremum is taken over all compact subsets K of X.
Recall a semigroup {7}}>0 is called uniformly continuous if for any ¢ > 0 and € > 0
there exists § > 0 such that

d(z,y) < 0 = d(Ts(x),Ts(y)) < € for every s € [0,1].

Proposition 2.1 ([12]). If the semi-flow {T}} is uniformly continuous then its topological
entropy hiop (1) coincides with the topological entropy of its time-t map for any T > 0.

Lemma 2.1 ([12]). If the semigroup {T}} is non-expansive, i.e.,
d(Ti(x), Ti(y)) < d(z,y),  Vi=0,z,y€eX,
then for any compact subset K of X, g(K) = 0. In particular, hiop(Ty) = 0.

In fact, the topological entropy htop(7}) is independent of the action of the semigroup
T; in finite time. More precisely, for any x € X, t > ty > 0, and € > 0, we define the
dynamical ball over time [to,?] as

By (x,t,e) ={y € X | d(Ts(x),Ts(y)) < ¢ for all s € [to,t]}.

For any compact subset K C X, t >ty >0, and € > 0, let

Gto.t(e, K) = min {#(E)

EcX, | Bi(zte) D K} .
zelk

Proposition 2.2.
(1) For any compact subset K C X, t >ty >0, £ > 0, we have

gto,t(gyK) < gt(€,K), gt0(€7 K) : gto,t(€7 K) = gt(2€7 K)
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(2) For any compact subset K C X, ty > 0, we have

g(K) = lim limsup — log Gto.t(e, K).

e—=0t t—+4oo

Proof. By definition, we know that
B(z,t,e) C Byy(z,t,e), VreX,
which implies directly
Gto.t(&, K) < gi(e, K).

For the second inequality, we consider two finite covers of the compact set K:

gty (e,K) Gtg,t(e,K)
U Bite,e) DK, U Bute) DK
i=1 j=1

If B(xi,to,e) N By, (yj,t,e) # @, we choose z;; € B(w;,tg,€) N Byy(yj,t,¢€). It follows from
the definition of the dynamical ball that
B(Zij, t, 26) D B($i, to, 6) N Bto (yj, t, 6).

Thus, we have

gt(2€7K) #{ZU} 9t (6 K) gto,t(g’K)'

Now we turn to prove statement (2). Using the result in (1), we obtain

g(K) = lim limsup n log g1(2¢, K)

e=0T t—+4o0

< lim hmsup;log (Gt (e, K) - gro.t(e, K))

e—=0t t—+4oo

= lim limsup — log Gio.t(e, K)

ot t—+00

< lim hmsup—loggt(€ K) = g(K).

e—=0" t—+o0

This completes the proof. O

2.2. Herglotz’ variational principle. Let M be a compact and connected manifold

without boundary and H : T*M x R — R a Tonelli Hamiltonian of contact type. Its

associated Tonelli Lagrangian of contact type L = L(z,v,u) : TM x R — R is of class C?

and satisfies the following conditions:

(L1) Lyy(z,v,u) >0, V(z,v,u) € TM x R;

(L2) There exist a super-linear continuous function 6y : [0, +00) — [0, +00) and a constant
> 0 such that

L(z,v,0) = 0o(|v|z) — co, V(z,v) € TM,
(L3) There exists k > 0 such that

|Ly(x,v,u)| < kK, V(z,v,u) € TM x R.
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To introduce the Lax-Oleinik evolution of contact type, let us recall the relevant Her-
glotz’ variational principle. For any x,y € M and t > 0, let F;’y be the set of absolutely
continuous arcs § : [0,t] — M connecting z to y, and A; , the set of absolutely continuous
arcs £ : [0,t] — M such that {(t) = x. We define the Lax-Oleinik evolution of contact type
as a operator T, t > 0, acting on a function ¢ : M — R, as

(Tio)a) = inf {00+ [ L(e().EG0)uelo) s}

§E~At,x

where ug¢ : [0,t] — R uniquely solves the Carathéodory equation
{uas) = L(£(s).6(5) ue(s). s € 0.1,
ug(0) = ¢(£(0)).
Let C'(M) the space of continuous real-valued functions on M endowed with the norm

I£l = max| f (z)].

The space (C'(M), || - ||) is a complete metric space. We can conclude from the following
Lemma 2.2 that

(2)

T,:C(M) —C(M), ¢—To
is a continuous semigroup with 7 = id. For the proof, one can refer to [4, 3].

