Minimizing foliations:

counterexamples and common-volume rigidity

By ROBERT JENKINSON AILVAREZ

Abstract

We study minimizing graph foliations for the periodic action [(|Vu|* —
V(z,u)) dz in arbitrary base dimension n > 2. We first construct noncon-
stant potentials with ordinary smooth minimizing foliations at every slope.
The failure of closed rational holonomy can be placed at any prescribed
rational vector. We then prove an exact common-volume rigidity theorem:
a prescribed set of at least two slopes forces V,, = 0 under one common
positive invariant volume if and only if it is not contained in a Euclidean
sphere with rational centre. Every excluded configuration is realized within
the ordinary all-slope class. Phase locking and a mean-removing shear yield
the criterion, and a spectral-Poisson construction describes all compatible
families. We obtain optimal finite tests and an intrinsic obstruction at the
rational centre of a full-rank family. The appendices establish rational-cell
and quantitative rigidity results and extend the compatibility calculation
to uniformly convex kinetics and nonlinear elliptic selection. The global
implication from rational identity holonomy alone is not asserted.

Contents

Introduction

The full-dimensional counterexample

Placing the obstruction at an arbitrary rational slope

Invariant volume, closed phases, and calibration

Phase locking and rational spheres

The exact rigidity criterion and finite tests

. A spectral-Poisson normal form in arbitrary affine rank

References

Appendix A. Rational cells, order, and exact barriers

Appendix B. Quantitative phase escape without common volume
Appendix C. Local identity-holonomy rigidity without a bandwidth restriction
Appendix D. Constant anisotropic kinetic forms

Appendix E.  Uniformly convex kinetics and sharp universal slope tests
Appendix F. Nonlinear elliptic selection on a fixed torus

N o LD

10
12
15
18
23
30
30
35
43
46
48
56



2 ROBERT JENKINSON ALVAREZ

Appendix G. Generated forces, properness, and analytic compatibility 61
Appendix H. Finite-jet algebraic compatibility in the wave sector 66
Appendix I. Variable coefficients and a gauge-invariant normal form 69
Appendix J. Fixed-trace comparisons and Sobolev continuity 72
Appendix K. Fixed-cell response and exact amplitude isolation 73
Appendix L. Affine symmetries and exact Fourier-rank reduction 81
Appendix M. Transition actions and exact source-free identities 86
Appendix N. Slope-chart moments, degree, and a sharp equality criterion 92
Appendix O. Scalar regularity needed by the selector 98

1. Introduction
We consider
(1.1) Au = =V (x,u), Ve C>®(T"xT), n> 2,

with the fixed Euclidean action
1
Ay [u; Q] :/ <2|Vu|2 - V(x,u)) dx.
Q

The question is whether minimizing graph foliations at every slope force V,, = 0.
It appears in [4, Section 5| and as Question 4 in [1].

First we have to account for the fact that a rational foliation can have
nontrivial holonomy on its leaf space. In an ordinary foliation, deck translations
preserve the family, but they need not preserve each rational leaf with its
prescribed vertical increment. These are different conditions. We give an
explicit counterexample under the ordinary convention, and then prove an exact
rigidity theorem under one common invariant-volume condition.

1.1. The counterexample. Let b > 0 be smooth and one-periodic, nonzero
but with at least one zero. The potential

Vi(u) = —5b(u)?

has a smooth minimizing foliation at every slope. At a nonzero slope we use
rotating profiles; at slope zero we use the bounded flow of 3y’ = b(y). The same
square completion proves minimality against competitors depending on all n
variables.

For b(u) = sin?(7u) the zero-slope return map is not the identity. More
importantly, there is no alternative closed minimizing foliation at that slope:
every periodic class-A minimizer is an integer constant. A rational shear moves
this obstruction to any prescribed g = —k/¢ € Q™ and gives

1
Vie(x,u) = oY) sin4(7r(€u +k-x)).
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All slopes other than £ still admit rigid minimizing foliations. Thus testing
rigid holonomy at a prescribed set which omits even one rational vector cannot
force rigidity. The precise convention and all comparison arguments are given
in Sections 2 and 3.

1.2. The common-volume theorem. For a selected foliation of slope a, write
pa(z,u) for the gradient of the leaf through (z,u). The additional hypothesis is
that one positive probability density ¢ € C1(T™ x T) satisfies

(1.2) 02,9 + 9u(qpa,i) = 0 (ae S, 1<i<n).

The density is not assumed constant. Nor do we identify densities chosen
independently for different foliations.
For a set S containing at least two distinct slopes, put

Co(S)={B€Q":|a— B> =|b— BJ* for all a,b € S}.
Theorem 6.1 proves that the universal rigidity statement under (1.2) holds
exactly when
CQ(S ) =J.
In other words, the only slope configurations which permit a nontrivial common-
volume family are those contained in a Euclidean sphere with rational centre.
Every excluded configuration is realized by a potential which still has ordinary

minimizing foliations at every real slope.
The proof first turns invariance into closed phase forms,

dTaZQ(du_pa'd‘T)a Ta:u_a‘x+¢a(x7u)’

Comparing two residual equations shows that 1, — 1, is constant. After a
mean-removing shear, their common correction y satisfies

b — |al®
2

A single nonzero Fourier coefficient gives a rational centre for the whole collection.

(b_a)'vxx+ Xs = 0.

This proves the rigidity direction without differentiating the foliations in slope.
The converse is the calibrated rational-shear construction above.

Two suitably chosen real slopes suffice; no single slope does. For rational
slopes the smallest test has three points, and any three distinct collinear points
work. Every sufficient set contains a sufficient subset of at most n+2 slopes. This
bound is attained by inclusion-minimal rational tests. These are exact optimality
statements within the common-volume class, not a claim that common volume
is the weakest possible geometric hypothesis.

Section 7 reconstructs every common-volume family, including those whose
slopes do not affinely span R™. Its only horizontal correction is the solution
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of a Poisson equation. In full affine rank, the nontrivial family is a rational
travelling wave,

R2
- 2q(z,u)?’

and the rational centre cannot itself carry a closed minimizing foliation.

q(x,u) =r(lu+k-x), V(z,u) = A(z)

1.3. Rational identity holonomy and the extensions. Write RHg for the
existence of a closed minimizing foliation at every rational slope, with identity
adjusted holonomy on its natural finite cover. The local theorem in Appendix C
gives

RHQ and HVuHC2n+6 <é, =— V,=0.

The unrestricted implication RHg = V,, = 0 is not established here. In
particular, we do not infer a common density or smooth dependence in slope
from separately existing rational foliations.

The independent Euclidean results are placed in Appendices A—C: the
rational cell criterion, exact pinning, quantitative phase escape, and local
rigidity. The extensions to constant anisotropic forms, uniformly convex kinetics,
elliptic selection, analytic compatibility and kinetic jets are in Appendices D—
H. The variable-coeflicient examples and their coordinate normal form are in
Appendix I. The remaining appendices give the comparison, response, symmetry,
and differential identities used in those arguments.

1.4. Relation to earlier work. The ordered variational setting and Hilbert
calibration are classical; see [5], [2], and [4]. Our main calculation is the common-
volume compatibility reduction and the reconstruction of its exceptional families.
The rational gap and pinning arguments are related to [3] and [9]; the fixed-cell
coupling analysis should also be compared with [8]. Analytic dependence of
elliptic correctors has antecedents such as [7].

Nguyen’s min—max gap theorem [12] concerns minimal hypersurfaces. The
non-rigidity results in [13] and [14| concern metric area and codimension-one
stable norms. Those are different functionals from the fixed Euclidean qua-
dratic action here. Likewise, no identification with cotangent-bundle Tonelli
integrability [11] is used.

2. The full-dimensional counterexample
Let n > 2, let T = R/Z, and put
M =T} x Ty, dm = dz du, m(M) = 1.
For Ve C*(M), consider

2y Avug = [

<;|V'U‘2 - V((E,U)) dl', AU = Q(fﬂ,’l}), Q = —Vu
Q
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In particular,
1
(2.2) / Q(z,u)du =0 for every x.
0

Definition 2.1 (Class-A minimizer). A function v € VVI})C2 (R™) is class-A
minimizing if, for every bounded Lipschitz €2 € R",

Av[; Q] < Ay[v+n;Q]  for all n € Wy *(Q).

Definition 2.2 (Ordinary graph foliation). An ordinary smooth graph folia-
tion of slope a € R” is a smooth map U : R™” x R — R such that U; > 0,

Uz, t+1)=U(x,t) + 1, sup |U(z,t) —a-z| < oo for every t,
T

and, for every m € Z", there is an increasing degree-one smooth lift F,,, with
(2.3) U(x+m,t)=Ul(z, Fp(t)).

It is a solution foliation if every leaf solves (2.1), and a minimizing foliation if
every leaf is class-A minimizing.

The family is preserved by deck transformations; individual rational leaves
are not required to close. This is the ordered deck-invariant convention consid-
ered in the periodic variational theory of [5] and [2]. Fixed-trace and compactly

supported comparison are equivalent; their approximation details are in Appen-
dix J.

THEOREM 2.3 (All-dimensional counterexamples). Let b € C*°(T) satisfy
b>0,b#0, and b(ss) = 0 for some s«. Then

Vi) = ~ 5w

18 monconstant and has an ordinary smooth minimizing foliation at every slope.
Every nonzero-slope foliation can be chosen with rigid deck law

(2.4) Us(x +m,t) = Uy(z,t + - m).

There is no closed zero-slope minimizing foliation on a full-rank finite cover. For
every prescribed ag = —k/ € Q™, the potential

1
(2.5) Vie(z,u) = ~op sin4(7r(€u +k-x))
has ordinary minimizing foliations at every slope, rigid minimizing foliations at
every o # aq, and no closed minimizing foliation at «.

Sections 2-3 prove this first. The calibration controls competitors depending
on all n variables. The conclusion is negative under Definition 2.2; it does not
refute a version of the question which already requires rational leaves to close.
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Fix b as in Theorem 2.3. The equation is
(2.6) Av = b(v)b' (v),

and the action has nonnegative density

Ayfv: 9] :/Q(;|Vv|2+;b(v)2> da.

The construction uses one-dimensional profiles, but the minimality assertion
is against arbitrary n-dimensional competitors. The calibration mechanism is
classical; the issue is what it permits simultaneously at all slopes and at rational
return maps.

2.1. A square completion valid for every competitor. For E > 0 put
gE(s) =1/b(s)? + 2E.

At F = 0 we take go = b, which is smooth because b > 0. If e € R™ is a unit
vector, then for every s € R and £ € R™,

(27) LIER + 5b()” = 516 — cgr(9)? + egi(s) €~ .

Let Gg(s) = f(f ge(a)da. Since gr and its derivative are bounded, G is
globally Lipschitz and the Sobolev chain rule applies.

LEMMA 2.4 (Exact calibration against all-dimensional variations). If v is
a smooth entire solution of

(2.8) Vv = egg(v),
then, for every bounded Lipschitz  and every w — v € W01’2(Q)7

1
29w - Al = [ [V - egp(u)Pds 20,
Q
Moreover v solves (2.6).

Proof. The chain rule gives egp(w) - Vw = e - VGg(w). The function
Gg(w) — Gg(v) has zero boundary trace. Therefore

/ e V(Gp(w) — Gp(v)) dz = 0.
Q

Subtract the integrated identities (2.7) for w and v. The square for v vanishes,
which proves (2.9). No restriction on the dependence of w on the transverse
variables was made.

For E > 0, differentiation of (2.8) gives

Av = gp(v)gg(v) = b)Y (v).
For E = 0 the same calculation reads Av = b(v)b/(v) directly. Thus the equation
also holds at the zeros of b. g
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There is an equivalent differential-form calibration. Let dx = dx1 A---Adx,
and dxz# = 19, dz. Then

(2.10) WEe = ZeigE(u) du/\d:t:zéﬁ — Edx
i=1

is a smooth closed periodic n-form. Its pullback to the graph of w is (egg(w) -
Vw — E)dx. Equation (2.7) is precisely the calibration inequality for this form.
The direct Sobolev proof above avoids any need to interpret Stokes’ theorem on
nonsmooth graph chains.

2.2. FEvery nonzero slope. For > ( define

(2.11)

1
ds
T(E) = / —_—.
(&) 0o \/b(s)?+2F
Differentiation under the integral gives

, ! ds
TE) = _/0 b2+ 2m)n <

Also T(E) < (2E)~Y2, 50 T(E) — 0 as E — 0.

Let so be a zero of b. Because b is Lipschitz, b(s) < C|s — sg| near so.
Hence 1/b has a nonintegrable singularity there; if b vanishes on an interval, the
conclusion is even immediate. Monotone convergence in (2.11) yields T'(E) — oo
as E' | 0. Thus, for every r > 0, there is exactly one E(r) > 0 such that

(2.12) T(E(r)) = -.

Fix a # 0, set r = || and e = a/r, and define

(2.13) Ip(s) = 7«/08 g;l?a), fe =95t
Equation (2.12) gives
Vp(s+1)=9g(s)+1, fe(z+1)=frz)+1, fgiz)= gE(ff(z)) > 0.
Now put
(2.14) Ua(z,t) = fE(t + - 2).
Then

VoUy = afp(t+a-z) =egp(Us).
Lemma 2.4 proves the equation and class-A minimality of every leaf. The map
in (2.14) is smooth and strictly increasing in ¢, has vertical degree one, and
satisfies
Ua(x +m,t) = Uy(z,t + - m).
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Since fg(z) — z is periodic and bounded, U,(x,t) — « - x is bounded. This
verifies every part of Definition 2.2, together with rigid holonomy.

2.3. The zero-slope foliation. Let @4 denote the flow of
(2.15) j = bly).

The vector field and its derivatives are bounded. Thus ®; is defined for every
real s, is smooth, and satisfies

(2.16) Bypp = Dy0B,,  By(t+1)=d(t) +1,

(2.17) 8, (1) = exp ( /0 (@ (1)) da) > 0.

Every orbit remains between two consecutive zeros of the periodically extended
zero set, or is itself constant. In particular, its displacement is bounded. Define

(2.18) Uo(,t) = By, (1)

It satisfies V,Uy = €1b(Up), so Lemma 2.4 again proves the equation and class-A
minimality. Boundedness of the flow orbits gives slope zero. The deck action is

(2.19) Uo(xz +m,t) = Up(z, P, (1)), Fom = @,

At a point where b(t) > 0, ®1(t) > t. At every zero of b, ®1(t) = t. Consequently
®; is not the identity, although it has translation number zero.
The descended distribution is spanned by

Oy + b(w)u,  Ouys- . O

These are smooth independent commuting vector fields on M. The foliation is
therefore genuinely smooth, including along its constant leaves. Degeneration
of transverse derivatives as x1 — oo in a particular lifted parametrization does
not create a singularity of the torus foliation.

2.4. The explicit model and its intrinsic holonomy obstruction. Take

(2.20) b(u) = sin’(ru),  Vi(u) = —% sin® ().
Here V/(1/4) = —m/2 # 0. On each interval (j,j + 1),

(2.21) cot(m®s(t)) = cot(mt) — s.

The nonconstant zero-slope leaves can equivalently be written as
(2.22) vja(z) =7+ % + %aretan(w(a:l —a)), a€R.

They connect the consecutive constant levels 7 and j 4+ 1. In the torus those
integer levels project to a single compact leaf, and the remaining leaves are
noncompact. Relabelling conjugates Fy., = ®1, so it cannot change this
nonidentity map into the identity.
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One must also rule out a different zero-slope minimizing foliation with
identity holonomy. The following elementary lemma does so.

LEMMA 2.5 (Periodic class-A minimizers of a nonnegative autonomous
action). Let W € C®(T) satisfy W > 0 and W(s.) = 0 for some s.. If a
smooth function w is periodic with respect to a full-rank lattice A C R™ and is a

/(;\wy?wv(w)) da,

then w is constant and W (w) = 0.

class-A minimizer of

Proof. Let D be a fundamental parallelepiped and set

5= |117|/D (;|wy2+W(w)) dz.

The density is periodic and nonnegative. For Cr = (—R, R)", tiling by lattice
cells gives

/CR <%|Vw|2 + W(w)> dz = §|Cr| + O(R"™).

To see the error estimate, only cells meeting a fixed-width neighborhood of 0Cr
are unaccounted for; their total volume is O(R"!), and the density is bounded.

Choose a smooth cutoff nr equal to one on Cr_1, zero near 0Cg, with
|Vnr| < C independent of R. The competitor

wr = (1 —nr)w + NRS«

agrees with w near the boundary and is constant at a zero of W on Cgr_;.
Periodicity bounds w and Vw uniformly, so the energy of wg is at most
CR"™ ' If § > 0, this contradicts class-A minimality for large R. Thus § = 0.
Nonnegativity and continuity of the density imply Vw = 0 and W(w) = 0
everywhere. O

For (2.20), the only periodic class-A minimizers on any full-rank lattice are
the integer constants. A zero-slope identity-holonomy foliation would consist of
Z"-periodic class-A minimizers, and these cannot fill the vertical circle. This
proves the zero-slope obstruction in Theorem 2.3. The rational relocation is
proved in Section 3.

The same argument applies to every b in Theorem 2.3, not only to the
trigonometric profile. A periodic minimizing leaf is constant with value in the
proper closed set {b = 0}. Such leaves cannot fill the vertical circle. Hence
there is no alternative closed zero-slope minimizing foliation for any member of
the stated class.
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3. Placing the obstruction at an arbitrary rational slope

The missing holonomy condition cannot be imposed only at slope zero. The
obstruction can be moved to any rational slope without changing the Euclidean
kinetic energy except for a multiplicative factor and a null Lagrangian.

3.1. The intrinsic rational condition. Fix o € Q" and write o = —k/¢,
with k € Z™ and ¢ € N. Set

(3.1) Ap={meZ":a-meZ}={meZ":k-m=0 (mod¥{)}.
This lattice does not depend on the choice of the representation of a.

Definition 3.1 (Identity adjusted rational holonomy). An ordinary foliation
of rational slope a has identity adjusted rational holonomy if

(3.2) U+ \t)=U(z,t) +a- X for every X € A,.

Thus each leaf closes with its prescribed vertical increments on the natural
finite cover. This condition is invariant under every degree-one relabelling of
the leaves.

In an arbitrary leaf parameter, (3.2) is the identity R_,.) o F)\ = Id, where
R.(t) = t + a. One should not replace it by a claim that all the F,,, are already
translations in that arbitrary parameter.

LEMMA 3.2 (Rigid normalization of rational holonomy). A smooth ordinary
foliation of rational slope «v satisfies (3.2) if and only if some increasing degree-
one smooth relabelling gives

(3.3) Ul+m,t)=U(x,t+a-m) (meZ").

Proof. The reverse implication follows from vertical degree one. For the
forward implication, reduce the commuting maps F,,, modulo Z. Equation (3.2)
implies that their action factors through the finite group G = Z"/A,. Let
f4 denote its circle diffeomorphisms, and define the positive smooth periodic
density

1
a(t) = — '(t).
(1) =g 2140
geG
Derivatives are independent of the choices of degree-one lifts. Each summand
integrates to one, so fol a = 1. Composition permutes GG, and the chain rule
gives

a(F (1) Fry () = at).

Hence h(t) = fg a(s)ds is an increasing degree-one lift for which h(F,,(t)) —
h(t) = ¢, is constant in ¢.
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The constants are determined by the slopes, rather than by a choice of
representatives of G. Iterating (2.3) at z = 0 gives

U(Nm,t) =U(0, EN(t)).

The function U(0,s) — s is bounded and U(Nm,t) — Na - m is bounded as
N — oo. Therefore EN(t)/N — a - m. Since h(s) — s is bounded, the equality
h(EN(t)) = h(t)+ Ney, yields ¢, = a-m. Taking U(z,t) = U(x, h~1(t)) proves
(3.3). O

3.2. The rational shear and its variational invariance.

THEOREM 3.3 (An arbitrarily prescribed exceptional rational slope). For
keZ" and £ € N, let

1 k
(3.4) Vio(z,u) = Y7 sin® (7(lu+k - x)), ap=—7.
Then (Vio)u # 0. The potential admits an ordinary smooth minimizing foliation
at every slope. Every slope a # ag admits a rigid minimizing foliation. At ayg,

no minimizing foliation has identity adjusted rational holonomy.

Proof. Set = fv+ k- x. A direct expansion gives

2
(3.5) Ay, [v; Q] = %2«4‘/; 60; Q] — ;2/9]@ -Vldr + ‘2]{22|Q|
For competitors with the same boundary trace, the last two terms have the same
value. The correspondence w — fw + k - z is a bijection on the corresponding
fixed-trace competitor classes. Thus class-A minimality is equivalent under
this transformation, with no restriction on the dimension or on competitor
dependence.

For a specified slope «, put 8 = la+ k. If 5 # 0, use the profile of Section 2
for slope 8 and define

fE(|5|)(£t + ﬁ : x) —k-z

7 .
It is strictly increasing in ¢ and has vertical degree one. Its leaves are minimizing
by (3.5), and Uy (z,t) — o - x is bounded. For m € Z", the number k - m is
integral, so

(3.6) Un(,t) =

feltt+B-x+la-m+k-m)—k-z—k-m

Uas(x +m,t) = 7

=Uy(z,t +a-m).
This is the rigid deck law.
When 3 = 0, let ® be the flow of sin?(7u) and set
O, (0t)—k-x

(3.7) Ugo(z,t) = 7
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The same action identity proves minimality. Boundedness of ®,, (¢t) proves
slope ag. The deck maps are

D, (0t) —k-m
7 :

Indeed, substitution of this expression in (3.7), using the flow law and integer
vertical translations, gives U(x+m,t) = U(x, F},,(t)). These maps are increasing
degree-one lifts. For m = le; € A,,, the adjusted return is not the identity
because &, # Id.

Finally, suppose a different minimizing foliation at «q satisfied (3.2). Each

(3.8) Fn(t) =

transformed leaf
Op(x) = LU (x,t) + k- x

would be A,,-periodic and a class-A minimizer for V,. Lemma 2.5 forces 6; to be
an integer constant. Such leaves cannot form a strictly ordered continuous family
covering all vertical values. This excludes every identity-holonomy foliation at
the exceptional slope, not only the particular family (3.7). O

COROLLARY 3.4 (Sharpness of the rational testing set). If S C R™ omits
a rational vector, a smooth potential with V,, Z 0 has ordinary minimizing
foliations at every slope and rigid minimizing foliations at every slope in S.

Proof. Choose oy € Q™ \ S and apply Theorem 3.3. O

We write RHg for the requirement that every rational slope admit a
minimizing foliation satisfying (3.2). The corollary proves the necessity of
testing every rational slope, not the sufficiency of RHg for rigidity.

4. Invariant volume, closed phases, and calibration
Definition 4.1 (Common invariant volume). For a foliation field p,, put
(4.1) D = 0y, + Pa,iOy.

A common positive invariant probability volume for a selected collection is one
qge CY(M), q>0, [,;gdm =1, such that

(4.2) 82,0+ Ou(apai) =0 (a €S, 1<i<n).
Equivalently, each of the indicated horizontal fields preserves q dm.

4.1. The fized-torus equations. Let p be the smooth periodic slope field of
an ordinary graph foliation by solutions. Equality of mixed derivatives on a leaf
gives

(4.3) 0z, + PiOupj = Ou;Di + PjOup;-
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The equation on every leaf gives

. 1

(4.4) R(p) :=divyp+ 0, (2]p|2> =Q.
Both assertions are pointwise identities on M; no derivative with respect to
slope is involved.

Definition 4.2 (Admissible solution phase). An admissible phase at slope «
is
(45) T(.I',U) :U—Oé'l'+¢($,U), wecz(M)v q:=Ty >07
whose field p = —V,7/q satisfies (4.4).

Its inverse u = U(x, t) satisfies

1

(4.6) Up = @)

V.U =p(z,U), AU =Q(z,U).

The periodic correction gives the rigid deck law (3.3) and bounded deviation
from « - .

LEMMA 4.3 (Common volume is equivalent to simultaneous phase density).
A positive C* probability volume g dm is invariant under every horizontal field
of an ordinary solution graph foliation of slope o if and only if that foliation
admits an admissible phase with 7, = q. In particular,

1
(4.7) / q(z,u)du =1, / gpdm = a.
0 M
One volume works for a collection of foliations if and only if their phases can be

chosen with the same density q.

