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Abstract

We establish the connection between the Aubry-Mather theory of in-
variant sets of a dynamical system described by a Lagrangian L(¢,z,v) =
Lo(v) — U(t,z) with periodic potential U(t,z), on the one hand, and
idempotent spectral theory of the Bellman operator of the corresponding
optimization problem, on the other hand. This connection is applied to
obtain a uniqueness result for an eigenfunction of the Bellman operator
in the case of irrational rotation number.

1 Introduction
Consider a Lagrangian
L(t,z,v) = Lo(v) — U(t, z),

where ¢, x € R and the functions Lo(v), v € R, and U(t, z) satisfy the following
conditions:

(L1) Lo(p) is of class C*; its derivative L{(p) is strictly growing: L{(p2) >
Ljy(p1) iff p2 > p1 and has a locally Lipschitzian inverse.

(L2) For any N > 0 there exists P > 0 such that if p € R, |p| > P, then
Lo(p) > Np|.

(L3) U(t,z) is of class C! and its derivative QU /0w is Lipschitzian.
(L4) U(t,z) is periodic: U(t +1,2) = U(t,z + 1) = U(t,z) for all (¢,z) € R?.

Let z, y, s, t € R, s < t. We say that the set of all absolutely continu-
ous functions &: [s,¢] — R such that &(s) = y, &(¢t) = z, and L(-,£(-),&'(+))
is Lebesgue integrable, is the set of admissible trajectories (or trajectories for
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short) and denote it by (s,y;t,2). The functional defined on Q(s,y;t, z) by
the formula

L5yt 2)[E] = / L(r.&(r),€ () dr = / [Lo(€(r)) — U(r,&(r))] dr

is called the action functional associated with the Lagrangian L(t,z,v). It
follows from conditions (L1)—(L4) that this functional is bounded from below.
The infimum of L(s,y;t,z) over Q(s,y;t,z) is called the value function of the
action functional and is denoted by L(s,y;t,z). It is well-known (see, e.g., [H])
that this infimum is attained, i.e., that there exists a trajectory & € Q(s,y; ¢, x)
such that L(s,y;t, x)[€] = L(s,y;t,x). This trajectory is called a minimizer of
the functional L(s,y;t, ).

The Aubry-Mather theory [[l, B, [, [0] deals with a generalization of the
notion of minimizer to the case when s and t are allowed to be infinite, —oo <
s < t < oo. Since the potential U(t,z) is periodic in ¢, we may assume that
s and ¢ are integer or infinite and consider any trajectory £(t) only at integer
moments of time: z, = £(n). Any part of a minimizer is a minimizer itself;
therefore the minimization problem for the action functional can be discretized:

t—1
Z L(k,xp; k4 1, 2541) — min.
k=s

It follows from periodicity of U(t, ) in ¢ that L(k,y;k+ 1,2) = L(0,y; 1, x) for
any k € Z; denote L(0,y;1,x) by L(y, x).

If s = —oo or t = oo, then the above sum diverges. In this case the definition
of minimizer is modified in the following way: a sequence {z,}, n € Z, s <n <,
is said to be L-minimal if it has the following property: for all nqi, ne € Z,
s <my <ng <t,and any set {y,}, n =ny1,n1 +1,...,n9, such that y,, = z,,
and Yn, = Tn,

no—1 na—1
Z L(xnyanLl) S Z L(ynvyn+1)'
n=ni n=mni

This definition is due to Aubry [EI, E], similar concepts are known in statisti-
cal mechanics (ground states in lattice models, see, e.g., [1J]) and differential

geometry (geodesics of type A [LT], {).
It is clear that the definition of L-minimality does not change if L(y,z) is

substituted by L(y,z) + a(y — z) for any a € R. Consider an optimization
problem of Bolza type
~1
s(x_pn) + Z (L(zg, xp11) + a(zr — Tp41)) — min, Ty = . (1)

k=—n

It follows from Bellman’s principle of optimality that for any solution {z_,,

T—pt1,---,To = x} of this problem the following inclusion holds:
o € argmin (B *s)(y) + L(y, 2—p+1) + aly — 2—p41)); (2)



where operator B, is the so-called Bellman operator @, @]