Lemma 2.2.
(1) For any ¢ € C(M), t >0 and x € M there exists & € Ay, such that

Tob(z) = B(E(0)) + /0 L(E(s),€(5), ug(5)) ds = ue(t),

where ug is uniquely determined by (2).

(2) For any ¢ € C(M), (t,x) — Typ(z) is a continuous real-valued function on [0, +00) x
M, and it is locally semiconcave on (0,+00) x M.

(3) TsoTyp = Ts 41 for all s,t =0 and ¢ € C(M).

(4) We have
1T — Tip| < ello —l,  Vt=0,6,9 € C(M).
In particular, if Ly(x,v,u) <0 for all (x,v,u) € TM x R, then
ITio =Tl <l —¢ll,  VE=0,0,9 € C(M).

3. QUALITATIVE ESTIMATE OF TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY

3.1. Lower bound. Now we can estimate the topological entropy hiop(7%). By the non-
expansivity property of the semigroup {7;} in the case L, < 0, the following consequence
can be easily obtained from Lemma 2.2 (4) and Lemma 2.1.

Proposition 3.1. Under the assumption (L1)-(L3), if
Ly(xz,v,u) <0, V(xz,v,u) € TM x R,
then hiop(T7) = 0.
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The following result provides a lower bound of hip(73).

Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions (L1)-(L3) and that there exists 0 < A < k such
that

A< Ly(z,v,u) < K, V(xz,v,u) € TM x R.

(1) For any compact subset of the form K = {¢ =¢o+0 | d € [0,a]} € C(M), where
o € C(M) and a > 0, it holds that g(K) > \.
(2) hiop(Tt) = A.

Proof. Fix € > 0 and t > 0. Let ¢,, = ¢o + 2me e, m € N. We claim
Tt — Tipm—1]| = 2e, Vm € N. (3)

Given m € N and z € M, let £ € A;, be a minimizer for Ti¢,,(x). That is

(@) = 6 600)+ [ LIEC).EG0),ue(s) ds = )
where ¢ : [0,t] = R is determined by

{’[Lg = L(f, 57 u§)7
ug(0) = ¢1,(€(0)) = ¢o(£(0)) + 2me e,
On the other hand,

Tybm1(2) < b1 (£(0)) + /0 L(€(5),€(5), ve(s)) ds = ve(t),

with ve : [0,¢] — R solving the equation

{Uﬁ = L(£7 57 Uf))
ve(0) = m-1(£(0)) = ¢o(£(0)) + 2(m — 1)e™Me.
Set we = ug — v, then we have

w§ = L(Safauﬁ) - L(Svéﬂjf) = EL - We,
we(0) = ug(0) — ve(0) = 2e™Me,

where
1
Lu(s) :/0 Lu(§(s),€(s), ug(s) + 0(ue(s) —ve(s))) db, s €0,
It follows
we(t) = efo Lu ds  9e=Mt, > M. 2eMe = 2,
and

Tidm—1(x) < ve(t) = ug(t) — we(t) < Trpm(z) — 26,

which implies our claim (3).
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Thus, for any ¢ € C(M) the dynamical ball B(¢,t,e) contains only a unique ¢,, with
m € NU{0}. Then,
a a
K> Hlom e K3 | ] 115
Hence, we obtain
1 1
g(K) = lim limsup —logg:(e, K) > lim limsup n log

o =N
e—0t 500 o e—=0T to00 2eMte
and this completes the proof of (1).

Item (2) is immediate from the definition of hop(7};) together with (1). O

3.2. Upper bound. Let M be a compact and connected manifold without boundary. A

function [ = I(x,v) : TM — R is called a Tonelli Lagrangian if it is of class C? and satisfies

the following conditions:

(11) lyy(x,v) > 0, V(z,v) € TM,

(12) There exist a super-linear continuous function 6y : [0, 4+00) — [0, 4+00) and a constant
co > 0 such that

l(z,v) = 0p(|v|z) — co, V(x,v) € TM.
In this section, we will estimate the topological entropy hiop(13) in the case
L(z,v,u) =l(z,v) + Au, (z,v,u) € TM xR,

where | = [(z,v) : TM — R is a Tonelli Lagrangian and A > 0 is a constant. It is well
known that this type of contact system is equivalent to a classical non-autonomous system,
which has some properties in the following Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose M is a compact manifold, [(x,v) : TM — R is a Tonelli Lagrangian,
and A > 0 is a constant. For anyt >0, y,x € M, let

Altya) = inf [ eIE(s), E(s))ds.
gert . Jo

(1) For anyt > 0, y,x € M, there exists a minimizer § for A(t,y,x). Moreover, there
exists K1 > 0 such that if t > 1, we have

£(s)| < K1, Vs € [0,1].