Proof. Invariance is the equation
(4.8) 02,4 + Ou(api) = 0.

Integration in u makes fol q(x,u) du independent of x. Its integral over T" is
one, so it equals one pointwise.
Consider the one-form

0:q<du—2pidaji>.

(2

Its mixed z;, u components are closed by (4.8). For its horizontal components,
use (4.8) to calculate

azi(qu) - axj(qm) = Q(aacipj - aszi + DiDju — pjpi,u) =0
by (4.3). Thus df = 0.
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The vertical period of 6 is one. The cohomology of the torus therefore gives
a vector a € R" and a C? periodic function 1 with

0=du—a-dr+ dy.

On the universal cover it is d7 for 7 = u — a - © + 1. Positivity of ¢ makes the
level sets graphs. Their horizontal tangent distribution is the original one, so
these are the same leaves. Since 1 is bounded, their slope is a. The prescribed
slope of the foliation is «, hence a = «. This proves the phase representation
and (4.7). The converse follows by taking mixed derivatives of (4.5). O

Remark 4.4. At a rational slope, replacing 7 by an admissible h o 7 changes
q to h'(7)q without changing p. Common volume means that compatible choices
exist simultaneously; it does not mean that arbitrary individually chosen phase
densities agree. Conversely, the invariant-volume formulation itself is unaffected
by relabelling.

4.2. Minimality requires no additional assumption.

LEMMA 4.5 (Periodic Hilbert calibration). Let p € C*°(M;R") satisfy
(4.4). Then

n
1
(4.9) wp = ;pi du N\ dxl# - (§|p\2 + V) dx
1=
is closed. Every smooth entire graph v satisfying Vv = p(x,v) is class-A

minimizing. For every fized-trace competitor w, one has the exact identity

(4.10) Ay [w: Q] — Ay [v: Q] = ;/Q IV — pla, w) 2 de.

Proof. A direct calculation gives
. I o
dw, = — (divy p+ 0y §|p] +V ) )dundz=0.
On the graph of any smooth w,
1 9 « 1 2
(4.11) §]Vw| —V(z,w) |de=w wp+§|wap(a:,w)| dzx.

For completeness, the invariance of the first term under fixed-trace changes
can be proved without using graph chains. Set

Nful = [ (plow) - Vo= lpaw) - View)) da,
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For a smooth compactly supported variation n, differentiation and integration
by parts give

DNw|n = /Q(pu(x, w) - Vwn + p(x,w) - Vn) dx
— /Q(p(x, w) - pu(z,w) + Vu(x,w))n dx

= _/ (diveyp+p-pu + Vo) (z,w)ndz = 0.
Q

Integrating along ws = v + sn shows N[v + n] = N[v]. Appendix J extends
this equality to every w — v € W01’2(Q). Subtract (4.11) for w and v and use
Vo = p(x,v). O

5. Phase locking and rational spheres

The decisive calculation compares two genuine foliations with the same
density. First the periodic horizontal error is eliminated. The remaining equation
is a quadratic identity in their slope difference.

LEMMA 5.1 (Phase locking). Let 7o =u—a-z+1, and 7, = u—b-x+ 1y
be admissible phases for the same V , with
(Ta)u = (Tp)u = ¢ > 0.
Then Yy — 1, is constant and
b—a
P
Consequently the common invariant probability volume of two distinct-slope

(51) Pb — Pa =

foliations, when it exists, is unique.

Proof. Set g = ¢y — 1. Equality of the vertical derivatives makes g a
function of x alone, periodic on T". Write

h=0b-a, A(z) = h —Vyg(z), D = Pa, r = Py.
Then p, = p+ A/q. The continuity equation for p reads
(5.2) Vaq = —pgu — qr-
Expand the residual difference, keeping A independent of u:

0=7R(p+ A/q) —R(p)
. p-A AP
= le:}c(A/(]) + 0y (q + ﬁ
div, A 2A. Al2q,
(5.3) _dived 24 | ’3q .
q q q
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The cancellation in the last line follows directly from (5.2). Multiply by ¢ and
integrate over one u-period. Since p and ¢ are periodic,

1 g 1
/ rdu =0, / — du = —/ du(q™ ") du = 0.
0 0o 4 0

It follows that div, A =0, or Ag = 0. Multiplying by ¢g and integrating on T"
gives Vg = 0. This proves (5.1).
If a # b, a coordinate with (b — a); # 0 gives
(b — a)i
(pb - pa)i .
Thus at most one normalized density can be common to these two fixed foliations.

The denominator is nowhere zero when a common positive density exists. [

PROPOSITION 5.2 (The pointwise slope identity). With the hypotheses of
Lemma 5.1, let h=b—a. Then

(5.4) 2¢%h - Oypg = |h\2qu on M.

Proof. After phase locking, A = h is constant in (5.3). Multiply the
remaining equation by ¢3. (I

LEMMA 5.3 (The flat density forces a flat source). If an admissible phase
has g, = 0, then ¢ =1, Q = 0, and its slope field is constant.

Proof. Equation (4.7) gives ¢ = 1. Equation (4.8) gives p, = 0, so (4.4)
makes @) independent of u. Its vertical mean is zero by (2.2); therefore @ = 0.
Now 7 =u— a-x +¥(x) and p = a — Vip. The equation says Ay = 0, and
periodicity gives p = a. U

5.1. Removing the spatial mean. The pointwise identity contains a further
arithmetic restriction which is not visible if it is evaluated at a single point. It
is important to retain its full dependence on (z,u).

For a collection at slopes S with a common volume, Lemma 5.1 allows
additive constants in the phases to be chosen so that

a— Vg

(5.5) T =u—a-x+¢Y(z,u), g =1+, Do = (a €8S).

If two slopes are distinct, the uniqueness formula in Lemma 5.1 also makes ¢
smooth, since the slope fields are smooth. Thus the common 1 can be taken
smooth. This observation supplies the smoothness used in the classification
below; it is not an extra transverse assumption.

LEMMA 5.4 (Mean-removing shear). Fiz a € S and put

GO
f(x) = / blew)du,  s=utf@),  x(zs) =v(@s — f(z) - f(z).
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Then x is periodic in (x,s),

1
(5.7) / x(x,s)ds =0, q(z,u) =14 xs(z,u+ f(x)) >0,
0
and, for every b € S,
b 2 2
(5.8) h-Vgx+dxs=0, h=b-a, 5_]|2]a|.

Here V,x is taken with s fived.
Proof. Since ¢, = ¥y, and V,.q = Vb, substitution of (5.5) in (5.4) gives

|h|2QU = 2q2h : <—V;q — (G — Z2$¢>Qu) s
SO
h-Vip—06
(5'9) qh : vxq = (h : V:ﬂ/’ - 5)qqu 8u (W) =0.
q

Write the u-independent quotient as ¢p,(x). Integrating h - V1 — § = ¢pq over
one physical vertical period and using fol qdu =1 gives

cn(x) =h-Vf(z)—o.
Therefore

(5.10) h- Vo= f) =@ — fu(h-Vf-0).

The map (z,u) — (z,u+ f(x)) is a periodic diffeomorphism of M, with inverse
(x,s) = (z,s — f(x)). Under this map,

vm(¢_f):sz+stf7 (w_f)u:Xs-

Substitution in (5.10) cancels the terms containing h - Vf and yields (5.8).
Periodicity and the zero mean in (5.7) follow directly from (5.6). The identity
for g follows by differentiating in w. O

The shear is used to rewrite an exact compatibility equation. We do not
assert that it preserves the Euclidean kinetic action. Its effect on the source
will be calculated separately in Section 7.

THEOREM 5.5 (Arithmetic spherical alternative). Let S contain at least
two distinct slopes of solution foliations preserving a common positive invariant

volume. If V,, # 0, then
Ca(8) # 2.

In particular, all slopes in the collection lie on one sphere with rational centre,
whether or not their affine span is the whole base.
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Proof. Use the representation in Lemma 5.4. If y = 0, then ¢ = 1, and
Lemma 5.3 gives V,, = 0. Thus x # 0 on the nontrivial branch.
For (k,m) € Z" x Z, set

X(k,m) = / x(z, s)e2milke+ms) qo. g,
T xT

The zero vertical mean gives X(k,0) = 0 for every k. Fourier uniqueness therefore
supplies a coefficient X (k,m) # 0 with m # 0. For this one coefficient, (5.8)
gives
b —lal* Y
((b— a) -k + fm> X(k,m) =0 for every b € S.

It follows that § = —k/m € Q" satisfies

[bf* — la/?
(b—a)-f= 9
These are exactly the equations defining Cg(S). A single nonzero Fourier
coefficient works for the entire collection, including an infinite collection. The
Fourier calculation is on the genuinely periodic function y, not on a phase

(bes).

character which might fail to descend at an irrational slope. O

6. The exact rigidity criterion and finite tests

We can now state the exact criterion. The preceding phase calculation
proves the rigidity direction. The counterexample gives the converse while
retaining minimizing foliations at every other slope. For a nonempty set S C R",
define its rational centre set by

(6.1) Co(S)={BeQ":|a—p*=|b— B forall a,b € S}.

Thus Cg(S) # @ means that S lies on a Euclidean sphere with rational centre.

When S contains at least two points, its radius is positive. For a fixed a € 5,

the condition is the linear system

2 bh— — M be S n

(62) b-a)-5="F10 pes), peqn
THEOREM 6.1 (Exact common-volume rigidity criterion). Fiz a set S C R"

containing at least two distinct slopes. The following are equivalent.

(i) Co(S) = 2.

(ii) Ewvery smooth periodic potential admitting solution foliations at the slopes
in S with one common positive C' invariant probability volume satisfies
Vu=0.

(iii) The conclusion in (ii) holds even when the class of potentials is restricted
to those having ordinary smooth minimizing foliations at every real slope.
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If Co(S) = @, the common density is ¢ = 1 and the selected foliations are affine.
If Co(S) # @, a potential of the form (2.5) gives a counterexample to (ii) and
(iii). Its selected foliations are rigid and share a common volume.

The positive proof uses only the selected slopes. The all-slope assumption
is retained in the converse to make the optimality statement relative to the
original problem, rather than to a larger class of unrelated examples.

6.1. The converse keeps the all-slope hypothesis.

PROPOSITION 6.2 (Every rational-centred sphere is realized). Let § =
—k/ € Q" with ¢ € N, and let R > 0. There is a nonconstant smooth periodic
potential with ordinary minimizing foliations at every slope such that all slopes
on

la—Bl=R
have rigid minimizing foliations preserving one common smooth positive proba-

bility volume.

Proof. Use the rational-shear potential (3.4), with b(z) = sin?(72) and
z=/{lu+k-x. Choose E > 0 by

/1 dz 1

o Vb(2)2+2E (R

Write gg = Vvb? + 2F and let U be the degree-one primitive with 9% = (R /gg.
Define

R Ta(z,u) = ﬁEE(Z) —(a—B) - .

(6.3) q(z,u) = gT(Z)7

Because ¥g(z) — z is periodic and k, ¢ are integral,

Ta = u—o-x _|_ m
l
has the required cohomology. Also 9,7, = ¢ > 0 and
a—p
(6.4) Pa =B+ q

The fibre integral of ¢ is one by the defining equation for E. These phases are
exactly the nonzero-slope calibrated phases from the autonomous construction
after the rational shear: the transformed slope is ¢(a — f3), of length /R.
Thus their fields solve the equation and their leaves are class-A minimizing.
Alternatively,
2
Vi E R

’:ﬁ_ﬁ’ Vaq+ Bgu =0,
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verify the residual equation and invariance directly. Theorem 3.3 supplies
ordinary minimizing foliations at all other slopes, independently of this selected
sphere. The potential is nonconstant. O

Proof of Theorem 6.1. If Co(S) = @, Theorem 5.5 gives V,, = 0. More
directly, its Fourier proof makes xy = 0, so Lemma 5.3 gives ¢ =1 and p, = a
for every selected slope. This proves (i)=-(ii). Restricting the class of potentials
proves (ii)=>(iii).

If (i) fails, choose 8 € Cg(S). The common radius R = |a — | is positive
because S contains two distinct points. Proposition 6.2 supplies a nontrivial
counterexample even in the restricted all-slope class of (iii). Thus (iii)=(i),
completing all directions. ([

Theorem 6.1 gives a classification, not just an example showing that
one hypothesis cannot be deleted. We now record the resulting minimality
statements with their quantifiers explicit.

6.2. Two real slopes and three rational slopes.

PROPOSITION 6.3 (Optimal cardinalities). Among tests consisting of pre-
scribed solution foliations with a common positive invariant volume, the smallest
possible number of slopes is two. Among such tests restricted to rational slopes,
the smallest possible number is three.

Proof. For one prescribed slope a, choose a rational vector 5 # a and
set R = |a — f|. Proposition 6.2 gives a nontrivial all-slope example whose
a-foliation preserves a positive volume. Thus one never suffices.

For two distinct slopes a, b, Theorem 6.1 says that rigidity holds exactly
when their perpendicular bisector

b2 — Ja?

(6.5) (b-a)- ="

contains no rational vector. Take a = 0 and b = v/2¢;. Equation (6.5) would
require 31 = 1/4/2, which is impossible for 8 € Q™. These two slopes therefore
suffice.

If a,b € Q", their midpoint (a + b)/2 is a rational centre. Hence no pair of
distinct rational slopes suffices. On the other hand, a Euclidean sphere meets
a line in at most two points. Any three distinct collinear slopes have empty
rational centre set; in particular {—ej,0, e} is a sufficient rational test. This
proves both minima. O

The assertion that two foliations can fail must not be read as saying that
every pair fails. The distinction is arithmetic. Arbitrarily many noncollinear
slopes on one rational-centred sphere still fail, whereas a suitable pair with
irrational separation succeeds.
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For example, if a = te; and b = se; with s # ¢, then (6.5) requires
B1 = (s+1t)/2. This pair is rigid exactly when (s + t)/2 is irrational. If both
slopes are rational, the arithmetic obstruction disappears and a third point on
the same line is required.

6.3. Rational tests are exactly the noncospherical tests.

PROPOSITION 6.4. For S C Q", the set Co(S) is empty if and only if no
Euclidean sphere contains S.

Proof. Only the converse implication needs proof. If a sphere contains S,
its centre solves the real linear equations (6.2), whose coefficients and right sides
are rational. Select finitely many independent rows spanning all row vectors.
Consistency makes every remaining equation a consequence of them. Gaussian
elimination over Q gives a rational particular solution, so Cg(S) # @. This also
handles infinite S, since the row rank is at most n. U

Thus a condition of not lying on any sphere is sufficient for all real slope
sets, but is not necessary there. The exact condition over real slopes is the
absence of a rational centre.

6.4. Finite witnesses and deletion-minimality.

Definition 6.5. A finite set S is an inclusion-minimal common-volume
rigidity test if it is sufficient in Theorem 6.1 and no proper subset is sufficient.
Singletons are understood to be insufficient, as in Proposition 6.3.

THEOREM 6.6 (Finite-witness theorem). If Co(S) = @, there is a subset
So C S with |So| < n+2 and Co(Sy) = @. Moreover, a finite set is inclusion-
minimal exactly when

(6.6) Ca$)=2, Co(S\{a) £2 (acS$).
The bound n + 2 is attained by rational slope sets.

Proof. Fix a € S and write the centre equations as hy - 5 = §, where
hy = b —a. Choose r < n independent row vectors hy,, ..., hy, spanning all the
hy.

Suppose first that the entire system is consistent over R. Then every
remaining equation has the same right side as the corresponding linear com-
bination of these r equations. The set of real solutions is therefore already
determined by a, b1, ...,b,. Since this solution set contains no rational vector,
these at most n + 1 slopes give the required witness.

Suppose instead that the system is inconsistent over R. The r independent
equations alone are consistent. At least one additional row, say that of by, has
a right side different from its forced linear combination. Then the equations
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attached to
a,bi,..., b, by

are inconsistent. These at most n + 2 slopes give a witness.

Sufficiency is monotone under adjoining slopes, since centre sets shrink.
Thus (6.6) is equivalent to inclusion-minimality. For each deletion with a
nonempty centre set, Proposition 6.2 supplies a nontrivial all-slope counterexam-
ple for the remaining test. These are counterexamples to the weakened assertion
itself, not merely failures of the particular proof.

To prove sharpness, put

(6.7) Sn=10,e1,...,en,2(e1 +---+en)}

The centre equations for 0, e1, ..., e, force 5; = 1/2. The last point v =25, ¢;

would require v - 8 = |v|?/2, or n = 2n, a contradiction. Hence S,, is rigid.
Every n + 1 point subset is affinely independent. This is immediate if the

last point is removed. If e; is removed, the vectors e; for ¢ # j together with v
are linearly independent, by their j-th components. If 0 is removed, an affine

Zcieﬁ—cw:O, ZOH—Cu:O
i i

gives ¢; = —2¢, for all i, then (1 — 2n)c, = 0, so all coefficients vanish. Each
such subset has a unique circumcentre obtained by a nonsingular rational linear

dependence

system; it is rational. All proper subsets therefore have a rational centre. This
proves inclusion-minimality and sharpness. O

The proof also gives a finite test procedure: form the centre equations,
decide their real consistency, and, if they are consistent, decide whether their
affine solution space contains a rational vector. For rational input slopes this
is ordinary exact Gaussian elimination. For arbitrary real input, the rational-
solvability question is part of the mathematical condition and is not replaced
by a floating-point tolerance.

6.5. Which assumptions have, and have not, been minimized. The following
is the precise sense in which the assumptions are minimal. Within the class
of prescribed common-volume slope tests, (6.1) classifies every sufficient test
and every counterexample configuration. Proposition 6.3 proves the smallest
cardinalities. Theorem 6.6 classifies deletion-minimal tests and gives a sharp
bound on their size. These statements remain true with ordinary all-slope
minimizing foliations as background, by the converse examples.

Common compatibility cannot be replaced by each foliation having its own
invariant volume. For any finite prescribed S, choose a rational 8 ¢ S. The
rational-shear example has rigid minimizing foliations, hence individual invariant
phase volumes, at every slope in S, while V,, # 0. For a rigid test .S, Theorem 6.1
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proves that these individual volumes cannot be made common. This also shows
why independent relabelling is not a substitute for the hypothesis.

No assertion of optimal differentiability thresholds is made. Nor does this
classification imply that every sufficient condition imaginable must contain the
common-volume condition. It answers the universal implication in Theorem 6.1,
with an exact counterexample for every slope set outside it. Rational identity
holonomy alone is a different condition. Its local rigidity theorem is proved in
Appendix C; the unrestricted global implication is not asserted here.

7. A spectral-Poisson normal form in arbitrary affine rank

The rational-sphere criterion decides which slope sets can support a non-
trivial common-volume family. The same reduction also describes every such
family. No affine spanning condition is needed in this section.

Fix a € S, and define the allowed Fourier set

(7.1)
_ n N e
L(S) = {(k;m) € 2" x (Z\{0}): (b—a) -k + Z——m =0 (b€ S)[.

Changing the anchor does not change this set: subtracting the equations for
two choices gives exactly the equation for their difference. We exclude m =0
because the mean-removing normalization excludes all purely horizontal modes.
In particular,

(7.2) LIS)#£#0 <« Co(S)+#2.

Indeed, an allowed (k, m) gives the centre —k/m, and a rational centre can be
written that way.

THEOREM 7.1 (Spectral-Poisson reconstruction). Let S C R™ contain at
least two distinct points. Choose a real function x € C*°(T™ x T) such that

1
(7.3) / x(z,s)ds =0, g«(z, 8) := 14 xs(z,8) >0, supp X C L(95).
0

Forbe S set

b—Vux(z,s)
g«(x, s)

Let f € C°°(T") be the unique solution of

(7.4) vp(z,s) =

(7.5) Af =divy Jg, fdz =0.

Then, with s = u + f(z),
(7.6) To(z,u) = s+ x(x,s) — b x,
(77) Q(x7u) = Q*(ma 3)7 pb(ﬂf, u) = Ub(x7 8) - Vf(w)
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define rigid solution foliations for one smooth periodic source Q with zero vertical
mean. The source is

(7.8) Qz,u) = [divx —) (%yvam (@,5) — Af(a).

Here the derivatives in the bracket keep s fized when differentiating in x. Every
potential

(7.9) V(z,u) = -0, 'Q(x,u) + A(z), A e C™(T),

where O;1Q is the zero-vertical-mean periodic primitive, has these foliations as
class-A minimizers. They preserve the common probability volume qdm.

Conversely, every smooth common-volume family at S is obtained by this
construction, after choosing common additive phase constants so that [ f = 0.
The Poisson equation is independent of the choice of a € S. The family is
nontrivial, in the sense V,, Z 0, exactly when x # 0.

Proof. We prove reconstruction first, and then completeness of the normal
form.

The transport equations. The Fourier support condition in (7.3) is equivalent
to

(7.10) h-VaX+0xs=0, h=b—a, &=(b*—lal?/2

for every b € S. This follows coefficient by coefficient from the smooth Fourier
series. In particular,

h-Vaq. + 5(Q*)s =0.
Also vy — vq = h/q«. The identity h-a =& — |h|?/2 and (7.10) give
_ h-a+dxs _\h|2

7.11 h-vg=——""7"7""-=9§ .
(7.11) m 20

Thus the residuals in the (z, s) variables agree:

. ‘%‘2_ ‘UaP) h - Vg, (h'va ‘h‘2>
div, (’Ub Ua) + 05 ( 2 qz +9 g« * 2%%

(7.12) VIS <£> — 0.

2
Q* *

The Poisson equation. The vector field J, is smooth and periodic, and its
divergence has mean zero on T". There is a unique smooth solution of (7.5);
explicitly, its nonzero Fourier coefficients are

~ 2mik - Jo(k)
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This is a linear equation on the fixed base torus. To see independence of the
anchor, put M, (x) = fol ¢; ' (z,8)ds. Then

(Q*)s
2 ds = 0.

1
Jy — Jo = hM,, h-VxM*:cS/
0

Therefore div, J, = div, J,.
Returning to physical coordinates. Since s = u+ f(x), direct differentiation
of (7.6) gives

(Tb)u = (Qx, vbe = Q*vf + Vxx —b.

This proves (7.7). All corrections are periodic, and 9,7, > 0. Hence each phase
defines a global graph foliation with slope b and rigid deck law. In particular
its tangent distribution is integrable and its invariant-volume equations follow
from closedness of dy,.

The residual under this shear is worth recording in full. For py(z,u) =

op(@,u+ f(x)) — Vf(z),
div, pp = divgg Vp + ('Ub)s -Vf—-Af,

3. (5ml?) = 0 = V1) - ()

Adding cancels the two terms containing V f - (vp)s. Equation (7.12) now proves
that all physical residuals equal the @ in (7.8). Its vertical mean is

1
/ Q(z,u)du =divy J, — Af =0.
0

Thus (7.9) is well defined, smooth and periodic, and @ = —V,. Lemma 4.5
proves class-A minimality against arbitrary fixed-trace competitors. Finally
fol qdu =1, since it is the translated fibre integral of 1 + xs.

FEvery common-volume family has this form. Starting with such a fam-
ily, phase locking gives (5.5). Choose its common additive constant so that
[y ¥ dm =0, and define f, x by (5.6). Lemma 5.4 gives (7.3) and its allowed
Fourier support. The chain rule gives (7.6)—(7.7). The residual computation
just performed and the physical zero-mean condition for @ force (7.5). The
potential is consequently (7.9) up to its arbitrary u-independent part.

Nontriviality. If x = 0, then ¢, = 1, J, = a and f = 0, so Q = 0.
Conversely, if Q = 0, every leaf is harmonic and has bounded deviation from
its affine slope. The bounded harmonic difference is constant: for example
the interior gradient estimate on balls, followed by letting the radius tend to
infinity, makes its gradient zero. Thus p, = b for all b € S. For a distinct pair,
(5.1) gives h = h/q, so ¢ = 1. Then xs = 0, and its zero vertical mean forces
x = 0. O
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7.1. A family which is not a single travelling profile. The full-span classifi-
cation below will involve only one travelling variable. That conclusion would be
false without full span, even though the rational-sphere criterion remains exact.