(Bas)(w) = min (s(y) + L(y, z) + aly — 2)).
It is clear that any solution of the problem ([) satisfies the condition of L-
minimality.
Now suppose that a function s*(z) satisfies the following functional equation:
(Bas®)(x) = min (s*(y) + Ly, 2) + aly — 2)) = 5°(x) + A (3)
Then any solution of the problem ([) can be extended as —n — —oc using
formula (f) without violating the condition of L-minimality. Thus to estab-
lish the existence of two-sided infinite minimizers (corresponding to the case
when s = —oo, t = 00) it is sufficient to show that the initial point xy = x
can be chosen in such a way that it is possible to find the reverse extension
{x1,z2,...} satisfying the condition of L-minimality. This program is carried
out in sections 3 and 4 after proving a number of technical lemmas in section 2.
We stress that the functional equation (), like many other formulas in cal-
culus of variations and optimization, can be treated as linear over a special
algebraic structure, an idempotent semiring Rumin [E] By definition, Ry, =
{RU {o0},®,®}, where operations @& and © are defined as follows: a ® b =
min{a, b} (in particular, a P oo = co P a = a) and a ® b = a + b (in particular,
a®0o0 =000a=00). Itcan easily be checked that this structure satisfies
axioms of an idempotent semiring with neutral elements co and 0 with respect
to operations @& and ©, respectively [E] In this context, the Bellman operator
assumes the form of a linear integral operator:

@
(Bus)(@) = min (s(0) + Ly ) + oy = 0) = [ ) @ (Lly.) + aly — )
eRr

Y

and the equation (f]) defines its eigenfunction s®(z) and eigenvalue A(a) [f, [L4]:
(Bas)(z) = s(x) + Ma) = (Ma) © s)(z).

This approach can be used further to re-establish the main results of Aubry-
Mather theory in an independent way; however, in this paper, we assume a
reverse viewpoint and apply Aubry-Mather theory to study of idempotent eigen-
functions s%(x). One question that can be hard to resolve in the general setting
of idempotent analysis is whether an eigenfunction corresponding to a given
eigenvalue is unique. In section 5 we exploit minimality of Aubry-Mather set in
the sense of topological dynamics to prove that in the case of irrational rotation
number the eigenfunction is determined uniquely up to an additive constant.
This result is sharp in the sense that if the rotation number is rational, then
the solution may not be unique; a counterexample is constructed in [ﬂ]

This work was motivated by the preprint [E], in which the problem was stated
in terms of periodic solution to periodically forced Burgers equation rather than



eigenfunction of Bellman operator. After the work was finished [@], the author
learned that in the context of the forced Burgers equation similar results, in-
cluding uniqueness theorem, were obtained independently by Weinan E [E]

The author is deeply grateful to Ya. G. Sinai for setting of the problem and
constant attention to this work and to Weinan E for the opportunity to read
the unpublished version of his paper.

2 Properties of the value function

The following result is classical in calculus of variations (see, e.g., [{]):

Lemma 1 Suppose Lo(v) and U(t,x) satisfy assumptions (L1)—(L4) and x, y,
s, t € R, s < t; then there exists a minimizer & € Q(s,y;t,x) such that
L(s,y;t,x)[6] = L(s,y;t,x). If &0 € Q(s,y;t,x) is a minimizer, then &y is of
class C1 in [s,t] and there exists a C* function \: [s,t] — R such that

oU
)\I(T) _ (7_7 50(7—)),
9o
For all R, s, t € R such that R > 0, s < t and all z, y € R such that

|z —y| < R(t — s) there exists a positive constant Cy = C1(R, s,t) such that if
& € Q(s,y;t,x) is a minimizer, then |€4(T)] < Cy, s <7 < t.

A7) = Ly(& (1)), s<T<t. (4)

Lemma 2 The function L(s,y;t, ) is diagonally periodic:

L(s,y+ Lit,z+1) = L(s + Lyt + 1,2) = L(s, y; ¢, ).

This lemma follows from periodicity of U(¢, ) in ¢ and z.
Lemma 3 Forallr, s, t,z,y e R, s <r <t,

L(s,y;t,z) = min (L(s,y;7,2) + L(r, 2;t, 7). (5)

This is a variant of the well-known Bellman’s principle of optimality.

Lemma 4 The function L(s,y;t, z) satisfies inequalities

1 T —y
_M< : — < -
M ; SL(s,y,t,x) Lo (t s) < —m, (6)

where m = min( ,)ere U(t, ), M = maxq zer> U(L, 7).



ProoFr. Consider the functional
t
Esyitole) = [ Lo (r)ar

The trajectory &(7) = z(1—s)/(t — s)+y(t—7)/(t—s), s < T < t, is a minimizer
of this functional in the set Q(s, y;t, z) and

— S

L(s,y;t,2)[€] = (t — s)Lo (f - y) .

Let & be a minimizer of the functional £(s,y;t,x) in the class Q(s, y;t, x),
ie., L(s,y;t,x)[&] = L(s,y;t,x). We have

Lissyiton) = (1= )80 (22 ) = (s, st 6] - Lot o)) =
— - [ Utn&a(m) dr + (L.t )léo] ~ £yt 0)E) =
> (t—s) (— max U(t, x))

(t,z)ER?

and

Lis,y:t.2) — (t — 5)Lo ( ) L(s,yst,2)[6o] — Lo,y t, 2)[E] <
A !