(2) There exists Ko > 0 such that for allt > 1, y € M, the function A(t,y,-) is e M Kq-
Lipschitz.

(3) If M = T% and I(x,v) = I(v) is independent of x, then for allt > 1, x € TY, the
function A(t,-, x) is e Ko-Lipschitz.

Proof. The result in (1) is well known. One can refer to [6] for the proof.
For any = € M and minimizer £ for A(t,y,x), the result (1) implies

p(t)] = le M (E(),£())] < e M K.
Combining this with the relation (see [5])

DI A(t,y,x) = co {p(t) = e M (E(),E(t) | Eis a minimizer} ,
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where “co” stands for the convex hull, we conclude that A(t,y,-) is e Ky-Lipschitz con-
tinuous.

Now, we turn to prove statement (3). Under this condition, for any y € M and minimizer
¢ for A(t,y,x), the Euler-Lagrange equation implies

B(s) = e Ma(E(5)) =0, Vs € [0,1].
This leads to |p(0)| = |p(t)| < e M Kp. Additionally, we have
Dy A(t,y, ) = —co {p(O) = e M1, (£(0),£(0)) | £is a minimizer} .
Therefore, we conclude that A(t,-, z) is e~ M Ky-Lipschitz continuous. O

Proposition 3.2. Suppose M is a compact manifold, l(z,v) : TM — R is a Tonelli
Lagrangian, X\ > 0 s a constant. Let

L(z,v,u) : TM xR =R, L(z,v,u) =1(z,v) + Au.
(1) For any p € C°(M), t >0, x € M, we have
Tip(w) = inf {Mo(y) + D(ty, )},
yeM

where

t
D(t,y,z) = inf I1(E(s), £(5))ds.
gert 2 Jo

(2) If M = T¢ and I(z,v) = I(v) is independent of x, then there evists Ko > 0 such that
for allt > 1, x € T?, the function D(t,-,x) is Ko-Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. By definition, we have

Tio(e) = inf, int (o) + [ {1€06).€00) + huelo) s

yeM el ,
where u¢(s) satisfies the differential equation

{aas) U(E(s),E(5)) + Aug(s), s € 0,1,
ug(0) = o(y).

Solving (4), we obtain

uelt) = o) + [ ANN(Es). () s

0

Thus, we have

o) = i it (o) + [ Iels).é0) s )

yeM el ,

= inf (M6() + Dit..2))

where D(t,y, ) is the integral term. This completes the proof of (1).
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To prove (2), for any ¢t > 1, z,y € T¢, we have

t .
D(t,y,x) = inf e”/ e MU(E(s),E(s)) ds = eMA(t, y, x).
gert 0

Combining this with Lemma 3.1 (3), we know that D(¢,y,x) is Ky-Lipschitz with respect
to y. U

For any compact subset V' C C°(T?), we try to get a finite estimate of g;(¢, V). That
is, we need to construct finite functions ¢ € C°(T%) such that

B, t.e) o V.
¥

So we hope Ti is determined by the values of 1 at finite points z;’s, see the following
Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.2 (2), suppose {z}I" is a set of
finite points on T, For any function ¢ : {2}, — R, let

de = maX{K07 Llp [¢]}7
T/N) ST R, 1;(:17) = ':Iiain P(z) + Kypd(zi, x).

(1) ¥ is Ky-Lipschitz, and

U(zi) =v(z), i=1,...,m.
(2) We have

T (x) = min eMi(z)+ D(t, z;,z), Yt=1, €T

i=1,....m
Proof. Given z,y € M, there exists z; such that
() = ¢(2i) + Ky d(z, z),
(y) < ¥(z) + Ky d(2i, y).

< S

This implies

U(y) — (@) < Kyd(zi,y) — Ky d(z,0) < Ky d(z,y).

Similarly, we have ¢(z) — (y) < Ky d(x,y), which shows that 1 is a Lipschitz continuous
function with Lipschitz constant K. Recalling that Ky > Lip[¢], for any 4,5 = 1,...,m,
we have

¥(zi) < ¥(z;) + Lip(¥) - d(zj, 2)
< ¢(Zj) + de . d(Zj, ZZ').

