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THE AUBRY SET FOR THE XY MODEL AND
TYPICALITY OF PERIODIC OPTIMIZATION FOR
2-LOCALLY CONSTANT POTENTIALS

YUIKA KAJTHARA, SHOYA MOTONAGA, AND MAO SHINODA

ABSTRACT. We consider the Aubry set for the XY model, symbolic
dynamics ([0, 1], ) with the uncountable symbol [0, 1], and study its
action-optimizing properties. Moreover, for a potential function that
depends on the first two coordinates we obtain an explicit expression
of the set of optimal periodic measures and a detailed description of
the Aubry set. We also show the typicality of periodic optimization for
2-locally constant potentials with the twist condition. Our approach
combines the weak KAM method for symbolic dynamics and variational
techniques for twist maps.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper serves as a bridge between ergodic optimization for sym-
bolic dynamics and variational problems for twist maps. More precisely,
we consider symbolic dynamics with the uncountable symbols [0,1], the so-
called XY model, and investigate the associated action-optimizing sets for
Lipschitz continuous potentials, in particular 2-locally constant functions,
from the view points of the weak KAM method and variational approaches.
It is well known that, in Aubry-Mather theory for Euler-Lagrange flows
[Mat91, Man97|, optimizing invariant probability measures are closely re-
lated with optimizing curves through the principle of least action. Although
our system has no variational structure, we will see the advantages of the
concept of “optimizing orbits” as in [BLL13] and of variational techniques
based on [Ban88] in ergodic optimization. Before presenting our main re-
sults, we briefly give the background of our study and some key notions.

For a continuous map 7' on a compact metric space X and a continuous
function (called as a potential) ¢ : X — R, ergodic optimization investigates
the optimal (minimum) ergodic average

where M7 (X) is the set of T-invariant Borel probability measures on X
endowed with the weak*-topology. An invariant measure which attains the
minimum is called an optimizing (minimizing) measure for ¢ and denote
by Min(p) the set of optimizing measures for ¢. Since Mp(X) is com-
pact and [¢@d(-) : Mp(X) — R is continuous, Mpin(p) # 0. Note that
we consider the minimum ergodic average instead of the maximum one in
order to describe a more natural connection with the minimizing method
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in variational problems (see Section 4). We also remark that Jenkinson’s
formula [Jen19] for the optimal ergodic average:

VRN | P |
(1) a, = inf iminf ~Spp(z) = liminf inf —Sn¢(z)
where
n—1 '
(2) SnQD = ZSDOTZ'
=0

The uniqueness of optimizing measures and the “shape (complexity)” of
their support are fundamental questions of ergodic optimization. This leads
to the definition of the Mather set

My= | ) supp(p),

HEMmin(p)

where supp(p) is the intersection of all compact sets with full measure with
respect to p. There are several results on the uniqueness of the optimizing
measures and on the low complexity of the Mather set for “typical” functions
(see [Jen19] and the references therein for more details). However, it is worth
pointing out that there are few specific examples whose optimizing measures
are well understood.

One of the fundamental approaches to extract the detailed description of
the Mather set is to consider (calibrated) subactions for potentials. We do
not touch the details of this notion here (see Section for the precise definition
and properties). We only remark that a certain value of the level set of an
associated function contains the Mather set, and thus the existence and
uniqueness of (calibrated) subactions are also interesting problems.

Another (but closely related) approach to obtain more precise informa-
tion about the Mather set is to investigate “optimizing orbits” for potentials.
Inspired by the weak KAM theory [Fat14] due to Fathi, [BLL13] introduced
several important notions related to “optimizing orbits” for symbolic dy-
namics with a finite set of symbols. Borrowing their ideas presented in
[BLL13], we first study an “action-optimizing set” of Lipschitz continuous
potentials for symbolic dynamics whose symbol is the interval [0, 1]. Let Ny
be the set of non-negative integers and let X = [0, 1]N0. Set the metric on

X by
— |z — Yi
d(z,y) =) ‘272’
i=0

for z,y € X where |- | is the Euclidean distance in the interval [0, 1]. Let
o : X — X be the left shift, i.e., (0(x)); = zi1 for all i € Ny, and we call
the topological dynamical system (X, o) the XY model. See [CRL15,LM14]
for its details. From now on, we consider ergodic optimization for the case
X = X and T = 0. For a Lipschitz continuous potential ¢ : X — R, we
define two functions the Manié potential S,(-,-) and Peierl’s barrier H,(-,-)



on X x X as
Sep(z,y) = 1irr(1]inf{5n(go —ay)(2) [ neN,z € B(z,y,n;e)},
¥ =1 Y
Hy(z, y;¢) = lim lim inf{S,,(p — a,,)(2) | z € Bz, y,n;€)},
where
B(z,y,ne) ={z € X | d(z,2) <e,d(o"(2),y) <e}.

See Section 2 for the details of S, and H,. Then we define the Aubry set
Q, as the zero-level set of S, where S,(z) = S, (z,2). We remark that Q,
includes the Mather set .Z, of ¢.

Now we give our first main results concerning Peierl’s barrier. A positive-
semi orbit {o"(x) }nen, is said to be ¢-static if for any non-negative integers
1 < j it holds that

Z (¢o0"@) —ay) = =S, @), 0" (@)

Define
A, = {oF(z) € X | {6™(2)}nen, is p-static, k € Ng}.

Note that this definition is motivated by Mané’s work [Man97] for La-
grangian systems. See Section 3 for their details. We then obtain the fol-

lowing characterizations of the Aubry set and Peierl’s barrier as in [BLL13,
Man97].

Main Theorem 1. Let ¢ : X — R be a Lipschitz function and define
Hy(z) = Hy(z,z). Then, we have

Qso = ﬂ—g;l({o}) = Aso-

Main Theorem 2. For any x € §Q,, Hy(z,-): X — R is a Lipschitz
calibrated subaction. Moreover, the relation x ~ y given by

Hy(z,y) + Hyp(y,2) =0
is an equivalence relation if both x and y belong to (.

Next, we restrict our attention to 2-locally constant potentials and make
use of variational techniques. Although “action-optimizing sets” play impor-
tant roles in the study of Lagrangian systems as well as symbolic dynamics
with finite symbols, it is difficult to obtain explicit information about these
sets in most cases. On the other hand, for the case of area-preserving twist
maps on an annulus, Aubry and Mather originally developed their theory
and it provides much detailed descriptions of “minimal” orbits (originally
appeared in [Mor24] under the name “Class A”), i.e., minimizers under arbi-
trary two-point boundary conditions. There are several papers by them re-
lated to twist maps; for example, see [Aub83, ALD83, Mat82, Mat89, Mat91].
The best general reference here is Bangert’s survey article [Ban88]. Fol-
lowing [Ban88], we assume the twist condition for our 2-locally constant
potentials and give the following result.
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Main Theorem 3. Suppose that p(z) = h(zg,z1) with DaD1h < 0, where
h:[0,1]2 = R is a C*-function on [0,1]? and D; means derivative for the
i-th component for i = 1,2. Let h* = ming¢c(g 1) h(7,x) and m = {a € [0,1] |
h(a,a) = h*}. Then we have (1)-(3):

(1) ap = h*.

