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Abstract

We consider the evolutionary Hamilton-Jacobi equation
wt(xv t) + H($, Dw(x, t)a w(x, t)) = 05 ($, t) S M X [05 +OO),

where M is a compact manifold, H : T*M x R — R, H = H(x, p,u) satisfies Tonelli conditions
in p and the Lipschitz condition in u.

This work mainly concerns with the Lyapunov stability (including asymptotic stability, and in-
stability) and uniqueness of stationary viscosity solutions of the equation. A criterion for stability
and a criterion for instability are given. We do not utilize auxiliary functions and thus our method is
different from the classical Lyapunov’s direct method. We also prove several uniqueness results for
stationary viscosity solutions. The Hamiltonian H has no concrete form and it may be non-monotonic
in the argument u, where the situation is more complicated than the monotonic case. Several simple
but nontrivial examples are provided, including the following equation on the unit circle

1
wy(z,t) + §wi(x,t) —a-wg(x,t) + (sinz+0b)-w(z,t) =0, z€8,

where a, b € R are parameters. We analyze the stability, and instability of the stationary solution
w = 0 when parameters vary, and show that w = 0 is the unique stationary solution when a = 0,
b>1landa #0,b> 1.

The sign of the integral of %—Ij with respect to the Mather measure of the contact Hamiltonian
system generated by H plays an essential role in the proofs of aforementioned results. For this reason,
we first develop the Mather and weak KAM theories for contact Hamiltonian systems in this non-
monotonic setting. A decomposition theorem of the Mafié set is the main result of this part.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Assumptions and motivation

1.1.1 Lyapunov stability theory for ordinary differential equations

Stability is of fundamental importance in the study of the qualitative behavior of solutions of differ-
ential equations. Perhaps the most important stability concept is that of stability in the sense of Lyapunov,
which was introduced by Lyapunov in his doctoral dissertation in 1892. He developed the stability theory
for ordinary differential equations, and provided two methods for the stability analysis of an equilibrium
point: Lyapunov’s direct method and Lyapunov’s indirect method. The indirect method relies on some
explicit representation of the solutions, in particular by infinite series. The direct method does not require
the prior knowledge of the solutions themselves, while it makes an essential use of auxiliary functions,
called Lyapunov functions. The direct method is a powerful tool for the stability analysis, but as we all
know that there are no general rules for determining Lyapunov functions. Notice that converse theorems
provide usually no clue to the practical search for Lyapunov functions. There is a huge literature on the
development of the Lyapunov theory. Here we only mention several seminal works as well as some fun-
damental textbooks on the stability of dynamical systems determined by ordinary differential equations,
including Hahn [26], Hale [27], Krasovskii [37], LaSalle and Lefschetz [39]], Yoshizawa [63]], Zubov
[67]. Although there have been great progresses in this direction as mentioned above, generally speaking,

analyzing and judging the Lyapunov stability of an equilibrium point is not an easy task.

1.1.2 The purposes of this work

As Crandall pointed out in [14]], most problems in partial differential equations arising from physical
models either have the form of evolution equations, which describe the change of a physical system in
time, or result from seeking stationary solutions of some evolution problem. In this paper, we consider

the evolutionary Hamilton-Jacobi equation
wy(x,t) + H(z, Dw(z,t),w(z,t)) =0, xz¢€ M, te]|0,+00), (HJ,)

where the Hamiltonian H : T*M x R — R, H = H(x,p,u) is of class C3, M is a compact and
connected smooth manifold without boundary, and the symbol D denotes the gradient with respect to

space variables x. This work is devoted to studying the following two problems:

(P1) Lyapunov stability and instability of stationary solutions of (HLJ)).
(P2) The uniqueness of stationary solutions of (HJg).
Problems (P1) and (P2) are closely related and we will explain it later.

In general, equation (HJg) has no global classical solutions. Hence, one has to consider weak solu-
tions, for example, the generalized solutions in the sense of Kruzkov [38]]. At the beginning of 1980s,
Crandall and Lions introduced the notion of the viscosity solution for Hamilton-Jacobi equations.
They got very general existence, uniqueness and continuous dependence results for viscosity solutions
of many problems arising in fields of application. It is worth mentioning that the concept of viscosity so-
lutions is closely related to some previous work by Evans in [19], where he used the Minty trick to study
the vanishing viscosity method and gave definitions of possibly weak solutions. The viscosity solution

theory is an adequate framework for the present work.



1.1.3 Solution semigroups and operator semigroup theory

In the literature, people often call (HJg) the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. To distinguish (HJJ) from
the classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation where the Hamiltonian is defined on the cotangent bundle of M,
introduced by Hamilton and Jacobi in the study of classical mechanics in 1834-1837, we call (HJ,) the
contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation, where the Hamiltonian is defined on 7*M x R.

It is well-known that the Lax-Oleinik semigroup solution is a viscosity solution of the classical
Hamilton-Jacobi equation. See for example for details which is a famous work on the homoge-
nization problem of classical Hamilton-Jacobi equations. See [2 3] and the references therein for the

stochastic homogenization problem of classical Hamilton-Jacobi equations.

For the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation (HJ), under the assumptions

(H1) %215 (z,p,u) > 0 for each (z,p,u) € T*M x R;

(H2) for each (xz,u) € M x R, H(x,p,u) is superlinear in p;
(H3) there is A > 0 such that

H
—% (x,p,u)‘ <A, Y(z,p,u) € T"M x R,
U

it was shown in [60] that there is still a nonlinear solution semigroup, denoted by { T, } =0 C(M,R) —
C(M,R), where C'(M,R) denotes the space of continuous functions on M with the usual uniform
topology defined by the supremum norm || - || It means that {7} } 4> is @ one-parameter semigroup of
operators and for each ¢ € C' (M, R), the function (x,t) — T, ¢(z) is the unique viscosity solution of
equation (HJ) with initial value condition w(z,0) = ¢(z). Thus, our problems are transformed into the
long-time behavior problem and the uniqueness problem for fixed points of the solution semigroup. This
is strongly reminiscent of the operator semigroup theory for partial differential equations. Notice that the

solution semigroup is an infinite dimensional dynamical system.

In the late 1940s and early 1950s the operator semigroup theory and its applications to differential
equations made great progress. This is a broad topic with numerous references and the authors are compe-
tent to mention only small parts of it. The semigroup theory concerns the solving of the abstract Cauchy

problem of this form

dx
x + A(z(t)) =0, t>0 (1.1)

with x(t) = x¢. Here, A denotes an operator mapping some domain D(A) C X into a Banach space
X, and z¢g € D(A). For the linear case (i.e., A is a linear operator), Hille [30] and Yosida [66] estab-
lished a bijective correspondence between maximal monotone operators and continuous nonexpansive
semigroups, where the Yosida approximation plays an essential role. The Hille-Yosida theorem can be
used to deal with the existence and uniqueness problems for solutions of some linear partial differen-
tial equations, such as the heat equation, the advection-diffusion equation. For the nonlinear case (i.e.,
A is a nonlinear operator), since the Yosida approximation does not work for a nonlinear operator in
general, new techniques are needed. By using the discrete approximation method, Crandall-Liggett
gave a generation theorem and the expotential formula for the nonlinear nonexpansive semigroup when
A is an m-accretive operator. Crandall-Liggett theorem has been used to study the existence and unique-
ness problems for some quasilinear hyperbolic equations, quasilinear and semilinear parabolic equtions,

etc. Especially, see [} O 20]] for the semigroup treatment of the classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation



wy + K(Dw) = 0. Choosing a precise notion of weak solutions that is suitable to the problem at hand
is a subtle problem. Different kinds of notions of solutions of partial differential equations were used
in previous research in different situations in the semigroup framework, such as mild solutions, strong

solutions, semiconcave solutions.

There is of course a wide literature concerning the stability problems for infinite dimensional dy-
namical systems. For instance, Hale [28]] studied the stability problem for dynamical systems arising
from hyperbolic partial differential equations. Pazy [53] studied the stability problem for semigroups
for nonlinear contractions in Banach spaces. Pritchard and Zabczyk [55]] studied the stabilizability prob-
lem for autonomous infinite dimensional systems described in terms of linear and nonlinear semigroup.
Henry [29]] studied the stability problem for (IT]), where A is a sectorial linear operator on the Banach
space X. is devoted to some applications of semigroup theory and ordinary differential equations
in Banach spaces to the asymptotic behavior of solutions for reaction-diffusion systems, where Martin
got some stability results. In the aforementioned works, the Lyapunov function played an important role.

See [8 (17}, 24]] for convergence results for nonlinear nonexpansive semigroups.

1.1.4 Difficulties and challenges

From now on, we always assume (HI)-(H3).

Let us pay attention to the main difficulties we will encounter in the study of (P1) and (P2): (1) As
mentioned above, we already have a viscosity solution semigroup of (HJ). Thus, we neither need a
generation theorem nor take care of the choice of a siutable notion of weak solutions. But, as pointed
out by Evans in [20] the problem is that the abstract semigroup theory alone rarely provides sufficiently
detailed knowledge and we have to develop such expertise about the partial differential equation itself.
Note that the semigroup {7} }+>¢ is nonlinear and it does not have nonexpansiveness under assumptions
(H1)-(H3) in general. So, it seems that the abstract semigroup theory will not help resolve our problems.
(2) The Lyapunov functions were used in most of previous works on the stability problems for infinite
dimensional dynamical systems. Usually one needs some a little strong assumptions to discover the
Lyapunov function. For the Hamiltonian H satisfying (H1)-(H3) without a concrete form it is hard to
use (generalized) Lyapunov methods. (3) We aim to study the Lyapunov stability of stationary solutions
of (HJg), or equivalently the Lyapunov stability of equilibrium points of the solution semigroup. This
is a nonlinear stability problem. We can hardly benifit from the linearization techniques provided by
some existing works on related topics. (4) Comparison theorems are powerful tools for the study of the
uniqueness problem for viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations. However, we have no idea how

to apply comparison theorems to problem (P2), since the term %—Z may be sign-changing.

1.1.5 A closer look at (P1) and (P2)

The triple (C(M,R),{T} }:>0,R") is a dynamical system, where R™ = [0, 4+-00). If there exists
¢ € C(M,R) such that T, ¢ = @ forall t € RT, then ¢ is called an equilibrium point of the dynamical
system determined by the semigroup {7} };>0. In this case, it is direct to see that ¢ is a stationary
viscosity solution of (HJJ) which means it does not change in time, or equivalently, it is a viscosity

solution of

H(z,Du(x),u(z)) =0, x €& M. (HJy)



Problem (P1) concerns with the law of evolution of 7, ¢ described by equation (HJg). More pre-
cisely, our research is motivated by the question: will 7, ¢ that emanates from a point in a sufficiently

small neighborhood of an equilibrium point remains near the equilibrium point?

Let us recall the definitions of Lyapunov stability and instability in the setting of this paper.

Definition 1.1. Ler u € C(M, R) be a stationary viscosity solution of (HJg). Then

(i) w is called stable (or Lyapunov stable) if for any € > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that for any
v € C(M,R) with ||¢ — ul|s < 0 there holds

IT7 o —ulloo <&, Vt>O0.

Otherwise, u is unstable (or Lyapunov unstable).

(ii) w is called asymptotically stable (or Lyapunov asymptotically stable) if it is stable and there is
0 > 0 such that
lim 77— ullos = 0

t——+o00
for any ¢ € C(M,R) satisfying ||p — u|loc < 9. If 6 can be +o00, we say that u is globally
asymptotically stable.

Remark 1.1. In order to understand (P1), take as an example the classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation
wy(x,t) + F(x, Dw(z,t)) =0, z€ M, te][0,+00), (1.2)

where F = F(x,p) : T*M — R is a Tonelli Hamiltonian, i.e., F is at least of class C?, strictly convex
and superlinear in the argument p. It is clear that (I2) is a special form of equation (HJg). Notice that
the Lax-Oleinik semigroup {St}+>0 generated by (L2) has the following properties:

(i) 1St — Stdlloo < |l — blloc, Yo, ¢ € C(M,R), VE > 0;

(ii) Si(¢+a)=Sip+a ¥Vt >0 YaeR.
In view of (i), all stationary viscosity solutions of (L2) are stable. By (ii), if u is a stationary viscosity
solution, then u + a is still a stationary viscosity solution for any a € R. Thus, none of stationary

viscosity solutions is asymptotically stable.

However, in general, the above two properties do not hold for {T; },> generated by (HJ).

Remark 1.2. Note that the stability problem (P1) is quite different from the ones which have been deeply
studied by many authors in various situations. A standard stability result in the study of viscosity solution
theory shows that if Hy, — H, wq  — wo, wy — w locally uniformly, as k — +oo, and for each k € N,

wy, 1S a viscosity solution to
(wg)e(z,t) + Hi(x, Dwg(z,t), wi(z,t)) =0, wi(z,0) = wor(x),

then w is a viscosity solution to (HJS) with w(x,0) = wq(z). There is a large literature on this issue.
See, for instance, l6l] for details.

Problem (P2) concerns with the uniqueness problem of viscosity solutions of (HJ). The question of
uniqueness of the solutions sometimes is more difficult than the existence one. There are many different
kinds of existing uniqueness results for viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations in the literature,

such as [15] [32] [34]], where the uniqueness follows from comparison theorems of maximum



principle type. See [36] and [10]] for uniqueness results for viscosity solutions of (HJJ), where H (z, p, u)
is nondecreaing and convex in u. As far as we know, little has been known about the uniquess of viscosity
solutions of (HJg) without the monotonicity condition imposed on H (z, p, u) with respect to u. We aim
to provide several uniqueness results for viscosity solutions of (HJg) under the assumptions (H1)-(H3).

As explained in Sect.1.1.4, we need to develop new methods and techniques to deal with (P1) and
(P2). Our idea is inspired by the action minimizing method for the study of Hamiltonian dynamical

systems. The central tool is the Mather measure.

1.1.6 Methods and tools

In the 1980s, the Aubry-Mather theory [55, 48] provided a variational approach to study the dynamics
of twist diffeomorphisms of the annulus and got the existence of different action minimizing sets. Later,
Moser pointed out that a smooth area-preserving monotone twist mapping of an annulus can be
interpolated by the flow of a time-periodic and convex Hamiltonian system. In the 1990s, Mather 501
generalized the Aubry-Mather theory to higher dimensional convex Hamiltonian systems. Later, Fathi
(211221 231 241 23] established the weak KAM theory to connect the Mather theory and viscosity solution
theory for Hamilton-Jacobi equations. There are many interesting works on Mather and weak KAM
theories, see for example, [4] 7, 11} [12]] and references therein. A nice introductory lecture notes on

Mather theory has been written by Sorrentino [56]].