Take n =2, S = {0,2e,}, and
(7.13)

1
x(z,s) = ea(xz) sin(2n(s — 1)), a(zg) = cos(2mxe), 0< e < o
7
Then (0, + 9s)x = 0 and g« = 1 + x5 > 0, exactly as required by (7.10). With
0 =2n(s —x1),
ed'(xg)sind
1+ 27mea(z2) cos b’
The vertical mean of the second component is zero by the substitution 6 +— 27 —6.
The mean of the first depends only on zs. Hence div, Jy = 0 and f = 0.
Formula (7.8) constructs the potential directly, and Theorem 7.1 makes it
nontrivial.

(o)1 =1—q; ", (vo)2 =

The density has nonzero Fourier modes on two different lines, corresponding
to(—1,1,1) and (—1,—1,1) in (21, 2, s). It is therefore not a function of a single
integer linear form. Its two foliations have common volume, but the full-span
single-profile conclusion does not apply. This example illustrates the additional
families retained by the arbitrary-rank normal form. No claim of ordinary
foliations at all other slopes is made for this general reconstruction; the all-slope
converse needed for Theorem 6.1 is supplied separately in Proposition 6.2.

7.2. Full-span classification and the exceptional rational centre. We now
impose full affine span and recover an explicit classification without a Poisson
correction. This is a consequence of the arbitrary-rank normal form, not an
additional rigidity assumption in Theorem 6.1.

THEOREM 7.2 (Full-span classification). Suppose a common-volume collec-
tion contains n+1 affinely independent slopes. Let B and R > 0 be the centre and
radius of their circum-sphere. If V,, # 0, then 8 € Q™. Write f = —k/{, where
>0 and (ki,...,kn, L) is primitive. There are smooth functions r : T — (0, 00)
and A : T" — R such that

1
(7.14) / r(z)dz =1, r 1s nonconstant,
0

and
R2
C2r(lutkow)?
FEvery slope in the common-volume collection lies on |a — 3| = R, and
a—p
q(z, u)

(7.15) qg(z,u) =r(lu+k-x), V(z,u) = A(z)

(7.16) Palz,u) =5+
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Conversely, every rational 3, every R > 0, and every r satisfying (7.14) give
calibrated solution foliations at all slopes on this sphere, preserving the same
volume. The function A(z) is arbitrary.

Proof. Phase locking and the normal form apply. Choose an anchor a
among the affinely independent slopes. Since their differences span R™, the
transport equations imply

(7.17) Vax + Bxs = 0.

Indeed, the equations are h - Vyx 4+ (h - B)xs = 0 on a basis of h’s. The
nontriviality clause of Theorem 7.1 gives x # 0. A nonzero Fourier mode (k’, m)
therefore satisfies & + mf = 0 and m # 0, which proves that f is rational.

For primitive (k, /) as stated, the integer solutions of k' + mf = 0 are
exactly (k',m) = j(k,¢) with j € Z. To verify this, the equation is ¢k’ = mk,
and a Bezout combination of kq, . .., k,, £ shows that ¢ divides m. Hence Fourier
uniqueness gives

x(z,s) =F(ls+k-x)
for a smooth periodic F. Put 7 = 1+/¢F’, sor > 0 and [ r = 1. Equation (7.17)
gives
a—p
r(ls+k-x)
Its vertical average J, is constant in x, because integration covers exactly ¢

periods of r~!. Thus (7.5) gives f = 0.
Theorem 5.5 makes all slopes cospherical; uniqueness of the centre of the

Ua:B+

affinely independent subset identifies its centre as this . For ¢ = a— 3, |c| = R,
we have p, = 8+ ¢/q and V,q = —f¢q,. Direct calculation gives

: c-p
divy pa = ?QW
1 B-c c|?
O <2|po¢‘2> = - q2 qQu — |q|3 Qu-

Therefore Q = —R%q,/q® = 0.(R?/(2¢%)). Integration of Q = —V,, proves
(7.15). The function r is nonconstant because the constant case makes @ = 0.
For the converse, choose H with H' = r and H(z+ 1) = H(z) + 1. Define
H(lu+ k-
(7.18) ra(e,n) = TOTRD gy
Then 7, = u — a - z+ a periodic correction, 0,7, = ¢ > 0, and its field is
(7.16). The residual just calculated equals —V,,, and mixed phase derivatives

give common invariance. Lemma 4.5 proves class-A minimality against all-
dimensional competitors. O
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7.2.1. The centre cannot carry a closed minimizing foliation.

LEMMA 7.3 (Resonant obstruction for a travelling potential). Let 8 =
—k/teQ™ ¢ >0, and

Viz,u) = A(x) + F(lu + k - x)

with F' smooth periodic and nonconstant. There is no class-A minimizing
foliation at slope 8 whose leaves close with their prescribed increments on a
full-rank finite cover.

Proof. For a leaf u, put y = fu + k - . The action identity is

1 1 1
Ay [u; Q] = 62/9 <2|Vy2—€2F(y)> dx — E2/Qk:-Vyde’

|k[? /
7.19 + —|Q| - | A(z)d=x.

The last three terms are fixed for fixed-trace competitors. At slope (3, a closed
leaf makes y periodic on the corresponding full-rank lattice. Adding ¢?> max F to
the transformed density leaves minimality unchanged and gives the nonnegative
potential

W(y) = (max F — F(y)).

The periodic replacement lemma in Section 2 forces y to be constant at a
maximum of F'. Those values form a proper closed subset of the vertical circle
because F' is nonconstant. Such constants cannot cover all values of y at a fixed
x, whereas a foliation must. This excludes any alternative closed minimizing
foliation, not merely the phase choice in (7.18). O

COROLLARY 7.4 (Finite centre test). Suppose n+ 1 affinely independent
solution foliations share a positive invariant volume, and let 8 be their circumcen-
tre. Then V,, = 0 if either 5 ¢ Q™, or 5 € Q™ and there is a closed minimizing
foliation at B. The centre foliation need not preserve the common volume.

Proof. If V,, # 0, Theorem 7.2 makes (3 rational and gives a nonconstant
travelling potential centred at 8. Lemma 7.3 then excludes the second possibility
as well. O

Consequently, rational closed holonomy at every rational slope, together
with common volume at n + 1 affinely independent slopes, forces V,, = 0. This
combines two distinct types of information. It does not derive common volume
from holonomy, and it is not needed for the smaller arithmetic tests in Section 6.
AT use statement. ChatGPT (including GPT-5.5, GPT-5.6, and GPT-6) was
used to prepare and edit the IXTEX source (and turn handwritten notes into
ATEX), assist with literature searches, critically assess proposed approaches,
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help develop and refine mathematical statements and proofs, and review the
manuscript.

In particular, ChatGPT contributed to the development and refinement of
the all-dimensional counterexample in Section 2, including the square-completion
calibration establishing minimality against competitors depending on all base
variables. It also assisted in distinguishing ordinary minimizing foliations from
foliations with closed rational holonomy, and in developing and checking the
rational-shear construction that places the intrinsic holonomy obstruction at an
arbitrary prescribed rational slope in Section 3.

ChatGPT contributed to the phase formulation in Section 4 and to the
development and refinement of the main common-volume rigidity argument.
This included the passage from a common invariant volume to closed phase
forms, the phase-locking and mean-removing shear arguments in Section 5,
including Lemmas 5.1 and 5.4, and the reduction to constant-coefficient transport
equations. ChatGPT also assisted with the Fourier argument identifying the
rational-centred sphere obstruction and with the exact rigidity criterion and
optimal finite-slope tests in Section 6.

ChatGPT contributed to the development and refinement of the spectral—
Poisson reconstruction in Section 7, including the treatment of arbitrary affine
rank, the full-span classification, and the obstruction at the exceptional rational
centre. These contributions concerned both the compatibility calculations and
the reconstruction of families realizing the exceptional slope configurations.

Assistance with the appendices included the formulation, critical review,
and exposition of the rational-cell, quantitative phase-escape, and local identity-
holonomy arguments in Appendices A—C, and of the extensions to anisotropic
and uniformly convex kinetic energies, nonlinear elliptic selection, analytic
compatibility, and finite-jet compatibility in Appendices D-H. ChatGPT also
assisted with checking supporting identities and examples and with clarifying
the hypotheses needed for the auxiliary arguments.

During the research process, ChatGPT was also used to examine earlier
proposed proof strategies, identify unjustified steps, and test proposed shortcuts
concerning slope dependence and continuation of foliations. These investigations
helped clarify the distinction between the common-volume rigidity theorem
proved here and the unresolved global implication from rational identity holo-
nomy alone. Unresolved steps from earlier exploratory arguments are not used
to establish the main theorem.

The author takes full responsibility for the correctness and final content
of the work, including all mathematical statements, proofs, citations, and
references, and all material developed with the assistance of generative Al
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Appendix A. Rational cells, order, and exact barriers

Fix o € Q" and an integer L > 1 with La € Z". We may work on
C =R"/LZ™. A graph of slope « is written

(A.1) v(z) =a x4+ w(z), w is LZ"-periodic.

Its mean height is (w),. The integrand of its cell energy is periodic. More
general full-rank finite-index sublattices of Z™ are handled identically.
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LEMMA A.1 (Existence and stability of cell minima). The action has a
global minimum in the class (A.1). Every minimizer is smooth and its periodic
Jacobi operator

(A.2) Ly, =—-A+Qu(z,v) = —A — Vy(z,v)

is nonnegative. A minimum also exists with the additional constraint (w)- = c,
for every c € R.

Proof. The cross term (o - Vw), is zero. Boundedness of V' therefore
bounds the gradient of a minimizing sequence. In the unconstrained case,
subtract vertical integers so that its mean lies in [0, 1]. Poincare’s inequality
then bounds its H' norm. Weak H' compactness and strong L? compactness
give a limit; a subsequence converges almost everywhere, so bounded convergence
treats the potential term. The gradient norm is weakly lower semicontinuous.
This proves existence, with the same argument at prescribed mean. The
unconstrained first variation gives the equation in (2.1); boundedness of its
right side gives W?2P regularity for every finite p, followed by smooth elliptic
bootstrapping. Its second variation is the quadratic form of (A.2) and is
nonnegative. For a constrained minimum a scalar multiplier appears; it must
not be silently set to zero. ([

LEMMA A.2 (Order of global cell minima). Any two global cell minimizers
of the same slope are either equal or strictly ordered. In particular, there is at
most one global cell minimizer of each mean height.

Proof. For two minimizers v, w, their pointwise minimum and maximum
belong to the same affine class and satisfy

Ey[min(v,w)] + Ey[max(v,w)] = Ey[v] + Ey[w].

This is the Sobolev min—max identity: almost everywhere the two values and the
two gradients have merely been interchanged. Both new functions must be global
minima, hence smooth solutions. The nonnegative difference max (v, w) — v
solves a linear equation Ad = A(x)d with bounded coefficient. Harnack’s
inequality implies that it is identically zero or everywhere positive. In the latter
case w > v everywhere. In the former case w < v, and the same argument
applied to v — w gives equality or strict inequality. Equal mean heights rule out
either strict ordering. O

LEMMA A.3 (Sliding among solutions). If a closed ordered solution foliation
of slope « exists on C', every other solution with the same increments is one of
its leaves.

Proof. Let T be its lifted inverse phase and v the other solution. The
function = — 7(z,v(x)) is periodic on C, because the affine increments cancel.
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At its maximum ¢, the difference U;, — v is nonnegative and has a zero. It
satisfies a bounded-coefficient scalar linear elliptic equation, so Harnack gives
equality. The foliation contains exactly one leaf of each mean height. O

LEMMA A.4 (Calibration and natural closure). A smooth closed solution
foliation calibrates every leaf against arbitrary all-dimensional fized-trace com-
petitors and against all same-slope periodic competitors. A closed solution
foliation on any finite rational cover descends, as a family, to the original torus
and has identity adjusted holonomy on the natural cover.

Proof. Let p(x,u) be its slope field on the cover. The equation gives
. 1
divy p + 0y §|p! +V)=0.
Write do = dx1 A --- A dz, and dxz# = 1y, dz. Then
# L2
wp = Zpidu/\dmi — §|p\ +V)dx
is closed, and every graph satisfies
L 9 . 1 2
(A.3) §]Vv| —V(z,v) ) der =v'w, + §]V1} — p(x,v)|“dz.

The integral of the first term agrees for fixed-trace graphs, by Stokes and
approximation, and for same-slope closed graphs, by homology. Equality holds
for each leaf. This proves both minimizing assertions.

Normalize the leaves by (U. — a-x), = c. Vertical translation by one
and horizontal translation by any m € Z™ give solutions on the same cover.
Lemma A.3 and the means imply

(A.4) Uer1(x) = Ue(z) + 1, Uc(x+m) =Uecram(z).

Thus p is periodic on the original torus. When «-m is integral, (A.4) makes each
leaf close with increment « - m, which is precisely natural rational closure. [J

For completeness, the reverse cell comparison is also valid: a class-A
minimizer with periodic corrector is a global cell minimizer. A lower-energy
smooth cell competitor can be repeated in the interior of a cube containing R"
cells and joined to the original graph in a collar of fixed width. The energy gain
is of order R", whereas the collar cost is O(R"!), since the difference of the
two periodic correctors and their derivatives is bounded. Large R contradicts
class-A minimality. Approximation treats Sobolev competitors.
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A.1. An exact mean-gap criterion. Define

1
ea(Vic) = inf <f\a+Vw]2—V(x,a-x+w)> ,
weH(C) periodic 2 C
(A.5) () =c
B.(V) = a(Vic) — mi a(V;0).
()= g Vi)~ eV

The dependence on the fixed cover is suppressed. Vanishing, unlike the numerical
value, is independent of this choice.

THEOREM A.5 (Mean-gap characterization and robustness). The following
are equivalent: B, (V') = 0; a closed minimizing foliation of slope « exists; and
a smooth closed ordered solution foliation of slope o exists. Furthermore,

(A.6) [Ba(V) = Ba(W)| < 2|V = Woo.

Proof. Vertical integer translation makes e, one-periodic in ¢. Translating
any competitor by a constant h gives

lea(Vic+h) —ea(V;e)| < [Vaulloo|hl;

S0 its maximum and minimum exist. If B, = 0, the constrained minima
from Lemma A.1 are all global cell minima. Lemma A.2 gives unique, strictly
ordered minima U, at every mean c. Compactness at bounded mean and
uniqueness give continuous dependence in spatial C? on c¢. Here the right
sides are bounded uniformly; elliptic estimates and bootstrapping upgrade
subsequential convergence to C? before uniqueness identifies the limit. The
family fills every vertical fibre because U.+1 = U, + 1 and is strictly ordered.
We spell out transverse regularity. The positive differences
= %a (zn)c =1,
solve Az, = Apzp with uniformly bounded coefficients. On the fixed compact
cell, Harnack gives uniform positive upper and lower bounds. Elliptic estimates
give compactness, and every limit is a positive Jacobi field of mean one. The
nonnegative Jacobi operator has a simple ground eigenspace, so the limit is
unique. Thus 0.U. = ¢, > 0 exists. For higher regularity use the bordered
equation
—Aw+Q(z,a-x+c+w)—p=0, (w) = 0.
At a leaf its linearization is (n,v) — Ly,n — v on mean-zero 7). Pairing with the
positive normalized kernel ¢ fixes v; the Fredholm alternative solves for 1, with
its remaining kernel multiple fixed by zero mean. The inverse is bounded by
elliptic estimates. The smooth implicit-function theorem applies, and uniqueness
captures the existing leaves on this branch with g = 0. Hence the foliation is
smooth. Lemma A.4 supplies class-A minimality and natural closure.
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Conversely, a closed minimizing foliation consists of global cell minima
by the comparison following Lemma A.4. Its mean heights cover R, so e, is
constant. A smooth solution foliation has the same property by calibration.
Finally, for each competitor the normalized energies for V and W differ by at
most ||V — W||w. Taking infima at fixed ¢ gives the same bound for the two
e functions. Their oscillations differ by at most twice this quantity, proving
(A.6). O

Remark A.6. The prescribed mean is essential. Minimizing over an unre-
stricted vertical constant would make the displayed energy independent of a
nominal phase parameter for every potential. Nor is point evaluation used as a
Sobolev constraint in higher dimensions. The mean is a continuous functional
on the compact-cell H' space.

A.2. Exact pinning by a phase perturbation. Suppose the rational foliation
at « exists, and let 7(x,u) be its mean-normalized inverse phase. Choose ¢ € N
with fa € Z™ and a smooth nonconstant one-periodic function f. The function

(A.7) W(z,u) = f(lr(x,u)), Vo=V +sW

is genuinely periodic on the original physical torus: all deck increments of £7
are integers.

THEOREM A.7 (An entire nonzero parameter line is pinned). For the
deformation (A.7), the rational slope a has a closed minimizing foliation exactly
when s = 0. If Ey is the original normalized minimum, then

E, — , > 0,
(A.8) min Ey, = smaxf, s
E,—sminf, s<0.

For s > 0, the entire set of periodic cell minimizers consists of the original leaves
for which f(¢17) = max f. For s < 0 it consists of the corresponding minimizing

phases of f.

Proof. By (A.3), for every same-slope periodic competitor,
1
(A9) Byl =Bt 5 (Vo - pla, o)), — s ez o))c
For s > 0, both terms in

By, fo] — (B, — smax f) = o (V0 — pla, 0)/%) ¢+ fmax [ — f(r(,)))g

are nonnegative. An original leaf at a maximum of f attains equality. Equality
for any other minimum forces Vv = p(z,v) everywhere, and then

Valr(z,v(2))] = 72 + Vv = 0.
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Thus v is an original leaf, whose phase must maximize f. Because f is noncon-
stant, those phases do not fill the vertical circle. Theorem A.5 rules out a closed
foliation. The negative case is identical with min f. The argument also works
on every larger finite cover; it is not merely a failure on one chosen cell. O

COROLLARY A.8 (Generic absence of every rational closed foliation). In
the smooth topology, the potentials with no closed minimizing foliation at any
rational slope form a residual set. For each fixed rational slope the absence set is
open and dense. The locus satisfying RHg is closed relative to smooth potentials
in the uniform topology and is nowhere dense in the smooth topology.

Proof. For a fixed slope, the absence set is {B, > 0}, open by (A.6). At
every point of its complement, Theorem A.7 supplies arbitrarily small smooth
perturbations in that set, proving density. Intersect over the countable set
Q™ and apply the Baire theorem to C°°(M). The all-rational locus is the
intersection of the closed zero sets of B, and is contained in any one of these
nowhere dense zero sets. U

This is a generic statement, not a classification of every potential. The
existence of a nowhere dense exceptional locus does not show that it consists only
of the u-independent potentials. In particular, this argument does not remove
an isolated nonzero all-rational coupling allowed by the analytic dichotomy in
Appendix K.

Appendix B. Quantitative phase escape without common volume

The common-volume theorem compares the densities of distinct foliations
exactly. There is another useful result when those densities need not agree. It
comes from one admissible phase at a time and has its own sharpness statement.

For an admissible solution phase 7, = u — « - ¢ + ¥, put

vxTa
o = (Ta)ua Pa = — q , Ha = o dm,
and define
(B.1) D(1,) = / V(ga — 1) dm.
M

This density depends on the admissible phase parametrization. The inequalities
below hold for every such choice; no canonical rational relabelling is presumed.

B.1. The exact affine-phase defect.

THEOREM B.1 (Symmetrized affine defect). Every admissible solution
phase satisfies

(B.2) D(1y) = ;/M(l + qo)|Pa — 04’2 dm > 0.
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Equality for one phase forces V,, = 0. Conversely, if Vo, = 0, the defect of every
admissible phase is zero.

Proof. For > 0 define the perspective integrand

_EF _
Fz(éan) - 277 V(Z)n’ z = (‘T’u)

The actual phase form is § = (—gp, q), while the affine form is 0% = (—a, 1).
Direct expansion gives

(B.3) F.(6%) ~ F.(6) ~ DF.(6) - (#° ~ 6) = J[p — .
Here
DF,(0) = (—p, —%|P‘2 - V)

is divergence-free by the residual equation, and 6° — § = —dv is exact and
periodic. Hence the integrated linear term vanishes. With

Jv(r) = /MQGIPIQ —V> dm,
we obtain
0y — T :1 —al?dm.
(B.4) A= o) =5 [ p-aPd

Evaluating the actions also gives

Ao = A(r) = 5lol =5 [ alpl dm -+ Do),

The cohomology identities [¢ =1 and [ gp = « imply

/q!p—aIQdmz/ glp|* dm — |af.
M M

Combining these equations proves (B.2). If it vanishes, p = « and the residual
equation gives Q = 0. If Q = 0, each leaf is harmonic with bounded affine
deviation, so is affine as in Theorem 7.1; then the right side vanishes. U

There is also a direct proof which makes the physical source visible. Since
V¢ = a — gp and 9, = g — 1, integration of Qv gives

1
[ @uin=—[ p-Vapin—3 [ pPo.in
M M M
1
:—a-/ pdm—l—/ (14 q)|p|* dm
M 2 M

1
:/ (1+q)|pfa\2dm.
2 u
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The last equality uses the same cohomology identities. On the other hand,
[ Qv =— [V, = [V(qg—1), ylelding the theorem again. The perspective
proof will extend to nonquadratic kinetic energies in Appendix E.

B.2. A single Fourier coefficient gives a uniform estimate.

THEOREM B.2 (Inverse-square lower bound). Assume @ # 0. Choose
(k,0) € Z™ x Z with

0#0,  c=|Qk.0)>0.
Set
2c 2
B.5) A =2m\/2(|k|]2 + 2), B = 2xl), :( )
(B.5) my/2(|k[2 + £2) o=

Then cy > 0 and every admissible solution phase satisfies

v
B.6 D(ty) > ——.
(5.6) ()2 1 om

Proof. The coefficients with £ = 0 vanish because ) has zero vertical mean.
Thus such a nonzero coefficient exists. Put r = p, — a. The residual equation is

1
Q=div,r+ 0, (a~r+2|7“\2>.

Testing against e 27/(kz+0u) and integrating by parts yields
(B.7) ¢ < 2nlk + Lal ||r|| g + 7l ||r]|3e.
By Theorem B.1, ||7||3 < 2D and ||r||; < V2D, since m(M) = 1. Also
|k + La? < ([k[ + 2)(1 + |af).
For X = (1 + |a|?)D, inequality (B.7) therefore gives
¢c< AVX + BX.

The right side is increasing for X > 0. Its positive quadratic root in v/X is
2¢/(A+ VA?+4Bc), so X > cy. This is (B.6). O

The lower bound does not require compactness of the phase fields, continuity
in slope, or a lower bound on ¢ uniform over the collection. It uses only one
fixed nonzero Fourier coefficient of the physical source.

B.3. Positive ensembles and finite-slope visibility. A finite positive ensemble
consists of admissible phases 7; at slopes a; and weights w; > 0 with ) J; w; = 1.
Its averaged phase measure and slope distribution are

v= ijqj dm, o= ij5aj.
J J
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The same definition applies to a probability measure Il on a measurable family
of phases, provided (7, z) — ¢-(z) and the slope map are measurable. In that
case

v= /qT dm dlIl(T), o = ayll

Tonelli’s theorem and f qr dm = 1 make v a probability measure. Since V is
bounded, all integrals of V' below are finite.

THEOREM B.3 (Sharp positive-escape alternative). If V,, # 0, every positive
ensemble satisfies

do(a)
B.8 €:= Vdv — Vdn>c —_—
(B8 J v [ vamze [ S0

In particular, for every R < oo,

2
(B.9) o(Br) < 1T,
cy

If a sequence of positive ensembles has €; — 0 and

doj(a)
B.10 lim su J >0,
(B.10) maw [ 10

then V,, = 0.

Proof. The left side of (B.8) is the positive average of the defects (B.1).
Average (B.6) to obtain the inequality. On Bg, (1 + |a|?)™! > (1 + R,
proving (B.9). If V,, # 0, (B.8) contradicts ¢; — 0 and (B.10). O

Condition (B.10) is equivalent to there being a finite R such that
limsup,; oj(Bgr) > 0. One direction follows from the preceding lower bound.
For the other, split the integral over By and its complement:

do; — 1
<o;(B ——
/1+ya\2 <oi(Br)+
If the left side has positive limsup, choose R large enough and take the corre-

sponding subsequence. Thus only a nonvanishing fraction of the slope mass
must remain bounded; tightness of the whole sequence is stronger than needed.

