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Abstract

The aim of these notes is to present a self contained account of discrete weak KAM
theory. Put aside the intrinsic elegance of this theory, it is also a toy model for
classical weak KAM theory, where many technical difficulties disappear, but where
central ideas and results persist. It can therefore serve as a good introduction to
(continuous) weak KAM theory. After a general exposition of the general abstract
theory, several examples are studied. The last section is devoted to the historical
problem of conservative twist maps of the annulus. At the end of the first three
Chapters, the relations between the results proved in the discrete setting and the
analogous theorems of classical weak KAM theory are discussed. Some key differ-
ences are also highlighted between the discrete and classical theory.
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Introduction

The present text initially emerged from lecture notes of a course given in Cortona
in 2015 at the INDAM meeting entitled The Hamilton—Jacobi Equation: At the
crossroads of PDE, dynamical systems & geometry. The goal of the lectures was to
give a complete and thorough introduction to weak KAM theory through the prism
of its discrete pendant. It culminated with the proof of convergence of the solutions
of the discounted equation, which was new at the time.

The pedagogical motivation is that discrete weak KAM theory is peculiarly ele-
mentary. Basic topology is the only prerequisite and the most advanced tools are the
Arzela—Ascoli Theorem and weak compactness of probability measures on a com-
pact metric space. However, all important results of weak KAM theory find their
analogue in discrete weak KAM theory and the proofs being stripped of technicali-
ties reveal the key ideas more clearly. After studying this toy model, the interested
reader can then go on to learn more on the major theories, as Calculus of Vari-
ations, Viscosity solutions of Hamilton—Jacobi equations, and Tonelli Hamiltonian
Dynamical Systems. The latter are at the core of classical weak KAM theory.

We wish to start by explaining in which context weak KAM theory emerged in
the 90’s. Most notions described will be rigorously defined later in the body of the
text.

Weak KAM, a bridge between Aubry—Mather and Vis-
cosity solutions

Originally discovered by Albert Fathi in the 90’s [89, [88, 00, 91], weak KAM theory
was designed to understand the dynamical objects of Aubry—Mather Theory for
Tonelli Hamiltonian/Lagrangian systems through particular functions called critical
subsolutions and weak KAM solutions. As explained by Fathi, the term weak KAM
was chosen as KAM tori give rise to strong solutions of the Hamilton—Jacobi equation
while weak KAM solutions are weak solutions of the same equation. It turned out
that weak KAM solutions and subsolutions fall in the realm of Viscosity Solutions
and subsolutions of Hamilton—Jacobi equations, a theory founded by Crandall and
Lions [74].

Aubry—Mather theory

This theory originated in the study of conservative twist maps and Frenkel-Kontorova
models. The objective was to understand invariant sets and the structure of mini-



mizing orbits of such systems. Another type of problem was to construct diffusion
orbits connecting invariant sets, or to understand obstructions for such orbits to ex-
ist. Aubry & Le Daeron [I8] and Mather [I38] understood that orbits and invariant
sets minimizing a certain energy verify similar properties as orbits of homeomor-
phisms of the circle. Hence they could apply Poincaré-Denjoy theory to classify and
understand such invariant sets according to their rotation number. They went on
to study the minimal average action of such minimizing orbits (a function only de-
pending on the rotation number), invariant minimal measures (that would become
Mather measures) and Mather gave several definitive answers to questions on the
existence of connecting orbits [140], 14T}, 139, 142, 144]. Amongst other important
contributions let us mention Bangert [21], 22].

Motivated by Moser, Mather developed a generalization of his theory to higher
dimensional settings by introducing Minimizing Measures for a Tonelli Lagrangian
defined on the tangent bundle of a compact manifold [143]. His next goal would
then be to use this tool to tackle Arnol’d diffusion of such systems, a phenomenon
highlighted by Arnol’d in his famous examples [17]. Let us present the philosophy.
In an integrable system, all orbits are bounded and periodic or quasi—periodic. If one
perturbs such a system, KAM theory implies that many quasi—periodic orbits persist.
However, Arnol’d constructed examples where for small perturbations, some orbits
have a huge drift in energy. He then conjectured that such a phenomenon should
be typical. Mather led the way proposing groundbreaking variational mechanisms
to construct generic diffusion ([145, 1406, [147]). Since then, there has been a huge
literature trying to carry on Mather’s program for diffusion.

Viscosity Solutions

As already mentioned, viscosity solutions were introduced by Crandall and Lions.
They provide a simple, robust definition for weak solutions of first and second order
PDE’s. Strong existence and uniqueness results are obtained for wide classes of
equations, including Hamilton—Jacobi equations (stationary and evolutionary) mak-
ing the solutions worthwhile studying. Let us mention amongst many others the
founding works of Ishii, Crandall, Lions [115, [72, 121], 116]. The definition, that
makes use of test functions that are super—tangent or sub—tangent to the solution
is very geometric, and allows easily to obtain stability results for viscosity solu-
tions. References to learn more about basic (and more advanced) properties are
[1311, 73, 24]. For example, viscosity solution theory is so flexible as to apply to non—
continuous functions. Stability allows to obtain very general convergence theorems
of approximation schemes [164, 25]. Other references making use of this idea, in
more weak KAM or variational contexts, are [51], 176, 160} 172].

Very soon in the development of the theory of Viscosity Solutions, Lions and
collaborators realized the important role of dynamical programming properties for
evolutionary equations and the links with Optimal Control theory that naturally
emerge. Indeed, the Value function in optimal control is almost systematically a
viscosity solution to some Hamilton-Jacobi equation [23]. This is fundamental in
weak KAM theory as the Lax—Oleinik semigroup rediscovered by Fathi turns out to
be the value function of an optimal control problem.

Another important problem that was solved early on by viscosity solution meth-



ods is that of Homogenization of the Hamilton—Jacobi equation. Consider a contin-
uous, ZN -periodic in the first variable Hamiltonian H : RY x RY that is uniformly
coercive in the second variable. Fix a bounded and uniformly continuous initial
data up : RV — R. Given € > 0, Lions, Papanicolaou and Varadhan consider the
evolutionary Hamilton—Jacobi equation

(EHJe)

oU + H(%,0,U) =0,
U(O, ) = Uup,

that admits a unique viscosity solution U, : [0, 4+) x RN — R. They prove that
as € — 0, the functions U; converge locally uniformly to a function Uy that is
characterized as the unique solution to
{@U+H@JU=& (E)
U (0, ) = Uup,
where H is called the effective Hamiltonian. It is defined as follows: for P € RV,
H(P) is the only constant such that the cell problem H(x, P+ 0,u) = H(P) admits
a ZN-periodic viscosity solution u : RY — R. In Homogenization theory, the
state variable z € RN takes values in the universal cover of the flat torus TV. A
fundamental domain of the covering map is then the cell [0,1)" in the sense that
the knowledge of a Z~ periodic function on RY is equivalent to its restriction to the
cell [0,1)". The name cell problem comes from the fact that the unknown function
is defined on a cell.

This effective Hamiltonian (in the case of convex Hamiltonians) coincides with
the minimal average action, Mather’s a function. The solutions to the cell problem
in our terminology will be weak KAM solutions. This problem was revisited by
Evans in [85] where he introduced the perturbed test function method. Much later,
it was studied under the light of symplectic topology by Viterbo and Montzner,
Vichery, Zapolsky [166, 152]. Amongst many other follow ups in the spirit of Lions
Papanicolaou and Varadhan, let us mention recent generalizations to other manifolds
I71, [163].

The bridge

As all good bridges, weak KAM theory quickly helped the development of both banks
it joins. From a dynamical point of view, Fathi’s first achievement was to construct
connecting orbits through conjugate pairs of weak KAM solutions [88], 00].

From the PDE side, he proved long time convergence of solutions to the evolu-
tionary Hamilon—Jacobi equation on compact manifolds [91], for autonomous Hamil-
tonians. Though partial results had been obtained by PDE means [154], the new
idea he imported from the dynamical world is that long minimizing trajectories tend
to accumulate on the support of minimizing Mather measures. This was followed by
many generalizations, for instance [77, 26l [[T7] where variational and PDE methods
allow to weaken regularity hypotheses that Dynamical methods require. In a sense,
this culminates in works (the first one being [53]) which use an idea of Evans [86]
where Mather measures are given a PDE definition and henceforth adapted to more
general settings. Other related results are :



e for counterexamples in the non—autonomous setting [96, 27];
e for positive results in dimension 1 [32, [43].

Another question raised in the theory of Hamilton—Jacobi equations was that
of regularity of critical subsolutions. For Tonelli Hamiltonians, this was settled by
Fathi and Siconolfi in [99] where existence of C! subsolutions is proved. Along the
way, the authors also gave a simple proof of Mané’s characterizations of Mather
measures, as closed minimizing measures ([I33] [134]). This is the point of view
used in this work. In [I00] the same authors extended their results to Lipschitz
Hamiltonians. Finally, in [33], existence of C1'! subsolutions is obtained by some
Lasry—-Lions type approximation ([129] [36]). This could be expected as Fathi had
also proved that C! solutions are automatically C1:* ([92]).

The latest breakthrough of weak KAM theory in the PDE theory of Hamilton—
Jacobi equations is probably the proof of convergence of the solutions of the dis-
counted equations [75], following some special cases in [125]. The discounting
method was an approximation procedure used already in [I32] to prove existence of
solutions to the cell problem. It has the advantage to approximate it by equations
verifying a strong comparison principle and having exactly one solution. The conver-
gence result of Davini, Fathi, Iturriaga and the author is that, as the perturbation
goes to 0, a particular weak KAM solution is selected when the Hamiltonian is con-
vex in the second variable. Prior conditions on selected limiting solutions had been
found by Gomes in [109]. The result strikes by its generality (little regularity is as-
sumed on the Hamiltonian, no strict convexity) and by the flexibility of its proof. It
was naturally followed by numerous generalizations and adaptations. Among them
let us mention:

e the discrete setting that is presented later in this text [75],
e adaptations to Neumann problems [I],

e non-compact settings [124],

e more abstract duality methods [122], 123],

e second order Hamilton-Jacobi equations [150],

e weakly coupled systems of Hamilton—Jacobi equations [82] using weak KAM
tools from [78] and [119, [120] for more general results,

e convergence from the negative direction [79],

e for more general nonlinear discount approximations [64, 171, 63}, [65],
e for discounted approximations on networks instead of manifolds [157],
e for mean field games [61]

e more recently, with degenerate discounting approximations [177].



Some limitations and counterexamples exist nevertheless when convexity is dropped
[180L T18] and last but not least, let us quote [13] for a more geometric perspective
on the convergence result.

Crossing back to the dynamical systems world, Patrick Bernard used weak KAM
solutions to push Mather’s ideas in [32], 34]. Probably the most definitive works on
Arnol’d diffusion to this day are [35][42]. Those works mix on the one hand dynami-
cal strategies dating back to Arnol’d following chains of normally hyperbolic objects
having transverse intersections of stable and unstable manifolds, and on the other
hand analytical tools about regularity of weak KAM solutions and subsolutions.

In his founding works [133], 134], Mané proved that a generic Hamiltonian (in
a sense he defined), has a unique Mather measure that is hence ergodic for the
Lagrangian flow. He then asked if this measure is generically concentrated on a
hyperbolic periodic orbit. This question is known as Mané’s conjecture. It is still
open but important steps were made by Figalli and Rifford [103] [104] who managed
to bring together methods of optimal control and PDE with the dynamical system
theory of orbit closing lemma. They prove the conjecture in low regularity assuming
the existence of a smooth critical subsolution. Then with Contreras [70] they brought
in Arnaud’s theory of Green bundles [4] to prove that generically, the Aubry set is
hyperbolic if the underlying manifold has dimension 2. The idea is that in this
setting, if the Aubry set is not hyperbolic, then positive and negative Green bundles
coincide and weak KAM solutions gain some extra regularity allowing to use ideas
from the previous works.

Mather had also raised a similar question about obtaining a uniform bound on
the number of ergodic Mather measures when the cohomology varies, for generic
Hamiltonians. This was solved by Bernard and Contreras [41], 37]. More generally,
understanding the shape of the Aubry set is a challenging question that is still to be
understood. Progress on the quotiented Aubry set was obtained by Sorrentino and
Fathi, Figalli, Rifford in [162, 95] and for the actual Aubry set, by Arnaud [10].

Weak KAM, beyond Hamilton—Jacobi equations

It turns out that the philosophy of weak KAM theory and of Aubry—Mather theory
applies to a variety of other areas.

Optimal control theory

Weak KAM theory’s starting point is the fact that solutions to Hamilton—Jacobi
equations of the form (seen in the context of homogenization), on a manifold
M, when the Hamiltonian has some convexity properties, are given by an explicit
formula called Laz—Oleinik semigroup (for e = 1):

0
Ulta) =il aw(r(=0) + | L(5)4(5)ds, 1)

v(0)==

where the infimum is taken amongst all absolutely continuous curves. This formula
(or its variations) is a convolution in the (min,+) semiring and is widely studied in
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Optimal Control theory. In this setting, U is called the value function. Excellent
introductory references on the subject are [60} 23], [68] and we already mentioned how
Fathi and others made groundbreaking progress by importing ideas from Optimal
Control (such as semiconcavity, regularity properties of minimizers...). Contribu-
tions in the other directions are also worth highlighting. Recently for instance, con-
jectures about propagation of singularities of solutions of Hamilton—Jacobi equations
were solved by the use of the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup [56}, [57]. Such results
find amazing consequences in Riemannian geometry when applied to singularities of
distance functions [58].

Contact type and systems of Hamilton—Jacobi equations

Generalizations of weak KAM theory concern more general types of equations. The
first family of generalizations we have in mind is that of contact type equations.
This means that the Hamiltonian function H : T*M x R — R also depends on the
value u(t,z) of the unknown function. The terminology comes from the equations
of characteristics that preserve a contact form (instead of the symplectic form for
classical Hamiltonian equations). In this context, solutions are given by an implicit
Lax—Oleinik semigroup and weak KAM arguments can therefore be used. This was
exploited in many recent works including [168, 170, 59l 179, [64], 169 65].

In a maybe more surprising way, weak KAM ideas also apply to some weakly
coupled systems of Hamilton—Jacobi equations. This is more unexpected as weak
KAM makes strong use of the order structure of R that is less clearly adaptable for
systems where the values taken are in R? for some d > 1. The first evidence of such
a link was present in [54] [55] and further developed in [80, [149] 78], 1611 [113].

Lorentzian geometry and Lyapunov functions

As can be observed already from the definition of the Lax—Oleinik semigroup
weak KAM theory studies minimization problems, objects verifying a family of in-
equalities and minimizers of those inequalities. As a matter of fact, central objects
in weak KAM theory are critical subsolutions. They are functions ug : M — R for
which the associated function U (¢, ) — «(0)t (where U is given by the Lax—Oleinik
semigroup and «(0) is called the critical constant) is non—decreasing in ¢. Such
functions are also characterized by the following two properties:

e wuy is Lipschitz continuous,
e (z,D,up) € H 1 (—00,a(0)] n {z} x TFM for almost every z € M.

When H is convex in the second variable, the sets H~!(—c0, a(0)] n {x} x T M are
convex for all z. Therefore a natural generalization is to replace the Hamiltonian
by a family of convex sets C, € T.* M that verify suitable regularity properties. The
question being to know if solutions exist, one studies differentiable inclusions of the
form

e 1 is Lipschitz continuous,

e D, ue C, for almost every z € M.
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In such settings, objects from Aubry—Mather theory such as the Aubry set appear as
obstructions to finding such functions that verify extra conditions (as smoothness or
replacing C,, by its interior). Moreover, when possible, weak KAM methods make it
possible to construct C'! solutions to such differentiable inclusions. This was noticed
by Fathi and Siconolfi [I0I] who applied this philosophy to Lorentzian geometry,
where the sets C, are cones provided by a section of non positive 2—forms. This line
of research was since developed in [44] [45, [165].

Another fruitful extension of weak KAM ideas concerns Lyapunov functions and
is closer to our subject of discrete weak KAM theory. Indeed, given a continuous
transformation F' of a metric space X, a Lyapunov function is f : X — R that is
non-increasing (or when possible decreasing) on the orbits of F. That is f verifies
the family of inequalities

Vee X, foF(z)< f(x).

Clearly, no function can be decreasing on a periodic orbit. More generally any
reasonable notion of recurrence will provide an obstruction to the existence of strict
Lyapunov functions. Hence being able to construct optimal Lyapunov functions
is an important challenge related to fine dynamical properties. The study of this
problem, importing weak KAM ideas, was done in Pageault’s PhD that led to re-
covering earlier results of Conley, Akin, Auslander... in simpler and more precise
form. Results are to be found in [I55] 97, 98] and were followed by further studies
[48| 47, [49].

Let us also mention links with ergodic optimization and the analogue of Mané’s
conjecture that was recently solved by Contreras [69]. Other works related to weak
KAM theory are [105], [106].

Optimal Transportation

Let us describe the original Monge problem in optimal transportation [I51]. The
goal is to move some material described by a probability measure p on a space X into
a certain configuration described by another probability measure v on a space Y,
by means of a transport map T : X — Y, knowing that the cost to move material
from z € X to y € Y is given by ¢(x,y). The problem is therefore to minimize
§x c(z, T(x)) dpu(x) on maps T : X — Y such that T,p = v. A difficulty is that this
problem might be ill posed. For example, if y is a Dirac mass and v is not, there is
no map 7' such that Ty = v. Moreover, even when such maps T exist, the set of
such maps does not verify good properties that allow to apply classical variational
methods.

Kantorovitch’s tour de force [126] is twofold. He starts by relaxing the Monge
problem in looking for transport plans. Those are probability measures v on X x Y
whose marginals are given by w14y = p and me,y = v. He then wants to minimize
Sy c(x,y) dy(z,y) amongst such plans. The set of plans is always nonempty (as
u®v is one such) and it is closed and convex when X and Y are compact for instance.
Hence existence of an optimal (minimizing) plan can easily be proved under mild
regularity hypotheses on c¢. The second aspect of his contribution is to provide a
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dual equivalent problem. The minimal cost of a transport plan is given by

sup < | et avt) - | w(x)du(x)> |

where the supremum is taken amongst pairs of continuous functions ¢ : ¥ — R and
1 1 X — R such that

V(z,y) e X x Y, o(y) —¥(2) < cz,y).

It will become clear in the next section that the minimizing problem of transport
plans resembles that of minimizing Mather measures in Aubry—Mather theory. The
dual problem of finding optimal Monge—Kantorovitch pairs of functions is transpar-
ently similar to the notion of subsolutions in weak KAM theory, especially when
both spaces X and Y coincide. Finding a transport map 7" amounts to proving that
an optimal plan is concentrated on the graph of a function from X to Y. This is
analogous to Mather’s Graph Theorem stating that Mather measures are concen-
trated on a graph. This deep parallel was drawn and studied by Bernard and Buffoni
[40, 39, [38].

Discrete weak KAM theory, with an economical twist

The main idea of discrete weak KAM Theory is to directly discretize the Lax—Oleinik
semigroup, allowing the time to take integer values only (or integer multiples of a
given fixed value). This simple idea then allows to weaken hypotheses on the phase
space. More precisely, coming back to the definition of the Lax—Oleinik semigroup

for t = 1, setting

1

h — inf L (s))d
woy) = i) LO(s)A(s))ds,

7(0)=z
v(1)=y

the operator can be rewritten U (1, z) = in)f( uo(y)+h1(y, z). To write such a formula,
ye

very little structure is needed. Only an underlying space X that we will assume to
be metric and a function ¢ : X x X — R that will play the role of hy. A first
theoretical study of such an operator was done in [40]. Further analogies and results
coming from classical weak KAM theory were the subject of the author’s PhD thesis
in which he also highlighted some fundamental differences.

Here is an economical interpretation of discrete weak KAM theory. Assume that
X is the (uncountable) metric space whose points are wine stores in France. Let
DRC : X — R be the function that gives the price DRC(z) of a bottle of Domaine
de la Romanée Conti in the store 2l Let now ¢ : X x X — R be the function
where c(z,y) is the price for a 24 hour delivery of a wine bottle from x to y. Then if

2Domaine de la Romanée Conti is maybe the best (as far as comparisons can be made between
ceuvres d’art) and certainly most prestigious wine in the world and it is a dream of the author
to taste wines from this estate in his life. Unfortunately, in this randomly chosen example, the
function DRC' is close to being +00 everywhere but at Vosne Romanée and accessible at x = Vosne
Romanée (but with no available stock).
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Maxime lives at x, the least price he will have to pay to obtain a bottle of Romanée
Conti tomorrow is

T~ DRC(x) = inf DRC(y) + c(y,x).
yeX
In this simple and simplistic model, by iterating the previous operator 7, one
obtains the best price to have a bottle if one is willing to wait a long time. Finally,
studying long optimal trajectories that a bottle will follow before reaching the patient
Maxime will provide important objects of weak KAM theory and Aubry—Mather
theory.

Organisation of the text

The first 3 Chapters are dedicated to presenting discrete weak KAM theory in a
general setting. Each of them ends with a section where related classical weak KAM
results are stated to give the reader an overview of the classical theory without
proofs. We believe that this back and forth between the discrete and the classical
weak KAM theories is original. For well chosen costs, it highlights in a new way
strong similarities and also key differences between the two versions of weak KAM
theory. Discrete weak KAM theory as presented in these Chapters was developed
by the author in [174} [173] (following earlier works as [40)]) in a non compact setting.
Here we present the compact setting that is less technical, therefore easier for a first
encounter with weak KAM theory. Yet all key features and ideas of the classical
theory persist and are better highlighted. Further and more precise results written
hereafter were obtained with coauthors, references being provided in the text. Those
first Chapters should be accessible without any specialized background.

The First Chapter introduces the Lax—Oleinik semigroups (negative and posi-
tive). The discrete weak KAM Theorem is proved and the last part of the Chapter
is dedicated to constructing continuous strict subsolutions, which are a fundamental
tool in the theory. This allows to define the Aubry set. In the last section, a proof
of the weak KAM Theorem using the discrete one is given. Also, it is shown that
for a natural cost function, weak KAM solutions and discrete weak KAM solutions
coincide. The result is new to our knowledge. We also establish that for this cost,
the projected Aubry set is equal to the classical one.

The Second Chapter aims at showing results of a more dynamical nature about
the Aubry set. We introduce Peierls’ barrier and characterize points of the projected
Aubry set with it. Examples of points and chains of the Aubry set are given. Finally
the problem of regularity of subsolutions (or lack thereof) is addressed. In a first
part, in the general setting, we characterize the projected Aubry set as the set where
all subsolutions are continuous. Then by adding structure, we show existence of C'>!
subsolutions, thus obtaining results similar to Bernard’s classical ones. Finally we
provide Graph Theorems and by adding a twist condition (which replaces convexity)
we show how to define a partial dynamics on the Aubry set.

The Third Chapter is dedicated to Mather measures and to the crucial role
they play in proving convergence of the discounted solutions. We start by giving
two definitions of Mather measures and showing that they are equivalent. Then
we prove convergence of solutions to the discounted equations. It is pointed out
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that the limit weak KAM solution for the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup is not
necessarily the conjugate of the limit weak KAM solution for the negative Lax—
Oleinik semigroup. We then study a degenerate discounted problem that is new in
this setting and prove convergence of the solutions.

The Fourth Chapter provides examples in dimension 1. Those examples come
from autonomous Hamiltonians and have the great merit that explicit computations
can be made. We also show that the weak KAM solutions selected by the discounted
approximation procedure may differ in the discrete setting and in the classical one.
Such examples are folklore to experts. However we do not know of any reference
where a detailed analysis is made under the scope of weak KAM theory. We be-
lieve that they are useful to have in mind in order to develop an intuition and test
conejctures.

The Fifth and last Chapter puts back in the context of discrete weak KAM
theory the foundational problem of conservative twist maps of the annulus. We
revisit results of Mather, Aubry, Bangert... from the perspective of weak KAM
solutions. In this unified setting we gather proofs of well known results that are
spread in various references. We hope this will make them more accessible. We also
give a precise description of what those weak KAM solutions look like in this setting
(results of Arnaud and the author). Finally we conclude with statements of results
or Arnaud and the author opening to the world of weakly integrable twist maps.
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Chapter 1

The discrete setting, weak
KAM solutions and subsolutions

The main idea of the discrete setting we focus on is to directly discretize the Lax—
Oleinik semigroup, allowing the time to take integer values only (or integer multiples
of a given fixed value). This simple idea then allows to weaken the assumptions on
the phase space. Most results and proofs of this Chapter are extracted as a particular
compact case of [174].

1.1 Discrete setting and the Lax—Oleinik semigroup

We focus our attention on the case where (X, d) is a compact metric space. The
analogue of the Lagrangian function is a cost function ¢ : X x X — R which is
assumed to be continuous. One can then define the Lax—Oleinik semigroup acting
on the set of bounded functions B(X,R):

Definition 1.1.1. The Lax—Oleinik semigroup 7~ : B(X,R) — B(X,R) associates
to f: X — R the function

T fraeX T f(z)= ;g)f(f(y) + c(y, @).

Remark 1.1.2. The Lax—Oleinik semigroup is a convolution with kernel ¢ in the
(min, +) semiring. The inf plays the role of integration and the + plays the role of
multiplication in a classical convolution.

In particular, if the set X is finite, the Lax—Oleinik semigroup reduces to a
product (in the (min, +) semiring) with the matrix whose entries are given by c.

If f is a continuous function, then the infimum in the definition of 7~ f(x) is a
minimum by compactness of X.

We define the sup—norm || |« on the space B(X,R) by setting | f|o = sup|f(z)]
rzeX

for f € B(X,R). The normed vector space (B(X,R), |- [x) is a Banach space.
We start by listing first basic properties of T~:

Proposition 1.1.3.
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(i) The image of T~ consists of equicontinuous functions with uniformly bounded
amplitude.

(ii) The Lax—Oleinik semigroup commutes with addition of constant functions: if
keR and f is a function, T—(f + k) = (T f) + k.

(iii) The Lax—Oleinik semigroup is order preserving: if f < g then T~ f <T g
(iv) The Laz—Oleinik semigroup is 1-Lipschitz for the sup—norm || - |«

Proof. Let us consider a modulus of uniform continuity w for ¢ (X being compact).
This is a non-decreasing function w : [0,+00) — [0, +00) that is continuous at 0,
with w(0) = 0, such that

V(z,y,2',y) € X4, le(z,y) — c(2’,y))] < w(d(m,a:’) + d(y, y’)).

Without loss of generality, by triangular inequality we may assume that w is bounded
and that ||w]e < 2|c/e. Let f: X — R be a bounded function and ¢ > 0. Let
(x,2') € X2. By definition of the Lax—Oleinik semigroup, there exists a y. such that
T f(2") = f(ye) + c(ye, 2") — e. Tt follows that

T f(z) — Tﬁf(l’,) < fye) + e(ye, z) — f(ye

) =
Letting ¢ — 0 yields that 7~ f(z) — T~ f(2/) < w(d(z,2)). As z and 2 play
symmetrical roles we find that |7~ f(x ) T~ f(2')| < w(d(z,2’)). Thisis (i) as z, 2’
are arbitrary.

Points (i7) and (i7i) are obvious from the definition of T~ and automatically
imply (iv). Indeed, if f and g are bounded functions, as f — |[f — gl < g <
f+1f = gleo we obtain

c(Ye, ') + & S w(d(z,2)) +e.

—Nf =gl <T7g<T"f+|f = gl
which means that [T~ f — T ¢|o < |f — 9]oo- O

Remark 1.1.4. The Lax—Oleinik semigroup can actually be defined on arbitrary
functions f : X — R (not necessarily bounded) with the only modification that 7~ f
can take the value —oo. However, it can be easily checked that, as ¢ is bounded,
this may only happen if f is unbounded from below. In this case, T~ f is identically
—o0. Otherwise, the conclusions of the previous proposition still hold, with
the same proofs.

Now that those properties have been established, let us move on to the weak
KAM theorem.

1.2 The weak KAM Theorem and critical subsolutions

In this section, we will introduce and construct some of the most important objects
of weak KAM theory. The first ones are of course weak KAM solutions and are
given by the following theorem:

!By amplitude of a function f: X — R we mean sup f — inf f.
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Theorem 1.2.1 (weak KAM). There exists a unique constant c[0] € R for which
the equation uw = T~ u + c[0] admits solutions v : X — R.

Remark 1.2.2. Such functions are then called weak KAM solutions. The constant
c[0] is called the critical value.

It is immediate from Proposition [[.1.3] and Remark [I.1.4] that weak KAM solu-
tions are automatically continuous.

We will give two proofs of the existence part of the weak KAM Theorem. The first
one is similar to the original proof of Fathi ([89)[93]). The second one is reminiscent
of the work of Lions, Papanicolaou and Varadhan ([132]) on homogenization, that
actually appeared prior to the work of Fathi.

The uniqueness of the constant ¢[0] will be established in a second step.

First Proof. Let us introduce & = B(X,R)/R1 the quotient of bounded functions
by constant functions. The set £ is clearly a vector space. If f is a bounded
function, we will denote by f its projection in £. There is an induced norm on &: if
f: X — R is a continuous function, denoting f € & its class in the quotient, we set
[flo = min{||f+k|x, ke R}. AsT~ commutes with addition of constant functions,
it induces an operator 7 on & defined by 7 f = T~ f which is independent of the the
representative f in the equivalence class f. This new operator is also continuous.
Indeed, if f,g are two bounded functions, then for some suitably chosen constant
keR,

ITf=Tglo <IT7f =T g +kloo < If =g +kloo = |f = glo-

Moreover, it follows from the fact that T~ has values in equicontinuous functions
with uniformly bounded amplitude (see proposition and from the Arzela—
Ascoli theorem ([83, Theorem 6.4 page 267]) that 7 (€) is relatively compact. We
can therefore apply the Schauder—Tychonoff Theorem ([83 Theorems 2.2 and 3.2
pages 414-415]) which asserts that 7 has a fixed point. This exactly means that there
exists a bounded function u : X — R and a constant C' such that u =T-"u+C. O

The use of the Schauder—Tychonoff Theorem at the end of this first proof, though
natural, is not really necessary. Indeed, fixed points of 1-Lipschitz maps can be
obtained by much simpler arguments, usually by perturbing the map, making it
contracting and then passing to the limit. This is the spirit of the second proof in
which we use an approximation called discounted procedure:

Second Proof. Let A € (0,1) and let us introduce the discounted operator T which
acts on bounded functions as follows:

Vfe B(X,R), Vxe X, T, f(z)= ;g)f()\f(y) +c(y,x) =T (Af)(x).

Of course, the last formulation, together with the 1-Lipschitz nature of T~ imply
that 7', is now A-Lipschitz. Hence, by the Banach fixed point theorem ([83, Theo-
rem 7.2 page 305]), as B(X,R) is a Banach space, T, admits a unique fixed point
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uy) which then verifies T u) = uy. By Proposition the (uy) Ae(0,1) are equicon-
tinuous with uniformly bounded amplitude, as they all belong to the image of T~.
Moreover

vreX ' <(1-A < )
red (y,zI;él)?xXc(y’Z) ( Jux(z) Eé%?(c(z z)

To prove the left inequality, fix A and take x; such that uy(z1) is minimal. One then
has for some y € X,

ux(z1) = Aup(y) + c(y, 1) = Aup(z1) + c(y, x1).

The right inequality follows from the fact that by definition of T} we obviously have
ux(z) = Ty ux(z) < Aup(x) + c(z, x).

Let us fix a point zg € X and define uy = uy — uy(xp) for all A € (0,1). The
previous remarks show that we can find a sequence \,, — 1 such that (1—\,)uy, (zo)
converges to a constant C' and (), )peny uniformly converges to a function u, as
n — +00. Note that in fact, as the functions uy have bounded amplitude, one has
(1 = Ap)uy, — C uniformly. It now follows that

Vee X, uy,(x)=uy,(z)—u,(xo)
=T~ (Anun,)(x) = ux, (x0)
= Ti()\nﬂ)\n)(ft) + ()\n — 1)U)\n (.750)

Letting n — +00, by continuity of 7, we conclude that v =T"u — C. 0

It remains to prove the uniqueness of the critical constant ¢[0]. This is a direct
consequence of the following proposition:

Proposition 1.2.3. Assume that u = T u+ c[0] for some function u and constant
c[0], then
T*'ﬂ
. - _C[O]’

n n—+aoo

Vv e B(X,R),

where T~ =T~ o--- 0T~ denotes the n-th iterate of the Laz—Oleinik semigroup,
and the convergence is uniform.

Proof. This result is a direct consequence of the non expansive character of the Lax—
Oleinik semigroup. Indeed, by induction, one obtains that for all integers n > 0,
u = T7"u + nc[0]. Hence, if v € B(X,R), then

|T™"u =T "]l = = nc[0] =T "] < JJu— e
The result follows immediately as ||[nc[0] + T "0l < ||t — v]oo + |u]oo- O
Remark 1.2.4.

(i) In the previous Proposition, one derives that for all v € B(X,R) the sequence
(T~ 4 nc|0])nen is uniformly bounded.
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(ii) It follows from the uniqueness of ¢[0] that in the second proof of the weak
KAM Theorem ([1.2.1]), the whole family (1 — A)u, uniformly converges to c[0]
as A — 1.

(iii) If u: X — R is a weak KAM solution, it satisfies the following fundamental
inequalities:

V(z,y) e X x X, u(y) —u(@) < c(z,y) + c[0].

This last Remark motivates the following definition:

Definition 1.2.5. Given C € R, a function v : X — R will be termed C—subsolution
if
V(.ZE,y)EX XX7 v(y)—v(:r) <C($7y)+cv

or equivalently, if v < T v + C.

We will call ¢[0]-subsolutions critical subsolutions, or just subsolutions when
no confusion is possible. We will denote by S¢ the set of C—subsolutions, and by
S = S[o] the set of critical subsolutions.

Here are some first properties of subsolutions:
Proposition 1.2.6. Given C € R, the following hold:
(i) Any C-subsolution is bounded.

(i) The set Sc of C—subsolutions is closed (with respect to pointwise convergence),
convez and stable by the Laz—Oleinik semigroup: T~ (S¢) < Sc-.

Proof. The first point comes from the fact that if u € S¢ and zy € X, for all y € X,
u(zo) — c(y,z0) — C' < u(y) < u(@o) + c(zo,y) + C,

hence |u|o < |u(zo)| + |lc + Cloo-

The fact that S¢ is closed and convex is immediate from the definition. Only
stability deserves an explanation. It follows from the fact that u € S¢ if and only if
u < T u + C as can be checked by applying the definitions. Consequently, by the
properties of the Lax—Oleinik semigroup (|1.1.3)), if u < T~ u + C then

T"u<T (T"u+C)=T (T u) +C,
which means T~ u € S¢. ]
We conclude this section by one last characterization of the critical constant ¢[0]:
Proposition 1.2.7. The following holds: c[0] = min{C € R, S¢ # &}.

Proof. As follows from the weak KAM Theorem, S,[g] # &, so we just have to prove
that if for some constant C, S¢ # &, then C' > ¢[0]. Let then u € S¢ for some
C € R. As in the last proof, we get by induction that for all positive integer n,
u < T7"u 4+ nC. Therefore, dividing by n, we infer that u/n — C < T "u/n. But
the right hand side converges to —c[0] by Proposition [[.2.3] Hence passing to the
limit we conclude that —C' < —¢[0]. O
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We illustrate once more our model with a random liquid example as in the
introductory section page Here again, X is the space of wine stores in France
and ¢ : X x X — R provides the cost ¢(z,y) of bringing a bottle of wine from x to y
in a day. Let P: X — R denote the price P(x) of a bottle of Petruﬂ at a location
x. Let n € N, then if the author is at z € X, the best price he will pay to have a
bottle of Petrus in n days is T~"P(x). Proposition then states that whatever
the initial price P, for n — +o0 the amount T~"P(z) grows like —nc[0]. In this
particular example, given the order of magnitude of P, the time n would have to be
very very large to compensate the initial price.

1.3 The positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup

In this section, we introduce the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup and state its main
properties. As they are analogous to the properties of the (negative) Lax—Oleinik
semigroup, the proofs are omitted and left to the reader.

Definition 1.3.1. The positive Lax-Oleinik semigroup 7% : B(X,R) — B(X,R)
maps to f: X — R the function

T f:xve X T f(z) = su};()f(y) —c(z,y).
ye

Remark 1.3.2. From the definition, one checks that T" f = — (T}, (- f)) where T
is the cost defined by é(x,y) = ¢(y,x). Hence the fact that T~ and T share very
similar properties is not surprising.

Proposition 1.3.3.

(i) The image of Tt consists of equicontinuous functions with uniformly bounded
amplitude.

(i) The positive Laz—Oleinik semigroup, T™, commutes with addition of constant
functions.

(iii) The positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup is order preserving:
if f<gthenTYf <TTg.
(iv) The positive Laxz—Oleinik semigroup is 1-Lipschitz for the sup—norm | - |-
The positive semigroup also fulfills a weak KAM Theorem:

Theorem 1.3.4 (positive weak KAM). The critical constant c[0] is the unique real
value ¢ € R for which the equation v = TTu — ¢ admits solutions u : X — R.
Moreover the constant c[0] has the following caracterization:

T
n n:oc [0,

Vv e B(X,R),

where Tt = TT o ... o T denotes the n-th iterate of the positive Laz—Oleinik
semigroup, and the convergence is uniform.

2Petrus is a renowned and quite inaccessible wine from the Bordeaux region in France. More
precisely it is the leading estate of the appellation Pomerol. The royalties earned by a lifetimes’work
of the author would probably allow him to buy a quarter of a bottle of Petrus.
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Remark 1.3.5. Such functions are then called positive weak KAM solutions.
It is immediate from Proposition that positive weak KAM solutions are
always continuous.

In the positive weak KAM theorem, the fact that the critical constant for T is
the same as that of T, that is ¢[0], deserves some explanation. It is checked that
u: X — R is a C—subsolution, for some C € R if and only if u > T+u — C. Hence,
as for the Lax—Oleinik semigroup, one has that 77 (S¢) < Se.

Now, the fact that both critical constants coincide follows from Proposition [1.2.
which characterizes the critical constant only making use of the notion of subsolu-
tion, and not of either the positive, nor negative Lax—Oleinik semigroup. However,
its proof can be done equivalently using the negative or the positive Lax—Oleinik
semigroup.