< Lisyit, w)[ﬁ] (s,y3t, @)[¢] =
= £ <(t—s)|— Ult :
- [0 &< -9 (- min,ve.0)
Multiplying these inequalities by (f — s)!, we obtain (f). O
Lemma 5 The function L(s,y;t,x) is locally Lipschitzian: if R, x1, 22, y1,
y2, s, t €R, s <t, R>0, |z, —y;| < R({t—3s), i, j =1,2, then there exists
C=C(R,s,t) R, C >0, such that

|L(s,y15t,21) — L(s,y25t, 22)| < C(lyr — ya| + |21 — 22]). (7)

PROOF. It is sufficient to prove the inequality
|L(S,y;t,I1)—L(S,y;t,$2)| SO|I1 _$2|5 (8)

where |z; —y| < R(t — ), i = 1,2. The inequality for the first pair of argu-
ments of the function L is proved similarly; combining these two inequalities,
we obtain ().



Let & € Q(s, y;t, 1) be a minimizer of the functional £(s, y;t, z1). Consider
the trajectory &(7) = &o(7) + (z2 —x1) (T — 8)/(t — 8), s < 7 < t. It is clear that
& € Q(s,y;t,x2). We have

L(Say;f,ﬂiz) — L(s,y;t,21) < L(s,y5t, 22)[€] — L(s,y5t,21)[€0] =
N / [LO (56(7) 274

L —) - La(gy(r)| ar-
_/S [U <T, &(r) + To — X1 (r — S)) - U(r, 50(7))] dr.

t—s

The functions U (¢, x) and Lo(v) are of class C; in addition, it follows from (L3),
(L4) that |0U(t,z)/0x| < M; for some positive M; € R. Hence,

L(Su yvtu x?) - L(Say7 taxl) S

|22 — 1] o |z2 — @1
<= (t— L 0—
ST ( S>r€[£ﬁ|§|§1 o | &)+ PR +

|zo — 21| (t — 8)

M.
t—s 2 !

By lemma [l] it follows that [&)(7)| < C1 = C1(R, s,t), s < 7 < t. Also, by (L1),
Lj(v) is finite for all v; thus for some C' = C(M1, R, s,t) € R, C > 0,

L(Say;t7x2) - L(Suy;tuxl) S C|$2 - :I:l|'

Similarly, L(s,y;t,z2) — L(s,y;t,z1) > —Cl|za — x1|. This completes the proof
of inequality (). O

Lemma 6 Letx1, x2, y1, Y2, S, 7, t € R, s <1 < t; suppose there exists zyo € R
such that for all z € R

L(Sayi;rvz) + L(T,Z;t,.fi) Z L(Svyi;Ta ZO) + L(Ta Zo;t,iEi), 1= 172
Then either x1 = z2 and y1 = y2 or (v1 — x2)(y1 — y2) < 0.

PRrROOF. For x1 = x2 and y; = yo there is nothing to prove. Assume z; # xo
or y1 # yo. Let £ € Q(s,yi;7,20) and & € Q(r, z0;t,2;) be minimizers of
functionals L(s, yi; r, 20) and L(r, z0;t, x;), ¢ = 1, 2. Tt follows from the condition
of the lemma and Bellman’s principle of optimality (lemma E) that for i = 1,2

L(Sa Yis 1, ZO) + L(Ta 203 tv xl) = L(Sa Yi; ta I’L)
Hence for ¢ = 1,2 the trajectories

s<T

<T
s ={ £ PETED et

are minimizers of L(s,y;;t,x;). Using lemma , we see that the trajectories &;,
i = 1,2, are of class C'. This means that (~)(r —0) = (&) (r + 0) = &(r),
1=1,2.



We claim that &} (r) # &(r). Indeed, let A;, i = 1,2, be the C! functions
corresponding to trajectories & by lemma [ Assume that & (r) = &(r); then,
by continuity of L{(-), it follows from (f]) that A1(r) = Aa(r). Consider the
Cauchy problem for the system of ordinary differential equations (Hf) on the
interval [s,t] with initial data &(r) = &1 (r) = &(r) and A(r) = A1 (r) = A2(r).
It follows from condition (L3) that the function OU (¢, z)/Ox is Lipschitzian and
its absolute value is bounded by the constant M; > 0; thus it follows from the
second equation ([) that [A(7) — A(r)| < My(t — s) for all 7 € [s,#]. Hence it
follows from condition (L;) that the system

G = @0, =Ry

which is equivalent to (@), satisfies the conditions of the uniqueness theorem.
Thus & (1) = &(7), s < 7 < ¢, and in particular 1 = 23 and y; = yo. This
contradiction proves that & (r) # & (r).

Now we prove that there exists 6 > 0 such that s < r —9, r+ ¢ < ¢, and
if € (r—20,7+0), 7 #r, then &(7) # & (7). Indeed, let a sequence {t,} be
such that s < ¢, <t,t, #r, &(tn) = &a(tn) for all n, and lim,,_, o ¢, = 7. This
implies that

tn) —&1(r . tn) — &alr
1) = ,}LH;O% - naﬁ% =&,
a contradiction.