COROLLARY B.4 (Exact balance and compact approximation). Fach of
the following conditions forces V,, = 0:

(i) a positive ensemble satisfies [V dv = [V dm;
(ii) v; = m and (B.10) holds;
(iii) Haar measure belongs to the weak closed convex hull of phase measures with
slopes in one compact set.
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Proof. For (i), Theorem B.1 says that a nonnegative defect has average
zero; it vanishes for almost every phase, and any one such phase gives V,, = 0.
For (ii), weak convergence tests the continuous function V', giving £; — 0. For
(iii), approximate Haar by finite convex combinations in the compact slope set
and apply (ii). Weak convergence of probabilities on the compact metric space
M is metrizable, so a sequence suffices. [l

The exact one-observable balance is already sufficient. Full equality v = m,
full support of the ensemble, and a globally smooth complete integral are not
required. Conversely, if V,, = 0, affine phases with ¢ = 1 give all these properties.
This is an equivalence of phase-completeness conditions, but not a derivation of
them from separately existing rational foliations.

B.4. The counterexample saturates both the order and the escape condition.
Return to V, = —b%/2 and its nonzero-slope phases. Write

r=lal, A =b)?, = /2B(r),

1 -1
= (/ (2 + A)~1/? du) :
0
Then

(B.11) do(u) = \/?T(u)’ Pa(u) = ;w/CZ + A(u).

PROPOSITION B.5 (Sharp asymptotics). As r — oo, for every fized deriva-
tive order,

(B.12) o =1+ 52 T Oce=(r~"),
(B.13) D(ra) = Vzl;(f) +O(r).

For b(u) = sin?(mu), the coefficient in (B.13) is 17/512.

Proof. Let m; = fol AJ du. Uniform binomial expansion gives

A 347
2 -1/2 _ —1 —6
(P4+A) V2 =¢ (1_202+SC4+OC°O(C ))
Integration and scalar inversion yield
Cea M (i ?ﬂnz) -3, (="
7“CJr2c4r<4 8 0.
Multiply this by the first expansion to obtain
mp — A _
Go =14 ——5—+Oc(c™").

2c
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Since r = ¢ + O(c™1), replacing ¢=2? by r~2 changes only the O(r~%) term.
Finally,
1 _ mg — m?

D(ra) = _2/0 Alga—du= "2 4 0()

For A = sin*(ru), m; = 3/8 and my = 35/128, so (mg — m?)/4 =17/512. O

The notation Oce means a bound in each fixed C? norm, with a constant
allowed to depend on j. Because A is nonconstant, Var(A) > 0. Thus no
universally stronger decay order can replace r~2 in the lower-bound theorem.
Also g, — 1 smoothly at infinite slope while V,, % 0. A sequence of these
single-phase ensembles satisfies even smooth convergence to Haar, but loses
all bounded-slope mass. Hence the finite-slope visibility assumption cannot be
deleted from Theorem B.3.

B.5. Finite translations, Hessian squares, and a leafwise defect. These
identities use actual calibrated fields on the physical torus. They require neither
common volume between different foliations nor derivatives with respect to
slope.

PROPOSITION B.6 (Cross-translation identity). Let 74,7, be smooth admis-
sible solution phases for the same potential. For everyy € M,

/M a(2) (V(z) —V(z— y)) dm(z)
(B.14) =5 [ ) (m) - pale = )P
= [P(2) = pa(2)[2) din(2).

In particular, taking a = b gives a nonnegative right side.

Proof. Put

Xa(2) = (~pal2) 3 pa V(). = dn = (aum ).

The residual equation gives div, , X, = 0. The pairing

I(y) = /M Xz —y) - 0y(2) dm(2)

is independent of y. In fact 6, = (—b, 1) + dibp; the pairing with di, vanishes
by integration by parts, and the pairing with the constant form is translation
invariant.
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A pointwise computation gives
1
() (GIP V) ~ Xalz 1) -01(2)

= a(2) (5lp(2) ~pulz ~ 9P+ V(1) - V().

Subtract its integral at y = 0 from that at y. The left side vanishes by constancy
of I, proving (B.14). O

COROLLARY B.7 (Ambient Hessian as a Gram matrix). For every smooth
admissible phase,

(B.15) - / qD3,Vdm = / q(Dyup) (Dyup) dm = 0.
M M

In particular,

(B.16) /undm:/ qlpu|* dm.
M M

Proof. Set a = b in (B.14). Differentiate twice in the translation y at y = 0.
The field difference vanishes at zero, so only the product of its first derivatives
remains. This yields the matrix equality. Its vertical entry is (B.16), since

Qu = _Vuu~ |

The same Hopf identity follows from differentiating the residual equation
in u:

Qu = ZDi(pi,u) + |pu|2'

Invariance of gdm under D; removes the divergence terms. These are fixed-
volume identities, not an argument that averaging over unrelated slopes yields
Haar measure.

B.5.1. Localization at an integer-slope leaf.

PROPOSITION B.8 (Leafwise affine defect). Let a € Z™ and let U, be the
wmwerse of a smooth admissible phase. Put

1
E,(t) = /n |pa(z, Ug(x,t)) — a]2dx, Dg =3 /M |pa — a,\?dm.

Then every phase satisfies

(B.17) V(a, U(z, ) da — /
T M

If Vi, # 0, the left side is strictly positive on every leaf.

1
Vdm =D+ 5 Fa(t).

Proof. For any increasing degree-one lift h, the phase h o 7, is admissible
with density h'(7,)q, and unchanged field p,. Integrality of a is used here: all
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horizontal phase increments are integers, so this relabelling preserves the same
cohomology and gives a periodic correction. Theorem B.1 gives

1
/ V(W (Ta)qa — 1) dm = DY+ / R (72)qa|pa — al? dm.
M 2/m

For each fixed x, the substitution u = U,(x,t) has g, du = dt. The functions in
the resulting ¢-integrals are periodic; integration over any interval of length one
agrees. Hence the equality becomes

/01 H(t) { - V(z,Uy(z,t)) dw — /MVdm_ ;Ea(t)] gt = DO,

where H = h' > 0 and fol H = 1. Every smooth positive probability density H
arises in this way. Taking H = 1 + eg for arbitrary smooth zero-mean g proves
that the bracket is the constant DY. This is (B.17). If DY = 0, then p, = a and
@ = 0; thus it is strictly positive on the nontrivial branch. O

B.6. Leafwise translation and the effective-action defect. Let a € Q™ and
let Uy (-, t) be a closed leaf on a normalized rational cell C,. Its leaf action <7 (a)
is independent of ¢: all these graphs are homologous and are calibrated by one
closed Hilbert form. In this section fCa denotes normalized spatial integration,
whereas [ s 18 physical Haar integration.

ProOPOSITION B.9 (Finite leafwise translation identity). Let py, be the field
of any other smooth solution foliation for the same potential. With z(x) =

(z,Uq(z,t)) and y € M,
jé [Via(@) - V() - y)] de
©18) =5 f [l = mlale) ~ 9P = lpala(s) — ()] do.

In particular the right side is nonnegative when b = a.

Proof. Write y = (¢, d) and compare U, (z,t) with v,(z) = Us(z + ¢, t) — d.
Their affine increments agree. The pullbacks of the closed Hilbert form of py
have equal cell integrals: integrate its null first variation along the periodic
difference of the two graphs. Subtracting their calibration identities leaves
precisely the difference of the two squared defects. The kinetic integrals agree
by translation on the rational cell. In the other terms change variables from x
to x + ¢. This gives (B.18). All resulting integrands are periodic on that cell,
because its horizontal deck increments and the corresponding vertical increments
are integral. O
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Twice differentiating the case b = a in y gives the leafwise matrix identity

B19) o D2V(a(@)do = £ (Do) (Daapa) (a(w) di =0,

Ca a
Its vertical entry equals the ground-state expression fCa |V log ¢4 |2, where ¢, =
0U, > 0. Indeed differentiating VU, = p,(x,U,) gives Vo, = (Oypa)(z, Uy)dq.-

THEOREM B.10 (Exact effective-action defect). PutV = S Viba= [y Pa;
and B, = fM Ipa|?. Every closed rational minimizing foliation satisfies

%(G)Z—V—%Ba%—a'ﬁa
(B.20) EETHLI / 1Pe — af2 dm.
M

If o/ (a) = |a?/2 — V for even one such slope, then V,, = 0.

Proof. Average (B.18) with b = a over all ambient translations y. The left
side becomes fCa V(2¢) dz — V. The right side becomes

1 1 _
][ pa(z) dz + 2 Bo —a- pu,
Cq

2 2
since fCa Pal(zt) dx = fCa VU, dx = a. Subtract this identity from the kinetic
part of the leaf action to obtain the first line of (B.20). Completing the square
in the ambient average gives the second. Equality makes p, = a everywhere,
hence the residual equation gives @ = 0. (]

The theorem does not assert that the upper envelope is touched at a finite
slope. An escaping sequence with defect tending to zero is not such a touch.
Theorem B.3 makes this distinction quantitative.

There is also an exact weighted Jacobi averaging identity. On each closed
rational leaf,

A:I:¢a = Qu(xy Ua)¢aa ][C ¢aQu($, Ua) dx = 0.

Thus the leaf transform f +— fCa ¢of(x,U,) dx annihilates @Q,. No injectivity
theorem for the family of these transforms is assumed or inferred here.

Appendix C. Local identity-holonomy rigidity without a bandwidth
restriction

This appendix uses closed rational leaves themselves, not a common volume.
It is independent of the global common-volume theorem in Section 6. The
additional hypothesis is smallness in an explicitly stated high-regularity norm.
We do not remove it by a covering transformation.
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THEOREM C.1 (Local rational-holonomy rigidity). For every n > 1 there
is 6, > 0 such that the following holds. Let Q € C®°(T™*!) have zero vertical
mean at every x. Suppose that, for each rational slope a, there is an ordered
closed foliation by solutions of AU = Q(x,U) with identity adjusted rational
holonomy. If

1@llc2n+o < O,

then QQ = 0. In particular, for Q = —V,, the conclusion is V,, = 0. No reqularity
i the slope parameter, Fourier-support restriction, or independent minimality
assumption is needed.

C.1. A raw coefficient estimate. Fix k € Z™, ¢ € N, and a = —k/¢. Work
on Cy = [0, ¢]™ with opposite faces identified. Identity adjusted holonomy gives

Write a leaf as U(x) = a -z + ¢ + w.(x) with w, periodic and fCe we = 0. Every
real ¢ occurs. Indeed, if ¢ is an ordered leaf parameter, the map

t— 1 (U(z,t) —a-x)de
C
is continuous and strictly increasing and increases by one when ¢ increases by
one. It is therefore onto. This uses no differentiation of the chosen leaf with
respect to c.
Put € = ||Q||cc and L = ||Qu||co- The leaf equation gives

(C.1) Aw, = Q(z,a -+ c+ we), [Welloo < Crnle.

To justify the second assertion, rescale to the unit torus. Its zero-mean inverse
Laplacian has an integrable Green kernel, so its map from zero-mean L™ to
L> is bounded. Rescaling back supplies exactly ¢2. The right side has zero cell
average because it equals Aw,.

Averaging the equation and then using the Lipschitz constant L gives

(C.2) Q(x,a- 2+ c)dr| < Cpl?eL.

Cy

Let Hgy(c) denote the average inside this display. With the Fourier convention

Q(k, () = Q(x, w)e >R+ dp

Tn+1

a change of variable in the vertical integral yields

1 1
/ Ha(c)e—%rifc de = ][ e?m’ﬁa-x [/ Q(x, u)e—Qm'éu du!| dz
0 Cy 0
= Q(k, 0).
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The last integrand is unit periodic in z, so the normalized large-cell integral
equals its unit-cell integral. Consequently

(C.3) 1Q(E, )] < Col?[| Qoo | Qull o-

Reality of @ gives the same bound for negative ¢. No nonlinear phase character

appears in this estimate.

C.2. Absorbing all Fourier modes. Let d =n+ 1, r = 2d + 4 = 2n + 6,
and A = ||Ql|cr. Suppose @ # 0, so 0 < € < A. Zero vertical mean gives
@\(k, 0) = 0. For an integer N > 1, split the absolutely convergent Fourier series.
The low frequencies satisfy

ST QK 0)] < CuNT2eL.
(B, 0)]oo <N

Integration by parts r times in a largest-frequency coordinate gives |@(k, 0)] <
CrrA(1 4 |(k,0)])~", and therefore

ST Q0] < Cop AN
(k.00 >N

It follows that
(C.4) € < Cpy N2l + O, ANO

Choose o
1/(r—
N chn#A) w |
€

with the fixed constant enlarged so that the second term is at most €/2. Since
A/e > 1, the ceiling only changes a dimension-dependent multiplicative constant.
Dividing by € gives
1
(C.5) 5 < Crr(Afe) a2/ =),
The periodic one-variable interpolation estimate is
L< Crel_l/rAl/T.

For clarity, apply at each fixed = the finite-difference inequality ||Qu|lcc <
Cr(h™ e + h"107Q||oo) and choose h a fixed multiple of (¢/A)Y/", within a
fixed small interval. The estimate is uniform in zx.

et 1 d+2 3d+4
+ +
6=1—-— = 0.
r o r—d @d+dd+d
Substitution into (C.5) gives
1

2

< Cn,rAlieﬁe < Cn,rA-
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Every nonzero force with the rational completeness hypothesis therefore has
A > ¢, > 0. Taking 6, < ¢, proves Theorem C.1. O

COROLLARY C.2 (A finite rational obstruction at small amplitude). For
Q # 0 with ||Q||c2nte < n, some slope —k /Ll with

IIQHCQn+6)1/("+5)

1Qll

als 1o possess an a ne—pemo C sotution a every mean ezg on e ce 0
s t L0d1 luts t height th ll

side /.

oo, £ < Cn(

Proof. If all those mean-height solutions existed, (C.3) would hold for every
low mode used in (C.4); the same contradiction would follow. The proof requires
only those solutions, not their ordering or smooth parameterization. O

C.3. The explicit boundary of the argument. The exact vertical cover
VW) (2,u) = N2V (x, Nu) preserves closed rational foliations after rescal-
ing slopes. Its force is QW) = N~=1Q(x, Nu). Although its uniform norm
decreases,

9,Q"™) = N""H(9,Q)(w, Nu).
Thus the high-regularity norm in Theorem C.1 generally grows. The theorem is
not made global by that cover. No invariance of rational completeness under
arbitrary amplitude interpolation V' + sV is assumed; Appendix K shows why
individual rational foliations cannot be continued that way in general.

Appendix D. Constant anisotropic kinetic forms

Let G be a constant symmetric positive-definite matrix and replace (2.1)
by

Ag.viv; Q] :/ (%V’UTGV’U — V(a:,v)) dx.

Q
The horizontal fields and their invariant-volume equations are unchanged. The

residual equation becomes

(D) Ra(p) = div.(Gp) + 0, (507C) = Q.
Define
Coc(S)={Be€Q: (a—B)'Gla—B)=(b—B)'G(b—p) forall a,be S} .

THEOREM D.1 (Exact ellipsoidal criterion). For a slope set containing
at least two points, the common-volume universal rigidity theorem is true for
Ag v if and only if Co.q(S) = @. If this centre set is nonempty, a nontrivial
rational-shear potential has ordinary minimizing foliations at every slope and
common-volume rigid foliations at every slope in S.
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Proof. The closed-phase construction uses only Frobenius and volume
invariance, so remains valid. For two phases with common density, put A =
b—a— Vg as in Lemma 5.1. The residual difference is now

0— div,(GA) n 2ATGp,,,  ATGA
q q ¢

Multiply by ¢ and integrate over u. The last two terms integrate to zero. Thus
div,(GVg) = 0. Positive definiteness and periodic integration by parts give g
constant. We again have p, — p, = (b — a)/q, with

(D.2) 2¢2(b — @) Gpaw = (b—a)TG(b — a)qu.

Qu-

Write the common phase correction as 1, and perform the same mean-
removing shear as in Lemma 5.4. Substitution into (D.2), followed by the
quotient integration in that lemma, gives

bI'Gb — aTGa
—

If Q # 0, then x # 0. Indeed x = 0 gives ¢ =1, p, = 0, and @ independent of
u; its zero vertical mean then gives () = 0. A nonzero Fourier coefficient (k,m)
of x has m # 0 and satisfies

W'Gk+6gm=0 (beS).

(D.3) (Gh) - Vix + daxs = 0, h=0b-a, dg =

Thus 8 = —k/m is a rational centre in the G-metric. This proves sufficiency of
the empty-centre condition.

For the converse, let 5 = —k/¢ and let the common G-radius be R > 0.
The autonomous construction applies with a vector e normalized by e’ Ge = 1,
because

S€7GE+ () = (6 — egn(u))TG(E — egp(w) + gp(w)(Ge) - €  B.

The null term is the divergence of (Ge)Gg(u). For a nonzero slope a, choose
T(E) = (a”Ga)~"? and e = a/(a”Ga)'/?. The same profiles give all nonzero
slopes; the zero-slope flow uses any such e and the coordinate e - x. It remains
bounded between consecutive zeros of b and is deck invariant.

Under y = fu + k - z, the action transforms as in (3.5), with null term
—(Gk)-Vy/¢? and constant k” Gk/(2¢?). Hence the sine rational-shear potential
again has ordinary foliations at all slopes. Choose T(E) = 1/(¢/R). For every
(a — B)T'G(a — B) = R?, the phases (6.3) have the same q = (R/gp(fu+ k - x)
and field p, = 8+ (o — B)/q. The residual calculation with G gives @ =
~R%q,/q® = —V,,. The G-Hilbert form

1
WGy = Z(Gp)i du A d:z:? — (QpTGp + V) dx

1
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is closed, with graph gap %(Vv —p)TG(Vv —p). This verifies class-A minimality
directly. O

If the selected slopes affinely span R™, the transport equations (D.3) give
Vaex+ Bxs = 0, since G is invertible. The full-span classification is consequently
unchanged except that the sphere is the G-ellipsoid and its radius is the G-radius.
In the arbitrary-rank reconstruction the scalar Poisson equation is replaced by

divy(GV f) = divy(GJ,).

The residual under the shear is Rg(v,) — divy(GV f); the same calculation as
in Theorem 7.1 proves the reconstruction. Constancy of G is essential to these
identities. No analogous classification for a variable metric is asserted.

Appendix E. Uniformly convex kinetics and sharp universal slope
tests

Let n > 1, M = T? x T, and normalize Haar measure dm = dx du to have
mass one. We study

(E1) Agyv[v;Q] = / (K(Vv) = V(x,v)) d, div DK (Vv) = =V, (z,v).

Q
Here V € C°(M) and K € C*°(R") satisfies
(E.2) D?K(p) = AgI forallpeR",  Ag >0.

The lower bound is global. It is stronger than pointwise strict convexity in
some definitions of a Tonelli Lagrangian. This appendix concerns scalar graph
variational problems, not an identification of their foliations with invariant
Lagrangian tori of an ordinary-time Hamiltonian flow.

A smooth graph foliation of slope « consists of an ordered, deck-invariant
family Uy (z,t) with 0,U, > 0, Uy(z,t + 1) = Us(x,t) + 1, and Uy (z,t) — - x
bounded in x. Its physical slope field is

Pal,Un(z, 1)) = V, Uy (2, t).

It is smooth and periodic on M. A positive probability density ¢ is a common
invariant volume for a collection if

(E.3) 02,4 + Ou(qpa,i) =0 (1<i<n, acl), / gdm = 1.

M
All positive assertions below require only solution foliations. The counterexam-
ples are minimizing against arbitrary multidimensional fixed-trace competitors.

THEOREM E.1 (Exact universal slope criterion). Let @ # S C R"™. The
following are equivalent.

(i) S is unbounded.
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(it) For every K satisfying (E.2) and every smooth periodic V', the existence
of smooth solution foliations of (E.1) at every slope in S, preserving one
common smooth positive probability volume, implies V,, = 0.

For unbounded S one also has ¢ =1 and po, = « for every selected slope.

For bounded S, the counterexample can be chosen with two-sided global
bounds 0 < A\ <= D?K < AI, quadratic growth, a real-analytic potential, and
minimizing foliations at all selected slopes. It has ordinary smooth minimizing
foliations at every real slope; every slope except one integer vector admits rigid
holonomy.

The quantifier over K is essential. This theorem does not say that a fixed
nonlinear K has no finite rigidity tests. It says that no bounded slope set is
a sufficient test uniformly over the entire class (E.2). For a fixed Euclidean
quadratic kinetic energy, the sharper arithmetic classification in Section 6 is
not contradicted.

The symmetrized kinetic defect used below is already present in the kinetic
version of the defect in Appendix B. We reconstruct it to make the present
argument self-contained. The quantitative diameter estimate below has a
converse over the entire kinetic class.

E.1. From invariant volume to cohomological phases.
LEMMA E.2. For each foliation satisfying (E.3), there is a lifted phase
(E4) Ta(T,u) =u— -z + Yo (z,u), e € C°(M),
with
(E.5) dre = q(du — pq, - dz), q =1+ 0yq, qPo = @ — V1)q.
In particular, fol q(z,u)du =1 for every x, [}, qpadm = «, and [,,qdm = 1.
Proof. Integrability of the graph distribution gives
Oz;pj — Oz;pi + piOupj — pjOupi = 0.

Together with (E.3), this makes the one-form 6 = q(du — p - dz) closed: the
dx; A du components are exactly (E.3), and substitution in the horizontal
components gives

8%‘ (qu) - arj (qpi) =0.

Also m(z) = fol q(z,u) du has zero gradient by (E.3); probability normalization
makes m = 1. Thus 6 has a lifted primitive of the form v — & -z + ¢, with ¢
periodic. It is constant on each lifted leaf. On a leaf of slope «, this identity
and boundedness of ¢ imply that (a — &) - = is bounded on R", so & = a. This
proves (E.4)—(E.5); their averages give the final statements. O
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The inverse family of (E.4) obeys
Ua(z +m,t) = Uy(z,t + - m), Us(z,t +1) = Uy(z,t) + 1.

Thus a smooth positive invariant density supplies the rigid normalization for
each selected foliation. It does not make the densities furnished by different,
independently normalized foliations equal.

Put Q@ = -V, and Hg(p) = p- DK (p) — K(p). The physical form of the
equation is

(E.6) divy, DK (pa) + 0uHk (pa) = Q.

Indeed, the derivative of Hg is D2K (p)p, so its u derivative supplies exactly
the derivative of the momentum along the graph in the vertical direction.

E.2. The kinetic defect and a quantitative diameter bound. Define
Bgk(a,b) = K(a) — K(b) — DK(b) - (a — b).
Uniform convexity gives By (a,b) > Ai|a — b|?/2.

LEMMA E.3 (Symmetrized kinetic defect). Every phase in Lemma E.2
satisfies

D = /M V(g—1)dm = /M [Br (o, pa) + ¢Bk (pa, )] dm
(E.7)
> 2 [ (e - aam.

The left-hand side is the same number for every selected slope. If it vanishes for
one phase, then p, = a and V,, = 0.

Proof. The convex perspective integrand is

Jew(§m) =nK(=&/n) = V(z,u)y,  n>0.

At (&,m) = (—qp,q) its gradient is (—DK(p), —Hgk(p) — V). Equation (E.6)
says that its divergence is zero. The affine phase 70 = u — a - z differs from
To by a periodic function, so integration of the linear term in the perspective
Bregman identity gives

T(0) = T(ra) = /M B (@, pe) dm.

Direct evaluation yields

K@)~ [ aK(pa)dm+ [ Vig=Ddn= [ Bi(apo)dm.
M M M
The cohomological averages give

/qBK(pa,a)dm—/ qK (po) dm — K (a).
M M
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Combining these equalities proves (E.7). Equality and strict convexity give
Pa = «, and then (E.6) gives Q = 0. 0

LEMMA E.4 (Cohomological separation). For two selected slopes a,b, put
To =Dq — @, Ty =pp —b. There is a periodic g : T™ — R such that

(E.8) la(rs = ra)llZ2ar) = 1 = al*llg = UlZ2ary + 1Vl Z2(zn)-
Proof. Since 0yq = Oytbp, their difference is g(z). By (E.5),
4Py —pa) =b—a—Vg,  q(rp—74) = (b—a)(l1—q) - Vg.