(2) Muin() NMP = {4400 | @ € m}, where 05 is the Dirac measure
supported at x and MP stands for the set of invariant probability
measures supported on a single periodic orbit.

(3) Q, cm', ie., for any x = {x; }ien, € 4y we have

h(zi,x;) = h* for all i € Ny.

If, in addition, h(xz,x) has a unique minimum point a, in [0,1], then the
Mather set of ¢ coincides with the Aubry set of ¢ and it consists of the
single fized point al°.

We call the assumption Dy D1h < 0 the twist condition. Note that Main
theorem 3 holds under weaker assumptions for Lipschitz continuous A on
[0,1)? (see Section 4 for the details). We emphasize that, for 2-locally con-
stant potentials with the twist condition, Main theorem 3 provides the ex-
plicit formulas of the optimal ergodic average and of the set of optimiz-
ing periodic measures, and in some cases it also completely determines the
Mather set and the Aubry set.

Finally we turn to the typically periodic optimization (TPO) problem in
the class of 2-locally constant potentials for the XY model. In the field of
ergodic optimization, for “chaotic” systems, it is conjectured that the op-
timizing measure for a “typical” potential with a suitable regularity is a
periodic measure, i.e., supported on a single periodic orbit. Many authors
investigate the “typicality” of the periodic minimizing measures in many
contexts (see [Jenl9] for more details). Recently Gao et.al established a
TPO property of real analytic expanding circle maps for smooth potentials
[GSZ]. Our result is also formulated for smooth potentials as described be-
low. Consider the set of C"-functions (r > 2) with the twist condition,

A" ={h e C"([0,1)*;R) | DyD1h < 0},
equipped with the C"-norm. Using Theorem 3, we obtain the following TPO
property.

Main Theorem 4 (TPO property for the XY model in the class of 2-locally
constant functions). Let r > 2 be an integer. For the XY model, we have
the followings:

(i) There is a C" open dense subset O in F" such that for each h € O
the Mather set and the Aubry set of h consist of a single fixed point.

(ii) For arbitrary h € S there is a C" open dense subset ¥4, in C" ([0, 1]; R)
such that for each V€ ¥}, the Mather set and the Aubry set of h+V
consist of a single fized point.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we extend the
definitions of the Mané potential and Peierl’s barrier for symbolic dynamics
with finite alphabets to our setting. We also confirm that these functions
satisfy similar properties presented in [BLL13|. In Section 3, we derives
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a characterization of the Aubry set in terms of Mané’s action-optimizing
approach [Man97]. In Section 4, we consider 2-locally constant potentials
under several assumptions and determine the set of optimizing periodic mea-
sures as well as the elements in the Aubry set. Finally, we verify that the
TPO property holds within our framework in Section 5.

2. MANE POTENTIAL AND PEIERL’S BARRIER

In this section, following [BLL13], we consider the Mané potential, Peierl’s
barrier, and the Aubry set. We begin with the definition of the Mané po-
tential.

Definition 2.1 (Mané potential). For ¢ : X — R and € > 0 define S, :
X x X —- RU{oo} by

So(z,y;e) = inf{S, (¢ —ap)(2) | n €N,z € B(z,y,n;¢€)}
where
B(z,y,n;e) ={z€ X |d(z,z) <e,d(0"(2),y) <e}.
We define the Mané potential S, by
Se(z,y) = gg% Se(z,y;¢€),

Remark 2.2. The Mané potential originates from the context of the Aubry-
Mather theory for Euler-Lagrange flows. Mané [Man97] considered a func-
tion ¢: M x M — R defined by

T

3 z,y) = inf  inf L(v,7) — ay)dt,
Q o) = jut ot [ (064) — 6
where M is a closed Riemannian manifold, L : TM — R is a Tonelli La-
grangian (see [Man97] for the precise definition), C(z,y;T) is the set of
absolutely continuous curves v: R — M with v(0) = z,v(T) = y, and &, is
given by

&, = inf L(~v,¥)du,

T R

with the Euler-Lagrange flow ®'(L). The right-side of (3) corresponds to a
minimizing method that provides trajectories with the energy a,, in the two-
point boundary value problem. [BLL13] has rewritten this concept in the
context of ergodic optimization for symbolic dynamics with finite symbols,
and Definition 2.1 is an analogy of their definition.

Definition 2.3 (Aubry set). The set Q, = {z € X | Sy(z,z) = 0} is called
the Aubry set of ¢.

Note that we will see that S, does not take —oo in Lemma 2.6 if ¢ is
Lipschitz. The following notion, called (calibrated) subation, is important as
a technical tool for ergodic optimization.

Definition 2.4 (Subaction, calibrated subaction). A continuous function
u: X — Ris called a subaction of ¢ if

u(z) + () > uloz) + oy
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for every z € X. Moreover, a subaction u is called calibrated if

min (p(y) +u(y) = ulz) + ap

for every z € X.

Remark 2.5. There exists a calibrated subaction for a Walters function
¢ on a weakly-expanding topological dynamical system by [BouOl]. Here,
‘Walters function’ is a broader class of functions that includes Holder con-
tinuous functions. Moreover, we can get Lipschits calibrated subaction for
Lipschitz ¢. See [BCLT11] for the details.

The next lemma gives the lower bound of S, using subactions.

Lemma 2.6. Assume ¢ : X — R be Lipschitz. For a Lipschitz subaction u
of p we have

(4) Se(z,y) = uly) — u(z)
for every x,y € X.
Proof. Since ¢ is Lipschitz, its calibrated subaction w is also Lipschitz. Then
we have
p(z) —ap 2 uoo(z) —u(z)
forall z € X. Fixe > 0. Take n > 1 and z € B(g,g,n;e). Then we have
Sn(p — ap)(z) > Sp(uoo —u)(z)
=u(0"(2)) — u(2)
> u(y) —u(z) — Lye
and
So(z,y5e) > uly) —u(z) — Ly,
where L, is the Lipschitz constant of u. Letting ¢ — 0, we have

Se(z,y) = uly) — ulz).

Proposition 2.7. S,(z,y) is lower semicontinuous on X x X.
Proof. Fix y,z,w € X and ¢ > 0. Since
d(o"(w),y) < d(o™(w),z) + d(y,z) <e+d(y,2),
it holds that B(z,y,n;e + d(y,z)) D B(z,z,n;¢) and thus we obtain
Sp(z,yse +d(y, z)) < Sp(z, z;€).

Moreover, we have

lim inf <lim Se(z, z; 5)) = liminf S, (z, 2)

zZ—Y e—0 2=y
and

lim inf <lim Sp(z,y;€ + d(g,g))) = lim S,(z,y; g)) = Se(z,y).

2=y \e—=0 e'—=0

Thus it holds that
Se(z,y) <liminf S, (z, 2).

Z 2y
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Therefore, the map y +— S, (z,y) is lower semicontinuous for each z € X.
Similarly, we can verify that the map y — S,(y,z) is also lower semicontin-
uous for each x € X. O

The following proposition asserts that the Mather set is included in the
Aubry set.

Proposition 2.8. Let ¢ : X — R be a Lipschitz function. Then the Mather
set My, is a subset of the Aubry set €.