Now assume that (z1 — x2)(y1 — y2) > 0; to be precise, let 1 < w9
and y; < yo. For i = 1,2 define trajectories & € Q(s,y;;t, ;) by &(7) =
min{&; (7),& (1)} and &(7) = max{& (1), &(7)}. By the above each of & and
& coincides with &; and & on a finite number of intervals of finite length. Let

us check that the trajectories &;, @ = 1, 2, are minimizers. Indeed, we have
‘C(Sv Yis tv ‘rl)[g’b] Z ‘C(Sa Yi; tv ‘rl)[g’b] = L(Sa Yi; ta Ii)a 1= 15 27

d _ _
o ﬁ(sayl;tu xl)[gl] + E(Su Y23 t7x2)[§2] =
‘C(Sayl;taxl)[gl] + L(Sva;t7$2)[§2] =
L(Sayl;tv‘fl) +L(S,y2;t,l’2).

Therefore L(s, yi;t, x;)[&] = L(s,yit, x;), = 1,2.

By lemma m, the trajectories &;, i = 1,2, are of class C'. This implies that
E(r—0) = E&(r+0),i=1,2, where all one-sided derivatives exist. But this
means that & (r —0) = &(r +0) and &(r — 0) = & (r 4+ 0), since r is the only
intersection point of £; and & in the interval (r — &, 7+ 6). Thus & (1) = &(r).
This contradiction concludes the proof. O

Corollary Let x1, x2, Y1, Y2, S, t ER, 1 < x3, y1 < Y2, and s < t. Then

L(Suyl;taxl) + L(S7y2;t7$2) < L(S7y2;t7$1) + L(S7y1;t7x2)' (9)



PROOF. Let & € Q(s,y1;t,22) and & € Q(s,y2;t,21) be minimizers of func-
tionals £(s,y1;t, x2) and L(s, y2;t, 21), respectively. Note that &1(s) < &2(s) and
&1(t) > &(t); hence there exist r and zp such that s < r < ¢, {&1(r) = &(r) =
zo0. Therefore L(s,y1;7,20) + L(r, z0;t,22) = L(s,y1;t,22), L(s,y2;7, 20) +
L(r, zo;t,21) = L(s,y2;t,21) and by lemma E L(s,y1;7, 20) + L(r, z0;t,21) >
L(s,y1;t,21), L(s,ya2;7,20) + L(r, 20;t,22) > L(s,y2;t,z2). This implies that
L(s,y1;t,21) + L(s,y2; t,x2) < L(s,y1;t,x2) + L(s,y2;t,21). Assume that this
inequality is actually an equality. This assumption means that for all z € R

L(Suyl;tuxl) = L(Suyl;ra ZO) + L(Tv Zo;taxl) S L(S,yl;’f', Z) + L(Twz;tuxl)u
L(SayQ;taIQ) = L(SayQ;Tv ZO) + L(Tv Zo;t,CCQ) < L(Sva;Ta Z) + L(T,Z;t,IQ).

It follows from the previous lemma that (1 — z2)(y1 — y2) < 0. This contradic-
tion concludes the proof. (|

3 Existence of an eigenfunction of the Bellman
operator

Let a € R, so(z) be a continuous periodic function. We define

sn(@; 0, 50) = (Bgso)(w) = min (so(y) + L(0, y;n, 2) + aly — ).

As a function of z, s,(x;a,so) is bounded from below. Further, it follows
from diagonal periodicity of L(s,y;t,x) (lemma [) that it is periodic; thus
sn(x;a,80) = mingez sn(x — k;a,sp). Using this formula, lemma E, and pe-
riodicity of so(y), we get

sn(x;a,80) = min min (so(y) + L0,y + k;n,x) + aly + k — x)).

Thus for any n > 0 and y, 2 € R the quantity L(0,y + k;n,x) + a(y + k — x) is
bounded from below as a function of k € Z. We denote
L;lz(yax) :%%(L(an_'—kanv'r)_'—a(y_'—k_I))a (10)

where minimum is attained since L(s, y;t, x) is continuous and grows arbitrarily
large as |z — y| — oo; hence,

sn(@; 0, 50) = min (so(y) + Ly (y, v)). (11)
Lemma 7 For anyn =1,2,..., the function L%(y,x) is periodic in both vari-

ables and Lipschitzian in x; the Lipschitz constant C*(a) does not depend on n
andy € R. For anyny >0, ne >0

Ly () = min (L3, (5 2) + L, (2,2)) (12)



PROOF. Using the definition ([[() and lemma [}, we obtain L% (y + I,z +m) =
L&(y,z) for any integer [, m; thus LZ(y,z) is periodic. Combining ([L]) for
n = ny + ny with Bellman’s principle of optimality (E) for s =0, r = ny, and
t = n1 + ng and using lemma E, we get

L;lzl-l-ng (yv .I) = rznel]lrgl (L;lzl (yv Z) + L(Ov 25M2, I) + CL(Z - .I))
Using periodicity of L2 (y, 2) in z, we obtain ([[3).