Recently, several authors attempted to study the Aubry-Mather and weak KAM theories for convex
contact Hamiltonian systems. Maro and Sorrentino [46] developed an analogue of Aubry-Mather theory
for the conformally symplectic system. Mitake and Soga [51]] developed the weak KAM theory for
discounted Hamilton-Jacobi equations and the corresponding discounted Lagrangian and Hamiltonian
dynamics. One thing the aforementioned two works have in common is that the Hamiltonian has the
discounted form: H(x,p,u) = u + K(x,p), which is a specific contact one. Consider more general
contact Hamiltonian systems

T = %_I;(x7p7u)a

p=—G5(x,pu) — GH@puwp,  (z.pu) €TM xR, ©

’[j’ = %_;I(x,p,u) ‘p_ H('I’p’u)'

The authors of provided the Aubry-Mather and weak KAM type results for (C)) where the Hamilto-
nian satisfies (H1), (H2) and

0< %—Z(m,p, u) <A, Y(r,p,u) € T*M x R. (1.3)

In order to study (P1) and (P2), we need to use some Aubry-Mather and weak KAM type results for
(C). But the existing results can not be applied to our case, since (H3) is weaker than (L3). It is worth
noting that H in the present work may be non-monotonic in the argument u, where the situation will be
quite different from the monotonic case. Hence, we will first prove some Aubry-Mather and weak KAM
type results for (C) under assumptions (H1)-(H3). On the one hand, this will play an essential role in the

study of (P1) and (P2). On the other hand, it has an independent dynamical significance.

We will use the information carried by a stationary viscosity solution u_ of (HJg) and by Mather
measures whose supports are contained in the 1-graph of u_ to judge the sability and instability of u_.

We will use the information of all Mather measures to give several uniqueness results for stationary



viscosity solutions of (HJg). To summarize, we provide sufficient conditions for the stability, instability
and uniqueness results for stationary viscosity solutions of (HJ.) by utilizing the information coming

from the stationary viscosity solution itself and from the dynamical system (C)), which is the characteristic
equations of (HJg).

We refer the reader to the series of the papers on contact Hamiltonian systems by de Le6n and his

cooperators. See for instance [18],40].

1.2 Main results

Tonelli Theorem is very important in Mather and weak KAM theories for Hamiltonian systems. For
contact Hamiltonian systems, in order to study the action minimizing orbits by variational methods, the
authors of [58]] introduced an implicit variational principle for (C). See Proposition 2.1 below for details.
Our study will start with this variational principle. First of all, we give the definition of the semi-static
orbit by using the action function which plays a key role in the variational principle. Then we call the set
of all semi-static orbits the Maiié set N of (C). We say that a Borel probability measure 1 on 7*M x R
is a Mather measure if p is CI){{ -invariant and supp p is contained in N, where CI){{ stands for the local
flow of (C). Denote by 91 the set of all Mather measures. See Section 3.1 for the defnitions of semi-static

orbits, the Maiié set and Mather measures. Note that all the above definitions are independent of viscosity
solutions of (HJ).

Let S~ denote the set of viscosity solutions of equation (HJJ). We need to clarify the existence
of viscosity solutions of (HJg). Under assumptions (H1)-(H3) it was shown in [60] that there exists a

constant ¢ such that
H(z, Du(z),u(z)) =c (1.4)

has viscosity solutions. Recently, under the same assumptions the authors of [62] showed that (L.4)
admits viscosity solutions if and only if ¢ belongs to a nonempty interval, which is called the admissible
set for the generalized ergodic problem (L4)) in [62].

For any u_ € S~, there exists a compact ®/Z-invariant subset of 7*M x R, denoted by No_. See
Section 3.3 for the definition, existence and properties of AV, .

The first main result of this paper is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1.

In view of Theorem [T} we call AV, the Mafié set associated with u_. From Proposition below,
Nu_ is a subset of

Ay i=cl <{(:c,p, u) : x is a point of differentiability of u_,p = Du_(x),u = u_ (:r:)}),
where cl(B) denotes the closure of B C T*M x R. More precisely,

Nuo = (2% (Au). (1.5)

>0

10



Notice that u_ is Lipschitz and M is compact. Thus, A,_ is a compact subset of 7T*M x R. More-
over, A, is negatively invariant under ®{7. By the Krylov-Bogoliubov Theorem, there exist Borel ®}-

invariant probability measures supported in A,,_. Hence, the set
M, = {peP(T*M xR):suppp C Ay_, (2 )yp=p, V¢t € R} (1.6)

is nonempty, where P(T*M x R) denotes the space of Borel probability measures on 7*M x R, and
(@f7)4p denotes the push-forward of 4 through ®7.

By the definitions of 9t,,_, 9% and Theorem [L.I] (I.3)), one can deduce that

Corollary 1.1.

CO( U mtu_>:9ﬁ,

u_€S™

where co(B) denotes the convex hull of B C P(T*M x R).

Due to Corollary [Tl we say a measure p € 90, is a Mather measure associted with u_. Consider

the condition

oH
L/1 ___(x,p’u)dﬂ >'Oa vﬂeggnu_- (AJ)
T*MxR OU

Note that 91,,_ is convex and compact with respect to the weak topology or weak-* topology. The above
condition implies that there is a constant A > 0 such that

OH
/T . %(x,p,u)du > A, YueM, . (A1)
* X

We are now in a position to give a criterion for the Lyapunov stability of stationary solutions.

Theorem 1.2. Let u_ € S~ satisfy (AI). Then u_ is locally asymptotically stable. More precisely, there
is A > 0, such that for any ¢ € C(M,R) satisfying ||¢ — u_||cc < A4,

In [T —u_flos _

lim sup < —A,

t—+o00 t

where A is as in (AL).

Recall that equation (I.2)) is a special case of (HJ) where the Hamiltonian does not depend on the
argument u. As mentioned above, all stationary solutions of (I.2)) are stable. But, none of them is asymp-
totically stable. Theorem tells us that a new dynamical phenomenon appears when the Hamiltonian
depends on the argument u. Comparing the characteristic equations (C) of (HJZ) with the ones of (L2):

> oF
T = Eg(xap)’ H
{ P==‘—%§($,p% ( )

it is not hard to see that the term %—IZ makes the essential differences between them. The sign of the
integral of %—ZI with respect to Mather measures plays an essential role in Theorem [[L.2]

The next result is on the Lyapunov instability of stationary solutions.

11



Theorem 1.3. Letu_ € S™. If
0OH
/ a—(m,p, w)dp < 0, for some p € M, _, (A2)
T*MxR OU

then u_ is unstable. More precisely, there exists a constant A' > 0 such that for any € > 0, there is
e € C(M,R) satisfying ||pe — u_

loo < € and

limsup || T, e —u_||oo = A

t—+o0
In [64]), the Lyapunov stability and instability problems for stationary solutions of equation (HJg)

were studied, where the state space is the unit circle. Assume

0H

8—p($’p’u)/\_ 7&07 (x,p,u)GSXRXR.

u

Then the simple structure of the unit circle implies that the Aubry set consists of a periodic orbit. The
authors of [64]] used this fact and the subsolution method to get stability and instability results. We can
not follow this line since the state space M in this paper is a manifold of arbitrary dimension.

Let us take a look at an example, where Theorem [[.2]and Theorem [L3] can be applied.

Example 1.1. Consider the equation
wi(@,t) + | Dw(z,1)|[* = (Dg(x), Dw(z,t)) — f(x)(w(z,t) — g(x)) =0, =€ M, (1.7)

where f, g are smooth functions on M. It is clear that g(x) is a classical solution of (L1). We will use
Theorems L2l and[[3to analyze the stability and instability of g(x).

e If f(x) <O0on{x € M : Dg(x) = 0}, then assumption (Al holds ture. By Theorem[L2 g(x) is
locally asymptotically stable.

» If f(z) > 0 for some T in {x € M : Dg(x) = 0}, then assumption (A2) holds ture. By Theorem
g(x) is unstable.
See Section 3 for details.

The last main result of the present paper gives a criterion for the uniqueness of viscosity solutions of
(HJ) by using the information from 1.

Theorem 1.4. If
OH
/ —(:U,p,u)d,u >0, \V/,U, € mta (A3)
T*MxR Ou
then equation (HJ) has at most one viscosity solution. Moreover; if u_ is the unique viscosity of equation
(HT, then u_ is globally asymptotically stable.

Remark 1.3. I7 is well known that equation (HJJ) admits a unique viscosity solution when H (z,p,u)
is strictly increasing in u. Jing et al. [36l] showed that nonuniqueness appears even when %—IZ > 0. In
[36)] and [I61]], examples on nonuniqueness of viscosity solutions of (HJg) were given when H (z,p,u)
is strictly decreasing in u. Assuming H (x,p,u) is nondecreasing and convex in u, the authors of [36l]
provided an interesting uniqueness result for viscosity solutions of (HJJ), where the set of adjoint mea-
sures played an important role. As they pointed out, the set of adjoint measures is defined implicitly as
it depends on all viscosity solutions of (HJg)), which are not known a priori. When H (x,p,u) does not
depend on u, the adjoint measure is a projected Mather measure for the Hamiltonian system generated
by H.

12



Remark 1.4. Equation (HJg) determines a hypersurface in the space of 1-jets of functions of x € M.
Notice that there is a common point among assumptions (Al)-(A3): we only focus on the average value

of term (ac p, u) over subsets of the level surface of H
E:={(z,p,u) e T"M x R : H(z,p,u) = 0}.
A direct consequence of Theorem [[L4lis stated as follows.
Corollary 1.2. Let H € C3(T*M x R, R) satisfy conditions (HI)-(H3) and
H(z,p,u) = H(x,—p,u), V(z,p,u)e€T*M x R. (1.8)
Define B := {(x,u) €M xR :H(z,0,u) = %—g(x,o,u) = 0}. If

O0H
ou

then (HJ) has at most one viscosity solution.

(x,o,u)(g >0, (1.9)

Example 1.2. Consider

1 1
§HDu(x)H2 + iu(x) +sinu(z) =0, xe€ M. (1.10)

It is clear that u(z) = 0 is a solution of (LI0). Here, H(x,p,u) = ||p||> + 2u + sinu. We will check
in Section 4 that (L9) holds true, which implies that u(x) = 0 is the unique viscosity solution of (LI0Q).

Another consequence of Theorem [L4]is stated as follows.
Corollary 1.3. If 2L (2, p, u) ‘g > 0 and

(O 4 a4 (23,20

then (HJJ) has at most one viscosity solution, where £y is the Lie derivative and Ly F(z,p,u) =

So)?) £ 0. Vlwpou) €€, (L11)

el o F (@ (,p,0), S F (2. p,0) = g5, F(®f! (x.p,w)) for all F € C(T"M x R, R).
Remark 1.5. It is worth pointing out that if the Hamiltonian H € C**1(T*M x R,R) (k > 2) and
0H , 0H , r OH o
(G2 + Cag )+ + (S 5)?) #£0, Vla,pow) €€,

then (HJJ) has at most one viscosity solution. Similarly, if H € C*°(T*M xR, R) and for any (z,p,u) €
&, there is k € N such that Ek BH = 0, then the result still holds true. The proofs are quite similar to
the one of Corollary[L.3)

We give another interesting example to finish this section. Theorem [L4l and Corollary [[3]
will be used to analyze this example.

Example 1.3. Consider the contact Hamilton-Jacobi equation
we(z,t) + w 2(z,t) — a-wy(z,t) + (sinz +b) - w(x,t) =0, z€8, (1.12)

where S is the unit circle and a, b € R are parameters. Here H(x,p,u) = %pQ —a-p+(sinz+b)-u
It is clear that the constant function w = 0 is a solution of (L12).

By using Theorem [[.2] [ 4 and Corollary[[3] we get the following results listed in Table 1.
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Table 1: Stationary solution w = 0: stability, instability and uniqueness

a=20 a#0
b>1 unique, globally asymptotically stable . .
- “ritical case unique, globally asymptotically stable
0<b<1 locally asymptotically stable
b=20 unstable critical case
b<0 unstable

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 collects some preliminary results and tools

which will be used later. The readers can skip it and keep reading. Section 3 is devoted to the Mather and
weak KAM theories for contact Hamiltonian system (C). We will prove Theorem [I.2] Theorem [L.3]and
analyze Example[L.T]in Section 4. The uniqueness problem will be studied in the last section, where we
will revisit Example [[.2] and [L.31

2 Notations and Preliminaries

2.1 Notations

We write as follows a list of symbols used throughout this paper.

¢ We choose, once and for all, a C°° Riemannian metric on M. It is classical that there is a canonical
way to associate to it a Riemannian metric on the tangent bundle 7'M . We use the same symbol d
to denote the distance function defined by the Riemannian metric on M and the distance function
defined by the Riemannian metric on 7'M or on T'M x R. We use the same symbol || - ||, to denote
the norms induced by the Riemannian metrics on 7, M and T M for z € M, and by (-, ), the
canonical pairing between the tangent space 7, M and the cotangent space 7', M. Sometimes we
will use || - || and (-, -) to denote || - || and (-, -),, for brevity, respectively.

o Cy(TM x R,R) stands for the space of all continuous and bounded functions on TM x R.

* P(T*M x R) denotes the space of Borel probability measures on T*M x R.

0 0 (o) 0

* Du(x) = (a_flv e ﬁ) and Dw(z,t) = (a—;"l, R %)

e 8~ (resp. ST) denotes the set of all backward (resp. forward) weak KAM solutions of equation
(HJg). Backward weak KAM solutions and viscosity solutions are the same in the setting of this

paper.
s Let ®/7 (resp. ®}) denote the local flow of contact Hamiltonian system (C) (resp. Lagrangian

system (CLJ)) below).

* hgg (2, t) (resp. h"0%0(z,t)) denotes the forward (resp. backward) implicit action function asso-
ciated with L.

o {T; }4=0 (resp. {T;" };>0) denotes the backward (resp. forward) solution semigroup associated
with L.

* Let (X1, By, i) be ameasure space, (X3, B2) a measurable space, and f : X1 — X5 a measurable
map. The push-forward of 1 through f is the measure f;/ on (X2, B2) defined by

fan(B) := u (fH(B)), VB € By.
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The push-forward has the property that a measurable map g : X2 — R is integrable with respect
to fyu if and only if g o f is integrable on X with respect to p. In this case, we have that

/'mﬂmwm@w=/ o(y) dfap(y).
X1

Xo
2.2 Preliminaries

The authors of [58]] provided the implicit variational principle for contact Hamiltonian systems and
introduced the notion of action functions. Later, by using solution semigroups, they studied the existence
of viscosity solutions of contact Hamilton-Jacobi equations in [60]. The assumptions used in [58}60]] are
the same as the ones in the present paper. We collect some known results from [58] 60] and also prove
some new results in this part.