We end this section with a curiosity on the composition of positive and negative
Lax—Oleinik semigroups:

Proposition 1.3.6. Let u € B(X,R), then Tt oT " u<w and T~ o THu > w.

Proof. Let us establish the first inequality. If z € X then

TT oT u(z) =supT u(y) — c(x,y) = sup inf u(z) + c(2,y) — c(z,y) < u(z),
yeX yeX z€X

where the last inequality is obtained by taking z = z. O

1.4 Strict subsolutions, Aubry sets

In this section, we will focus our study on critical subsolutions, hence the adjective
may be omitted from time to time, but is always implicit. Recall that the set S
is the set of critical subsolutions. The goal will be to construct a special kind of
subsolutions which are in some sense better than the others:

Theorem 1.4.1. There exists a subsolution ug € S n C°(X,R) such that, if the
equality uo(y) — uo(x) = c(x,y) + ¢[0] holds for some (x,y) € X x X, then

Vues, u(y)—u(z)=-c(z,y)+ c[0]. (1.1)

A subsolution verifying this last property will be termed strict. The proof
of this Theorem will occupy the rest of this section. It will be divided in two main
parts. In a first one, we will construct the function ug and prove that it verifies
for all other continuous subsolutions.

Then a digression is devoted to studying the structure of the set where the
equality uo(y) — uo(z) = c¢(x,y) + ¢[0] takes place. This is the Aubry set, a central
object in weak KAM theory, and unsurprisingly in Aubry—Mather theory.

This being achieved, the proof of the Theorem ends rather easily.

Beginning of the Proof. The set (X, d) being metric and compact, the Banach space
(C°(X,R),| - |o) is itself separable. Therefore, S n C°(X,R) being a subset of
a separable space is also separable. Let (v,)nen be a dense (with respect to the

22



topology of uniform convergence) sequence in S n CY(X,R). Now, let us define
ug = Y, anvy where forn > 0, we set a, = min(27",27"/|v,/|n) and ag = 1— > ap.

n=0 n>0
The function ug is defined by a series of continuous functions that converges
for the | - |o—norm, hence it is continuous. It is an infinite convex combination

of critical subsolutions, therefore, by Proposition it is a subsolution. We will
prove it verifies the property we seek for.

Let us consider now (z,y) € X x X such that ug(y) — uo(z) = ¢(x,y) + ¢[0]. By
definition of subsolutions, we know that v, (y) — v, (z) < ¢(z,y) + ¢[0], for all n > 0.
Multiplying each of these inequalities by a, and summing, we get

+

o0]

Too
uo(y) —uo(x) = ), an(vn(y) — vn(a Z +¢[0]) = e(x, y) + c[0],

0

3
Il

which is in fact an equality. Hence all the middle inequalities must be equalities,
and the a,, being all positive, we conclude that v, (y) — v, (z) = ¢(x,y) + ¢[0] for all
integer n. The sequence (v, )nen being dense in S N C?( X, R) we conclude eventually
that

Yue SACO(X,R), [uo(y)—uo(x) — c(:z,y)—FC[O]] — [u(y)—u(w) = ¢(z, y)+c[0]].
0

The rest of the proof will consist in extending this property to non continuous
subsolutions.
Let us start by defining some useful sets:

Definition 1.4.2 (Aubry sets). Let u € S be a critical subsolution.

e The non-strict set of u is

NS, ={(z,y) e X x X, u(y) —u(z) = c(x,y) + c[0]}.

e The Aubry set of u is

A, = {(xn)nez e X%, ¥n<p, u(ry)— Z o(zg, Th41) +(n —P)C[O]}-

e The Aubry set is A= .,Zuo c X7 where ug is the peculiar subsolution previ-
ously constructed.

e The 2-Aubry iSA\ZNSuO c X x X.

e Finally, the projected Aubry set is A = m (/T) c X where m : X x X — X is
the projection on the first factor: (z,y) — x

Remark 1.4.3.
(1) The beginning of the proof of Theorem may be summed up in the equality
A= N NS,.

ueSNCO(X,R)
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(ii) If s : X% — X7 is the shift operator: (l’n)gez — (an)neZ then the sets
introduced above are invariant by this shift: A, = s(A4,) and A = s(A).

(iii) If v € S and (2p)nez € X7 then one has for all k € Z, u(zpy1) — u(zy) <
c(xg, Tx+1) + ¢[0]. Summing these inequalities, one gets

p—1
Vn <p, u(zy) —u(z,) < Z (g, xp+1) + (n— p)c[0].
k=n
Therefore if the previous inequality turns out to be an equality, it implies that
U(Tp1) — u(wg) = (T, Tpt1) + [0] for n <k < p.

(iv) Note that by taking n = 0 and p = 1 in the definition of A, we find that
m01(Au) © NS, where mo1 @ X2 — X x X is the projection: (x,)nez —
(zo,x1).

Now let us study these Aubry sets. We start by basic topological properties:
Proposition 1.4.4. The 2—Aubry set A is closed and non—empty.

Proof. Being closed comes from the identity A = F~1{0} where F(z,y) = uo(y) —
uo(z) — c(z,y) — ¢[0] is continuous.

Being non-empty is a consequence of the minimality of ¢[0] (Proposition [1.2.7).
Indeed, as ug is a subsolution, the function F' is non—positive. By compactness and
continuity, if A=F ~1{0} were empty, there would be a small ¢ > 0 such that
uo(y) — up(x) < c(z,y) + c[0] — ¢, for all (z,y) € X x X. But this means that
up € Sc[o]—e # @ which contradicts Proposition O

The next proposition states that elements of the 2—Aubry set come in families,
meaning that the Aubry set is not empty:

Proposition 1.4.5. Let (z,y) € A, then there exists a sequence (2y)nez € A such
that (x,y) = mo1 ((xn)nez). In particular, the Aubry set is itself closed (for the

product topology), not empty, and A= 7T071(.%T).

The proof will make use of the following two lemmas. The first one’s proof is a
direct application of the definitions and is omitted:

Lemma 1.4.6. Let n be a positive integer and f € B(X,R), then

—1

Vo e X? Tinf(‘r) = inf f(x—n) + Z C($k,xk+1),
T—p, -, TO=T ke—n
VoeX, T'f(zx)= sup Z c(Th, Tps1)-
LT=T0," Tn

Lemma 1.4.7. Let uw € S be a continuous subsolution and (x,y) € A. We have
T "u(z) = u(x) — nc[0] and T u(y) = u(y) + nc[0] for all positive integer n.
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Proof. As T~ "u and T are continuous subsolutions and (z,y) € ./Zl\, we now know
that T"u(y) — T "u(x) = T "u(y) — TT"u(z) = c(x,y) + c[0]. It implies readily
that

T~ u(y) + c[0] = T~ u(y) = T~ "u(z) + c(x,y) + c[0] = T~ u(y) + c[0],

the first inequality coming from the fact that T~"u € S the second from the definition
of T~. Hence all inequalities turn out to equalities and the sequence (T "u(y) +
ne[0])nen is constant.
The same holds for T7"u(x) + nc[0] = T~"u(y) + nc[0] — ¢(x, y) — ¢[0].
The proof of the rest of the lemma is established similarly.
O

Proof of Proposition[I1.4.5 The sequences (z,,) for n < 0 and n > 0 are constructed
separately. The first half will come from the negative Lax—Oleinik semigroup, the
second one, from the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup.

As ug and ¢ are continuous and X is compact, any supremum (resp. infimum)
involving them is actually a maximum (resp. minimum). Therefore, for each positive

n, there exist chains z -+, x5 = z,27 = y,-- -z}, such that

—1 n

T "ug(x) = uo(a™,) + Y, clap,afy) 5 T uo(y) = uo(ahy) Z c(af, Trs1)-

k=—n k=1

By a diagonal argument, let (N,),>0 be an extracted sequence such that for
all k¥ > 0 the sequences (l';cvn>n>k and (a:]_vz)nzk converge. We will denote by xy
and z_j the respective limits. Obviously, xg = = and z; = y. By definition of the
Lax—Oleinik semigroup and Lemma forall k <n

-1
uo(x) = uo(xfcv") + Z c(zn x H—l) + kc[0] ;

Letting n — 400, we obtain that

—1 k
uo(z) = uo(zk)+ Z c(xi, xip1)+ke[0] 5 wo(y) = wo(zk+1) Z c(xi, ip1)—ke[0].
P— i=1
Asin Remark-, 3| this implies that for all n € Z, ug(xp+1) —uo(zn) = c(zn, Tn+1)+
c[0] (the case n < 0 is given by the left equalities and n > 0 by the rlght equalities

above, n = 0 is because (z,y) € A) Now, again as in Remark |1.4.3] by summing
those equalities, one obtains that

Vn <p, uo(zp) — uo(zn) Z c(@k, Tps1) + (0 — p)c[0].

This exactly means that (zy)nez € A. O

25



Remark 1.4.8. Let (xp)nez € A and u be a subsolution. As for all n € Z,
(T, Tn+1) € A, summing equalities u(zp4+1) — u(zy) = ¢(Tpn, Tnt1) + ¢[0], one finds

that
p—1

Vn <p, u(zy) —u(z,) = Z c(z, xr41) + (n — p)c[0].
k=n
In other terms, Ac Avu

As the Aubry set is invariant by the shift, we get the immediate:

Corollary 1.4.9. The projected Aubry set can be obtained by either projection,
A =11 (A) = m2(A), where my is the projection on the second factor.

Let us now complete the proof of the Theorem:

End of the Proof of Theorem[1.{.1 Let u € S be any subsolution. Let (z,y) € A
and let (z,,)nez € A such that Wo,l((fﬁn)nez) = (z,y). We have the following chain
of inequalities, for all integer n € Z:

T u(xns1) < w(xn) + c(@n, Tni1) < T u(xy) + c(@n, Tny1) +¢[0] = T u(zn+1),

THu(zp_1) = u(zy) — c(Tp-1,2n) = THu(zy) — c(Tp_1,2s) — c[0] = THu(zp—1).

In each line, the first inequality is by definition of the Lax—Oleinik semigroups, the
second holds because u € S and the last equality comes from the fact that, both
T~ u and T u being continuous subsolutions, the first part of the proof of Theorem

applies.

Hence all inequalities are equalities, and taking n = 0,1 it follows both equalities
u(z) = T u(z) + ¢[0] and u(y) = T~ u(y) + ¢[0] and eventually that

u(y) —u(z) = T uly) = T u(z) = c(z,y) + ¢[0].
This ends the proof. ]
Let us conclude by a corollary of this proof:
Corollary 1.4.10. Let x € X. The following assertions are equivalent:
(i) x € A,
(i) Yue S, u(x)=T"u(z)+ 0],
(iii) Yu e S, wu(z) =T u(z) — [0],

(iv) for any ue S and n > 0, u(z) = T "u(z) + nc[0] = T "u(z) — nc[0].
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1.5 Relations to the classical theory

1.5.1 Classical setting and Lax-Oleinik semigroup

Classical weak KAM theory takes place originally in a smooth, connected and com-
pact manifold M. We will denote by T'M the tangent bundle of M and denote
points in this set by (z,v) € TM, where x € M and v € T, M is a vector tangent to
M at x. Similarly, T* M is the cotangent bundle of M, and a point of this cotangent
bundle will be written (x,p) € T*M, where x € M and p € T;*M is a linear form on
T, M. For convenience, we will equip 7'M with a Riemannian metric and denote by
(z,v) — |v|, the associated norm. As M is compact, all Riemannian metrics are
equivalent and all results are independent of this choice. The induced distance on M
will be denoted by d(-, )E| One considers a Tonelli Hamiltonian, that is a function
H : T*M — R defined on the cotangent bundle of M verifying the following set of
conditions:

o His C?,

e H is strictly convex in the momentum variable, meaning that for any (z,p) €
T*M the Hessian 0,,H (x,p) is positive definite.

e H is superlinear, meaning that

vreM, lim &P
Iple—+0  [P]e

= +00.
Note that in the superlinearity condition the limit is automatically uniform in =z,
thanks to the convexity of H and to the compactness of M. Moreover, this condition
depends at first sight on the choice of the Riemannian metric on 7'M, the norm of
p € T;* M being the operator norm of p and denoted again [|p|, to simplify notations.
However, M being compact, any two Riemannian metrics are equivalent, hence the
notion of superlinearity becomes independent of the initial choice.

Given this Hamiltonian, one studies two equations called Hamilton—Jacobi equa-
tions. The evolutionary Hamilton—Jacobi equation is:

(EHJ)

owu + H(x,0pu) =0,
u(0, ) = up.

Above, the unknown function is u(t,x) : [0,400) x M — R and up : M — Ris a
given continuous function called initial condition.
The stationary Hamilton—Jacobi equation is

H(z,Dyu) = a, (SHJ)

where the unknown is u : M — R and a € R is a given constant.

3 A simple example to keep in mind is that of the flat torus M = T™ = R™/Z™. In this case, both
TM and T*M are isomorphic to T” x R™. As a Riemannian metric, one may use the canonical
Euclidian scalar product on R" to define a metric both on TT" and on T*T".
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Strong (C!) solutions to those equations rarely exist. For instance, if ug is
smooth, one can solve the evolutionary equation by using the method of character-
istics. However, shocks appear almost systematically in finite time and the solution
ceases to be smooth (results about this can be found in [93] R1]). Therefore a notion
of weak solutions is required and the one we retain is that of viscosity solution. We
provide it for the evolutionary equation even though it is not explicitly needed. It
is left to the reader to infer the analogous definition for the stationary equation. A
good introduction to the subject is [24]:

Definition 1.5.1.

e A continuous function u : [0, +00) x M — R is a viscosity subsolution to (EH.J)
if it verifies the initial condition and if for any C* function ¢ : (0, +00) x M —
R, if u — ¢ has a local maximum at (tg, o) then

Oro(to, z0) + H (z0, 0z ¢(to, z0)) < 0.

e A continuous function w : [0,400) x M — R is a viscosity supersolution to
(ETLJ)) if it verifies the initial condition and if for any C! function ¢ : (0, +00) x
M — R, if u — ¢ has a local minimum at (¢g, xg) then

at¢(t07 1’0) + H(I’O, awgb(t()) ZL’O)) = 0.

e A continuous function u : [0,4+0) x M — R is a viscosity solution to (EHJ) if
it is both a subsolution and a supersolution.

In the rest of the exposition, unless otherwise specified, any solution, subsolution
or supersolution will be implicitly understood in the viscosity sense and the adjective
will be omitted.

This notion is particularly adapted to our problem for several reasons. The
first one is that it is reasonable in the sense that if a solution wu is differentiable at
(to,z0) € (0,400) x M then it solves the Hamilton—Jacobi equation at that point:

oru(to, xo) + H(l’o, 59516(75073?0)) =0.

As it can be proved that in our setting, solutions are locally Lipschitz, viscosity
solutions turn out to be almost everywhere solutions. However, beware that the
converse is not true. The following theorem makes viscosity solutions particularly
handy (see [24], 81]):

Theorem 1.5.2. Given a continuous function ug : M — R, there exists a unique

solution to (EHJ)). This solution will be denoted (z,t) — S~ (t)(up)(x).

For any fixed ¢ > 0, the operator S~(t) is acting on C°(M,R). Due to the
uniqueness of solutions and to the fact that H is autonomous, S~ is a semigroup,
meaning that S™(t + s) = S7(t) o S™(s). It turns out it enjoys properties very
similar to the discrete Lax—Oleinik semigroup 7T :

Proposition 1.5.3.
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1. For anyt > 0, there exists K > 0 such that the set S (t)(C"(M,R)) contains
only K—Lipschitz functions.

2. For any t > 0, S™(t) commutes with addition of constants: S™(t)(f + k) =
S=()(f) + k, for all f e C°(M,R) and k € R.

3. For any t > 0, S™(t) is order preserving: if f < g then S™(t)f < S~ (t)g.

4. For any t >0, S™(t) is 1-Lipschitz for the sup—norm.

At this stage, the similarities between discrete weak KAM theory and the Hamilton—

Jacobi equations are not clear. It comes from an explicit control-theoretic represen-
tation formula of the operators S™(t). Let us define the Lagrangian as the convex
dual of the Hamiltonian:

Definition 1.5.4. The Lagrangian L : TM — R is defined by

V(z,v) e TM, L(z,v)= sup p(v)— H(x,p).
peTEM

In this definition, the supremum is actually a maximum. The Lagrangian L is
termed Tonelli Lagrangian as it enjoys the same properties as H:

o Lis C?,

e L is strictly convex in the speed variable, meaning that for any (z,v) € TM
the Hessian 0,,L(z,v) is positive definite.

e [ is superlinear, meaning that

Ve e M, lim Mz—i—oo.

[ole—+o0  [|V]z

Through the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian functions we can go from T'M to T* M
thanks to the Fenchel transform £ defined by

V(z,v) e TM, L(z,v)=(z,d,L(z,v))eT*M. (1.2)

This transformation is a C' diffeomorphism under the Tonelli assumptions and its
inverse is given by

V(z,p) e T*M, E_l(a:,p) = (w,apH(x,p)) e TM.
Moreover, H and L are also related by the formulas
H(z,0,L(z,v)) = 0yL(z,v)(v)—L(z,v) ; L(z,0pH (z,p)) = p(0pH (x,p))—H(z,p).

Theorem 1.5.5. Let u : M — R be any continuous function. For any t > 0 and
x € M the following holds:

0
S™(u@) =it ala(=0) + [ L) 4(5)ds (1.3)
0

v(0)==
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In this formula, called the Laz—Oleinik formula, the infimum is taken amongst
absolutely continuous curves. Tonelli theory asserts that the infimum is a mini-
mum and any such minimum turns out to be C? and to verify the Euler-Lagrange

d . . . .
equation: aﬁvL(% ) = 0z L(7,%) (see [68]). This equation defines a complete flow

on T'M denoted by ¢r. It is called the Fuler—Lagrange flow. Its conjugate by the
Fenchel transform ¢y = Loy oL~ is a flow on T*M called Hamiltonian flow. Its
trajectories solve Hamilton’s equations:

{o‘c = 0,H(,p),

p=—0,H(z,p). (14

The infimum in ([1.3]) can be split in two by first choosing a starting point y for
the curves and then minimizing between y and x. More precisely, if we define the

action functional
0
V(t,y,x) € [0,400) x M x M, h(y,z) = inf L(’y(s),"y(s))ds, (1.5)
v:[—t,0]->M J_¢
7(0)=z
y(=t)=y

then the formula for solutions of (EHJ|) becomes

S™(Du(e) = inf u(y) + bi(y,).

which is exactly the discrete Lax—Oleinik semigroup with cost funtion ¢ = h;.

1.5.2 The weak KAM Theorem and critical subsolutions

Another important fact follows from the simple remark that a function v : M — R
is solution to the stationary Hamilton—Jacobi equation with constant « if and
only if the function U(t,x) = u(r) — ot is solution to the evolutionary equation
(EHJ)) with initial condition uy = u. Hence any such solution is characterized by
the property

V(t,z) € (0,+0) x M, wu(z)= ing

= in]\f4u y) + he(y, z) + ta.

Note also that such solutions verify in particular that

0
VE>0, Vy:[—t,0] > M, u(v(0)) —u(y(-t)) < Jt [L(fy(s),"y(s)) —i—a]ds. (1.6)

In fact, verifying the above family of inequalities characterizes u to be a subsolution

of (SHJ).

With these facts in mind, it should not come as a surprise that the original weak
KAM Theorem of Fathi ([89]) is similar to the discrete weak KAM Theorem we
stated:
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Theorem 1.5.6. There exists a unique constant «(0) € R for which the stationary
equation (EHJ|) admits a solution with right hand side equal to o = a(O)H

Proof. For fun’s sake, we provide yet another proof of this Theorem. We deduce it
from the discrete weak KAM theorem, although it is highly unnatural.

Uniqueness of «(0) follows from the uniqueness of the critical constant in the
discrete weak KAM theorem [[.2.1] as a classical weak KAM solution is also a discrete
weak KAM solution for the cost h; and same critical constant.

The first (and central) part of the proof is to establish that for ¢t > 0 fixed, h; is
Lipschitz continuous (hence continuous). Note that the second point of Proposition
m also follows from that assertion. We omit this technical (and central) aspect
and refer to [93].

We now apply the discrete weak KAM theorem which states that for all
n € N, there exists a unique constant ¢, and a function u, : M — R such that
up = S7(27")uy + ¢,. By using the semigroup property. One obtains that

2nun + 2%, = ST (Duy, + 2"cy.

u, = (S7(27M))

It follows by the uniqueness of cg that for all n > 0, ¢, = 27"¢g. The same argument
yields that

Vn =0, Vte 27"N, wu, =95 (t)uy, + teo. (1.7)

Up to adding constants to the functions u, we may assume they all vanish at some
point of M which does not change their property of being weak KAM solutions for
S7(27™). Moreover, as all the u,,n € N are in the image of S™(1) they form an
equi—Lipschitz family of functions. Hence by the Arzela—Ascoli theorem, we may
find an extracted sequence k,, such that (u, )nen converges uniformly to a function
v. By continuity of v — ST (t)u we may pass to the limit (as m — +00) in the
equalities
Vm =n, Vte 27N, wy,, =S (t)uy,, + tco,

to obtain that v = S™(t)v + tey for any diadic number ¢. As diadic numbers are
dense in [0, +0) the theorem follows again by continuity of ¢t — S~ (¢)v. O

We have used at the end of the proof the following result, of which we give a
quick proof for completeness:

Lemma 1.5.7. Let v : M — R be a continuous function, then the function t —
ST (t)u is uniformly continuous.

Proof. Using the semigroup property and non—expansiveness, one obtains that for
all 0 < s <t, [|S™(t)u— S~ (s)u|w < [S™(t — s)u — ul|on. Therefore, it is enough to
prove continuity at 0. Moreover, again using the non—expansive character, one sees
by an approximation argument that it is enough to prove the result for u being a
Lipschitz function.

“The notation a(0) is borrowed from Mather’s o function. It is a function acting on the first
cohomology group of M. Given a closed 1-form ¢, one can perturb the stationary equation by
H(z, c(x)+ Dyu) = o and prove a weak KAM theorem for this equation. The critical constant found
depends only on the cohomology class [¢] and is a([c]). Discrete analogues of this are discussed in
[173].
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Assume therefore that w is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant K > 0.
As L is superlinear, there is a constant C' > 0 such that

V(z,v) e TM, L(z,v)=K|v|,—C.

It follows that for any absolutely continuous ~y : [—¢,0] — M,

0 0
ft L(v(s),%(s))ds = Jt K|[9(s)]4(s)ds = tC = Kd(v(0),7(t)) — ¢C.

It follows that if v(0) = z, recalling that u is K—Lipschitz,

0
Jt [L(v(s),"y(s)) + a]ds +u(y(—t) —u(z) =
> Kd(v(0),7(t)) —tC — Kd(v(0),7(t))

and taking an infimum on all curves, S~ (t)u(z) — u(z) = —tC.
Finally, comparing with a constant curve in the definition of the Lax—Oleinik
semigroup one finds that

0
ST (tu(z) < u(x) + J_tL(x, 0)ds < u(zx) + tgréa}@[( L(y,0).

Those two inequalities prove the lemma. O

One may wonder if there is a relationship between discrete weak KAM solutions
and weak KAM solutions. It turns out that the answer is yes and it is closely related
to the autonomous aspect of our setting]

Theorem 1.5.8. Let ¢ = hy be the cost function. Then we have a(0) = ¢[0].
Moreover a function u is a discrete weak KAM solution for c if and only if it is a
weak KAM solution for H.

The proof heavily relies on Fathi’s Theorem [91]:

Theorem 1.5.9 (Fathi [91]). Let v : M — R be a continuous function. Then
t — ST (t)v+ta(0) uniformly converges to a weak KAM solution, for H, ast — +c0.

Proof of Theorem[1.5.8. It is clear that if u is a weak KAM solution, then u =
ST(Du+ a(0) = T~u + a(0). It follows that a(0) = ¢[0] because of the uniqueness
in Theorem Moreover, any weak KAM solution is a discrete weak KAM
solution.
Let now v be a discrete weak KAM solution. It follows that v = S~ (1)v + «(0)
and then that
VneN, v=5(n)v+na0).

By Fathi’s theorem, there exists a weak KAM solution ¢ such that S~ (t)v+ta(0) — ©
as t — +00. It then follows that v = v is a weak KAM solution. O

5The second part of the following Theorem becomes tautological when considering time—
dependent 1-periodic Hamiltonians as the definitions of weak KAM solutions then coincide.
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If « € R, denote by S/, the set of subsolutions to , or equivalently functions
verifying (L.6). Note that u € S, if and only if ¢ — S~ (t)u + ta is non-decreasing.
Finally, &’ will denote the special set of critical subsolutions S, (0" As will be seen
later, unlike what happens for weak KAM solutions, the set S/, ¢ S, is much smaller
than its discrete analogue. The first point of the next proposition is a hint as to
why. We state without proof analogous results to Proposition [1.2.6

Proposition 1.5.10. Let a € R, the following assertions hold:
(i) The family of a—subsolutions is equi—Lipschitz.

(i) The set S!, of a—subsolutions is closed (with respect to pointwise and uniform
convergence), convexr and stable by the Laz—Oleinik semigroup: S~(t)(S.,) <
S for allt = 0.

And here is the characterization of «(0) similar to Proposition [L.2.7}
Proposition 1.5.11. The following equality holds: «(0) = min{a e R, S, # &}.

We finish this section by discussing the continuous way of adapting the second
proof of the discrete weak KAM theorem. Indeed, if A € (0,1), considering the
mapping u — S7(1)(Au) does not make much sense from the PDE point of view.

The function u) constructed in the second proof of Theorem [1.2.1] satisfies
T (Auy) = wy. By setting vy = Auy, the previous equation may be rewritten
as

Uy — T_(U)\) = ()\ — 1)U)\ = (1 — )\_1)’[))\.

We now follow the intuition that 7'~ stands for the time 1 of an evolution semi-
group, hence vy — T~ (vy) can be interpreted as a discrete derivative with respect to
time.

Going back to the Hamilton—Jacobi equation, and following the previous analysis,
we are looking for a function u : M — R such that

d

— S (D)uj—g = —lu

dt ( ) ‘t—O 3
where we applied the change of variable £ = A™! — 1. Hence ¢ > 0 is aimed to go to
0. Remembering that (t,z) — S~ (t)u(x) solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, we
are actually looking for a function u solving

lu(z) + H(x,Dyu) =0, zeM (¢HJ)

in the viscosity sense. The preceding equation is called the discounted equation
and £ is called the discount factor. It turns out this is precisely the method used
in [I32] which is historically the first paper where weak KAM solutions appear.
In this foundational preprint, they prove the following results, for a wider class of
Hamiltonians (in particular, no convexity is required):

Theorem 1.5.12.
1. For all £ > 0 there exists a unique function Uy : M — R which is a viscosity

solution of ((HJ)).
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2. The family (LUy)¢=0 1s equi-bounded.
3. The family (Uy)p=o is equi-Lipschitz.

4. Given xg € M and setting vy = Uy — Uy(xg), it follows that the family (ve)e=o
is relatively compact.

5. The family (LUy)p=o uniformly converges to the constant function —a(O)ﬁ as
¢ — 0 and any limit function vy of the family (ve)p=o, as £ — 0, is a solution

of (SHJ|) with right hand side «(0).

1.5.3 The positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup

As in our discrete setting, Fathi introduced the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup as
follows:

Definition 1.5.13. Let u : M — R be any continuous function, for any ¢ > 0 and
x € M we define:

ST(tu(z) = sup  u(y(t)) —f L(v(s),7(s))ds = sup u(y) — he(z,y),
'y’[y(z,(g:xM 0 yeM

where the supremum is taken amongst absolutely continuous curves.

Once again, this semigroup has a natural PDE interpretation. Let us intro-
duce the Hamiltonian: H : (x,p) — H(x,—p). One verifies that the associated
Lagrangian is given by

¥(z,v) e TM, L(z,v)= sup p(v)—H(w,p) = sup p(—v)—H(z,p) = L(z, —v).
peTF M peTFM

Therefore the positive semigroup is written as follows:

ST(t)u(z) = _V:[Oi,ﬁiM —u(v(t)) + L L(v(s),7(s))ds
7(0)=z
O e N
- |:’Y[v(iorgl)§~>M —U(’?(t)) + J\_tL('v}’(S),’?(S))dS} = —S(t)(—u)(:v),
¥(0)==z

where S denotes the Lax-Oleinik semigroup associated to H. Hence the function
(t,x) — —ST(t)u(zx) solves an evolutionary Hamilton—Jacobi equation with Hamil-
tonian H and initial data —u.

As the Hamiltonian H is also Tonelli, it is automatic that the positive semigroup
ST has the same properties as S~ stated in Proposition that we do not recall

here. As for the discrete case, a positive weak KAM theorem follows:

51n the preprint, this constant is actually denoted by —H(0) and H is called the effective Hamil-
tonian.
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Theorem 1.5.14 (positive weak KAM). The critical constant «(0) is the only one
for which the equation uw = S*(t)u—ta(0), for allt > 0, admits solutions v : M — R.
Moreover the constant a(0) has the following caracterization:

St(t)v

—
t t—+00

Vv e B(M,R),

and the convergence is uniform.

1.5.4 Strict subsolutions, Aubry sets

As is expected, given a constant « € R, a function u : M — R is an a—subsolution
(ue S)) if

0
VE>0, Vy:[~t,0] > M, u(y(0)) —u(y(-1t)) < f_t [L('y(s),f'y(s)) + a]ds,

where v ranges in the set of absolutely continuous curves. It can be established that
subsolutions are automatically Lipschitz hence differentiable almost everywhere.

The terminology comes from the fact that subsolutions are indeed viscosity sub-
solutions to the critical stationary Hamilton—Jacobi equation . Whence the
following characterizations of subsolutions hold:

Proposition 1.5.15. Let u: M — R and a € R be a constant. The following are
equivalent:

1. we S, is an a—subsolution;

o

the family of functions (S~ (t)u + ta),_  is non—decreasing;

t=0

o

the family of functions (ST (t)u — ta),_, is non—increasing;

t=0

4. the function u verifies H(x, Dyu) < a in the viscosity sense;

B

the function u verifies H(x, Dyu) < « for almost every x € M (more precisely
at every x € M such that u is differentiable at x).

We now focus on the particular case of critical subsolutions. The idea is that,
because the constant a(0) is a threshold between a world with subsolutions and a
world without, there is no critical subsolution where the inequality H(x, D,u) < «(0)
is everywhere strict. More precisely, the obstruction to having strict inequalities is
concentrated on a subset of M: the projected Aubry set. This set was introduced for
twist maps (that are a particular discrete setting) by Aubry, Le Daeron and Mather
[18, 138, [148]. For Hamiltonian systems, it was later on introduced by Mather ([143])
by dynamical systems means. The present interpretation, using critical subsolutions,
is due to Fathi ([93], 89, [88], 90]).

A fundamental result on subsolutions is due to Fathi and Siconolfi [99) 100] (for
C* subsolutions) and was then improved by Bernard ([33]):
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Theorem 1.5.16. There ewists a function ug : M — R that is Ct (C' with
Lipschitz differential) and is a critical subsolution (ug € S, ). Moreover it verifies
the following fundamental property:

if for some x € M, H(x,Dyug) = a(0) then if u € S;(o) is any other critical
subsolution, u is differentiable at x and Dyu = Dyug. Hence H(x, Dyu) = «(0).

The function uy above is a C1! strict subsolution. The set
A= {l‘ € M, H('raDqu) = OK(O)},

is called the projected Aubry set. It is non—empty (otherwise ug would be a sub-
solution for a constant less that «(0)). It is also compact. The Aubry set is
A* = {(z,Dyup), = e A} < T*M. Of course, A* ¢ H '({a(0)}). This is ac-
tually a deep fact. It implies a Theorem of Carneiro ([62]) which we come back to
later. It may seem at first glance that those sets depend on ug but it is not the
case. Indeed, A is a set of points where all subsolutions u are diﬂ?erentiableﬂ and
H(z, D,u) = a(0). The Aubry set in TM is then naturally A’ = £71(A*).

As we saw in the discrete setting, points of the projected Aubry set come in
whole sequences, giving rise to the Aubry set (subset of X%). Moreover, this Aubry
set is invariant by the shift on X%. Similar phenomena arise in the classical setting,
the dynamical systems here being those of ¢ the Euler-Lagrange flow and g the
Hamiltonian flow:

Theorem 1.5.17. The Aubry set A* is invariant by o meaning that for all t € R,
oy (A*) = A*. Equivalently, the Aubry set A" is invariant by ¢, meaning that for
allt e R, o} (A') = A'.

It follows that if (x,p) € A*, u € 8(/1(0) 18 a critical subsolution ant t € R, then
(z(t),p(t)) = (x(t), Dywyu) where we set (x(t),p(t)) = oy (x,p). In particular, we
stress that u is automatically differentiable at x(t) for all t € R.

The curve (:U(t),:b(t))teR is a trajectory of the Euler—Lagrange flow. Moreover,
its projection on M calibrates u in the sense that

t

Vs <1, u@@)—ﬂﬂ@)zjL@@LM@MU+@—@MM.

s

In particular, recalling that u verifies (1.6)), it follows that

0
VE>0, S (Hu(z) = u(z(-t)) + J_t L(z(0),#(c))do + ta(0) = u(z) + ta(0);
ST(t)u(z) = u(z(t)) — J L(z(0),&(c))do — ta(0) = u(z) — ta(0).

0

From this follows the analogue of Corollary [[.4.10
Corollary 1.5.18. Let x € M. The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) ze A,

"This actually suffices to characterize the projected Aubry set as proven in [99].
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(i) Yue S, ), Vt >0, wu(x)=5"(t)u(x)+ ta(0),

(0)
(iii) Yu € Sl V>0, u(x) = S*(t)u(x) - ta(0).

We end this section with a new description of the relation between the Aubry
set for the Hamiltonian and the Aubry set for the time—1 action functional h;. For
the sake of clarity, we denote them respectively Ay and Ap,.

Theorem 1.5.19. The equality Ag = Ap, holds.

Proof. Recall that if n > 0, thanks to the choice of cost function, the Lax—Oleinik
semigroups are linked by the equalities 77" = S~ (n) and 7" = ST (n). Moreover,
we have seen that both critical constants for H and h; coincide. It follows that
classical subsolutions are discrete subsolutions, S 0 < Sa(0) (the inclusion being
very often strict). Indeed, u € S(/l(o) if and only if t — S™(t)u + ta(0) is non—
decreasing for ¢ € [0, +-00) while u € S, () if and only if the sequence n — S~ (n)u +
na(0) is non—decreasing for n = 0.

Let now z € Ay, and u € S, 0)° We deduce from the preceding discussion and
Corollary that the sequence n — S~ (n)u(z) + na(0) is constant. As the
familly ¢t — S™(t)u +ta(0) is non—decreasing, it has to be constant. This being true
for any classical subsolution, we deduce that = € Ay by Corollary We have
established that A, < Ag.

Let then z € Apy and u € S,y be a discrete subsolution. We set u_ =

lim S™(n)u + na(0) and uy = lim ST (n)u — na(0) that both exist (the se-
n—>+00 ———
quences are monotonous). They are respectively a negative and positive weak KAM
solution and verify uy < u < u_. Finally, let us set v = tEI—POO ST (t)uy + ta(0) that
is a negative weak KAM solution. As classical and discrete weak KAM solutions
coincide, we know from Corollary that uy(x) = S™(t)us(z) + ta(0) for all
t > 0, hence u4(z) = v(x).

We will prove that v = u_. Let ¢ > 0 and N > 0 such that |S*(n)u — na(0) —
u4| < e for all n = N. By application of Proposition and monotonicity of the
semigroups, one establishes that S~ (n) o ST(n)u > u. By taking n > N and using
the monotonicity of S~ again, it follows that

ST (n)us +na(0) =S (n)oST(nJu—e>u—e.

Then if m > 0 we obtain that S™(n +m)us + (n+m)a(0) = S~ (m)u + ma(0) —¢.
Finally letting m — +o0 it follows that v > u_ — ¢, and as this is true for all € > 0
we obtain that v > u_.

The reverse inequality is easier: as uy < u_ then

Vn >0, S (n)uy +na0) <SS (n)u- +na(0) =u_,

and we conclude by letting n — +o0.
Finally, it follows that u4 (z) = v(z) = u—_(x) and as for n > 0,

uy <u<S (n)u+na(0) <u_,

we also have u(z) = S™(n)u(z) + na(0) = u_(z). Thus x € A, and the proof is
complete. O
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In the preceding proof the functions u_ and u, form what is called a conjugate
pair (see [88] for the classical definition and [40] for definitions in a discrete setting),
a notion that will reappear in this text (as in Remark [2.1.4)).
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Chapter 2

More (dynamical)
characterizations of the Aubry
sets

So far, we have constructed several different Aubry sets and have started to study
the way they are related. Even though their initial definition stems from one par-
ticular subsolution, we already began to understand that, in the end, they entail
informations concerning all subsolutions. In fact they depend on the cost function ¢
only, and not on the particular subsolution ug. In this section we push further the
understanding of the meaning of those Aubry sets.

Most results of this Chapter are to be found in [I74] by the author for the
most abstract and general part. When it comes to the more regular setting of costs
defined on a compact manifold first results are written in [I73] by the author, then
generalized in [46] with Bernard.