Proof. By the ergodic decomposition, it is sufficient to show that supp(u) C
Q, for each ergodic 1 € Min(¢). Take arbitrary ergodic 1 € Mmpin(¢) and
a subaction u for ¢. Note that [ ¢du = ay,. Letting 9" = ¢ —a,+u—wuoo,

we obtain
/so“dﬂ = /(so —ap)dp =0

since [uoo du = [ du by the o-invariance of p. From the definition of u,
it holds that ¢* > 0, which implies that ¢"(z) = 0 for p-a.e. z € X. Since
w is ergodic and ¢* is continuous, we obtain ¢*(z) = 0 on supp(u). Hence,
we see that
Sy = ap)(z) = uoo™(z) - u(z)

for each x € supp(p) and n € N. Note that o-invariance of supp(u) implies
o"(z) € supp(u) for n € N if x € supp(u). By Poincaré’s recurrence theo-
rem, for p-a.e. x, there exists a monotone increasing sequence {ny }ren with
ng — +o0o as k — +oo such that d(z,0™ (z)) < e. This implies that, for
p-a.e. x, we have

Sp(z,158) < Sy (9 — ap)(x) =uo o™ (x) —u(z) < Lypd(z, 0™ x) < Ly,

ie., Sy(z,2) < 0. Therefore, by the lower semicontinuity of S, (Proposi-
tion 2.7) and the density of pi-a.e. points in supp(u), it holds that S, (z,z) <
0 on supp(u). Using Lemma 2.6, we have S, (z,2) = 0 on supp(u), which
completes the proof. O

Next, let us define Peierl’s barrier.

Definition 2.9 (Peierl’s barrier). For a Lipschitz function ¢ : X — R and
€ >0, define H, : X x X = RU {00} by

Hy(z,y;¢) = iminf{S, (¢ — a,)(2) | z € B(z,y,n;€)}
- n—oo -
and
H = lim H, i €).
o(z,y) lim o(z,y5¢)
Remark 2.10. Note that the Peierl’s barrier defined as above may take oo.
Indeed, for p(x) = xg, we see that H,(1°°,1°°) = oo in the following way.

Fix k > 1. Take n > k + 1 and z € X such that d(1°,2) < 2-*+D and
d(o"(2),1%°) < 2=*+1. Since o, = 0, we have

k-1 k-1 n—1
Snp(z) —noy, = Z(Zl 1)+ Z(l —ay) + Z(Zl — )
=0 =0 i=k

> —-14+k
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and Hw(loo,loo;Q_k) > —1+k for all k > 1. Letting k — oo, we have
H,(1%°,1%°) = oo. Similarly, we can show that any point (z,y) € X x X
of the form (z,y) = (ao...1%°,bg ... b, 1%°) provides H,(z, g)_: oo. Note
that any cylinder set

[ag, ... ,a;|X[bg, ..., bn] :{(g,g) |z, =a;(1=0,...,0),y; =b; (=0,...,m)}
contains {(aj ...q;1°°,b; ..., 1°°)} and this implies that the function
(z,y) € X x X = Hy(z,y) € RU {400}

takes +00 on a dense set in X x X for the case p(x) = zo. We remark that
a similar phenomenon occurs even for a subshift with a finite alphabet, a
point which seems to have been not explicitly discussed in the literature,
e.g., [BLL13]. This omission, however, does not affect other arguments in
[BLL13]. Below, we provide a sufficient condition for the finiteness of the
Peierls barrier.

Now let us prove a part of Main Theorem 1. Note that the first equality of
Main Theorem 1 says that the Aubry set defined in Definition 2.3 coincides
with the zero-level set derived from Peierl’s barrier.

Theorem 2.11 (cf. Main Theorem 1). Let ¢ : X — R be a Lipschitz func-
tion. For x € Q, and y € X we have Hy(z,y) < Lyd(z,y). In particular,
x € Qy holds if and only if Hy,(z,z) = 0.

Proof. The second claim immediately follows from the first claim and
Hy(z',2") > Sy(2’,2') >0

for all ' € X by Lemma 2.6. Now we prove the first claim. Since z € Q,,
we have Sy (z,z) = 0. It suffices to consider the following two cases:

(1) For any 6 > 0, there exists € € (0,6) such that
Hy(z,2;¢) = Sp(z, 25 €)

(2) There exists 8 > 0 such that for any € € (0,0), there exists a finite
number N = N (e) such that

Sp(z,x5¢) = nf{Sn(p — ap)(z) : 2 € B(z,z,N;¢)}.

The proof of Case (1): Fix # > 0. By (1) and S,(z,z) = 0, we may assume
there exists ¢ € (0,60/2) such that Hy,(z,z;¢) = S,(z,2;¢) < 6/2. Hence
there exist an increasing sequence {n;} with 2™ < ¢ and PONS B(z,z,n;;e)
such that Sy, (¢ — a,)(2) < . Define w™) € X by

w(m) _ z(()ni)%ni) o 27(:51_)13



Then for each 7 > 1 we have

n;—1

S — O‘so)(ﬂ(ni)) = Sn (0 — ap)(2) + Z (poo'( (nl —poo'(2))

n;—1

<0+L, Y (™), 0 (z)
1=0
2 d( O'mZ
<O+L,] y
<6+ L¢(d(_, g) +¢)
< (1+Ly/2)0 + Lyod(z,y).
It is easy to see d(z, w™)) < 2, d(a""w("i),g) = 0and w™) € B(z, y,n4;2€) C
B(z,y,n4;0). Hence we have
Hy(z,y;0) < (1+ Ly/2)0 + Lyd(z,y).
Then letting # — 0 we have
Hgo(£7 Q) S chd(ﬁag)

The proof of Case (2): Fix € € (0,0). Set a monotone decreasing positive
sequence {g;} satisfying
Z g <E.

1€EN
For {e;}, we define a positive integer sequence {N;} by N; = N(g;).
If {N;} is bounded, then there exist an integer M and an infinite sub-
sequence {N;;} such that M = N;, for any j € N. Then we can take a

sequence {zU)} such that z\9) € B(z,z,M;e;;) and
lim Sy — @) (=) = 0
J—00
since z € Q, and ¢;; — 0 as j — oo. This yields oM (z) = z because if
d(c™(z),z) > 6 for some & > 0, then for gi; < 62-(M+2) " we obtain
§ < d(o™(z),0M2) + d(cM D, ) < 2M (oM D) 1) < 6/2,

which is contradiction. Then we get

1Sa1(0 — ) (&) — Sar( — L, Z d(o* (z), 0" (29))

< ¢22kdxz )< L 2Melj.

Combining this inequality and €;; — 0 as j — oo, we have
Sn(e— 0‘90)(&) =0.

For a M-periodic sequence z, we define w®) by
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Notice that for ny = kM,

Sny(p — ap)(z) =0

and we get

S (0 — ) (™) = S, (0 — ) (@) — Sy (¢ — a) (@)
ni—1
<Ly Y d(o?(w®), ol (2))
=0
< LW(Q’ E)

Since w®) € B(z, Yy, ng; 27" ) for every k > 1, we have Hy(z,y) < Lyd(z,y).