Let us prove that L{(y,x«) is Lipschitzian. Since L{(y,z) is a pointwise
minimum of a family of continuous functions, it is upper semicontinuous. Denote
by N the maximum value of L§(y,z) on the set Q@ = {(y,z) | 0 <y < 1,0 <
x < 1}. Clearly, there exists R > 0 such that Lo(z —y — k) + a(y + k — z) >
N + max z)er2 U(t, ) for all (y,x) € Q whenever |k[ > R. Thus it follows
from lemma | that for any (y,z) € Q

Li(y,x) = keg,l\}cr\lSR (LOO,y+ k;1,2) + aly + k — x)).
On the other hand, using lemma E, we see that all functions L(0,y + k;1,z) +
a(y + k — z), |k| < R, are Lipschitzian on @ with the constant C*(a) = C(R +
1,0,1) + |a|. Thus L{(y,x) is Lipschitzian on @ (and, by periodicity, on the
whole R?) with the same constant.

Now it follows from @ that for any n > 2

LZ(ya I) = Iznel]g (Llrllfl(yv Z) + Llll(zv .I)),

that is for any y € R L%(y, ) as a function of z is a pointwise minimum of a
family of functions having the same Lipschitz constant C*(a). Thus L%(y, ) is
Lipschitz continuous in  with the constant C*(a) for all n =1,2,... O
Corollary For anyn =1,2,... the function s,(z;a,sg) defined in ) s Lip-
schitzian with the constant C*(a); it satisfies

. _ 3 . < *
max sn(x;a, sg) min sn(z;a,s9) < C*(a) (13)
and for allm € Z, m > n,

sm (23, $0) =MD (sm—n(y; a, 50) + L (y, 2))- (14)
y

ProOF. From ([L]) it follows that s, (z;a,so) is a pointwise minimum of a
family of Lipschitzian functions having the Lipschitz constant C*(a); hence
it is Lipschitzian with the same constant. Taking into account periodicity of
sn(2;a,50), we obtain ([[J). Equation ([4) follows from ([J) for n, = m — n,

Ny = N. O
Denote
An(@)= min LL(yx)= mi (1L<0 )+ y‘w) (15)
n(a) = min —L7(y,z) = min —L(0,y;n,z)+a .
(y,x)ERZ N y (y,x)€ERZ2 \ N y n



Lemma 8 For any a € R there exists A(a) € R such that

Aula) = Aa)| < £@, (16)

n

where C*(a) 1is the Lipschitz constant of the function L& (y,x). The function
a — A a) is concave and satisfies inequalities

Ho(a) +m < =X(a) < Ho(a) + M, (17)

where m and M are defined in lemma and Ho(a) is the Legendre transform

of Lo(v).

PROOF. Let so(z) = 0, s,(z) = sn(a;0a,50). From ([4), for any integer n, no,
0<nyg<n,
sn () = min (sn—n, (y) + Ly, (y, ))- (18)
yeR
We see that mingeg s,(7) = ming, z)er2 Li(y, ) = nAy(a) for any n =1,2,...
It follows from the corollary to lemma f] that n\,(a) < s, () < nA,(a)+C*(a).
Combining these inequalities with ([[g) and (1), we obtain

nAn(a) < sp(z) < (n—ng)An—ng (a) + C*(a) + noAn, (a),
(n —no)An—ng (@) + noAn, (a) < sp(x) < nAp(a) + C*(a).

Hence,
1A (@) = 10An (@) = (0 = 10) Ao (@)] < C*(a).
<

There exist integer p > 1 and 0 < ¢ < n such that n = png + ¢. By induction
over p it is easily checked that |n\,(a) — pnon, (@) — grg(a)| < pC*(a), that is

M@ = Man(@) + L0y (@) = @) < EO*(@) £ (@) (19)
n n no
Let € > 0 be arbitrarily small, ng be so large that the right-hand side of this
inequality is less than e, and N be such that (1/N)maxi<q<n, |¢(Any(a) —
Ag(a)] < & then Ay, (@) — Any(a)| < 4e for all ny, ng > N. Thus {\,(a)},
n=1,2,...,is a Cauchy sequence. Denote its limit by A(a); then we get (ﬁ)
from ([Ld) in the limit n — oo.
Suppose a1, az € R, 0 < a, 3 < 1, a+ = 1. Using definition of \,(a) ([L7),
we obtain

An(aar + Baz) = % (yI;l)iéle (L(0,y;n, z) + (a1 + Baz)(y — z)) =
-1 i [(L(0,y;m,2) + a1 (y — x)) + B(L(0,y;n, ) + aly — x))) >
n (y,z)eR?
> adp(a1) + BAn(az).