Square and integrate in w. The cross term vanishes at each x because fol(l —
q) du = 0. Integration in x gives (E.8). O

THEOREM E.5 (Common-volume diameter bound). Under (E.2)—(E.3),
every pair a,b € S satisfies

8]lql12 /
& Vig—1)dm.
e (¢—1)

2v2|qlloe V/ Jas V(a — 1) dm
VAK llg — 1 2(ar)

Proof. By Lemma E.3, ||r,||3 < 2D/Ak and the same holds for b. Hence

lg(rs = ra)l13 < 2llallZ(Ilrall + I7sl13) < 8llallZ.D/Ax-

Use Lemma E.4 and discard its nonnegative last term. If ¢ = 1, then D =0

(E9) b—al2llg — 1220y, <

IfV,, #0, then ¢ # 1 and

diam S <

< oQ.

and Lemma E.3 gives V,, = 0. This proves the stated nontrivial alternative. [

For unbounded S, fix a € S and take |b — a|] — oo in (E.9). The finite
right-hand side forces ¢ = 1, and (E.7) gives p, = « for every selected slope and
Vi = 0. This proves the sufficient direction of Theorem E.1. No compactness in
slope, high-frequency asymptotic expansion, or slope derivative was used.

E.3. Counterezamples for every bounded slope set. The logarithm will be
used only on a compact momentum interval. It will not be the kinetic energy
at zero, at infinity, or at a singular endpoint.

LEMMA E.6 (Smooth uniformly convex logarithmic patch). For every
0 < a<b< oo there exists ¢ € C®°(R) such that p(s) = —logs on [a,b],
0< A< ¢" <A <oo,and p is quadratic outside a compact set.

Proof. Choose 0 < x < 1 smooth, equal to one on [a,b], with compact
support in (a/2,2b). Set
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where the last term is extended by zero outside the positive support. It is
smooth and bounded above and below by positive constants. Integrate ¢” = k,
prescribing ¢(sg) = —log sy and ¢'(sg) = —1/sg for one sy € [a,b]. On that
interval the value, first derivative, and second derivative agree with —logs.
Outside the support, ¢” = 1. O

Fix bounded nonempty S. Choose § € Z"™ with
B; < inf oy (1 <i<n).
a€csS

Then all coordinates of v = o — 3 lie in one compact subinterval of (0,00). Fix
€ > 0 and define

1
(E10)  b(s) =sin*(rs),  Ze= / e ds,  qo(s) = 27 e,
0

Let F(s) = [y qo(t)dt. It is an increasing smooth degree-one diffeomorphism.
Select [a,b] € (0,00) containing every number 7;/qo(s) with o € S and s € R,
and choose ¢ from Lemma E.6. Put

(B.11) Ko(€) =D _¢(&), K(p) = Kolp—8), V(z,u)=nloggo(u—pB-z).
i=1

This K has two-sided positive Hessian bounds and quadratic growth. The
potential is smooth, real analytic, periodic, and nonconstant in w.

PropPOSITION E.7 (The selected common-volume families). For every
a € S, the leaves

(E.12) Up(z,t) =B -+ F Y(a—B) x+1t)

are class-A minimizers for (E.11), have slope v, and have rigid deck law. They
all preserve the positive probability volume

q(z,u)dm = qo(u — B - ) dx du.
Proof. The inverse phases and fields are

_a-p
qo(u—fB-z)

Their deck increments are 7 — « - m, and (7,), = ¢. In particular, they have

Ta=Flu-p3-2z)—(a—p) =z, pa =B+

the asserted common invariant density. The difference U, — « - = is bounded
because F~1(s) — s is periodic.
For minimality, make the integer shear v = v — - x. The action becomes

/Q (Ko(Vv) — Vo(v)) dz, Vo(v) = nloggo(v).
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For v = oo — 8 write Py(v) = /qo(v). All its coordinates lie in the logarithmic
patch, so

qo(v
Ko(Py) = — Zlog%‘ + nlog qo(v), (DKo(Py))i = _0,5.)'
J (2
K3
Consequently
(E.13) P, DEy(P,) — Ko(Py) + Vo = Y logy; —n =: E.
i

For every competitor w there is the pointwise identity
(E14) Ko(Vw) — Vo(w) = Br,(Vw, Py(w)) + DKo(Py(w)) - Vw — E,,.

The middle term is — >, vflaxiF(w), a divergence. Its integral agrees for
fixed-trace competitors. On (E.12), Vv = P,(v), so its Bregman term vanishes.
Thus the action difference is precisely the integral of the nonnegative Bregman
term in (E.14). This controls competitors depending on every base variable.
Quadratic growth and bounded derivatives of F' justify the same identity for
W12 fixed-trace competitors by the Sobolev chain rule.

The equation can also be checked directly: on a leaf,

S o, (qo(?)> _ 400 _ V().

g qo(v)

O

This already proves the necessary direction of Theorem E.1. In particular,
it disproves the unchanged Euclidean rational-centre criterion for the whole
nonlinear kinetic class: take S = {0, e1,2e;}. No sphere contains these three dis-
tinct collinear points, yet Proposition E.7 supplies common-volume minimizers

with V,, # 0.

E.3.1. Retaining ordinary foliations at all slopes. We verify the additional
all-slope assertion rather than restricting the converse to a finite or bounded
set.

Fix a unit vector e and define

he(r) = r DKo(re) - e — Ko(re), r > 0.
Then
he(0) = —K(0), hl(r) = rel D*Ky(re)e,

and therefore

A o A,

57" S he(T) +K0(0) S 57’ .
Let Ey = maxVy — Ky(0). For E > FE, there is a unique smooth positive
periodic gg . satisfying

(E.15) he(9z.(v)) + Vo(v) = E.
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Its time period T, (F) = fol gE.(v)~tdv is continuous and strictly decreasing.
It tends to zero as E — oo.
At E = E,, the nonnegative profile g, . satisfies

he(gue) + Ko(0) = max Vg — Vi = neb(v)?.

Since he(r) + Ko(0) = r2R.(r) with R, smooth and positive for r > 0, the
inverse-function theorem applied to ry/R¢(r) at zero shows that g . is smooth
through the zeros of b. It is bounded above and below by positive multiples
of b near those zeros. Thus fol 9., ! = o0, and monotone convergence gives
T.(E) — o as E | E,. For every v # 0, choose e = v/|vy| and the unique FE for
which T¢(E) = 1/]|. The normalized primitive of 1/gg  and its inverse give a
rigid foliation with slope 7 solving Vv = egg ¢(v).

For v = 0, fix one e and let @5 be the complete flow of ¥ = g, .(v). The
family v(z,t) = ®..,(t) is smooth, ordered, vertically periodic, and ordinary
deck invariant. Its leaves remain between consecutive integer equilibria, so their
slope is zero.

Every one of these families is minimizing: for P(v) = egg(v), equation
(E.15) gives

Ko(€) = Vo(v) = Bk, (&, P(v)) + DKo(P(v)) - € — E.

The momentum depends only on v, hence has a vector-valued primitive and
gives a fixed-boundary divergence. This is the same all-dimensional comparison
used in Proposition E.7.

Finally there is no alternative closed zero-slope minimizing foliation. On
any periodic cover, the action excess relative to a constant maximizing Vj is

/ [Br,(Vv,0) +max Vy — Vp(v)] dz,

since the integral of DKy(0) - Vo is zero. A periodic class-A minimizer is a cell
minimizer: tiling a lower-energy cell competitor over a large cube and joining
it in a fixed-width collar contradicts class-A minimality because the volume
gain dominates the boundary cost. Thus both displayed nonnegative terms
must vanish. Such a minimizer is constant and takes an integer value. These
constants cannot fill the circle. Undoing the integer shear proves that 5 is the
unique exceptional slope for existence of rigid minimizing foliations.

E.4. What replaces the quadratic phase-locking calculation. For arbitrary
autonomous K, the continuity equation and (E.6) imply the exact weighted
conservation law

(E.16) qQ = div, (qDK(pa)) + Oy (qpa ) DK(pa))-

It follows by expanding the right-hand side and using V¢ = —paqu — §0uPa-
For two common-volume phases, p, — pg, = (h — Vg)/q with h = b — a. Subtract
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(E.16) and integrate in u to obtain
(E.17) divy (Mgp(x)(h —Vg)) =0,

//D2 Palz,u) + th;(wvi())> dt du.

For quadratic K, M, is a constant positive matrix and periodicity forces g to

where

be constant. For nonlinear K, the matrix generally depends on z and on the
corrector. Equation (E.17) does not justify replacing it by a constant matrix.
The universal theorem above avoids that replacement entirely. No claim that
(E.17) classifies all finite compatible families for a fixed nonlinear K is made.

E.5. An inverse-square estimate for an individual kinetic phase. Write
k = Ag > 0 for the global convexity constant. The symmetrized defect gives

(E.18) /V 1)dm > — /(1+qa)|pa—a|2dm.
2/

PROPOSITION E.8 (Quantitative extension with bounded Hessian). Assume
in addition D*K =< LI globally for some finite L. If Q # 0, there is cx.yv > 0
such that

CK,V
E.19 V(go —1)dm > :
(5.19) [ Vig—1)am > 250

for every admissible phase. The ensemble escape conclusions follow unchanged.
Proof. Put r = p — a, Ay = DK(p) — DK (a) and D = [V (¢ —1). The
exact identity
H(p) — H(a) = a - Ap + Bg(a, p)
rewrites (E.6) as
Q =divy Ay + 0y (a - Ap + Bg(a,p)).

Choose a nonzero Fourier coefficient ¢ = |Q(k, £)|, £ # 0. Since |A,| < Lir|,
(E.18) and (E.7) give

¢ < 2wLy\/2/k |k + La|V'D + 27|¢|D.

The proof of Theorem B.2 now applies with A = 27L\/2/k+/|k|> + ¢? and
B = 2rlt]. 0

The global upper Hessian bound is used only in this quantitative extension.
The exact separation identity needs no such bound. Neither theorem asserts
the rational-sphere classification for a general nonlinear K; that classification
uses the quadratic residual difference.
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Appendix F. Nonlinear elliptic selection on a fixed torus

Let n > 1, M = T? x Ty, and let m be normalized Haar measure. Consider

(F.1) Agviv; Q] = /Q(K(Vv) —V(z,v))dz, Q=-V,,

where V € C*°(M) and
(F2) K€ C®R"), M =<D?K(p)<Al (peR"), 0<AI<A<oo.

Analytic conclusions will additionally require K € C¥(R"™). No analyticity in x
or u is imposed on V or on the prescribed density.

A class-A minimizer minimizes (F.1) against all VVO1 2(Q) perturbations
on every bounded Lipschitz domain. A smooth graph foliation has a smooth,
periodic slope field p(z,u): the graph through (x,u) has gradient p(z,u). A
positive probability volume ¢ dm is invariant under its horizontal fields if

(F.3) 0z,q + Ou(gpi) =0, 1<i<n.

The common-volume condition means that the same ¢ works for all selected
foliations, not that their independently chosen densities are equal by convention.
Fix a smooth ¢ > 0 satisfying

1
(F.4) /0 qg(z,u)du =1 (x € T™).

This normalization follows from (F.3) and probability normalization whenever
even one invariant graph foliation exists. Define

1 1
(F.5)  tYy=q-1, /0 Y(x,u)du =0, flx) = /0 q(z,u)Q(x,u) du.

A necessary condition for compatibility is an f =0; if it fails, the compatible
slope set is empty. Henceforth assume this condition.

Definition F.1. The compatibility spectrum X 1 (¢) is the set of slopes
a € R™ admitting a smooth solution graph foliation for (F.1) whose horizontal
fields preserve g dm.

Such foliations are automatically class-A minimizing, by the convex Hilbert
calibration proved below. The existence of the invariant volume also supplies
the rigid inverse-phase cohomology; rigid holonomy is not a second hidden
assumption in this definition.

For a € R"™ and a mean-zero g € H'(T™) put

a— Va(z,u) — Vg(zx)
q(, u)

(F.6) Pyg(z,u) =
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and define the auxiliary functional
(k.7 o) = | PK(Pag)dm~ [ fa)gla)da.
M T”
The factor ¢° is essential.
THEOREM F.2 (Exact elliptic selector). For every a € R™, (F.7) has a

unique Mmean-zero MInimizer gq, and gq s smooth. It is the unique smooth
mean-zero solution of

1
(F.8) div, [/ gDK(P,,,) du} = f.
0
Put P, = P, 4, and
(F.9) R(a) = divy DK (P,) + 0, (Pa - DK (Pa) — K(P,)) — Q.
Then
(F.10) a€¥gy(e) <= R(a)=0.

For a compatible slope, its slope field is uniquely P,, and an inverse phase is
(F.11) Ta =U—0a T+ + gq.

The maps a +— g, and a — R(a) are smooth. If K is real analytic, they are real
analytic in fived Holder spaces.

The selector exists at every slope, including incompatible slopes. Outside
(F.10) it gives a graph foliation but not a foliation of solutions. This distinction
is what makes the parameter argument legitimate: no vanishing obstruction is
inferred from solvability of the auxiliary equation.

THEOREM F.3 (Analytic compatibility spectrum). Assume additionally
that K is real analytic. There is a nonnegative real-analytic function F : R™ — R
such that

(F.12) Yrv(g) ={a: F(a) = 0}.
Precisely one of the following alternatives holds:
(1) ¢=1,Q =0, and Xg,v(q) = R";
(it) Xk,v(q) is a compact proper real-analytic zero set, possibly empty.
In the second alternative, X v (q) has zero n-dimensional Lebesque measure.

Every affine line meets X v (q) in finitely many points. In fact there is a finite
bound on that number depending on K,V,q, uniform over affine lines.

COROLLARY F.4 (Two exact sufficient configurations). For a real-analytic
kinetic energy satisfying (F.2), common-volume solution foliations force ¢ = 1
and Vy, = 0 if their slope set either has positive n-dimensional Lebesque measure
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or contains infinitely many distinct collinear points. The collinear set may be
bounded and may consist entirely of rational slopes.

No universal finite cardinality is asserted here. The upper bound in Theo-
rem F.3 depends on the full fixed data.

F.1. Relation to the Fuclidean calculation. The selector replaces the har-
monic horizontal correction in the quadratic calculation by a nonlinear elliptic
one. Its residual is retained: solving the selector equation is not the same as
solving the foliation equation. The variational, calibration, and implicit-function
ingredients are classical; compare [5] and [7].

F.2. Closed phases and the weighted residual. Write
(F.13) Hg(p)=p-DK(p)—K(p),  Rk(p)=dive DK(p) + duHx(p).

The equation along every graph of a foliation is equivalent to Ri(p) = Q.
Indeed, total differentiation of DK(VU) adds p - D> K (p)p, to its physical
x-divergence, which is precisely 0, Hx (p).

LEMMA F.5 (Closed phase and slope cohomology). Let a smooth graph
foliation of slope a preserve qdm. Then q(du — p - dz) is closed and has a
primitive
(F.14) T=u—a-z+¢+g(z),

where ¥ is as in (F.5) and g is periodic, unique up to a constant. In particular

(F.15) /qdmzl, /qum:a.
M M

Proof. Graph integrability gives 0;p; — 9;p; +p;Oupj —p;Oup; = 0. Combin-
ing this with (F.3) proves the horizontal components of closedness; the mixed
components are (F.3) itself. The vertical period is one. Therefore a primitive has
the form u — ¢ - x+ a periodic function. On each leaf it is constant. Comparing
this identity with bounded deviation of the leaf from a - x gives ¢ = a, since
(a — ¢) -  cannot be bounded on R™ unless a = c. Its vertical derivative fixes
the periodic part up to g(z). Integrating gp = a — Vi — Vg gives (F.15). O

LEMMA F.6 (Weighted residual identity). Whenever (F.3) holds,
(F.16) qRKk (p) = div,(¢DK (p)) + 0, (qp . DK(p)).
Consequently every compatible phase satisfies (F.8) and [ f = 0.

Proof. The continuity equations give V,q = —qup — qp,. Expand the right
side of (F.16). The terms (V,q) - DK(p) + qup - DK (p) + qp. - DK (p) cancel.
The remaining terms are gdiv, DK (p) + qp - D> K(p)py, = qRi(p). Vertical
integration gives the selector equation; horizontal integration gives f f=0. 0O
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F.3. Construction, coercivity, and exact reconstruction. For fixed a, let

a—Vip(z,u) —§
ol ) )du.

1
I N
Then &,(9) = [ Ja(z,Vg) — fg and
1 1
(F.18) De¢J, :—/ qDK(Pag)du,  DgJ, :/ D*K(P, ) du.
0 0

In particular,
(F.19) M =2 DZJ, = AL
The constants are independent of the slope and no rational cover occurs.

Proof of the existence and uniqueness in Theorem F.2. For a mean-zero
function g, Taylor’s inequality at ¢ = 0, followed by Poincaré and Young
inequalities, gives

Sa(g) > (A/4)HVQH§ - Ca'

The direct method gives a minimizer in H'; strict convexity in the gradient and
the zero-mean gauge give uniqueness. Its weak first variation is

(F.20) - / qDK (Pyg,) - Vndm — fn=0.
M Tn

A possible constant multiplier for the mean constraint is zero because [ f = 0.
Thus (F.8) holds distributionally.

The regularity lemma in Appendix O applies. To check its only nontriv-
ial growth condition, differentiate (F.18) in x at fixed £&. On compact slope
sets, boundedness of ¢, ¢!, 1) and their derivatives, together with |DK (p)| <
|DK(0)| + Alp|, gives

(F.21) | D2 DeJa(,8)] < C(1+ [£]).

Hence g, is smooth, with bounds in every fixed Holder space locally uniform in
a. U

ProposiTION F.7 (Exact variational projection). For every mean-zero
g € HY(T"),

A
(F-22) Ea(g) - ga(ga) = /M QQBK(Pa,gv Pa) dm > §”V(g - ga)H%?

where B (v,w) = K(v) — K(w) — DK(w) - (v — w).

Proof. Subtract the two energies and their first-order Taylor terms at g,.
The latter vanish by (F.20). Since P, 4y — P, = —V(9 — ga)/q, the lower Hessian
bound cancels the factor ¢? and gives (F.22). O
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Proof of the exact characterization (F.10). A compatible foliation has the
form of Lemma F.5. Lemma F.6 makes its mean-zero g a solution of the selector
equation, hence g = g,. This proves necessity and uniqueness.

Conversely, define (F.11). Its vertical derivative is ¢ > 0, so it is invertible
on each vertical line and its level graphs form a smooth foliation. The periodic
correction gives

(F.23) Uy(z,t+1) = Uy(x,t)+ 1, Uslx+7,t) =Us(x,t+a-j), jeEZ".

Also U, — a - x is bounded on each leaf, and its slope field is P,. If R(a) =0,
its leaves solve the original Euler equation.
Let daczéﬁ = to, (dx1 A -+ Adzy). The form

(F.24) wa =Y DK(Py)idunda} — (Hg(P.)+V)dz

is closed exactly when Ry (P,) + V,, = 0. For every graph v,
(F.25) (K(Vv) = V(x,v))dz = v'w, + Bg(Vv, Py(z,v))dz.

The last term is nonnegative and vanishes on each selected leaf. Integrals of
the closed form agree for fixed-boundary graphs on the universal cover. Thus
the leaves are class-A minimizing against arbitrary n-dimensional competitors.
Strong W12 approximation extends the identity from smooth competitors: the
two-sided Hessian bounds give quadratic growth, and the periodic coeflicients
in the form are bounded with bounded derivatives. U

F.4. Parameter dependence without assuming solution foliations. Fix 0 <
0 < 1. Use the fixed spaces

(F26) X ={geC*(T):[g=0}, Y ={heC%(T): [h=0}.
Let G(a, g) be the left side of (F.8) minus f. At g = ga,

1
(F.27)  DyG(a, ga)n = —divy(M,Vn), M, (z) :/0 D?’K(P,(x,u)) du.

This is an isomorphism X — Y. Its kernel before mean normalization consists
exactly of constants. Its L? coercivity is

(F.28) M,V - Viydz > 4n2|[n|[2 (/77 _ 0) '
’]1‘77.

Lax—Milgram and Schauder theory give surjectivity in (F.26).

If K is real analytic, G is real analytic near every (a,g,). Indeed the
momentum range on the compact torus is compact; real analyticity of K gives
uniform local factorial bounds there. Pointwise composition is consequently
analytic between the Holder spaces used in (F.26). The analytic implicit-function
theorem gives a local analytic branch. Uniqueness patches those branches over
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all of R”. The same argument with smooth composition gives the smooth
assertion when K is merely smooth.

This proves the parameter part of Theorem F.2. In particular a — R(a) is
analytic into C%?(M) in the analytic case. Define

(F.29) Fla) = /M R(a, 2, u)[2 dm.

It is nonnegative and real analytic, and its zero set is exactly (F.10).

Remark F.8 (What has, and has not, been continued). The analytic family
is the minimizer of (F.7), not a presumed family of solutions of the original
foliation equation. The original equation has the generally nonzero residual
(F.9). The selector construction therefore does not make the invalid inference
that solvability of a range equation kills an obstruction.

Appendix G. Generated forces, properness, and analytic
compatibility

G.1. Coercivity of the compatibility spectrum. We recall the kinetic defect
because it is the coercive ingredient needed for compactness. Define

(G.1) D= / V(g—1)dm.
M
This number is independent of the selected slope.

LEMMA G.1 (Symmetrized kinetic defect). At every compatible slope a,
A
(G2) D= / [Bk (a, Pa) + qBg (Py, a)] dm > 2/ (1+ q)| Py — al* dm.
M M

Proof. Apply Lemma E.3 to the compatible phase 7,. The common density
makes its left-hand side independent of a. O

For two compatible slopes a, b, put r, = P;—a and h = gy —g,. Subtracting
their exact phases gives

(G.3) q(ry = 7a) = (b —a)(1 = q) = Vh.

The cross term disappears on squaring and integrating because of (F.4). There-

fore
(G4) lg(ry = ra)ll3 = b= al*llg = 13 + [ VAI3.
Together with (G.2), this gives
8lql|2.D
(@) b aPilq - 13 < =L

The separation estimate appeared in Appendix E; its present role is to compactify
the exact residual zero set.
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ProOPOSITION G.2. If ¥k v(q) is nonempty and q # 1, then D > 0 and
Yk,v(q) is bounded. If g =1, then Xk v(q) is empty when Q # 0, and equals
R™ when @ = 0.

Proof. For nonconstant ¢, fix a € Y (¢) and use (G.5) for every b €
Ykv(q). If g=1, then ¢ =0 and f = 0. The unique selector is g, = 0: the
constant flux DK (a) solves its equation. Thus P, = a and R(a) = —Q. O

Closedness follows from continuity of the residual. This proves the com-
pactness alternative in Theorem F.3, even for smooth K.

G.2. A universal source normal form, independent of the target potential.
There is a complementary selector with a useful additional property: it does
not depend on the target V at all. It is the partial minimization of the actual
perspective action, rather than of its weighted residual projection. The two
selectors agree at compatible slopes; they are not identified away from the
compatibility set.

Fix K, g, as above, but impose no condition involving @Q or f. For every
a € R", let h, be the unique mean-zero minimizer of

(G.6)  Ha(h) :/MqK (“_W’Q_Vh) dm, P “_Wq_w@.

Its equation is
1
(G.7) divz/ DK(P,)du = 0.
0

Define the force and its zero-vertical-mean potential by

P 1
©8) Qo)=Fx(P).  -0V@=Q@. [ Vieaudu=o,

THEOREM G.3 (Universal source normal form and properness). The mini-
mizer hq exists uniquely and is smooth for every a. The force in (G.8) has zero
vertical mean at every x, so Vy(a) is well defined and smooth. The phases

Ta=u—a-z+YP+h,

are rigid minimizing foliations for the potentials Vy(a).

Every smooth solution foliation with slope a, preserving q dm for the kinetic
energy K, is this foliation up to an additive phase constant, and its potential
equals Vy(a) + A(x). Hence for any prescribed V.,

(G.9) Yrv(g) =A{a: Qqla) = —Vu}.

If K is real analytic, a — Qq(a) and a — Vy(a) are real analytic in fixed Holder
spaces.