Next, we assume that {N;} is not bounded. Then we can take an in-
creasing subsequence {N;; } with max{QiNii,sij} < ¢ and a sequence ()
satisfying

(5) S, (9 — ap)(2V)) < 2%

and zU) e B(z,z,Njj;ei;) for any j € N. Set {M;};>0 by Mg = 0 and

j7

Mj = NZJ Set w(n) by

w = ("2 )7 2 ) ()

Notice that for j <n

d(oMi-1t Mo (M) D)) < 97Ny < ¢

since the first M;(= N;;) coordinates of oMi—1+-Mogy(") coincide with that
of z9). Let my = My + -+ + M. For any k,

k—1
S, (0 — O‘g@)(w(k)) = Sn, (¢ — aw)(gMj—l+"'+M0 (M(k)))
j=1
k
=2 Su (e —ap)”)
j=1
k
+ 37 Sa (i = ag) (M1 Mo (w®)) — Gy (0 — ay)(2D)
j=1
Here by (5)
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for any k. If j < k,
Sty (0 — ) (M1 Mo (®)) — Sy (o — ) (219))

M;
=3 (plo™ Mt Mo (b)) — oo (:0)))
=0

< Ly %J: (o M=t Moy (R)y 61 (£ (0)Y)
=0
<L %id(an+Mjl+...+Mo(w(k)) oMi (20)Y)
= -7 B
< Lvd(JMj+Mj71+---+MO(w(k)),O'Mj (g(j))
< L¢(d(UMj+M]~,1+...+Mo(w(k))7§(j+1)) (20D 1) + d(z, oM (20)))
< Lp(gjy1 + €y + Eij) < 2Le.
If j = k, Thus we get:

S, (i — ) (oMM (w®)) — S (0 — ) ()
<L, ey oM (=)
=1

< Ly(d(z,y) + d(z, " (=)

< L,d(z, g_) + Lgg,

< Lyd(z,y) + Lye.
Hence we get

Sy (p — a¢)(w(k)) < e+ 3Lye + Lyd(z,y).
Since w®) € B(z,y,my;ei,) C Bz, y, my;e) for every k, we have
Hy(z, Y; €) < (14+3Ly)e + Lyd(z, g)
Letting ¢ — 0, we have
Hy(z,y) < Lod(z, y)-

Next, we prove the first half of Main Theorem 2.

Theorem 2.12 (Analogy of Theorem 4.1 in [BLL13], cf. Main Theorem 2).
For any x € Q, the map X > y — Hy(z,y) is a Lipschitz calibrated
subaction.

Proof. Note that H,(z,-) : X — RU {400} does not take +0o0 by Theo-
rem 2.11 and z € Q,. We first check the Lipschitz property. Fix ¢ > 0.
Take sequences {w(™}, {w/™
{N,,} satisfying

)} € X and a monotone increasing sequence

lim S, (¢ —ap)(w™) = Hy(z, yse),
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and

lim S, (¢ — ap)(w'™) = Hy(z,y'; 2¢),

n—oo
w'™ € B(z,y, Ny; 2¢)
respectively. Set
() — ™™ ™

2V =Wy Wy n1?/

Since 2™ € B(z, y', Np;2e), (by replacing a subsequence if necessary) we
take IV such that if n > N,

Sn, (@ — ap)(2™) > Sn, (¢ — o) (W ™) —e.

Then we obtain

Sn. (= ag)@™) = Sy, (9 — ) (™) + Y (p(o'@™) = p(o" (™))

Letting n — oo and € — 0, we have
Ho(z,y') = Ho(2,y) < Ly(y, ¥)-

Since the opposite inequality can be obtained by swapping the roles of {w(")}

and {w’ n)} the map X >y~ Hy(z,y) is Lipschitz for any z € Q.
Next, we check the property of calibrated subaction. Fix ¢ > 0 and we
take a sequence w®) and a monotone increasing sequence {ny} such that

w®) e B(z,y,ni;€)
satisfying
Hp(z,y,€) = limSn, (¢ — op) (w™).
Here, we can assume that H,(z,y,¢) is finite since z € Q. Notice that
w® e B(z, oy, ng + 1;2¢).

Taking sufficiently large IV, for any & > N,

Hy(z,y,e) +¢

> Spyr1 (= ap) (V) —

Hence we get
Hy(z,0(y)) < Ho(z,y) + ¢(y) — .
for any y € X, and it implies

Holwy) < min (Ho(r0) +p(1) o)
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To show the opposite inequality, let z € [0, 1] be a limit of a convergent
subsequence {w,(;;’_)l} of {w,(gk_)l} C [0,1]. Letting 3’ = zy, for sufficiently
large j, we have

wki) e Bz, g’, kj —1;2¢)
and
Hy(z,y';2¢) < Sp,—1(p — ay)(w®) 4 ¢.
Moreover, for large j, we have
Hy(z,y,e) +¢ > Skj_l(gp — aw)(w(kj)) + go(g’) — oy, — Lge
> Hy(z,y',2¢) —e + o(y') — ap — Lyt
Letting ¢ — 0 we have

Hy(z,y) > Ho(z,y') + oY) —p > @eggigy}{H@(%@ + 0(§) — o},

which completes the proof. O
The next theorem is the second half of Main Theorem 2.
Theorem 2.13 (cf. Main Theorem 2). For z and y € €, define z ~ y by
Hy(z,y) + Hy(y,z) = 0.
Then this is an euqivalence relation on Q.
Before the proof of Theorem 2.13, we show the following lemma.
Lemma 2.14 (Analogy of Lemma 4.2 in [BLL13]). For any z,y,z € X
(6) Hy(z,y) < Hp(z,2) + Hy(z,y).

Proof. We remark that both sides of (6) may become +o0.
Fix # > 0. Let ¢ >0 and N > 15s.t. 2L e <0,

Hy(z,y) < ingV{Sn(so —ap)(w) :w € B(z,y,n;2) + 0,

Hy(z,z) > nigjfv{Sn(so —ay)(w) rw e B(z,z,n;¢)} — 0

and

Hy(z,y) > nigjfv{Sn(w —ap)(w) :w € B(z,y,n;¢)} — 0.

Then there exist n; > N and w(l) € B(z, z,n1;¢) s.t.
Hgo(§7 é) > Snl ((P - O@)(M(l)) —20
and there exist ny > N and w® € B(z,y,n2;¢€) s.t.

Hy(z,y) > Sny(p — aw)(w@)) —26.

COSRNCY

Jwede. wewy - nl_l]ﬂa*m{w@)}.
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Then we have

Snitnz (¢ — o) (w)

ni—1

< Sy (9 = ap)(@M) + Sy (0 = ) (@?) + Ly Y d(o’ (w), o' w)
=0

ni

< Hy(x,2) + Ho(z,y) + Ly Y 27" d(0™ w, 0™ wV) + 40
i=1

< Hy(z,2) + Hy(z,y) + Ly <d(w(2),§) +d(z, Jnlw(”)) +46
+

2
<2™™m (d(w@),é) + d(z, Umw(l))> +e
(27t +1)e < 2,

which implies

Hap(@a g) < Sn1+n2 (90 - atp)(w) +0
< Hy(z,2) + Hy(2,y) + 60.

