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Abstract

In this mainly survey paper we consider the Lagrangdidr v) = 1 |v|2 —V(x), and a closed
form w on the torusT". For the associated Hamiltonian we consider the the Sahgedioperator
Hp = — ﬁleJrV wheref is large real parameter. Moreover, for the given fqBiw we consider
the associated twist operaﬂdt‘é". We denote b;(H‘[’;")* the corresponding backward operator. We are
interested in the positive eigenfunctighy associated to the the eigenvalig for the operaton—!‘g.
We denotew[’g the positive eigenfunction associated to the the eigeavajufor the operator(H‘g)*.
Finally, we analyze the asymptotic limit of the probability = i L[IE on the torus whei8 — «. The
limit probability is a Mather measure. We consider Largeiaons properties and we derive a result
on Transport Theory. We dendte (x,V) = 3 [v|2 =V (x) —wx(v) andL* (x,v) = 3 [v|2 =V (x) +wx(V).
We are interest in the transport problem frpm (the Mather measure fdr~) to u (the Mather mea-
sure forL™) for some natural cost function. In the case the maximizirupability is unique we use a
Large Deviation Principle due to N. Anantharaman in ordestow that the conjugated sub-solutions
uandu* define an admissible pair which is optimal for the dual Kaowarh problem.

1 Introduction and basic definitions

Given a closed formv on the torusT" we consider the Lagrangidr(x,v) = % V2 =V (x) +w, where
L:TT" — R andTT" is the tangent bundle.

The infimum of [ L(x,v)du(x,v) among the invariant probabilities for the Euler Lagrange ftm
the tangent bundl@T" is called the critical value of. A probability which attains such infimum is
called a Mather measure (s€el[Cl] for references an geresalts).

We denote byH(x, p) = %\p\2+V(x) the associated Hamiltonian for the Lagranglax,v) =
% \v\z —V(x) and for eact € R we consider the corresponding Schrodinger opetafps= — ﬁ%z A+
V for such Hamiltonian.

For eachB we consider a certain associated quantum state and quamtimability on £2(T")
(associated to an eigenvaluetdg) and we are interested in the limit of such probability wiflers co.

We call 3 the semiclassical parameter. In an alternative form we aleet—= % and consider the
limit whenh — 0.

An interesting relation of such limit probabilities with Mer measures was investigated by N.
Anantharaman (see [A3] [Al] and [A2])

We will present here some of these results which are relaté@nsport and large deviation prop-
erties.

Considemw(v) =< P,v> a closed fornw in the torusT", whereP is a vector inR".
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Suppose thati, andp_ are respectively the Mather measures for the Lagrangians
+ 1.2 - 1.2
LT (xv) = §|V| =V (X)+w(v) andL™ (x,v) = §|V| =V (X) —w(v),

x€ T andV : T" — R smooth.

We assume the Mather measure is unique in each problemni (§efFEEhi1], [Fathl]).

We will follow closely the notation of the nice expositidn TR (see also[[AR][[AB]). The results
presented here in the future sections are inspired_in [LORJe main tool is the involution kernel
introduced in[[BLT] (see alsd [LM]ILOST[LOJILMMS] [LMZ] [CLO] [CM] [GLMII[LRI)

We will consider the Lax-Oleinik operatdf ,t > 0, given by

T w(X) = inf / L™ s))ds
C00= g g

Denote byu (Lipchitz), u: T" — R, the unique (up to additive constant becapseis unique)
solution of ;" u=u+tE, for allt > 0, and wheré is constant.

Consider the Lax-Oleinik operatdy', t > 0, given by

T ua(x) = inf / L™ s))ds
t 2( ) y(O):xA,y:[OA,t]aT” }
Denote byu* the Lipchitz functionu* : T" — R, such thatT;" (—u*) = —u* +Et.
We assume thatandu® are suchu+ u* is zero in the support gii.
The functionW(x,y) (which could be called the convolution kernel) is given bg bellow expres-
sion

1 11
- inf /—Vas w(a'(s ds/—a’tz.
oreCl([O,l],'[F”),a(O):x,a(l):y{ , [PV +wla(s)]ds+ [ 5lla’(®)]f

We denote byn(y,y) the Peierls barrier for the Lagrangian. In the present cadgy,y) = u(y) +
u*(y).

Main references on Transport Theory are [VI1] [Vi2] ahd|[Ra]

We denote by# (14, ) the set of probabilitieft onT" x T", such that respectively; = nf(ﬂ)
andu_ = 13 (f1).