MINIMIZING FOLIATIONS AND COMMON-VOLUME RIGIDITY 63
When q # 1, define

6 = / (¢ —1)*dm, by = 52/ (1 —-¢q)Vydm,
M M

(G.10)

B,= [ Vo -b,(1- P dm
M

Then every a satisfies the exact orthogonal decomposition

(G.11) lg(Pa — )13 = 8%la — by|* + Eq + [|Vhall3

and the coercive estimate

)\(52|a - bq‘Q + Eq + ||Vha”%)
2)lql13llq = Ll

In particular the source map is proper into CO(M): inverse images of compact
sets are compact. FEvery fived-source fibre is bounded by an explicit ball centred
at by.

(G.12) 1Qq(a)lloo = [Vg(a)lloo =

Proof. The Hessian in Vh of the integrand in (G.6) is

1
/ ¢ 'D?*K(P,) du.
0

It lies between (A/||q]|oo)I and (A/ming)I. Its mixed z—gradient derivative has
at most linear growth in VA. The same direct method, regularity lemma, and
fixed-space implicit-function argument used for g, give existence, uniqueness,
smoothness, and analytic dependence. An exact projection identity also holds:

—~

Hall) = Halh) = | aBic(Pans Py dm = 5290~ o)
M 2[|qlloo
The mean of Ri(P,) in u is div, [ DK(P,)du = 0, by (G.7). Thus (G.8)
defines a periodic potential. The exact phase and Hilbert calibration then prove
that its leaves are minimizing.

Conversely, for any solution foliation with the prescribed volume, integrating
its full equation in u gives (G.7), because [Qdu = 0. Uniqueness forces its
horizontal correction to equal h,. The force, and therefore the potential modulo
A(z), are determined. This proves completeness of the normal form.

For the orthogonal identity write r, = f’a —a. Then

qre = a(l —q) — Vip — Vh,.

The first two terms have zero mean in w for every x, whereas Vh, is independent
of w. Their cross term vanishes. The definition of b, makes Vi) — b,(1 — q)
orthogonal in L?(M;R") to every constant-vector multiple of 1 —g. Completing
the square proves (G.11).
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Apply the symmetrized kinetic defect to the actual potential V;(a) just
constructed:

A A
Vo(a)(g—1)dm > Z|rgll2 > ——
[ Vit@a = vydm = Sl > 5o

The left side is bounded above by ||V (a)||sl|/¢ — 1||1, proving the second in-
equality in (G.12). A zero-mean periodic primitive satisfies ||V;(a,z,)|loo <
|0uVg(a, z,-)||oo; this proves the first inequality. If a set of forces is bounded

lgrall3.

in C°, (G.12) bounds all its preimages in R”. Continuity gives closedness of
the preimage of a compact set; finite-dimensional compactness finishes the
properness assertion. O

Remark G.4 (The zero-force fibre). For nonconstant g, Q4(a) = 0 forces
a = by, By =0, and Vh, = 0. The condition £, = 0 reads Vi = —by1,,. Since
1 has zero vertical mean and is nonconstant, any nonzero Fourier mode (k,m)
has m # 0 and k +mb, = 0. Thus b, € Q", and ¢ is a rational travelling-wave
density. Conversely, such a density preserves the affine foliation at its centre.
Therefore a nonuniform prescribed volume has either no zero-force slope or
exactly one, at a rational centre.

COROLLARY G.5 (Quadratic source maps are polynomial). If K(p) =
pT ' Gp/2 with constant G > 0, the universal source map a + Qq(a) is a polyno-
mial of degree at most two, with coefficients in C°°(M). Hence

a|—>/ \Qq(a)—l—Vulzdm
M

is a nonnegative polynomial of degree at most four with zero set exactly X v (q).

Proof. The equation (G.7) is linear in h, has coefficients independent of
a, and has right-hand side affine in a. Its unique normalized solution h, is
affine in a. Thus P, is affine in a, and Ry (Py) = divy(GP,) + 0,(PTGP,/2) is
quadratic. O

This polynomial representation is an exact test for a fixed prescribed
density. The sharper rational-centre geometry of the earlier quadratic theorem
uses additional consequences of the full equation, not merely the fact that this
polynomial vanishes.

G.3. Analytic zero sets and rigidity tests.

Proof of Theorem F.3. Equation (F.29) gives the analytic zero set. Propo-
sition G.2 gives compactness except in the stated trivial case. In a nontrivial
case F cannot be identically zero: otherwise its spectrum would be all of R,
contradicting Proposition G.2. A nonzero real-analytic function on the con-
nected set R™ has a Lebesgue-null zero set. This standard fact also follows
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by induction and Fubini: on each coordinate box, outside the zero sets of its
nontrivial analytic coefficient functions, the restriction to a coordinate line has
isolated zeros.

Fix an affine line a+th, h # 0. The restriction t — F(a+th) is real analytic
on R. If infinitely many distinct zeros occur, compactness of the spectrum gives
a finite accumulation parameter. The identity theorem makes the restriction
identically zero, putting an unbounded line in the spectrum. This is impossible.

To obtain a bound uniform over lines, let S = ¥k (¢) be nonempty and
proper. For every (a,h) € S x S there is a finite j such that 8;;.7(&) # 0;
otherwise the whole line lies in S. Continuity and a finite covering of this
compact product give an integer N and a radius p > 0 such that, for every
(a, h), some derivative of order at most N remains nonzero along a + th for
|t| < p. By Rolle’s theorem, such an interval contains at most N zeros. Enclose
S in a ball. Every line intersects the ball in an interval of uniformly bounded
length. Partition that interval into subintervals shorter than p; if a subinterval
contains a zero, use it as the centre of the preceding derivative estimate. This
gives a uniform finite bound. O

Corollary F.4 follows immediately.

Ezample G.6 (Sharp measure-zero boundary). For K(p) = |p|?/2, choose
a nonconstant smooth positive ¢ = ¢(u) of mean one and R > 0, and set
V(u) = —R?/(2q(u)?). Here f =0, V90 =0, g, =0, and P, = a/q. A direct

calculation gives

_ z_azi/ Q) = " (¢)? w ) (lal2 — R2)2
(©13)  R(0) = (B - o) 5. f()—(/o q6d)<\| R2)?.

Thus the spectrum is exactly the sphere |a| = R. In dimension n > 2 this gives
a nontrivial (n — 1)-dimensional spectrum and arbitrarily large finite sets of
compatible slopes. It does not provide infinitely many collinear slopes.

Ezample G.7 (Why smooth kinetic energy is different). Take a nonconstant
positive ¢ = ¢(u) of mean one and a bounded box S C (0, 00)" separated from
the coordinate planes. On a compact interval containing every a;/q(u) for
a € S, choose p(s) = —logs. Extend it to a smooth globally uniformly convex
function with bounded Hessian and quadratic tails by prescribing a positive
second derivative equal to s72 on that interval and equal to 1 outside a larger
interval, and integrating twice. Put

K(p) = Zs@(pi), V(u) =nlogq(u),  P.=a/q.

On the sampled momenta, Hr (P,) = —n+>_,;loga; —nlogq, hence R (P,) =
—ng'/q = Q for every a € S. The phases fou q(s)ds — a - x give calibrated



66 ROBERT JENKINSON ALVAREZ

minimizing foliations with common volume. Thus a smooth fixed kinetic energy
may have a compatibility spectrum with nonempty interior. This is the bounded-
set construction of Appendix E, specialized to a positive box. Analyticity cannot
be deleted from Theorem F.3.

Appendix H. Finite-jet algebraic compatibility in the wave sector

The analytic selector determines the spectrum for general data, but it is
an elliptic rather than a closed-form representation. A rational travelling-wave
sector admits a stronger finite algebraic description.

Let 8 =—k/¢€Q", ¢ >0, and set s = fu + k - x. Suppose

q(z,u) =r(s), V(z,u) = A(z) + F(s),
(H.1) 1
r >0, / r=1, 7 nonconstant.
0

For ¢ € R™ define the kinetic dilation function

(H.2) Wis(C) = ¢- DK(B+¢) — K(8+ () + K(B).
For j > 2, define its homogeneous Taylor polynomials
(H3) PO = = DK

THEOREM H.1 (Kinetic-jet classification). Assume (H.1), real-analytic K ,
and a nonempty compatibility spectrum. Choose ag € Y v(q) and vo = ag — B.
Then

(H.4) F(s) = C — Ws(r0/r(s)).
Moreover,

(H5)  Xgyv(g) =B+{y eR": P(v) = Pj(y0) for every j > 2}.

The set in braces is compact and real algebraic: a finite subset of the polynomial
equations suffices. Fvery compatible field and phase are
a—pf 1

(H.6) Pa:ﬁ—l—w, Ta:u—a-x+2p(s), p=r—1,
up to an additive phase constant, with p chosen periodic of mean zero.

Conversely, any nonconstant normalized positive r, rational 5, and nonzero
Yo define a nonconstant potential by (H.4); its complete common-volume spectrum
is (H.5). No other common-volume fields occur.

Proof. The canonical ¢ = p(s)/¢ satisfies Voo = —f(¢ —1). Also f =
—/ fol rF’ is constant in x. Existence forces f = 0. In the selector equation the
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vertically averaged flux depends on z only through Vg:

/01 r(s)DK (6 + a—f’(;)Vg) ds.

The constant function g = 0 solves its divergence equation, and uniqueness
forces it. Thus the fields are as in (H.6).
Since k = —£f3, direct differentiation gives

d a—pf
Ric(P,) —££W5< = )
Therefore compatibility is exactly that Wg(v/r(s)) + F(s) is constant. For
v = 7o this gives (H.4).
For a second =, let t = 1/r(s). Its image contains a nondegenerate interval.
Compatibility implies Wg(ty) — Wg(tyo) is constant on that interval. Both
terms are real analytic in ¢ € R. Their difference is consequently constant

everywhere, and evaluation at ¢ = 0 makes the constant zero. Its Taylor series
at zero is

Ws(ty) = 32 P,

Jj=2
Equality is therefore equivalent to all the equations in (H.5). Conversely, equality
of the Taylor coeflicients gives equality near zero and hence for all real ¢, so it
implies compatibility on the sampled interval. This use of analytic continuation
requires no globally convergent Taylor series in p.
The quadratic equation is

Y D?*K (B)y = 74 D*K(B)0,

so the set is bounded. It is closed. The ideal generated by the polynomial
differences P;j(y) — Pj(70) in the Noetherian ring Ry, ..., 7] is finitely gener-
ated; the ascending sequence of ideals generated up to order N stabilizes. Thus
finitely many of the displayed equations define the same real set.

Finally, for ¢ > 0,

d
$W5(tyo) = thDzK(ﬁ + t’}/o)’}/o >0

when 7y # 0. Thus the converse potential is nonconstant. It automatically
has [ rF’ =0, either by direct integration or by the weighted residual identity
for its explicit phase. The phase and calibration construction prove existence
against all-dimensional competitors. ([l

Remark H.2. The finite Taylor order need not be uniform over kinetic
energies. This is not an effective universal bound on the number of equations.
Nor does the theorem assert that an arbitrary nonlinear common-volume family
must have the travelling-wave form (H.1).
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H.1. Quadratic and nonlinear examples. For K (p) = p Gp/2 with constant
G > 0, only P, survives. The spectrum in (H.5) is the ellipsoid

(a—B)'G(a—B) = G-

This recovers the existing quadratic travelling-wave branch as the simplest
kinetic-jet case.

Ezample H.3 (Exactly four slopes for a nonlinear analytic kinetic energy).
Let n=2,0<n<1, and
(H.7) K(p) = 5(pi +p3) +n(1 — cospy).

Its Hessian is diag(1l 4+ ncospi, 1), so (F.2) holds globally. Choose 8 = 0
v = (A, B) with AB # 0, and any nonconstant positive normalized r = r(u).
Define

)

(H.8) V(u) =—-Wy(v/r(u), Wy(z)= %\z\2 + n(z1sinz; 4+ cosz; — 1).
Here

Po(y) = 5((L+mri +93),  P(v) = —gn-
Equality of Py implies 73 = A?, and equality of P, then implies 73 = BZ.

Conversely these two conditions make the entire even function Wy(t7y) equal to
Wo(t’y()). Thus

(Hg) EK,V(T) = {(Aa B)v (Av _B)v (_A’ B)v (_A’ _B)}

All four foliations are explicit and class-A minimizing. The spectrum is exactly
these four points, not a whole ellipse. In dimension n > 2, the corresponding
construction gives two (n — 2)-spheres when the perpendicular radius is positive.

H.2. The rational centre remains a genuine holonomy obstruction.

PROPOSITION H.4. For any smooth uniformly convex autonomous kinetic
energy and any nonconstant travelling-wave potential V- = A(z)+F (lu+k-z), no
minimizing foliation at f = —k/{ can have identity adjusted rational holonomy.

Proof. On a rational cover, a closed graph at slope g has z = u + k- x
periodic and Vu =  + Vz/l. After dropping the graph-independent A term
and subtracting the energy of a constant maximizing F', convexity gives the cell
excess

][C [K (8+Vz/l) = K(B8) — DK(B) - Vz/{

+ max F' — F(z)]

> 2—22 ][C V22 + ][C(maxF — F(2)).
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The omitted affine flux integrates to zero. Constants at maxima attain zero.
Thus all periodic global cell minimizers are constants at maxima. Periodic class-
A minimizers are global cell minimizers: repeat any improved cell competitor over
a large block and join it in a boundary collar; the volume-order improvement
dominates the surface-order collar cost. No global upper Hessian bound is
needed for this comparison. The given smooth periodic graph, the constant
comparison graph, and their fixed-width cutoff interpolations have gradients
in one compact set. Smoothness of K therefore bounds the collar energy by
O(R™1). Alternatively, a hypothetical closed solution foliation supplies its
own calibration, so its leaves must minimize the cell problem directly. Since
F' is nonconstant, these constant values cannot cover the vertical circle. This
excludes every alternative closed minimizing foliation, not merely the phases in

(HL.6). O

This proposition ties the explicit nonlinear examples to the rational-
holonomy issue. They are not counterexamples to the all-rational identity-
holonomy implication stated in Section 1: each fails its centre test.

Appendix [. Variable coefficients and a gauge-invariant normal form

A statement about all L(z,u, p) requires a coordinate- and null-divergence-
invariant conclusion. In fact it fails as a literal V,, = 0 statement already for a
scalar variable quadratic kinetic coefficient.

PROPOSITION 1.1. Let 0 < |e| < (27)~1. There are smooth periodic a > 0
and V with Vy, # 0 such that

1
L(m,u,p) = 5&($,U)|p|2 - V(ZE, U)

is uniformly convex in p and has rigid common-volume minimizing foliations at
every a € R™.

Proof. Write f(x) = cos(2mz1), g(u) = cos(2mu), and G(u) =
sin(27u)/(2m). Set

O(z,u) =u+ef(x)g(u), a=®2,
and introduce the periodic vector field
2
€
F(z,u) =eVf(2)G(u) + 5f($)Vf(l’)g(U)2-
Then F,, = ®,V,®. Put

V =div, F — %|Vx<1>\2 = —2me f(z) sin(27mu) — 2% f(x)% cos? (2mu).
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For every graph u the exact identity is
1
(I.1) L(z,u,Vu) = i\vx[tﬁ(aﬁ,u(m))w — divg[F(z, u(z))].

The bound on ¢ makes ®, > 0 and a uniformly positive. The fibre map
u > ®(z,u) is a degree-one diffeomorphism, so the pullbacks of affine graphs

O(x,Up(z,t)) =a-xz+1t

form smooth rigid foliations at every slope. They minimize against every fixed-
trace competitor by (I.1), because the flat Dirichlet energy is minimized by
affine graphs. The inverse phase is 7, = ® — « - , and hence every foliation has
the same invariant probability density ¢ = ®,,. Finally,

Vi (0,0) = —4m?e # 0.
O

This example is not in the autonomous kinetic class (E.1). It does not
disprove the original fixed Euclidean holonomy implication. It does show that
even an all-slope common-volume theorem for variable coefficients must classify
an equivalence class rather than force the displayed potential to be independent
of u in every coordinate gauge. The role of null divergences is classical; see [10]
for the broader variational setting.

I.1. A complete affine-graph normal form. The following elementary clas-
sification gives a precise normal-form target. Its global momentum-domain
hypothesis is essential.

THEOREM [.2 (Affine extremals modulo null divergences). Let L €
C®(T" x T x R™). Every affine graph u(x) = p-x + ¢, for every p € R and
every ¢ € R, is an Fuler—Lagrange solution if and only if

(I.2) L(z,u,p) = Lo(z,p) + div, F(z,u) + Fy(z,u) - p,
where F' is smooth and periodic, Ly is independent of u, and
(1.3) divy DpLo(z,p) =0 for every fized p.

One may take Lo(x,p) fo (z,u,p)du and normalize F' to have zero vertical
mean. If L is convex in p, these affine extremals are class-A minimizers.

Proof. On an affine graph the Euler—Lagrange equation is exactly
(1.4) > Lup + > piLup, — Ly =0.
i i

Expand L in Fourier series in (x, w), writing ¢, ,(p) for a coefficient. For m # 0,
(I.4) becomes
(k‘ + mp) : Vpek,m = mglmm'
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With p, = —k/m this is

(P —1+) - Vplim = L m.

Along each ray from p, the coefficient is positively homogeneous of degree one.
Smoothness at p, makes it linear:

Cem(P) = Chm - (P — Py)-

For example, ¢(p, + tv) = tl(ps + v) for t > 0; differentiating at ¢ = 0 gives
U(px +v) = DU(ps) -v. Thus W = L — Ly is affine in p, say

W:A(IL',’U,) p—i—B(x,u),

with A, B smooth and of zero vertical mean. Averaging (I1.4) gives (1.3); sub-
tracting it gives div, A = B,. Let F' be the zero-mean periodic primitive with
F, = A. Then 0,(div, F — B) = 0 and its vertical mean is zero, so div, F' = B.
This proves (1.2).

Conversely the last two terms in (I.2) are the total divergence of F'(x, u(z)),
so do not change the Euler equation. Condition (I.3) makes all affine graphs
extremals for Ly. When L is convex in p, so is Ly. For u = p-z + ¢ and a
fixed-trace competitor u + 7, convexity gives

/[Lo(:c,p + Vn) — Lo(z,p)] dz > /DpLo(x,p) -Vndx = 0.

The null-divergence integrals agree, giving minimality. O

The Fourier argument uses smoothness at every resonant point p, = —k/m.
An assertion only on a bounded open momentum set cannot invoke those points
when they lie outside the set. This is consistent with the logarithmic-patch
counterexamples.

COROLLARY 1.3 (A common affine phase coordinate). Suppose a periodic
scalar integrand has solution foliations for every slope whose inverse phases are
To(x,u) = ®(2,u) — -z, o, >0, ®(z,u)—u periodic.

Let u=U(x,v) invert v = ®(x,u), and define

L(z,v,r) = L(m, U(z,v),VU(x,v)+ Uv(aj,v)r).
Then L has the normal form (1.2)~(1.3), with v,r in place of u,p.

Proof. In the new vertical coordinate every selected leaf is v = a.-x+t. The
invertible point transformation preserves the Euler—Lagrange extremal property.
Apply Theorem I.2. O

Common volume alone is not being substituted for the affine phase-
coordinate hypothesis of this corollary. For general kinetics, the corrector
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equation (E.17) is one obstruction to making that substitution. Nor must Ly
be independent of x: in dimension at least two,

1 1
Lo(x,p) = 5lpl* + Sa(@1)p3, >0 periodic,

satisfies (I.3) with nonconstant a.

Appendix J. Fixed-trace comparisons and Sobolev continuity

This appendix supplies the approximation details used in the calibration
arguments. They are independent of the slope and hold in every dimension.

LEMMA J.1. Let Q be bounded and Lipschitz, and let v; — v in W12(Q).
Then
Ay vj; Q] — Ay [v; Q].
Consequently, class-A comparison against smooth compactly supported variations
s equivalent to comparison against all W(} 2 variations.

Proof. For the kinetic term,

/Q(\le2 = Vo) dz| < [[V; = Voll2([[Vujll2 + [ Voll2) — 0.
Periodicity makes V,, bounded, so
/QIV(%UJ') = V(z,v)| de < ||[Villoo|?[|vj = 0]}z = 0.

fw-ve W&’Z(Q), choose n; € C2°(Q) converging to w — v in Wh2. Apply
the smooth-variation inequality to v 4 7; and pass to the limit. The converse is
immediate. O

For p € C*°(M;R"), the functional

Nlw] = /Q (p(ac,w) -Vw — %|p(a:,w)]2 — V(m,w)) dx

is also continuous under strong W12 convergence. Indeed, the only term
requiring more than bounded Lipschitz continuity is the product with the
gradient. Its difference can be written as

ple.wy) - (Vwy — Vo) + (pla, wy) - pla,w)) - Vw.

The first integral is bounded in absolute value by |[p||s|Q|*/2||Vw; — Vw]|2, and
the second by ||py||o]|wj — wl2]| Vw||2. Therefore the null-variation calculation
in Lemma 4.5 extends from smooth compactly supported differences to every
fixed-trace competitor. The right-hand side of (4.10) converges as well, since
p(z,w;) = p(z,w) in L2,

For the autonomous primitive in Lemma 2.4, a globally Lipschitz Gg
satisfies the Sobolev chain rule and commutes with the trace operator. Thus
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Ggp(w) — Gg(v) € W&’Q(Q) whenever w — v € W01’2(Q). Integrating the weak
derivative of such a function over {2 gives zero, by approximation with compactly
supported smooth functions. This justifies the divergence cancellation in (2.9)
for arbitrary Sobolev competitors.

These arguments impose no boundedness condition on the competing
Sobolev function. Boundedness of the periodic coefficients, rather than bound-
edness of w, is the relevant fact.

Appendix K. Fixed-cell response and exact amplitude isolation

For a rational slope a, choose L € N with La € Z™ and write C' = R"/LZ".
Throughout this appendix the canonical mean normalization is

(K1) Ue(z) =a- x4+ c+ we(x), (We) =0, (h)e = |C’|_1/Chd:v.

The statements here concern a coupling parameter on a fixed rational cell, not
differentiation in slope. Write Q = —V,, and

E\y[v] = ][C <;|Vv|2 - )\V(ZII,’U)) dx.

The equation is Av = AQ(x,v). This appendix proves an exact two-coupling
example and the analytic isolated-parameter alternative. These are independent
of the common-volume closure.

K.1. Two fixed-cell facts.

LEMMA K.1 (Sliding uniqueness). Suppose Au = AQ(z,u) admits a closed
ordered solution foliation of slope a on C. Every other solution with the same
affine increments is a leaf of this foliation. In particular, there is exactly one
such solution of each mean height c.

Proof. Let 7(x,u) be the lifted inverse phase of the foliation and let v be
the other solution. The function = — 7(x,v(z)) is periodic on C: the affine
deck increments of the graph cancel those of the inverse phase. Let ¢, be its
maximum. Then d = U,, —v > 0 and d vanishes somewhere. Subtracting the
two equations gives

1
Ad= A@)d,  Ax) = )\/0 Qul(, v+ 5(Us, —v)) ds.

The coefficient is bounded. The Harnack inequality for nonnegative solutions,
or the strong maximum principle in its Schrodinger form, implies d = 0. The
mean normalization identifies the leaf uniquely. O

LEMMA K.2 (Calibration and cell comparison). A smooth closed solution
foliation calibrates all its leaves against arbitrary fized-trace competitors. Its
leaves also minimize the normalized action among all affine-periodic graphs with
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the same slope. A periodic class-A minimizer is a minimizer of the corresponding
cell action.

Proof. Let p(x,u) be the gradient of the leaf through (z,u). It is periodic
on the rational cover. The leaf equation reads

1

divy p + Oy <2|p\2 + )\V> =0.

With dx = dxqy N -+ Adx, and dmfE = Lo, dx, the form
1
wp = Zpi du A dw? — <§]p|2 + )\V> dx
is closed. For every graph v,
1 1

(K.2) <§]V1}]2 —\V(z, U)) dz = v*wp, + §]Vv — p(x,v)*dz.

The integral of the closed form agrees on fixed-trace graphs, by Stokes applied
to the vertical graph homotopy. It also agrees on affine-periodic graphs of the
same slope, which are homologous on the rational quotient. The square vanishes
on a leaf. This proves the first two claims. Smooth approximation gives the
fixed-trace comparison for W2 competitors because V and p are bounded on
their periodic domains.