2.2.1 Implicit variational principles for contact Hamiltonian systems

We use £ : T*M — TM to denote the Legendre transform. Let £ := (£, Id), where Id denotes the
identity map from R to R. Then

_ OH
L:T"M xR —=TM xR, (z,p,u)+— <x, 8—p(x,p,u),u>

is a diffeomorphism. Using £, we can define the contact Lagrangian L(z, %, u) associated to H (x,p, )
as

L(z,&,u) := sup {{(&,p)s — H(z,p,u)}, (x,2,u) € TM x R.
peETF M

By (H1)-(H3), it is direct to check that

(LY LL(x,4,u) > 0 for each (z,4,u) € TM x R;
(L2) foreach (z,u) € M x R, L(z, &, u) is superlinear in 7;
(L3) thereis A > 0 such that

g—L(:U,j:,u)‘ <A, Y(x,z,u) € TM x R.
u

The contact Lagrangian system reads

{%%@wamwm:%@wwwwm+%@wmwmwy%@wmwmm,
u(t) = L(z(t), &(t), u(t)).
(CL)

Proposition 2.1. (/58 Theorem A],[I60|]) For any given xo € M, ug € R, there exist two continuous
functions hyg (2, t) and K™ (x,t) defined on M x (0, +00) satisfying

t
hag uo (2, 1) = up + v((i)?f / L(’Y(T), (1), haguo (V(T) T))dT, (2.1)
=x0 .J0
V(t)==

t
HEoto(@,t) <o~ _ inf / L(4(7),4(7), B (y(7), t — 7)) dr, 22)
v(t)=wo Jo
7(0)=x
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where the infimums are taken among the Lipschitz continuous curves vy : [0,t] — M. Moreover, the
infimums in (2.1) and @.2) can be achieved. If v, and 2 are curves achieving the infinmums @.1) and
(22 respectively, then v1 and o are of class C". Let

z1(8) == 7(8),  u1(8) := hugue(11(5), 9), pi(s) = 2—5(71(8),71(8)#1(8)),
z2(s) == y2(s), ua(s) =R (y2(s),t —s), pa(s):= 2—5(72(8),72(8)#2(5))-

Then (x1(s),p1(s),u1(s)) and (x2(s), p2(s), uz(s)) satisfy equations (C) with

.%'1(0) = 20, xl(t) =x, lim ul(s) = U,
s—0t

272(0) =, :CZ(t) = 2o, lim UQ(S) = uq.
s—t—

We call hg (2, ) (resp. h*0"0(z, t)) a forward (resp. backward) implicit action function associated
with L and the curves achieving the infimums in 2.I) (resp. (2.2)) minimizers of hy 4, (x,t) (resp.
h*oo (g, t)). The following are some propositions about the implicit action functions which have been

proved in previous papers.

Proposition 2.2. ([60, Proposition 3.5]) Let xo, x € M, up, u € Randt € (0,+00). Then hy o (z,t) =
u < h%"(zg,t) = ug.

Proposition 2.3. ([60, Lemma 2.1]) For any given a,b,5,T € Rwitha < b, 0 < § < T, denote
Qapsr =M x |a,b] x M x [0, T]. Then there exists a compact set IKC := Kqp 57 C T*M x R such
that for any (xo,ug, x,t) € Qg 57 and any minimizer y(s) of hyguo (x, 1), we have

(v(s),p(s),u(s)) C K, Vs € [0,1],
where u(s) = hag uo(V(5), 5), p(s) = % (v(s),5(s),u(s)) and K depends only on a,b, and T.
Proposition 2.4. (/58 Theorem C, Theorem D],[60 Prposition 3.3])
(1) Given xog € M, uy € R,

P o (2, T+ 5) = yiélj\fd hy,hzo,uo (,t)(T,5)

for all s,t > 0 and all © € M. Moreover, the infimum is attained at y if and only if there exists a
minimizer v of by, o (2, + ) with y(t) = y.
(2) The function (zo, v, x,t) — hgyu,(x,t) is Lipschitz continuous on M X [a,b] x M x [c,d] for all

real numbers a,b,c,d with a < band 0 < ¢ < d.

(3) Given zo € M and uy, us € R, if up < wug, then hy,y (2,t) < hgyu,(x,t), for all (z,t) €
M x (0, +00).

Proposition 2.5. ( Theorem 3.1])
(1) Given xqg € M, uy € R,

h*oU0(z,t 4+ s) = sup Ry (i) (x,s)
yeM

forall s,t > 0 and all x € M. Moreover, the supremum is attained at y if and only if there exists a

minimizer 7y of h*0"0 (z,t + s) with y(t) = y.
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(2) The function (zo,ug, x,t) — h*0"0(x,t) is Lipschitz continuous on M X [a,b] x M x [c,d] for all
real numbers a, b, c,d witha < band 0 < ¢ < d.

(3) Given g € M and ui,us € R, if uy < ug, then h*"(x,t) < h™0"2(x,t), for all (z,t) €

M x (0,400).

2.2.2  Solution semigroups for contact Hamilton-Jacobi equations

Let us recall two semigroups of operators introduced in [60]. Define a family of nonlinear operators
{T; }+=0 from C(M,R) to itself as follows. For each ¢ € C'(M,R), denote by (z,t) — T, p(x) the

unique continuous function on (z,t) € M x [0,+400) such that

0
17 pl) =int {er(-0) + [ LG A Tplr () ar ) 23
—t
where the infimum is taken among the absolutely continuous curves v : [—t,0] — M with v(0) =

x. The infimum in (Z3)) can be achieved and a curve achieving the infimum is called a minimizer of
T, ¢(x). Minimizers are of class C. Let v be a minimizer and z(s) := (s), u(s) = Ty o(z(s)),
p(s) :== %(x(s), z(s),u(s)). Then (z(s), p(s), u(s)) satisfies equations (C) with z(t) = z. {T} }i>0 is
a semigroup of operators and the function (x,t) — T, ¢(z) is a viscosity solution of (HJg) with initial
condition w(x,0) = ¢(z). Thus, we call {7} };>0 the backward solution semigroup. Similarly, one can

define another semigroup of operators {Tt+ }>0, called the forward solution semigroup by

Ty p(z) = sup {ap(v(t)) - /0 L(w(ﬂ,w),ntho(w(T)))dr} ,

y

where the supremum is taken among the absolutely continuous curves v : [0,t] — M with y(0) = z.
Proposition 2.6. ([60, Proposition 4.2, 4.3, Corollary 4.1]) Let ¢, v € C(M,R).

(1) If Y < ¢, then Tti¢ < Ttigo, YVt = 0. Moreover, if ) < , then Tti¢ < Ttigo.

(2) The function (z,t) — T @(x) is locally Lipschitz on M x (0, 400).

(3) 1T = T Plloo < €M - [lp = Ylloos VE = 0.

(4) For each p € C(M,R),
(i) Ty o(x) = infyens hy o) (7,1), V(z,t) € M x (0, +00),
(ii) T, p(x) = supyepr W W (2, 1), V(x,t) € M x (0, +00).

(5) {Tti }i=0 are one-parameter semigroups of operators. For all xo, x € M, all uy € R and all s, t > 0,
() Tg haguo(%,t) = hagu (2, t + ), Tiyjo(x) = infyens oy 7= o) (x,t);
(i) TS B0 (2, 8) = h*00 (z,t + 5), T} p(w) = supyepr T 90 (z, 1),
Proposition 2.7] and Corollary 2.1 come from [62] and we give new brief proofs here.
Proposition 2.7. ([62)]) Let p € C(M,R). Then
(1) T o T; () = @(x), forallt >0, x € M;

(2) T;F o T, p(z) < (x), forallt >0, x € M.
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Proof. Forany z € M and ¢t > 0, we know from Proposition 2.6 (4) that

Ty @) = f b o) (u:1) < hago)@:t), Tie(y) = sup h=#G) (y, 1) = W59 (y, 1),
z zEe

for all y € M. Thus from Proposition Proposition 2.4] (3) and Proposition 2.3](3), we get that

Tt_ @) Tt+@(x) = ylél]& hy,ngo(y) (CE, t) = ylél]& hy7hz,¢~(z)(y7t) (CE, t) = QD(CU),

and

T o Ty () = sup WT #0)(z, 1) < sup W¥hew @) (3, 8) = ().
yeM yeM

Corollary 2.1. ([62)]) Let u, v € C(M,R) and lett > 0. Then v < T} w if and only ithJrv < .

Proof. If v < T, u, from Proposition (1) and Proposition 2.7] (2), we have Tt+v < Tt+ oT, u < u.
On the other hand, if u > T;rv, from Proposition (1) and Proposition 27] (1), we have T, u >
T, o Tt+1) > . O

Proposition 2.8. Let ¢ € C(M,R). Then

(1) If the function (z,t) — T, p(x) is unbounded from below on M x [0, +0c0), then for any Q € R,
there is a constant s € [0, +00) such that TS p(x) < Q, VYx € M.

(2) If the function (x,t) — T, p(x) is unbounded from above on M x [0,+00), then for any @ € R,
there is a constant s € [0, +00) such that T, p(x) > Q, Y € M.

Proof. We only prove the first item, since the second one can be proved in a similar manner.

From the assumption, we can find a sequence {(z,,t,)} C M x [0,400) satisfying ¢,, — 400 and
Tttap(mn) — —00, N — +00o. (2.4)

To prove the result, we argue by contradiction. For, otherwise, there would be ) € R such that for any
t €[0,+00), T; ¢(y) > Q for some y; € M. Thus we can select a sequence {y,,} C M corresponding
to {t, — 1} such that

T o(yn) >Q, neN.

By the monotonicity of the function uy — h**"0(z, 1) and Proposition (5) (ii), we have

plan) = sup W Tt (@, 1) > W T ¥00) (2, 1) > 0, 1)
xe

+
L,

Since the function (z,y) — h¥9(z,1) is bounded on M x M, then ;! () is bounded from below
which contradicts (2.4). O

The following two propositions show the relationship between the minimizer of semigroups and the

minimizer of implicit action functions.

Proposition 2.9. Let ¢ € C(M,R) andt > 0. Let 7y : [—t,0] — M be a minimizer of T, ¢(z) with
v(0) = x and y(—t) = y. Then
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(1) Y|(=t,—s is @ minimizer of T,_ ;p(v(—s5)), Vs € [0,1].
(2) Y|[—s,0 is @ minimizer of T, (T;_ ;) (), Vs € [0, 1].
(3) T, p(z) = hy o) (T, 1)

(4) ~y is a minimizer of hy, (%, 1).

Proof. (1). Since +y is a minimizer of T, ¢ (z), then we get that

(7). T (3(7) ) |

2l

7o) = _int {ea(-0)+ [ LG,

By definition, for any s € [0, ¢], we have

0

T (1 e)e) =_int {T7el(s) + [ LG0T w60 dr

7(0)== —s
0

<Tops) + [ LOE)AE), T e () dr.
In view of T, ¢(z) =T o T,_ () for all 7 € [0, ], we get that
P(-0)+ [ LOW AL T r)dr < T, pla(=s).

From the definition of 7,_ ,¢(v(—s)), we get

—S

17 wel-s) = it {et-0)+ [ LG0Tt

F(=s)=v —t

Thus, 7|[—¢,—g] is @ minimizer of T,~ .o(y(—3)).

(2). By (1), we have

ﬂisw(v(—S)):w(v(—t))Jr/ L(y(7),4(7), Ty (y(7)) ) dr.

In view of 2.3) and (2.6)), one can deduce that

0
T (T1 ) (1) < Trmyp(v(—5)) + / L((7), (), Ty (3 (7)) dr = T ()

—S

which together with T~ (T, ;) (x) = T, p(z) implies v|_; o) is a minimizer of Ty (T;_ ;) ().

(3). By Proposition 2.6] (4), we have

E_@(x) - zlélla hz,ip(z) (.%', t) < hy,tp(y) (1’, t)'

(2.5)

(2.6)

So it suffices to prove Ty () = hy () (z,t). Assume by contradiction that T, ¢(x) < hy ,) (7, ).
Let u(s) = T p(v(s — 1)), h(s) = hy o) (v(s —t),s) and F(s) = h(s) — u(s). Note that u(0) =
Ty ¢(v(=t)) = ¢(y). From Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 in [58]], we get ~(0) = ¢(y). Then F(0) = 0
and F'(t) > 0. There is s9 € [0,t) such that F'(sgp) = 0 and F'(s) > 0 for s € (so,t]. In view of
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(1), V[[=¢,s—¢ is a minimizer of 77 ¢(v(s — t)). By (2), we deduce that ~y|(s,_s sy is @ minimizer of
T, (T, 0)(v(s —t)). Therefore, for any s € (sq,t], we have

u(s) =Ty p(v(s — 1) = T,_; (T, 0)(v(s — 1))

T o(y(s0 — ) + / CL(v(r — 1) — 1), T5 ply(r — 1)) dr

S0

=u(sp) + /s L("}/(T —t),y(T — 1), u(T))dT,

S0

and

h(s) =hy o (7(s — 1),5) = p(y) + inf /OSL(wmm,hy,¢<y><v<7>,r>)d7

7(0)=y
F(s)=(s—t)
S0 S
<e@+( e [Te e YEA0)A) Ry (7)1 dr
¥(0)=y 0 F(s0)=7(s0—1) Jo
F(s0)="(s0—1) F(s)=7(s—1)
<hy,&,o(y) (7(80 - t)’ 80) + / L(V(T - t)’ 7(7— - t)’ hy,tp(y) (7(7— - t)’ T))dT
S0

=h(so) + /S L(’)’(T —t),y(T — 1), h(T))dT.

S0

Hence, we get that

F(s) = hs) ~u(s) < [

S0

s

g—i‘ “(h(1) —u(r))dr < /S AF(T)dT

S0

which together with Gronwall inequality implies F'(¢) < 0. It contradicts F'(t) > 0.
(4). From (1) and (3), we have
Tt:ssp('Y(_S)) = hy,cp(y) (7(_5% t— S)' (2.7

By (2) and (3) again, we have

T (T sp) (@) = hv(—S),T;Sw(v(—S))(x’ s). (2.8)
In view of (2.7), 2.8) and (3), for all s € [0, ¢], we get
hy o) (@, 1) =T p(x) = T (Ti_sp) (@) = h’y(—s)7Tt:Sgp(fy(fs))(x’ s)
= hoy(—8) by () (V=) t—5) (T, 8).
From Proposition 2.4] (1), we deduce that  is a minimizer of hy o) (T, 1) O

Proposition 2.10. If vy : [~t,0] — M with v(0) = z, y(—t) = y is a minimizer of hy ,,)(z,t) =
infoens b, o) (2, 1), then vy is a minimizer of T, ¢(x).