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we complete the proof.

O

Proof of Theorem 2.13. It suffices to show the transitive relation. Take z,y

and z € Q with z ~ y and y ~ z. By (6) we have

Hy(z,2) + Hy(z,2) < Hp(z,y) + Hp(y, 2) + Hp(z,y) + Hy(y, ) = 0.

It also yields
Hy(z,2) + Hy(z,2) > Hy(z,2) = 0.

O

Proof of Main Theorem 2. It follows immediately from Theorem 2.12 and

2.13.

O

At the end of this section, we present the invariance of the above equiva-

lent classes.

Proposition 2.15. For any z € €, we have

Hy(z,0(z)) + Hp(o(z),z) = 0.

In particular a equivalence class [x] of the relation satisfies ox] C [z].

Proof. By Theorem 2.11 and Lemma 2.14 we have
Hy(z,0(z)) + Hp(o(2),2) > Hy(z,2) = 0.
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Thus we will show that it is non-negative. Since H,(z,-) is a subaction, we
have

Hy(z,0(z)) = min ){Hgo(&, y) +o(y) — ap}

o(y)=o(z
(7) < Hy(z,z) + p(z) — ap = p(z) — ag.
Let 6 > 0. Take 0 < e <6/L, and N > 1 s.t.
Hy(o(z),z) < ig]fV{Sn(so —ayp)(z) 1z € B(o(x),2,n;2)} + 0

and

Ho(z,z) 2 inf {Sn(p—ay)(2):z € Blz,z,me)} — 0.

Then there exist n > N + 1 and z € B(z,z,n;¢) s.t.
Hy(z,z) 2 Sp(p — ap)(2) — 20.

Then we have d(o(z),0(z)) =2 (d(g, z) — \2’0;7350’> < 2¢ and

Sp—1(p — ap)(0(2)) = Snlp — ap)(z) — p(2) + ap
< Hy(z,z) — p(2) + ap + 20
z) + oy — p(z) + p(z) + 20
z) + ay, + Lod(z, z) + 20
+ ay + Loe + 20

IAIA A
!
©

SN— |\§/ SN—

Combining (7), we have
Hy(o(2),2) + Hp(z,0(z)) < +49,
which complete the proof. O

3. ANOTHER CHARACTERIZATION OF THE AUBRY SET

In this section, we describe another characterization of the Aubry set. We
assume that the potential ¢ : X — R is Lipschitz. A positive-semi orbit
{o™(z) }nen, is said to be

e -semi-static: if for any non-negative integers ¢ < j
j—1
S (po0m(@) - ap) = Splo' (@), @),
n=u
e (-static: if for any non-negative integers ¢ < j
j—1

Y- (voo"@ —ap) = =5u(c’ (2). 0" (@)).

We call the sets
N, = {ak(g) € X | {0"(z) }nen, is p-semi-static, k € Ny},
Ay = {O—k@) € X | {0"(z) }nen, is p-static, k € Ng}

as the p-semi-static set and the p-static set respectively. It is trivial that
N, and A, are o-invariant since they are sets of positive semi-orbits. We
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will see that A, C N, (Proposition 3.2), and that A, (and hence N,) is not
empty (Theorem 3.5). Moreover, by Proposition 2.7, we deduce that the
p-static set A, is closed and hence compact. We begin with the following.

Lemma 3.1. For any z,y,z € X, we have
Sp(z,y) < Sp(z,2) + Sy(2,9).
In particular,
Se(x,y) + Sp(y,z) > 0
holds for all z,y € X.

Proof. We can prove the claim as in the proof of Lemma 2.14. Note that we
do not assume that N is sufficiently large in the discussion. U

Proposition 3.2. For each ¢ € C(X), it holds that A, C N,.
Proof. Fix x € X. Since o*(z) € B(c*(z),07(x),j —1i;¢) holds for any & > 0,
it is trivial that

j—1

> (voom@ —ap) 2 Su(o’(@).07 (@),

n=1u

By Lemma 3.1, we have Sy(0%(z),07(z)) > —S,(07 (), 0" (x)). Hence, for
any x € X, we have

J—1
> (poo"@) —ay) = S,l0'(@), o (1) = ~S,(0’ (2), 0" (2)).
Therefore x € A, implies z € N,. O

Remark 3.3. In the Aubry-Mather theory for Euler-Lagrange flows, the
corresponding object of A, (resp. N,) is called as the Aubry set (resp. the
Marné set), which looks different from our terminology “Aubry set” (Defini-
tion 2.3). In Theorem 3.5 below, we see that these notions are equivalent in
our setting.

Before we state our main result in this section, we give the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.4. If x € X satisfies Sy(x,x) =0, then
Se(o(z),z) < —p(2) + ay.

Proof. When z is a fixed point of o, the Dirac measure at x must be the
optimal measure for ¢ and thus we have ¢(z) = a,, which implies

Sp(o(x),z) = Sy(z,z) = 0= —p(z) + .

Now we consider the case that z satisfies o(z) # z. Fix ¢ > 0. Take
n) € N and 29 € B(z,z,nY);¢) s.t.

im0 (6 ay)(z29V) = Sz, z;¢) < Sy(z,z) = 0.

Since z) € B(z,z,nY);¢), we have

d(z, 29)) < e, d(c"(2Y)),z) <e.
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By the property of the shift map, the inequality
d(o(z),0(z)) < 2¢
holds and thus we obtain
o(z9)) € B(o(x),z,nY) - 1;2¢).

Note that nl) is greater than 1 since o(z) # x. Moreover, the Lipschitz
continuity of ¢ implies that

o(z) — e(z9)] < Lod(z, 29).
We compute

Sw(a(g),g; 2¢) < lim Sn(j)f1(80 - O‘go)(a(&(j)))
J—+o0

~ lim (Sn(j) (¢ — ap)(2W)) — p(zV)) + %)

Jj——+oo

IN

lim (S0 (¢ = a) (27) = () + Lyd(z, 20)) + a)

j—+oo
< —p(z) + Lye + ay,
which yields
Se(o(z),z) < —p(z) + ap.
O

Theorem 3.5 (cf. Main Theorem 1). For each Lipschitz function ¢ : X —
R, we have

Ay =Q.
Proof. We first prove that € A, implies S, (z,z) = 0. For each z € A,
we have
Snlp — ap)(z) + Sp("(z),2) = 0

for n € N by the definition of ¢-static set. Moreover, by the definition of
the Mané potential, it holds that

Sn(p — 04<p)(§) > S¢(§, o"(z)).