For the last claim, a cell competitor with strictly smaller average action
can be tiled over a large number of cells, then joined to the original graph in a
collar of fixed width. The periodic difference of the graphs and their gradients
is bounded. The negative interior gain is of order R™ while the collar cost is of
order R"~!. For sufficiently large R this contradicts class-A minimality. O

A foliation first constructed only on a finite cover is invariant under unit
deck translations. Indeed, translating any leaf by an integer vector produces a
solution with the same affine increments, so Lemma K.1 puts it in the family.
The mean label changes by a-m under z — x +m, since the corrector’s integral
is translation invariant. Thus the mean label gives the rigid deck law

(K.3) U(x+m,c)=U(z,c+a-m).

This also verifies that the fixed-cell formulation agrees with the required rational
holonomy condition.

K.2. An exact two-coupling counterexample to continuation.

THEOREM K.3 (Exactly two foliation couplings). For every n > 1 and
every 0 < |e| < 1/(2m), there is a nonconstant real-analytic Ve on M such that

(K4) {XeR: AV, has a closed zero-slope minimizing foliation} = {0, 1}.
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The same assertion holds when closure is allowed on any full-rank finite cover of
the base torus. At all other couplings, there is not even a smooth closed ordered
solution foliation.

K.2.1. The potential and the foliation at coupling one. Set
(K.5) f(z) = cos(2mz1), g(c) = cos(2me), Uec(z,c) =c+ef(x)g(c).
Then
¢e = 0Uc =1 —27ef(x) sin(2mc) > 0.

The mean of Ue is ¢, and Uc(z,c+ 1) = Uc(z,c) + 1. Let T,(z, u) be the inverse
in c. It is real analytic, with the corresponding periodicity. Define V. by the
explicit pullback formula

(K.6) Vi(z,Ud(z, ) = 2mef(x) sin(2me) + 2n%€? f(x)? cos? (2mc).

The right side is periodic in z, ¢, so this defines a real-analytic periodic physical
potential. Differentiation gives

Oe[Ve(z,Ue)] = 4nef cos(2mc) — 8m3e? f2 cos(2me) sin(27c)
= 4n?ef cos(2mc) .
Consequently
(K.7) Qc(x,U.) := —Veu(x,U) = —4r?ef(x) cos(2mc) = AU,

Thus (K.5) is a smooth closed solution foliation at A = 1. It is class-A minimizing
by Lemma K.2, including against variations depending on all n base variables.
The source is nonzero, for example at 1 = 0,¢c = 0.

Write the normalized zero-slope cell action as

Exo] = / (;yw? _ )\Ve(x,v)) da.
Since [ f=0, [f>=1/2,and [|Vf|* =272,
(K.8) EolUc(-,c)] = m2€e%g(c)?, Vi(z,U.) = w%%g(c)?, E1[Uc(-,¢)] = 0.

Tn

Calibration therefore gives Ej[v] > 0 for every periodic graph v.

K.2.2. The two constant leaves. The values

’ C—ZZ

=

Cy =
satisfy g(c4) = 0. They give constant graphs and
(K.9) Qc(x,cx) =0, Ve(z,cy) =2mef(z), Ve(z,c—)= —2mef(x).

Hence they are classical solutions for every A, with Ej)[ct] = 0.
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K.2.3. FEzclusion of the entire interval between zero and one. For 0 < A < 1,
(K.10) Ey\[v] = (1 — N Ey[v] + AE1[v] > 0.

The two constant leaves attain zero. A cell minimizer must therefore have
Ey[v] = Eq[v] = 0. The first equality makes v constant. The second puts
it in the foliation at coupling one, by the equality case of the calibration (or
Lemma K.1). The only constant leaves of (K.5) are c¢x modulo integers. Thus
these are the only periodic cell minimizers, and they cannot fill the vertical
circle. Every closed minimizing foliation is excluded.

K.2.4. Exclusion of couplings greater than one. For A > 1, take the leaf
with mean ¢ = 0 as a competitor. Equation (K.8) gives

E\[U(-,0)] = (1 = N7 < 0.

The constant classical solution c4 has action zero and is not a cell minimizer. If
a closed solution foliation existed, Lemma K.1 would make c4 one of its leaves,
and Lemma K.2 would make it a cell minimizer. This contradiction excludes
the foliation.

K.2.5. Ezclusion of negative couplings. Compute the physical Haar average
using du = ¢, dc. Direct integration of (K.6) gives

m2e?

5 < 0.

(K.11) /M Vi(z,u) de du = —7m?€ . f(2)*de = —

In detail, the two quadratic contributions after the ¢ integration are —27r2¢? f2
and +72€2f?; the linear and cubic terms integrate to zero. Therefore some
constant graph u = d has [ V(z,d)dz < 0. If A <0, then E)[d] < 0, whereas
E\[cy] = 0. Again cy is a classical solution that cannot be a leaf of any
minimizing closed foliation. Sliding and calibration give the same contradiction.

At A = 0, the constant affine family is a minimizing foliation. At A =1,
(K.5) supplies one. This proves (K.4). All comparisons hold on every finite cover
after normalization by its volume: the calibration has zero period on zero-slope
graphs, and all explicit averages are averages of unit-periodic functions. This
proves the remaining assertions of Theorem K.3.

COROLLARY K.4 (A prescribed rational test). For any a = —k/¢ € Q",
the potential

Velz,u) = 02V (2, lu+ k - x)
has a closed minimizing foliation of slope a at exactly the couplings A = 0, 1.
Proof. Put v =4¢u+ k- x. Then
|2

Ay [0:9] = 02 Ay, [0 _62/91“ Vods+ gy 9]
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The last two terms are fixed for fixed-trace or same-slope cell competitors. At
slope a, closed u corresponds exactly to periodic v on a finite cover. Theorem K.3
applies. At coupling one the lifted foliation is (Ue(x, fc) — k - x)/¥¢; its vertical
degree and rational closure are immediate. O

K.3. The actual fixed-cell constrained response. We now return to an ar-
bitrary smooth periodic V. Fix a,C and a coupling Ay with a closed foliation.
Work in the mean gauge (K.1). The periodic Jacobi operator is

(K'12) L.=—-A+ )\OQu(xy Uc)y Lege = 0.

The sign is important: @, = —V,,,, so this is the second-variation operator. For
every periodic 7,

(K.13) (VN> + X0Qu(@, Ue)n®) o = (¢2IV (n/de)*) (- -

Thus L. is nonnegative and its periodic kernel is exactly Ree.
Choose 0 < v < 1 andlet X = Cﬁ;o(C'), the mean-zero space. The correct
bordered equation is

(K.14) G\, c,w, ) = —Aw+ AQ(z,a-x+c+w)—p =0, (w,p) € X xR.
The multiplier y is retained, not set equal to zero by a phase-flatness assertion.

PrOPOSITION K.5 (Bordered invertibility and response). At a foliated
coupling, the derivative in (w,p) of (K.14) is an isomorphism from X x R to
08;;(0). The implicit-function theorem produces w(\,c) and p(X,c) locally,
smoothly for smooth V' and real analytically for real-analytic V. Moreover,

d

(K.15) Or0,¢) = (Q(e, U)ol =~ (V(w U

Proof. The derivative is (n,v) — L.n — v. To solve L.n — v = h, pair with
¢c and use (@) = 1, obtaining v = — (¢ch) . Then h+ v is orthogonal to the
kernel of the self-adjoint operator L., so the Fredholm alternative supplies a
solution of L.n = h+v. Adding a unique multiple of ¢. enforces (1), = 0. The
elliptic estimates give a bounded inverse. Compactness in ¢ mod 1 provides a
common local parameter neighborhood.

Differentiate (K.14) in A at the reference foliation:

Lowy + Q(z,Uc) — px = 0.

Pairing with ¢. proves the first equality of (K.15). The second is the chain rule
and @ = —V,,. Analyticity follows from the analytic composition map in Hélder
spaces and the analytic implicit-function theorem; real-analytic periodic @) has
a common complex neighborhood of the compact physical torus. O

For the explicit construction, (K.8) yields the exact formula

(K.16) pa(1,¢) = —2r%2g(c) g’ (¢) = 2m3€% sin(4me).
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In particular the response obstruction is nonzero at ¢ = 1/8. The global
variational proof of Theorem K.3 is stronger than this local derivative test: it
determines all allowable real couplings, not just a punctured neighborhood of
one.

K.4. Compactness and capture on one rational cover. The preceding
implicit-function theorem describes the local constrained branch. To identify it
with all nearby foliations requires a separate compactness argument.

LEMMA K.6 (Fixed-cell compactness). For A in a compact interval and c in
a compact interval, all affine-periodic solutions with mean ¢ have uniform spatial
C7 bounds on their mean-zero correctors, for every finite j. If these solutions
form ordered foliations, the mean-normalized positive transverse derivatives have
uniform positive upper and lower bounds on C x [0,1]. The set of foliated
couplings is closed.

Proof. The equation
Aw = AQ(z,a -z +c+w), (W) =0

has uniformly bounded right-hand side. The inverse periodic Laplacian and
W?2P estimates, with p > n, give a uniform C'"Y bound. Substitution into the
smooth right-hand side and elliptic bootstrapping give all spatial bounds. The
cell and slope are fixed throughout.

For h > 0, let z;, = (Ueyn, — Uc)/h. Then z, >0, (z) = 1, and

1
Az = Ap(z,¢)zp, Ap = )\/ Qu(z,Uc+ s(Ueqr, — Ue)) ds.
0

The coefficient is uniformly bounded. Global Harnack on the fixed compact cell
and the mean normalization give 0 < m < z;, < M. The spatial bounds on the
coeflicients and elliptic estimates give compactness of the difference quotients.
Any limit solves L.z = 0 and has mean one. A positive kernel element and the
ground-state identity make this normalized limit unique. Thus 0.U, exists, is
positive, and is the unique normalized periodic ground state. The bordered
inverse, applied locally to this existing family at fixed coupling, gives smooth
transverse dependence; for analytic V' it gives analytic dependence. This proves
the regularity needed without assuming it in a limiting foliation.

For a sequence of foliated couplings converging to \,, the estimates and
Arzela—Ascoli give a subsequence of mean-normalized families converging uni-
formly in ¢ € [0,1] and locally in the spatial CV topologies. The lower difference-
quotient bound preserves strict ordering; the degree-one identity preserves filling.
Passing to the equation gives a closed solution foliation at A,. The preceding
transverse argument regularizes it, and calibration makes it minimizing. Thus
the foliation set is closed. O
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LEMMA K.7 (Capture). In a neighborhood of a foliated coupling g, closed
solution foliations exist precisely when the constrained branch of (K.14) satisfies
(A, ¢) =0 for every ¢ mod 1.

Proof. If a sequence of actual solutions at nearby couplings, with prescribed
means, escaped the local constrained branch, the fixed-cell bounds would give
a convergent subsequence. Its limit is a solution at Ag, and sliding uniqueness
makes it the reference leaf of the limiting mean. This contradicts the local
uniqueness in the bordered implicit-function theorem. Compactness of the phase
circle makes capture uniform in c.

Conversely, if © = 0 at every phase, the constrained branch is an actual
solution family. Its transverse derivative remains positive by continuity from the
reference compact family, and its degree-one property follows from uniqueness
and the periodicity of ). It is therefore a closed foliation, and calibration
applies. Unit deck invariance follows from sliding as in (K.3). O

K.5. Analytic amplitude isolation at arbitrary coupling. For a fixed rational
slope define

Fo(V)={XA € R: AV admits a closed solution foliation of slope a}.

The definition is independent of taking a larger rational cell. Indeed, if a foliation
exists on a larger cover, translating by the smaller rational deck vectors and
applying sliding uniqueness yields the required smaller-cell closure.

THEOREM K.8 (Fixed-slope analytic dichotomy). Let V' be real analytic

and periodic. For each rational a, the set Fo (V) is either all of R or a closed
discrete subset of R. If

(K.17) Hy(c) =(Q(z,a-x+c))s #0,

then the second alternative holds. A closed discrete set here is finite on every
bounded interval; no global finiteness clatm is made.

Proof. The set is closed by Lemma K.6. Suppose distinct A\; € Fo(V)
converge to \.. Closedness puts A, in the set. Construct the analytic bordered
branch near \,. Capture gives p(Aj,¢) = 0 for every c. For each fixed ¢, the
real-analytic function A — (A, ¢) has accumulating zeros and therefore vanishes
on the common local interval. Lemma K.7 puts that interval in F, (V).

An interval contained in F,(V') cannot have a finite terminal endpoint.
Such an endpoint belongs to the closed set and is again an accumulation point;
the same argument extends the interval past it. Thus the existence of any finite
accumulation point implies F, (V) = R. Otherwise the set is closed and discrete.

At A = 0, the mean-normalized family is U. = a -  + ¢, with ¢, = 1.
Formula (K.15) gives ux(0,¢) = Hy(c). If (K.17) holds, some phase has a
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nonzero first derivative, so zero is an isolated foliated coupling. The whole-line
alternative is impossible. O

COROLLARY K.9 (All-rational coupling set). For a nonzero real-analytic
source Q = —V,, the set

Z(V) ={X € R: \V satisfies RHp}

1s closed and discrete. Consequently, if distinct all-rational foliation couplings
have a finite accumulation point, then V,, = 0.

Proof. Choose @(k, ¢) # 0 with £ # 0. Such a coefficient exists because the
vertical mean of @) is zero. Replacing (k, ¢) by its negative allows ¢ > 0. Set

a = —k/¢ and use the cell [0,¢]". A change of variable v = a - z + ¢ gives
1 . . 1 .
/ Hy(c)e ?™ e de = <e‘2mk'$/ Q(z, u)e > du>
0 0 C
= Q(k.0) #0.

The averaging in the last line is over an integer number of unit cells. Theorem K.8
makes this 7, (V) discrete. The intersection Z(V') = (N,eqn Fa(V) is closed and
contained in that discrete set. (]

Remark K.10 (The precise unresolved alternative). Corollary K.9 does not
prove Z(V) = {0}. In particular, it does not exclude an isolated point A = 1
in the all-rational intersection. The exact two-point example proves that an
isolated nonzero point cannot be excluded using a single rational slope. It
does not prove that such a point exists simultaneously for all rational slopes.
Analyticity is an additional hypothesis for this section; it has not been derived
from the original smooth holonomy hypothesis.

K.6. The example fails another rational test.

PROPOSITION K.11 (An explicit missing slope in the example). For 0 <
le| < 1073, the potential in Theorem K.3 has no closed minimizing foliation
of slope ey at coupling one. In particular, this example does not disprove the
all-rational tmplication.

Proof. Write 6 = |e|. If such a foliation existed, its leaves would be unit
affine-periodic, by sliding and the integer slope. Since the potential depends
only on 1, u, the zero-mean transverse derivatives Uy, j > 2, lie in the simple
positive periodic Jacobi kernel and must vanish, because a nonzero zero-mean
function cannot belong to a one-dimensional kernel generated by a positive
function. It is enough to consider the one-dimensional mean-gauged leaves
Ue(z) = x + ¢ + we(x), with w, periodic and mean zero.
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The construction gives the global bounds
8736
Qoo <4755, [ Quulloe < T .

The mean-zero inverse of the one-dimensional periodic Laplacian has kernel of
absolute value at most 1/12. Hence

oo <

1
[Welloo < EHQGHOO

Averaging the leaf equation and comparing it with the affine graph yields

1
< SlQclloo|Qeulloo-

1
€ ) d —=
/0 Qc(z,x + c)dz 15

The first Fourier coefficient in c is @\e(—l, 1), so

< 87552 .

~ 3(1 —2n9)

On the other hand, the inverse identity gives |T¢(z,u) — u| < §. Therefore

|Qe(w,u) + 4% cos(2mx) cos(2mu)| < 8362,

(K.18) Qc(—1,1)|

Taking the same Fourier coefficient gives
(K.19) 1Qc(—1,1)| > 725 — 87°52.
Compatibility of (K.18) and (K.19) would require
(1 — 876)(1 — 278) < §w35.
For 0 < § < 1073, using m < 22/7, the left side is greater than 0.968 and the
right side is less than 0.083. This is a contradiction. (]
Appendix L. Affine symmetries and exact Fourier-rank reduction

L.1. Affine symmetry localizes every rational obstruction. An additive func-
tion of x changes neither the Euler equation nor any minimizing comparison.
We therefore replace V' by its zero-vertical-mean representative

1
(L.1) VO(x,u) = V(z,u) — / V(z,s)ds.
0
Let its continuous affine symmetry space be

(L.2) S ={(a,b) ER" xR:a V,V°+ bV =0}.

The same space is obtained from Q. Indeed D(,;Q = 0 makes D(mb)VO
independent of u, and its vertical mean is zero. Hence that derivative vanishes.

THEOREM L.1 (Symmetry dichotomy). Let (a,b) € .7, and let o € Q™.
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(i) If a- o # b, a smooth closed class-A minimizing foliation ezists at slope «,
without any further condition on the potential.

(ii) If a- o = b, every global periodic cell minimizer at that slope satisfies
(L.3) a-VU =b.
Proof. Take a global cell minimum U from Lemma A.1. Define
h=a-VU -, d=(h)g=a-a—b.
Differentiation of the equation and the symmetry of @ give
Ah=a-Qu(z,U) + Quz,U)a- VU = Qu(z,U)h.

Thus Lyh = 0. Since Ly > 0, any nonzero kernel is its simple positive ground
eigenspace. A nonzero h has one strict sign. If d = 0 this is impossible, so
h = 0, proving the second assertion. Notice that no pre-existing foliation is
needed for this conclusion.

If d # 0, then h/d > 0. Define

Ui(z) = U(x + ta) — tb.

Symmetry makes these solutions and preserves their cell energies. The mean
height of Uy is cg + td, because translating the periodic corrector preserves its
average. Parameterize by ¢ = ¢y + td. Then
h(z + ta)
d
The bounded periodic corrector and the term td show that the family fills each

8cUc(~T) = > 0.

vertical fibre as ¢ ranges over R. It has fixed affine increments on C. Sliding and
mean normalization give (A.4), so it is a natural closed foliation on the original
torus. Calibration gives class-A minimality against all-dimensional competitors.
This proves the first assertion. O

COROLLARY L.2 (The only potentially obstructed slopes). Define
(L.4) K={aeR":a-a=>b for every (a,b) € S}.

Every rational slope outside K has a closed minimizing foliation. Fvery global
periodic minimum at a rational slope in K inherits every symmetry in & .

L.2. Fourier rank and an exact lower-dimensional quotient. Assume @Q # 0.
Its nonzero Fourier coefficients have vertical frequency m # 0. Define

(L.5) & = spang{(k,m) € Z" X Z: @\(k‘,m) # 0}, r=dim.Z.

This is a rational subspace and 1 < r < n + 1; no finiteness of Fourier support
is assumed. Fourier uniqueness gives . = .Z+ and the direct description

K={aecR": (a,~1) c 2.
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In particular, the potentially obstructed set is determined by the real linear
span of the actual Fourier support. We have

si=dim.Y=n+1-r.

The projection of . onto the z-coordinates is injective: a nonzero pure vertical
symmetry would make () independent of u, hence zero by its zero vertical mean.
Let E C R™ be the image. It is a rational subspace of dimension s. There is a
unique § € E such that

(L.6) < ={(a,B-a):a€ E}.

Choosing a rational basis of ' makes the linear system for § rational, so 8 € Q™.
Put d =n — s =r — 1 and choose a rational d x n matrix B whose rows are a
basis of E+. Then

(L.7) K=8+Et={8+BTp:pecR%, G = BBT > 0.
The case d = 0 is interpreted separately below.

THEOREM L.3 (Exact Fourier-rank reduction). After passage to a finite
periodic cover, there is a smooth periodic potential V(y,z) in d = r — 1 base
variables, with a constant positive-definite kinetic matrix G, such that

(L.8) VO(z,u) = V(Bz,u— 8- ).
For each rational p and o = B + BTp, the original problem has a closed
minimizing foliation of slope a if and only if

(L.9) G : ng =-V.(y,v)

has a closed minimizing foliation of slope p for the action with density
%V’UTGV’U ~V(y,v).

The correspondence is

(L.10) U(xz) =B -z +v(Bzx).

Every rational slope outside K is automatic. In particular, the original all-
rational condition is equivalent to the all-rational condition for this d-dimensional
quotient, allowing its constant kinetic form and its specified period lattice.

Proof. The function V (z, z) = VO(z, 2+ 8- ) is invariant under translation
of x by every vector in F, by (L.6). It therefore factors through y = Buz,
proving (L.8) as an identity on Euclidean spaces. A rational right inverse is
Cp = BT(BBT)™!, and one may explicitly set V(y,z) = V(Cgy, 2), since
B-Cpy=0.
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Choose an integer N for which N3 € Z"™ and N B is integral. Then V is
periodic under x ++ x + Nm for m € Z", and V is periodic under the full-rank
lattice

I' = B(NZ") c RY,

and under z — 2z + 1. This is a genuine lattice: B has rational entries and
rank d. These assertions follow directly from (L.8); no irrational quotient is
being silently identified with a torus. Rational slopes in these coordinates are
precisely those made integer-valued on the lattice after a finite cover. They
correspond bijectively to K N Q™.

Take an original closed minimizing foliation at o € K. Each leaf is a global
cell minimum. Corollary 1.2 gives a - VU = -a foreverya € E,soU — 3 - x
factors through Bz and has the form (L.10). Its equation is (L.9) because

VoU=p8+B"Vy,  AU=(BB"):Dv.

It has the required reduced affine increments and positive transverse derivative.
Its bounded deviation and mean height pass to the quotient. The reduced
solution foliation calibrates its leaves: in the constant-G version of (A.3), replace
p in the linear term by Gp, and replace the square by (Vv — p)TG(Vv — p)/2.
Thus it is a closed minimizing foliation.

Conversely, lift a reduced closed solution foliation using (L.10). It is a
solution foliation of the original equation. Its increments close on a finite
cover chosen so that the reduced increments and 8 - x increments are integral.
Lemma A.4 then supplies all-dimensional class-A minimality and descent to
natural rational holonomy on the original torus.

There is also an exact cell variational comparison, independent of that last
calibration. Since BB = 0, the lifted energy is

(L11) ByolU] = 5181 + By le]

Normalized Haar measure on a compatible original torus pushes forward to
normalized Haar measure on the quotient torus, proving this equality without
a missing volume factor. Every original global cell minimum inherits the
symmetry, hence is a lift. Thus minimizing over all original periodic competitors
gives exactly the same infimum as minimizing over the reduced competitors
and adding |3]?/2. In particular, no restriction of the allowed all-dimensional
competitors has been introduced. The reduced force has full Fourier rank
d + 1: the injective frequency map (k,m) — (BT x —m/3,m) lifts its support
to the original support, whose span has dimension r = d 4+ 1. The original
u-independent part in (L.1) merely subtracts its constant cell average. Finally
apply Corollary L.2 outside K. O
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COROLLARY L.4 (Rank one is globally excluded). If Q # 0 has Fourier
rank one, a closed minimizing foliation fails at its single resonant rational slope.
Thus rank-one forces cannot satisfy RHg, at any amplitude.

Proof. Here E = R", K = {f} and the reduced base has dimension zero.
Every global minimizer at 3 satisfies VU = (3, so its leaves would have to be
affine constants in the reduced variable z. Their equation requires V ,(z) = 0.
A foliation fills every z, forcing V., = 0, contrary to Q # 0. O

Remark L.5 (What happens at rank two and full rank). At rank two the
theorem reduces the problem exactly to a one-dimensional periodic Newton
variational problem, after rescaling its constant positive kinetic coefficient and its
period. No separate one-dimensional rigidity theorem is invoked or reproduced
here. At full rank » = n + 1, the symmetry space is zero and the reduction
leaves the original base dimension unchanged. It does not resolve that case.

Ezample L.6. For n > 2, a potential V(z,u) = F(z1,u) has unused di-
rections ea, ..., e,. Every rational slope with (ao,...,a,) # 0 automatically
has a closed minimizing foliation, for an arbitrary smooth F'. The remaining
line ap = - - - = a, = 0 is exactly the one-dimensional problem for F'. Density,
and even full measure of a slope set, is therefore not a replacement for all

rational tests. Here the exceptional line is exactly the symmetry constraint in
Theorem L.1.

L.3. A quantitative, arbitrary-amplitude obstruction. The quotient theorem
is exact for symmetric potentials. The cell gap also gives a robust result for
nearby nonsymmetric potentials.