Proof. Since vy is a minimizer of hy, ,(,(z,t), then by the method of substitution,
0
T;gD(CC) = hy,cp(y) (CE, t) = 90(7(_75)) + / L(’Y(T)a ﬁ/(’T), hy,go(y) (7(7—)’t + T))dT'

—t

Since T ,o(7(7)) = infoens hs p2)(7(7),t + 7) forall 7 € [, 0], it is sufficient to show

hy,go(y) (W(T)a L+ 7—) = zlélj\f;[ hz,cp(z) (W(T)a t+ 7—)’ VT € [_t’ 0]'
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If hy,cp(y) (’Y(T)?t + T) > inszM hz,cp(z) (7(7)7 t+ T) = hymso(yo) (’Y(T)?t + T) for some Yo € M, then,
by Proposition 2.4] (1) and (3),

hyw(y) (x,t) Zhv(T)vhy’(p(y)(v(T)va) (z, —7)
>Ry (1) g coty) (1) t4) (z,—7)
= 1nf h, e, w(yo)(z7t+7)(x,_7—)
=h

90,%(Y0) (:E, t)-

It contradicts the assumption hy )y (z,t) = infens by (o) (2, 1) O

3 Mather and weak KAM theories for contact Hamiltonian systems

We will establish Aubry-Mather and weak KAM type results for contact Hamiltonian systems under
assumptions (H1)-(H3). The authors of [59] generalized part of Aubry-Mather and weak KAM theories
from Hamiltonian systems to contact Hamiltonian systems under the assumptions (H1), (H2) and

0H
0<— <A\ 3.1

ou
It should be noted that some results obtained in [59] are independent of the monotonicity (3.1 of H.
When we use these results, if the proofs given in [59] depend on (B.)), we give a new proof here, other-

wise we will use them directly without proof.

We will also provide a series of new results in this part, where the definitions of the Mané set and
Mather measures for (C) will be given. These definitions are independent of viscosity solutions (or equiva-
lently, backward weak KAM solutions). We will clarify the relation between Mather measures associated
with a given viscosity solution defined in the Introduction and the ones provided in Section 3.2. This is

quite important for understanding Theorem [L.4]

3.1 The notions of the Maiié set and Mather measures

Definition 3.1. A curve (z(-),u(-)) : R — M X R is called globally minimizing, if it is locally Lipschitz
and for each t1, to € R with t; < to, there holds

u(tz) = Py ) (T(t2), ta — t1). (3.2)

A curve (z(-),u(-)) : R — M x R is called semi-static, if it is globally minimizing and for each ty,
to € R witht, < to, there holds

ult2) = 10f Aoy i) ((22), 5)- (3.3)

~ 73

Remark 3.1. The original notion of semi-static curves comes from Mariié

See [43) 44, 45] for more details.

é’s work on the Mather theory.

The relation between globally minimizing curves and system (C)) is stated as follows.

Proposition 3.1. (/59 Proposition 3.1]) Ifa curve ( ( ),u(+)) : R — M x R is globally minimizing,
then x(t) is of class C'. Let p(t) := %( (1), (t)). Then (x(t), p(t),u(t)) is a solution of equa-
tions (Q). Moreover, for each ty, to € R with t1 < tg, Z(t) == x(t + t1) for t € [0,to — t1], achieves the
minimum in Ry ;) ) (2(t2), t2 — t1).
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If acurve (z(-),u(:)) : R — M x R is semi-static, then by Proposition 3.1} (z(t), p(t), u(t)) is an
orbit of ®/7, where p(t) = g—é (z(t), &(t), u(t)). We call it a semi-static orbit of ®/”.

Proposition 3.2. Each semi-static orbit of ®}! is bounded.
Proof. Let (z(t), p(t), u(t)) be a semi-static orbit. We aim to prove that both ||p(¢)|| and u(t) are bounded
in R.
First, we claim that
u(t) < hx(s),u(s)(x(t)a 1), Vs,t € R. (3.4)
Indeed, for the case ¢ > s, by the definition of semi-static curve we have
u(t) = ;2% hx(s),u(s) (x(t)7 U) < hm(s),u(s) (x(t)7 1)

For the case of t < s, by the definition of globally minimizing curve we get that u(s) = g4 o) (¥(5), 5—
t). Thus from Proposition 2.4] (1), we have

ult) = inf By ey ((8), 0)

< ha(tyu(ey(@(t), 1+ s — 1)

= B e (2000, 1)

S e (8) b 1y gy ((8),5—1) (2 (£), 1)

= Ty(s),u(s) (2 (t), 1).
So far, we have proved (3.4). By (3.4) we deduce that

w(t) < hggue(z(t),1),  ug < Pt u(e) (z0,1), VteR,
where 2o = x(0) and ug = u(0). Using Proposition 2.2] we get that
h¥0M0 (2(t), 1) < u(t) < hggue(2(t),1), Vi€ R.

According to the continuity of functions  — hy 4, (2, 1) and z — h*"0(z, 1) on M, u(t) is bounded
ont € R.

Next, we show the boundedness of ||p(t)||. Let K be a positive number such that |u(t)| < K for all
t € R. By Proposition 311 for any ¢ € R, 2(s)[j_1441) is @ minimizer of hy_1) -1y (2(t + 1),2).
Notice that (z(t — 1),u(t — 1), z(t +1),2) € M x [-K, K] x M x {2}. And thus from Proposition
2.3] we can deduce that ||p(¢)|| is bounded by a constant depending only on K. O

Now we are ready for giving the definitions of the Mafié set and Mather measures.
Definition 3.2. The Maiié set of H is defined by
N = {(z,p,u) : (z(t), p(t), u(t)) == O (x,p,u) is a semi-static orbit}.
Definition 3.3. Define
M= {p € P(T*M x R) : uis ®" -invariant with supp pn C N'}.
A measure p € M is called a Mather measure.

We will show that A and 1 are nonempty later in this section.
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3.2 Weak KAM solutions

Definition 3.4. A function v € C(M,R) is called a backward (resp. forward) weak KAM solution of
EIY. i

(1) for each continuous piecewise C* curve 7y : [t1,t3] — M, we have

ur() ~ utr(t) < [ L)) ula (s)) ds (3.5)

t1

(2) for each x € M, there exists a C* curve v : (—00,0] — M (resp. v : [0,+00) — M) with
~v(0) = x such that for any t1,ts € (—00,0] (resp. t1,to € [0, +00))

MW@D—MWHDzLﬂLb@%W$wh@DM& Vi < o, (3.6)

We say that v in (3.3) is dominated by L, denoted by w < L. We call curves v : [a,b] — M (—oo <
a < b < +oo) satisfying B0 (u, L, 0)-calibrated curves. We use S~ (resp. ST) to denote the set of all
backward (resp. forward) weak KAM solutions.

Remark 3.2. By the definition of dominiated functions, it is not hard to show any dominiated function is
Lipschitz continuous on M. See [59) Lemma 4.1] for the proof. Hence, weak KAM solutions are Lebesgue

almost everywhere differentiable.

3.2.1 Weak KAM solutions and solution semigroups

The proposition below points out that weak KAM solutions are just fixed points of solution semi-

groups, and that viscosity solutions are the same as backward weak KAM solutions in the setting of this

paper.

Proposition 3.3. (/59 Proposition 2.7]) The backward weak KAM solutions of (HIJJ) are the same as
the viscosity solutions of (HJJ). Moreover,

(1) u— € S ifand only if T, u_ =u_ forallt > 0.
(2) uy € ST ifand only if T, uy = u, forallt > 0.
Next result is new, which is useful in the proof of Theorem [[.4l

Proposition 3.4. Let o € C(M,R). Then

(1) If the function (z,t) — T, p(z) is bounded on M x [0,+00), then poo = limsup,_, . T} ()
belongs to ST and limy_, | o sup~; Tt o(x) = oo (@) uniformly on x € M.

(2) If the function (x,t) — T, p(x) is bounded on M x [0,+00), then po = liminf, T, p(z)
belongs to S~ and limy_, 4 o infs>¢ T, p(x) = oo () uniformly on x € M.

Proof. We only prove the first item, since the second one can be proved in a similar manner.

Let P be a positive constant such that
T, p(z)| < P, V(x,t) € M x [0, +00). (3.7)
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By Proposition[2.3](2), the function (z¢, ug, z) — h™ "0 (x, 1) is Lipschitz on M x [— P, P] x M. Denote
{1 > 0 the Lipschitz constant of the function.

First we show that {7}"¢(x)};>1 is equi-Lipschitz on M. From Proposition 2.6 (5) (ii), we have

T} (@) — T; o(y)] < sup [R#TE1#E) (2, 1) — p# 1009 (y, 1)
zeM

forall x,y € M, and all ¢ > 1. In view of (3.7), the above inequality implies that

T p(x) — T o(y)| < by - d(z,y), V> 1.

Let oo () 1= limsup,_, | o T ¢(z). We show that ¢ is a fixed point of {7} }+=0. Since {7} p(2) }i>1
is equi-Lipschitz on M, it is easy to see that

lim sup 7, () = @oo (), uniformly on x € M.

t——+o00 s>t

Note that
Yoo(r) = limsup TF o T, p(z), Vs = 0.

t——+o0

By Proposition 2.6] (1) and (3), we have

- 1 : + o Tt
P = B Do i, T 0T

— 1 : + -

=T+ 1 li T+
o (lim  lim - max T;7)(x)

:T;r(poo (1‘)

The following result comes from [62]]. Here we give an independent proof.

Proposition 3.5. (/62)])
(1) For each u € S, the uniform limit lim;_, | Tt+u =:vexistsandv € ST.

(2) For each v € 8T, the uniform limit limy_, 4 o, T, v =: u exists and u € S~

Proof. We only prove the first item, since the second one can be proved in a similar manner.

If w € S7, then u = T} u, Vt > 0 by Proposition Using Corollary 2] we get that Tt u < u,
Vt > 0. According to Proposition [2.6] (1), we have

Tifu < Tfu, Vit >t >0.

Hence by Proposition 3.4(1), to finish the proof, it suffices to show that the function (z,t) — T} u(z) is
bounded from below on M x [0, +-00). Assume by contradiction that 7}, u(x) is unbounded from below
on M x [0,400). Let Q@ = — maxzens |u(z)| — 1. Then @ < u. Then from Proposition 2.8](1), we can
find s > 0 such that TsJr u < Q on M. And from Corollary 2.1l we get that

u< T, Q.
On the other hand, we have T, Q < T, u = u from Proposition[2.6](1), which yields a contradiction. [
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By Corollary 2.1 Proposition 3.3]and Proposition one can deduce that

Corollary 3.1.
(1) Letu_ € S~ and uy :=limy_y oo T;fu_ € ST Then Tjfu_ < u_, Vt > 0anduy < u_
(2) Letuy € ST and u_ :=limy_ 1T} uy €S~ Then T, uy > uy, ¥Vt > 0and u_ > u..

3.2.2 Calibrated curves, 1-graphs of backward weak KAM solutions: A,

Let u_ € §~. Denote by [ the Lipschitz constant of u_.

Proposition 3.6. Ler u_ € S~ and let 7y : [a,b] — M be a (u_, L,0)-calibrated curve. Then vy €
CY((a,b), M) and ||5(t)|| < Cyu_y4, Vt € (a,b), where C,,_; depends only on u_ and its Lipschitz
constant l. Meanwhile, for any t1, to € [a,b] with t; < ta, we have

u—(Y(t2)) = hygy)u_ (v ) (V(t2), t2 — t1).

Proof. From the definition of (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve and Proposition we get

Ty, g u—(v(t2)) = u_(y(t2)) = u_(y(t1)) + / 2 L(v(5),4(s), Ty_y,u—(7(s))) ds.

t1

That means 7|, 1] is a minimizer of 7, u_(7(t2)). Thus - belongs to C'. By Proposition 2.9] | [t1, o]

is a minimizer of hy (¢, o (1)) (V(t2), t2 — t1) and

u—(y(t2)) = Tyy g, u—(V(t2)) = Poy(ey)u_ (v(tr)) (V(t2), T2 — t1).

Moreover, by the definition of calibrated curve, we have

L-d(y(t1),7(t2) = u—(y(t2)) —u—(y(t1)) = / 2L(V(S),W(S),U—(V(S)))d& (3.8)

t1
In view of (L2), we get that
L(v A, u-()) = C+ DI = Cu_y (3.9)
where the constant C;,_; > 0 depends on u_ and [. By (3.8) and (3.9), we deduce that

d(y(t1),v(t2)) < Cy_y - (t2 — t1),

which shows that ||¥(t)|| < C\,_, Vt € (a,b). O

The following two lemmas are direct consequences of the definition of dominited functions and
Remark 3.2

Lemma 3.1. (/59 Lemma 4.2]) Let uw € S~ and v : [a,b] — M be a (u, L,0)-calibrated curve. If u is
differentiable at ~y(t) for some t € |a, b], then we have that

H (5(1), Du(y (1)), u((1)) =0, Dul(t) = 9 (+(1), 4(0) u((1)).

Lemma 3.2. (/59 Lemma 4.3]) Given any a > 0, let w < L and let vy : [—a,a] — M be a (u, L,0)-
calibrated curve. Then w is differentiable at ~(0).
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Next proposition is substantially the same as Corollary 3.3 below. Different expressions are given in

Lagrangian and Hamiltnonian frameworks, respectively.
Proposition 3.7. Ifu_ € S~ and vy : [a,b] — M is a (u_, L,0)-calibrated curve, then
7 (v(s),3(5), u=(7(5))) = (v(s +1),9(s + 1), u-(3(s + 1)),

forany s € R, t > 0 satisfying a < s < s+t <b.

Proof. Forany T € (0,b — a), by Proposition we have

U-— (7(8)) - Ts:bJrTu—(’Y(s)) = h’y(b—T),uf('y(b—T))(’Y(s)a s—b+ T)a Vs € [b =T, b]
Since «y is a minimizer of hiy(,_7) u_ ((p—r)) (7(D), T), from Proposition 2.1} we deduce that

OH G
ap

where u(s) = h"/(b*T),u_(’y(bfT)) (7(8)’ s—b+ T) = U— (7(8)) and p(S) = % (7(8)’ ;7(8)’ u(s)) From
Lemma[3.Jland B.2] we get that u_ is differentiable at y(s) for any s € (b — 7,b) and

Y(s) = (s):p(s),uls)), Vselb—70],

Du_(v(s)) = ax( v(8),9(s),u—(7(s))) = p(s), Vse (b—T,b).
Thus
Y(s) = 5= (1(s), Du—(7(s)),u—((s))), Vse (b—r1b). (3.10)

Since ®F = L o ®T o L1, then by (3.10), we have
O (7(s),7(s), u-(7(s)))
=Lo®; o L7 (v(s),4(s),u—(1(s)))
=0l £ (2(5), S (5) Du- (260 u- (261, - (1(5)

=L o0 @ (v(s), Du—(7(s)), u-(7(s)))
=L o @ (v(s),p(s), u(s))
=L(y(s+t),p(s+1t),u(s +1))
( (s+1t),Du_(v(s+1)),u (’Y(S—Ft)))
=(y(s + 1), 4(s + 1), u_(v(s +1))).

forany t € R satisfying s +t < b. O
Recall
Ay i=cl <{(:c,p, u) : x is a point of differentiability of u_,p = Du_(x),u = u_ (CC)})
The next result is devoted to the relation between (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curves and A,,

Corollary 3.2. Letu_ € S™. Let C be the set of all (u_, L,0)-calibrated curves v : [—a,0] — M with
0 < a < 400. Define

€= { (4(®), (1) u-(2(1))) v € C, ¢ € Dom(7) }.