Therefore, using the triangle inequality for the Mané potential (Lemma 3.1),
we obtain

0= Su(p — ap)(x) + Sp(0" (2), 2)

Note that in the last inequality we use the fact that Sy,(y,y) > 0 for any
y € X. Thus we have S,(z,z) = 0. o

Next we see that S,(z,z) = 0 implies € A,. Assume that S,(z,z) = 0.
Since each x € (1, satisfies

Hy(z,0(z)) + Hy(o(z),2) =0,
we obtain

0< Hy(o(z),0(2)) < Hy(z,0(2)) + Hp(o(z),2) =0
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By the equivalence between Hy(o(z),0(z)) =0 and Sy(o(z),0(x)) =0, we
conclude that S, (o(z),0(x)) = 0. Repeating the same discussion, we obtain
Sy(a*(z), 0% (z)) = 0 for k € N.
By Lemma 3.4, we have
Sp(o(z),2)) < —p(a) + .
Trivially it holds that
Se(z,0(z)) < p(z) — ay,

since z € B(z,0(z),n = 1;¢) holds for any € > 0 and thus we obtain

Se(@,0(z)) + Sp(o(z),z) < 0.
Combining Lemma 3.1, we see that

Se(z,0(z)) + Sp(o(z),2) =0
and deduce that

Splz,0(z)) = () — 0, Sp(o(z),2) = —p(z) + ap.

Similarly, from the identities S, (" (z),o*(z)) = 0 for k € Ny, we have

Sp(0"(2), 0" (2)) = w(o™(z)) ~

k k
Se(0"H(z), 0" (2)) = —p(0* (ﬁ)) +%
for k € Ny. Take arbitrary non-negative integers 7, j with ¢ < j. From the
triangle inequality for the Mané potential (Lemma 3.1),

Se(o? ) < Z Se(a" (@), 0" (2)) = =D (p(o" (@) — ay)
k=i
holds and thus we obtam
j—1
(o(0" (@) = ap) < =Su(0? (2),0'(2)) < Sp(0'(z), 07 (x))
k=1
Since
. it
Se(o'(),07(2)) < ) (p(o*(2)) - ay)
k=i
trivially holds, we deduce that
j—1
> (plo* (@) — ap) = =Su(07 (), 0" (z)) = Sy(o’ (2), 07 (2)),
k=1
which yields that z € A,. O

Proof of Main Theorem 1. It follows immediately from Theorem 2.11 and
3.5. O

Lastly, we show the relationship between Lipschitz subactions and A,.

Proposition 3.6. Let v be a Lipschitz subaction of a Lipschitz function
p: X =R Ifxe A, then

(8) u(d®H(2)) — u(o" (@) = (0" (2)) — ay,
for all k € Ng. Conversely, if (8) holds for each k € Ny, then x € N,.
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Proof. Assume that z € A,. Since z € A, C N, we have

j—1

Y (00" (@) = ap) = =Sy(o7 (@), 0" (2)) = Sp(o'(2),07 ()

k=i
for all non-negative integers ¢ < j. By Lemma 2.6, we obtain

u(o? (z)) —u(o'(z)) < Sp(o'(z), 0’ (z))
and
—Sp(0?(2), 0" (2)) < u(o?(z)) —u(o’ (@)

Therefore, it holds that
1

(w(o™ (@) — ap) = u(o?(2)) — u(o’ (2))-

<.
|

i

i
We rewrite
1

u(o?(z)) — u(o’(z)) = Y (uw(c*(z)) — u(c"(2)))

<.
I

k=i
and compute
j—1
9) Z {(Qp(ak(i)) - Oé(p) — (u(ak"'l(g)) — U(Uk(i)))} —0.
k=t

Since w is a calibrated subaction of ¢, we have

(0" (@) — ay) = (w(e™ (@) — u(d®(z))) 20, keNp
and thus we deduce that

(p(0" (@) = ap) = (u(c" (@) —u(o"(z))) =0, keNy

from (9).

Conversely, assume that (8) holds for each k& € Ny. Then we have
i—1 Jj—1

(p(o"(@)) = ap) = 3 (u(e" (@) — u(e*(2))
i k=i
= u(o’(z)) — u(o'(2)) < Sp(o'(z), 07 ()

by Lemma 2.6. Since ch: (p(c*(2)) — ay) > Sy(of(x), 0’ (z)) is trivial,
we see that x € N,,. O

<

T

4. VARIATIONAL METHOD APPLIED TO THE AUBRY SET

In this section, we consider the case that the potential function ¢ : X — R
is 2-locally constant, i.e.,

o(z) = h(zg,z1), = =z00122...,

for some Lipschitz continuous function A : [0,1]> — R under suitable as-
sumptions (see below for the precise assumptions for h). In this case, we
can obtain much more explicit information about the elements in the Mather
set and the Aubry set for ¢ by using variational techniques developed in
[Ban88, Yu22].

Firstly, the following proposition is easily shown:
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Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ : X — R be a function depending on only the first
two coordinates, i.e., for all x = xor172 ..., P(x) = W(x0,21). Then ¢ is
Lipschitz continuous as a function on X with respect to the metric d on X
if and only if ¢ is Lipschitz continuous as a function on [0,1]? with respect
to the Euclidian metric dg> on [0, 1]?.

Proof. Suppose that there exists L, > 0 such that [¢(z) —¢(y)| < Leod(z,y)
for all z,y € X. Taking arbitrary xo,z1,y0,%1 € [0,1], we have
(0, 71) — (Yo, y1)| = |(z0210%) — (yoy10™)|
< Ly(lzo — yol + |21 — y1/2)
Llp\/EdRQ ((iEO, xl)a (yOa yl))
Conversely, suppose that there exists L, > 0 such that |¢(zo, z1)—¢(yo,y1)| <
Lydg (0, 21), (Y0, y1)) for all (zo,z1), (yo,y1)) € [0,1]*. Then
[o(z) — (W)l = le(zo, 1) — (o, y1)|
< Lydg2((z0, 1), (Yo, y1))
S QLW(’xO - yO’ + ‘.%'1 - yl’/Q) S 2L¢d(£7g)7
which complete the proof. O
Remark 4.2. For a subshift of finite type with a finite set of symbols,
locally constant functions are always Lipschitz continuous with respect to a
natural metric on its symbolic space. However, for the symbolic dynamics

with uncountable symbols [0, 1], locally constant functions are not always
Lipschitz continuous with respect to the metric d on X.

Hereafter, we always assume (H3) and (Hy) for the Lipschitz continuous
function p(z) = h(xg,x1), where the assumptions (Hs3) and (Hy) are defined
by:

(H3z) If & < & and 1y < n2, then

h(&1,m) + h(&2,m2) < h(&1,m2) + h(&2,m)-
(Hy) Ifboth (z_q,z0,x1) and (2, xo, z7) with (z_1, 20, 1) # (x|, z0, ;)
are minimal, then
(-1 —x ) (1 —2)) <0.
Here, we give the definition of the word minimal :
Definition 4.3 (Minimal). Fix k,l € Ny with £ < [ arbitrarily. A finite
word {z;}\_, is said to be minimal if, for any {y;}\_, with yx = x; and
Yy = x;, we have:

-1 -1

> (@i wigr) <Y h(yi vis1)-

i=k i=k
Moreover, an infinite word {z;}en, is said to be minimal if {z;}!_, is min-
imal for any k,[ with k < [.

Remark 4.4. We state some remarks about the settings mentioned above.