It follows that v(z;) = ¢(z) for all i = 1,...,m.
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Now, we turn to the proof of (2). For any y € T, there exists z; such that 1/;(y) =
P(z) + Kyd(z;,y). Now we have
eMip(z;) + D(t, 2, x)

<eM(P(y) — Kyd(zi,y)) + D(t,y, x) + Kod(zi, y)

<eMP(y) + Dty ), Vt=1, zeTe
This together with (1) implies

Tip(a) = inf e'(y) + D(t,y,7)
= Z:qnnm eMap(z) + D(t, z,x), Vt>1, z €T

O

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.2 (2), for any compact subset V. C
CO(T?), there holds g(V) < \. Moreover, we have hyop(T}) = .

Proof. By compactness of V', there exists R > 0 such that
[6llco < R, VeV

Fix any € > 0, there exist finite points {z;}/", such that
m
U B(z;,¢) = T4
i=1
o 2R An
For any n € N, k=0,1,...,[*=5—], let

Uni = {—R + ke Me41-eNe

K
ji=1,....n, le,l,...,{—O-‘ +1}.

Consider the set of functions

o {w (T = U

FnZ{i‘TZ}GFn},
where v is defined by Lemma 3.2. We claim that
U B@,n,(1+ Ko)e) DV, (5)
PeF,

where
B(Y,n, (1 + Ko)e) = {qﬁ e C%(T?) ( | The — Tath|lco < (1+ Ko)e, Ve =1,... n} .

The relation (5) implies

gn(v’ (1 + KO)E) <
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where

gn(V, (14 Ko)e) = min{ #(E) | EC C°(T7), | ] B(¢,n, (1 + Ko)e) DV
Yer

It follows from Lemma 2.2 (4), Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 that

1
g(V) = lim limsup — log §,(V,¢)

e—0t n—s+too

1
= lim limsup —log g,,(V, (1 + Kp)e)

e—=0t n—otoo N

1 2ReM K "
< lim limsup — log < R: + 1) n™ <?0 +3>

e—0t n—otoo M

=\
By the arbitrariness of V., we have

hiop(Tt) = sup g(V) < A
VcCo(Tn)

Combining this with Theorem 3.1, we conclude that
hiop (1) = A.

Finally, we only need to prove the claim (5). In fact, for any ¢ € V, there exists a
unique k € {0,1,..., L%GMJ} such that

—R+ ke e < min o(x) < —R+ (k+1)e Me.
zeT

Let ¢ : {z}*, = R,
P(z) =max{c € Upy | ¢ < ¢(x),Vo € B(z,¢)}.
Then ¢ € F, and ¢ € F,. Now we only need to prove
¢ € B(.n, (1 + Koe),
that is,
For any j € {1,...,n}, z € T, there exists y, € T¢ such that
T](ﬁ(ﬂf) = e)\j(ﬁ(yx) + D(], yxyx)'

Choose z; such that y, € B(z;,&). By the choice of ¥, we have ¥(z;) < ¢(y,). Using
Proposition 3.2, we know that

Ty (x) < V() + D(j, i, @)
N o(ye) + D(j, Yas ) + (D(js 2is ) = D(jy Yo, ) (7)
Tijp(x) + Koe.
On the other hand, the choice of k£ and 1 implies that there exists z;, such that
Y(zip) =  min 4p(z) = —R+ ke e,

=1,...,

<
<
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Lemma 3.2 implies that there exists z;, such that

Tﬂ;(x) = ekjw(zu) + D(]7 Zimx) < €Aj¢(2io) + D(]? Ziovx)v

which leads to
U(zi,) < P(zi0) + €N (D 2ig, @) — D(jy 2, , 7)) ®
—R+ ke ™" + Kpe™M
Now, by the definition of Uy, ;, and the choice of v, we know that there exists y € B(z;,,€)
such that

<
<

W(z,) < oY) < (z,) +e Ve

If it were not the case, Pigeonhole principle yields
¥(z,) > —R+ ke e + q%w + 1) e Ne > R+ ke e + Kpe ™™,
which contradicts (8). Thus we have that
Tii(w) = ewzix) +D(j, 2., 7)

> M (@(y) — e Ve) + D(j,y, @) + (D 20 2) = D(jyy, v)) o)
> eNo(y) — e+ D(j,y, x) — Kod(zi,,y)
> Tip(x) — (1 + Ko)e.
It is easy to see that (6) follows directly from (7) and (9). This completes the proof of our
claim (5). O
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