Then cl(C) = L(Ay_).
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Proof. For any v € C, by (3.10) we get that

(V(8),4(), u—(7(s))) = L((s), Du—(7(5)), u(7(s)))-

Thus, we have C C £(A,,_), which implies that cI(C) C £(A,,_) since A,_ is closed.

On the other hand, for any point (x,p,u) € A,_, there is a sequence {z,} C M such that u_ is
differentiable at x,, and

(2n, Du_(zy),u—(xy)) — (z,p,u), n— +oo.

Due to u— € S, we can find a (u_, L,0)-calibrated curve v, : [—a,0] — M for each x,, with
Yn(0) = x,. From Lemma [3.2] we deduce that u_ is differentiable at 7, (¢) for any ¢ € (—a,0). By
Lemma[3.]] for each 7,, we can find a sequence {¢", },,, such that

=0, m oo, Du(uth)) = 52 (nlt)3n(Eh), - (in(E5):

Since u_ is differentiable at x,, = 7,,(0), we get that
W(th) = Tn, Du_(y(t1)) = Du_(z,), m — +oo.

Therefore, by the diagonal argument, one can get that

(Yot )y D (i, (158w (v (875))) — (2, o), ke — Fo0.
It implies that £(z, p,u) € cl(C). O
The following two results are direct consequences of Proposition 3.1l Proposition Proposition
B.7] Lemma3.1land Lemma[3.2]

Corollary 3.3. Letu_ € S_. Let vy : [a,b] — M be a (u—, L,0)-calibrated curve. Then u_ is differen-
tiable at v(s) for all s € (a,b) and

(409 S22, 35D w2, - (1(5)))

is a solution of Q). Moreover,

(1t + ), Du_ (3t + ), u— (1t + ))) = B (1), Du(v(1)).u_(4(1)), Vb, t 45 € [a.],

and
H(7(s), Du—(y(s)),u-(v(s))) =0, Du_(y(s)) = %(W(S),W(S),U—(W(S)))-

Corollary 3.4. Letu_ € S_. Then A, _ is negatively invariant under ®!!.

Define

Yy = ﬂ @Ijt(/\uf) and X, =72, ,
t>0

where m : T*M x R — M denotes the orthogonal projection. By Corollary 3.4l A, is negatively
invariant under ®;7. Thus, we have that

(A, )T (A, )C Ay, YE>5>0. (3.11)
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Since u_ is Lipschitz continuous on M, then A,,_ is a nonempty compact subset of 7*M x R. In view
of 3.11), it follows from Cantor’s intersection theorem that 3, is non-empty and compact. Note that

for s > 0, we have
(3, ) = [ (e (A ) | = (@ (A ) C ()25 (Au ) =20,
t>0 t>0 >0

which implies that 3, is invariant under ®/”.

3.3 The Maié set and Mather measures, revisited

3.3.1 The Mané set associated with a backward weak KAM solution: Nu_
Suppose u_ € S~. Then by Proposition

Uy = t_l)iinoo T fu_ e ST. (3.12)

In view of Corollary B.Tland the ®}’-invariance of Y., we can prove that
Lemma 3.3. (/59 Lemma 4.5]) Let u_ € S~ and let u. be as in 312). Then u_ = uy on Y.

Definition 3.5. Let u_ € S~ and let u. be as in 3.12). Define

Ny ={zeM:u_(z)=us(x)}

By Lemmal[3.3] we deduce that \V,,_ is nonempty.

Proposition 3.8. (/39 Lemma 4.7]) Let u_ € S~ and let uy be as in 3.12). For any given x € M
with u_(x) = uy(x), there exists a curve 7y : (—o0, +00) — M with y(0) = x such that u_(v(t)) =
u(y(t)) for each t € R, and

ws(() = us0®) = [ LG A usb)ds. <R (1Y

Moreover, uy are differentiable at x with the same derivative Duy (x) = % (z,%(0), us ().

Remark 3.3. In [39] the above proposition was proved using the monotonicity assumption 3.1). A key
point in the proof is the fact that calibrated curves admit the action minimizing property. We prove it in
Proposition under (HI)-(H3). So the above result still holds without the monotonicity of H.

Definition 3.6. Let u_ € S~ and let uy be as in 3.12). Define

N i={(@,p,u) eT"M x R:z € N, p= Dus (), u=ux(w)}.

From Proposition we know that V,,_ is well defined and nonempty.

3.3.2 N,_isacompact ®/ -invariant subset of the Maiié set \

Lemma3.4. Letu_ € S~. Then N,_ isa compact subset of T*M x R.
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Proof. Since u_ is Lipschitz, then it is clear that A;,_ is bounded. To finish the proof, it suffices to show
that if Nyy_ 3 (Zn, P, un) — (20, Po, o) as n — 400, then (g, po, ug) € N_. Since x, € N,,_, then
u_(x) = uy (x,). Thus u_(xg) = u () implying that 2o € N,_. In view of (2, pp, tn) € Ny,
Uy = u— () = us(x,) and thus ug = u_(xg) = uy(x0). So, we only need to prove pg = Du_(z).

From Corollary 3.3l and Proposition 3.8] there exists a sequence of (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curves -, :
(=00, +00) = M with 7,,(0) = z, such that (v, (s), pn(s), un(s)) are solutions of (C), where p,,(s) =
55 (1 () A () u— (7 (), un(s) = u—(7a(s))-

Based on Proposition {¥n} and {p,} are uniformly bounded. Since

. oOH
'Yn(s) = 8—(711(5),1)11(5)’uf(’}/n(s))),
p
then
y ——82H( Up) * 3 +_62H( Up) - U +_(92H( Up) - P
'Yn _8]9633 7n7pn7 n 'Yn apau fyn»pna n n apQ ’ynapnn n pn
0’H oH 0*’H OH
—{%(’Vnapmun) ) a—p('Yn,pnaun) + M(%,pn,un) : (a—p(%,pn,un) *Pn
0’H OH OH
—H(’}/n,pn,un)) + a—pQ(’}/n,pnaun) : (_ %(’Yn,pnaun) - %(’Ynapn,un) pn)}

Therefore, {¥,,} are also uniformly bounded. Without any loss of generality, we may assume that y,, — -y
and 4, — % uniformly on [—1, 1], where the curve 7 can be verified as a (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve

with v(0) = zo by G.13). Hence, Du_(z¢) = %(7(0), 4(0), u—(v(0))). Recall that p,, = Du_(x,,) =
9L (7,(0), 4 (0), u— (7,(0))). Letting n — 400, we get that pg = Du_(z). O

Lemma3.5. Letu_ € S~. Then N,,_ is ® -invariant. For any (xo, po, uo) € Ny_, let (z(t),p(t),u(t)) :=

®f (20, po, uo). Then (x(t),u(t)) is a semi-static curve.

Proof. Since (0, po, uo) € N,,_, by Corollary33land Proposition B.8lthere exists a curve v : (—o0, 400) —
M withy(0) = g such that (y(t), Du_(v(t)), u—(v(t))) is a solution of (C) and v(0) = zo, Du_(v(0)) =
Du_(z¢) = po, u—(v(0)) = u_(zp) = up. From the uniqueness of solutions of initial value problem

of ordinary differential equations, we have (z(t),p(t), u(t)) = (y(t), Du_(v(t)),u—(y(t))), Vt € R.
Hence, (z(t),p(t),u(t)) € N,,_, Vt € R.

By Proposition B.8]agian, ~y is a (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve. From Proposition[3.6] for any ¢1,t2 € R
with t1 < t9,

U— (7(752)) = h'y(tl),u_(ﬁ/(tl))(W(tﬁ,t2 - tl)'
So (z(t),u(t)) = (y(t),u—_(v(t))) is globally minimizing. Note that

u-(7(t2)) = Tou-(v(t2)) = Inf oy (5)(7(t2), 8) < hy)u- (o)) (1(t2), 8), - Vs > 0.
From above formulas, we can deduce that (z(t), u(t)) is a semi-static curve. O
By Lemma[3.3] we have
Nu_ CN. (3.14)

Thus, NV is nonempty.
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Proposition 3.9. Letu_ € S—. Then

Nu =3 =) 2"(Au).
t>0

Proof. Since J\~/u, c A,_ and J\~/u7 is <I>tH -invariant, then ./\7“7 C f]uf. On the other hand, for any
(z,p,u) € ¥,_, by Lemma[B.3] we deduce that u_ () = u. (x). From Proposition u_ is differen-
tiable at =. Notice that (z,p,u) € A,,_. Therefore, p = Du_(z) and u = u_(z). O

3.3.3 The decompositions of the Maiié set and the set of Mather measures
Proof of Theorem[II] Take any point (g, po,up) € N. Let (z(s),p(s),u(s)) := ®¥(z0,po, uo). In
view of (3.14), we only need to show that there is u_ € S~ such that (g, pg, ug) € N,_, i.e.,

ux(wo) = ug, po = Dux(xo).

Define u(r,t) := infser Py(s)u(s) (2, t) for (z,t) € M x (0, +00). Forany ¢ > 0, we notice that the
function  — u(2,t) = infser Py(s)u(s) (¥, 1) is continuous on M since u(s) is bounded by Proposition
3.2]

Step 1: We assert that u(z(o),t) = u(o), Vt > 0, Vo € R. By definition, we have
t) = inf h t).

u(x(a)a ) slgR z(s),u(s) (x(a)a )

Since (z(s), u(s)) is semi-static, then
hx(a—t),u(a—t) (x(o-)’ t) = u(a)

So, in order to prove the above assertion, it suffices to show that

hm(s),u(s) (x(o-)at) > u(o), Vs € R. (3.15)
For s < o, since (x(s), u(s)) is semi-static, we get that

u(a) = }_I;f(; hx(s),u(s)(x(a)’T) < hx(s),u(s)(x(a)’t)'

For s > o, we have u(s) = hy(5—t) u(o—t)(2(8),s — o +t). Thus

u(a) = }_I;f(; hx(a—t),u(a—t) (x(o-)’ T)

N

hm(oft),u(aft) (x(o-)’ 5§—0+ Qt)

= ziélj\% P bty oy (225 —0+) (T(0), £)
< Pa(5) a1y oy (a(s) s~ +1) (2(0), )
< N (s)us) (2(0), 1)

So far, we have proved (3.13)) and thus the assertion holds true.

Step 2: We assert that for any to > ¢; > 0, we have u(z,t2) < u(x,t;) for any x € M. In fact, by
Proposition 2.4] (1) again, we have

(s —torttn)uls—torrt) (%1 £2) S Pas) ooy gy uiomtg g @ ta=t0) (B 81) = Pags) ) (2:11),

where the equality holds since (z(s), u(s)) is semi-static. Therefore,

u(x, t2) = slglf{ hm(sfthrtl),u(sfthrtl) (x, t2) < 81212 hm(s),u(s) (x, tl) = u(x, tl)-
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Step 3: We assert that the limit limy_, o u(x,t) =: u_(x) exists and u_ € S~. If the assertion is true,
then by Step 1, we get that u_(x(s)) = limy—, o u(z(s),t) = u(s) for any s € R.

In fact, from Proposition 2.4] (1) and (3), for any ¢t > 7 > 0, x € M we get that

p— ] f
u(-% t) slgR hgg(s),u(s) (.%'7 t)
- slglgl zléljf\.d hz’hI(S),u(s)(Z,t*T) (.%', T)

= inf inf h,,

Inf inf hop, i t-n) (@ T) (3.16)

= inf h, x,T)

zeM seR hz(s),u(s)(zvtfq—)(

= Zlél{/[ Pz p—ry (2, 7) = T u(w, t — 7).

Therefore, according to Step 1 and (3.16)), we have
up = u(0) = u(z(0),t + 1) = Ty u(zo,t) = Zlél]\f/l hzvu(zvt) (20,1) < h%u(ﬂﬁvt)(x()? 1)

forallt > 0 and all x € M, where the third equality holds by Proposition 2.6 (4) (i). For Proposition
we get that

hr0U0 (g 1) < hFO e u@n @) (1) = u(x,t), Ve M, Vt > 0.
Since the function © — h*0"0(x, 1) is bounded on M, then u(x,t) is bounded from below on M X

[0, +00). And by Step 2, we have

u(z,t) <u(z,1) = Sigff{hx(s)m(s)(x, 1) < hgoue(x,1), Vze M, Vt>1.

Hence, u(z,t) = T,_u(x,1) is bounded on M x [1,+00).
From Proposition 3.4](2), one can get that lim inf; , | o T, u(z, 1) exists and belongs to S~. Hence

from Step 2 and (3.16)), we get that

u_(z) = lim wu(z,t)= lim T, ju(z,1) =liminf 7, ju(z,1) € S".

t—+o00 t—+o00 t—+o00

Step 4: We assert that x(s) is a (u—, L, 0)-calibrated curve. Since (z(s),u(s)) = (z(s), u—(z(s))) is
semi-static, then by Proposition 3.1} we have

t2
Pty u (z(tr)) (2 (t2), t2 — t1) = u_(w(t1)) + / L(2(8),2(5), bty ) u_ (a(tr)) (x(5), s — t1))ds

t1

for any ¢; < to. Note that

Pty (a(tr)) (T (t2), T2 — t1) = u—(2(t2)),  hay) (@) (@(s), s —t1) = u_(z(s)), s € [t1,t2].

Thus, we get that

u_(a(tz)) — u_(a(tr)) = / " L(a(s), (), u(w(s))) ds,

impliying that z:(s) is a (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve.

Then by Corollary B3] pg = g—é (2(0),4(0),u(0)) = Du—(x¢) since u(0) = u_(z(0)).
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Step 5: Let uy := . liin T, u_. Then we assert that ug = u(zg) and pg = Du (7). By Proposition
— 400
we have
TiHu_(zo) = sup B (zg, ) = D= (50 1), Vi > 0.

yeM

Since (z(s),u—(x(s))) is semi-static, then u_ (x(t)) = hgy o (2(), t). By Proposition 2.2] we get that

RO u=@EW) (30 1) = .
Hence, we have T, u_(xq) > ug, implying that

u (o) = ug = u—(xo).
In view of Corollary 3.1} uy < u_. So far, we have proved that

uy(z0) = uo = u—(2o).
At last, by Step 4 and Proposition we have

po = Du_(xg) = Duy ().