In the limit n — oo this implies that the function A(a) is concave.

10



Finally, lemma [] implies that —M < (1/n)L(0,y;n, 2)—Lo((z—y)/n) < —m.
Hence,

_ _ _ 1 _ _
m—|—ax y—LO <$ y> <aZ y——L(O,y;n,x)SM—Faz y—LO <$ y>
n n noon n n

Taking max over (y, z) € R?, using ([[5)), and denoting (z —y)/n by v, we obtain

m + max (av — Lo(v)) < =Ap(a) < M + max (av — Lo(v)).
ve ve

But by a well-known formula for the Legendre transform max,er (av— Lo (v)) =
Hy(a). Thus we obtain in the limit n — oo. O

Theorem 1 Suppose a € R and so(x) is a continuous and periodic function;
then there exists
lim inf (s, (x; a, so) — nA(a)) = s*(z) (20)

n—

and s%(x) satisfies functional equation ({).
Proof. Using definitions of s, (x;a, sg) and A\, (a), we get

min so(y) + nAp(a) < sp(x;a,s9) < max so(y) + ni,(a).
yeER yER

Subtracting nA(a) and using ([L6]), we obtain

min so(y) — C*(a) < sn(x;a,s0) — nA(a) < max so(y) + C*(a).
y€ER yEeR

Let

Sn(z) = ir;f (sm(z;a,80) —mA(a)), n=1,2,....

For any z € R the sequence {5,(x)} is nondecreasing; we see that it is bounded.
Further, the corollary to lemma E implies that all functions §,(z) are Lips-
chitzian with the constant C*(a); hence, this sequence is equicontinuous. It
follows that there exists

lim 5,(2) = liminf (s, (z:a, 50) — nA(a)) = 5°(2)

and s%(z) is periodic and continuous.
Let us check that s*(z) satisfies functional equation (). We have

min (Sn(y) + Li(y, x)) — Aa) =

= min ( inf (min (so(2) + Lin(2,y) + Li(y, 2) = (m + 1)A(a)))).

But it follows from the definition of A, (a) and lemma J that L% (z,y)—mA(a) >
—C*(a) for all m = 1,2,... Therefore we can take minimum over y € R before
infimum over m > n and obtain

min (5, (y) + L1 (5,0)) = Ma) = 551 (a).

Taking into account ([l(J) and passing to the limit n — oo, we see that s%(z)
satisfies functional equation (ff). O
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4 Existence of two-sided minimizers

Suppose a € R, s*(z) is a continuous periodic function satisfying functional
equation (). Denote Lq(y,x) = L(0,y;1,2) + a(y — z) — A(a). Let Y(z) be
the many-valued map of R to R defined as

Y(x) = arg min (s"(y) + La(y, x))- (21)

It is readily seen that if , y € R, then y € Y*(z) iff
s%(y) + La(y, ) = s*(x) = rznelﬂg (s%(2) + La(z,x)). (22)
For any two sets X C R, Y C R, denote by X +Y theset {z e R| 2z =
r+y,reX,yeY}. fY ={y}, we denote X + {y} by X +y.
Lemma 9 Forallz € R
Y z+1)=Yz) + 1. (23)

If there exists ©op € R such that © € Y*(xg), then the set Y%(x) contains only

one point. If 1, x2, Y1, y2 € R, 1 < x2, y1 € Y*(21), and y2 € Y*(x3), then

v < Y2-

ProOOF. Equation (?) follows from periodicity of s*(x) and diagonal periodicity
)

of L,(y,z) (lemma
Suppose @1 < 72 and y; € Y%(x;), i = 1,2. By (R2), it follows that

s%(y1) + L(0,y1; 1, 21) +ayr < s%(y2) + L(0,y2; 1, 1) + ays,
5%(y2) + L(0,y2; 1, w2) + aya < s*(y1) + L(0,y1; 1, 22) + ayi,

that is
L(anl; 17:51) + L(Oqu; 17:[;2) S L(Oqu; 1,1’1) + L(anl; 17:52)'

Thus it follows from the corollary to lemma E that y1 < yo.
Let us check that y; < y2. Assume the converse; let y = y1 = y2. Take any
Yo € Y(y). By (2), it follows that

s“(zi) = s*(yo) + L(0,y0; 1,y) + L(1, 432, w:) + alyo — w:) — 2M(a), i =1,2.
On the other hand, using (), we get
s%(z;) = rznelurg rtxéiﬂg (s*(t) + L(0,t;1,2) + L(1, 2; 2, 7;) + a(t — x;) — 2XA(a)) <
< 1;1161]1% (s*(yo) + L(0,90; 1, 2) + L(1,2; 2, ;) + a(yo — x;) — 2A(a)),
i=1,2.