(1) In (Hs3), the equality h(&1,1m1)+h(&2,m2) = h(&1,m2) + (&2, m1) holds
if & =& or 1 = mo.
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(2) The assumptions (Hs) and (Hy) hold if h satisfies the twist condition
D1Dsh < 0. In fact, for & < & and 11 < 12, we have:

n2 &2
0> / DDy H (z,y)dxdy
n

1 J&
n2
= DoH (&2,y) — D2H (&1,y)dy
m

= H(&,m) + H(S2me) — H(&,m2) — H(E2,m)-

This inequality implies (Hs). Next, we show (Hy). Suppose that
both (z_1,z0,x1) and (z* {, zg, z}) are minimal and

(x_1,m0,21) # (%1, 0, 7).
Clearly,
D1H(zg,21) + DoH(x_1,20) = 0,and
D1 H (xg,x) + DoH (2" 1, 20) = 0.

Since D1 DoH < 0, D1H(z,y) is monotonically decreasing with re-
spect to y, and DyH (x,y) is monotonically decreasing with respect
to z. Hence, if two minimal segment satisfies z_; — 2*; < 0 and
x1 —x] <0, then

DlH(xo,xl) + DQH(.%'_l,m'Q) > DlH(xo,x’f) + DQH(m'il,xo),

which is contradiction.

(3) The above notations and labels are derived from [Ban88]. In his
paper, h is considered as a fuction on R? satisfying (Hi) — (Hy),
where (H;) and (Hg) are given by:

(Hy) h(€,m) = h(€+1,n+1) for all (£,7) € R?, and
(Ho) ‘ lim A(£,€§+n) = oo uniformly in &.

nl—o0
Note that the condition (Hz) holds if h satisfies (H;) and the twist
condition. For the proof, integrate Dy D1h over the triangular region
bounded by three points (§,€), (£,€ + n), and (£ +n,& + 7). In
addition, the fact that the differentiability of h is no longer needed
is useful when considering geodesics on T?, for example (see Section
6 in [Ban88] for the detail).

Let h* = mingep1) h(z, x). Set X(n)(C X =[0,1]N) and m (C [0,1]) by
X(n)={z € X |z, =xp4; for all i € Ny},
and
m = {a € [0,1] | h(a,a) = h*}.
Since h is non-constant by (H3) and h is continuous, the set m is nonempty,

compact and m C [0,1]. Firstly, we introduce the result of [Ban88] and
[Yu22].

n—1
Lemma 4.5. Fizn € N. Then Z(h(ﬂji,ﬂji+1) —h*) >0 for any x € X(n).
=0
Moreover, the equality is true if and only if there exists a € m satisfying
z;=a fori=0,--- ,n—1.
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This claim is essentially the same as Lemma 2.5 of [Yu22]. The proof is
almost the same as the proof of the case p =0 in Theorem 3.3 of [Ban88].

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Fix n € N arbitrarily. It is easily seen that if z* is a
minimizer in X (n), i.e., satisfies:

Snp(z®) = min S,p(z),

zeX(n)
so is o (z*) for any k € N. Set m and M with 0 < m, M <n — 1 for each
x € X(n) by:
(10) Ty = Ogrir%lrrllil Tiy TM = ogr?gaiil T

For the proof of the claim, it suffices to show the following claim:
Claim 4.6. z,, = z) if z is a minimizer in X (n).

Suppose that the claim is failed, i.e., z is a minimizer in X (n) and z,, <
xpr. We consider only the case m = 0. The other cases can be shown in a
similar way.

Firstly, we introduce the definition of cross. We say the segments {¢&; 6‘_1
and {n;}o~ " cross if (& —m) (&1 —my1) < 0 for some I € {0,...,n—1}. Let
Y= oM(z), i.e., y; = 40 for i € Ng. Note that {xz; 871 and {yi}gfl Cross
at least once because if not we have x; < y; for all i € {1,...,n — 1} and
thus the inequality zg < yg yields Z;‘L;ol T; < Z;‘L;ol y;, but the periodicity
of z and y yields Z?:_& Yi = Z?:_& Tisn = Z?:_& x;.

Suppose that {z;}0~" and {y;}0~" cross only once. The other cases can
be shown by repeating the following discussion. Let [* be the largest number
among {0,...,n—1} such that z; <y forall k € {1,...,0*}. Then we have
xpe < yp» and zyr1 > ypepq. Define w, z € X(n) by w; = min{x;,y;},2; =
max{z;,y;} for all i € Ng. When x;« # y«, by (Hs3), x» < yp and ypey1 <
Tyx41 give

h(wps s wis41) + hzie, 21 41) = M@, Y1) + ”(yes s T 41)
< h(@ps, @peqr) + By, yie41)-
As a result, it holds that:
Snp(w) + Snp(2) < Snp(@) + Snp(a™ () =2 min  Spp(z).
z'€X(n)
Therefore, at least one of the following inequalities holds:

S, < min S,p(z’ S, < min S,p(z),
p(w) S p(z) or Spp(z) S o(z')

which is a contradiction (note that w,z € X(n)). When z; = y;«, we have
(xpe—1 — yr=—1)(®pr41 — Y1r41) < 0, but the equality cannot occur by (Hy)
and the minimality of z and y. Thus z;+_1 < y;+—1 and z;«41 > y;+41 hold
and we have: a

h(wps—1,wp=) + h(zpe—1, 21+ ) = h(zp—1, 1%) + h(yp=, yi+), and
h(wps, wis 1) + (2=, 2o 1) = h(ye, Y1) + M@, 2o 41),
as seen in Remark 4.4 (1). Therefore, we obtain

Snp(w) + Spp(2) = Snp(@) + Snp(a™ (z)) =2 min Syp(a!).
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This implies that both w and z are also minimal, which is a contradiction
for (Hy). O
Using Lemma 4.5, we can easily show a part of our main theorem.
Lemma 4.7 (cf. Main Theorem 3. (1)). o = h*

Proof. The continuity of h and Lemma 4.5 imply that for any x € X,

1 1
- no(z) = E(h(xmxl) + 4 h(zp—1,20) + h(@pn_1,2n) — h(zn_1,0))

1 1
> E(h(xowxl) +--+ h(xn—lw%'O)) - E(hmax - hmin)
1
> h* —— hmax - hmin .
S )

By (1) in Section 1, we have

1
a, = inf liminf —S,p(z) > h*.

xEX N—o0 N

Moreover, taking z* = a™ for some a € m, we obtain

1
—n * :h*a
—Snp(a”)

which implies that a, = h*. O
Applying Lemma 4.5 and 4.7, we immediately obtain an explicit formula

for optimizing periodic measures.

Theorem 4.8 (cf. Main Theorem 3. (2)). Let ¢ : X — R be a 2-locally
constant function ¢(z) = h(zg, 1) where h : [0,1> — R is a Lipschitz
continuous function on [0,1)? with (H3) and (Hy). Then

Mpin(p) N MP = {64 | a € m},

where MP stands for the set of invariant probability measures supported on
a single periodic orbit.

Next, we give an explicit characterization for elements in the Aubry set
of ¢. Consider the distance between a point x € [0, 1] to the closed set m:

dr(z,m) = algl\x —al.
The following lemma plays a key role in our statement.
Lemma 4.9 (A slightly extended version of Lemma 2.7 of [Yu22]). Set
¢(0) = inf $(d;n)
where
¢(0;n) =inf{S,(¢ —ay)(z) |z € X(n), max dgr(z;,m)>0)}.