2.1 The Peierls Barrier

The aim of this paragraph is to give a characterization of the Aubry set in terms
of action along long chains of points. This characterization builds on the following
notion:

Definition 2.1.1. If n > 0 is a positive integer and (z,y) € X x X, let

n—1

cn(2,y) = inf { Z o(wi, xiv1),  (To, @1, Tn—1,Tp) € X" ag =z, wn = y} .
i=0

The Peierls barrier is the function h : X x X — X defined by
V(z,y) e X x X, h(z,y) = liminf ¢, (z,y) + nc[0].
0

n—+

It follows from the previous Definition that if u € B(X,R) is a bounded function,
then T "u(x) = in)f(u(y) + cn(y, ).
ye

The name Peierls barrier appears in Aubry and Le Daeron’s work [18] in the
context of Conservative Twist Maps of the Annulus (see the last Chapter of this
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text). It associates to each rotation number a real number that vanishes if and
only if there is an invariant circle with this rotation number (all those notions are
defined in the last Chapter). Hence it is a barrier to the existence of invariant circles.
Mather then introduced variations and studied properties of this barrier, still in the
context of Twist Maps in [137]. He went on to generalize the Peierls barrier to higher
dimensional Lagrangian settings in [I145]. The Definition just presented is analogous
to what is done in the latter reference.
Let us start by giving some properties of this new object:

Proposition 2.1.2.
(i) h is well defined and continuous;

(ii) for allue S and (z,y) € X, u(y) —u(x) < h(z,y), in particular for all x € X,
h(z,z) > 0;

(i1i) for all x,y,z € X and integer n > 0 the following inequalities hold:
h(z,y) < h(z,z) + cn(2,y) + nc[0];

h(z,y) < cp(x, 2) + nc[0] + h(z,y);
h(z,y) < h(z,z) + h(z,y); (2.1)

() for all x € X, the function h, = h(x,-) is a weak KAM solution and the
function h* = —h(-,x) is a positive weak KAM solution.

Proof. Let w denote a modulus of continuity for ¢: a non—decreasing function from
[0, 4+00) to itself that is continuous at 0, with w(0) = 0, such that

V(z,y,2',y) € X4, le(z,y) — c(2’,y))] < w(d(a:,a:’) + d(y, y’)).

Let z,2’,y,vy" be points, n an integer, and x = zg, 21, -+ ,Tp_1,%, = y such that
n—1

en(z,y) = D) c(wi,xi+1) (they exist by compactness of X and continuity of the
i=0

maps). Then one gets by definition that

Cn(xlay/) - (:U y)

[y

_ -
c(a, z1) Z c(wi, wip1) + c(@n-1,9) = Y clwi, wis1)
=1 1=0

< w(d(z,a") +d(y,y")).

We get the same inequality for ¢, (x,y) — c,(2',y’) by the same argument, which
proves that the ¢, are equicontinuous. Moreover, one checks readily that c,+1(x,y) =
T "c(x,-)(y). Therefore, combined with the first point of Remark this implies
that the family on functions ¢, + nc[0] is uniformly bounded. This proves (i).

We have already seen in Remark (iii) that if uw € § and z, y are points, then
for any integer n > 0, u(y) — u(z) < ¢p(z,y) + nc[0]. Taking a liminf yields (ii).
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One has by definition that if m, n are integers and z, y are points, then ¢, (z,y) =
Zin}f( em(,Z) + cn(Z,y). Hence if z is a third point, then
€

Cntm(z,y) + (n 4+ m)c[0] < epm(z, 2) + me[0] + cn(z,y) + nc[0].

Letting m — 400 and taking liminf leads to the first inequality of (iii), n — +o0
and taking liminf to the second one, and both at the same time to the third.

Let z € X. The previous inequalities applied to n = 1 show that the functions
h, and h* are subsolutions. Let us prove (iv) for h,, the rest being similar. Let
y € X and k, be an extraction such that h,(y) = nl—i}}-loo Chn+1(2,y) + (kn + 1)c[O0].

For each n, there exists x, € X such that cg, +1(x,y) + (kn + 1)c[0] = ¢, (2, 2,) +
c(xp,y) + (kn + 1)c[0] and taking a further extraction, one may assume that z, — &
for some & € X. Taking the limit and by equicontinuity, one concludes that

hy(y) = lm ¢, (x,2,) + kncl0] + c(xn, y) + ¢[0] = h(z, Z) + ¢(Z,y) + ¢[0].

n—+ao0

The function h, being a subsolution, the last inequality must be an equality and it
follows that h,(y) = T~ hs(y) + ¢[0] which is what was to be proven. O

We can actually strengthen (ii) in the previous Proposition as follows:
Proposition 2.1.3. Let u e S and m,n two non-negative integers, then
V(z,y) e X x X, T "u(y) — T""u(@) + (n + m)c[0] < h(z,y).

Proof. Let m,n be any non—negative integers and z = x_,, -+ ,x, = y be a chain
of points. Then by definition of the Lax—Oleinik semigroups, one gets

n—1 —1 n—1
T "u(y)—T " u(z) < Z c(xi, Tip1)+u(xo)—u(zo)+ Z c(xi, Tip1) = Z (@i, Tit1).
0 i=—m i=—m

This being true for all chains of points it follows that
T™"u(y) = T u(w) + (n+ m)ef0] < cnym (@, y) + (n +m)c[0].

Note that the left hand side is now non—decreasing in both n and m (as u € S).
Therefore to show the statement, we only have to show that the limit when n,m —
+0o0 verifies the same inequality. Let ny, mg be two diverging increasing sequences
such that ¢y, 1m, (2,y) + (nx + my)c[0] — h(z,y). Then one concludes that

T "u(y) — T " u(x) + (n + m)c[0] <

< klim T " u(y) — T u(x) + (ng + mg)c[0]
—+00

< kEI—&l:loo Cnp+my, (:Ea y) + (nk + mk)c[()] = h(ﬁ,y),

which is the result. O
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Remark 2.1.4. The previous proposition can actually be stated in a more optimal
way by introducing another notion. Given a subsolution u € S, as noted, the se-
quences T~ "u + ne[0] and T7"u — ne[0] converge respectively to functions v~ and
u™ which are respectively a negative and a positive weak KAM solution. The result
then states that «~ (y) —u™ (z) < h(x,y). Such pairs are called conjugate pairs, they
coincide on A (Corollary and this last point characterizes the pair (u™,u™)

(see proposition in the next paragraph).

We are now ready to establish a characterization of the Aubry sets much easier
to handle:

Theorem 2.1.5. The following equalities hold:
A={zxeX, h(z,x)=0},
A={(zy)e X x X, clz,y)+c[0] + h(y,z) = 0}.

Beginning of the Proof. We will only prove two inclusions for now. The other ones
will arrive after an intermediate Proposition

Let us call A1 € X, A2 < X x X the sets appearing in the right hand side of
the statement. If u € S and h(z,x) = 0, by the previous Proposition both sequences
(T~ "u(x) + nc[0])neny and (T u(x) — nc[0])nen are constantly equal to u(x). This
implies that x € A (see Corollary and A; < A.

Assume (z,y) € As. Then for any u € S, summing up the inequalities u(y) —
u(z) < c(z,y)+c[0] and u(x) —u(y) < h(y,x) brings that 0 < c¢(z,y) +c[0] +h(y, z).
As this is an equality, both inequalities were equalities and (z,y) € A. So Ay C A.

O

In order to obtain the reverse inclusions, we will use the following:
Proposition 2.1.6. Let x € X, then T™"h,(x) — nc[0] — 0 as n — +o0.

Proof. Recall T*"h,(z) — nc[0] is a decreasing sequence (h, € S). Moreover, as
ha(y) — T "hy(z) + nc[0] < h(z,y), we see that TT"h,(x) —nc[0] =0 for all n > 0

and the limit meets the same property.
n—1
For each n > 0, let « = xf,--- ,x] verify T™"h,(x) = hy(x) — > c(al, i ).

1=
Up to extracting, assume xp* — y for some y, passing to the limit, by definition of
h we obtain that:

Hm T hy () — ngc[0] < hye(y) — h(z,y),
k—+400

which proves the Proposition. ]

End of the Proof of Theorem[2.1.5. Let x € A, then T"™"h,(z) — nc[0] is constant,
hence it is 0, so h(z,x) = 0.

Let (z,y) € A, then hy(y) — hy(x) = c(x,y) + c[0]. But as y € A, h(y,y) =0
hence c(z,y) + ¢[0] + h(y,z) = 0. O
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Theorem [2.1.5] gives a more concrete characterization of the Aubry set. Pairs
(z,y) in the 2-Aubry set are starting pairs of arbitrarily long loops of points with
arbitrarily small cost (for the cost ¢ + ¢[0]).

As a final byproduct of the preceding proofs we obtain:

Proposition 2.1.7. If (x,y) € //Lthen c(x,y) + c[0] = h(x,y).
More generally, if (xy)nez € A, then

n—1
Vm < n, 2 (g, p+1) + (n—m)c[0] = h(zm, zp).

k=m

Proof. As the function h, is a critical subsolution we obtain that if (x,y) € A,
hr(y> - hz(x) = C([E,y) + C[O] As h(.’I),.’L’) =0 we get h(:):,y) = C(l‘,y) + C[O]

For the second equality, we sum the equalities hy, (Tx+1)—ha,, (Tr) = c(Tk, Tp+1)+
c[0] to obtain

n—1

W@, ) = Py (Tn) = hay (2m) = Y e(@p, Tpe1) + (0 — m)c[0].

k=m

2.2 Examples of points in the Aubry sets

We will now be more specific about the type of points that belong to the Aubry set.
Most of them appear as limit points of minimizing chains. The following lemma is
most useful:

Lemma 2.2.1. Let u : X — R be a weak KAM solution, then for all x € X there
exists an infinite sequence (x_p)n>0 with xo = x such that

-1
VneN, wu(z)=ulz_p,)+ Z c(xi, Tip1) + nel0]. (2.2)

We call such sequences, calibrating sequences for u.

Proof. 1t is an immediate consequence of successive applications of the fact that for
all z € X there is y € X such that u(x) = u(y) + c(y, z) + ¢[0]. O

Proposition 2.2.2. Let u : X — R be a weak KAM solution and (xy,)n>0 a sequence
given by Lemma then Oé((IE—n)nzo) c A. If we set ({-y) = (($_n_1, x_n))n>0

the sequence of pairs of successive points of (x_pn)n=0, then a((f_n)n>0) c A. Here
a denotes the ac—limit sets, that is limits of converging subsequences x_p, with n; —
+00.

Proof. Lety € a((x_n)n>o). There exists an extraction ny — 400 such that x_,, —
y. Up to taking a further extraction if necessary, we may assume that ngy1 —ng —
+00 is an increasing sequence as well.
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It follows from ([2.2)) that

—ni—1

VkeN, u(z_n,)—u(r_pn,, )= Z (i, xiv1) + (ngs1 — ng)c[0].  (2.3)

1=—Ngy1

Passing to the limit and by continuity of the functions at stake imply that u(y) —
u(y) = 0 = h(y,y), hence h(y,y) = 0.

The same proof holds for the second part of the proposition. Late us take an
extraction ny — +00 such that {_,, converges to (y,y’) and such that ngi1 —ng —
+00 is an increasing sequence as well. Passing to the limit in , we get that
0= c(y,y') + c[0] + A(y',y). This means (y,3/) € A. O

Remark 2.2.3. The same results (with same proof) hold for w-limit sets of analo-
gous sequences (xy,)n>0 for positive weak KAM solutions.

If u is a subsolution, the same results also hold for a and w limit sets of elements
of A,.

We may now state a fundamental property of the Aubry set:

Theorem 2.2.4. Let u and v be respectively a weak KAM solution and a subsolution
such that ujq = vj4, then u = v.

Let uw and v be two weak KAM solutions such that uj4 = v|4, then u =v. We
say A is a uniqueness set for the critical equation.

Proof. Let g € X and let (x_,)n>0 be a calibrating sequence for u (see ) It
then comes

—1
VneN, wu(zo) —u(z_pn) = Z (i, ziv1) + nel0],
—1
v(zg) —v(T_p) < Z c(xi, iv1) + ne[0].

1=—n

Subtracting yields u(zg) — v(zo) = w(r_pn) — v(x_y,). As limiting points of the
sequence (Z_p)p>0 are in the projected Aubry set A, taking a suitable converging
subsequence and passing to the limit brings u(xg) — v(xg) = 0 since for v and v, the
same inequality holds on A. This proves the first result as ¢ is arbitrary.
In the second case, by symmetry, the opposite inequality holds, and the result
follows as zg was taken arbitrarily.
O

Actually, a reciprocal statement can be proven. Being a subsolution on the
Aubry set is the only obstruction to the existence of a weak KAM solution with
prescribed values on A.

Proposition 2.2.5. Let f : A — R be a function such that f(y) — f(z) < h(z,y)
for all x and y in A. Then there exists a weak KAM solution u such that uj4 = f.
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Proof. Let us check that the function u defined by u(x) = in£ f(y) +h(y,x) satisfies
ye

the requirements. Let x € A. Then f(y) + h(y,z) = f(x) — h(y,x) + h(y,z) by
hypothesis. So u(x) = f(z), by taking y = z in the definition of u. The fact that u
is a weak KAM solution is a consequence of the general fact that an infimum of weak
KAM solutions is a weak KAM solution applied to the family of functions f(y) + hy.
This fact is proved in the next lemma. O

Lemma 2.2.6. Let (uq)aca be a family of subsolutions. Set u = supu, and u =

acA
inf uy. Then given that those functions are well defined, the following assertions
[e%S]
hold:

(i) The functions @ and u are subsolutions.
(ii) If all the u, are weak KAM solutions then u is a weak KAM solution.

Proof. By definition,

T u(z) = inf Inf ua(y) + c(y, x)

= inf inf
inf inf ua(y) + c(y, x)

= inf T  uy(z) = inf uy(x) — ¢[0] = u(z) — [0].
acA acA
It was used that two infimums commute and that the u, are subsolutions. Hence
u € §. Moreover if all the u, are weak KAM solutions, then the inequality above
turns out to be an equality and u is a weak KAM solution.
In a similar manner,

T~ u(x) = inf supus(y) + c(y, x)
YeX qeA

> sup inf ua(y) + c(y, )

acAYEX
=sup T uq(x) < supuq(z) — c[0] = u(x) — c[0].
acA acA

2.3 Regularity of subsolutions

In our discrete setting, the Aubry set enjoys the additional feature to be a set where
all subsolutions present systematic regularity properties. Away from the Aubry set,
this is false; subsolutions may fail to be continuous as was shown in [174]:

Theorem 2.3.1. Let x € X be a non—isolated point. Then x € A if and only if all
subsolutions uw € S are continuous at x.

Proof. If x € A then we have seen that T7u — ¢[0] < u < T u + ¢[0] and that
equalities hold at x. As the left and right terms of the inequalities are continuous,
then the famous Sandwich theorem implies that « is continuous at x.
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The hypothesis that x is not isolated is used in the reciprocal (were z isolated,
u could not be discontinuous at x). Assume now z ¢ A. Let ug be the continuous
subsolution constructed in Theorem In particular, the inequality v < T~ u +
c[0] is now strict at = and both functions are continuous. It follows from the in—
between lemma (proved after) that any function v such that ug < v < T ug + ¢[0]
will be a subsolution. In particular, it can be constructed discontinuous at x, for
example, take ug = v everywhere, except at x and v(x) = T up(x) + ¢[0]. O

Lemma 2.3.2. Let u be a subsolution and v : X — R such that u < v < T u+¢|[0],
then v e S.

Proof. 1t follows from the monotonicity of the Lax—Oleinik semigroup:

u<v<T u+c[0] <T v+ c[0]

2.4 More regularity for subsolutions

Of course, if more precise regularity results on subsolutions are aimed for, some
structure has to be added. Until further notice, we will take as base space a compact
smooth manifold M and ¢ will be a cost on M x M. Let us recall a fundamental
definition first:

Definition 2.4.1. (i) Let Q@ < R" be a convex open set. A function f: Q2 — R
is said to be K-semiconcave if the function z — f(x) — K|z|?> is concave
(the norm used is the Euclidean one). A function is semiconcavﬂ it it is
K—semiconcave for some K € R.

(ii) A function f : Q@ — R is locally semiconcave if each x € Q belongs to a
neighborhood V, such that the restriction f}y, is semiconcave.

(iii) A function f : M — R is locally semiconcave if for all coordinate patch ¢ :
U c R" — M, the function f o ¢ is locally semiconcave (n is assumed to be
the dimension of M).

Remark 2.4.2. The property of being locally semiconcave is invariant by C? diffeo-
morphisms. Therefore, in the previous definition, it is enough that f o ¢; be locally
semiconcave for ¢; : U; — M where the ¢;(U;) form any finite open cover of M. Of
course, this property is much easier to establish.

As concave functions can be characterized as functions whose graphs admit a
hyperplane tangent from above at every point, the following is implied:

Proposition 2.4.3. A function f: Q — R is K—semiconcave if and only if for all
x € (), there exists a linear form p, € R™ such that

VyeQ, f(y) < f(a)+p.ly—2)+Kly— =] (2.4)

'The notion we refer to here is sometimes called semiconcave with linear modulus. For more
details and proofs that are omitted here see [60]. Other good references are also the unavoidable
[93] and the appendix of [94].
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The same holds true for locally semiconcave functions, but restricting to a neigh-
borhood of z only. For locally semiconcave functions on a manifold M, p, € T M
becomes an element of the cotangent fiber at x and the inequality is true in a chart.

We call superdifferential of a function f, assumed to be semiconcave (resp. locally
semiconcave), at = (denoted 07 f(z)) the set of p, such that holds (resp. in a
neighborhood of z or in a chart).

We state without proof:

Proposition 2.4.4. Let f : M — R be locally semiconcave and z € R. Then 0" f(z)
is not empty, closed and convexr. Moreover, f is differentiable at x if and only if
0" f(x) is a singleton (which then contains only D, f).

A very easy, though important, property of semiconcave functions is:

Proposition 2.4.5. If (fo)aeca is a family of K—-semiconcave functions on U < R"
then inlf4 fa is K—semiconcave as soon as it is well defined.
aEe

The proof follows bearly the analogous property of concave functions. Of course,
each notion defined previously has a semiconver counterpart which is defined by re-
placing concave by convex and — signs by +. The opposite of a semiconcave function
is then semiconvex and vice versa. A semiconvex function f has a subdifferential at
each point denoted by 0~ f(z). It coincides with —0%(—f)(z).

Motivated by the above, one defines sub—and superdifferentials for general func-
tions:

Definition 2.4.6. Let f : U — R be a function defined on an open set of R™ the
superdifferential 0% f(x) (resp. subdifferential a_f(:c)) of f at x € U is the set of
Dy where ¢ : U — R is differentiable at x and verifies that ¢ > f (resp. ¢ < f)
with equality at x.

Remark 2.4.7. In the previous definition, the functions ¢ can be taken equivalently
C'. Sub-and superdifferentials are convex and closed. Moreover, f is differentiable
at x if and only if they are both non—empty. In this case, 07 f(x) = 0~ f(x) = {D.f}.
As a locally semiconcave function has non—empty superdifferentials, we infer that
if f is locally semiconcave, then f is differentiable at x if and only if 0~ f(x) is
non—empty.

Here is a not so obvious property that explains the nature of some results:

Proposition 2.4.8. A function f : M — R is Ob' (differentiable with Lipschitz
differential) if and only if it is both locally semiconcave and locally semiconvex.

Definition 2.4.9. A family of functions f, : M — R for a € A is said equi-locally
semiconcave if M can be covered by finitely many open charts o;(U;), where U; < R™
and if there are constants K; such that all f, o ¢; are K;—semiconcave.

Hypothesis: In the rest of this section, we assume that the families ¢(z, -)
and c(+,x) for x € M are equi-locally semiconcave.

It can be checked (as M is compact) that a particular case of this is when the
function c is itself locally semiconcave on M x M.
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When they exist, 01c(z,y) and 02¢c(z,y) denote the partial derivatives of ¢ at
(z,y) with respect to the first and second variable.

Coming back to discrete weak KAM theory, a refined version of Proposition [1.1.3
(i) then becomes:

Proposition 2.4.10. Under the previous hypotheses, the image of T~ (resp. T™)
consists of equi-locally semiconcave (resp. equi-locally semiconver) functions.

The proof is nothing but a direct application of Proposition Note that the
result for T involves semiconvexity because of the minus sign in its definition.

As consequences, let us derive some further regularizing properties of the Lax—
Oleinik semigroups:

Proposition 2.4.11. Let v : M — R be a continuous function and xqg € M. Let

yo € M werify that T~ v(xzo) = v(yo) + c(yo, zo) (resp. THo(zg) = v(yo) — c(a:o,yg)).
Then

e 05 c(yo, o) < 07T v(xg) (resp. —07 c(wo,yo) < 0_T+U(J:O)E|.

e In particular, if T~ v (resp. T7v) is differentiable at xo then 0Osc(yo, o)
(resp. —07 c(zo,v0)) exists and Dy, T~ v = dac(yo, zo) (resp. —07 c(wo,yo)
D, T o).

o Ifw is locally semiconcave (resp. semiconvex) then Dy,v = —01¢(yo, zo) (Tesp.
Dyyv = dac(x0,y0)) and all the previous quantities do exist.

Proof. We prove half of the results leaving the rest as an exercise.
The first point is a direct consequence of the inequality

Ve M7 T_U($) < ’U(yo) + C(:’-/Oax):

which is an equality for x = xq.

The second point then stems from the proved inclusion 05 ¢(yo, xo) = 07T v(xo).
By hypothesis, the right hand side is a singleton and the left hand side is not empty,
hence they coincide and we get the result.

For the last part, note that the function ¢ : y — v(y) + ¢(y,zo) reaches its
minimum at yo. Hence 0 € 07 ¢(yp). But by hypothesis, ¢ is locally semiconcave
and it is easily verified that 0% v(yo) + 07 c(yo,z0) = dT¢(yo). We infer that ¢ is
differentiable at yo with Dy,¢ = 0 and that necessarily, 0T v(yo) and (9fr c(yo, o) are
singletons. Hence the result. O

Remark 2.4.12. The following results were actually proven and used: if f : M — R
and g : M — R are locally semiconcave functions then

e f + g is differentiable at some x € M if and only if both f and g are;

e if f+ g reaches a local minimum at some x € M, then f and g are differentiable
at x.

2By 03 c¢(yo, o) we mean the superdifferential of the map x + c(yo, ) at o.
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We have now the necessary material to state a more precise version of Theorem

23T

Theorem 2.4.13. Let x € A. Then any subsolution u is differentiable at x. More-
over, Du does not depend on u.

Proof. We will use the same inequalities as in Theorem Let u € S, then
T u—c[0] <u<T u+ c[0]. Moreover those inequalities are equalities at x € A.
This proves that both d-u(z) # @ (as Tt u is locally semiconvex) and 0t u(z) # &
(as T~ u is locally semiconcave). Hence u is differentiable at x. Note that T u
and T u being subsolutions they are also differentiable at z and the first inequality
above implies that all differentials are equal at x: D,u = D, T " u = D, T u.

It remains to compute this differential. Let (2/,z) € A. We know that u(z) <
u(z') +e(a’, z) +¢[0] for all z € M and equality holds at z = z. As u is differentiable
at x, this implies that the function u(z’) +¢(2’, -) + ¢[0] has a subdifferential at x, as
it is locally semiconcave, it is differentiable and its differential is dyc(a’, z). Hence
we conclude that D, u = ds¢(2’, x) which happens to be independent on ue §. [

Remark 2.4.14. A similar proof implies that if (z,y) € A and u € S then Dyu =
—01¢(z,y). But this is not surprising, as x verifies ¢(2/, x) + ¢(x,y) = m}\r/} c(a,z) +
zE
c(z,y).
Let us stress one more time that ¢ admits partial derivatives on the 2—Aubry set,
as was actually established.

We now turn to improving Theorem [1.4.1
Theorem 2.4.15. There exists a strict subsolution uy which is CbL.
The proof makes crucial use of Ilmanen’s lemma (see [114], 102} 136, [46]).

Theorem 2.4.16 (Ilmanen’s lemma). Given two functions f,g: M — R such that
f is locally semiconvex, g is locally semiconcave and f < g, there exists a function
h which is CY' such that f < h < g.

Moreover, if hy is a continuous function such that f < hy < g, then h can be
constructed arbitrarily close from hg.

Proof of Theorem[2.7.15. The proof splits into two steps. First we construct C:!
subsolutions, then we explain how to make them strict.

Let us start with a subsolutions u. Then we have seen that g = T is a locally
semiconcave subsolution, f = Ttg — ¢[0] is a locally semiconvex subsolution and
f < g. By Ilmanen’s lemma, there exists a C'! function h such that f < h < g.
But the in between lemma transposed to T'", tells us that h € S.

Now that we have a general procedure to construct subsolutions, let us see how
to make them strict. Let ug be the continuous strict subsolution given by Theorem
Let us set € : M x M — R the function defined by e(z,y) = ¢(z,y) + ¢[0] —
uo(y) + uo(x). This function is everywhere non-negative and verifies e~ 1{0} = A
thanks to the strictness property enjoyed by ug. Let now &1 be a C® function such
that 0 < €1 < € and ] {0} = A. Let us finally consider é = ¢ — &;. This new
cost still verifies that the marginal functions &(z,-) and é(+, y) are locally-uniformly
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semiconcave. Moreover, ug is a c[O]fsubsolutionlﬂ for ¢, indeed uo(y) — uo(x) =
c(x,y) + c[0] —e < é(x,y) + ¢[0]. The first part of the proof provides a c[0]-
subsolution u; for this cost ¢ (using the semigroups 7, and Tgr associated to ¢)
which is O, Let us verify it is strict for ¢: for (x,y) € M x M, we compute

ur(y) —wi(z) < é(z,y) + c[0] = c(z,y) —e1(z, y) + c[0] < c(z,y) + [0],
and this last inequality is strict whenever (z,y) ¢ A. This completes the proof. [

Remark 2.4.17. The previous Theorem can be made more precise. Using the fact
that 77T~ u < u < T~ u+¢[0] and the last assertion of Ilmanen’s lemma, one proves
that if u is continuous, then it can be approximated by C! strict subsolutions.

Finally, as a nontrivial convex combination of a subsolution with a strict sub-
solution is strict, one obtains that C! strict subsolutions are dense in the set
S nC'(M,R).

Let us also stress that, as pointed out in [46], Ilmanen’s lemma (Theorern
can be recovered from Theoremby considering the cost cf 4(z,y) = g(y)—f(x).

2.5 Graph properties and dynamics on the Aubry set

Let us begin by mentioning a first general result under the hypotheses of the pre-
vious paragraph. A combination of Theorems [2.4.13] and [2.4.15] gives the following
proposition which has a flavor of Mather’s Graph Theorem:

Proposition 2.5.1. There exists a set A* < T*M whose projection is A and such
that if (z,p) € A* then any u € S is differentiable at x and Dyu = p. Moreover the
projection A* — A is a bi—Lipschitz homeomorphism.

Indeed, A* is just the restriction of the graph of Du; to A where u; is given by
Theorem

In order to define a dynamics on the Aubry set, one would now like, given a
point zy € A, to be able to reconstruct the whole sequence (z,)nez. To this aim, we
impose an additional condition on the cost. It was studied in [I73] and previously
introduced in the setting of Optimal Transportation in [94]:

Definition 2.5.2.

(i) The cost ¢ has the left twist property if for any y, the map x — dyc(x,y) is
injective on its domain of definition’]

(ii) The cost ¢ has the right twist property if for any x, the map y — dic(z,y) is
injective on its domain of definition.

(iii) The cost ¢ enjoys the twist condition if it verifies both the left and the right
twist properties.

3Even though it can be proven that c[0] is the critical constant for &, this fact is not useful in
this proof.
4The cost ¢ being locally Lipschitz, this map is defined almost everywhere.
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(iv) We define the left Legendre transform Ly : Dy € M x M — T*M by Ly(z,y) =
(y, 620(x,y)) and the right Legendre transform L, : D, ¢ M x M — T*M by
L.(z,y) = (x,—01c(x,y)), where Dy and D, are the sets of full measures on
which the definitions make sense.

Under this twist condition, one gets this second version of Mather’s Graph the-
orem:

Proposition 2.5.3. Let us assume that c verifies the twist condition. Then both
projections m; : A — A are bijections.

Proof. We have seen in the proof of Theorem and in the subsequent Re-
mark that if u € S and (z_1,x0,x1) are successive points of a sequence (zy)nez
then p = Dy u = 02¢c(v_1,20) = —01¢(xg, z1). It follows from the left twist con-
dition that £, is injective and that x_1 = m (.Ce_l(xo,p)) is uniquely determined.
Similarly, it follows from the right twist condition that L, is injective and that

z1 = mo (L, (20, p)) is uniquely determined. O

Remark 2.5.4. In Optimal Transportation, similar twist conditions are used to
prove existence of optimal transport maps for semiconcave costs. In the correspond-
ing cases, such Optimal transport maps have their graphs included in analogues of
the 2—Aubry set associated to Kantorovitch pairs. See the work of Fathi and Figalli
for example [94].

2.6 Relations to the classical theory

This section comes back to the classical setting of a Tonelli Lagrangian L defined
on the tangent bundle of a closed and compact smooth manifold M.

2.6.1 The classical Peierls Barrier

The Peierls barrier for Lagrangian systems was introduced by Mather in [145], in-
spired by the works of Aubry and Le Daeron for twist maps [18]:

Definition 2.6.1. The Peierls barrier is defined by

V(l‘,y) € Ma hL(-f,y) = lgm_&gof ht(x7y) + tOé(O),

where h; is the minimal action functional previously introduced in (1.5)).

It follows from Fathi’s theorem on the convergence of the Lax—Oleinik semigroup
[91], that in this autonomous setting, the liminf is actually a limit. Note that this
is not necessarily the case in a discrete setting, or a time periodic setting, as shown
in [96].

Proposition 2.6.2. (i) hyp is well defined and continuous;

(i1) for any subsolution u € 8" and (x,y) € M, u(y)—u(z) < hr(x,y), in particular
forallze X, hy(x,x) = 0;

51



(iii) for all (x,y,z) € M? and real number t > 0 the following inequalities hold:

hi(z,y) < hp(z, 2) + hy(2,y) + ta(0);
h(z,y) < hi(z, 2) + ta(0) + hi (2, y);
hp(z,y) < hp(x, 2) + hr(z,y); (2.5)

() for all x € X, the function h, = hr(x,-) is a weak KAM solution and the
function h* = —hp(-,x) is a positive weak KAM solution.

The proof is the same as that of Proposition Actually the links between
the classical Peierls barrier and the discrete one is made even clearer by the next
Proposition:

Proposition 2.6.3. Let h be the Peierls barrier associated to the cost function hi.
Then h = hy,.

Proof. Once again, the proof heavily relies on the convergence of the Lax—Oleinik
semigroup for autonomous Tonelli Lagrangians. Indeed, let x € M, and define
v = hy(z,-). Then it follows from the definitions that if ¢ > 1,

vyEMv ht(fﬁ,y) = S(t—l)’l)(y)
Whence,

Vye M, hp(z,y) = ltimirolofS(t —Do(y) + ta(0) = lim S(t — 1)v(y) + ta(0),

t—+00

while

Vye M, h(z,y)=liminf S(n —1)v(y) + na(0) = lim S(n— 1)v(y) + ta(0),

N—>4-00 n—+00
and h = hy. O

Of course, the classical Peierls barrier allows to recover the Aubry sets, as in the
discrete case:

Theorem 2.6.4. The following equalities hold:
A={xeM, hp(z,z)=0},
A* = {(z,p) e T*M, xze€A, p= Dyhy}.

Note that the first equality of the previous Theorem is actually the original
definition of Mather in [145].
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2.6.2 Examples of points in the Aubry set

We start by reviewing links between weak KAM solutions and the Aubry set. Those
results can now be interpreted as consequences of the analogous results proven in
the discrete setting but they were historically obtained first by Albert Fathi.

Proposition 2.6.5. Let u be a weak KAM solution, then for all x € M, there exists
a C? curve v, : (—00,0] — M such that v,(0) = x and

0
VE>0, u(z)=u(y.(-1t)) + Jt L(v2(s), 42(s))ds + ta(0).

Such curves are called calibrating for w.

Of course, a similar statement is also valid for positive weak KAM solutions.
Calibrating curves carry points of the Aubry set in their closure (a—limit set):

Proposition 2.6.6. Let u be a weak KAM solution, x € M and 7y, : (—0,0] — M
be a calibrating curve given by the previous proposition. If y € a(v,) then y € A.
Moreover, if (y,v) € a(vz,7z), then (y,v) e A'.

Of course a similar statement holds for positive weak KAM solutions and we let
the reader infer it.

Conversely, knowing a subsolution or weak KAM solution on the Aubry set is
rich in consequences:

Theorem 2.6.7. Let u and v be respectively a weak KAM solution and a subsolution
such that uj g = vj 4. Then u = v.
Let w and v be two weak KAM solutions such that w4 = v 4. Then u =v.

Note that thanks to the parallels made between discrete and classical theories,
this Theorem is weaker than Theorem [2.2.4] as there are more discrete subsolutions
than classical ones.

Finally, let us recall the converse to this Theorem:

Proposition 2.6.8. Let f : A — R be a function such that f(y) — f(z) < h(z,y)
for all x and y in A. Then there exists a weak KAM solution u such that uj4 = f.

2.6.3 Regularity and more regularity of subsolutions

We review here regularity properties of classical subsolutions and weak KAM so-
lutions. Most results were obtained by Fathi and Siconolfi in two founding papers
[99, 100]. The proofs are much more intricate than for the discrete theory. Note
that on a non-empty compact connected smooth manifold (of positive dimension!)
there is no isolated point.

Theorem 2.6.9. Let u : M — R be a critical (classical) subsolution. Then u is
Lipschitz continuous on M.

Let x € M, then x € A if and only if all critical subsolutions u € S’ are differen-
tiable at x.
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In section [2.4) were introduced further assumptions on the underlying space and
the cost function we work with. This originates in the following properties of the
action functional and Lax—Oleinik semigroup in the classical theory:

Theorem 2.6.10. For all t > 0, the minimal action functional h; is semiconcave
on M x M.

Let u: M — R be a bounded function, then for all t > 0 the function S~ (t)u is
semiconcave and ST (t)u is semiconver.

Given that the Lagrangian is C? and the functions h; and Lax-Oleinik semi-
groups are defined by using infimum and supremum, the preceding Theorem may
seem a posteriori natural (given results such as Proposition . Its consequences
are very powerful.

For instance let us come back to Theorem In the first version, Fathi and
Siconolfi prove the existence of C! subsolutions by carefully studying the regularity
of subsolutions on A and by a precise combination of smoothing and partitions
of unity on M\A. Patrick Bernard instead has a more global and decisive idea
establishing the following regularization result ([33]):

Theorem 2.6.11. Let u : M — R be a bounded function and t > 0. There exists
e > 0 such that for allt' <e, S™(t') o S*(t)u is CHL.

One should have in mind that a C'! function is one that is both semiconcave and
semiconvex (Proposition . So the idea behind the previous Theorem, and what
Bernard proves, is that the image of a semiconcave function by S stays semiconcave
for small times. This is a general version of an older result known as Lasry—Lions
regularization ([129]).

Then it should not come as a surprise that in our proof of Theorem [2.4.15
which is the discrete version of Bernard’s Theorem, we used a composition of both
operators T~ and T.

2.6.4 Graph properties, twist condition and dynamics on the Aubry
set

Let us start by noticing that thanks to the previous analysis, the Aubry set A*
introduced in the Lagrangian setting following Theorem coincides with the
set A* introduced in Proposition when applied to the cost function hi. This
explains the similar notation. Hence the conclusions of Proposition also hold
in our Lagrangian setting as they also follow from Bernard’s Theorem [I.5.16] This
is the content of Mather’s Graph Theorem:

Proposition 2.6.12. The projections A* — A and A" — A are bi-Lipschitz home-
omorphisms.

This Chapter ends by explaining why the cost h; associated to a Tonelli La-
grangian satisfies the left and right twist conditions. This is presented in [I73] and
more details are given in [93], [60].

Proposition 2.6.13. Let L : TM — R be a Tonelli Lagrangian. Then the time—
1 minimal action functional hy : M x M — R satisfies the left and right twist
conditions.
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Proof. Let (x,y) € M x M. Let ~y : [0,1] — M verify that

1

ha(z,y) = f L(7(s),5(s))ds,

0

with v(0) = x and 7(1) = y. Such a curve exists by Tonelli’s Theorem. It is C?
as already observed and solves the Euler-Lagrange equation. By standard varia-
tional arguments, one shows that ( — dyL(z,%(0)),d,L(y,¥(1))) € 0 hi(z,y). It
follows that if 01h(z,y) exists, then d1hy(z,y) = —dyL(2,7(0)). Remember that
the Fenchel transform £ defined by is a diffeomorphism and observe that

(z,00L(z,7%(0))) = L(z,%(0)) = (z, —1h1(z,y)).

We deduce that the preceding equation uniquely determines +(0) and that the min-
imizing curve 7 is unique with (y(s),%(s)) = ¢3 (v(0),%(0)) for s € [0,1]. Another
consequence is that, denoting by 7w : TM — M the canonical projection,

mopp oLz, —01hi(z,y)) = 7o pp(z,%(0) = y.

Hence y — —01h1(z,y) is injective, and h; has the right twist property. The proof
of the left twist property is exactly the same.
O

We may also interpret the left and right Legendre transforms introduced in
Definition Indeed, if (z,y) € D, then if (z,v) = L1 o L,.(x,y), v is the initial
speed of the unique minimizing curve, going from z to y in time 1. This has the
following consequence relating different Aubry sets:

Proposition 2.6.14. The following equalities hold for the cost hy:

~

A= {(mropknn), @ued),

A= {(77 01 (x,v)) ez, (x,v) € A’} .
Moreover, for all (z,v) € A', hy (2,70 ¢} (z,v)) = Sé Lo ¢} (x,v)ds.

Finally, let us mention a curious fact about hj. It can be established, using the
notions of reachable gradient, that 01 hq (z, y) exists if and only if there exists a unique
minimizing curve, in time 1, going from « to y (see [I73]). Similarly, d2hi(x, y) exists
if and only if there exists a unique minimizing curve, in time 1, going from x to .
It is therefore obtained that for the particular cost hy, the equality Dy = D, holds.

55



Chapter 3

Minimizing Mather measures
and the discounted semigroups

In this part we go back to the more general setting of a continuous cost ¢ on a
compact metric space X. Most results were presented and used by the authors and
Fathi, Iturriaga, Davini in [75] to study convergence of solutions of the discounted
equations. Earlier results and the introductions of Mather measures had appeared
in Bernard and Buffoni’s work [40].

The study of the positive counterpart to the discounted equations is new to our
knowledge, both in the discrete and in the continuous setting. So are the results
concerning degenerate discounted equations in the discrete setting.

3.1 Minimizing Mather measures

The cost ¢ is a continuous function from X x X to R and both canonical projections
from X x X to X are denoted 71 and .