Now the proof is complete. U

A direct consequence of Theorem [[.T]and Proposition B.9lis as follows.

Corollary 3.5. N C £ = {(z,p,u) € T*M x R : H(x,p,u) = 0}.

The following results in this part are devoted to the relation between the set of Mather measure 91
and
M, ={peP(T*M xR):suppu C A, , (D )yu = p, Vt € R}.

For any u_ € S, notice from Lemma [3.4] and Lemma B3] that AV, is a compact ®/-invariant
subset of 7*M x R. By the Krylov-Bogoliubov Theorem, there exist Borel &/ -invariant probability

measures supported in N.._. Define
Mm, = {peP(T*M xR): pis <I>tH—invariant with supp u C J\N/u_}
A direct consequence of Proposition is as follows.
Corollary 3.6. Letu_ € S~. Then m, =M, .

In view of (3.14), we get that ,
M, =M, C M. (3.17)

Hence, M is nonempty. Moreover, we can deduce Corollary [l directly from Theorem [[.1]

4 Stability and instability of stationary solutions

We will prove Theorem Theorem [L3] and take a closer look at Example [LT]in this section. Let

u_ € §~. For any positive real number ¢, define

wi=u_ 46, us:=u_—0.
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4.1 Key lemmas

Lemma 4.1. Let u_ € S satisfy (AI). Then for any constant ¢ > 0, there is t. > 0 depending on c
such that each (u_, L,0)-calibrated curve vy : [—t.,0] — M satisfies

0
[ B G460 u ) ds < (A + ol
where A is as in (AL).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there are a constant ¢p > 0, a sequence {¢,,} with t,, — 400 as

n — +oo and a sequence of (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve ~,, : [—t,,0] — M such that

0
%/_tn g_i/(’}/n(s)a;yn(s)aU_(’Yn(s)))ds > —A+ .

Define a sequence of measures {x, } on M x R by

. e .
[ i = [ O in(s)u(n(5)ds, V1 € CUTM X R.R).
TMxR n J—tn
From Proposition all (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curves are equi-Lipschitz. Thus, for each n,
supp pin C {(z,2,u) € TM X R : |u] < [Juloo, [|Z] < Cu_ s}

By Prokhorov Theorem, there exists a point of accumulation of {,, } with respect to the vague topology,
denoted by ji. By the similar arguments used in [49], one can deduce that ji is ®}-invariant. From the

definition of p,,, we get that

L
/ g (x,Z,u)dp > —A + cp. 4.1)
TMxR OU

Moreover, by Corollary 3.2, we have supp , C L£(A,_). Thus supp i C L(A,_). Let i = (L7 1)yfi.

Then fi is a /7 -invariant measure whose support is contained in A,,_. Thus, i € 9,,_. In view of

OH 0*H 0 OH
il - — (. ==
au (I’,p,u) p a 8 (1’ p7 ) 8u (.YJ, ap (.%',p, u)au)
0*H aL OH O*H aL oH
oL, 6 0OH aL -
- %(Cﬂ, a—p(xapau),u) - _a_u o E(:U,p,u),
we get that
/ aH(x DU )d/}:/ aL(xmu)d,agA—co<A,
T*MxR OU TMxr Ou
which contradicts (A1). O

Lemma 4.2. Let u_ € S™. For any ¢ > 0, there is a constant § > 0 such that for any (u_, L,0)-
calibrated curve v : [a,b] — M( —oco < a < b < 400), there holds

1
| [ G636 0006 + 0€()d0 = SE ()3 0w ()] < e Vs e a6

for any € € C([a,b], R) satisfying ||€||so < 0.
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Proof. Let 0 < 6 < 1 be a constant to be determined later. For any (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve v :
[a,b] — M, we have that

1
‘ /0 g—i(WM(s),u (7(5)) + 0&(5))dO — 2_5(7(5)’7(8)’“ (”(S)))‘
oL

= |3, (1), 4(8)su-(3(9)) + o) = 5= 43)

2
_ %(y(s),ﬁ(s),u—w(s)) +10s)

los|, Vs € [a,b],

where |ns| < |os| < 6 for any s € [a, b]. From Proposition 3.6l one can deduce that {(v(s),5(s)) : s €
la,b]} C K :={(z,&) € TM : ||z|]| < Cy_,}. Thus,

{(v(8),3(5), u—(7(s)) + 1) + 5 € [a, 8]} € K x [=Jlu—]loo — 1, [Ju—]lo + 1.

Let

0’L
V= max{‘w(x,jz,u)‘ (2,8, 0) € K X [=|uclloo — 1, Ju_]lo + 1]}.
Let 6 = min{1, £ }. Then by @3), inequality #2) holds true. O

Lemma 4.3. Let u_ € S~ and let tg > 0 be a constant. For any € > 0, there is §g > 0 such that for any
x € M and any § € [0, 0¢), there are a minimizer s : [—to,0] — M of T; us(x) with vs(0) = z and a
(u_, L,0)-calibrated curve v : [—to,0] — M, satisfying

d((35(5), 36(5)); (1(),34(5)) ) < &, Vs € [t0, 0.

Proof. Assume by contradition that there are £y > 0, a sequence of positive numbers {d,,} with 1 >
d, — 0, a sequence of points {x,,} C M, such that for any minimizer v, : [~to,0] — M of T} us, ()
with v,,(0) = z,, and any (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve v : [—to, 0] — M, there holds

d(('Yn(sn)7;Yn(3n))a ('Y(Sn)a')’(sn))) Z €0, (4.4)

for some s, € [—to,0]. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may suppose that x,, — x and
Tn(—to) = v.
Since 7, is the minimizer of T} us, (), by Proposition we get that

Ty s, (Tn) = Py, (—t0) s, (v (~t0)) (1 (0), 0), (4.5)
and 7y, is a minimizer of Ay, (_t0) us. (va(~t0)) (Yn(0), o). In view of Proposition 2.3] we have
{(vn(s),pn(s),un(s)) :n €N, se[—ty,0]} CKy_ 1,

where un () = R, (“t0),us, (v (—t0)) (Yn(8)s To + 8), Pn(s) = %(yn(s), Y (8), un(s)), and KCy_ 4, is a
compact subset of T*M x R depending only on u_ and tq. By Proposition 2.1} one can deduce that

n(5) = S (n(5) () (). Vs € (10,01 “wo

So, {4} is uniformly bounded on [—t¢, 0]. That means {~, } is equi-Lipschitz. Utilizing Arzela-Ascoli

Theorem and if necessary passing to a subsequence, we have

Yn — 7, uniformly on [—tg, 0], 4.7)
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for some v : [—tg,0] — M with v(0) = x and y(—to) = y. From (.6), we obtain that

y ——82H( Up) * 3 +_82H( Up) - U +—32 ( Up) - P
'Yn _8]9633 7n7pn7 n 'Yn apau 'Ynypna n n apQ ’ynaprh n pn
O*H OH O*H OH
_{%(Vn,pmun) ) a—p(%wpnaun) + M(’Vnapnaun) : (8—p(7napnaun) *Pn
O*H OH OH
_H(rynapn,un)) + a—pg(r)/n,pnaun) : (_ %(Vn,pnaun) - %(Vnapnaun) pn)}

for Vs € [—tg, 0]. This implies that {%,,} is uniformly bounded in [—tg, 0]. By Arzela-Ascoli Theorem

again, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may suppose that
An — a, uniformly on [—t¢, 0]. (4.8)
In view of @.7) and (4.8), we deduce that o = 4.

To finish the proof, we only need to show that +y is a (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve, which contradicts
(@4). By Proposition 241 (2), we have for each n € N that

|h'yn( to),u—(yn(—to)) (xnatO) - h’yn(fto),u(gn(’yn(fto))(xnat0)| < k||u, - U(SnHoo = ko, 4.9)

where k& denotes the Lipschitz constant of h..(-,p) on M X [—||u_|s — 1, ||u—||sc + 1] x M. By
Proposition (3), we have
Ty us, (2n) = u—(wn)| < |Ty us, — u-lloo < €M0[lug, —u—|loo < M08, (4.10)
Combining (£.3), (4.9) and @.10Q), we have
ey (—to) (o (—t0)) (T t0) — u—(z)| < (eM0 + k), Vn e N.

Letting n tend to +00, it yields u_ () = hy(—¢),u_(v(—t0)) (%, to). Moreover, by Proposition 2.41 (1) and
Proposition we have

h’yn(—to),u5n (’Yn(_t())) (iEn, to) = h'Yn(S—tO)yh (’\/n(s—to),s) ('In’ tO - 8)? \V/S € [0, tO]

n(=tg) ug, (vn(—to))

Letting n tend to +o00, we get that

h’\/(fto),u_(’\/(fto)) (x7 t(]) = h'Y(s*tO)vh-y(ftO),u_(w(—to))('Y(s*to)vs) (x7 tO - 8)? Vs € [07 to]

Thus, by Proposition 2.41(1), y is a minimizer of Ay (_4) w_ (v(—t,)) (%, to). Since u_ € S, by Proposition
4),

nf () (@ t0) = Tyt (@) = u— () = ha(—t) u- (10 (#: T0)-

Then from Proposition 2.10l we deduce that  is a minimizer of T} u_(z). Using Proposition
b
u—(y(0)) = T, ju—((b)) = u—(v(a)) +/ L(v(s),7(s),u—(v(s)))ds, ¥ —to < a < b < 0.
a
This means that v is a (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve. The proof is complete. O

Corollary 4.1. Let u_ € S~ and let ty > 0 be a constant. For any ¢ > 0, there is a constant 6, > 0
such that for any x € M and any € (0, 0], there are a minimizer 75 : [—to,0] — M of T, us(x) with
v5(0) = x and a (u—, L, 0)-calibrated curve v : [—tg,0] — M, satisfying

| /0 e (10 30(8), - (25(6)) = (s +10) )8 = 52 (29 3(5) u- ()| <

forall s € [—tg,0], where ws(T) = u_(vs(T — to)) — T-us(vs(T — to)), V7 € [0, o).
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Proof. We get from Proposition 3.6l that for any (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve v : [—tg, 0] — M,
{(7(s),%(s)) : s € [~t0,0]} C K :={(w,&) : x € M, ||&|| < C,,_y} C TM,

where [ and C',_ ; are as in Lemma 4.1l Note that ‘g—ﬁ(-, -,+) is uniformly continuous on the compact set
Q=K1 x[—|u—|loc — 1, |u—||co + 1] where K7 := {(x,2) € TM : d(K, (z,2)) < 1}, d(K, (z, %)) =
S

inf(, syex d((x,4), (y,9)). Thus, there is a constant & € (0, 1) such that

oL oL
oL . 0L . < ‘
5 (x, 2, u) o (xo,mo,uo)‘ <ec 4.11)

holds for any (x4, u), (o, &0, up) € Q satisfying d((x, &, u), (w0, 0, uo)) < €.

From Lemma[4.3] we deduce that for any 2 € M and any ¢ € [0, dg] where &g is as in Lemma4.3]
we can find a minimizer vs : [~to,0] — M of T} us(x) with 45(0) = 2 and a (u_, L, 0)-calibrated
curve v : [—tp, 0] — M, such that

: : . (€ E,_
d(('y(s),*y(s)), (75(3),75(3))) < mln{g, El N Vs e [~t,0] (4.12)
Taking 6. = min{do, e~ }. By Proposition 2.6](3), we have for any § € [0, ] that

_ - €
lws(T)] < || T7us — u—||oo < et lus — u—]|oo < eMog, < 1 V71 € [0, o). (4.13)

It is clear that for any s € [—t, 0], we have
1oL , oL _
, Ou <’Y5(S)a J5(8), u—(7s(s)) — Ows(s + to))d@ = 9 ("}/5(8),"}/5(8), u_(v5(s)) — Esws(s + to)),
for some & satisfying |€s| < 1. Combining @.12) and @.I3), we have

a(((v(). (), u— (1)) (35(5) 35 (5), u—(35(5)) = Esws(s +10)) ) <&

for any s € [—tg, 0]. Using (4.11), we get that

1
| /0 O (ot is(s), - () — B0 + £0) )0 — I (3(5), 3(5), - (1(5))|
oL oL

= |5 (%(8),%(5),% (73(s)) — Esws (s + to)) - %(’V(S),"y(s),u, (7(5)))‘ <e

for all s € [, 0]. O

4.2 The proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.2] Let A be as in (AL). Let 0 < ¢ < é be an arbitrary constant. By Lemma 4.1
there is t. > 0 such that

0
/t g—i(ﬁ(s)ﬁ(s),u_(&(s)))ds < (—A+ o),

holds true for all (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curves 7 : [—t.,0] — M.

Since the rest of the proof is quite long, we divide it into three parts.
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Step 1: Define
5 i=e My, wli=u_ +4,

where § € [0,6¢] and § is as in LemmaH.2] We aim to estimate the term ||7}_u’ — u_ | .
Forany z € M, let~y : [—t.,0] — M be a (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve with 7(0) = z. Let
a(s) == u_(y(s —to), @(s): =T u(v(s—t.)), sel0,te] (4.14)
For any s, As with 0 < s < s + As < t., in view of u_ € S~ and (@.14)), we have

u(s+ As) =u_(y(s+ As —t.))

As
—u_(y(s —tc)) + /0 L(Y(m+s =) AT+ s —te)yu-(Y(T+s =) dr 45

s+As
=u(s) + / L(y(1 = te), ¥(T — te), u(r))dr.

In view of #.14) and the semigroup property of 7, , we have

(s + As) = T;Asu‘s(y(s +As —t.)) =Tx, o T7u’ (v(s 4+ As — t.))
0

B i(0)=w(i?JfAsftc){T;U(S(PNY(_AS)) - /As L), i) Trias© Tgua(:y(T)))dT}

As (4.16)
<T5_u5(7(5 —t) + / L(’}/(T +s—te),¥(T+ s —t.), T;+5U6(7(7— + s — tc)))dT
0

s+As
=a°(s) + / L(y(7 = te),%(T — L), @ (1)) dr.

Let w(s) := @®(s) — u(s), s € [0,t.]. By Proposition 2.6 (1), w(s) > 0, Vs € [0,t.] and w(0) = 4.
Combining (£.13) and @.16), we get that

w(s + As)

s+As
o(s) + / (L(V(7 = te) (7 = 1), @ (7)) = L(Y(T = te), 47 = te), (7)) )dr 4 19y

N

s+As 1
<w(s) + / w(T)/O g_f: (7(7’ —te), Y (T — te),u(T) + 917)(7'))d9d7’.