Hence it follows from lemma E that ©1 = x9; this contradiction proves that
Y1 < Y.

Finally, suppose © € Y?(zg) for some 29 € R and y1, y2 € Y%z). By a
similar argument, we see that y; = y2. Thus Y*(z) consists of a single point. [
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Lemma 10 Suppose My = R, M,, = Y*(M,_1), n = 1,2,...; then My D
M; D My D ... and there exists a nonempty closed set M* such that (i) M* =
Moo Mp; (i) for any open U C R such that M* C U + Z there exists N > 0
with the following property: if the sequence {y,} is such that yn+1 € Y*(yn),
n=0,1,..., then y, € U+ Z for alln > N; (iii) the restriction Y*|pra of Y*
to M® is a one-to-one continuous mapping with continuous inverse.

Proor. Evidently, all M,, # @ and My = R contains M;. Suppose M,, C M,,_1
for some n > 1, x € M,; then Y*(x) C Y*(M,) C Y*(M,—_1) = M,. Hence
Myt =Y4(M,) C M,.

Let us show that all M,,,n = 1,2, ..., are closed. Note that My = R is closed.
Suppose M, is closed and the sequence y, € M,+1, £k = 1,2, ..., converges to
a limit § € R. It follows from lemma E that for any k there exists a unique
zr = (YY) 1(yr) € M, and all 2 are contained in a bounded interval. Thus
there exists a subsequence {z, } that converges to a limit & € M,,. Using (@),
we get

Sa(ykz) + La(ykz ) Ikl) = Sa(xkz)'

Since the finctions s%(x) and L, (y, z) are continuous, we obtain
5%(y) + La(y, ) = s*(Z).

Now it follows from (P2) that § € Y%(z). Hence § € Y%(M,,) = M1, that is
M, +1 is closed.

Consider the topology 7 on R such that V € T iff V. = U + Z, where U
is open in the usual sense. Note that R is compact in this topology. It follows
from (@) that complements U,, of sets M,, are open in the topology 7. We see
that U,, C Up41.

Clearly, the set M* = ﬂZO:O M, is closed. Let us check that it is nonempty.
Assume the converse; hence sets U,, n = 1,2, ... cover all R. Since R is compact
in the topology T, we see that there exists N > 0 such that R = ngo U, =Un.
Thus My = &; this contradiction proves that M“ is nonempty.

Now let V' € T be such that M* C V. Arguing as above, we see that there
exists N > 0 such that R = V UUy. On the other hand, for any sequence {y, }
such that yn4+1 € Y*(yn), n = 0,1,..., it follows that y,, € M,,. Thus for all
n > N we obtain y, € V.

Denote by Y*|us,,: M, — M,4+1 the restriction of Y* to M,, n = 1,2,...
It follows from lemma E that Y |5z, is single-valued, strictly increasing as a
function R — R, and bijective. We claim that it is a homeomorphism. Indeed,
let sequences {x} C M, and {yr} C M, 41 be such that Y%(zy) = yy, for all k.
If y. converge to g, then it follows from strict monotonicity of Y|y, that xy
converge to a unique Z; hence the map Y|, has a continuous inverse. Further,
if zj converge to T, then the set {yx} is bounded. Let §1, §2, y1 # y2, be two
limit points of {yx}; then we see that {71, 92} C Y%(Z), since s*(x) and L,(y, )
are continuous. But the map Y?|y, is single-valued; this contradiction proves
that it is continuous.
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By the above M? is a closed subset of M, for all n = 1,2...; in addition,
Y*(M®*) = M®. Tt follows that the restriction of Y*|5;, to M® is a homeomor-
phism. (I

We say that M? is the invariant set of the many-valued map Y*(x).

Combining the previous lemma with the observation that sequence {x,,} that
satisfies (f]) is L-minimal, we obtain the following

Theorem 2 Suppose a € R, s*(x) is a continuous periodic function satisfying
functional equation (B), Y®(x) is the corresponding many-valued map, M® is
its invariant set, and x € M®. Then the two-sided sequence xy = (Y*)7F(2),
k € Z, s L-minimal.

5 Uniqueness of an eigenfunction

To give the uniqueness condition for eigenfunction of the Bellman operator we
need the following results of Aubry-Mather theory:

Lemma 11 Suppose a sequence {x,}, n € Z, is L-minimal; then there exists

Tn — X0

lim
n—=+oo n

= w({z,}) € R. (24)

If w = w({zn}) is irrational, then there exists a function ¢, (t): R — R with
the following properties: (i) it is continuous on the right and ¢, (t1) < ¢y (t2)
if t1 < to; (it) ¢t + 1) = ¢u(t) + 1 for all t € R; (iii) if xo = ¢ (to £0)
then the sequence {x,} defined by x, = ¢, (to + nw + 0) is L-minimal; (iv) for
any neighborhood V € T of the closure of the image ¢, (R) and any L-minimal
sequence {xn}, Tn, € V as soon as |n| is large enough.