3.1.1 An optimal transport like approach

Recall that if p is a Borel measure on X x X then mi,u and me.u are measures
on X defined as follows: if A < X is a Borel set, then m.u(A) = (A x X) and
Toit(A) = p(X x A).

Definition 3.1.1. A Borel probability measure p on X x X is said to be closed if
it has equal marginals: 7. = mo,pu. We will denote by P the set of closed Borel
probability measures on X x X.

The previous condition is equivalent to the following:

Proposition 3.1.2. A probability measure p is closed if and only if for any contin-
wous function f: X >R, {; + (f(y) — f(z))du(z,y) = 0.

Proof. The proof is left as an exercise but follows these lines: if p is closed, then
the property of the proposition holds for indicatrix functions of open or closed sets.
Hence it holds for simple functions (linear combination of indicatrix functions) and
by density, it holds for continuous functions.

56



The converse is proved by approximating (from above and below) indicator func-
tions by continuous functions. O

The set P of closed probability measures is clearly convex, closed and compact
(for the weak * topology).

Examples of closed measures can be constructed using Birkhoff averages. Indeed,
n

given (z1,--- ,xy) € X", the measure py = % > 5(%%“) with the convention that
i=1

Tn4+1 = T1, is closed. Its marginals are

1 1 ¢
Tt = n Z;(sl'i = n Z:l 5$i+1 = T2x -
i= i=

Let us now introduce the concept of minimizing measure. It was first intro-
duced by Mather for twist maps in [I41] and studied by Bernard and Buffoni in
[40] in a context similar to the present one, following their earlier works on optimal
transportation [39, [38].

Theorem 3.1.3. The following equality holds:

—Cm]=rm9J‘ c(z, y)du(z,y).
peP Jxxx

There exists a closed measure realizing the minimum in the previous equality. More-
over, a closed measure realizes this minimum if and only if it is supported on the
2—-Aubry set A.

Proof. Let p € P and ug a strict continuous subsolution given by Theorem m
Then one has

0= f (un(y) — wo(2))dulz, y) < f (e(,) + c[0])du(z, ).
XxX XxX

This proves that —c[0] < min {  ¢(z,y)du(z,y). Moreover, as ug is continuous,
peP
one has equality for a measure p if and only if ug(y) — up(x) = c(z,y) + ¢[0] for
p—almost—every (z,y) that is if y is supported on A.
Let us now construct such a measure. We use Birkhoff averages. Let f: X — R

be any continuous function, x € X and for all n € N, let m” ,x§ = x verify
—1
that 77" f(x) = f(2",) + > c(z}, 2}, ). Define p,, = = Z o7, )+ Finally let

i=—n
(ng)ken be an extraction such that the (i, )ken converge to a measure . As the
ln are probability measures, so is u.
Let us verify that p is closed: this follows by passing to the limit in the inequality

Vg e C°(X,R), ‘J;Xx(gﬁn-—g@ﬂ)dun@zyﬂ

7’ Z z+1 :U;n)

i=—n

1, 2
== —~ < Zglles — 0.
“lg(a,) — 9@ < ~lgle

!The notation & stands for a Dirac mass.
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Let us verify p is minimizing: recall that the family 7" f + nc[0] is uniformly
bounded. Hence

| el + el o) = (77", + nefo] - f@) 0
XxX

This proves that {, . c(z,y)du = —c[0] and concludes the proof. O

Definition 3.1.4. We denote by 730 the set of minimizing closed probability mea-
sures, that is, the set of closed probability measures p € P such that {c(z,y)dp =
—c[0]. Such a measure p is termed a Mather measure.

We define the Mather set M = X x X by

where supp stands for the support of a measure. The projected Mather set is M =

T (M) = 1o (M).

Remark 3.1.5. The set 730 is clearly itself compact and convex. Moreover by
Theorem the Mather set is a subset of the 2-Aubry set: Mc A

Finally, the Mather set is by definition closed, but one can prove that there is
no need to take the closure in its definition. Indeed, there exists one minimizing
measure fo whose support is the whole of M. To construct it, one considers a

sequence ([ )n>0 dense in Py and one then verifies that pp = >, 2%/% meets all the
n>0
requirements.

The proof of Theorem sheds, once more, light on the general principle that
long minimizing chains cannot stay too far from the Aubry set (as already seen
in Proposition [2.2.2)). This allows to give a stronger version of Theorem and

Proposition [2.2.5}
Theorem 3.1.6.

1. Let u and v be respectively a weak KAM solution and a subsolution such that
upm = vam- Then u = v.

Let w and v be two weak KAM solutions such that ujng = vjpq. Then u = v.

2. Conversely, let f: M — R be a function such that f(y) — f(z) < h(x,y) for
all x and y in M, where h is Peierl’s barrier. Then there exists a weak KAM
solution u such that uja = f.

Proof. 1. Let xyp € X and let (x_y,)n>0 be a calibrating sequence for u. As
observed in the proof of Theorem u(xo) —v(zo) = u(x—p) — v(x_p) for
all n > 0.

Limiting points of the sequence (x_,)n,>0 are not necessarily in M. However,
we prove that there exists a suitable subsequence converging to a point in M,
allowing to conclude the proof as in Theorem Assume by contradiction
the contrary. There exists an € > 0 such that d(z_,, M) > € for all n € N. Let
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F={zreX, d(xz, M) = e}, that is a closed set. As in the proof of Proposition
1
w2
K3 n
that the sequence (fin, )ken converges to a measure p. By hypothesis all the
ln have their support included in F' x F', so the same holds for u. But, as
proved in Proposition e 730 is a Mather measure, hence the support of

p is included in M, and this is absurd.

3.1.3 define p,, = Let finally (ng)reny be an extraction such

T Tig1)"

| M

In the second case, by symmetry, the opposite inequality holds, and the result
follows as zo was taken arbitrary.

2. This point is established exactly as we do not reproduce its proof.
O

3.1.2 An ergodic point of view

Mather sets were introduced as subsets of X x X. As for Aubry sets, that hides the
underlying dynamics. As Aubry sets may be equivalently defined on X x X or on X%,
there are analogous measures defined on X?%. This is explained in [40], Paragraph
4.2]. Indeed, denoting s : (Zn)nez — (Tn+1)nez the shift operator, given a Borel
probability measure ji on X7 that is invariant by s, its push-forward (7 1)+/i by the
projection mo 1 : (p)nez — (20, 21) is a Borel probability measure on X x X that
is closed in the sense of Definition and such that SXZ c(a:o,xl)dﬂ((xn)nez) =
SXXX c(z,y)d(mo,1) A

Conversely, if u is a Borel closed probability measure on X x X, Bernard and
Buffoni construct, via a disintegration of u with respect to the projection mg : X X
X — X, a shift invariant measure i on X% such that 2 c(xo,xl)dﬂ((xn)nez) =
S . x (@, y)du. We therefore derive the following analogues of previous results,
either by using the correspondence of Bernard and Buffoni, or by reproducing the
proofs in this context. We leave the latter to the reader.

Definition 3.1.7. Denote P be the set of shift invariant Borel probability measures
on XZ%. This is the set of Borel probability measures i on X% such that s.fi = fi.

The following result holds:

Proposition 3.1.8. The critical constant is characterized by

inif c(wo, x1)dfi((2n)nez) = {niQJ c(z0, 21)dfi((2n)nez) = —c[0].
peP JXZ pepP JXZ

Moreover, an invariant measure [ € P is minimizing if and only if it is supported
on the Aubry set A.

Definition 3.1.9. We define Py P to be the set of shift invariant Borel probability
measures figp on X% such that

f c(wo, 1)dfio ((Tn)nez) = inf | c(wo, 21)df((2n)nez) = —c[0].
X7 nepP JXZ
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Such measures are also called minimizing or Mather measures and the context makes
it clear whether a measure is defined on X% or on X x X.
We define the Mather set M < X% by

M = J supp(@),
fePo
where supp stands for the support of a measure.

The set Py is convex and compact. Finally the initial discussion together with
Proposition [T.4.5] yield that:

Proposition 3.1.10. The following equalities hold: M = mo(M) and M = 7r071(./\m/14).

3.2 The discounted equation

This Chapter ends by returning to the roots, more precisely to the second proof
of the weak KAM Theorem [1.2.1] Recall that if A € (0,1) then uy is the unique
function such that uy = T\ uy = T~ (Auy). We now prove a result first obtained in
[75):

Theorem 3.2.1. There exists a weak KAM solution ui such that uy + % — Uy

where the convergence takes place as X — 1 and is uniform.

The proof is divided into several steps. It was already shown that as A\ — 1,
(1 = Nuy — —[0] (Remark (ii)). Actually one gets something more precise:

Proposition 3.2.2. The family uy + % s uniformly bounded as A — 1.

This will be a simple consequence of the following comparison principle:

Lemma 3.2.3. Let v1 be such that vi < T\ v1 and let vy verify vo = Ty vo. Then
V1 S Uy < Ug.

Proof. By induction, one has for all n € N that vy < T "v; and vy > T, "vp. Both
right hand side terms converge to uy as n — +00 (recall T is a contraction). The
results follow by passing to the limit. O

Proof of Proposition[3.2.3. Let u be a weak KAM solution. Then adding and sub-
tracting big constants to u provides two weak KAM solutions @ and u which are
positive and negative respectively and verify @ > Auw and v < Au . We then obtain
that

YAe (0,1), u—c[0] =T (u) =T (\u) =T, (u).

This can be rewritten u — % > T, (u— ICE)}\) In a same manner, u — f@;\ <

Ty (u— %) Apply the previous lemma to obtain that u — % <wuy<u-— 1{0}\

which implies the proposition. ]
c[0]

As the functions uy + ;= are equicontinuous and equibounded, thanks to the
Arzela—Ascoli Theorem, to prove the convergence it is enough to prove that all
converging subsequences have the same limit. We now establish constraints on such
limits:
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Proposition 3.2.4. Let u € 730 be a Mather measure. Assume uy, + 1(’;[())\]71 — U as

n — +w for some extraction A, — 1. Then . u(z)dmip(z) < 0.

Proof. Start from the inequalities uy(y) — Auy(z) < c(z,y) for all pairs (z,y). Inte-
grating with respect to p yields

f (uA(y) - /\u)\(a:))du(x,y) < J c(z,y)du(z,y) = —c[0],
XxX XxX

as i is minimizing. But since p is closed, both marginals are equals and the left
hand side is equal to (1 —X) §, ux(z)dm1.p(z). Dividing by (1— ) one obtains that
§x (ur(z) + f?}\)dm*,u(x) < 0. The result now follows taking A = \,, and passing
to the limit. ]

Note that as the functions u) are equicontinuous, any accumulation point u as
in the previous Proposition is automatically continuous.

The next step is to identify a reasonable candidate for the limit. This is done in
the next Definition:

Definition 3.2.5. Let F = S n C°(X,R) be the set of continuous subsolutions u
verifying the constraint {y u(2)dmisp(z) < 0 for all Mather measures p € Po.

We define u; = sup u where the supremum is taken pointwise.

ueF

The set F is not empty for it contains negative subsolutions (recall S or the
set of weak KAM solutions are invariant by addition of constants). Restricting to
continuous functions is not necessary (see [75] for the alternative approach of con-
sidering all subsolutions), but it simplifies some proofs. Elements of F are bounded
above as they must take at least a non—positive value. Hence u; is well defined. The
idea of taking supremums of solutions or subsolutions in viscosity solutions theory
is rather standard, we will see here that it is very useful.

Of course, Proposition |3.2.4 has a trivial consequence: if v = lim wuy, + 16_[(;\]n

n—-+0o0

for some sequence A, — 1 then u € F and u < u;.

In order to establish the full convergence, we have to prove the reverse inequality.
This will be done by constructing some appropriate Mather measures. First we give
a representation formula for wy:

Lemma 3.2.6. For any A€ (0,1) and z € X, we have

ux(x) = min Z A "e(zp—1,Tp).
(Jétno)i;o n<0
Proof. As T, is a contraction on the set of continuous functions its fixed point is
the limit of the iterates starting with any initial function. Taking the 0 function,

one computes that if £ > 0,

0
T)\_k()(x) =  min Z Aoz, ;).
Ty, TO=T
i=—k+1

The result follows letting n — +00. The fact that all infimums are minimums comes
from the usual compactness arguments. O
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Proposition 3.2.7. Let e X and for all A € (0,1) let (2))n<o such that 1)) =
and uy(x) = Y. X "c(x)_,x)). Define the probability measure iy by

n<0

Ve CO(X x X,R), L S (ay) N A2,

n<0
Assume finally that for some subsequence X\, — 1 the sequence (i, )neNn converges

to . Then the measure pu s a Mather measure.

Proof. The multiplicative term (1 — \) ensures that the measures u) are probability
measures. Hence so is 1. We therefore have to prove that u is closed and minimizing.
The fact that p is closed does not depend on the particular choice of the sequences
(2))n<o and results from the following computation:
Let f: X — R be a continuous function. Then

UXXX f(@))dpr(z,y ‘ =(1-A\ ’ DA () _f(x;\L_l))‘

n<0

= (L= N|f@ + Y AT AT )

n<—1

<=Ml (14 =2 3 A1)

n<—1
= 2(1 = M) f]le — 0.

On the contrary, the fact that p is minimizing depends heavily on the use of the
definition of (x7)):

(1 - Ny N S A e, 2 = fXXXc<x,y>dm<x7y>.

n<0
As A\, — 1, the left hand side goes to —c[0] by Remark (ii), and the right hand
side converges to §y y c(z, y)du(z,y). O
We now explain why those measures play a particular role:

Lemma 3.2.8. Let w € S be a continuous subsolution, then using the previous
notation,

VAe (0,1), wux(z)=w(x)— JX w(z)dmigpn(2).

Proof. We start with the definition of u) and then use that w is a subsolution as

follows:
Z AT n 1T n Z AT (wé—l))

n<0 n<0
=w(x) — Z (AT = A" Dw(ay )
n<0
= w(z) — (1-A) Y A w(z)_y)

n<0

= w(z) — JX w(2)dmepn(2).

62



At last, let us conclude:

Proof of Theorem [3.2.1. Let uy, — u be a converging subsequence, we have already
seen that u < u; where u; is given by Definition 3.2.5

Let now z € X and for A € (0,1), let (z)))n<o such that 23 = x and uy(z) =
> A "c(x)_4, 7)) and define the probability measure yy as in Proposition [3.2.7

n<0
Extracting a further subsequence, assume that the p), converge to a measure p

which is then a Mather measure by Proposition - Let w € F, applying the

previous Lemma, we get uy () — §x w(z)dmi4p(2) and along the sub-
sequence A\, letting n — 400 yields (usmg w e F)

u(z) > w(z) - f w(z)dman(z) > w(z).
X
Taking the supremum over w € F, we conclude that u(z) > ui(z). Hence we

have established the convergence.
O]

As a byproduct of the previous proof and of Proposition [3.2.4] we have estab-
lished that

Proposition 3.2.9. The limit of the discounted approximation verifies u; € F.

We continue this paragraph by establishing an alternative formula for the limit
function wuq.

Proposition 3.2.10. For all x € X, the following equality holds:

(o) = min [ h(y.o)dmanly)

pePy JX
where uy s the function of Theorem and h the Peierls barrier.

Proof. We denote 4 the right hand side. We first claim that 4 is a subsolution.
Indeed, each function hy = h(y, -) is a subsolution by Proposition Hence if m
is a Borel probablility measure on X, so is h,, defined by h,, SX m(y)
since S is closed and convex (see Proposition . Flnally, as ¢ is an mﬁmum of
functions of this type, it is itself a subsolution by Lemma [2.2.6]

Next, we establish that u1 < 4. Let u € S be a continuous subsolutlon we know
that u(z) — u(y) < h(y,x) for all pairs (z,y) (Proposition . Let € Pg be a
Mather measure, integrating with respect to y the previous inequality yields

M@—LMWWW@<LM%WWW@'

If uw € F then we conclude that u(z) < {y h(y,z)dm14p(y). This being valid for all

u e F and for all u € 730 we obtain the de51red inequality w1 < @
We conclude by proving the reverse inequality. Let y € X, the function hY =
—h(-,y) is a subsolution (by Proposition [2.1.2)). Moreover, by definition of 4, the
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function hY + a(y) € F. In particular, u; = hY + 4(y) and evaluating at y we obtain
ui(y) = —h(y,y) + u(y). If we specify moreover y € A to be in the projected Aubry
set then we have proved that (see Theorem [2.1.5)):

Vye A, ui(y) = a(y).

This is enough to conclude that u; > @ everywhere, indeed, u; is a weak KAM
solution and @ € S hence Theorem applies. O

Remark 3.2.11. The limit of the family (ux)xe,1) as A — 1 can be reformulated
in terms of Mather measures on X%. Indeed, as marginals of such measures are the
same as those on X x X one finds that

F = {u €S nCYX,R),Viie Po, J w(20)dji((Tn)nez) < 0} .
XZ
And also, for all x € X, the following equality holds:

ui(x) = {niNnj h(xo, 2)dji((zn)nez)-
paePo JX

And finally, here is a mild property of wuy:

Proposition 3.2.12. There exists a Mather measure g € 730 such that
f uy (x)dmiepo(z) = 0.
X

Moreover, it can be imposed that pgy is an extremal point of 730.

Proof. By Proposition the selected function verifies u; € F meaning that
SX up(x)dmep(x) < 0 for all Mather measures u € 730. If the result were not true,
by compactness of Py there would be an £ > 0 such that § ui(z)dmpep(z) < —e
for all Mather measures p € 730. Then the function u; + € would also belong to F
contradicting the definition of u; given in [3.2.5

The second assertion is a direct consequence of Choquet’s Theorem ([156]). In-
deed, it states that if ug is a measure given by the first part of the Proposition,
then there exists a probability measure w on 730, supported on the extremal points
of Py such that pg = S730 pdw(p). Any measure p in the support of w has to verify

§y w1 (z)dmpspn (z) = 0. O

Remark 3.2.13. The previous Proposition holds as well when considering Mather
measures as measures on X2 thanks to the point of view of Bernard and Buffoni
(see Remark. In this case, denoting by P the set of minimizing shift invariant
measures, extremal measures are the ergodic ones with respect to the action of the
shift.

Before turning to the positive counterpart of those results let us provide a sim-
plistic economical interpretation. As previously, X is the metric space of wine stores
in France, ¢ : X x X — R the cost of a 24 hour delivery and R : X — R provides the
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price R(z) of a bottle of Chateau RayasE] in the store x. The discount factor plays the
role of an interest rate, or of inflation depending on the point of view. If some money
m > 0 is placed in the bank at a daily rate A™!, then tomorrow it will be worth
A~tm. Conversely, if one buys today a bottle of Chateau Rayas at the price R(y)
but only pays it tomorrow, it is considered that the actualized price is AR(y) (as
this amount of money put in the bank today will buy the bottle tomorrow at price
R(y)). Henceforth taking into account this effect of time, the actualized least price
to obtain a bottle of Chateau Rayas at = tomorrow is T R(x) = ;?)f( AR(y) +c(y, ),

considering that the transportation will be paid tomorrow at tomorrow’s price.

In this context, the function uy, fixed point of Ty is called equilibrium state.
It is the only price function such that a buyer has not to worry about the time at
which he wishes to receive his bottle. It is also the asymptotic price of a bottle for
someone willing to wait a very very long time, when the interest rate is at A.

3.3 Discount for the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup

We here address the positive counterpart of the previous results and explore some
relations between the obtained limits. This is new to our knowledge.

Of course, all the constructions and results of the previous section hold for the
positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup. If A € [0,1) we denote by vy the unique fixed point
of the operator T} : u — T (Au) that is a contraction. Similar arguments as in the
previous paragraph yield:

<[0]
D)

Theorem 3.3.1. There exists a positive weak KAM solution vy such that vy—
v1 where the convergence takes place as A — 1 and is uniform.

The functions vy have the following explicit form:

Lemma 3.3.2. For any A€ (0,1) and x € X, we have

ua(x) = — min Z A'e(Zp, Tntt)-

@n)nz0720

The limit v; has the following form:

Proposition 3.3.3. Let F* = S n C°(X,R) be the set of continuous subsolutions
u verifying the constraint § u(z)dmy.pu(x) = 0 for all Mather measures € Po.

We have the formulas vi = inf+ u where the infimum is taken pointwise.
ueF

The function vy verifies v1 € FT.
And finally for all z € X,

o1(z) = max f ~h(e, y)dmien(y).
pePo JX

2Chéateau Rayas is definitively the best red wine, and arguably the best white wine, that the
author has had the privilege of tasting. They are both of the appellation Chateauneuf du Pape
which is the most prestigious of the meridional Rhone valley. Wines made by their owner, Emmanuel
Reynaud, have no equal.
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As for the negative Lax—Oleinik semigroup (Remark the previous propo-
sition can be stated in terms of Mather measures on X%, which we leave to the
reader.

We conclude by asking the following;:

Question: what are the links between u; and v ?

Unfortunately, the answer may seem disappointing, there is, in general no partic-
ular link. For example, except in very particular instances, they are not a conjugate
pair (as they do not have any reason to coincide on the Mather set M). They are
not even ordered even though the following inequalities hold on the projected Aubry
set:

Proposition 3.3.4. The functions u1 and vy verify
Vee A, ui(z) <wvi(x).

Proof. Let us argue by contradiction assuming that there exists zg € A such that
vi(xo) < ui(xp). We set € = wuy(xo) — vi(xo) > 0. We will construct a Mather
measure f9 such that §y v1(z)dmiepo(z) < 0. This will be our contradiction as
v; € F* meaning that §, vi(z)dmisp0(z) = 0.

Let (xn)nez € A be a sequence associated to xg. As u; and vy are critical
subsolutions, one infers (see Remark [1.4.8) that

—1
Vn =0, wui(xg)—ui(z_p) = Z c(xg, xps1) + nel0],

k=—n
—1

vy (o) — v1(x—n) = D c(k, Tpa1) + nef0].

k=—n

It follows that € = uj(x_,,) — vi(z—p) for all n > 0. By continuity, one finds that
uy — vp is constantly equal to € on {z_,, n > 0}.

Last, arguing as in the proof of Theorem[3.1.6] we construct a minimizing Mather
measure (g € 730 such that the support of mi,uo is included in {z_,, n > 0}. We
conclude, using again that u; € F, that

J v1(2)dmspo(2) < J (v1(2) — w1 (z))dmiepo(z) = —&.
X

X
O

The concluding general result here gives a condition for u; and v; to be a con-
jugate pair:

Proposition 3.3.5. The following assertions are equivalent:
1. The functions uy and vy form a conjugate pair,
2. U4 = V1A

3. uyp =y,

66



4. for all Mather measures p, the equality § ui(x)dmisp(x) = 0 holds,
5. for all Mather measures i, the equality § vi(x)dmisp(z) = 0 holds,

6. there exists a critical subsolution v € S such that for all Mather measures p,
the equality § v(z)dmisp(z) = 0 holds.

Proof. Assertion (1)) being equivalent to ([2)) follows from the definition of a conjugate
pair as explained in Remark

If holds, then holds as this inequality is always true for a conjugate pair.
Reciprocally, if holds, then by Proposition is true.

Assertion implies and (5). It is an immediate consequence of the fact
that u; € F and vq € F™.

Then, or implies @ is straightforward as negative or positive weak KAM
solutions are subsolutions.

Let us now establish @ implies . Let v be the subsolution given by the
hypothesis and let us denote by v~ and v the respective limits of T~"v + nc[0] and
Ty —nc[0] as n — +00. As U= U‘—;‘ = v|4 We obtain respectively a negative and
positive weak KAM solution satisfying the hypothesis of (6). The idea of the proof
is that there can be at most one such negative weak KAM solution (and similarly,
at most one such positive weak KAM solution).

To this aim, let u € Py so that

| @aman@) = | ot @dmanta) = | v@imn) -

Asv™ e F, v~ <wup and as uj € F it follows that

VpePy, 0= f v (z)dmep(z) < f up(x)dmep(x) < 0.
X X

So wu; itself satisfies the hypothesis of (5). Moreover, combining the previous equal-
ities with v~ < wy implies that v~ and w; coincide on the support of p (as both
functions are continuous). This being true for all minimizing Mather measures
1€ 730, we conclude that uy\ = U|7\/1’ by Theorem |3.1.6] we deduce that u; = v~.

The same proof yields that v; = v*. Hence the pair (u1,v1) is a conjugate pair. [J

3.4 Degenerate discounted equations

As an original contribution, let us finish by a generalization of the discounted con-
vergence results. Instead of modifying the Lax—Oleinik semigroup to make it a
contraction, we perturb it so that it is still a 1-Lipschitz map. Yet conditions are
given in order to select again a weak KAM solution as the perturbation gets smaller.
In this generality, the results of this paragraph are new.

We consider a continuous function a : X — R that verifies the following two
conditions:

(al) the function « has values in [0, 1),

(a2) for all minimizing Mather measure u € Po, §y a(z)dmiep(z) > 0.
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This last property is obviously verified if « is positive on the projected Aubry
set A (this was the condition of [I77]) or if « is positive on M. The problem to
be studied is understanding the behavior of functions uy : X — R, for A € (0,1),
verifying

Vee X, ux(z)=T ((1-a)u)(z)+ [0],
as A — 0. The convergence result is stated later on in this section in Theorem [3.4.12
Therefore, let us denote by T the mapping v — T~ ((1 — Aa)uy) + c[0]. Just like
T~ (see Proposition , the operators T are 1-Lipschitz and order preserving.
We start by easy properties in order to get acquainted with the operators:

Proposition 3.4.1. Let v: X — R be a continuous function, then
Vee X, 3z_1 e X, Thw(@) = (1-Aa(z_1))v(z_1)+ c(z_1,2) + c[0].

More generally, for all n > 0, there is a chain (x_y,--- ,x9 = ) such that

-1

T "v(x) = Bopv(z—pn) + Z ﬂk+1(c(mk,xk+1) + C[O]),

k=—n

~1
where B = [ ] (1 - )\oz(:nj)), for —-n <k < —1 and By = 1.

j=k

Proof. The first point is a direct consequence of compactness and continuity while

the second follows from a straightforward induction. O
Beware that the notation Sy, is misleading as it depends on the chain (zg, - - , xg).

We now address the issue of fixed points of .

Definition 3.4.2. We will say a function v : X — R is a A-discounted subsolution
if u < ¥)u or equivalently

V(z,y) e X x X, u(z) - (1 - a(y))uly) < c(y,x) + [0]. (3.1)
A function v : X — R is a A—discounted solution if v = T wv.
By definition and successive applications of Proposition [3.4.1] one gets:

Proposition 3.4.3. Let u : X — R be a A—discounted subsolution, then for all
n > 0 and all finite chains (y—p, -+ ,y0 = ),

-1
u(yo) < Bnt(y-n) + > Brs1(clr yrr1) + c[0]),

k=—n

-1
where B = [] (1 — Aa(y;)) and Bo = 1.
j=k
Let v: X — R be a A-discounted solution. Then for all x € X, there exists an
infinite chain (x)k<o such that xy = x and

-1
Vn >0, o(@) = Bonv(@—n) + Y Brri(c(@r, i) + c[0]),

k=—n

-1

where B = [] (1 — Aa(z;)) and By = 1.
j=k
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The convention adopted here is that an empty product has value 1, so that in
the previous notation, the formula also holds for 3.

The next result is reminiscent of strong comparison principles in viscosity solu-
tions theory:

Theorem 3.4.4. Let A € (0,1), u : X — R be a A\-discounted subsolution and
v: X — R be a A\-discounted solution. Then u < v.

Proof. As u < %yu, it is enough to prove that Tyu < v. Hence by Proposition [1.1.3
one assumes that u is continuous, without loss of generality. Then consider a strict
subsolution ug : X — R given by Theorem Moreover, up to subtracting a big
constant, we assume that ug is negative. For € € (0,1) we define u. = (1 —¢)ug + cu.
The function u, is a A—discounted subsolution. As a matter of fact, if (z,y) € X x X,

ue(x) — (1—)\oz ) (y) =
= e(u(x) = (1= Aa(y))u(y)) + (1 — &) (uo(x) — (1 — Aa(y))uo(y))
<e(e(y, ) +c[0]) + (1 — &) (uo(x) —uo(y)) < cly,z) +c[0], (3.2)

where it was used first that ug is negative and then that it is a critical subsolution.

Let now xg € X such that u.(xg) —v(zg) = max(u: —v). We aim at proving that
ue(z0) —v(xo) < 0. Let us argue by contradiction, assuming that u.(zo) —v(xg) > 0.
Let (xr)r<o be a chain given by Proposition for v, (Br)k<o the associated
sequence as defined in the same Proposition It follows from both assertions
of Proposition that for all £ < 0,

(ue = v)(20) = ue(wo) — Brv(w) Z Bi+1(clas, zj1) + c[0])

-1 -1
< Brue(wr) + Y Bira(clay, 2541) + c[0]) — Brv(ar) — Y B (ela, 2541) + c[0])
i=k ji=k

= Pr(ue = v)(wr) < (ue —v)(2p),

where the last inequality is obtained using the contradiction hypothesis and the
inequalities 0 < [Br < 1. By definition of xzg, it follows that all the preceding
inequalities are equalities. In particular, it comes that 8 = 1 for all £ < 0 which in
turn implies that a(zy) = 0 for all £ < 0, by definition of 5. Moreover, tracing the
inequalities used, it follows that

—1

¥k <0, uc(wo) = Bruc(ar) + Y, B (clxj, i) + [0]).
j=k

Going back to (3.2) and using that, there as well, inequalities are indeed equalities,
it follows that uo(xg) — uo(xg41) = c(xk, xx+1) + ¢[0] for all £ < 0. By definition of
uo and thanks to its property of being strict, we conclude that (zy,zp41) € A for all
k <O.
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-1
Let us now define, for n > 0 the probability measure u, = % > O(zp,zpi1) (that

k=—n
is supported on .%T) Let p be an accumulation point of the sequence of probability
measures (ft, )n>0 for some subsequence (n;);>o. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem
we find that the measure p is closed. As the 2-Aubry set is closed, the measure
1 is supported on A. The last part of Theorem implies that u is a Mather
minimizing measure.
Finally, using that a(x) = 0 for all £ < 0 observe that

-1
. ) 1

JX a(z)driep(x) = iETw . a(x)d s pin, (x) = iEIJPoo - k_z_n a(zg) =0,

thus contradicting Hypothesis («2). Hence uc(zg) — v(zp) = max(u. — v) < 0 and

ue. < v. As this holds for all € € (0, 1), letting € — 1 proves that u < v. O

The previous proof combines two main ideas. The first one is that subsolutions
can be approximated by strict subsolutions, thus forcing interesting phenomena to
take place on the Aubry set. This is made possible by the convex structure of our
minimization problems. The second idea is to construct illicit Mather measures
assuming that subsolutions or solutions do not verify suitable properties. This line
of reasoning will be used several times in what follows.

As A\—discounted solutions are obviously A—discounted subsolutions, the previous
Proposition brings as a consequence that there can be at most one A—discounted
solution. The next existence result shows there is exactly one:

Theorem 3.4.5. For all A € (0,1) there exists a unique A\—discounted solution.

Proof. Let u be a negative weak KAM solution and @ be a positive weak KAM
solution. Applying the modified Lax—Oleinik semigroup yields

Ta(w) =T~ ((1 = Ae)u)) +¢[0] = T~ (u) + ¢[0] = u.

A straightforward induction yields that the sequence (T%(uw)), .

>0 18 non—decreasing.
Similarly,

U@ =T ((1 = xa)u)) + [0] < T~ (@) + c[0] = w.

A straightforward induction yields that the sequence (‘If( (m)nzo is non—increasing.
Finally, as v < @ it follows that T}(u) < T4 (u) for all n > 0. The sequence
(Tf\‘(g))nZO is bounded and non-decreasing, made of equi—continuous functions,
hence it converges (uniformly) towards a function uy : X — R, verifying u < uy < 7,

that is, by continuity of ¥, a A-discounted solution.
O

Definition 3.4.6. For all A € (0, 1), the unique A-discounted solution is denoted by

As a byproduct of the previous proof, it was established:
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Corollary 3.4.7. The family (u$)e(0,1) % uniformly bounded and consists of equi-
continuous functions.

The last part holds as the u§ are in the image of T~ (Proposition[1.1.3)). As the
family (u$)ae(o,1) is relatively compact, to prove that it converges when A — 0, it is
enough to prove there is a unique accumulation point.

The next proposition establishes the crucial property of such accumulation points,
similarly to Proposition [3.2.4}

Proposition 3.4.8. Let u e 730 be a Mather measure. Assume u§ — u asn — +o0
for some extraction A, — 0. Then § a(z)u(x) dryp(z) < 0.

Proof. Let us start from the family of inequalities given by (3.1), applied to the
functions u). Integrating against p it is obtained that

0= f [e(y, x) + ¢[0]]dpu(y, x) = J [uS(z) — (1= Aa(y))uS(y)] duly, z).
XxX XxX

As p is closed and wu)y continuous, dividing by A, we gather that

Whe (0,1), L a(y)us () drrep(y) < 0.

Passing to the limit along the subsequence (\;,)n>0, yields the result. O

Particular Mather measures can then be constructed starting from calibrating
chains given by Proposition One first needs to establish a crucial property
they satisfy:

Proposition 3.4.9. There exists M > 0 such that for all A € (0,1) and z¢ € X, if
(xﬁ)kgo s a sequence given by Proposition applied to u§ with w())‘ = xg, then

A Z 1__1[ (1- )\a(a:;‘)) <M.

k<0 j=k

Proof. Let us argue by contradiction assuming the result does not hold. Then there
exist a sequence (A, )nen € (0,1)N and points 2 € X such that for each integer
n € N there exists a sequence (z})r<o given by Proposition associated to u§

-1
and an integer N,, > 0 such that \,C,, = A\, D] Biyq — +0, having adopted the
—1 o
notation 87 = [] (1 — )\na(x;?)). This implies that N, — +00 as 0 < 8 < 1.
j=Fk
For all integer n € N, let us define the probability measure on X x X,

—1
-1
pn = Cp Z 51?+15(xg,xg+1)-
k=—Np,

Up to an extraction, let us assume furthermore that the sequence p, converges to
a probability measure pu. We will prove that p is a minimizing Mather measure
violating condition (a2).
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The measure u is closed: let f : X — R be a continuous function. We
compute, using an Abel transform:

UXXX (f(y) = f(@))dpn(z, y‘_
—1

=G Y (B - B — B f@n ) + Bof (ah)]

k=—Nn,

Z B (f $k+1)—f($7§))‘

k=—Np

-1

<G Y B Bl + 2 | < 4CT o

k=—Nn

In the previous chain of inequalities it was used that the sequences (3}')x<o are non—
decreasing and take values in [0,1]. As C),, — 40, letting n — +00, it is obtained
that

f (F) - f(2))dp(z,y) = lim (F@) = £(2))dpin () = 0.
XxX

n—+0o0 XxX

Therefore p is closed.
The measure p is minimizing: we use the definition of u, and the property
of the sequences () x<o-

UXXX c(z,y) +c[0 ])dun z,Y ‘ = ‘ Z B,M c(zf, xi 1) +c[o])‘

=C;Wx%wwmﬂmﬁMM<%ﬁwmm

Recalling that the family (u)) )\a e(0,1) is uniformly bounded (Corollary (3.4.7 - letting
n — +oo it follows that §, . c(x,y) du(z,y) = —c[0].

The measure y satisfies {a du = 0: we use the inequality exp(z) > 14z and
the definition of 3} to estimate

L(xx () dpn(2,y) Z Brrra(xk)

-1
<Ct Z a(zy) exp< An Z
k=—Nn j=k+1
-1

exp(fafo)
<= 2 ol Jesp (A Z 7))

= n =

As the a} are non—negative and the function x — exp(—=) is decreasing, the right
hand side can be estimated by comparing sum and integral to conclude that

exp(fer]0) foo exp(fer]0)
alx) dp(x,y) < ————— exp(—A\pz) do = ———.
JXxX ( ) s ( ) Cn 0 ( ) )\ncn

As \,C,, — +o0, it follows that §, , a(x) du(x,y) = 0. Thus p is a Mather
measure contradicting (a2) and the result is proved. O
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As a Corollary, a refined representation formula comes up for the functions u:

Corollary 3.4.10. Let A € (0,1) and 9 € X. If (zr)k<o is given by Proposition
applied to u§, then

uf (zo) = Z Brv1 (e, Try1) + ¢[0]),

k=—00

with By = ﬁ (1 — Aa(z;)) and B = 1.
=k

Proof. By Proposition[3.4.9] the sum } 5y, is convergent which implies that i lim G =
——0

0. As the function u$ is bounded, the result follows by simply letting n — +00 in
the second part of Proposition O

Let us now enter the convergence part of this section. Motivated by Proposition
we give the following definition:

Definition 3.4.11. Let F,, be the set of continuous critical subsolutions u: X —->R
such that {, a(z)u(z) drisp(z) < 0 for all Mather measure € Py.

Let us first state the main Theorem. The careful reader will notice quite a
resemblance with Theorem and Proposition [3.2.10

Theorem 3.4.12. The family of functions (u$) 1) uniformly converges as A — 0.
Moreover, denoting by ug the limit, the two following formulas hold:

o for xpe X, uf(zo) = max u(xo);
«@

o forzpe X,
d
48 (o) = min §x a(@)h(@,20) dmip()
1€Po SX z) dmisp()
where h : X x X — R still denotes Peierls’ barrier given by Definition|2.1.1]

The proof of this Theorem is split into several Lemmas resembling what was
done for the standard discounted equation.