By Proposition 2.6 (2), one can deduce that w(s) is Lipschitz on [0, t.]. So w is differentiable almost
everywhere in [0, t.]. Therefore, by @.17) we have

1
. oL
i(s) < (s) / 2 (305 — 1), A5 — te)ou (10 — ) + 0u(s) )b, ae.s € [0,.].
0
By Proposition 2.6 (3),
[0(s)] < | T5u? — u_]joo < |1’ — u_||loe < eMed® =14, Vs el0,t,].
Using Lemma 4.2l we have
. (0L :
i(s) < w(s) (52 (v(s 1), 3 (s — o), u—(7(s 1)) +e).
Consider the following Cauchy problem

1(5) = () (9 (35— 1), A — te) - (15 — 1) +¢),
d.
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Hence, we get that
1T ul(z) — u_ ()| = w(t.) < w(0)e 0[50 (V(s—te) A (s—te)u—((s—te)))+clds Sel=At20)te.
where the last inequality comes from Lemma[.Il According to the arbitrariness of z, it yields

1Ty’ — u_o < 6742 5 € [0,6°.

Step 2: Define
us:=u_ —0, 06€]l0,0,
where .. is as in Corollary 4.1l We will estimate the term || T} s — u_ || cc-

For any 2 € M, by Corollary .1l we can find a minimizer 5 : [~t.,0] — M of T, us(zx) with
75(0) = x such that

1
/ g_i (’Yé(s —te), Y5 (s — te),u—(5(s —te)) — 0 (u—(75(s —te)) — T us(vs(s — tc)))>d0
0

0L

S %(’YO(S —te),Jo(s — te),u—(o(s —te))) +¢, Vs e [0,t],

for some (u_, L,0)-calibrated curve 7 : [—t., 0] — M. Define u(s) := u_(ys(s — t.)) and us(s) :=
T us(vs(s —tc)), s € [0, t.]. For any s, As satisfying 0 < s < s + As < t,, we have

(s + As) =u_(v5(s + As —t.)) = Th u_(ys(s + As — 1))

= ot e Gea s [ GO AT s G}

Y(0)=7s (s+As—tc) —As

As (4.18)

Su_(75(s —te)) + /0 L(vs(T + 5 = te), 35(T + 5 — te),u—(9(1 + 5 — 1)) )dr
s+As
:QNL(S) + / L('Y(S(T - tc)a ;75(7' - tc)? ﬁ(T))dT,
and
Us(s + As) =T, aus(vs(s + As —te)) = Th, o Ty us(ys(s + As —tc))
0 . 3 B ~
ot T8+ [ LA T, o T sl )
(4.19)

s+As
:Tsiué(%s(s - tc)) + / L(W&(T - tc)a '%(7— - tc)’ T;ué('Yé(T - tc)))dT
s+As ’
() + [ L(w(r =t Aalr —to)sas(r))dr.

Define w(s) := u(s) — ug(s), s € [0,t.]. From Proposition [2.6] (1) we have w(s) > 0, Vs € [0,t.] and
w(0) = 4. By @I8) and @.19), we get that

w(s + As)

s+As
w(s) + / (L("}/(;(T —te), Ys(T — tc),ﬁ(T)) - L(’)’(;(T —te),Ys(T — tc),ﬁg(T)))dT

N

<w(s) + /:+AS w(T) /01 g—z (75(7' —te), Ys(T — te),u(r) — 0?13(7'))d6’d7'.
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By Proposition (2), w(s) is Lipschitz on s € [0,t.] which implies that w is differentiable almost

everywhere on [0, t.|. Therefore according to above inequality, we have

1
w(s) < 11)(3)/0 g—i <'y§(s —te),Ys(s —te), u—(vs(s — tc)) — Hﬁ)(s))dﬁ, ae. s € [0,

From Corollary 4.1} we have

- - oL .
i(s) < w(s)( G (v0(s = te) ol — te) u-(0(s = £e))) + ).
Consider the Cauchy problem

oL
w(s) = w(s) (8—u(’yo(s —te),Y0(s — te),u_(yo(s — te))) + c),
w(0) =0
and by Lemma 4] for any x € M we get

T us(2) — u(2)] = B(te) < @(0)edo 5 Colo—te)dols—te)u-(o(s—te))Felds  so(~At2e)te

It yields
1T us — u_]loc < 56(7A+26)tc, Vo € [0, 0c).

Step 3: Let A, = min{d¢,d.}. Note that A, depends on ¢, since ¢ and J. depend on c. Take ¢ €
C(M,R) with || — u_||oc = 6 < Ac. Then us, < us < ¢ < u® < u®

From Step 1, Step 2 and Proposition 2.6] (1) we get that
uée(—A+2C)tc = — 56( A-‘,-QC)tc < T U5 j’vt SO T U u_ 4 56(—A+20)tc _ uée(*AJch)tc.

And since de(~AT20)te < 5 < A, we still have

— — (—=A+2¢c)te —
o 562( A+2c)te T’tc uée <u_ + 562( A+2c)te

< thu(se(—fw?c)tc < TQ_tc(p <
So, one can deduce that

—U_|oo < ™ TATNe v e N, (4.20)

H ntC

Forany ¢ > 0, lett = nt. +t,n € N, ¢ € [0,t.). Then using (@.20) and Proposition 2.6](3), we have

)\tH

1T, — u—]|oo < —t|oo < 8- MHNEARN iy g - O AT (4.21)

ntC

(A+A—2c)

where C.. = e te depends on c.

Letc = % and define A := A% Thus for any ¢ € C(M, R) satistying || — u_||cc < A, we obtain
that
177 = uloo < llp = u-llo - Ca €727, VWt >0, (4.22)
which means u_ is Lyapunov stable and locally asymptotically stable.

Moreover, suppose ¢ € C(M, R) satisfies [|p—u_||oc < A.Forany ¢ > 0,let s, := max{l, —2(In A.—
In(A-Ca4))}. So we get from inequality @.22) that ||T;_p—wu_|| < A.. Therefore, we can use inequality
4
(@21) again and get that

||thrsCSD —Uu— || < ||Tsz —Uu— || c 6( At2e)t < Ac : Cc : 6(7A+26)t, vt > 0.
Thus, lim sup w < —A+2¢, Ve > 0. According to the arbitrariness of ¢, we have lim sup 22 £=t=lo 7 - oo
t——+00 t—+00
_A. U
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4.3 The proof of Theorem

Before proving Theorem [[.3] we need to show the following result first.

Lemma 4.4. Let u_ € S™. If there exists pn € M, _ satisfying
OH ,
x,p,u)du =: —A" <0,
/T*MXR Ou ( )

then for any to > 0 there exists o € M and a (u_, L,0)-calibrated curve ~yy : (—00,0] — M with
(0) = xo such that

0 oL ,
/ a—u(%(s), Yo (s), u— (70(8)))615 > At (4.23)
—to
Proof. Notice that
OL O0H
/ 5 —(z, &, u)dpy, = —/ o —(z,p,u)dpy = A" > 0, (4.24)
TMxR T*M xR

where pz, = Lypis a ®F-invariant measure and supp i, C L(N,_).

Assume by contradiction that there exists x > 0, such that

0
/ 2_1[;(7“:(3)’%3(8)7u—('}’x(s)))ds<A/.,€

holds for all x € M and all (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curves v, : (—oo,0] — M with 7,(0) = x. Since pur,

is ®F-invariant, we have

oL oL oL
/ ~-dpL = / ——d(®Y)spr, = / — o®lduy, VseR.
TMxR OUu TMxR OU TMxR OUu

Since supp uuz, € L(N,_), wehave supp sz, € {(7(0),5(0),u_(7(0))) : v : (—o0, +00) — M isa (u_, L,0) -calibrat
from Proposition [3.8] By integration on [—k, 0], we get from Proposition 3.7] that

oL L, . .
K/TMxR u (. &, w)dps, _/ /TM><R ou <<1>s (x’x’“))dﬂLds
z Yz(S), U—\Vz (S dsd
/TMXR k 8u 7 Ya(s) (7a( ))) 19

/ A IiduL A,
TMxR

which contradicts (4.24]). O

Proof of Theorem Letc = %/, where A’ is as in Lemma[4l By Lemma[.2] we can find § > 0 such
that (@.2)) holds true for any (u_, L, 0)-calibrated curve v : [a,b] — M and any £ € C([a,b],R) with

1€lloc <0

Let A’ = § and u, := u_ — ¢, where € > 0 is small enough. To finish the proof, it suffices to show
that forany 1 > ¢ > 0,
limsup || T, ue — u_|joo = A
t—-+o0

Assume by contradiction that there are 1 > £y > 0 and ¢’ > 0 such that for each ¢ > ¢/,

e — T ey ||oo < A (4.25)
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Let t1 := inf{7 : Ju_ — T} usylloc < A', Vit > 7}. Let t be a positive constant to be determined later.
Using Lemma 4.4] there are g € M and a (u_, L,0)-calibrated curve 7g : (—o0,0] — M satisfying

")/0(0) = xo and m Lett := t1 4+ to
Let @(s) := u_(yo(s — t)) and @, (s) := Ty ue,(y0(s — 1)), s € [0,1]. For every s, As satisfying
0<s<s+As <t wehave

(s + As) = u_(yo(s + As — 1))

A, AS A A A
—u_(q0(s — 1)) + /0 L(o(r+5 — 1), 30( + 5 — D), u_(r0(r + 5 — )))dr

A,

s+As R
—i(s) + / L(no(r — £),40(r — 8), (7)) dr,

and

leo (5 + As) = T p ueo(0(s + As — t)) = Tx, 0 Ts uey(yo(s + As — 1))

=t T, GEa) + [ LG T o T, ()i

F(0)=0(s+As— t —As

As
<T; uey(o(s — 1)) + L(vo(T +s—=1),30(T + s — 1), T uey (Yo (7 + s — )))dr
0

s+As R R
=, (s) + / L(’yO(T — 1), %0 (T — 1), 1, (T))dT.

Let w(s) := i(s) — i, (s) From Proposition 2.6 (1) we have 0 (s) = 0, Vs € [0,] and @(0) = &¢. In
view of the above arguments, we get that
w(s + As)

A

s+As
a(s)+ [ (Llalr = )A0(r = B.(r)) = Ln(r = )50l ey (1) )dr

WV
2
o

s+As 1 oL R R
>w(s) + / 1?1(7')/ %(70(7' —t),% (T —t),a(r) — 912)(7'))d9d7’.
s 0
Since v is Lipschitz, by Proposition 2.6 (2) we know 1(s) is Lipschitz in [0, #]. So 1(s) is differentiable

almost everywhere in [0, £]. Therefore by the above inequality, we have

LaL

d(s) > (s) / = (ol — B)ols — ), ls) — 0ub(s))d0 = 0(s) - g(s), a5 € [0,

0

where g(s) := 0 au (70(5 —1),%0(s — £),0(s) — 6(s))db, s € [0,£]. Consider the Cauchy problem

‘We can deduce that
u—(z0) — T} us(20) = u—(70(0)) — T uey(70(0))

— (@) > 0 (0) - o 9)ds — o . efcf 9(s)ds (4.26)
= 80 . ef(fl g(s) S ft1+t0
Next we estimate fgl s)ds and [, 1110 o (s)ds, respectively. First, we deal with fo s)ds. Note

that
Uz, t,0) :=u_(x) —0(u_(r) — T] usy(x)), (x,t,0) € M x[0,t1] x [0,1]
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is a continuous funtion. From Proposition we know that ||§]| < C,,_ for all (u_, L,0)-calibrated
curves. Thus, {(vo(s — 1), 50(s — ©), a(s) — 010 (s)) : s € [0, 1]} is contained in the following compact

set:
{(z,2,u) : 2 € M, |u| < |[[Ulloo, [|2]] < Cu_s}-

So, there is a positive constant DD depending only on u_ and ¢, such that

0L .

|—u(70(5 —1),50(s — 1), 4(s) — 0i(s))| < D, Vs € [0,t1], VO € [0,1].

Thus, we get that

/0 /tl/ ‘au Yo(s = 1), 40(s — ), a(s) —Gw(s))‘deds
Z— /Otl/o DdOds > —Dt;.

Second, we estimate t1+t° g(s)ds. From 23] we have
()| < flue — Ty uelloo < A =108, t> 1.

Using Lemma .2l and Lemma4.4] we get that

t1+to t1+to aL N ~
/ 5)ds = / / (o — ), 50(s — ), u_(0(s — £)) — 0 (s)) dbds
t1 t1

> [ (2 ot — B0t — ol — ) — )

t1

= [ (G5 ot 30t olo) — )t

A/
>A'ty — ctg = Eto.

(4.27)

(4.28)

Take to := max{1, 204 4 2 In QA ==} depending only on u_, t;, A’, e and A’. Then according to

» A

the formulas (@.26), (@.27) and (&.28]), we know

t1+t
u— (7o) — T ey (z0) 2€0 - elota(s)ds | Ji 0 g(s)ds

>ep-e Pl erto — oA > A,
which contradicts (@.23)). The proof is now complete.
4.4 Example[L1] revisited

Recall Example [T mentioned in the Introduction.

wi(w,t) + || Dw(x, t)||* = (Dg(), Dw(x, 1)) = f(z)(w(z,t) — g(z)) =0, =€ M,

where f, g are smooth functions on M. Here,

H(z,p,u) = ||p|* — (Dg(x),p) — f(z)(u — g()),

and )
L(z,&,u) = ||& + Dy(x)||* + f(z)(u — g()).

(4.29)
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It is direct to check H satisfies conditions (H1)-(H3) and w = g is a classical solution of (4.29).

Take an arbitrary p € 901,. By the property of invariant measures, recurrent points are almost every-

where in supp . Take an arbitrary recurrent point (o, po, uo) € supp p. Define (z(t), p(t), u(t)) :=
®H (z9, po,ug), t € R. There is a sequence {¢,,} such that

tn — 00, (x(tn)ap(tn)au(tn)) - (SUO,PO,UO), n — +o0.
Since supp y is @ -invariant, the orbit (x(t),p(t), u(t)) lies on A,. Thus, we have
(@(),p(t), u(t)) = (x(t), Dg(x(t)), 9(x(1))), VtER, (4.30)

and (o, po, uo) = (x0, Dg(wo), g(xo)). Notice that

#(t) = %—;I(x(t),p(t)m(t)) = 2p(t) — Dyg(x(t)) = 2Dg(x(t)) — Dy(x(t)) = Dg(x(t)).

Then we have
tn tn
| s Pds = [ (Dglats)) i (s))ds = gla(ta)) - glaa) — 0, 0 +oc,
0 0
It yields that
x(t) = Dg(x(t)) =0, VteR.
Thus, Dg(zo) = 0. By @30), we get that for any t € R, (z(t), p(t), u(t)) = (20,0, g(z0)).