For the proof see, e.g., [[L0, sections 9, 11, and 12]. The number w({z}) is called
a rotation number of the L-minimal sequence {xy}.

Theorem 3 Let s*(x) be the continuous periodic function satisfying functional
equation (B), Y(z) be the corresponding many-valued map and M® be its in-
variant set. Then the value of w for any L-minimal sequence of the form
Ty = (Y“)_k(:v) depends only on the parameter a but not on the choice of
s%(x); furthermore, if w(a) is irrational, then s*(x) is determined uniquely up
to an additive constant.

PROOF. Let Y*(x) be a many-valued map corresponding to a countinuous
periodic function s*(x) satisfying functional equation @ and M“ be its invariant
set. The corresponding rotation number w is determined uniquely. Indeed, let
zp = (Vo) 7k (2) and yp = (Y*)"*(y), k € Z, for some z, y € M?; we are going
to demonstrate that w({zr}) = w({yr}). Take p € Z such that z < y+p < x+1.
By lemma f], it follows that (Y*)~*(z) < (Y*)"*(y+p) < (Y*)"*(2 + 1) for all
k € Z. Using (P4), we obtain w({z;}) = w({yx})-

A subset M C M* is called a minimal set of the (single-valued) map Y *|psa
if M is closed, Y%(M) = M, and M contains no other nonempty subset with
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the same properties. Let z € M%; the sequence {(Y%)*(2)}, k = 1,2,..., is
called the orbit of the point x. It can be proved that a set M C M® is minimal
if and only if the orbit of any point x € M is dense in M in topology T defined
in the proof of lemma @

The set M® is compact in topology 7 ; using (), we see that Y* is a home-
omorphism of M“ in this topology. By the well-known theorem of Birkhoff [E],
it follows that M® contains at least one minimal set M of the map Y.

Suppose s{(z) is another continuous periodic function satisfying functional
equation ({); then for all z, y € R such that y € Y%(z)

s%(x) = s7(x) = s*(y) — 57 (y)-
Indeed, it follows from (R3) that s*(x) = s(y)+ La(y, x). Using (L)), we obtain
a(y) + La(yv ,T) - Slll(‘r) =

s1(y) + La(y, ) — s{(z) + s"(y) — s1(y) >
s*(y) — s1(y).

Clearly, s®(x) and s§(z) are continuous in topology 7. Let o € M be a
point where s%(z) — s{(z) attains its minimal value in M and {z;}, k =1,2,...,
be its orbit. By the above,

s*(20) — 58 (o) < s*(ax) — 8§ (ax) < *(w0) — % (z0).

s*(x) — s1(x)

vVl

Since the closure of {z } is the set M, we see that on M s*(z)—s$(z) is constant.
Thus it follows from (R3) that on the set M Y(z) coincides with the map Y;*(z)
corresponding to s§(x). In particular, the rotation number w depends only on
a. We see also that if M is a minimal set of the map corresponding to some
s%(x) satisfying functional equation (E), then it is a minimal set of any other
continuous periodic function satisfying functional equation (E) with the same a.

Now suppose w = w(a) is irrational. It follows from lemma [11f (iv) that the
closure M of the set ¢, (R) contains limit points with respect to topology 7~ of
the closed set M®, so M N M is nonempty. Now if zp € M and there exists
such to that 29 = ¢, (to = 0) € M, then by lemma [L1] (iii) the closure of the
orbit of the point o with respect to topology T coincides with M, so M C M®.
Thus statement (iv) of lemma [L] means that M is the only minimal invariant
subset of M not depending on the particular choice of an eigenfunction s*(x).

Finally let us prove that if w = w(a) is irrational, then s%(x) — s§(x) is
constant for all z € R. Without loss of generality it can be assumed that
s%(z) — s¢(z) = 0 on M. Let 29 € R be a point where s%(z) — s§(z) attains
its minimum in M and {x;}, k = 1,2,..., be its orbit. Arguing as above, we
see that s%(xy) — s§(x) = s*(xo) — s§(xo) for all kK > 1. On the other hand, it
follows from lemma [L1] (iv) that for any neighborhood V € T of the set M there
exists NV > 0 such that x € V for all k£ > N. Using continuity of the functions
s%(x) and s§(x), we see that s(xg) — s§(x¢) = 0. By definition of xg, it follows
that s*(z) > s{(x) for all x € M*. Likewise, s*(z) < s{(x); thus s*(x) = s{(z)
on M%. A similar argument based on lemma [[(] (ii) shows that s(z) = s¢(z)
for all x € R. O
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