Definition 3.4.13 If X e (0,1) and 29 € X, we choose a sequence (73)k<o given
by Proposition applied to u§ with x¢ = :1:3 The probability measure ui‘o is
defined by:

A T0,A
Hgy = :L‘o/\ Z /Bk;-i-l mk’xk+1

k=—00
-1
where B,fo’A =JI(1- /\04(1’])")) and Cpy \ = Z 5}??1
=k

The sum defining Cy, » is indeed finite by Proposition

Lemma 3.4.14. Let 29 € X and A\, — 0 be a sequence such that the family of
measures (uég)neN converges to a probability measure p. Then i s a minimizing
Mather measure.
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Proof. We first prove that Cy, », — +00. Indeed, for all n > 0 and k£ <0, ﬂm‘)”\" >
(1 — Anller]oo)*! thus implying that

= 1
— An _— 0.
5507 Z HaHOO /\nHa”OO n:w +

By computations the reader should already be familiar with, from the proof of
Proposition it is proven that p is closed. Let f : X — R be a continuous
function. We compute using an Abel transform:

S e () - £

G- r@) ayen| -,

k=—0o0
-1
= Co| 2 (B = B £ + 55 F (o)
k=—00
<o 3 i - e + 151e] < 2650
k=—00

As Cyy,n, — +00 this proves that §, + (f(y) — f(z)) du(z,y) = 0.
And then it is established that p is minimizing:

| (elan) + o)y o.n)] -

- 5% g (et atyy) + [0

k=—00

$07>\n

Z0o, >\7L

us, (z0)| < )\n s, oo

Corollary 3.4.10| was used for the last equality. Recalling that the family (u$)ae(o,1)
is uniformly bounded (Corollary [3.4.7)), letting n — +o0 it follows that

[ ctw) dutoy) = ~clon
XxX

thus concluding the proof.

The next lemma is similar to Lemma [3.2.8}

Lemma 3.4.15. Let xo € X, A€ (0,1) and w € S be a continuous subsolution, then

W (o) > w(zo) Acxo,f w(z) driidd, (2).
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Proof. We use Corollary [3.4.10] and the fact that w is a critical subsolution:

Z B (e, apyr) + c[0])

k=—00

Z 5116?#1 (2341) — w(zp))
k=—o0
—1

= 3B = D) + B ().

k=—0o0
The last equality follows by an Abel transform. We now use the definition of Bm)‘"
to compute
-1 -1
BIO’ Bzi’l = H (1 — )\a(a:;‘)) — H (1 — )\a(:L‘;‘))
j=k j=k+1
-1
= —a(@p) [] (1-2a(2))) = —da(ap)Bi07
j=kt1
Going back to the previous computation and remembering that BIO’ = 1 yields
) > wleo) = 3 A0 ole)
k=—00
wlao) = ACip | aleu(z) dmage, 2).
O

The first part of Theorem [3.4.12] is now ready to be proven:

Proof of Theorem first formula. Let A\, — 0 be a sequence such that (u§ )nen
converges to a function v : X — R. Henceforth the function v is a weak KAM
solution by continuity of the Lax—Oleinik operator. We have also defined for all
re X, uf(zr) = max u(z). The aim here is to prove that v = u.

By Proposition v € F, and therefore v < u§.

Let us now prove the reverse inequality. Let zg € X. Up to a further extraction,
we assume that the sequence of probability measures (,u;}g)neN weakly converges to a
measure p that is a minimizing Mather measure thanks to Lemma[3.4.14] If w € F,,
by definition, §, a(z)w(z) dr.pu(z) < 0. Combining with Proposition entails
that limsup A, Cyy », §5 a(2)w(z) dm*,ui,‘g (z) < 0. Plugging into the inequality of

n—+0o0

Lemma and letting n — +00 gives

v(zg) = w(xg) — limsup )\anO’/\nJ a(z)w(z) dﬁl*uig(z) = w(zp).
X

n—+0o0

As this holds for all w € F, it comes that v(zg) = uf(xo) and being true for all
xg € X, the first convergence formula is proven. O
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This section ends by establishing the second representation formula for ug. To

this aim, we set 4§ (o) = min Ix a(x)h(z’jo)dm*”(x)
pepo  x al@)dmn(a)

ug = ug. The proof follows closely that of Proposition [3.2.10

for all oy € X, we will prove that

Proof of Theorem [3.4.13 second formula. We first claim that 4§ is a subsolution.

Indeed, each function hy, = h(y, -) is a subsolution by Proposition Hence, if p

is a probablility measure on X, so is hf; defined by hf(z) = I ?(yi?;)/éﬁ(?)t(y)
X

is closed and convex (see Proposition . Last, as 1§ is an infimum of functions
of this type, it is itself a subsolution by Lemma [2.2.6

Next, we establish that uf < uf. Let u € S be a continuous subsolution, we
know that a(y)(u(z) — u(y)) < a(y)h(y,z) for all pairs (z,y) (Proposition .
Let p e 730 be a Mather measure, integrating with respect to y the previous inequality
yields

since S

X

UX a(y) dmu(zﬁ) u(z) — L a(y)u(y) drp(y) < J a(y)h(y, z) drpp(y).

If u e F, it follows that (SX a(y) dm*,u(y))u(x) < §x a(y)h(y, z) dryep(y). This

being valid for all u € F, and for all u € 730, the desired inequality uf < 4f is
obtained.

We conclude by proving the reverse inequality. Let y € X, the function hY =
—h(-,y) is a subsolution (by Proposition . Moreover, by definition of 4§, the
function hY + 4§ (y) € Fo. In particular, u§ > h¥ — 4§ (y) and evaluating at y yields
ui(y) = —h(y,y) + 4§ (y). If we specify, moreover, y € A to be in the projected
Aubry set, leads to the inequalities (see Theorem [2.1.5])

Vye A, ug(y) = g (y)-

This is enough to conclude that uf > 4§ everywhere, indeed, u§ is a weak KAM
solution and 4§ € S hence Theorem applies.
O

3.5 Comment on the discounted procedure

As already mentioned, the introduction of the functions u) in the second proof of
the Weak KAM Theorem [1.2.1]is very natural. Indeed, let us recall a classical fixed
point Theorem:

Theorem 3.5.1. Let C' be a compact convex subset of a Fréchet vector—space and
f:C — C be al1-Lipschitz map. Then f admits a fixed point.

This result is of course weaker than the Schauder-Tychonoff Theorem but a
simple proof goes as follows. Up to conjugating by a translation, assume that 0 € C'.
Then for A € (0,1), the function f) : C' — C defined by f\(x) = f(Ax) is well defined
and a contraction of a complete metric space. It admits a unique fixed point x € C.
Consequently, by compactness of C' one can consider a sequence A, — 1 such that
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(2, )nen converges to a point z* € C. It is then immediate that z* is a fixed point
of f. Note that if 0 is a fixed point of f, then x) = 0 for all A € (0,1).

A natural question is to figure out if in the previous procedure, the whole family
x) always converges. If this were the case, our discounted Theorem would be
less interesting. However, this is not the case as we now illustrate.

Our example is constructed in (R?, | - ||;). More precisely, let us consider the
triangle defined by

1 1
s-{ea R —j<y<lil+s).

If a € (0,1), we look for a map f that takes the following form:

fay) = (24 e)aly+5) - 3).

where £ : [ — 3,3] — R is a map to be determined such that e(—3) = 0. In this

setting, the bottom edge of ¥ is made of fixed points of f.

Simple verifications show that f : T — T is well defined as soon as |e(y)| <
(1 —a)(y + 3). Moreover, it is 1-Lipschitz if £ is (1 — «)-Lipschitz.

If those conditions are verified, an explicit computation shows that for A € (0,1),
denoting by X = (x),y») the unique fixed point of fy,

(zx, ) = <1 i >\5<2>E(1a—_a1)?))’ 2(?—_01&\)) '

By setting g(\) = ;z(loi;&)), one computes that
2p
—1 _
g9 n) a—1+2ap’

Hence g is a bi-Lipschitz decreasing homeomorphism from [0, 1] to [—1/2,0].
Now, define b : R — R by h(z) = (1 — ) sin (In(|1 — z[)) for « # 1 that extends
by continuity with (1) = 0. As

Vo #1, h'(z)=—sin(In(|1 —z|)) — cos (In(|1 — zl)),

h is a Lipschitz function. It follows that for ¢y > 0 small enough, the function
e = gohoglis (1 — a)-Lipschitz on [—1,0] and verifies e(—3) = 0. Extend it by
e(y) = ¢(0) for y € [0,1].

For the function f associated to the latter ¢, we compute that

VAe (0,1), Xy=(zxun) = (50 sin (In(1 — X)), g(/\)\)>

Clearly X diverges as A — 1. Let us also refer to [I80] for other counterexamples
related to the discounted equations with non—convex Hamiltonians.

On the positive side, let us mention another convergence result. We state it in
finite dimensions and refer to [175]E| and references therein for further results. Let
us recall that a norm | - | on R” is called smooth if the function z — ||z is C* on
R™\ {0} or equivalently, if the function x — |x|? is C! on R™.

3Since writing [I75], the author realized that the following result is actually a particular case of
previous Theorems of Reich ([158]). See also [107, [128] for many further developments.
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Figure 3.1: The triangle ¥ filled with Figure 3.2: Its image by f for a = %,

rainbow colours. €g = %.
104 ,\

T T T T T
0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1

Figure 3.3: In red, the curve of fixed Figure 3.4: Same curve in vertical loga-
points (Xx)xe(0,1)- rithmic scale.

Theorem 3.5.2. Let |-| be a smooth norm on R™. Let C < R™ be a compact convex
set such that 0 € C. Finally, let f : C' — C be a 1-Lipschitz map. For all XA € (0,1)
we denote by X € C the unique point such that Xy = f(AX)). Then the family
(X)) xe(0,1) converges as A — 1.

Smoothness here is used as the unit sphere has a unique tangent linear hyperplane
at each of its points. A good exercise is to prove the Theorem in the Euclidean case.
If the norm comes from a scalar product (-, -), and if |z| = 1, this tangent hyperplane
is given by the linear form (z,-). In this case, it can be established that as A — 0,
the points X converge to the orthogonal projection of 0 on the set of fixed points

of f.

3.6 Relations to the classical theory

Here again, L is a Tonelli Lagrangian on T'M the tangent bundle of a smooth
compact manifold M endowed with a Riemannian metric.
3.6.1 Minimizing Mather measures

The Mané point of view: this first approach was actually introduced after Mather’s
original one by Mané in [133] [134]. Mather then noticed that Mané’s point of view
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could be reformulated in a more synthetic manner and the following results were
definitively written in the present form in [99).

Definition 3.6.1. A Borel probability measure p’ on T'M is termed closed if it has
finite first moment, §,.,, [v|lzdy’(z,v) < 400 and if for all C* functions f: M — R,

D, f(w)dyd (2,v) = 0.
™
We denote by P’ the set of closed probability measures on 7M.
The finite first moment condition is there so that the integral is absolutely
convergent. Examples of closed measures can be constructed of the form v, =

%S(:)F O((s)5(s))ds Where 7 : [0,7] — M is a C' curve such that v(0) = (7). In-
deed, if f: M — R is C', then

T
Dy f(v)dvy (2, 0) = L Doy (3(s))ds = f(1(T)) — f(~(0)) = 0.

Mané’s version of Mather measures and Mather’s critical value is then:

Theorem 3.6.2 (Mané). The following equality holds:

TM

—a(0) = minf L(z,v)dy (z,v).
WeP" JTm

Moreover, a closed measure realizes this minimum if and only if it is supported on

the Aubry set A'. Last, a minimizing measure is automatically invariant by the
Lagrangian flow ¢r .

This justifies the definition of the Mather set:

Definition 3.6.3. Let us denote by P/ the set of minimizing closed probability
measures, that is, closed probability measures ' such that {,, L(z,v)dy’ = —a(0).
The measure ' is then said to be a Mather measure.

On T*M, we define the set Py = {L.p/, 1’ € PL}.

Let us define the Mather set M’ < TM by

M = supp(se),
weP)
The projected Mather set is M = w(M').
Finally the Mather set in T*M is

M* = L(M) = | ] supp(u*).

*
n*eP;

It is apparent from these results that M’ < A" < L7 (H ' ({«(0)})) (this is
Carneiro’s Theorem [62]) and, as for the discrete case, and for the same reasons,
P} is convex and compact and there exists one Mather measure whose support is
the whole M’. Finally, Theorem stating that M is a uniqueness set for weak
KAM solutions, holds. We do not rewrite it here.

The Mather point of view: it is more dynamical in nature, hence reminiscent of
the ergodic viewpoint of subsection[3.1.2] It also reflects Mather’s original definitions
as stated in [I43] following his results on twist maps from [141].
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Definition 3.6.4. We denote P} be the set of Borel probability measures on 7'M
invariant by the Lagrangian flow ¢y,

The historical definition of Mather’s critical constant is contained in the next
result:

Proposition 3.6.5. The critical constant is characterized by

—«(0) = min f L(x,v) dy/(z,v).
WePLJTM

Moreover, minimizing measures are automatically closed, hence ' is minimizing if
and only if i’ € Py.

From a dynamical point of view, Mather’s approach is obviously more natural.
However, the big drawback is that the condition of being flow invariant depends
on the Lagrangian and its flow, in contrast to the condition of being closed. This
is actually what motivated Mané’s change of paradigm as he wanted to study how
Mather measures evolve under perturbations of a Lagrangian. It is also very useful
as it applies to less regular Lagrangians and Hamiltonians.

To end this paragraph, let us pursue our systematic approach of highlighting
relationships between objects coming from the classical setting and their analogues
coming from the discrete setting for the time-1 action functional h;. The main
result states that projected Mather sets coincide in both settings, justifying the
same notation:

Proposition 3.6.6. Denoting by M the projected Mather set associated to L and
My, the projected Mather set associated to its time—1 action functional, the equality
My = My, holds.

Proof. Given a point x € A, we will denote by v, € T, M the unique vector v such
that (z,v) € A" (Theorem and by y, = 7o ¢} (z,v;) the only point such
that (z,y,) € A (see Proposition . Then extend the vector—field z — v, to
a Lipschitz vector—field on M for example by defining v, = £71(D,u) where u is a
CY! critical subsolution given by Bernard’s Theorem or its discrete analogue
Theorem

Let ' € P} be a classical Mather measure. We associate to it a probability
measure on M x M as follows. If f: M x M — R is a continuous function, then

f £, y)dp(z,y) = f £ (@m0 ok (,0)) dpd (, v). (3.3)
M x M

TM

As y/ has support included in A’, it follows that p has support included in
{(z,m0pL(2,0)), (z,0)ed}=A

Let g : M — R be a continuous function, then

f (9(2) — 9(y))dule,y) = f (9(2) — g 0 9} (2,0))) Ayt (2, 0) = 0,
M x M TM

80



because 1/ is invariant by ¢} which implies that §,.,, (7 (x,v))dy’ = g(mopy (z,v))dy/ (z,v).
Hence p is closed.
We then compute the action of u, remembering Proposition [2.6.14

| mndnew) = | oo e o))
M x M TM

= J / hi (:c, mo ok (z, v)) dp/ (z,v)

r
|, o gl v)) dm ()

L\/Jo L(¢7(z,vg)) ds dmepd ()

_( f L(¢} (2, v2)) dmupd (x) ds

JJ (2, vp)dmyp’ () ds

The use of the Fubini theorem is justified by the fact that [0,1] and A" are compact
and L is continuous. It follows that p is minimizing hence a discrete Mather measure.
Finally, the definition of u given by (3.3)) shows that

supp(u) = {(z, 7o o (z,v5)), (2,v.) € supp(p')}.

It follows that my (supp(p)) = m(supp(y')). That being true for all measures p' € P}
allows to conclude that My < Mp,.

Let now p € Py be a minimizing discrete Mather measure on M x M. We define
a measure p, on T'M as follows: if f : TM — R is bounded and continuous,

£, v) gy, v) = f £ (@ v)dule, ).

TM MxM

The measure y is not necessarily invariant by the whole Lagrangian flow, but it is
¢} —invariant. Indeed,

fovh@) dupwv) = [ fopha) duay)
M M x M
= J\Af ) QOE(.Z', Ux) dﬂ<x7 y)
A
= jAf(ym,vyz) dp(z,y)
A
_ f fysvy) dpla,y)
A
_J fy,vy) du(z,y)
M x M
_j f(z,vy)dp(z, y)
M x M

= f(x,v) d%(%v)-
TM
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supported in A, the third comes from Proposition 4 the fourth is a consequence
of Proposition [2.5.3] Finally the end stems from the fact that u is closed, applied
to the function g : z — f(z,v,). It follows that the measure ' = Sé(gpi)*%ds is
(pr—invariant.

Let us now prove that ' is a classical Mather measure.

In the previous computation the second equality follows from the fact that u is
_

L(z,v) dp'(z,v) = 1 L(z,v) d(¢p)«po(z,v) ds
JTM Ll fTM
— Loy (z,v,) du(z,y) ds
Jo jMxM
— 1 Lo yi(z,vy) ds du(z, y)
i
= Jj J: Loy} (x,vy) ds du(x,y)
— Li hi(z, yz)du(z, y)

_ j ha(2,9) du(x,y) = —a(0).
MxM

Here, it was used that u is supported in A and that it is a discrete Mather measure.
Hence p/ is minimizing as desired. Finally, it follows from its definition that

supp(u') = {0} (2, ve), (,y2) € supp(p), s € [0,1]}.

In particular, m (supp(u)) < 7(supp(y’)). As this holds for all discrete Mather
measures, it comes that My, < My.
This concludes the proof. ]

Remark 3.6.7. In the previous proof, the construction associating a discrete Mather
measure to a classical Mather measure, p’ — pu, is injective and the projected sup-
ports are the same.

In contrast, the reverse construction p +— y’ may not be injective. Due to the
necessity to apply the Lagrangian flow, the support increases and there is a loss
of information. In other words, there may be more discrete Mather measures than
classical ones; more precisely, the following inclusion holds:

{TI'*ILL/, Ml € P(,)} < {ﬂ-l*uv HE 730})

but the inclusion may be strict.

For example, as we will see later for twist maps, on a totally periodic circle
which does not consist exclusively of fixed points, there is a unique classical Mather
measure. In the same time, there are infinitely many discrete Mather measures
obtained from averaging Dirac measures on periodic orbits.
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3.6.2 The classical discounted equation

Recall that for all £ > 0 there exists a unique function U, : M — R, given by
Theorem that solves in the viscosity sense that is, such that (Uy(z) +
H(xz,D;U;) = 0. The main result on this topic is the convergence of those functions
as £ — 0 proven originally in [76] (following partial results in [I125]). The result is
actually obtained for Hamiltonians that are only assumed to be continuous, coercive
and convex:

Theorem 3.6.8. There exists a weak KAM solution Uy such that Uy + # — Uy,
where the convergence takes place as £ — 0 and is uniform.

The next lemma, called strong comparison principle, is an analogue to Lemma

and gives some more informations on Theorem [1.5.12

Lemma 3.6.9. Let ¢ > 0 be a contstant, let v : M — R (resp. vo : M — R) be a
viscosity subsolution (resp. supersolution) to ((HJ). Then vi < Up < vs.

The solutions, as in Lemma [3.2.6] are expressed by an explicit formula:

Lemma 3.6.10. For any £ > 0 and x € M,

0
Urw)=  min | e L(y(s),%(s)) ds,
7(0)==

where the minimum is taken amongst absolutely continuous curves and is reached
by a C? curve.

The selected weak KAM solution is then identified as follows

Theorem 3.6.11. Let F' < S’ be the set of classical subsolutions u verifying the
constraint §,  u(x)dmep/(x) < 0 for all Mather measures ' € P.

The selected weak KAM solution is then Uy = sup u where the supremum is a
ueF!
priori taken pointwise.

Moreover, the following alternative formula holds:

Un(a) = i, | (g 2)dman (o),
wePy Jm

where h is again the Peierls barrier.
Let us continue with this Proposition:

Proposition 3.6.12. There exists a Mather measure pi(, € P} such that

f Uo(z)dmsp((x) = 0.
X

Moreover, it can be imposed that py, is ergodic for the Lagrangian flow.

All those results’ proofs follow closely the proofs we gave for their discrete ana-
logue and are to be found in [76].
To conclude, as there are more measures in Py than in P} one finds that

Proposition 3.6.13. The following inequality holds: u; < Up.

However, we will provide later an example where this inequality is strict.
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3.6.3 Discount for the positive classical L.—O. semigroup

As is now customary, all results have a “positive” pendant by reversing time, mean-
ing, by considering the Hamiltonian H. In this instance, for £ > 0, define the
function V; such that —V; is the only viscosity solution to the equation

tu(z) + H(z, Dyu) =0, x€ M. (¢HLY)

Theorem 3.6.14. There exists a positive weak KAM solution Vi such that V; —
@ — Vo where the convergence takes place as £ — 0 and is uniform.

The functions V; are given by the explicit formula:

Lemma 3.6.15. For any £ > 0 and x € M,

+00
V(o) =~ min | e " L((s),4(s))ds,
7¥(0)=z

where the minimum is taken amongst absolutely continuous curves and is reached
by a C? curve.

The limit Vy has the following form:

Proposition 3.6.16. Let 7't < &’ be the set of subsolutions u verifying the con-
straint §,, u(x)dmep(x) = 0 for all Mather measures p € P).

The limit Vy is expressed as Vy = ianr u where the infimum is a priori taken
ueF!

pointwise. And finally for all x € M,

Vo(z) = ma%f —h(z,y)dm.p(y).
wePy M

As for the discrete case, relations do exist between Uy and Vj (the proofs are
similar hence omitted):

Proposition 3.6.17. The functions Uy and Vo verify the inequality Up 4 < Vp|a-
As far as conditions for Uy and V| to be a conjugate pair are concerned:
Proposition 3.6.18. The following assertions are equivalent:
1. The functions Uy and Vy form a conjugate pair,
Uoja = Voja
Uop = Vo,

e e

for all classical Mather measures yi' € Py, the equality §,, Up(x)dmsp/(z) = 0
holds,

5. for all classical Mather measures ' € P, the equality §,, Vo(x)dmep/(x) = 0
holds,

6. there exists a critical subsolution v € 8" such that for all Mather measures ',
the equality §,, v(z)dmep/(z) = 0 holds.
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3.6.4 Some degenerate discounted Hamilton—Jacobi equations

The corresponding results are inspired by [177] using also methods and ideas intro-
duced in [65] where more general problems are studied. Those results hold as well
for less regular Hamiltonians.

In this time—continuous setting, one still considers a continuous function é : M —
R that takes non—negative values and satisfies the condition

Vu' e Py, J §(x) dmep’ > 0.
M
The degenerate discounted Hamilton—Jacobi equation that here studied is
5(x)u(z) + H(z, Dyu) = a(0), x € M. (¢6HJ)

To be more precise the condition prescribed in [I77] is that ¢ is positive on the
projected Aubry set. However, the more general case studied in [65] handles a wider
class of perturbations of the critical equation that can be non-linear in u(x). All
results stated below therefore follow from those two references.

The first existence result hereafter states that our problem is well posed and is,
to our knowledge original in this generality:

Theorem 3.6.19. For all £ > 0 there exists a unique viscosity solution to ((dHJ|)
denoted by Ug.

The proof of existence uses the next lemma, which is a strong comparison prin-
ciple. It is also new with such conditions on §. It is an analogue to Theorem [3.4.4

Lemma 3.6.20. Let £ > 0 be a constant, let v1 : M — R be a viscosity subsolution to
(COHJ|) and vo : M — R be a viscosity supersolution to ((0HJ)). Then vy < Uy < vs.

The convergence result in this case is:

Theorem 3.6.21. There exists a weak KAM solution U§ such that U — U§ where
the convergence takes place as £ — 0 and is uniform.

The solutions, as in Corollary are expressed by an explicit formula:
Lemma 3.6.22. Ift > 0 and v : [—t,0] — M is an absolutely continuous curve, we
0
set Ay(—t) = —§_,d0~(s) ds.
For any £ >0 and x € M, ift > 0 then

Ug(:c) = W:[_IES]D_’M { exp (EAV(—IS))UéS (’y(—t))

7(0)=z .
+ Jt exp (CA(s))[L(7(s),%(s)) + «(0)] ds},

where the minimum is taken amongst absolutely continuous curves and is reached
by a Lipschitz curve.

Moreover, there exists a Lipschitz curve 7y : (—0,0] — M such that v(0) = z
and

0
Uf(x) = j_oc exp (KA,Y(S)) [L(fy(s), 7(5)) —+ a(O)] ds.
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The selected weak KAM solution is then identified as follows:

Theorem 3.6.23. Let F5 S be the set of classical subsolutions u verifying the
constraint §,, 6 (x)u(z)dmep' (x) <0 for all Mather measures ji' € Py.

The selected weak KAM solution is then Ug = sup u where the supremum is
ueFy
taken pointwise.

Moreover, the alternative formula holds:

i W OWR(y, ) A (y)

Uo() wery  §y 0(y) dmed (y)

where h is again the Peierls barrier.
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Chapter 4

A family of examples

We explore here explicit examples to show how the pair (u1,v) may behave. Recall
that on the one hand wq is the limit of the solutions to the discounted equations
(ux)xe(0,1) @ A — 1 for the negative Lax—Oleinik semigroup 7'~. On the other hand,
v1 is the limit of the solutions to the discounted equations (vx)ae(o,1) as A — 1 for
the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup 7.

As the examples presented below come from Hamiltonian systems, some famil-
iarity with the classical theory could help the reader. The study of those examples is
familiar to specialists of weak KAM theory but we have not found it written in the
literature. We believe that the informations they entail is interesting and that they
provide counter—examples to natural questions. At the end of the Chapter, we also
address the question as to whether weak KAM solutions selected by the discounted
approximation procedure in the discrete and in the continuous setting coincide.

The setting will be the one dimensional torus T! = R/Z.

We consider a smooth potential V' : T! — R that attains its maximum at
exactly two points 0 and X and such that V(0) = V(X) = 0.

Consider the Hamiltonian function Hy(z,p) = 3p* + V(z) defined on T! x R.
The associated Lagrangian is then Ly : (z,v) — 20? — V(). The cost function used
is the time—1 action functional hY associated to Hy, as defined by . By Theorem
discrete and classical weak KAM solutions coincide and we will use this fact.
Again, some knowledge of classical Hamilton—Jacobi equations can be useful though
not necessary to read this Chapter. Moreover, as these examples fall in the scope
of Conservative T'wist Maps of the annulus, the latter also illustrate results of the
following and last chapter of this essay.

Let us denote by f* : 2 — £4/—2V(x). The level set H, '({0}) is the union of
the graphs of f* and f~. Those graphs touch at (0,0) and (X, 0).

A last assumption on Hy is the following:

S f@dr _ f St (@)de

e T—x = . (4.1)

Qo
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4.1 The study of H,

Let X € [0, X] and X? € [X, 1] verify that

X9 X X9 1
f+(m)da: = f+(x)dm : f+(:c)dx _ ft (z)dz.
0 Xg X X?
The function v defined by
§o fH(s)ds if 0<a2<X;
ooy - |08 TN T ) i X << X,
) = §x [ (s)ds it X <z<X;

0
S;(l fT(s)ds + Sf(? f(s)ds if XP<x<1
verifies (u9)'(s) € Hy'({0}) at every point where the derivative exists, that is for
s e TH{XQ, X¥}. Moreover, it is semiconcave (as seen here by the fact that at X
and X7, the left derivative is bigger than the right derivative). This is enough in this
context to prove that u! is a viscosity solution of the stationary Hamilton—Jacobi

equation Hy (CU, (U?)/(x)) - qﬂ

Hy ' ({0})

Figure 4.1: The graph of the superdifferential 07« is drawn in red.

e It means that the critical constant is «(0) = 0.

e The Aubry and Mather sets are included in the graph of (u{)’ and all Hamilto-
nian trajectories either converge to the fixed point (0,0) or to the fixed point

Indeed, for a semiconcave function, the super condition property only has to be checked at
differentiability points. For more general results see [28] 29].
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(X,0). It can be easily concluded from this that A = M = {0, X'}, that clas-
sical Mather measures are convex combinations of Dirac measures d(g ) and
d(x,0) (on TT'), and that discrete Mather measures are convex combinations
of Dirac measures, 6 ) and dx x) (on T! x T'). Note that, in the present
context, this illustrates a classical Theorem of Carneiro for autonomous Hamil-
tonian systems, namely that Mather measures are supported on the critical
energy level ([62]).

e Finally, as u{(0) = u¥(X) = 0, one deduces that the function u{ is indeed

the weak KAM solution selected by the discounted approximation (Theorem

3.2.1)). By Proposition in this case, by setting v{ the positive weak KAM

solution selected by the discounted procedure, the pair (uf,v?) is a conjugate

pair. Here, one easily computes that v{ = —u.

4.2 Increasing the cohomology class: |c € [0, a]

We now initiate a classical procedure in Aubry—Mather theory: changing cohomology
class. This is related to the topology of the underlying space X = T'. This procedure
is more thoroughly detailed in the final Chapter on Conservative Twist maps of the
Annulus. In the Hamiltonian setting, this originates in the work of Mather [143]
who noticed that suitably correcting the Lagrangian (or the Hamiltonian) by a
closed 1-form does not modify the Lagrangian minimizers. The resulting objects
of Aubry—Mather theory then only depend on the cohomology class of the 1—form.
In the context of T, the first cohomology group H'(T!,R) is isomorphic to R and
if ¢ € R, a representing 1-form is the constant form = € T' — ¢ where here c is
identified to the linear form v € R — cv.

Let c € [0, a], we consider the Hamiltonian H, : (z,p) — &(p + ¢)® + V(z). The
associated Lagrangian is L. : (z,v) — 3(v—c)?>— 3¢ =V (z). The flow associated to
H, is conjugated (by a vertical translation) to that of Hy. The cost function is h§,
associated to the time-1 action functional of H.. Let X§ € [0, X] and X{ € [X, 1]
verify that

X¢ X
fH(z)dz — eX§ = fH(x)dz + (X — X§) ;
X

0
XT 1
[ @ —ext -0 = [ e - xi)
X Xx¢
The function u§ defined by
§o fF(s)ds —cx it 0<w< X
oy = LT PO 4 T (s e i Xf <o < X
u\r) =
1 §x fT(s)ds —cx if X <2< X§
§ 7 (s)ds + ke fr()ds—cx if X{<a<l

verifies (u§)'(s) € H:1({0}) for s € TN\{X§, X¢} and is semiconcave. As previously,
this yields that u{ is a viscosity solution of the stationary Hamilton-Jacobi equation
Hc(z, (u§)'(z)) = 0.
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H1({0})

Figure 4.2: The graph of the superdifferential 0" uS is drawn in red.

e It means that the critical constant for the cost function h{, denoted a(c),
verifies a(c) = 0.

e The Aubry and Mather sets are included in the graph of (u§)" and all Hamil-
tonian trajectories either converge to the fixed point (0, —c) or to the fixed
point (X, —c). From there, it can be easily concluded that A = M = {0, X'}
(here we drop the subscript ¢ as the sets are independent of it), that classical
Mather measures are convex combinations of Dirac measures, (g ) and d(x o)
(on TT'), and that discrete Mather measures are convex combinations of Dirac
measures 0(g o) and J(x x) (on T! x T").

e Finally, as u§(0) = uf(X) = 0, it is deduced that the function u{ is indeed
the weak KAM solution selected by the discounted approximation (Theorem
3.2.1]).

e By Proposition in this case again, by setting v{ the positive weak KAM
solution selected by the discounted procedure, the pair (u{,v{) is a conjugate
pair.

Here, one computes

ngf_(s)ds—c:c if 0<z<X§;
Xe ,_ " .
o) = Soof (s)ds-l—s)?ngr(s)ds—cx if X0<$<;X;
1 §x [ (s)ds —ca if X <z<Xg

))gf f(s)ds + S;C?f ft(s)ds —cx if )v(f <z <1,
where )\fg € [0, X] and )Z'f € [X, 1] verify
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X5 o, (X .
J [ (x)de —cX§ = | f(z)de + (X — X() ;
0 X

X7 . 1 .
[T(x)de — (X7 —X) = | f(z)dz + (1 — X7).
X Xe

1
4.3 A change of regime: [ce (oz,f f(z)dz)
0

Ifce (a, S(l) f +(x)dx). It happens that the critical constant is again 0 but it is not
anymore possible to construct a critical subsolution that vanishes both at 0 and at
X. Let X€ € [X, 1] verify that

xe 1
fH(z)dr — X = [T (z)dz + (1 — X°).
0 xe
The function u{ defined by
. §o fT(s)ds —ca if 0<z
uj(z) = txe T T e . ¢
So fH(s)ds+ (o fr(s)ds —cx if X<
verifies (u§)'(s) € H;1({0}) for s € T'\{X*¢} and is semiconcave. As previously, this

yields that u{ is a viscosity solution of the stationary Hamilton-Jacobi equation
He(z, (u§) (z)) = 0.

H;1({0})

X X¢

Figure 4.3: The graph of the superdifferential 0*u§ is drawn in red.

92



e It means that the critical constant «(c) = 0.

e Here again, it can be established that A = M = {0, X} and that classical
Mather measures are convex combinations of the Dirac measures (on 7'T!)
that are 0(g,0) and d(x ), and that discrete Mather measures are convex com-
binations of the Dirac measures (on T! x T!) that are 8(0,0) and d(x x)- Finally,

u§(0) = 0 and u§(X So fH(s)ds —ecX < 0.

e This function u{ is indeed the weak KAM solution selected by the discounted
approximation (Theorem [3.2.1)). Roughly speaking, as between 0 and X,
(u§) = fT — ¢, it is the fastest growing weak KAM solution.

e By Proposition in this case, by setting v{ the positive weak KAM solution
selected by the discounted procedure, the pair (uf, v{) is NOT a conjugate pair.

Here, one computes by similar means that

§5% fT(s)ds — c(z — X) if 0<z<X;
vi(z) = SX (s)ds —c(z — X) if X <z<X
SX “(s)ds + % fH(s)ds —c(x — X)) if Xe<ao<l;
where X¢ € [X, 1] verifies
Xe 1
J fH(s)ds +cX = fo(s)ds+ | fT(s)ds —c(1 — X).
X Xe

Note that in this regime, for ¢ close to S())( 1 (z)dz the functions u§ and v§ are
not ordered while, as will become clear next, for ¢ close to Sé St (z)dz then u§ < vf.

1
4.4 The limiting case: |¢y = J [ (z)dx
0

In this limit case, ¢y = So ft(x)dz, again the critical constant is 0 for example by
invoking the continuity of Mather’s a— functlonE] or because we exhibit a weak KAM
solution below.

Indeed the function u{® defined by

Ve e [0,1],  uf®( f fT(s)ds — coz, (4.2)

verifies u°(0) = uS°(1) = 0 whence to be identified with a function on T!. Tt
is C! (even C%! in agreement with Fathi’s result [92]) and a classical solution of
Hey (2, (u$®) (x)) = 0, hence a weak KAM solution.

e It means that the critical constant a(co) = 0. In this particular case, all
viscosity subsolutions are of the form u{® + K, where K € R and it can even
be proved that all discrete subsolutions are of the same form.

2This result is a straightforward consequence of Proposition in next Chapter.
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e The situation is then different from the previous cases as the projected Aubry
set is the whole torus Aq, = T' and the classical Aubry set A% is the whole
graph of f™ — ¢g.

e On the contrary, as the Hamiltonian dynamics on the critical level set remains
the same as in the previous examples, the invariant measures remain the same

and M = {0, X}.

e At last, ui°(0) = 0 and u{*(X) = Sg( f1(s)ds — coX < 0. The function uf°
is indeed the weak KAM solution selected by the discounted approximation

(Theorem [3.2.1)).

e Setting v{® = u{® — u{®(X) one obtains the weak KAM solution selected by
the positive discounted approximation. Here, u{’® < v{° and the pair is not
conjugated (in this case all negative weak KAM solutions are positive weak
KAM solutions hence conjugate pairs are trivial).

1
4.5 Positive rotation numbers: |c > f fT(z)dx
0

Let us now discuss what happens for ¢ > S(l) /1 (z)dz. Again the cost is h{ associated
to H.. The behavior of weak KAM solutions and minimal trajectories are those of
an area preserving twist diffeomorphism. It will be treated more thoroughly in the
next Chapter but some results are briefly used here.

For ¢ > Sé /1 (x)dx the situation is quite similar to the previous one. There exists
a unique subsolution up to constants and therefore, up to constants, there exists a
unique weak KAM solution, be it negative or positive. One such subsolution is
the following: recalling that V : T! — R is the potential used in the definition

of Hy, if a > 0, let us denote by fif : z — 2(&— V(ZL‘)) the function whose

graph is the upper part of the level set H 1{a}. There exists a unique a, such that
S(l) fi(x)dz = c. A subsolution for H. (that is also a positive and negative weak
KAM solution) is then w : @ — {; ff (t)dt — cx. Therefore, the critical constant is
a. = afc).

To each real number ¢ € R, we associate a rotation number p(c) € R. Its
projection to T!, written o(c), has the property that STlel (y — x)du(z,y) = o(c)
for all Mather measure p € 730. The function p : R — R is continuous and non-—
decreasing. It is not uniquely defined, but determined up to an integer. Here we
make the choice of setting p(0) = 0. All the previous cases treated correspond to a
vanishing rotation number. In our present case, the Aubry set in T*T! is the graph
of the function f;r(c): A¥ = {(x,f;c) (z) —¢), « € T'} and the 2-Aubry set is

(
(thanks to Proposition [2.6.14))

A = {(m,ﬂogo}{c(m, ;r(c)(x) —c)) , XE€E ']I‘l}.
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Hence, the rotation number property can be rewritten
[ w=odutn) = | (o (o @ - o) - 2)dutey)
T1xT! T x Tt

= Lrl (70 @i, (@, £ (@) =€) — 2)dmp(z,y) = o(c),

and p being closed yields that for all continuous function f: T' — R:

| = r@)aut - |

T1xT?

(£ (o oh (. £y (@) =) = £ (@) ) dpa(z, )
= J:ﬂﬂ (f(ﬂ' o SD}LIC (55, f;r(c) (CL’) - C)) - f(l‘))dﬂl*u(x, y) = 0.

This means that if we set 1. : © +— o go}{c (l‘, f;(c) (x) — c) (also called projected dy-
namics) then 1. is a circle diffeomorphism of rotation number p(c) and the measure
14 18 Ye—invariant.