Givec(x,y) we say thatf andg arec-admissible if, for any,y € R", we havef (x) —g(y) < c(x,y).
We denote byZ# the set of such pairsf, g).

We will consider, for the cost functioe(x,y) = —W(y,X), ac-Kantorovich problem

inf // (x,y)dfi(x
pet (py.p-) V) AR(Y).

We denote the minimizing probability bimin. Note that this probability projects on the second
variable onu_.

Note that the transport optimal probability feiV and for—W + | (wherel is the Peierl’s barrier)
are the same.

We point out that the projected projected Mather measureand u— are the same in the present
case.

We will show here that the dual problem feiV

maX{/f ) diL (x /g Yk (y) | F(0—g(y) <cxy)} =

max{/f ) dpty (X /9 ydu—(y) | (f,9) € 7},

has a pair of optimal solution@, u*) which are the viscosity solutions of the Hamilton-Jacobi
equations (fixed points of the corresponding Lax-Oleinikrgpors as defined above)
We can consider alternatively (the same problem)



int [ [exydacey).

e (pyp)
wherec(x,y) = —W(y,x) +h(y,y). The introduction of a function on the variabylevhich vanishes
in the support ofu_ does not change the minimizing measure. However, this nelblgm have a
different optimal pair.
We denote by#; the Brownian motion irR" (with coefficienth, that is, at time = 1 the variance
is vh) beginning ax, and/%/x"‘yﬁt its disintegration at the poirptand at the time.

Consider the Schrodingét" = — h—; A+V (whereV is the periodic extension t&") which acts
on real (periodic) functions defined R". It is known thatH has pure point spectrum (sée [Dav] and
[LS]).

Note that 1 h 1

—ZH"=Z-A-ZV.
h 2 h

The KernelK(x,y,t) of the extension o€~ nH to an integral operator is (see [Al])

K(xy.t) = / e h V@E®)dsyh (qa).
Given 1 1
LY(x,v) = EVZ—V(X) —w(V) = EVZ—V(X)— <PV>,
the corresponding Hamiltonia#"(x, p) via Legendre transform is

P 2
HY(x, p) — w FV(X).

In the same way, for
. 1 1
LT (x,v) = évsz(x) + wW(v) = évsz(x)f <Pv>,

the corresponding Hamiltoniad" (x, p) is

—PJ|I?
H ey = PP v,

Consider, a certain poing = ¢ € R" fixed (on the universal cover of the torus). As the fason
the torus is closed, it is exact on the lifting to the univecewer, then, the valugﬁx’; w does not depend
on the path we choose to connagtto x.

2 Transportin the configuration space for the Aubry-Mather
problem

For each real valug we consider the operator

_ X X _ X 1 X
H‘g =e Blow, HB oepfxow =e ﬁfxowo(fﬁA+V) oeﬁfxow.
We can consider such operator acting on the torus oR™n When we consider the Brownian
motion we should consider, off course, its actvivonIth
The KernelK(x,y,t) of the extension 065 to0 an integral operator is given by

Kp (1) = /‘e—ﬁ foV(a(©)dstB<P.—0> P '(daq),



Note that above we consider the integral

B [[1-V(a() + Wo(q (a'(9)]ds

H‘g is not self adjoint but has a real pure point spectrum.

We denote byEg the maximum eigenvalue dﬂ‘g (acting on real functions) angig is the corre-
sponding normalized real eigenfunction#?(T",dx). The positive eigenfunctiogyg is unique if we
assume its norm is 1. It's the only totally positive eigertfion ofH‘é" (see[[Al] expression (3.15)).
The eigenvalue is simple and isolated (see appendix on [A2])

For each real valug we consider thev-backward operator

X 1 X
H‘[’{:eﬁfxo oHBoe —PleW —?A—i—V) e Bhow

We will be interested in high values 6f

Eg is the maximum eigenvalue ubf‘g* and we denote bwg the corresponding real eigenfunction
in £2(T",dx). Similar properties to the case gfg are true for such eigenfunction. We assume
S (,UE (x)dx= 1 and alsqf Y (x) w[’g(x)dx: 1

HY o H} is self adjoint.

We will be interested here in the probabilities

V(dx) = (%) Y (x)dx
The probabilityvg (dX) = Ya(x) L/J,’g (x)dxis stationary for the Markov operator

Q) (x) = e Evyg ()28 (Y £)(%)
on the torus™ (see[[A2]).