Let G := {(2,0,9(z)) : Dg(z) = 0}. It is clear that G is nonempty. According to the above

arguments, we can deduce that
supppu C G, Vyu e M,.
It is direct to check that G consists of fixed points of ®{’. For any point (z,0, g(%)) € G, 0(3,0,9(7)) 15 @
®H _invariant probability measure supported in Ay
By direct computations, %—f(m,p, u) = —f(x). Hence,
o If f(x) <Oon{x € M : Dg(x) = 0}, then
OH
/ —dp = / —f(z)dp >0, YpeM,.
T*MxR ou supp f
By Theorem [[L2] we deduce that g(x) is locally asymptotically stable.
o If f(z) > 0 for some Z in {x € M : Dg(z) = 0}, then
0H oH
—dbz 0.0:0) = —(7,0,9(2)) = —f(z) < 0.
| e = Gy @0.9@) = ~1(@)

From Theorem [L3] we get that g(x) is unstable.

5 Uniqueness of stationary solutions

5.1 The proof of Theorem [1.4

Proof of Theorem[L4] Suppose there is a viscosity solution of (HJJ), denoted by u; . We aim to show
that u; is the unique viscosity solution and it is globally asymptotically stable.
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From (A3) we know that (ATl holds true. By Theorem there is A > 0 such that, for any § €
(0,A), limy 4 o0 Ty us = uj and limy, | Tt_u‘S = u;, where us = u; — ¢ and uw = u; + 9. Itis
clear that u; > T} us > ug, Vt > 7 for some 7 > 0. Corollary 2.I] we have

Titus <us <up <ul, Vt>T. (5.1)

Step 1: We show that the function (z,t) — T, us(x) is unbounded from below on M x [0, +0c0).

Assume by contradiction that the function (z,t) — T}, us(x) is bounded from below on M x [0, 4+00).

In view of (B.1), the function (z,t) — T, us(x) is bounded from above on M x (0, +oc). Hence, we can

define uj () := limsup,_, , o Ty us(z), and Proposition B4l (1) uy € S*. In view of (51), we have

u; Sus <uj . (5.2)

Let u, (z) := limy_, 100 T} ug (). Then by Proposition 3.3 (2), u; € S~. Using Corollary B.1] and
(.2), we get that
u; <uy <uj. (5.3)

There are two possibilities:

Case (i). uy = uj. It means limy_, o 7, u3 = u] uniformly on M. From (5.2), there is ¢y > 0
such that uj < Ttgu;. And it yields that uj = T;Oru;r < T;Or oTy, uy < uj, a contradiction.

Case (ii). u; # u; . According to Theorem we can deduce that ||u; — u ||oc > A and there is
Ay € (0,6) such that

lim T, p=u;, VYee CMR)with ||p —u;||eo < Aj. (5.4)

t—+o00
Let p = max{ug + Ay, u; }. Through (5.2)) and (53),
uj <@ <uy + A, (5.5)

and
¢ < max{us + J,uy } <uj. (5.6)

In the light of the definition of u, and (5.4), we have

- — . — + < . — < . — - — —
uy = lim Touy < lim T < lim T (uy + A1) = up.
It implies that
til«lgloo T, ¢ =u,. 5.7)

On the other hand, from Proposition 3.4l uj () := limy—, + o SUp,>; T us(z) uniformly on = € M. By
(G.3), there is t; > 0 such that
thu(s < @

Therefore, by the Proposition 2.7 (1) and (3.6), we get that
Tius STy 0Ty 0 Tyus < Tppyy o < Ty iy = ug
Letting t — 400, we get that limy_, , o 7} ¢ = u; which contradicts (5.7).
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Step 2: We prove that lim;_, y o 7, ¢ = u; for all function ¢ € C(M,R) with ¢ < u .

Let @ := inf e ¢(x). According to Step 1 and Proposition [2.8] (i), there is s € [0, +00) such that
THus < Q < v < uj . Therefore, we have

S
Tyus < Ty 0Ty o Tfus < Ty < Tipyup = uy .
Let ¢ tend to +o00. Then limy, y oo T} % = limy_, oo T} us = u] uniformly on x € M.

Step 3: We show that u; is the unique viscosity solution of equation (EJJ).
For any given u; € S7, let (x) := min{u] (x),u3 (v)}, « € M. Since u], us are viscosity
solutions, then u is also a viscosity solution. By Step 2, we deduce that u; = % < ug. By similar

arguments, one can get that Ug = UK Uy .

Step 4: We show lim;_, ;o T} ) = u; for all function ¢ € C(M,R) with ¢ > u; .
For any ¢ € C(M, R) satisfying ¢ > u; . There are two possibilities:

Case (i). The function (z,t) — T, v(x) is bounded from above on M X [0, +00). In this case, us-
ing the monotonicity of 7, , we get that u; = T, u; < T, v, which means the function (z,t) —
T, ¢ (z) is bounded from below on M X [0,+occ). Thus by Proposition 3.4 (2), the uniform limit
limy_ 4 oo inf>¢ T 9p(x) exists, denoted by oo, and 1o, € S™. From Step 3, u] = 1oo. So there
is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

uy < Ty v <ol
From the above inequalities, we can deduce that limy_, 4 o T}, ¢ = uj .

Case (ii). The funtion (z,t) — T} () is unbounded from above on M x [0, +-00). Let ¢ := ¢p+J >
uy + 6 = u® > uj . Using the monotonicity of 7}, the function (z,¢) — T, ¢(z) is unbounded above
on M x [0,+00). Let N := sup,cs ¢(x) + 1. Then by Proposition 2.8 (ii) there is ¢ > 0 such that
T, ¢(x) > N, Vo € M. Thus T, ¢ > ¢. From Corollary 21l we have Tf ¢ < ¢. Note that the function

(w,t) — T;"¢(x) is continuous on M x [0, o]. Thus there is a constant N > 0 such that 77 ¢(z) < N,
Vo € M,Vs € [0,0]. Forany t € [0,+00),t = no + s where n € N and s € [0, 0). Hence, we have

+ 0t + + + N,
T; (b_T(nfl)aJrsoTU (bgjj(nfl)cﬂrs(bg - <TT9<N.

On the other hand, let u] := lim;_, 4 o, T} u] (). By PropositionB31(1), u] is well defined and belongs
to ST. From Corollary 311 there holds uj > uf So we have
T, ¢ > T, uy >uf, Vte|0,+00).
Thus the function (z,t) — T;" ¢(x) is bounded on M x [0, +-00). The uniform limit ¢3; := limy_, o0 sup,, T ¢(z) €
ST by Proposition 3.4l There are two situations here:

Case (a). If T,J ¢ < u® for some k > 0, then ¢ < T - u® by Corollary 211 Thus

lim T, ¢ <

lim T u® =uy < 400
oo {5 U 1 ’

which conflict lim_, 4 o T} ¢ = +o0.

Case (b). If, for any ¢ > 0, there is a x;, € M such that T, ¢(z;) > u®(z¢). Then we can find
sequences {t,} C R with ¢,, - +o0 and {z,,} C M such that

Ty o) > W (x,), lim x,=z9€ M, lim supTy¢=q¢l uniformly on M.

n—-+oo n—-+4oo s>ty
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It means ¢ (z0) = u’ (o). Let ¢, := limy_, 1 o T; L. Then ¢, € S~ by Proposition 3.3 (2). From
Step 3, we have ¢, = uj . However, ¢ > ¢1 by Corollary Bl Therefore, ¢ (x0) = ¢d (o) >
u® (o) > uj (o), which yields a contradiction. O

5.2 The proof of Corollary [1.2]

Proof of Corollary[[2] Take an arbitrary po € 9. In view of the property of invariant measures, recur-
rent points are almost everywhere in supp po. Take an arbitrary recurrent point (xg, po, ug) € supp po-
Let (z(t), p(t), u(t)) := ®(x0, po, uo), t € R. So there is a sequence {t,} such that

t, — 400, (x(tn),p(tn),u(tn)) — (zo,po,uo), mn — +o0.

From Corollary [T} there exist u_ € S~ and pu € 9, such that (g, pg, ug) € supp u. Thus supp o C
A,,_. Since supp p is ®f -invariant, the orbit {(z(t),p(t),u(t))} C suppp C A,_. Thus, we have
H (x(t), p(t),u(t)) = 0,Vt € R. As a consequence, we get that

aft) = %—Zl(xm,p(t),u(t)) p(t) — H (2(t). plt), u(t)) = %_f(m),p@),u@)) D). 658)

For any (z,p,u) € T*M x R, define a function f(\) := H(z, Ap,u), A € R. Since the Hamiltonian H

is strictly convex and reversible in p, it is easy to check that f/(1) = %—I;(x, p,u)-p=0forallp € TS M
where the equality holds if and only if p = 0. Then from (3.8)), we get that

0< /0 ’ %—Z(x(t),p(t),u(t)) -p(t)ds = /0 ' a(s)ds = u(tn) — g — 0, n — +oo.

It implies that

And we can deduce that
0 oOH
x(t) = —
dp

—

z(t),p(t),ut)) =0, VteR.
Therefore, (z(t),p(t),u(t)) = (zo,0, up) is a fixed point of ®f. Moreover, (zo, ug) satisfies

{ H(IE0,0,UO) = Oa
pt) = —%—g(ﬂfo,owo) =0.

Thus (z, ug) belongs to B in condition. Due to the above arguments, we can deduce that
supp po C {(z,0,u) : (x,u) € B}, Vug € M.

If %—f(m, 0,u) > 0 on B, then we have

oH OH
/ —dpg = / —dug >0, VYyug e M.
T+ MxR Ou supp o O
According to Theorem [[4] equation (HJg) has at most one viscosity solution. O

46



5.3 Example[1.2] revisited

Consider the following equation

1 1
§HDu(x)H2 + §u(ac) +sinu(z) =0, xe€ M. (5.9

Here H(z,p,u) = &||p||?> + u + sinu. It is easy to check that H (z, p, u) is smooth and satisfies (H1)-
(H3). Notice that . = 0 is a viscosity solution of equation (3.9). In order to apply Corollary to

equation (3.9), we need to show (L.9) holds.
Note that any point (x, u) in B satisfies

H(z,0,u) = $u+sinu=0,
%—g(x,o,u) =0.

By direct computation, B = {(z,0)| z € M }. So we get that

0H 1 3
a—u(az,O,u) =3 + cosu = 5 >0, VY(z,u)e€B.

Therefore, by Corollary equation (5.9) has a unique viscosity solution.

5.4 The proof of Corollary 1.3

Proof of Corollary[[.3] Take an arbitrary po € 9. From Corollary we know supp pg C &. Take
an arbitrary (xg, po, ug) € supp po. Let (:c(t),p(t),u(t)) = ® (20, po,u0), t € R. Since supp g is
&/ -invariant, the orbit {(z(t),p(t),u(t))} C supppo C &. Recalling condition (LII), we have the
following two different cases.

Case (i). %—f(mo,po,uo) # 0. Since %—f(m,p, u)‘ > 0, we have %—g(xo,po,uo) > 0. So, we can
choose a neighborhood Oy of (xq, pg, ug) such that

oOH
= d —
to(Op) =€ >0 an 5 |o

> 09 >0
o

for some €y > 0 and §y > 0. Hence, we have

oH OH OH
/ ——dpo = / ——dpo > / ——dj = €0 > 0.
T*MxR ou supp o ou OpNsupp 1o u

Case (ii). %—f(mo,po, ug) = 0. In view of (LIT)), one can deduce that %—IZ (:c(tl),p(tl), u(tl)) >0
for some ¢; > 0. We can choose a neighborhood Oy of (2(t1), p(t1), u(t1)) such that

oH
_ d —_
Mo(ol) e1 >0 an o0 lo

> 1 > 0.
1

for some €1 > 0 and 9; > 0. As a consequence, we have

OH OH OH
/ ——dpo = / - dpo = / ——dpo > €101 > 0.
T*MxR ou supp [o du O1Nsupp po ou

So far, we have proved that (A3) holds true and thus by Theorem [.4] equation (HJ)) has at most one

viscosity solution. U
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5.5 Example[1.3] revisited
Let us focus on the following equation
1
we(z,t) + 51&)5(56,25) —a-wy(z,t)+ (sinx +b) - w(z,t) =0, =z €S, (5.10)

where a, b € R. Here H(z,p,u) = 3p*> —a-p + (sinz + b) - u. We can easily check that H(z, p,u) is
smooth and satisfies (H1)-(H3). Notice that the constant function w = 0 is a solution of equation (5.10).

Take an arbitrary ;1 € 90,, and take an arbitrary point (2o, po, uo) € supp p. Denote (z(t), p(t), u(t)) =
®f (20, po, uo), t € R. Since supp p is ®{-invariant, orbit (z(t), p(t), u(t)) lies on A,,. Thus, we have

(w(t),p(t),u(t)) = (z(t),0,0), VteR,

and (z, po, up) = (20, 0,0). Notice that

. OH

@(t) = a—p(x(t),p(t%u(t)) =p(t) —a= —a.
There are two situations.

* If a = 0, according to above arguments, we can deduce that all the orbits in supp p are fixed points
of the flow.

(1) When b < 1, it is easy to check that 6( 37.0,0) is a ®-invariant probability measure
2 )
supported in A,,. Thus, 5( 37.0,0) € M. Since
2

OH .3
/T*SlxR %dé(%”vom - Sm(iﬂ) To=56-1<0,
from Theorem [[.3] we get that w = 0 is unstable.
(2) When b > 1, one can check that

H
?9—(5'3,;0,11) =sinz+b>0, V(r,p,u) €T*S xR.
U

This implies condition (A3) holds true. By Theorem [L4l w = 0 is the unique viscosity solution
and is globally asymptotically stable.

* If a # 0, we can deduce that any orbit in supp . satisfies (z(t),p(t), u(t)) = (z(t),0,0) where

x(t) := o — at mod 27 for some xy € S. As a consequence, I, has only one element p

1 2w

p(f) = Jdp = — f(2,0,0)dz, VfeC(T*SxR,R).
T+ 2w Jo

(1) When b < 0, we have

OH 1 [
—dp = — sinx + b)dr = b < 0.
~/7;*S><R ou 2w 0 ( )

From Theorem [I.3] we know that w = 0 is unstable.

(2) When 0 < b < 1, we get that

OH 1 [
—dy = — sinz + b)dr =b > 0.
~/7;*S><R 8’& 27T 0 ( )
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From Theorem [[.2] we know that w = 0 is locally asymptotically stable.
(3) When b > 1, for any (Z,p,u) € &,

OH
8—(@,13,@) =sinz+b>sinz+1>0.
u

If %—Z(f,ﬁ, ) = 0, then sinz = —b = —1. Since H(Z,p, ) = 0, we can deduce that (p — a)? =

a® # 0. So we have

, OH

gy

(Z,p,1) = (—lcos T — psinZ — p) cos T — (p — a)?sinz = a® # 0.

This implies condition (LTI holds true. According to Corollary [[L3] w = 0 is the unique viscosity
solution and is globally asymptotically stable.
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