We now focus on the case: p(c) is irrational. In this case it is known from
Poincaré-Denjoy theory that 1. is conjugated to a rotation of angle p(c) (because
. is C?) and that there exists a unique 9.-invariant measure. Hence necessarily,

1 (T
Thxpt = TCJO Orroipty, (047 (0095

where T, is the smallest positive constant such that 4,0206 (0, f;’(c) (0)—c) = (0, f;r(c) (0)—
¢), as the latter is d)c—invariantﬂ Lifting things up to T' x T, we find that
1 (T

BT ) Omopin, 0 O -mopit (0.7 ©0)-e) 95

As a conclusion Py = {pc} where pi is the previous measure and similarly, Py = {u}
where

* 1 Te
fe = Tfo Oy, (0510 ©)—0) 3

Note that Pj is always a singleton for non 0 rotation numbers in this 1 dimensional
autonomous setting. However, for rational rotation numbers, in the discrete setting,
there are many Mather measures supported on the various periodic orbits.

4.5.1 Non—continuity of u{ with respect to c
We now aim at studying the behavior of u. as ¢ — ¢q:

Proposition 4.5.1. Assume that V"(0)V"(X) # 0. Let (¢u)n>0 be a decreasing
sequence converging to co such that p(cy,) is irrational for all n > 0, then

1 1

( —V”(O))_
(v/=V7(0)) " + (v/=V"(X))

3Tt can be proven that p(c) = T, .

( —V”(X))_
(vV/=V7(0)) " + (/=V7(X))

—90,0) + —0(x,X)-
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Proof. As the set of probability measures on X x X is compact, to prove the result
one just needs to prove that any converging subsequence of (fi, )n~0 has the an-
nounced limit. Hence without loss of generality, let us assume that (i, )n>0 is a con-

(v-v©)
(V) + (/T

verging sequence. We now prove it converges to ),1 d(0,0) +

( —V”(X))_l
=T
(V=r@) +(v-viix)
We know from [143] for example, or Proposition below, that the function
¢ — «a(c) is convex and continuous. Hence the limit of the sequence (p, )n>0 is a
Mather measure, therefore of the form Byd(g,0) + Bxd(x,x) with 0 < Bo, Bx <1 and
Bo + Bx = 1.
With this information at hand, we will in fact only study the measures 7y, and
—1 —1
( :1V (0)) —T 50+ ( 7—‘1/ (X)) —T 5X
(v=V"(©)  +(v/-V"(x)) (v=V"©@)  +(v/-v"(x))
Let v, : t — 7rocptHc (0, f;r(cn)(O) —¢p). By looking at the Hamiltonian equations
(1.4) and recalling that H,, is constant on a Hamiltonian trajectory, one finds that

= 5(X,X) .

prove they converge to

VEER, Aa(t) = y/2(alen) — V (1 (1)))- (4.3)

The coefficients 5y and Sx are proportional to the relative amount of time that the
trajectory 7, stays respectively in a neighborhood of 0 and X, as n — +o0.

Until the end of this proof, let us no longer think of points on the circle T* but
by lifting to R, but keeping the same notations. Hence the function V is now a
1-periodic function on R. Integrating , one computes that if x < y, the time it
takes 7y, to go from x to y is

(4.4)

B Y ds .
o = L V2(a(en) ~ V()

: 1 ds
In particular, Tc, = §; o rTaET
Let 0 < ¢ < max{—V"(0), —=V"(X)}. Let us consider n > 0 such that,

ol <al = [V - vio] <5,
" [z — X| <n] = HV(x) —V"(X) (z _2X)2 N _2X)2]
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We now split the integral defining 7}, into the 4 following pieces:

1 ds
T., =
JO V2 (alen) = V(s))

J" ds JXM ds
= +
—n\/2(alen) =V(s)  Jx—n v/2(alen) = V(s))
® ®
X=n ds 1=n ds
i J .
Iy /2(alen) = V(s)  Jxan y/2(alen) = V(s))
® 0)

Let M > 0 be a constant independent of n such that |(3)| 4+ |(4)| < M for all n > 0.
Such an M exists as the denominators appearing in the integrals are uniformly
positive.

Let us now study and estimate (1). From the definition of 7 the following in-
equalities are infered:

K ds
Jn \/2 <a(cn) +(e— V”(O))f)

®

_|_

(4.5)

n ds
S f V2 (alen) V()
< fn ds . (4.6)
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Terms (5) and (6) can be integrated explicitly, let us deal with (5).

2a (cn) s v (0)
Jn ds 5 e=V7(0) f 2a(en)
- 2\ 20 [y \/1 + t2
n S cn
\/2 <a(cn) + (5 — V//(O))2> ) 2o
1 NE=cny

- (Ve

- 2a(cn)
1 _ \/ O, \/e V0
e V(D) \/(5—V”(O))772 . _n\/g—v"(o)

2a(ey) 2a(cn)

- - 2
I (E=V")n* e = V"(0)
= v " (\/ 2a(c) T 20 )]

_ 1(0) {_ In(2) —In (a(cy)) +In [\/(5 —V(0))12 + 20(cn) + nm} }

e—V"
—1In (a(cn))

n—too \Je— V()

The last relation uses the continuity of a and the consecutive limit: lim «(c,) = 0.

n—+0o0

The same computation for (s) yields
J” ds —In (a(cn))
_ 2\ n—+o \/—e —V"(0)
! \/2 <a(cn) +(=Vv"(0) - 8)82)

As for (2) the same strategy is adopted:

J‘X-‘r?] ds
X— S

n \/2 (a(cn) + (e— V”(X))j)

@
<JX+77 ds
x—n /2 (a(en) = V(s))

X+n ds
g\J‘
X—n
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Similar computations yield
fXJ”? ds —In (a(cn))
X— 2\ noFw e — V”(X)’
! \/2 (a(cn) + (e = V"(X)) 82>

JX“’ ds N —In (a(cn)) ‘
_ g2\ not® —e—V"(X
o \/2 <a(cn)+(—V”(X)—5)2> ) v

Let now f : R — R be a continuous 1-periodic function that is constant on
[—n,n] and on [X —n, X + 7], with 0 < min (f(0), f(X)). We know that

and

F$)dmapie,(5) — Bof(0) + Bx f(X).

[0,1]

Gathering the previous computations we infer that

0)® + f(X)@ — | f]|M O@ + f(XO)@ + [ [l
Tcn < 0.1] f(s)dﬂ'l*l%n( ) = T.

n

And letting n — +00 one discovers that

J0) LX)
c—V"0)  +Je—V"(X)
1 1

T VN0) e V(X
< Bof(0) + Bx f(X) <
0 )
V0 Ve V”(X)‘

\/5—V” \/—e—V”

This being true for all ¢ > 0 and all non—negative f(0) and f(X), the lemma is
proved. O

At last, we can deduce the following;:

Proposition 4.5.2. Assume that Ho : (z,p) — ip* + V(z) is a Hamiltonian such
that V : T! — R is smooth, non—positive, and verifies V~{0} = {0, X} for some
X e T\{0}. Assume moreover that V"(0) # V"(X) are both negative and again

o Sy fr()
X - X

Then, using the previous notations, if (cn)n>0 1S a decreasing sequence converging to
co such that p(cy,) is irrational for all n > 0, the family of functions (ui")n>0 does
not converge to ui’.
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Proof. Using that a limit of weak KAM solutions is a weak KAM solution and the
previous Proposition one proves that (u{"),>0 converges to the unique weak
KAM solution u, for H,, such that

( —V”(O))_l u(0) + ( _V”(X))_l u(X) = 0.
(V=V"(0) " + (vV-Vr(x) (V=V"(0) "+ (vV-Vr(x)
Recall that at cohomology c¢g, there is a unique weak KAM solution, up to constants.

Moreover, the condition o < /3 ensures that it is not possible to have u(0) = u(X) =
0. Hence u(0)u(X) < 0. On the contrary, as u{® is given by the formula (4.2):

Ve e [0,1], uf’(x)= fv fH(s)ds — coz,
0

we have u{°(0)ui®(X) = 0.

4.5.2 A situation where uf # U§

We come back to Proposition [3.6.13] More precisely, we answer by the negative the
natural question: does the discounted procedure select the same weak KAM solution
in the discrete setting and in the continuous setting?

We now focus our attention on the unique real number ¢ 1€ R such that p(c 1 ) =

. Note that c1 > 0 and that A7 < Hil({a(c%)}. It is actually the upper

2
connected component of this level set of H. Moreover, it can be characterized as
follows:

Proposition 4.5.3. Let @y, : R? — R? denote the lift of ©H,., that fizes the point
2 2

(0,—c1) and P : R? — T x R the canonical projection. Then
2

Ar = P({z.p) e B2, @} (2.p) = (@ +1,p)}).
2 2
Sketch of Proof. There are many possible ways to tackle this Proposition according
to the property of the system used. The proof is essentially given in [5, Proposition
15] and very much related to [3, Proposition 2] that proves a version of the result,
in arbitrary dimension, by using C%-integrability in a neighborhood of Az Tt can

also be deduced from the Implicit function Theorem, proving that the riéht hand
side of the above equality is a manifold.

Let us sketch a proof using a stronger integrability, reminiscent of the Arnol’d—
Liouville Theorem [84]. Let us call B the right hand side of the equality to prove.
A first step is that B is a (potentially partial) graph over T!. We distinguish three
cases remembering that Hamiltonian orbits are included in level sets of H.

o if H(z,p) < maxV = 0 then the orbit {c,oilc1 (x,p), s € R} projects on an

2
interval strictly included in T' hence (z,p) ¢ B.

100



o if H(z,p) > maxV with p < . Let (Z,p) € R? such that P(z,p) = (z,p).
Then if we define for s € R, ®}; He, (i,p) = (&5, ps), one computes that s — T4

M\»—‘

2
is non—increasing, hence (z,p) ¢ B.

o if H(x,p) > maxV with p > —c1, meaning that p > 1/—2V (z) — c1. We fix
2 2

here £ € R and let p vary. Looking at the Hamiltonian equations and more

precisely computing the time ¢, such that @;’}Cl (Z,p) = (Z + 1,p+ 1) with

2
equation (4.4)), it can be seen that p — t, is decreasing. Hence there is at most
one p such that ¢, = 2.

Now recall that .A;“ = {(:p a(c — c;), T € Tl}. We denote by 2L the lift
2
of A%, to R?, that is invarlant under <I>Hc1 . We define the map g : R — R by

2 2

Vz e R, @}{01 (%f;(cl)(x)_c ): (g(l‘) O—:_(Cl) 9(55)_6%)-
3 3

1
2

The function g is the lift of a circle diffeomorphism and its rotation number here is
p(c 1 ) = % It follows from Poincaré’s theory of rotation numbers that there exists a

real number g € R such that g?(x¢) = ¢ + 1. Let now x € R be any real number.
. . + _ Ht +
There is a time ¢ € R such that (z, fa(c%)(at) - c%) = (IDHC% (2o, fa(c%)(xo) - c%) It

follows that

Hcl( f+c1 (z) —c

N[ =
S—
Il
KA

()
o
KA
T
—~
8
e
S;H
>
=
o
N—
|
o
SN—

Thus it has been proven that 2 < B and that the right hand side is a partial
graph while the left hand side is a full graph. Hence both terms are equal. ]

Let us define the map h : T' — R by
Vz e T, ‘P}-IC% (:I:,f;(c%)(x) - C%) = (h(x), f;(C%) oh(z) —c

).

The function h has g : R — R as a lift. It follows from the previous result and

1
2

Theorem [3.1.3| that for all € T', the measure p, = %(5(1,“@) + 5(h($)7x)> is a

discrete Mather measure.

C1

Lemma 4.5.4. Assume that ul% =U,?, then for all x € T1, “1 (:1;) =— % og(x).

c1 c1
Proof. From the definitions of u,* and U,*, and from the previous discussions result
that

Cc1

c1 1 1 c1
Vz e T, J ulé (s)dmispiz(s) = 5 <u12 (x) + ulé o g(a:)) <0. (4.8)
T
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Moreover, using Proposition[3.6.12|and the fact that there is a single classical Mather
measure, we obtain that

c1
f uy? (z)dmepy, () = 0.
T! 3
Recalling the definition of x} we find:
2

0= uc%(az)dﬁ i (z) = 2u6%<7ro<ps (0, ff (O)—m))ds
™ ey o ! Hey 17 Jaley) 2

[T
SN—
—
[E—
[oW
V)

1 c1 C1
s s+1
:L [u1? <7ro<pHc% (O,fi(c%)(()) —c%)) +uy? (77090[_;;% (0, ;(C%)(O) —c

1 o
= 2 u,? (z)dm s
fo Ll v Ot 0,100 -

It follows that all inequalities in (4.8 are equalities, hence the result.

1
2

c1
It is deduced that under the hypotheses of the previous Lemma, u,*(x) and
c1
u,? o g(z) must have opposite signs for all . An example in which it is not the case
is provided in [I4, Appendix A.2.]. We give below a different simple situation where

this cannot happen:

Proposition 4.5.5. Let V : T! — R be a non—constant %—periadic function. Then

for the associated Hamiltonian H., , it holds ui% # US%.
2
Cl Cl
Proof. Indeed, in this case, both functions u;* and U,* are also %—periodic (this
follows from the uniqueness of the solutions to the discounted equations that hence
must be %—periodic). Consequently if they coincide, the previous lemma tells us
that they must be identically 0. This is clearly not the case. O

4.6 Concluding example

Due to the simple structure of the Aubry set and of the set of minimizing measures
in all previous examples, one can check that u{ and v{ form a conjugate pair “up to
a constant”. More precisely, the modified pair (uﬁ —u§(0), v — Uf(())) is a conjugate
pair in all the previous examples. One may wonder if this is always the case.

As a matter of fact, the answer is again negative. We propose here a slightly (but
not too much) sophisticated example shedding light on this fact. The computations
are not carried on fully and left to the reader. We hope the previous examples give
enough insight to make what follows quite straightforward.

Once again we consider that Hy : (z,p) — 3p°+ V() is a Hamiltonian such that
V : T' — R is smooth, non-positive, and verifies V~1{0} = {0, X1, X5} for some
0 < X; < Xy <1eT! Assume again that

X1 Xo oo 1 i
0 [t (z)dx ~ fT(x)dz _ SXQ f (x)d:v

X1 \XQ—X]_J . 1-X5
™ "
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If c € R we again denote by H, : (z,p) — 5(p + ¢)> + V(z) and respectively by u§
and v{ the negative and positive weak KAM solutions selected by the discounted
procedure for the time—1 minimal action functional associated to H.. Reasoning as
in the previous sections, one checks that for & < ¢ < min(f, ¢g), the function u§
verifies u§(0) = u§(X2) = 0 and u{(X;) < 0 while the function v{ verifies v{(X;) =
v{(X2) = 0 and v{(0) > 0. Hence u§ and v{ are not conjugated “up to a constant”.
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Chapter 5

Twist maps

The results of discrete weak KAM theory will now be applied to the particular and
founding case of Exact Conservative Twist Maps of the annulus. Excellent surveys
on the subject are [12), 21 148] and we refer to those references for classical results
that we leave without proof. The aim of this section is to present some of the results
of [14] [15], [16] obtained in collaboration with Marie-Claude Arnaud, shedding light
on the structure of weak KAM solutions and minimizing orbits for exact conservative
twist maps. Before giving the precise definition of an exact conservative twist map,
let us emphasize that the examples of the previous section are closely related to such
transformations. Indeed, for a Tonelli Hamiltonian on T*T!, the Hamiltonian flow
% is an exact conservative twist map for small times s > 0. Hence the time 1 map
¢, is a composition of a finite number of conservative twist maps.

5.1 Definitions and variational structure

In the rest of this section T! = R/Z is the circle, the 2-dimensional annulus is
denoted by A = T*T! = T! x R. The points of that annulus are denoted by
(0,7) € A. Throughout this section we will often consider objects coming from A
lifted to R?, its universal cover, or from T!, lifted to R. When done so, a ~ will
be added to the original name. For example if ¢ : T' — R is any function then
g : R — R is the lift of g.

When dealing with products, T' x T, T! x R, or R x R, the notations 71 and
o stand for the projections on the first and second variable.

5.1.1 Definition and Birkhoff’s theorem

Definition 5.1.1. An exact conservative twist map of the annulus (abbreviated
ECTM) is a C'-diffeomorphism f : A — A such that

1. f is isotopic to the identity map.

2. f is exact symplectic: by denoting f(0,r) = (@(9,7‘),]%(9,7‘)) the 1-form
Rd® — rdf is exact.
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3. [ twists verticals to the right: if f (~ R) : R? — R? is a lift of f to the
universal cover of A then for all € R, the map r — @(9 ) is an increasing
C'-diffeomorphism of R.

Remark 5.1.2.

1. The first property means that there is a continuous path of diffeomorphisms
of the annulus (fs)sejo,1] such that fo is the identity map and fi = f. In
other topological words, f preserves both ends of the annulus in the sense that
uniformly in 6, rEToo R(f,r) = 40 and rErEloo R(0,r) = —c0.

2. The second point means that there is a function S : A — R, called generating
function, such that
00 00

dS = RA® — rdf = R d0 + =>dr) — rdo. (5.1)

The generating function is defined up to a constant.

Another way of formulating this is to say that if we denote by A = rdf (the
1-form called Liouville form) then f*\ — X is exact:

This has two major implications.

(i) (proved by using Stokes’ furmula) if C is a C'* essential circle, meaning an
injective C'! closed curve going around the cylinder, then the algebraic
area between C and f(C) is 0. This means that points are not globally
shifted up or down by f in the annulus and that it is worth looking for
invariant compact sets.

(ii) The second is that f preserves the canonical symplectic 2—form which is
here the Lebesgue area form. Indeed, as this symplectic form is dA =
dr A d#, one finds that

0=ddS =dR AdO —dr A df = f*(dr A df) — dr A d6.

3. The last point implies that for 6o € R and O € R there is a unique r € R such
that ©(fy,r) = Oy. It means that (,7) — (0 o(, T)) is a C'—diffeomorphism

that plays the role of Legendre transform and (0, @) will serve as coordinates
of R2. The latter powerful idea is behind all the variational structure of twist
maps.

The twist condition implies that

V(QQ, ’I”o) € A, aa?(eo, TU) > 0. (52)

In fact, it is sometimes replaced by the stronger uniform condition that there
exists € > 0 such that a (90, ro) > € for all (6y,70) € A.

One can at this stage state an important dynamical property of ECTM on in-
variant curves (see [50]):
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Theorem 5.1.3 (Birkhoff). Let C < A be a continuous essential circle invariant
by f, i.e. a continuous embedding of T' that is not homotopic to a point and such
that f(C) = C. Then there erwists a Lipschitz function g : T' — R such that C =

{(9,9(0)), 0e Tl} s the graph of g.

This important Theorem uses all properties of the ECTM. Indeed in [130, Propo-
sition 5.13] are examples of non conservative twist maps leaving invariant essential
circles that are not graphs. It was generalized a few decades later to higher dimen-
sional settings by Arnaud [6].

5.1.2 The generating function, properties and consequences

Until the end of this section, we choose once and for all a generating function S :
A — R (see Remark, S :R% - R is the lift of S and let us choose f = (6, R) :
R? — R? a lift of f. By the twist condition (Definition point 3), the map
L:0,r)— (é, o(d, r)) is a C'~diffeomorphsim of R? (see the links with Definition
. In the sequel, (é, (:)) are systematically used as coordinates, meaning that the
function S o £ is considered instead of S. For readability issues, it is still written
5(6,0).
The properties of f translate into the following features of S:
Proposition 5.1.4. The function S, through §, verifies the following:

1. The function S is C% and periodic:
V(0,0)eR?,  S(0+1,0+1)=15(6,6).

2. For all (0,0,r, R) € R?,

(5.3)

3. The twist condition translates as follows:

o for 6eR fized, the map (SYEN ‘;—g(é, (:)) is a decreasing C' —~diffeomorphism
of R;

o for OeR fized, the map 6 — %(é, é) is a decreasing C' ~diffeomorphism
of R.

Let us comment on the previous proposition.
Remark 5.1.5.

1. It can actually be established that given a function S satisfying the three points
of the previous proposition the associated function f is a lift of an ECTM.

2. The second point of Proposition can be directly read on equation (j5.1)).
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3. The two items of point 3 are equivalent. The first one results from the fact
that the map © — —%(é, ©) is the inverse of the map r — O(f, r).
The second one is an emanation of the fact that if f is an ECTM that twists
verticals to the right then f~!is an ECTM that twists verticals to the left. A
direct consequence of any of these two facts is that
(6o, ©p) € R? LQg(é Qy) <0 (5.4)
0, 0 y ~~ \V0, Y0 . .
0000

Another important aftermath is that S is superlinear, meaning that
50,6
i llm ~( 7~)
16—8| -+ |0 — O]

= +o0. (5.5)

It is proven in [140] (see also [141] 21]) that finite compositions of ECTM also
possess a similar generating function. Hence all variational results relying solely on
the generating function and its minimizers also apply to such finite compositions of

ECTM.

Let us now define the notion of minimizing chains and sequences.

Definition 5.1.6. 1. Let a < bbe two integers such that b—a > 1 and (0:)a<i<b €
RP=2+1. The chain (0;)q<i<p is termed minimizing if

b—1 b—1
Z S(0i,0i41) =  min Z S(i, ig1).
i—a {zieR, a<i<b} s

o =0q,2,=0p

2. An infinite sequence (6;)_oo<i<p Or (0;)a<i<+oo O (6;)icz is minimizing if all its
finite subchains are minimizing.

Note that if (6;)a<i<p € R®“**! is minimizing between 6, and 6, and if a < a’ <
b —1 < b < b then the subchain (6;)y<i<y € RY~**! is minimizing between 6,
and 6, which justifies the second definition.

The first order necessary condition for a chain to be minimizing translates as
follows: let (@2)Ze 7 be a minimizing chain or sequence and ig € I not be an extremity
of I, then N N

O By1,0) + 2 By, Bg) = (5.

This, together with equation (5.3)), yields the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1.7. Let (0;)ic; be a minimizing chain or sequence and for alli € I,

let N N
0S ,~ ~ oS ,~ =
ri = ——=(0i,0i11) = —<(0i-1,0;),
o Vi fit) = 55 00

(where only the well defined term is taken if i is an extremity of I). Then (éi,ﬂ')ie[
is a piece of orbit of f in the sense that for all i € I such that i +1 € I, then

FOimi) = (031, 1)
In particular, a minimizing chain is uniquely determined by two consecutive
terms (0;,0;41).
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Let us then introduce the notion of crossing and its consequences:
Definition 5.1.8. Two chains (0 )ier and (9 )ier are said to cross

e at some index ig € I if 0;, = 9;0,

e between two indices ig € I and ig + 1 € I if (6;, — HNQO)(éiOH - 6~§O+1

) < 0.

Remark 5.1.9. If (6’1)161 and (9 )ier are distinct minimizing chains that cross at
some index ig € I that is an interior index, then the twist condition implies that

(0ip—1 — §§0—1)(9~io+1 - §§0+1) <0. (5.7)

Indeed, let r;, = as (élo, 0iy+1) and i, = (920, 9;0 +1)- Necessarily ri, # r; be-
cause otherwise (6’1)ze 7 and (9 )iel are the prOJectlons of the same orbit of f (Propo-
sition |5.1.7] n Assume then for example that r;, > rj . We deduce from the twist

condition that 910+1 > 92 +1 and that fig_1 < 910 1
Inequality ([5.7)) is often taken as the definition of crossing at iy.

One can then state Aubry & Le Daeron’s Fundamental Lemma:
Lemma 5.1.10. Let (6,6',0,0') € R* such that (6 — 0')(© — ©') < 0. Then

5(6,0) + 56,6 > 5(6,0") + 5(7',0).

Proof. It follows from the chain of equalities (in which we use the notations O, =
t0' + (1 —t)© and 0, = t0' + (1 — t)0),

Jj 525 (6., 8,)dsdt - (6 — §)(& — &) <0
2506 O '

The last inequality is a consequence of the crossing hypothesis and of (5.4)). ]
We may now state Aubry’s Non—crossing Lemma:

Proposition 5.1.11. Let (91)161 and (0 )ier be two distinct minimizing chains. Then
one of the following holds

. (92)161 and (0 )ier don’t cross,
. (01)151 and (0 )iel cross ezxactly once,

o I = [a,b] is a finite interval and (8;)ier and (0))icr cross exactly twice, at a

and b.

In the last case, both (91)161 and (9 )ier are mazimal in the sense that neither one is
a strict subchain of a minimizing chain.
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Proof. To prove this proposition, let us assume that (91)ZE 7 and (0 )ier cross (at least)
twice and that one of those crossing is not an extremity of I. There are several cases
to deal with, we only cover two of them and let the other ones as an exercise as the
ideas are the same.

First case: there are @ < (3 such that (éz)ze 7 and (~§)ie 7 cross between o and
a+1 and between § and 8+ 1. Then define two chains (éi)ie[aﬁﬂ] and (ég)ie[aﬂﬂ]
as follows:

. f6 it icfat1,6]
; if ie{a, B+ 1};
b |0 if iefa+1,0]
' if i {a, B+ 1.
Note that (éi)ie[a,ﬁ+1] and (éi)ie[a,ﬂ+1] have same endpoints and so do (ég)ie[a,ﬁﬂ]
and (9 )ie[a,3+1] hence

B B B
Z § 9~ ~Z+1 Z g(éi,éz‘ﬂ); and Z §(~£7 ~§+1) < 2 §( éa Az+1)

= 1= =

Moreover

5 8 8
1805, 0001) + >, 805,005, = . S(0i,0i00) = Y 5(6},60;,1)
= S5(0a 0at1) + S(03,05.1) + §(9~:170~/a )+ §(9~5795+1)
) ) ) (95,65+1) > 0 (58)

where the last inequality is obtained by two applications of Aubry’s Fundamental
Lemma m This contradicts either the fact that (éi)ie[oc,,@-i-l] is minimizing or
that (5§)ie[a,ﬁ+1] is minimizing.

Second case: there are o < /3 such that (5 )ier and (0 )ier cross at « and at (3
and such that « — 1€ 1.

Then define two chains (éi)ie[a_lﬁ] and (éé)ie[a_lwg] as follows:

@:{jﬁiqmm

i if ief{a—1,al;
i _ @ if iela,f]
0; if ief{a—1,a}

We purposely insist on the fact that 6, = 8/, = 6, = #,. Note that (éi)ie[a—l,ﬁ] and
(0; )ie[a—1,3] have same endpoints and so do (! )ie[a—1,5] and (9 )ie[a—1,5]- Hence

-1 g1 -1 -
D1 S(6:,0:41) < S(:,0:41); and > S(6;.0;,,) Z 5 0i)

i=a—1 i=a—1 i=a—1 i=a—
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Moreover the definitions of (éi)ie[afl,ﬁ] and (9 )ie[a—1,5] Yield

B B 5~AA B .
Zsez,em Z P 0is1) ZS@ 1) = 2 50, 6,,) = 0.

It follows that both inequalities above are equalities and that (éi)ie[a—l,ﬁ] and
(éi)ie[a_l’ ] are both minimizing. As they coincide for both indices a—1 and «;, they
are equal (see Proposition . The same argument shows that (9 )Ze[a 1,3] and
(ég)ie[Q_L g] are equal, and finally we have proved that (Hi)ie[a_L ] and (@ )ie[a—1,8]
are equal. This in turn implies that (6;);er = (0})ier which is a contradiction.

The last assertion of the Proposition remains to be proven. The previous argu-
ment could be adapted here. Let us though propose another one. Assume by con-
tradiction that (9 )ie[a,p) and (0 )ie[a—1,5] are minimizing and verify Oy = 9 , 0 = 9’
(the other cases are treated the same way). Then by the minimization hypothe51s it

is inferred that
ZS 2y z+1 ZS e z-‘,—l

Moreover, note that the chain (6/_,,8,,0,41) is not minimizing, otherwise there
would be equality Opi1 = Ga 41 contradicting the beginning of the Proposition. It
follows there exists 6 € R such that

S, _1,0)+8(0,0,11) < SO, 1,00) + S(Ba,0a41).

The chain (éi)ie[a,lﬂ is then defined as follows:

S

P if i=a—1
éiz éifz'za

;if iE[a+1,b];

inducing that

Z S5, 0i41) = S(0,_1,0) + S(0,001) + Y, S(6;,0:11)
i=a— i=a+1
- b—1 b—1
< S( ; 179 )+ S(Oa’ea-&-l Z S 92791+1 Z 17 z+1
i=a+1 i=a—
This contradicts the fact that (6 )ie[a—1,p] i minimizing. O

The previous non—crossing Proposition can be enforced.

Qeﬁnition 5.1.12. When [ is suitably infinite, one says that two chains (9;)ze 7 and
(0%)ier are respectively

e a—asymptotic if lim |9~l — 9~;| = (; we then say (5 )ier and (0 )iel Cross at —oo;
1——00
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e w-asymptotic if lim |0~Z — 9~2| = 0; we then say (éi)iej and (é;)le] cross at +ao.
1—+00

Using this terminology, we state without proof (see for instance [21, Lemma 3.9])
the following strengthening of Proposition [5.1.11

Proposition 5.1.13. Let (0;)er G/ndN(H?/;)Z'GI be two distinct minimizing chains. As-
sume furthermore that the sequence |0;+1 — 0;| is bounded. Then (0;)ier and (0))ier
cross at most once, except possibly at both ends of I.

In the latter case, both chains are maximal minimizing chains.

Remark 5.1.14. A consequence of our forthcoming analysis will be that the hy-
pothesis concerning the boundedness of |6;11 — 6;] is in fact automatically verified.

This section ends with a fundamental property of minimizing sequences. It is
by no means a direct consequence of the previous stated facts. The proof is quite
tricky and we refer the interested reader to [21, Theorem 3.15] for details.

Theorem 5.1.15 (Aubry—Mather). Let (6;)icz be a minimizing sequence. Then the
following hold:

1. For all (a,b) € 72, (éi)ieZ and (éi_a + b)iez do not cross.

2. There exists a homeomorphism g : R — R wverifying g(x + 1) = g(z) + 1 for all
z € R and such thall R 3
VieZ, g(0;) =011
3. It follows then from Poincaré theory that there exists a real number p € R

called rotation number such that

VieZ, |0;—0y—ip|<T1.

In particular, lim

5.2 Examples and Moser’s Theorem

5.2.1 Notions of integrability

Our first family of examples are called integrable EC'TMs. They are of the following
form:

Example 5.2.1. Let p : R — R be an increasing diffeomorphism. Then the map
fo:(8,7) — (04 p(r),r) is an ECTM.

Such maps have a particularly simple dynamics. Indeed, for all r € R if we denote
by Cr = {(0,7), 0 € T'} the canonical circle of height 7, then C, is invariant by f,
and the dynamics of f, restricted to C, is a rotation of angle p(r) (mod 1). One
checks that f, is the time 1 map of the Tonelli Hamiltonian flow of H, : (0, 7) — o(r)
where g is a primitive of p.

By extension, let us introduce several classes of ECTM exhibiting similar dy-
namical features.

14 is the lift of an orientation preserving circle homeomorphism.
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Definition 5.2.2. Let f : A — A be an ECTM. We say f is integrable if there
exists a C1~area preserving diffeomorphism @ : A — A and p : R — R such that
f=a""1o foo®.

Remark 5.2.3. In the case of an integrable ECTM, the function p will automatically
be an increasing diffeomorphism. However, note that the previous definition can be
extended trivially to any area preserving transformation of the annulus.

In the previous definition, the transformation f is the time 1 map of the Hamil-
tonian ﬂowﬂ of Hy,o®.

The following notions are obtained by considering twist maps for which the annu-
lus A is foliated by invariant circles. Bare in mind that by Birkhoff’s Theorem
such circles are automatically Lipschitz graphs. The integrable case corresponds to
a classical foliation. The next notions are obtained by weakening the regularity of
the invariant foliation. We therefore start by defining what are those non-regular
foliations.

Definition 5.2.4. A continuous foliation F = {F,, ¢ € R}, (otherwise called lam-
ination) of A by graphs is defined through a continuous function 7 : (0, ¢) — n.(0)
from A to R such that

e for all § € R, the map ¢ — 1.(0) is a (increasing) homeomorphism of R,
o forall ce R, (. 7.(0)dd = c.

For c € R the circle 7, = {(6,7.(0)), 6 € T'} is the leaf of the continuous foliation
at cohomology c. It then follows that A is the disjoint union of the leaves of the
foliation.

Reciprocally, any such function 7 : (6,¢) — 1.(0) from A to R defines a continu-
ous foliation of A by graphs.

Remark 5.2.5. The second point in the definition of 7 is a normalization condition.
It could be dropped to give an equivalent notion. However, it is so convenient we
prefer to include it directly in the definition.

For an intermediate regularity, arises naturally the notion of Lipschitz foliation:

Definition 5.2.6. A Lipschitz foliation F = {F., ¢ € R} of A by graphs is the data
of a continuous foliation with associated function 7 : (6, c¢) — n.(0) from A to R such
that

1
K > 0,Y(c1,cp) € R%, V0 e T, ﬁcl — co| < |Ney (0) — 1y (0)] < Ky — cal.

It is now at grasp to define weaker notions of integrability for twist maps:
Definition 5.2.7.

e An ECTM f of the annulus is C~integrable if there exists a continuous foli-
ation, F = {F., c € R}, of A by graphs, such that for all c e R, f(F.) = Fe.

2This is a general fact and proves that the group of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms is a normal
subgroup of the group of symplectomorphisms (see [19, Exercise 7 page 471]).
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e An ECTM f of the annulus is Lipschitz integrable if there exists a Lipschitz
foliation, F = {F., c € R}, of A by graphs, such that for all ce R, f(F.) = Fe.

Those various notions of integrability each have dynamical consequences on the
underlying ECTM. Such results are presented without proof in the last Section
Research on those notions is quite frustrating though, starting from the fact that
it is still conjectural whether those three notions of integrability are different. For
instance, there are no known examples of ECTM that are C?-integrable but not
integrable (meaning that all the leaves are smooth).

On the bright side, it is proved in [14], [I5] that continuous foliations by graphs
that are invariant by an ECTM must satisfy some particular properties. This is
used to exhibit foliations that cannot be invariant by an ECTM.

Theorem 5.2.8. Let F = {F., c € R} be the foliation associated to the function
ne(0) = ¢ + (c) cos(2n0), where ¢ : R — R is a non C*, Lipschitz, function with
Lipschitz constant less than (2m)~'. Then F is not invariant by any ECTM.

Though the full proof of this Theorem goes beyond the scope of the present text,
some explanations will be provided at the very end, in Section

5.2.2 The standard family

According to Remark it is very easy to construct twist maps with no particular
property. However, let us mention a historically very important family of examples.

Example 5.2.9. For all € € R let us define the map F. : A — A by

V(0,r)e A, F.(0,r)= (9 b — sin(270),r — £ sin(27r0)>.
27 27
This family serves as a test for the state—of-the—art research on twist maps. On
certain aspects, the picture is not glorious. For instance, a conjecture of Sinai is that
F. has positive metric entropy for all € # 0 (with respect to the Lebesgue measure)
even though nobody knows how to prove it even for a single parameter. More on
such questions is discussed in works of Berger and Berger, Turaev [31],[30]. A picture
of the dynamics for some arbitrary value of ¢ is presented in the introduction of [108]
and clearly shows that such a dynamics is very rich. On the one hand, for ¢ = 0
the map Fj is the most basic example among integrable ECTMs. For € small, KAM
theory applies and many invariant circles with diophantine rotation numbers persist
(see [I11), 112] and references therein). On the other hand, a theorem of Mather
[139] states that for € > %, F. has no invariant essential circle.
What happens to the circles when they disappear is a challenging question:
what is their regularity, the dynamics on them at the last parameter... After they
disappear Aubry—Mather theory provides an answer as to what they become.

5.2.3 General twist maps and a Theorem of Moser

Amongst other examples and open questions, the nature of possible invariant circles
of twist maps is still not well understood. In the recent [20], the authors construct
a C!' ECTM having an invariant circle that is not everywhere differentiable with a
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minimal (irrational) restricted dynamics on itﬂ This answers partially a question of
Arnaud [7] asking whether such C? maps exist.

Concerning invariant essential circles on which the dynamics is irrational and not
minimal (that of a Denjoy counterexample) examples have been constructed in [117]
where a C! invariant circle is constructed, and in [L1] where a non—differentiable
invariant curve is constructed (thus answering a question of Mather). By Denjoy’s
Theorem, such an invariant circle cannot be C?2.

Last, concerning the inverse problem, in [5] are provided examples of essential
circles that are graphs of Lipschitz maps but cannot be invariant by any ECTM.

Before turning back to weak KAM theory, let us mention an important Theorem
of Moser [I53] stating that any regular ECTM can be represented by a Hamil-
tonian function. The drawback is that the latter is not autonomous (i.e. it is
time—dependent).

Theorem 5.2.10 (Moser). Let f : A — A be an ECTM. There exists a C? time-
dependent Hamiltonian H : R x A — R such that

e forallteR, H(t,-, ) : A —> R is a Tonelli Hamiltonian;
o forall (t,0,r) e R x A, then H(t +1,0,r) = H(t,0,r);

e the ECTM f is the time 1 map go(l) of the Hamiltonian flow of H generated by
the equations

{é@)zéﬁﬂ(LGGLTQD (5.9)

#(t) = —0pH (t,0(t),7(t)).

Note that in Moser’s original article, only the case of a C* ECTM is treated.
However, it is stated in the paper that the proof adapts to less regular functions.
Moreover, it can be checked that Moser’s construction allows to interpolate between
Identity and f by twist maps using the family (f)we[o,1- The generating functions

(gt)te(o,l] of those twist maps are given by the relations
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~
$5(0.7) = (O,R) < 54(0,0) = J;) L(37'Y(é,r)(s)/.Y(é,r)(S))?

where the Lagrangian function L : R x A — R is defined as previously by

V(t,0,v) e R x A, L(t,0,v) =suprv— H(t,0,r),
reR

and the curve V) is defined by

VseR, v, (s) =mo@y(d,r).

Here, the generating function is given by the Lagrangian (minimal) action.

3Recall that a homeomorphism of the circle having an irrational rotation number is either min-
imal (all orbits are dense) or not. In the first case, it is conjugated to the irrational rotation.
In the second case, it is only semi—conjugated to the irrational rotation as there are wandering
intervals. We then speak of a Denjoy counterexample. A Theorem of Denjoy states that Denjoy
counterexamples cannot be of class C2.
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5.3 Weak KAM for twist maps

We now turn to the study of the Lax—Oleinik semigroup and weak KAM solutions for
an ECTM, f: A — R. As was already apparent in the previous Chapter dedicated
to examples, there is actually a one parameter family of semigroups, indexed by the
cohomology. The underlying metric space here is X = T! that is obviously compact.
We will precisely build a 1-parameter family of cost functions using that the first
cohomology group H'(T!,R) is isomorphic to R. This appears in the early works
of Mather on twist maps that later led him to define the a function in a higher
dimensional Lagrangian setting ([I43]). The latter idea was also adapted in [173] on
more general metric spaces.