The correct point of view is to considelg as an eigenfunction angg = L[JE (x)dx as an eigen-

probability for the semi-group — s,

Consider
_ logyg an logy

UB = ,B I3 =
It is known that the following equalities are true:

ZB AUﬁ +H (X,dXUB) = E:B
and
~25 Auﬁ + HY(x, —dxup) = Eg,

The B-families of functionsug and uﬁ are equi-Lipschizians and we can obtain from this fact
convergent subsequences. We assume here the Mather misasicgie, and therefore the limits exist
in the uniform convergence topology, that is

lim ug =u and limu; =u*.
B P B P

Itis known that ling_,., Eg exist and we denote this value By

By stability of the viscosity solutions, the limitsandu* are, respectively, viscosity solutions of
the equations

HY(x,dxu) = E and H"(x, —dyu*) = E

We assume also that the Mather meagufer the lagrangia.V is unique. In this case it is known

(see for instance [A1] [A=2]) that in the weak topology

lim = U.
o =¥

In proposition 3.11 in[AlL] the following Large DeviationiRciple is obtained (see aldo [A2][A3]):



Proposition 1 Suppose the Mather measure is unique. Suppose also tha imtform convergence
topology

lim ug =u and lim u’[} =u".

B—e B—eo

Then, for (x) = u(x) + u*(x) (from the normalization we choose befo(&) > 0), we have
1) for any open set @ T",

Illgmnf 5 Iong( ) = — inf {I(X)},

xeO

and,
2) for any closed set - T",

"ﬁmj‘jpﬁ logvg(F) = —inf {I(x)}.
It follows from Varadhan's Integral Lemma (section 4.3[indpthat, for anyC® functionF (x),
Jim —|og/el3F dvg(x) = sup{F(x) —1(x)}.

xeTn

TheWé-KerneI is defined by

ewg<y,x>:/e BloV(a(s)dsBiwyb "da) =

/e—ﬁféw §)ds—B <P, (x— V>>Wyxt(da)

Note the plus sign oW.
Note that we exchangeandy above (with respect to the previous considerations).
It is known (seel[Al]) that for anf and anyt

= [ g ay= [ 500 vty

Now from Schilder's Theorem and Varadhan'’s Integral Lenea (©2] also Theorem 4.3.9 in [A2])

1
—W(y,X) :=— g,m E loge ﬂB (X _

1 11
([ [-Via©+wae(@@)ds+ [ 3 lla 0P}

inf
a €CY([0,2],T"),a(0)=y,a(1)=x
Note above the plus sign an
The functionW(y, x) is the function—I (y,x) in the notation of{[A2].
For anyf

B|09(lll[3 log/ 0% g (y) L dvg (y)-

Taking limits a8 — o and using the Varadhan's integral Lemma once more we get

—u(x) = sup{W(z,x) +u(z) — 1(2)}.

zeT"

Therefore, for any,y we get that

—u(y) —u(x) > W(y,x)—I(y).

From this we get



Proposition 2
u(y) +u(x) < —W(y,x) +1(y) = c(y,x).
and the pair(u,u) is (-W+l)-admissible.
In the same way the pafu, u*) is -W-admissible.

Proposition 3 If 7} is an optimal minimizing transport probability for ¢ and if, f¥) is an optimal
pair in .#, then the support af is contained in the set

{(x,y) € M x M such that( f (x) — f*(y)) = c(x,y) }.

Proof: It follows from the primal and dual linear programming prei formulation. The condition
above is called the complementary slackness conditionEsgp. O

If one findsf an an admissible paiif, f#) satisfying the above claim (for the support) one solves
the Kantorovich problem, that is, one finds the optimal tp@nsprobabilityf] .
From the above it follows.

Proposition 4 Proposition: For (x,y) in the support oft we have

u(x) +uy) = —“W(y,x) +h(y,y) = c(x,y),
or

u(x)+u(y) = —W(y,x) + (u"(y) +u(y)).
This means, fofx,y) in the support ofi

u(x) —u*(y) = —“W(y,x).
In other words, for any,y in the support ofimin we have thati(x) is given by

1 11
inf —V 1d Zla’|3d *(y).
ae@([o,m'{‘a<o>:y,a(l):x{./o [—V(e)+w(a))ds+ [ >la’|Pds} + u'(y)
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