0<i<n—1
Then ¢(0) > 0 if 6 > 0.
Remark 4.10. Let
X(n;0) ={z € X(n)| max 1dR(azi,m) > 6}.

0<i<n—
Then ¢(d) should be defined as +oo if X (n;0) = 0. By the definition, if
§" < 6 then X (n;0") D X(n;d) and ¢(8") < ¢(9).
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Proof of Lemma 4.9. Lemma 2.7 in [Yu22] corresponds to the case of #m =
2, i.e., m = {ug,uy} for some ug,u; € [0,1] and

dr(x;,m) = min |z; — u;,
7=0,1

)

but our proof is almost the same as his proof. It is sufficient to prove that
for § > 0,

(1) ¢(6;1) >0, and
(2) ¢(d;n) > ¢(d;1) for all n € N.

The first claim is clear since z is given by xg° for some zo € m. We show the
second using induction. The case of n = 1 is trivial. Assume that it holds if
n < m—1. Take any z € X(m;J). When x; # z( for any j € {1,...,m—1},
there exists an integer k € {1,...,m — 1} such that
(xk — Tp—1)(Tp — Thy1) 2 0

since g = 2;,. From this inequality, (Hs), and Remark 4.4 (1), we have

h(zy, zp) + h(zp—1, r1) < h(2p—1, 2x) + h(Th, Tpgr).
Set

u=zy, v= (20 Tp—1Thp1 " Tm1)™

Then

Sm(e = ap)(@) = 51(p — ap) (W) + Sm-1(p — ap)(v).

Clearly, u € X(1) and v € X(m — 1) hold and thus we obtain the following
two inequalities by Lemma 4.5:

Si(p —ap)(w) 20, Smo1(p —ap)(w) > 0.
Moreover, at least one of
dg (2, m) > 0
and

max dR(.%'i, m) Z 1)
i€[0,m]\{k}

is true, which yields at least one of the following inequalities:

Si(p — ap)(uw) > ¢(6;1), Sm—1(p — ay)(v) > ¢(6;m — 1).

By the assumption of induction ¢(§;n) > ¢(5;1) > 0forn e {1,...,m—1},
we have

S —ag)(@) = S1(p — ap)(u) + Sm-1(p — ap)(v) > ¢(6;1) > 0.

When there exists j such that x; = zg, then we get
Sm(p — ap)(x) > ¢(8;7) + ¢(6;m — j) = 26(5;1) > 0.
The proof is complete. (]

Using these lemmata, we can show:

Theorem 4.11 (cf. Main Theorem 3. (3)). €, C m™o.
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Proof. It suffices to show that z ¢ Q, if x € X \m™o. There exists an integer
N such that

d ; > 4.
o R (2, m) >

since z € X\m"o. It follows from the compactness of X and continuity of
h that ¢ is uniformly continuous. Thus we can take g9 > 0 satisfying if
‘771 — 772’ < g, then:

1
where the function ¢ is given in Lemma 4.9. Fix e € (0,min{27V,2-(N+2)§ ¢, /2}).
Let k be a large number satisfying 27% < ¢ and B(z,z,k;¢) # (. For
z € B(z,z,k;¢), set w=w(k) by
w(k) = (20 2p-1)
Immediately,
|20 — 21| < d(z,0%(2)) < d(z,2) + d(z,0%(2)) < 2¢ <
and

1Sk(p = ap)(2) = Skl — ap)(w)] = [A(zk-1, 2%) = h(2k-1, 20)] < %@5(5/2)-

Thus we get

() S — ap)(2) > Sl — ag)(w(k)) — 50(5/2)

It is seen that w € B(z,z, k;2e) N X (k) since k satisfies 2% < e. Moreover,
by € < min{%, 21@%} and k with 27% < ¢ (so k > N), we sce that

NS5

, >
Jnax dr(w;, m) >

Hence the estimate (11) shows:

1
Sk(p —ay)(z) > §¢(5/2) >0
and we obtain
H(z,z) > 0.
This is the desired inequality. (]
Proof of Main Theorem 3. We already have (1)-(3) in Main Theorem 3. We
now prove the rest part. Suppose that h(x,z) has a unique minimum point

ay in [0,1]. Then m = {a.}, and thus Q, = {ag®}. Since the Mather set
M, is not empty and included in €2, we obtain the desired result. O
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5. TPO PROPERTY

In this section, we discuss typical properties of optimal measures. We still
consider the case that the potential function is 2-locally constant.

As stated in the last part of Section 4, by Theorem 4.11, we see that if z €
Q, then z € m™. Therefore, if m = {a € [0,1] | h(a,a) = min,c(o 1 h(z, z)}
for ¢ = h(x,y) is a singleton {a}, we have Qj, = {a*°} and it must coincide
with the Mather set of h. As described below, In this section, we will see
that such h is typical.

Let » > 2 be a positive integer. Consider the set of C"-variational struc-
ture with the twist condition,

A" ={h e C"([0,1)%R) | DyD1h < 0},

equipped with the C"-norm, i.e.,
hller = > sup [0 h(z,y)|.

18]<r (@Y)E0:1]?
For h € 7", let h(z) = h(z,z) for z € [0, 1].
Proposition 5.1. The subset O in F" given by
O ={h e H"| h has a unique minimum point x*(h) s.t. h" (z*(h)) > 0}
18 C" open and dense in 7.

Proof. (Dense): Take h € 7. Let a € [0,1] be a minimum point of A.
Take arbitrary € > 0. Set
he(z,y) := h(z,y) + eV (x)

where V € C"([0,1]; R) with a unique minimum point at z = a s.t. V(a)
0,V"(a) > 0 (e.g., V() = cos(2n(z—a)+n) or (x—a)?). Then ||he—h||c2
e||Vl|c2 and DaD1he = Do D1h < 0. Moreover, for x # a

he(z,z) = h(z,z) + eV (x) > h(a,a) + eV (a) > h(a,a) = he(a,a).

Therefore, h, € ¢ holds. .
(Open): Let h € 0. Denote the corresponding minimum point zj, of h.
Take € € (0,h"(xp,)/2) Let h. € S s.t. ||he — h||cr < e. Then we have
|(he — h)"(z1)| = |D1D1(he — B)(zp, x1) + D1Do(he — h)(xh, 1)
+ Dng(hE — h)(xh, xh) + D2D2(h€ — h)(wh, xh)|
< |lhe = hllor < ¢,

IV

i.e.,
B! (xp) > B (zp) — e > ' (z1,)/2 > 0.

This also implies that h. has a unique minimum point at = = xj, which
yields h. € 0. O

Similarly we easily obtain the following perturbation result in the sense
of Mané. Note that for any h € " and f € C"(]0,1];R) the function
h(z,y) + f(z) satisfies the twist condition, i.e., DoDi(h+ f) = Do D1h < 0.
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Proposition 5.2. For arbitrary h € ", the set

¥, ={V € C"([0,1];R)| h+V has a unique minimum point

*(h+V) st. (h+ V) (a*(h+V)) > 0}

is C" open and dense in ¥, in C"([0,1];R).

Proof of Main Theorem 4. Combining Propositions 5.1,5.2 and Main Theo-
rem 3, we obtain Main Theorem 4. O
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