As previously, S is a generating function of f, S :R? - R is the lift of S and
we choose f = (C:), R) : R? — R? a lift of f. The canonical projection is denoted by
7:R—TL

Definition 5.3.1. Let ¢ € R that we will refer to as a cohomology class. The cost
function S¢: T' x T! — R is defined by

V(0,0) e T' x T!, 5$°0,0)= inf S(6,0)+c(d—0).

Remark 5.3.2.

e In the previous definition, using the translation invariance of 5, it is also
possible to fix a § € [—1,1] such that 7(f) = 6 and take the infimum solely on
©.

o As S is superlinear ([5.5)) it is easily seen that the previous infimum is actually
a minimum. Moreover, if as asserted, we restrict to § € [—1,1] then there

~

exists K > 0 (depending on ¢) such that the minimum on © can be restricted

to © € [-K, K].
e Given # € T! and 0 € R such that 7(f) = 6, the derivative 0,5¢(f, ©) exists

'~

if and only if there exists a unique © realizing the minimum S¢(0,0) =

5(8,00) + (6 — B). In such case, %56, 0) = 025(0,0¢) — c.

e Similarly, given © € T! and © € R such that 7(©) = O, the derivative

015(0,©) exists if and only if there exists a unique 6 realizing the minimum
S5¢(0,0) = S(60,0) + c(8p — ©). In such case, 0:5°(6,0) = 01.5(6p,©) + c.

e The previous points and the fact that f is a twist map yields that S¢ verifies
the left and right twist conditions as defined in Definition [2.5.2] (see also [I73|
Proposition 6.4]).

e From the previous points, the same strange regularity property observed for
costs coming from Tonelli Lagrangians (see discussion following Proposition
2.6.14) is brought to light: given (0,0) € T! x T!, the following are equivalent

— 01.5°(0,©) exists;
— 025°(0, ©) exists.

116



With those facts and bearing in mind that an infimum of a compact family of
C? functions is semiconcave, it follows that

Proposition 5.3.3. The function S€ is locally semiconcave. More precisely, any of
its lifts to R? is semiconcave.

In particular, if S¢ admits any partial derivative at points (0,©) then S¢ is
differentiable at (0,0).

From the previous points and the semiconcavity of S¢ (see the proof of Proposi-

tion [2.4.11] and the following Remark [2.4.12)), it follows that:

Proposition 5.3.4. If (0;)ker is a minimizing sequence or chain (with at least 3
points) for S¢ then all the derivatives 0;5¢(0k, Ok+1), 1 € {1,2} and (k,k+1)e I x 1,
exist. If ko e I and éko is a lift of O, then there exists a unique (minimizing) chain
(ék)kel such that

k-1 k-1
Vk < klv Z 56(95795+1) = Z S(efa 0€+1) + C(ek - ek/)
L=k =k

As is now customary, setting then
re = —015(00,0041) = 025(00-1,00) = ¢ — 315%(0¢, 041) = ¢ + 025(0—1,6¢),
then (0, 73 )ker is a piece of orbit of f and (O, T,)ker is a piece of orbit of f.

We will now focus our attention on the negative Lax—Oleinik semigroups associ-
ated to S¢ and gather results previously proven.

Definition 5.3.5. Given ¢ € R, we define the operator T°¢ which, to a bounded
function u : T! — R, associates the function

Tu:0 e T! — inf u(f) + S¢(6,0).
feT?!

Equivalently, recalling that two infimums commute, if @ : R — R is the lift of u then
the lift of T u is given by the relation

VO eR, TC¢u(®) = infa(d) + S(4,0) + c(6 — O).
OeR

The weak KAM Theorem then states:

Theorem 5.3.6. For all ¢ € R there exists a unique constant a(c) for which the
equation
u =T+ a(c) (5.10)

admits solutions u® : T' — R. Such a solution (or its lift i, : R — R) will be called
a weak KAM solution at cohomology c.

The function o : R — R is called Mather’s a function.

Proposition 5.3.7. Mather’s o function is convex and superlinear.
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Proof. One easily reconstructs from the definition of S¢ and Proposition that
if ¢ € R, then «a(c) is the least constant a € R such that there exists a 1-periodic
function v : R — R verifying

V(0,0)eR xR, #(0)—u(0) <S50,0)+c(0—0)+a.
If now ¢1 and ¢y are real numbers and @ and 9 are lifts of weak KAM solutions

at the corresponding cohomology classes, if t € (0,1) one infers that, setting 4; =
tuy + (1 — t)ug,

V(0,0') e RxR, ay(0")—as(0) < S(0,0)+(ter+(1—t)ea) (0—0")+ta(er)+(1—t)a(ca).

It follows that a(tc; + (1 —1t)cp) < ta(er) + (1 —t)a(c2) and the convexity is proved.
For superlinearity, let k¥ > 0 be an integer. If ¢ € R, let u. : T' — R be a weak
KAM solution at cohomology c. If 4, is its lift, by periodicity, we infer that

0 = @c(k) — @c(0) < S(0,k) — ck + a(c),

~

0 = @c(—k) — u.(0) < S(0, —k) + ck + a(c).
From those inequalities, we infer that, setting Cj = max (§(O, k), g((), —k)),
VeeR, afc) = k| — C,
a(c)

from which it follows that lim —= = 4o0.
e[+ |c|

O]

Informations obtained from Proposition [2.4.11, Proposition and Remark
are gathered in the next Theorem (keeping in mind that a weak KAM solution
is locally semiconcave):

Theorem 5.3.8. Let ce R, u. : T' — R be a weak KAM solution at cohomology c
and t. : R — R its lift.
1. For all 6y € T, there exists (0%) k<o such that 6y = 65 and
-1
VE <0, uc(fo) = uc(65) + > 505, 65,1) + |kla(e).
i=k
2. The previous sequence may not be unique but it is uniquely determined by
(0%,,00). Moreover, setting for k < 0, rp = ¢+ 025°(05_,,0;) (that exists)
then (65, 7k) k<0 is a piece of orbit of f.

3. Forallk <0, uc is derivable at 05 and c+u,,(05) = ri. Moreover, ro € 0 uc(6p)
and u. is derivable at 0y if and only if the sequence (65)r<o is unique.

4. It follows that f=1 (g(c+u/c)) c G(c + u.) where G(c + ul) is the set of

(6, c+ul(8)) for 6 € T such that u,(6) exists Moreover, if (6y,70) € G(c + ul)
and for k <0, (O, ) = f*(00,70), then

—1
Vk <0, UC(QO) = uc(ak) + Z Sc(9i79i+1) + |k]a(c)
i=k
“In the previous inclusion, the fact that we can take a closure on the left hand side is because a
limit of calibrating sequences for wu. is still calibrating.
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5. Given a sequence (0%) k<o as above and bheR a lift of 0y, there exists a unique
(0) k<0 that projects on (05) k<o and such that

-1

Wk <0, dic(fo) = c(05) + Y] S(05,05,,) + (05 — 05) + |klo(c).
i=k

6. With the previous notations for k <0, r, = 828( k 1,5,2) and (é]cc,’l"k)kgo s a
piece of orbit of f.

7. For allk < 0, . is derivable at 05 and c+il,(05) = ry,. Moreover, ro € 0*i.(fo)
and @, is derivable at 6y if and only if the sequence (Gk)kq) S unique.

8. It follows that f~1 (g(c+a;)) < G(c + ) where G(c + 1) is the set of

(0, ¢+ a,(0)) for 6 € R such that @.(0) exists. Finally, if (6o,70) € G(c + @’
and for k <0, (O, r1) = f¥(60,70), then

~1
VEk <0, dc(f0) = () + . S(0:,0511) + c(0k — bo) + |kla(c).

i=k
Remark 5.3.9. Being in dimension 1, concave functions have very strong derivabil-
ity properties that semiconcave functions inherit from. It follows that if v : T* — R
is a semiconcave function, then it admits at all € T! a left derivative v’ (#) and a
right derivative v/, (6) that verify v’ (6) > v/ (0). Its superdifferential at 6 is then
the segment 0T v(6) = [v/.(6),v"_(0)]. Finally, using the previous notation, if ¢ € R
then

Gle+) = U{H} x {c+ v (0),c+ v ()}

OeR

We introduce the notion of full pseudograph that is the graph of the superdif-
ferential of a semiconcave function and appears in various weak KAM related works
(134, 91):

Definition 5.3.10. Let v : T} — R be a semiconcave function. Then its full
pseudograph is

= 18} x a%o(9) = | 18} x [, (6), ' (6)].

PeT? 0eT?

A related notation: for ¢ € R,

PG(c+') = U {0} x (c+ 0" v(8)) = U {0} x [c+ v (0),c+v"_(0)].

PeT! 0eT?

We will use similar notations for semiconcave functions on R.

A beautiful theorem due to Marie-Claude Arnaud (using weak KAM methods)
yields:
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Proposition 5.3.11. Let v : T! — R be a semiconcave function. Then its full pseu-
dograph PG(v') is a Lipschitz manifold. In the present case it is a Lipschitz essential
circle (meaning it separates the annulus in two unbounded connected components).

We are now ready to state a first result on the interplay between Lax—Oleinik
and the non—crossing lemma:

Lemma 5.3.12. Let v : T' - R be a continuous function, c € R and 9~1 < 0~2 two
real numbers.

1. Assume that @ and 0% verify for i€ {1,2},

T°0(6;) = min (3(6') + S(0',6;) + (6 — 6;)) = 5(0}) + S(6,,6;) + c(0] — b;).
0'eR

Then 67 < 0.
2. If moreover v is semiconcave, then 0] < 6.

Proof. Let us argue by contradiction. Then by Proposition [5.1.10| the following
holds:

5(01) + S(07,01) + (07 — 1) + 5(0) + S(Bh, 0) + (B — 02) >

/

c\vy
> 5(0h) + S(fh,01) + c(0y — 01) + 5(07) + S(87,02) + (6] — 62).
We infer that at least one of the two inequalities

5(60)) + 5(6;,61) + (6 — 01) > 5(05) + S(Bh,61) + c(05 — 1),
5(05) + S(0h,05) + (0, — 62) > (6, + S(6,02) + c(6}, — 65),
is valid that is a contradiction.

To prove the second item, we recall that thanks to Proposition [2.4.11} if v is
semiconcave, then it is derivable both at 6] and 65 and 71 o f (6}, c+0'(8])) = 6;. As
01 # 0, necessarily 0} # 05,

O

An interesting Corollary, reminiscent of Bernard’s Theorem [2.6.11] and that will
be needed later is:

Corollary 5.3.13. Let ce R and u. : T' — R be a weak KAM solution at cohomol-
ogy c. Then T"u, is a C* function (where T is the positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup

given by Deﬁm’tz’on associated to S¢) and G(c+ (TTu.)') = f~H(PG(c+ul)).

Proof. We start by proving that f—! (Pg(c + u’c)) is the graph of a continuous
function. By Proposition there exists a Lipschitz embedding v : T! — A
such that y(T') = PG(c + ul). Denote by ¥ : R — R x R a lift of v and set
3 = (31,%2) the coordinates of 4. As wu/ is semiconcave, up to reversing the time
parametrization of v we may assume that 47 is non—decreasing and it follows that
79 is decreasing on intervals where 7; is constant. We now define for all ¢t € R,
(T1(2),T2(t)) = f1(%1(t),72(t)). Let us establish that I'y is increasing that will
imply our point.
Let t1 < ts.
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e Assume for a start that 41(¢1) = J1(t2). It follows that F2(t1) > F2(t2) and by
the twist condition, we deduce that I';(¢1) < I'1(t2).

e For the remaining case, 41 (t1) < J1(t2) , define now T} = max (t >t, Y1(t) =
F1(t)) and T = min (¢ < to, F1(t2) = 71(t)). It follows that t1 < Ty < T <ty
and that

Fo(T1) = e+ upy (71(t1)),  F2(T2) = ¢+ up_ (Fa(t2)). (5.11)

As A1(t1) = A (T1) and A1(t2) = H1(T2) we obtain from the first case that

Fl(tl) < Fl(Tl) and Pl(TQ) < Fl(t2>.

Then by (5.11]) and Theorem we deduce that for i € {1, 2},
Tac(71(t:) = e(T1(T3) + S(T1(T). F1(1)) + ¢(T1(T) = 71 (t4).-

By Lemma [5.3.12| we obtain that I'y(77) < I'1(7%) and finally

[i(t1) <T1(Th) < T1(T2) < Ti(t2).

We now turn to the interpretation in terms of positive Lax—Oleinik semigroup.
To this end, we use the analogues for 7" of the results established for T°¢, without
proofs. Note that Tt u, is a semiconvex function. Let § € T! and © € T! such
that T uc(0) = u.(0) — S(6,0). Then S¢ is differentiable at (0, ©). By setting
R =c+ 025°0,0) and r = ¢ — 01.5°(0,©),

i f(ea’r) = (@,R),
e (0,R) e PG(c+ul),
o r—ced TV u.(0).

As we have established that f~(PG(c+ul)) is the graph of a continuous function,
there is a unique (0, R) € PG(c + u.) such that m o f~1(O,R) = 0. It follows
that © (realizing equality in the definition of 7" u.(#)) is unique and that T°"u,
is derivable at 6. As this holds for all # and by semiconvexity, 7" u,. is indeed C.
Finally, as G(c+ (T°%u.)') < f~1(PG(c+ u,)) and since both sets are graphs, they
are equal.

O
Definition 5.3.14. Given c € R we will denote by
e A, c T! the projected Aubry set,
e A. = T! x T! the 2-Aubry set,
o A, c (TYZ the Aubry set,

all three associated to the cost §c.

We similarly denote by A% = A = T! x R the set given by Proposition m
associated to the cost §C that is also refered to as Aubry set.

We will denote by 2(, and 2 the lifts of A, and A} to respectively R and R x R
that we will also refer to as projected Aubry set and Aubry set.
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As sequences in ,ZC are minimizing for S¢ we may apply Proposition to
obtain

Proposition 5.3.15. Let (0i)icz € ./Tc and 0y € R a lift of 6y. Then there exists a
unique (0;)icz, € RZ such that

k-1 -
k<K, >, 800 0041) = 2 (0, Oc1) + (0 — ).
=k

More precisely, if k € Z, Op = my 0 fk(éo,ro) where
ro = —&1§(50,§1) = 82§(§_1,§0) =C— 515%90,01) =c+ 5256(9_1,90).

Definition 5.3.16. We denote by QN[C < RZ the set of sequences (HNi)ieZ e RZ given
by the previous proposition. . N
We denote by 20, = R2 the set of pairs (90, 61) for (6;)icz € Ae.

Remark 5.3.17.

e All canonical projections from respectively ftc, A. and A¥ to A, are bi-
Lipschitz homeomorphisms.

e All canonical projections from respectively QAlc, QNlc and 2A* to 2, are bi-Lipschitz
homeomorphisms.

The sets A and A7 are respectively invariant by horizontal translations 6 —
60+ 1and (0,7) — (0 +1,r).

The set (0,c) + A7 = {(0,c+ 1), (0,r) € A%} is invariant by f and the set
(0,0) + 22 ={(0,c+r), (0,r)eAL} by f.

This last point is proved using that elements in the projected Aubry sets come
in minimizing sequences that calibrate weak KAM solutions. Hence it is possible to
apply Remark and Theorem [5.3.8

We derive the following consequence (that will be improved later in Corollary
5.6.4]):

Corollary 5.3.18. Let c € R. There exists p(c) € R such that for all u. : T' — R
weak KAM solution at cohomology c, if (Hk)k<0 e R%Z- calibrates i then

VE <0, [0 —60p—kp(c)| < 2.

Proof. Let (zy)kez € ch that hence calibrates u.. Let Zy € R such that 7o <
0y < Zo + 1. Finally let (Zk)kez be the only sequence that projects on (x)rez and
calibrates .. Thanks to Theorem there exists a real number number p that
is independent on u. such that

ViEZ, |ji—ﬂ~’;0—ip|<1.

Moreover, by periodicity, the sequences (Zx + 1)gez also calibrates ..
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If 6y = %o, then ), = 7, for all k < 0. Indeed recall that ul(Zp) exists and then
a calibrating sequence starting at Z( is unique (see Theorem .
In the remaining case, by applying Lemma and a straightforward induc-
tion, one finds that
Yk <0, i‘k<9~k<{f‘k+1,

and the result follows.

As all sequences (x})rez € /Tc calibrate u., it follows that the initial p does not
depend on the initial choice of (zy)kez € .Zlc (by the previous argument). Finally,
as (rx)kez € A_ calibrates any other weak KAM solution at cohomology ¢, the real
number p does only depend on ¢, independently of the initially chosen weak KAM
solution. O

5.4 Mather measures

Recall that P is the set of closed measures on T! x T! (Definition . Then if
c € R, Theorem stipulates that

—a(c) = mipf S.(0,0") du(6,6").
neP JTLxTL

Moreover, minimizing Mather measures are those p € P whose support is included
in A We will denote by 73’ the set of such Mather measures at cohomology ¢. We
aim at obtaining analogous notions involving a cost that does not depend on c.

If § € T! and ' € R denote by 6 + 8’ = w(f + #') € T' where 0 € R is any lift of
6. Of course, 6 + ' does not depend on the choice of 6.

Definition 5.4.1.
e Let 7: A — T! be defined by (6,7) — 0 + r.

e We say a Borel probability measure p on A = T! x R is closed if it has finite
first moment, §, |r| du(6,r) < 4+ and if T4pu = Ti4p meaning that for any
continuous function g : T! — R,

j 9(6 + 1) dp(8, ) = f 9(8) du(8, 7).
A A

The set of closed probability measures on A is denoted by P*.

e Given a closed probability measure 1 € P* we define its rotation number,
= §, rdud,r).

o We define S* : A — R by S*(6,r) = S(6,0 + r) Whereﬂ~ € R is any lift of 6.
Of course, the result does not depend on the choice of § by Proposition m

Proposition 5.4.2. The following holds

—a(c) = ulgleig* JA [S*(6,7) — cr] du*(6,r). (5.12)
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Moreover, a closed measure is minimizing if and only if it is supported on the set of
pairs (0,0) € A such that 0 € A. and

6 =m0 f ((mpe) ™ (0) + (0,0) =0 =m0 f(B,c+79) 0,

where 6 € R is any lift of 0 and rg € R is the unique real number such that (é, rg) € AL

Proof. Let v : T' — R be a continuous subsolution for S¢ that is strict outside of
A, (Theorem [1.4.1)), meaning that

V(0,0 e T x T, w(f) —u(8) < S6,0") + a(c),

with strict inequality as soon as (6,0') ¢ A.. By definition of S¢ it follows that if 7
is a lift of w,

V(0,0)eR xR, (@) —a(d) <S50,0)+cl—8)+alc).
This can in turn be written as follows:
V(0,6) e T' xR,  u(f+6) —u(f) < S*(8,6) — cd + alc).
Integrating the previous inequalities against a closed measure p* € P* yields

w(0) du*(0,9) < JA [S5*(6,6) — ¢ + a(c)] du*(8,6)

0— Lu(e + 8) du*(6, 6) —J

A

and —a(c) < §, [S*(0,6) — c6]du*(8,4).
Moreover, equality holds if and only if u* is supported on pairs (6, d) such that
u(@ +0) —u(f) = S*(0,6) — cd + ac). As

uw(@ +6) —u(f) < 50,0+ 0) + afc) < S*(0,0) — cd + a(c),
we deduce that for such (6,0) € supp(u*),
u(@ +0) —u(f) = S°6,0 + ) + alc).

In turn, we deduce that (6,0 +6) € /Tc, in particular S¢ is differentiable at (0,6 +9).
Then

50,0 + 6) + a(c) = S*(0,6) — b + a(c) = S(6,0 + 6) — 6 + afc),

where 6 is a lift of 0. As weak KAM solutions are calibrated by points of the 2-Aubry
set and derivable on the Aubry set, Theorem m (see also Proposition [5.3.15)) gives
that

O+7r=mof(0, —81§(§,(§ +7))

and R o ~
(0, —c—015(0,6 + r)) = (0, —015°(0,6 + r)) e A

With the notation of the current Proposition, this is rewritten rg = —0,.5°(6,0 + ).
It remains to prove that such a closed measure realizing equality exists. To
that aim let us start from a minimizing Mather measure fi. such that —a(c) =
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STlel 5°(0,6") djic(6, ), that is henceforth supported on A, by Theorem If

0 € 2, and O € A, is the unique element such that (4,0) € A, we denote R(Q)
© — . By periodicity, it is immediate that R(f) only depends on 6 = 7(0) € A,
hence we will also refer to it as R(0).

Recall that 6 — © is the biLipschitz homoeomorphism 7 o (7
as stated in Remark hence 6§ — R(0) is Lipschitz.

We now define a Borel probability measure p* on T! x R by setting, for any
continuous function G : T' x R — R,

1) e = e,

f G(0,7) du* (6, r) :ﬁ G(6,R(0)) diwe(6,0). (5.13)
TIxR

C

As the R(#) are uniformly bounded, the measure p is compactly supported hence
§u |7 dpk(0,7) < 400. Let us verify it is closed: let g : T — R be a continuous
function, then

JTlxR (9(0 +7r)— 9(0)) dul(0,r)
- [ 00+ ) - 90) a10.0) = [ (60 - 900)) ae0.0)
[, (6@~ 9(6)) diulo. o) -
T1xT!

where was used that if (0,6') € A, then ¢ = 6 + R(6) and that fi. € P is closed.
Hence p} € P* is a closed Borel probability measure on A.
To conclude, by definition, p* is defined on pairs (6?, R(H)) where 6 € A. and

R(0) =710 f ((mypme) ™ (0) + (0,0)
hence it verifies —a(c) = {, [S*(0,7)—cr]| du# (6, r) by the first part of the proof. [

Remark 5.4.3. e We will also call minimizing Mather measures (at cohomology
c) on A closed measures p} verifying —a(c) = §, [S*(0,7) — cr] du¥ (8, 7).

e As seen in the previous proof, if ji. is a minimizing Mather measure on T* x T!
(hence supported on A.) then there is a closed Mather measure p on A that
is naturally associated (see 5.13).

e Reciprocally, if ¥ is a closed Mather measure on A, then it is verified the same
way that fi. = ((Wlﬁ )y"to Wl)*uz is a closed Mather measure on T' x T*.

e The two mappings fi. — p¥ and p* — i, are inverses of one another.
We now relate two notions of rotation number, hence clarifying the terminology.

Proposition 5.4.4. Let c € R be a cohomology class and p} be a minimizing Mather
measure on A. Then p(uk) = p(c) where the ﬁrst rotation number is provided by

Definition[5.4.1] and the second by Corollary[5.3.18
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Proof. By definition, p(pf) = §, 7 duk(0,r). By Proposition and using nota-
tions therein, p(u¥) = SACx]R R(0) duk(0,r). As p} is closed and supported on pairs

of the form (6, R(6)), we derive that

o) = | RO+RO) Q6.0 = [ Ra(6) dut(o.r).
AcxR AcxR

And by induction it follows that for all positive integer n > 0,

1 n—1
o) = L R0 du:w,r):f LN RO duze,r),  (5.14)

where R, : A. — R verifies the induction relation R, 1(0) = R, (9 + R(Q)) and
Ry = R.

Let 0y € A, 0 a lift and (ék) yez € U the associated sequence given by Definition
and () kez € .A the sequence of projections. For all k € Z it then holds that

R(Gk) — 041 — Or. One then readily verifies that R, (6p) = R,(00) = i1 — On
n—1 - ~
so that Z Ry(09) = 0, — 6. By Theorem [5.1.15/ and Corollary [5.3.18|it is infered

that + Z Ry (6) uniformly converges to p(c) as n — +o0. It is finally deduced from

3.2.13 that p(u¥) = p(c) as desired. O

Remark 5.4.5. The idea behind the previous proof is that all the dynamics of f
restricted to the Aubry set A} can be translated by projecting to a dynamics on
A.. This dynamics is then the restriction of a circle orientation preserving diffeo-
morphism (by generalizations of Theorem see [21]). Then, the push forward
of any minimizing closed measures on T! is invariant by this circle diffeomorphism.
Hence the result turns out to be an emanation of Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem with
this point of view.

Another fact that is apparent from the previous proofs is that if (6,7) € A is
in the support of a minimizing measure p* as above and if 6 € R is a lift of 6,
then there exists a unique minimizing sequence (ék)keZ € 5[6 such that 6y = 6 and
0 +r = 0;. Moreover this sequence only depends on the measure p (meaning it can
be recovered without knowing c).

Now introducing Mather’s 5 function:

Definition 5.4.6. Mather’s 8 function is defined by

Vpoe R, pB(po) =— inf J S*(0,r) du*(8,7) = sup f S*(0,r) du*(0,r).
preP*  Ja prep* A
p(1*)=po p(1™*)=po

Note that for all pg € R the set of closed measures on A with rotation number pg
is not empty. One may for instance consider the pull back on the circle T! x {pg} of
the Lebesgue measure on the circle T'. Moreover, it is immediate that the rotation
number function p : P* — R is linear. Arguing as in the first part of Proposition

immediately yields:
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Proposition 5.4.7. The function 8 takes values in R U {+00} and is convez.
Actually this can be improved by the following Theorem of Mather ([143]):

Theorem 5.4.8. The function (3 is finite—valued, convex and superlinear. Moreover,
a and B are convex dual one another meaning that

Yoo € R, B(po) = max poc — (),
ceR

Vep e R, alep) = max peg — B(p).
peR

Proof. We start from the measure characterization of a (given by ([5.12]) in Proposi-
tion[5.4.2)) that we rewrite in separating measures according to their rotation number:

a(c) = max —f [S*(H,r) — cr] du*(0,r)
wrePr  Ja
—max sup co | S7(6,r) du*(6,1) = maxeo - B(o).
ceR u*eﬁ* A oeR
p(p*)=0

We recognize here the Fenchel dual of 8: o = * (see [87,[159]). By basic properties
of the Fenchel dual, as §* is everywhere finite, it follows that S is superlinear.
Finally, as 3 is also convex, then § = ** = a* as was to be proved. O

We deduce from properties of the Fenchel transform ([87, [159]), together with
Corollary [5.3.18 and Proposition |5.4.4!

Theorem 5.4.9. The following relations, given co and pg real numbers, are equiv-
alent:

* co €0 B(po);

B(po) + a(co) = copo;

e poedalc);

e there exists a minimizing measure ps € P* at cohomology co with rotation
number pg,

e all minimizing measures pg, € P* at cohomology co have rotation number po,

e there exists a minimizing infinite chain, calibrating a weak KAM solution at
cohomology co that has rotation number pg,

o all minimizing infinite chains, calibrating a weak KAM solution at cohomology
co have rotation number pg.

As for all co € R, the subdifferential 0~ (co) is a singleton, we deduce that the
function o is C* and the function j3 is strictly convex. The function c — p(c) = o/(c)
s continuous surjective and non—decreasing.

These last results were first published by Mather in [141] where he attributes
them to Aubry.
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5.5 Order properties of weak KAM solutions

Results in this section appeared in Arnaud-Zavidovique’s works [14] [16]. Some
similar statements also can be found in Zhang’s work [I78] and related results in the
setting of the torus T2 in [66]. Interestingly, non variational versions of some among
these results date back to Katznelson and Ornstein [127].

Our first result is that weak KAM solutions and their full pseudographs (Defi-
nition are vertically ordered with respect to the rotation number.

Proposition 5.5.1. Let ¢ < ¢ be two cohomology classes such that p(c) < p(c'). Let
ue : TV — R be a weak KAM solution at cohomology ¢ and uy : TV — R be a weak
KAM solution at cohomology . If € T' and r,v' are such that (6,7) € PG(c+ ul)
and (0,7") e PG(d +u.,), then r <1'.

In particular, if u. and uy are derivable at 0 then ¢+ u,,(0) < ¢ 4+ ul,(0) and the
function 6 — (i — .)(0) + (¢ — ¢) is increasing.

Proof. As u. and uy are semiconcave, it is enough to prove the following about right
and l~eft defivatives: d+ul, (0) > ct+ul,_(0). Set rg = c+u,_(0) a{ld ) = c’jfu’c,~+ ().
Let 0y = 6( € R be a lift of . For integers n < 0, we define (0,,r,) = f"(6o,70)

and (0,7) = f*(0},75). By Theorem m the sequence (6y,)n<o (resp. (6/)n<o)
calibrate @, with cohomology ¢ (resp. @ with cohomology ¢’). Hence both sequences

/

are minimizing and by Corollary [5.3.18| verify lim %" = p(c) and lim %" = p(c).
n——ao0 n——ao0

It follows, as p(c) # p(c’), that ro # r{.

We now argue by contradiction and assume that r7(, < ro. As f twists verticals to
the right, f~! twists verticals to the left implying that 6_; < 6’ ;. As p(¢) > p(c) it
follows that for large n < 0, % > %" and then, for large n < 0, 6, < 6,,. We deduce
that the sequences (6,)n<o and (8),)n<o cross at least twice, once at 0 and then
once at some negative integer or between two consecutive ones. This contradicts
Proposition [5.1.11}

O

With a similar flavor, here is a result on the actions of Lax-Oleinik semigroups

(Definition [5.3.5):

Lemma 5.5.2. Let ¢; < ¢y be two real numbers. Let v1,vs : T! — R be continuous
functions.

If the function 0 — (y — ©1)(0) + (ca — ¢1)0 is non-decreasing, then so is the
function 6 — (T°20y — T%,)(0) + (c2 — ¢1)8.

Proof. Let 9: A be two real numbers. By definition of the operators T and Tei
there exist 65 and 6; such that

T2 05(0') = B2(6) + S(6),6") + a8, — 6",
T’le}l(é) = @1(51) + §(9~1,9~) + Cl(él — é)

There are two cases to consider:
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e if 05 < 6; we use Aubry & Le Daeron’s fundamental Lemma [5.1.10| to obtain

T 05(0') + T 5, (8) = 02(85) + S(6,8) + o (6 — &)

After rearranging the terms, this reads

T 05(0') — T 01 (8') + (ca — c1)8 > T5(0) — T91(6) + (ca — ¢1)0.
o if 9~’2 > 0, we use the hypothesis on 0 — (g —j}l)@) + (¢z — ¢1)0 to show that
52(95) + 771(91) = @2(91) + 171(95) + (62 — Cl)(91 — Gé) and then

T—'CQ’DQ(@) + T‘Cl@l (é) = Uy

> T05(0) + T0,(0') + (¢ — e1)(0 — ).
As before, this gives the result after rearranging terms.

O]

We now state our main result of the section. The rest will be devoted to providing
elements of its proof. We chose to present the parts which best illustrate discrete
weak KAM theory and the first Chapters of this text.

Theorem 5.5.3. There exists a function v : T' x R — R that is locally Lipschitz
and that verifies the following properties:

1. For all ce R, u(0,c) = 0.

2. For all c € R, the function u. = u(-,c) : T — R is a weak KAM solution at
cohomology c.

3. If c < ¢, the function 6 — (iiy — 1ic)(0) + (¢ — €)@ is non-decreasing.
If u:T' - R is any continuous function verifying properties 1. and 2. above, then
a. The map ¢ — PG(c+ ul.) is continuous for the Hausdorff topology.

b. The entire annulus is filled by pseudographs: A = | ) PG(c + ul,).
ceR
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The whole proof of this Theorem is quite long and can be found in [14, 16]|ﬂ We
give the main steps and ideas bellow.

The first point in the Theorem, u(0,c¢) = 0, is a normalization condition and
is easily enforced as the set of weak KAM solutions (at any cohomology class) is
invariant by addition of constants.

Let us continue by noticing that a function verifying the first three points of the
Theorem is automatically locally Lipschitz. Indeed, weak KAM solutions are locally
uniformly in ¢ equiliipschitz in 6 (as the costs S¢ are). Moreover, if ¢ € R, then
Gie(1) = 1.(0) = 0. Then if # € T, 0 < 0 < 1is a lift, and ¢ < ¢,

0= (G —1c)(0) + (' —¢) x0
< (i — c) (0) + (¢ — )0

_|_
< (e —a)(1) + (¢ — ) x 1= ¢ — e,

The result follows from

c—¢ <=0 —¢) < (ug —u)B) < (1—0)(d —c) < —c.

Point a. follows from a more general fact, stated in the next Proposition. As we
did not find its proof in the literature we provide it. Note that it is valid in any
dimension N. In this setting, superdifferentials are linear forms on RY:

Proposition 5.5.4. Let N > 0 be an integer, (vn)nen @ sequence of (real valued)
equi-semiconcave functions defined on TV. Assume that the sequence (Vn)nen uni-
formly converges to a functionv : TN — R (that is semiconcave). Then (PG(vy))
converges to PG(v) for the Hausdorff distance.

neN

Proof. By hypothesis there exists a constant K > 0 such that all o, — K| -|? : RN —
R are strictly concave (where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm and o, the lift of v,
to RV). It follows that & — K| - | : RN — R is also concave and let us assume
it is strictly concave up to taking a slightly larger K. Let O < RY be a relatively
compact, convex, open set. We will show that, restricted to O, (Pg(ﬁn|o))
converges to PG (u|p) for the Hausdorff distance, which implies the result.

neN

e Let X € O and let k,, be an increasing sequence of integers and (zy,, , pk,,) € O X
RY such that py, € 0% 7, (x4, ) for all n € N and x3, — X. Assume moreover
that pr, — p as n — +o0. We will prove that p € 079(X). By hypothesis, for
alln e N, 0 € 0t wy, where wy, : x> Uy, (v) — K|x — 2, |* — pr,, () is defined
on O. It follows that xj, is a (strict) maximum point of the (strictly) concave
function wy,,:

Yy e O, W, (y) < W, (.I'kn)

As (wg, )nen uniformly converges to the function w : x — o(z) — K|z — X|? —
p(x) we can fix y € O and pass to the limit in the previous inequality to find
that w(y) < w(X). As this is true for all y € O, X is a maximum point of w
which proves, going back to © that p € dT9(X).

5In those references a result of Mather is used: the 8 function is derivable on R\Q. We will give
here a strategy of proof that avoids using this result that we will recover later.
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e Let now X € O and p € 079(X). We now define @ : 2 +— 9(z) — K|z — X|? —
p() that has a strict maximum at X. Let w,, : 2 — 0, (z) — K|z — X|> — p(2)
for all integer n, then w, converges to w uniformly on O. Let ¢ > 0 small
enough such that B(X,2¢) < O. Let n > 0 such that if |z — X| = € then
w(xz) < w(X) —n. Let ng such that for all n > ng, |w, — @|w,o0 < n/3. If
n > ng and x € O such that ||z — X| = ¢ it follows that

2
wn(z) < w(z) + g < w(X) - ?77 <@(X) - 1.
It follows that o, admits a local (hence global) maximum in the ball B(X,¢)
denoted z;, and at which we infer that 0 € 07w, (z,,).

Using this argument applied to a decreasing sequence €, — 0 it is easy to
construct a sequence z, that converges to X defined for n > n; large enough,
and such that 0 € 0w, (x]) for all integer n > n;. Going back to the initial
functions, we conclude that

Vn>ny, p+2K(x,—X)=p,edTv,(x)).
Clearly, p, — p.

The result follows from the two previous points. O

We now give elements of the construction of a continuous choice of weak KAM
solutions with respect to the cohomology class:

Elements of Proof. The first fundamental step is:

Lemma 5.5.5. Let pg € R, we denote by [a,b] = [8"(po), B4 (po)] = p~*({po}) (by
Theorem . Then there exists a unique weak KAM solution at cohomology a
(resp. b), denoted uq (resp. up) such that ug(0) =0 (resp. up(0) =0).

Let (¢p)nen be a sequence converging to a (resp. converging to b). Let (vp)nen be
a sequence of functions on T' such that v, is a weak KAM solution at cohomology
cn for all n verifying v, (0) = 0. Then the sequence (vp)nen uniformly converges
towards u, (resp. uyp).

Proof. We will prove the result for a, the rest being similar. Let us first consider an
increasing sequence (c¢y,)nen that converges to a. It follows from the hypothesis that
p(cn) < po for all n e N.

Let (vn)nen be a sequence of functions on T! such that v, is a weak KAM solution
at cohomology ¢, for all n verifying v, (0) = 0. The functions v,, are equiLipschitz
(by Proposition and its proof, since the S are) hence by Ascoli’s Theorem,
the sequence (v, )nen is relatively compact. As all limit points of (v,)nen are weak
KAM solutions at cohomology a |E| that vanish at 0, it is enough to prove that there
is only one such function. To this end, let u, : T* — R be a weak KAM solution
at cohomology a such that us(0) = 0. Let (k,)nen be an increasing sequence such
that (vg, Jnen uniformly converges to a function w : T! — R that is hence a weak
KAM solution at cohomology a such that w(0) = 0. Finally, let D < T! be a full

51t can be verified with the use of Remark that ¢ — S° is continuous.
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measure set such that all (vy,)nen, uq, w are derivable on D and D c R its lift. By

Proposition for all n € N, s € D, ¢, + v],(s) < a + ul(s). By Proposition

5.5.40 for all s € D, w'(s) = lirf v}, (s) hence a + w'(s) < a + uj,(s). Integrating,
n—+o "

1t follows that

Vo e [0,1], tq(z) = JN i (s) ds > f~ w'(s) ds = w(x).
Dn[0,x] Dn[0,z]

For z =1, 6,(1) = w(1) = 0. It implies that equality u/,(s) = @'(s) holds for almost
every s € [0,1] and then, integrating as above, that 4,(x) = w(x) for all = € [0, 1].
We have thus proved that u, = w and the uniqueness of u, follows.

If now (cn)nen is any sequence converging to a and (vy)nen iS a sequence of
weak KAM solutions at cohomology ¢, for all n verifying v,,(0) = 0 then again, the
sequence (v )nen i relatively compact and as all its limit points are weak KAM
solutions at cohomology a vanishing at 0, by what has been proved, the sequence
(Un)nen converges to ug.

O]

Keeping the notations of the Lemma, a straightforward corollary of the preceding
Lemma and Proposition [5.5.1| s,

Corollary 5.5.6. Let ce R and v, : T — R be a weak KAM solution at cohomology
c. Then

o t— (g —0c)(t) + (a—c)t is

— mon—increasing if ¢ > a,

— increasing if ¢ < a.
o t— (Up—0c)(t)+ (b—c)t is

— non—decreasing if ¢ < b,

— decreasing if ¢ > b.

We denote by Z = {8 (po), B, (po), po € R} < R then the previous Lemma
tells that any choice of weak KAM solutions u. at cohomology ¢ for ¢ € R such that
uc(0) = 0 for all ¢ € R is automatically continuous on Z. Note that Z is closed as it
can alternatively be defined by Z = {#’(r), r € R such that g/(r) exists}.

The rest of the construction consists in focusing on its complement, R\Z, that
is on intervals of the form (B’ (po), 8, (po)) = (a,b) that are not empty (that is
where [ is not derivable at pOle' If this is the case, we use in a crucial way that
the Aubry set A, does not depend on ¢ € (8. (po), B (po)) by a result of Massart
(135, Proposition 6]). We hence denote it A until the end of the construction. Let
us then interpolate linearly between u, and uy restricted to A and use Proposition
and Theorem 2.2.4] If t € (0,1) let ¢; = at + (1 — ¢)b and v; = tug + (1 — t)uy.
As a(e;) = ta(a) + (1 — t)a(b) by duality between « and f, it follows that for
all ¢ € (0,1), v; is a critical subsolution for S¢. Hence by Proposition and
Theorem there exists a unique weak KAM solution at cohomology c¢;, that

"We will prove later that such po are necessarily rational.
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we note u., = uz for short, such that u;4 = vy4. The continuity of ¢ — u; is a
consequence of uniqueness and Ascoli’s Theorem.

Finally, item 3 of the Theorem follows from successive applications of
Lemma [5.5.2| and the alternative characterization: w; = nl_i)rfoo(TCt)”vt.

Again, point a. follows from Proposition The last thing to prove in the
Theorem is b. It uses in a crucial way 2 dimensional topology and Jordan’s curve
Theorem. It is quite technical and we refer the interested reader to [14 [16]. O

5.6 Structure of infinite minimizing chains

We continue exploring the results of [14] [16] by studying infinite minimizing chains
(indexed by non—positive numbers) of the twist map f:R? - R2. As we will see, all
such minimizing chains calibrate a weak KAM solution, hence fall within the scope of
the previous sections. The present results generalize classical Aubry-Mather theory
as the latter studies full orbits that are minimizing. After obtaining the results, the
authors discovered that many had already appeared in Bangert’s [22]. In the latter,
Bangert studies Busemann functions that are weak KAM solutions on the universal
cover R. We adopt the alternative approach to study and use weak KAM solutions
on T, as previously defined. Consequently most proofs differ slightly from [22].

We start by a consequence of Theorem that is a generalization of Corollary
E3I8

Proposition 5.6.1. Let (0)r<o € RZ~ be a minimizing chain. Then there exists
p € R such that R R
Vk <0, |(9k—90—k‘p|<2.

Proof. We denote as usual for all k < 0, r, = (72§(0~k,1,§k) in such a way that
(ék, Tk )k<o 1s a piece of orbit of f. By Theorem there exists ¢ € R and a weak
KAM solution at cohomology ¢, u. : T' — R such that (6o, 7o) € PG(c + @.). The
result is proved with p = p(c). Let rf = ¢ + @’y (fp) (so that rj < ry). Finally,
for k > 0, we set (é,r%) = f*(Bo,ry). Tt follows from Theorem and the
following Remark that both chains (é]j)kgo and (ék__)k;go calibrate . hence
are minimizing.

If ¢ coincides with either 7"8’ or 1y then the result is a particular case of Corollary
We now assume otherwise which translates to rg <rg <ry. As the chains
(k) k<o and (él—;)kgo (resp. (Oj)r<o and (é,;)kgg) cross at k = 0, they cannot cross
anywhere else. We deduce from the twist hypothesis that 9~:1 <0, < 9~J_r1 Hence
we conclude from the non—crossing that é,; <0, < é,j for all £ < 0. Finally, from

Corollary we conclude
Yk <0, kp(c)—2<0; — 00 <0y —0<0F —0y < kp(c)+2.
O

Remark 5.6.2. Note that the previous proposition clearly implies that the hypoth-
esis in Proposition [5.1.13] that [0;.1 — 6;| is bounded, is automatically verified by
any minimizing chain, hence can be dropped.
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We anticipate on the two next sections by stating a result that will be proved
later in the text:

Theorem 5.6.3. Let (0;)r<o € R%~ be a minimizing chain. Then there exists a
cohomology class c € R and a weak KAM solution u. : T! — R at cohomology c such
that (0k)k<o calibrates ..

As a consequence, we already state an improvement of Proposition [5.6.1] The
proof of the next result uses ideas from Aubry—Mather theory ([2I]) that play a
central role in the study of minimizing chains with rational rotation numbers.

Corollary 5.6.4. Let (ék)k@ € R%- be a minimizing chain. Then there exists p € R
such that

e for all pairs of integers (p,q) with ¢ <0 such that p/q < p, then éq — 0y < P,
e for all pairs of integers (p,q) with ¢ <0 such that p/q > p, then 0~q — 6y > p.

In particular, } .
VE <0, [0x—6p—kp|<l.

Proof. Of course, p is the same as the one given by Proposition and is also p(c)
where c is given by the previous Theorem.

Let us prove the first point, the second is similar. By contradiction, assume the
existence of an integer p and ¢ < 0 such that 9 — 0y = p > gp. By the previous
Theorem 3, there exists c € R and u, : T! — R such that (0)r<o calibrates .

e We first exclude the equality é = 6y + p. Indeed, tc is derivable at 9 by
Theorem Hence assuming by contradiction that 9 =0y + p, by perlod—
icity, @ is also derivable at 6y with @’,(6g) = i.(8,). Wlth the usual notations,
T, =c+u (Qk) recalling that (Hk, Tk) k<o 18 a piece of orbit of f, it follows that

Vk < 0, ék-_;,_q = ék +p

By induction, we deduce that énq =0y + np for all n > 0 and finally, dividing
by ng and letting n — +00 we conclude that p = %. This contradicts the right
inequality p > ¢p.

o We are left with the hypothesis that 9 —6y > p > gp. By periodicity, the chain
(0 +k—DP)k<o also calibrates @.. By Lemmawe deduce that 9k+q p > 0
for all k¥ < 0. By induction we readily obtain that for all £ < 0, the sequence
(élﬁnq — nP)np>o is increasing. Applying for £ = 0 and dividing by ng < 0

) 6

yields —% — p_ % Finally, letting n — 400 entails p < P that is again a
ng q ngq q

contradiction.

To prove the final statement, let us argue by contradiction and assume that there
exists ¢ < 0 such that |6, — 6y — gp| = 1. Then one of the following holds:

dpeZ, Hq—50<p<qp,
IpeZ, Og—0=p>qp,
both impossible by what was proved above. O
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We now turn to making Proposition [5.1.13| more precise.

Proposition 5.6.5. Let ¢ € R be a cohomology class. Let (éi)i<0 and (éf)ig[) be two
minimizing chains such that

o éo = 58,
. (91)1<0 and (9 )i<o are a-asymptotic,

o there exists a weak KAM solution u. : T! — R at cohomology c, such that
(65)i<o calibrates 1.

Then (éi)igo also calibrates ..

Proof. We argue by contradiction assuming that there exist ng < 0 and € > 0 such

that
. —1

ic(00) < tic(Ony) + D S(05,0i41) + c(Ony — 00) + Inola(c) —e.

1=n0
As for n < ny,
~ ~ no_l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~
le(Ong) < ic(0n) + D S(Bi,0i41) + c(0n — bny) + Ino — nla(c),

by summing the two previous inequalities, we deduce that

-1
¥n < no, c(00) < tie(fn) + Y S(0i0i1) + c(0n — o) + [n]a(c)

1=n
By uniform continuity of S on compact sets and Remark there exists n1 < ng
such that o .
Vi < ny, |S(017 9i+1) 5(9 91+1)| ga
and |aic(0n) — Ge(05) + ¢(0, — 05)| < /3. Tt follows that for n < ny,

—1

S(an’ n+1)+ Z 57 ZC+1 ZS zcﬂ ZC+1

i=ng
= c(05) — @c(07) + (85 — 05) — Infadc) +
~ ~ = = 2

< e(fo) — ic(6a) + (B — 0) — Inla(e) + =
-1 o c
< > 5(6:1,0141) — -
=n 3

This contradicts the fact that (éi)ie[n,o] is minimizing.
0

We are now ready to show strong results on infinite minimizing chains accord-
ing to their rotation number. As we will see, the nature of those results depends
strongly on its rationality. The next two sections, are devoted to recalling facts
about homeomorphisms of the circle and about Aubry sets of twist maps. Many
of those results are enunciated and proved in [21] as well as in many surveys about
Poincaré and Denjoy theories ([167]).
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5.6.1 Irrational rotation number

We assume in this paragraph that pp € R\Q. Let ¢o € R such that p(cy) = po, which
exists thanks to Theorems and We recall without proof ([167]):

Theorem 5.6.6. Let g : R — R be the lift of an orientation preserving circle
homeomorphism g : T' — T' of rotation number py € R\Q. Then there exists a
(unique up to an integer) non—decreasing @ — R — R such that

VzeR, o¢x+1)=p()+1,

that semi—conjugates g to the translation by po:

VzeR, @og(z) = () + po.

There is then an alternative:

1. FEither ¢ is increasing in which case g is conjugated to an irrational rotation
and all its orbits are recurrent.

2. Fither ¢ is not increasing, in which case the set of recurrent orbits g is a Cantor
set denoted by K < Tt that lifts to K < R. If (a, l;) s a connected component
of R\l% and (a,b) € T! its projection, the images g*(a,b) are mutually disjoint
as k € Z. In particular,

keZ

In all cases there is a unique g—invariant probability measure that has full support in
the first case and support IC in the second case. Finally, if xo € T! then the a—limit
set of the orbit of xg is T in the first case and K in the second one.

We then recall related results on twist maps, the proof of which are omitted, but
can be found in |21} 148, T41] and a glimpse of which appears in Remark

Theorem 5.6.7. Let u  be a Mather minimizing measure verifying (5.12)) for co.
Then by Theorem W, i minimizing for all c € p Y({po}). In particular its
support verifies

Vee p~'({po}), i (supp (i) © Ae.

Let 0¢° € supp(ps,) and let 07° € R a lift and (67 )rez € Uey the associated minimiz-
ing sequence. As seen in the proof of Proposition this sequence only depends
on py, hence (ézo)kez e A, for all ce p~*({po})-

Let g : R — R the associated map given by Theorem and g : TV — T its
projectzmﬁ. Then ﬂl*uzo 1s g—invariant. In particular m (supp(uzo)) is either T*
or the g—invariant Cantor set K. Moreover, g only depends on jij .

The main result of this section is then

8The results of Mather proven in [21] actually show that the maps § and g can be chosen only
depending on pg and that the measure u;fo is unique.
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Theorem 5.6.8. Let (ék)kg(] be a minimizing chain of rotation number py € R\Q.
Let ue, : T! — R be a weak KAM solution at cohomology co € p~*({po}). Then
(k) k<o calibrates Uy, .

Proof. As always, 7, = 025(0_1,0;). Arguing as in the proof of Proposition m
there exists ¢ € R and u. : T! — R a weak KAM solution at cohomology ¢ such that
6o,70) € PG(c+ 1) and py = p(c). We adopt the same notations as in Proposition
setting ré = c+il, (6p) (so that rf < ry) and for k <0, (é,i—r,r,f) = f5(00,rT).
Finally, let y, € a1

7 lom (supp(uzo)) such that y, < 6 (resp. smallest element of 7~ 1o (supp(uzo))

oy (supp(fzzo)) < R (resp. yg) be the biggest element of
such that yar > éo). Let then (y, )rez € QNlc and (y,j) kez € 5[6 the associated minimiz-

ing sequences that calibrate @. (by Theorem [5.6.7). As in the proof of Proposition
for all £ <0,

Y <0, <0, <6 <y

By Theorem m Yp — y,j — 0 as k — —oo hence all the present sequences are
a—asymptotic.

Let now (°).<o be a calibrating chain for @, with 5 = y (that exists thanks
to Theorem . As (y,:*r) kez both calibrate 4., the same reasoning as above yields
that (é’io)kgo and (Y )kez are all a—asymptotic. Finally, Proposition applies
and (A;)rx<o does indeed calibrate i, O

As a Corollary, we obtain uniqueness of weak KAM solutions up to constants
with irrational rotation number, and a Theorem due to Mather ([142]) and Bangert
([22]). A different proof also can be found in [32].

Corollary 5.6.9. If po € R\Q then p~'({po}) = {co} is a singleton, meaning that f3
is derivable at py. Moreover, if u: T' — R and v : T' — R are weak KAM solutions
at cohomology cy then u — v is constant.

Proof. We will prove both statements at once. Let {co,c1} € p~!1({po}) and let
ugp : T! — R be a weak KAM solution at cohomology ¢ and u; : T! — R be a weak
KAM solution at cohomology c¢;. Let D < T! be the set of points where both ug
and up are derivable. It is of full Lebesgue measure as its complement is countable.
Let 6y € D and 6y a lift. By Theorem @ there exist unique chains (éz)kgo for
i € {0,1} calibrating respectively @g and @; and such that 63 = 6y for i € {0, 1}.
Moreover, ¢; 4+ u}(6p) = 028(6% ,,0%). Applying twice Theorem we discover

that (67)r<o calibrates @1 and (6} )x<o calibrates @. Hence by uniqueness, (6}))x<o =
(04) k<o and co + ug(0o) = c1 + u} (6p).
Integrating on T it follows that

co = le (co + ug(s))ds = le (c1 +uy(s))ds = c.

As a conclusion, since ug and uy are Lipschitz with almost everywhere equal deriva-
tives, u1 — ug is a constant function. OJ

As there exists a weak KAM solution u., associated to the irrational rotation
number pg, we know that for every 6y € R there exists a minimizing chain (0j)r<o
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starting at fy with rotation number pg (one calibrating u,,). This next and last
corollary on the contrary states that there are not too many such minimizing chains:

Corollary 5.6.10. Let pp € R\Q. For all 6 € R there exists at most one minimizing
chain (0)r<o with rotation number py such that (Og, o) € f(Vé) where (O, 1) p<o is
the backward f-orbit associated to (0y)p<o and V; = {(0,r), re R} c R x R is the
vertical above 0.

Proof. Using the notations of the Corollary, it was just established that, for such a
minimizing chain, (6o, 7o) € PG(co + ) where p~'({po}) = {co} and PG(co + )

is the unique pseudograph associated to c¢g. 3
By Corollary [5.3.13, f~!(PG(co + iy,)) is a graph, meaning that f~(PG(co +
~/

a,,)) N Vj is a singleton and consequently, so is PG(co + G, ) N f (V3). The result

co

follows. O

5.6.2 Rational rotation number

We assume in this paragraph that pg = % is rational, written in irreducible form

with ¢ < 0. We denote by [a,b] = p~1({po}). Let us first recall some classical results
from Aubry-Mather theory ([21]):

Theorem 5.6.11. Let uj  be a Mather minimizing measure verifying (5.12) for
some cg € [a,b]. Then by Theorem ik, is minimizing for all ¢ € p~'({po}). In

particular its support verifies
vee p'({po}),  mi(supp(us,)) < Ao

Let 65° € supp(us,) and let 05" € R a lift and (éio)kez € QNlCO the associated
minimizing sequence. As seen in the proof of Proposition this sequence only
depends on v hence (ézo)kez e A, for all ce p~({po}).

It verifies

VkeZ, 6

=00 +p, (5.15)

and hence projects to a g—periodic sequence on T!.
Reciprocally, if a minimizing sequence (0y)rez € R” satisfies (5.10)), then it is in
any Aubry set A for c € [a,b] and the measure

= Z 5(9k7§k+1—§k)’

verifies that p* is minimizing (satisfies (5.12))) for all c € [a,b].
A notion that stems from the previous Theorem is:

Definition 5.6.12. A sequence (ék)keZ € RZ that verifies
VkeZ, Opig=0k+p,

is said to be of type (p,q).
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It follows from the previous Theorem that it makes sense to denote the projected
Mather set M, as M, does not depend on the choice of ¢ € p~*({po}). And M,
denotes its lift to R as well.

We recall that by Lemma there exists a unique weak KAM solution at
cohomology a (resp. b) that vanishes at 0 € T!, and that we denote u, : T — R
(resp. up : T' — R). The main result of this section can be stated as follows:

Theorem 5.6.13. Let (ék)kgo be a minimizing chain with rotation number pg = g.

Assume that (0),)r<o is not of type (p,q). Then Oy # 0, —p and one of the following
assertions holds:

1. Gy < éq —p and (ék)kg() calibrates g,
2. 0y > 0~q —p and (ék)kgo calibrates .

The proof of this Theorem will be done in several steps and provides more precise
details about the behavior of minimizing chains and their links with weak KAM
solutions.

We start by the following non—crossing lemma for minimizing chains with rota-
tion number pg = g. It is reminiscent of Corollary W

Proposition 5.6.14. Let () k<o be a minimizing chain with rotation number py =
%. Assume that (0k)k<o s not of type (p,q). Then the minimizing chains (0x)r<o
and (ék-i-q — p)k<o do not cross.

Moreover,

e iffy < 9~q — p then (ék)kg(] calibrates g,
o if Oy > 0~q — p then (ék)kg() calibrates .

Proof. As (ék)kgo and (ék+q — P)k<o Cross at most once, there exists ng < 0 such
that one of the following holds

Yk <no, O < Oprq — D,

Vk < no, ék > ék+q —P.

Let us deal with the first case, the second being similar. By induction, it follows
that for all k¥ < ng, the sequence (§k+mq — mp)m>0 is increasing.

Let us introduce some notations. Omnce more, for all k¥ < 0, we set rp, =
52§(0~k,1,§k~) in such a way that (ék,rk)kgo is a piece of orbit of f. Let ¢ € R

such that (6p,79) € PG(c + L) for some weak KAM solution u. : T! — R at co-
homology ¢. Then as in Proposition w p(c) = £ and c € [a,b]. Moreover,

ég ¢ My,. Indeed, if it were the case, as . is derivable on M, we would have
Ok, i) k<o = (fk(ﬁo, a.(0o) + c))k<0 that is of type (p,q) by Theorem |5.6.11
It is then denoted y, = max{y € M,,, y < 0o} and yg = min{y € M,,, y > 50}.

Finally, let (y, )rez and (v )kez the associated minimizing sequences, that are of
type (p,q). By Theorem [5.6.11| the sequences (y%)kez calibrate u.. First note that
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Yo < 6y < yar because M, is closed. Moreover, arguing as in Proposition
yields that .
VE <0, y, <0k <y

As
Vm =0, Y = Yprmg — P < Okrmg =MD < Ypiy g — P = Y, (5.16)

we deduce that for all k € Z, the sequence (§k+mq—mp)m>, k/q 18 bounded, increasing
for m large enough, hence it converges to some yi. Moreover, the sequence (yx)rez
is minimizing as a limit of minimizing chains and verifies

VEEZ, Ykrq—p= lim Ok+mgrq —mp —p = e O (m1)g — (m+ 1)p = .

It follows from Theorem m 1| that y, € 9M,, and that (yx)rez calibNrates Ue. By

, 0, < ye <y Iy < yk it follows from Lemma [5.3.12| that 0y < yg < ya”

thus contradlctlng the definition of y . From (5.16) comes that (0x)k<0, (Ok+q —P)k<0
h

and (y; )kez are a—asymptotic. It is deduced from Proposition |5.1.11| that (6x)k<o

and (Og4q — p)k<o cannot cross (as (Og4q — p)r<o is a strict subchain of a minimizing
chain).

To finish the proof, let (0“) k<0 be the minimizing chain calibrating ., with 90 =
90 and 0,5(0%,,09) = a + il (6o). As 1o —ce (), it follows from Corollary
that ro = a+il, (0p). Either there is equality, in which case (0%)r<o = (0x)r<0
cahbrates g, or the inequality is strict and the twist condition entails that 9~a_1 >
6_1. As the two minimizing chains do not cross anymore, and using that (y, )rez
calibrates 1, it follows that

VE <0, O <0<yl

Hence (07)x<o and (0y)x<o are a—asymptotic and by Pr0p081t10n 5, (0x)r<o cal-
ibrates . ]

A Corollary of this proof is:

Corollary 5.6.15. Let (0})n<o be a minimizing chain with rotation number py = %.

Assume that (0))x<o is not of type (p q) (Deﬁmtion Let (yi )kez be the
closest orbits of M, such that y,~ < 0, < yk fork <0 asin the proof of Proposition

Then

o cither Oy < 9~q -, (ék)kgo and (y; k<o are a-asymptotic,
o cither 6y > 0, — p, (0)p<o and (y), Jk<o are a—asymptotic.

As another consequence, we derive that minimizing chains with rotation num-
ber p/q are quite rare, same as was established for irrational rotation numbers in

Corollary [5.6.10

Theorem 5.6.16. Let © € R and Vg = {6} x R c R x R. Then there are at

most two minimizing half orbits of f, (O, ) k<o such that (6y,7q) € f(Vé) and any

p

corresponding minimizing chain (0x)k<o has rotation number py = R
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Proof. It was just settled in Proposition 4] that the chaln 6’k k<0 cahbrates
Ug Or Up. Moreover, by Theorem (90,7“0) € PG(a + u),) v PG(b + u,
nally, f~'(0o,r0) € [~ (PG(a + H FHUPGH + @)). By Corollary
both f~!(PG(a + @,)) and f_l(Pg(b—kag)) are graphs, hence f~(PG(a + i, )

(a +

fﬁl(Pg(b + ﬁg)) and Vy intersect in 1 or 2 points. It follows that so do PG
ay,) U PG(b+ 1) and f(Vé) and the result follows. O

Note that it is now fully established that all minimizing chains (6} )r<o calibrate
a weak KAM solution thanks to Theorem [5.6.8 and Proposition We are
therefore allowed to use Corollary

Follows an existence result of orbits displaying behaviors as in Corollary
The proof is inspired by a similar result for bi-infinite minimizing orbits in [21].
It shows that on each vertical above points that are not in the projected Mather
set Mp there are at least two initial points of minimizing half orbits with rotation

q
number p/q:

Proposition 5.6.17. Assume that MM,, # R. Let (v, , Yy, 7 be a connected component
of R\, (y,C Jkez, be the associated minimizing orbits of type (p,q). Then for all
0o € (Yo »yg ), there exists two minimizing chains (9k Jk<o such that 0 = 0y and
such that (éz)kg) is a—asymptotic to (y; k<o (resp. (9 Jk<o @S a—asymptotic to
(Y Jk<o)-

Proof. Let us prove the existence of (67,;) k<0, the other being obtained by reversing
all inequalities.

Let (pn)n>0 be a decreasing sequence converging to p/q. For alln > 0, let (ég)k@
be a minimizing chain of rotation number p,, such that 5,’; = 0, (for example a chain
calibrating any weak KAM solution at a cohomology ¢, verifying p(c,) = pn). By

Corollary

Vn > 0, 92<§0+p.

By the same Corollary or Proposition for all k < 0, fixed, the sequence
(é’:L)n>() is bounded. Up to a diagonal extraction, we may therefore assume that for
all k& < 0, the sequence (éﬁ)n>o converges to some ék_ Clearly, the chain (é_)k<0
is minimizing, as a limit of minimizing chains. Moreover, 6; = fy and (9 k<0
has rotation number p/q by passmg to the limit in the ine uahtles provided by
Proposition Fmally, 0 < 6y + p. By Proposition [5.6. 14L this cannot be an
equality, hence < 6y + p and by Corollary [5.6. 15L (0 Jk<o i a—asymptotic to

(yk )k<0- OJ

As a consequence, we recover a result of Mather [142] and Bangert [22]:
Theorem 5.6.18. The following alternative holds:

1. the Mather set Mp = R in which case there is an invariant graph Ce < A on

q q
which the dynamics of f is q—periodic, there exists a unique weak KAM solution
(up to constants) associated to the rotation number g and the B function is
derivable at %;
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2. the Mather set Mp # R and the B function is not derivable at %.
q

Proof. 1. If M» = R, we infer from Proposition that if ¢ € R verifies p(c) =

q
76’, and if u. is a weak KAM solution at cohomology ¢, then wu,. is derivable on

T! (hence C! and even C'! by Birkhoff’s Theorem [5.1.3) and ¢ + v/, does not

depend on ¢, nor u,., but only on the orbits of type (p, ¢), hence 3 is derivable

at g with ¢ = §'(p/q) and wu, is unique up to constants.

. Assume now that M» # R. Let [a,b] = p~1({p/q}). Let u, be the unique weak

KAM solution at coﬁomology a that vanishes at 0 and uj be the unique weak
KAM solution at cohomology b that vanishes at 0. Let 6y € R\9t» such that
q

both @, and @, are derivable at 6y (that exists as R\?1r is a non—empty open
q

set and 1, and @, are derivable except on a countable set). Let finally (éki) k<0
be the sequences given by the previous Proposition Then clearly, those
two sequences are different, hence éfl #* 9:1 (more precisely, 67:1 < éfl) It
follows from Proposition and Theorem that

a+ i, (0) = 025(0%,,00) # 025(0=,,00) = b+ @(6p).

We deduce from Corollary [5.5.6) that 6 — (i — iig)(0) + (b — a)f is non—

decreasing and non-constant. Finally, integrating inequality b+ 4;(6) > a +
%(5), that holds almost—everywhere, between 0 and 1 and remembering that
it is not an equality almost—everywhere, yields b > a. As [a,b] = 0~ 5(p/q) we
have proven the result.

O

The previous proof actually implies the more precise result:

Proposition 5.6.19. Assume Mp # T!, let [a,b] = p~({p/q}). Let u, be the
q

unique weak KAM solution at cohomology a that vanishes at 0 and uy be the unique
weak KAM solution at cohomology b that vanishes at 0. Then for all € T'\ Mo
q

where both u, and up are derivable,

a+u(0) < b+ uy(h).

As a consequence we deduce:

Proposition 5.6.20. Assume that M,, # R. Let (y, , y0+) be a connected component
of R\, (yf)kez be the associated minimizing orbits of type (p,q). Then

1.

all minimizing chains (éz)k<0 calibrating tq, with ég € (yo ,yg ) are a—asymptotic
to (y;>k<07

all minimizing chains (éz)kgo calibrating iy, with 58 € (Yo ,yg ) are a—asymptotic
to (yj, Jr<o-

Proof. Let us prove the first point. Let (ég)kgo be calibrating . If ég is a point of
derivability of i, let (9;) k<0 be given by Proposition [5.6.17|that is a—asymptotic to
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(y; k<o and such that 6] = 0. By Proposition and Corollary [5.6.15 (GN;)KO
calibrates 4, and as the latter is derivable at 6, such a minimizing chain is unique.
Hence (6] )r<o = (6%)k<o is indeed a—asymptotic to (y;)r<o-

Let us now assume 58 is not a Point of derivability of .. Let (@8%20 be an
increasing sequence converging to 6f and made of derivability points of aa (that
is Lipschitz hence derivable almost everywhere). For all n, we denote by (@ k<0
the unique corresponding minimizing chain calibrating u,. By the beginning of this
proof, for n fixed, (@ k<o 1s a—asymptotic to (yk Jk<o and verifies @” > @” +p by
Corollary Moreover setting 1) = a+1, (@") <®k7 T )k<o is a piece of orbit of
f by Theorem It follows that as n — +o0, (@k,rk)nq) converges to (Gk ,rk)
such that (GZ T )k;<0 is a piece of orbit of f, 85~ = 0% and ry; = a + u,_(62).
Moreover, (0]‘; Jk<o calibrates u,. By passing to the limit in the corresponding
inequalities for " we gather ég* > 58_ + p and equality is excluded by Proposition
hence ég* > 58_ + p and (éz_)kgo is a—asympjotic to (v, )k<o-

Coming back to the chain (6})x<o, setting rg = 025(0%,,00), asr§—a € 01, (05)
and by semiconcavity of @, it follows that r§ < ry. Then, by the twist condition,
9“ 0_ Last, applying again that calibrating chains do not cross away from the
origin (Lemma gives 5,‘; > ég_ for all k = 0. We then apply to k = ¢ in order
to conclude that

05 =05~ > 05 +p=100+p.
The result now follows from Proposition O

The proof of Theorem [5.6.13]is now fully completed.

To clarify the picture the following result makes Proposition |5.6.19| more precise.
As a matter of fact, it implies that the full pseudographs PG(a + u,) and PG(b+ uy)
only intersect on the Mather set.

Proposition 5.6.21. Assume thatM,, # R. Let (yg ,yg ) be a connected component
of R\IM,,. Then restricted to (yy ,yg ), PG(a + i) is strictly under PG(b+ ), in
the sense that if 8y € (yg,yg) and rq is such that (o,7a) € PG(a + @) and ry is
such that (0, m3) € PG(b + 1), then r4 < 1.

Proof. Let (yki) kez be the minimizing orbits of rotation number py that are of type
(p,q). Then as the sequence (y; — y; )kez is positive valued and |g|-periodic, there
exists € > 0 such that y, — yz > ¢ for all integer k € Z.

Let ) € (Yo Yo +) and let us assume by contradiction that there exist two min-
imizing chains (0a)k<0 and (9 Jk<o calibrating respectlvely U, and U, such that
HNO 9~ =0y € (Yo »yg) and Verlfymg ré > rb, where rg = 625’(9_1, 90) and
rb = 2256 |, 00) First note that r$ # rj as otherwise both minimizing chains would
be equal and (0%)r<o is a-asymptotic to (¥ Jk<o while (%) <0 is a-asymptotic to
(Y% Jk<o- As now r§ > r§, it follows from the twist condition that 6%, < 6°,. But
for n < 0 large enough in absolute value, |#% — yf| < 5 and 00—y | < 5 thus
implying that #¢ > °. Hence the two minimizing chains cross at 0 and somewhere
between —1 and n, that is absurd.

The previous result applies in particular to the minimizing and calibrating chains
verifying r¢ = a+il,_(6p) and r§ = b+, " (8o) therefore proving the Proposition. [J
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Now that we have a pretty good idea of how are organized the extreme pseudo-
graphs PG(a + u},) and PG(b+ uy) and their respective calibrating chains, the next
results help understanding the looks of more general weak KAM solutions at any
cohomology class c € (a,b).

Proposition 5.6.22. Assume thatM,, # R. Let (yy ,yg ) be a connected component
of R\M,,. Let c € (a,b), v : T! — R a weak KAM solution at cohomology ¢ and
6o € (yy,yg) a point of derivability of v. the lift of ve. Then one of the following
holds:

1. 1y is derivable at 0y and a + i, (60) = ¢ + 7.(60);
2. i, is derivable at 0y and b+ i, (00) = ¢ + 3L.(0o).

Proof. Let ( k<o be the unique minimizing chain calibrating v, such that 90 = 90
By Theorem [5.6.13] either 65 < HC p and (05)r<o calibrates i, either 65 > 00

and (9 k<o calibrates w.

Let us consider the first case and prove that @, is derivable at éo. Recall that as
U 18 a semiconcave function that is derivable at 50, then ¥/, is continuous at 0y. Let
D < R be a set, the complement of which is countable, such that all functions ,,

up and ¥, are derivable on D. By continuity of 0., at 9~0, there exists € > 0 such that
for all ©g e N n (6 —,00 + ) < (yg , ya ),

T © fq (éo, c+ 172((:)0)) —p> (:jo,

where we use that 9~C =m0 f4 (9~0,c + f)’(éo)). It follows that, setting O = m o
f* ((:)0, c+ 62(@0)) for all £ < 0, the chain (@k)k<0 is the unique cahbratmg chain

for ¥, starting at @0 and that it also calibrates 1., again using Theorem 3l As,
by definition of D, such a calibrating chain is also unique for %, we uncover that

a + @;((:)0) =c+ 172((:)0) = 82§((:)_1, (:)0)

Applying the preceding equality to an increasing sequence ((:)g)n>0 of points in
N (8 —e, 6y +¢) converging to Oy gives a + !, (fy) = c+1il.(f). Similarly, taking
a decreasmg sequence (@0 Jn=0 of points in N n (90 —e,00+ €) converging to 0y gives
a+ i, (Bo) = ¢ + .(fp). Those two equalities provide the desired result. O

We deduce from Proposition Proposition [5.6.22] and from semiconcavity,
that weak KAM solutions’ pseudographs can jump downward only once from PG (b+
) to PG(a + u;,) on each connected component of R\, .

Theorem 5.6.23. Assume that M,, # R. Let (ya,yar) be a connected component
of R\M,,. Let c€ (a,b), ve: T' > R a weak KAM solution at cohomology c. Then
there exists © € [vo »yg | such that

~

1. ¢+ 0.(0) = b+ @(f) for almost every 0 € (yg , O),
))

~

il (9) for almost every 6e (0,95),

2. c+ 0.0

3. c+ @g,(é) — b+ ag_(e),
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4. c+ 0., (0)=a+1i,, ().

In particular,

Vie (g, ®), wd) = tulyy) + f C(s) ds + (b— )0 — vy );

~ ~ ~ 9 ~
Ve ®.u0) 5l0) = ulud) +f @l(s) ds + (a — )0 — ).

Yo

5.7 A glimpse into the world of weakly integrable twist
maps

We wish to give an account on some results originally published in [14, [15] by
Arnaud—Zavidovique. We will only state them as the proofs go far beyond the scope
of this memoir. The understanding of weakly integrable twist maps (Definition
is a frustrating task. Indeed, as was already pointed out, there is no known
example of C'-integrable twist map with a non C! invariant circle. The notion
appears in various historic works (even if not explicitly defined). In the study of
the Hopf conjecture about Riemannian tori without conjugate points, before its
definitive answer by Burago and Ivanov in [52], it was proved by Heber ([110]) that
such geodesic flows are C-integrable. This result was then generalized to exact
symplectic twist maps ([67]) and at last to more general flows of Tonelli Hamiltonians
([3] and also [§]) and twist maps in higher dimension ([2]). Finally, on more general
surfaces, let us mention the work [136].

The philosophy of our results is to show that weak forms of integrability have
strong dynamical implications and that further properties of the underlying foliations
can be obtained. The first result completely characterizes C%-integrable twist maps
in terms of the function u : T' x R — R provided by Theorem m

Theorem 5.7.1. There is equivalence between
1. the map f is C°—integrable,
2. the function u is C*.
Moreover in either case the function u is unique and

e for each c € R, the graph G(c + u.) is a leaf of the invariant foliation F,

o the map he. : 0 — 0 + %(9,0) 15 a semi—conjugalion between the projected

dynamics g : 0 — m © f(9,c + %(9,0)) and the rotation R, : 0 — 6 + p(c)
meaning that he o ge = Ry () © he.

The striking fact in the previous Theorem is the regularity with respect to c. At
irrational rotation numbers, Poincaré—Denjoy theory gives that a semi—conjugation
to the corresponding rotation is unique and regularity at such cohomology classes
is not surprising. It is not the case at cohomology classes with a rational rotation
number and the proof actually gives that the function h. is C¥~1if f is C*. Moreover,
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previous works of Arnaud [5] yield that at such a cohomology class ¢, the invariant
circle is also C* (that also follows from the Implicit Function Theorem) and the
restricted dynamics is completely periodic and conjugated to a rotation (cf. Theorem
5.6.18)).

The main (hypothetical) feature of a C~integrable twist map that would not be
integrable is the presence of invariant circles with irrational rotation number and a
restricted dynamics that is one of a Denjoy counterexample. This means that if ¢ is
the corresponding cohomology class, the map h. is not a homeomorphism. This is
excluded in the case of Lipschitz—integrable twist maps (see Definition by the
next Theorem.

Theorem 5.7.2. Assume that the Ezact Conservative Twist Map is Lipschitz in-
tegrable. Then there exists an exact area preserving homeomorphism ® of Tt x R,
which is C' in the variable 0, such that

V(z,c)e T' xR, ®ofod (zx,c)=(x+pc),c).

Moreover, in this case, p : R — R is a bi—Lipschitz homeomorphism, all the leaves
of the invariant foliation are C' and the restricted dynamics on each leaf is C!-
conjugated to a rotation.

The function ® is implicitly defined by the relation

@(9,04— %(0,6)) = <0 + ZZ(H,C),C).

In the previous Theorem, the area preserving homeomorphism ® maps the fo-
liation F invariant by f to the the standard foliation F° consisting of the obvious
circles 70 = {(,c), 6 € T'}. A natural problem is therefore to find which foliations
by graphs are homeomorphic to the standard foliation by an exact area preserving
homeomorphism. On this matter, we provide the following characterization.

Theorem 5.7.3. Let F be a foliation of T' x R by graphs of functions 6 — n.(0)
such that for ¢ € R, {11 nc(0) d0 = c¢. Then F is homeomorphic to the standard
foliation F° by an exact area preserving homeomorphism if and only if there exists
a C' function u: T' x R — R such that

e u(0,c) =0 for all ce R,
o n.(0) =c+ g—g(@,c) for all (0,c) e T! x R,
e for all c€ R, the map 6 — 6 + %(9, c) is a homeomorphism of T'.

Again, an area preserving homeomorphism ® sending F to F° is implicitly defined
by the relation
ou ou
@(9, g, ):(9 e, )
C+50( c) +00< c),c

As a conclusion, the previous Theorem allows to explain Theorem In the
case of the foliation given by the functions 7.(0) = ¢ + ¢(c) cos(276), for a function
¢ : R — R which is Lipschitz, non C', with a small enough Lipschitz constant, the
foliation is Lipschitz in the sense of Definition [5.2.6] Moreover, were this foliation
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straightened by an exact area preserving homeomorphism the associated function u
would be given by

V(0,c) e T' xR, wu(f,c) = EQ(C)SiH(QTFH).
m

This last function is clearly not C'', thus violating the conclusion of Theorem [5.7.3]
We conclude that the foliation given by 7 cannot be invariant by an ECTM.
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