THEOREM L.7 (Explicit neighborhood of a travelling-wave obstruction).
Let F: T — R be smooth and nonconstant, and let

Vo(z,u) = A(z) + F(lu + k - ), teN, keZ, p=-k/tL.

Use the cubic cell of side €, and let Cp = {/(27) be its normalized L* Poincare
constant. Choose z, with

g« :=max ' — F(z,) > 0, D = ”FIHOO >0,

and define

9« G2
Then Bg(Vy) > 6x. Every smooth periodic potential V' with
0

(L.13) IV -Wlw < 5
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fails the closed rational foliation test at 5. The perturbation may have arbitrary
Fourier support and need not preserve any symmetry.

Proof. Write a competitor as U = - x +w(z) and put z = bw = U + k- x.
The cross kinetic term has zero average. Relative to the global minimum
attained by a constant z maximizing F', the excess energy is exactly

(L.14) (IV2*) + (max F — F(2)) .

1
202
Consider the mean constraint (), = 2.. Set t = <|Vz|2>é/2. Poincaré and the
Lipschitz bound give

(max F' — F(2))o > g« — Dr (|2 — 2¢]) > 9« — DrChpt.

If t < g./(2DpCp), the potential part is at least g./2. Otherwise the nonneg-
ative kinetic part in (L.14) exceeds g2/(8¢2C%D2). Every competitor of that
mean therefore has excess at least d,. Some other mean attains excess zero,
proving the lower bound on the gap. Now (A.6) gives

Bs(V) = 6 — 2|V — Voles > 0.
Apply Theorem A.5. O

For example, with £ = 1 and F(z) = acos(27z), a > 0, choose z, = 1/2.
The explicit bound is
d, = min{a, 1/2}.
Thus arbitrary smooth perturbations of uniform norm less than min{a/2,1/4}
cannot restore the resonant closed foliation. This is a lower bound on an
obstruction, not a claim that the constants or the neighborhood are optimal.

Appendix M. Transition actions and exact source-free identities

This appendix retains the exact reductions from the earlier research notes.
No identity is strengthened to an unproved vanishing statement. Unless a
rational cover is specified, all physical integrals are over M = T"t! with
normalized Haar measure.

M.1. The calibration conjugacy.

PROPOSITION M.1 (Zero-foliation transition action). Suppose a smooth
zero-slope solution foliation has rigid holonomy. Write it as Uy(x,t), periodic in
x, with Up(x,t + 1) = Up(x,t) + 1, and put ¢ = 0;Uy > 0. Under the invertible
graph change

u(x) = Uo(.%', S(l’)), O‘(l’, t) = ¢($,t)2,

the Euclidean action is, modulo its closed Hilbert calibration, exactly

1
(M.1) E,ls] = ;/a(x,s)|V5]2da:, /0 Jole b dt =1,
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Fized-trace minimality, bounded-deviation slopes, and rigid deck laws of other
foliations are preserved.

Proof. Let b(z,u) be the slope field of Uy. The Hilbert identity gives
1 1
(2|Vu2 - V(x,u)) dzr = u*wy + §|Vu — b(z,u)|*dz.

The chain rule gives Vu = b(z, u) + ¢(x, s)Vs, proving the action formula. The
Hilbert term is fixed for fixed-trace comparisons. Both the coordinate map and
its inverse have bounded derivatives on the periodic quotient, so the Sobolev
comparison classes correspond. The identity [¢dt =1 is vertical monodromy.
Since Up(zx,t) — t is bounded and periodic, slopes are preserved. Composing
another foliation with the inverse zero phase directly preserves its deck law. [

The transformed equation is
div(o(z,s)Vs) — %O’t(l', 5)|Vs|2 = 0.
For its slope field p on the physical (z,t) torus, this is
(M.2) divz(op) + O (;alpP) =0.

For an inverse phase T, the corresponding perspective functional is

t
Its first variation gives exactly (M.2); it has a leafwise reparametrization kernel,

drdt, T, >0.

not an automatically invertible full elliptic Hessian.
M.2. A raw resonant-square law.

PROPOSITION M.2. Let p, be any solution-foliation field for (M.2). For
kez" e Z\{0}, and B = —k/¢,

(M.3) olpe — BI2(k, £) = |B]25(k, 0).

In particular the left side is independent of the comparison slope whenever several
actual foliations exist.

Proof. Test (M.2) by e~ 2m{(k-e+) and integrate. The result is

/ o (k Do+ £|pa‘2> e 2milka ) g qp = 0.
" 2

Use k = —¢( and complete the square. No differentiation in slope or change of
deck character is involved. O
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At a = [ the right side is the Fourier coefficient of a nonnegative
deformation-energy density. Its mean is determined by the exact perspective
Bregman gap:

Folt=5-al= Sols) =5 [ lns P

If |lo — 1]l < € < 1, cohomology gives [ ¢ =1, [ gpg = B, and Cauchy—Schwarz
gives [ qlpg|> > |B]%. Comparing the actual and affine phase actions therefore
yields

(M.4) /Ma|p5 — ,8]2 < 26|[5’]2.

This estimate is denominator-uniform, but is only linear in e for the squared
defect. It is not a nonlinear contraction for the Fourier coefficient in (M.3).

For comparison, in the original Euclidean variables every rigid phase of the
resonant slope satisfies the exact identity

(M.5) Q) = it [ Ips = BP0
M

It follows by testing div, pg + 0u(|ps|?/2) = Q with the same physical character.
The constant term in the completed square integrates to zero since £ # 0.

M.3. Pairwise and mized phase identities, with their correct scope. Let 7,
be finitely many admissible phases of actual foliations for one force @, and set
qr = (Tv)u, Pr = —Va7r/q. We require every test used below to descend to
the integration torus. Arbitrary smooth periodic functions of the phases are
permitted for integer slopes, or on a common rational cover for rational slopes.
They are not automatically permitted for arbitrary irrational slopes.

PROPOSITION M.3 (Pairwise phase-flatness). For two actual fields and
every legal one-phase test g,

/ ¢ (7)s|pa — pol2 = 0.

More generally, for a legal H(7q, ),

/[QaHl(TaaTb) — @y Ha(7a, 7)]|pa — o> = 0.

Proof. Subtract the two residual equations. Their difference is the diver-
gence of (pa — Py, (|pal® — |pp]?)/2). Test it by H, use dr. = q,(du — p, - dx),
and integrate. The two coefficients after completing squares are —|pg — pp|?/2
and |pg — pp|?/2. The first assertion follows by taking H to depend only on its
second argument. O
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PRrROPOSITION M.4 (Mixed chain rule, not an annihilation theorem). For a
legal F € C=(TY),

(M'6) /M QuF(T) dm = % Z /M Frs(T)QTQS|pr - ps|2 dm.

Proof. The continuity equation gives V,q, = —pr(¢r)u — ¢ (pr )y Substitu-
tion into a product derivative yields

Q= diVm(Qrpr) + au(Qr|pT‘2)'

Multiply by F,(7) and sum. After integration by parts, using V. F, =
—> s Frsqsps and 0, F. = >, Frsqs, we obtain

/Qa F(r Z/ rs@rds(pr - ps — [pr]?).

Symmetrization gives minus one half the squared distance. Integrating the left
side by parts in u proves (M.6). O

There is also a pointwise differential-form version. Put Q = dz; A--- A
dzy, N\du, Y, = (QTpT7q7"pT|2)7 nr = 1y, £, and Ao = 15,§2. Then

ZFquTqS|pT‘ ps‘ —FQ,

.8

0= d[ZFmT QF/\()}.

This follows by the same product rule, using dn, = ¢,Qf and drs(Y;) =
¢-qs(|pr)?> — pr - ps). Stokes’ theorem gives (M.6), not vanishing of either side.
If the phase-cylinder algebra is point-separating and dense, vanishing for all
such F' would already imply @, = 0. It is not an additional polarization step
supplied by Proposition M.3.

M.4. Leafwise Hessian and Haar factorizations.

PropPOSITION M.5 (Exact periodic trace-free Hessian identity). For a
rational closed leaf U, put A = D?*U and S = A — (AU)I/n. Then

Lipve= [@op [1s2="= [ q@op

Proof. The affine part of U has zero Hessian. For its periodic corrector,

integration by parts twice gives f Ufj = f U;;Uj;. Sum and use the orthogonal
trace decomposition. This is the standard periodic Hessian identity, not a new
vanishing mechanism. O

For a fixed phase write D; = 0, + p;0, and r = p,. Differentiating the
residual gives

Qu = Z D;r; + |r|2, divx,u D, =r;.
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Hence for every smooth periodic 7,

1 1 1
M. D1-2u2“=/ Din— =r;
(M.7) /M [Z;I nl? + 5 Qui? + ZIrf*n le: 0= ST

Indeed the cross term on the right is —3 [ r;D;(n?) = & [ n*(Dir; + 7). The

formula is a nonnegative factorization, but its two potential terms cannot be
separated into independent signs.

2

M.5. High integer slopes and separation of phase characters. The next
statement retains only the norms justified directly by the fixed-cell equations.
In particular it does not claim high physical-coordinate regularity uniformly in
the slope.

PROPOSITION M.6 (Uniform integer-slope flattening). Suppose smooth rigid
solution foliations exist at a sequence of integer slopes a € 7™ with |a| — oo.
Normalize their leaf parameter by the spatial mean and write

Ug(z,t) = a-x 4+t + wy(z,t), / we(x,t) dz = 0.

For every 0 < v < 1,
(M.8) sup [wa (s )1 (pny — 0, sup 10:Ua(-, t) = 1|1 (pny — 0.

For the corresponding mean-normalized inverse phases,
I7a = (u=a-2)llcory — 0, llga — | co@ary — 0.

Proof. The mean parametrization is an increasing degree-one diffeomor-
phism, since U; > 0. Integer slope makes w, periodic on the fixed unit cell. Its
equation and normalization are

Aw, = Q(z,a -+t + w,), /wa—O.

The right side is uniformly bounded. The zero-mean periodic Poisson estimate
therefore bounds w, in every fixed WP, uniformly in a,t. Choosing p large
makes these families precompact in the displayed C17 space.

We justify the oscillatory limit, including its uniformity. Expand the smooth
zero-vertical-mean force in its absolutely convergent Fourier series, and first
retain finitely many modes (k,m), all with m # 0. For a smooth periodic test
¢, each retained integral has the form

p2mimt C(x)BQﬂi(k+ma)-xe2ﬂ'imwa (z,t) dzr.
Tn

Integration by parts in the constant direction (k + ma)/|k + mal? bounds it

by Ckm.c/|k + mal, using the uniform C! bound for w,. The Fourier tail is

uniformly small. Thus the right side of the Poisson equation tends to zero
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distributionally, uniformly in ¢. Every subsequential limit of wg(-, t,) is harmonic
with mean zero, and hence vanishes. Compactness proves the first limit in
(M.8).

Put ¢, = 0;U, > 0. It satisfies

A¢a = Qu(xa Ua)¢a, - ¢ = 1.

The fixed-cell Harnack inequality for this bounded zero-order coefficient gives
uniform positive upper and lower bounds. Periodic elliptic estimates then bound
b4 in every fixed W2P. The same Fourier argument applies to Q,(z, Uy)da: in
each retained mode the amplitude is now (¢,e2™™Wa  still uniformly C'. Since
Q. also has zero vertical mean, every limit of ¢, is harmonic with mean one. It
equals one. This proves the second limit.

At fixed (z,u), inversion gives 7, = u—a-r—wq(x, 7)) and gg = 1/pq(x, 74)-
The uniform C° conclusions follow. Differentiating these identities in physical
x introduces the large slope; no stronger physical-coordinate conclusion is
made. (]

COROLLARY M.7 (A separating phase algebra, not a vanishing theorem).
If rigid solution foliations exist at every integer slope, their phase characters
generate a uniformly dense self-adjoint algebra in C(M). Under this hypothesis
the assertion that the right side of (M.6) wvanishes for every finite integer-slope
family and every periodic smooth F' is equivalent to Q,, = 0, and hence to QQ = 0.

Proof. Use the mean-normalized phases. Suppose two points have equal
characters 2™ for every integer a. Taking the quotient of the characters for
a = Ne;j and a = (N + 1)e; and letting N — oo recovers equality of e™%i at
the two points, for every j. With x fixed on the torus, any one strictly increasing
degree-one phase then gives equality of u modulo one. Thus the characters
separate points. Stone—Weierstrass applies to their unital self-adjoint algebra.
Relabelling a phase by a degree-one circle diffeomorphism does not alter joint
point separation.

By (M.6), the asserted vanishing means that @, dm annihilates every
smooth phase cylinder, hence every monomial in that algebra. Density implies
Q. = 0. Conversely @), = 0 makes the mixed identity vanish. Finally the vertical
mean of () is zero, so vertical constancy means () = 0. This equivalence is why
the mixed vanishing cannot be inserted as an already established polarization
lemma. O

M.6. Weighted Riccati identities and the shear term. For one actual smooth
foliation put D; = 0y, + piOy, 7 = py, and A;; = D;p;. Then A is symmetric,
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trA= -V, and

Qu=>Y Diri+|r[>,  diveuD;=rs
7

A

For any \ # 0, multiplication by e™*" and physical integration by parts give

(M.9) / e (V2 + 7 (V,V +pV,)] dm = 0.
M

Indeed the |r|?> term cancels the divergence of D;, leaving fe_)‘VQu =
)\fe_)‘vr - DV; vertical integration of @, = —V,, gives the negative of
A e A2,

A more general scalar weight records the dimensional shear explicitly. Put
W, = exp(—|p|?/2 — nV). The same integration gives

(M.10) / Wn[r'Ap%—nr‘VxV—i—(77+1)Vup'r+nVu2]dm:O.
M

To check this, the Riccati equation gives [[W,Q, = [W,r - D(|p|*/2 + nV),
whereas vertical integration gives [[W,Q, = — [ W, Vi, (p -7+ nV,). Set ¢, =
(n—1)/n and S = A+ (V,,/n)I. Substituting n = —¢, in (M.10) cancels the
trace terms and yields

(M.11) Cn/ PP/ 2renV 2 gy / e PP/ 2tV (S — 0,V V) dim.
M M

No sign is asserted for the right side. The scalar shear transgression in Ap-
pendix N explains why a signed slope-space integration does not supply an
additional positive remainder.

Appendix N. Slope-chart moments, degree, and a sharp equality
criterion

This appendix concerns an auxiliary setting with an explicit additional
regularity hypothesis. Let O C R™ be open and suppose

Ta =u—a-z+ Yz, u), (o, z,u) = Yoz, u) is smooth on O x M,

is a family of admissible solution phases for the same V. Their densities need
not agree. The smooth slope chart is assumed here, not deduced from separate
existence of foliations. No result in the main common-volume proof uses this
appendix.

N.1. Differentiating the deck law. Before using a slope derivative, we record
the deck law it satisfies. This distinguishes a smooth chart of rigid foliations
from a stronger affine ansatz for the leaves themselves.
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LEMMA N.1 (The Jacobi factor in a slope derivative). Let a — U, be a C*
family in the slope parameter, smooth in (x,t), satisfying

Us(x +m,t) = Ug(z,t +a-m), m e Z".

Assume that the mized derivatives used below exist. Put W; = 8aj Uala=a, and
@ = 0Uq,. Then

(N.1) Wiz +m,t) = Wj(z,t + ag - m) + mjp(z,t 4+ ag - m).

In particular, at ag = 0 the increment is mjp(z,t), not m;. If every leaf solves
AU, = Q(z,U,), then, at this zero-slope foliation,
(N.2) div, ((,DQVQU%) =0, %(x +m,t) = %(Iﬂ,t) +m;.
P P ¥
Proof. Differentiate the rigid deck identity at fixed (x, m,t). The derivative
of the shifted phase t + a-m gives the second term in (N.1). At slope zero, both
W; and ¢ solve

Ayw = Qy(x,Up)w.
Hence

W.
div, (ﬁvzgj) = oA\, W; — WAz = 0.

The function ¢ is positive and periodic in x. Dividing (N.1) by it gives the
remaining assertion. O

Ezample N.2 (A smooth local slope chart with nonzero force). Take 5 = e;
in Theorem 3.3. The resulting potential is

Viz,u) = —% sin4(7r(u —z1)).

Its nonexceptional rotating profiles form a smooth slope chart on a neighbour-
hood of a = 0, while V, # 0. Indeed, the transformed slope is a — ey, bounded
away from zero there. The period map has strictly negative derivative, so
the selected energy depends smoothly on |a — e;|. The normalized primitive
and its inverse are then smooth in (a,z,t) by the implicit-function theorem.
The corresponding inverse-phase corrections are periodic in (x, ). Thus local
smoothness in slope, with the actual rigid deck law, does not by itself force
rigidity. An ansatz giving Wj(z + m,t) = Wj(x,t) + m; would impose an
additional restriction; it is not a consequence of rigid holonomy.

N.2. Matrix moments and degree. Define
1
o (a) = / Qo <2\le|2 — V) dm, Bg = Duapa, H,= D> (a).
M

Here (Bqa)ij = Oajpayi.
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LEMMA N.3 (Two matrix moments). On this chart,

(N.3) Voo = / Do dm, H, = / By dm = / GaBI B, dm,
M M M
and
(N.4) / ¢2Bodm = 1I,,.
M

Proof. A slope variation by h changes the phase form by —h - dz + d(Op1q).
The periodic exact part pairs to zero with the divergence-free first derivative of
the phase integrand. This gives

Dt (a)[h] = h- /M padm,

and differentiation gives H, = f B,. For two nearby slopes, the perspective
Bregman identity gives the exact relation

(N5) ()= (@)= (=) [ padm=3 [ aslps—palim.

Indeed, the difference of the two phase forms has constant cohomological part
(=B + «,0) and periodic exact part, which gives precisely the displayed linear
term. Set B = a + th, divide by #2/2, and let t — 0. Smoothness proves
hTHoh = [ qo|Bah|?, hence the last equality in (N.3).

For the second moment put Y; = —0u;Ta = 2j — Oa,;%q- Differentiating
Dty = 0 gives
(N.6) DY = qa(Ba)ij-

The vector field g, D' is divergence-free on M. Since Y; — x; is periodic,

/ qi(Ba)ij dm = / 4o DJYj dm = 0;; Jo dm = 0;;.
M M M
This proves (N.4). O
LEMMA N.4 (Cohomological degree identity). At every slope of the chart,
(N.7) / ¢ det By dm = 1.
M

No sign condition on det By is required.

Proof. Suppress «. Differentiation of V,7 = —qp yields

Ou.
24 dr.

dY} :qZBide‘i*

Wedge these n identities with dr. Terms with two factors dr vanish, giving

dYi A+ ANdY, Adr = ¢" T det Bday A -+ A day, A du.
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The forms on the left are periodic and closed. Their cohomology classes are

[dY;] = [dz;] and [d7] = [du — a - dz], whose cup product integrates to one.
This proves (N.7). The argument uses closed forms, not a circle-valued phase
at an arbitrary real slope. O

THEOREM N.5 (Slope-entropy square and its equality case). Put Msz(«a) =
[y 42 dm. Then

(N.8)  H,— M:(a)l - /M o (Ba - MZ?@OT (Ba - MZ?Q)O dm.

Consequently Hy, = Ms(a)~ 1. For n > 2, equality in

(N.9) det Hy > Ms(a) ™"

at one slope forces V, = 0. The bound is attained by affine phases of a u-
idependent potential.

Proof. Expand the right side of (N.8). Equations (N.3) and (N.4) give the
three terms
2 1
Hy,— —1+—1I
VAR VA
proving the identity. If the determinant inequality is equality, all eigenvalues of
H, must equal Mj3 L Positivity of ¢, then makes the square vanish pointwise,
SO
qo
By, =—1.
e’ M3
The degree identity becomes

(N.10) / ¢t dm = (/ Q@ dm) .
M M

Regard g, dm as a probability measure. Jensen’s inequality for the strictly
convex function ¢ + t", applied to t = ¢2 and n > 2, gives the inequality
corresponding to (N.10). Equality forces ¢2 to be constant. Thus g, = 1, and
Lemma 5.3 gives V,, = 0. Affine phases have ¢ =1, B =1 and H = I, proving
attainability. ([

This is an equality criterion, not a proof that equality is attained by an
arbitrary complete integral. The chart hypothesis and the equality hypothesis
cannot be removed by citing the moment identities themselves. In particular,
the signed degree formula alone provides neither a positive slope-space measure
nor a nonfolding theorem.
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N.3. Weighted Piola identities and the fold term. The following formulas
require a C? local slope chart a — p,(z, u); this hypothesis is not derived from
separate rational foliations. Set

D; = 0y, + piOu, T = Py, Aij = Dipj,
B = D,p, J =det B, C = cof B.
The matrix A is symmetric by graph integrability. All identities in this section
are local in slope, and no global change of variables in a is assumed.

PropPOSITION N.6 (Full weighted Piola balance). For every smooth g :
R” —» R,
(N.11) 3u(g(p)J) = diva(g(p)C'r),
(N.12) 05,(9(p)J) + Ou(pig(p)J) = diva(g(p)CT A),
where Az = (Aﬂ, e ,Am)T.

Proof. The Piola identity is d,,Cjs = 0. Differentiating A;; = D;p; gives

DiBjs = 8aSAij - BZ'ST]‘.

Contract with Cj, use CBT = JI, and obtain D;J + Jr; = div,(CT A;). This
is (N.12) for g = 1. Likewise 0,Bjs = 0q,1; gives (N.11) for g = 1. For the
weighted formulas, D,[g(p)] = BT V,g and (BTV,g)-CTX = JV,g-X. Product

differentiation now proves both displays. The calculations are polynomial in
B, C, so no division by J and no exclusion of its zero set occurred. O

If, in addition, the map a +— py(z,u) is proper of degree one on all R™, the
signed area formula gives

[ oale ) wda= | gl (g€ CX@)

The properness and degree are assumptions in this statement, not conclusions
of Proposition N.6. This is a signed identity; it does not supply a positive
invariant measure.

At a regular fold set ¥, ,, = {a : Jo(x,u) = 0} with V,J # 0, let v, point
from J < 0 to J > 0. Distributionally in the slope variable,

VasgnJ = 2u, H" 2,0
The chain rule for |J| and (N.11) therefore give
(N.13)  u(g(p)|J]) = diva(sgn J g(p)CTr) = 29(p)(CTr - va) H" [ Dayu.

The analogous horizontal formula replaces r by A; on the slope side and has left
side Oz, (g|J]) + Ou(pig|J|). These identities follow by multiplying the signed
formula by sgn J; derivatives of the sign in physical variables multiply J and
vanish. The extra slope flux in (N.13) has no sign supplied by the hypotheses.
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N.4. A scalar shear transgression and its limitation. On a regular chart,
put S = A—QI/n and D;; = 0p,r;. The division-free interpretation is

JDij = staas’l“i.

For any smooth weight ®(x,u,p) for which the outer slope-boundary terms
vanish, integration by parts gives

(N.14) /<I>JS :D = /J[@(Qu —|r?) + - <vxq> + p®, + gvp@) }

Here and in this paragraph integration is over the physical torus and the slope
domain. To verify the identity, begin with [ ®S,;C;s0,,r; and integrate in a.
Use
staaSSij =D;J + Jr;, ZDZ‘T,' =Qu— ‘T”z,
(2

then integrate D;J in physical variables, whose divergence contributes r;. The
AV, ® and SV,® terms leave (Q/n)V,®, proving (N.14).
For the Gaussian weight W = exp(—|p|?/2 — V/n), a noncompact slope
integral requires an additional justification. We give the cutoff identity first.
Suppose the chart is defined on all R™, the map

(z,u,a) — (x,u, po(z,u))
is proper, and each fibre map a — pq(z,u) has degree one. The properness
here is joint in the physical and slope variables. Choose pgr € C°(R™) with

0 < pr <1, equal to one on |p| < R, supported on |p| < 2R, and |Vpr| < C/R.
Then (N.14), applied to ® = pr(p)W, gives

1 1
/pR(p)WJ (4/3 + P4 =V V4 S D>
(N.15) , " "
— =~ [ WIQr-Vyon)

All integrals in this display have compact support in slope. As before, JS : D
is interpreted by its division-free cofactor expression at singular points of the
chart.

To verify the formula, the derivative terms in (N.14) satisfy

1
p®, + vacb - QWVppR, V,d = ——®V,V,
n n n

where these are partial derivatives with p fixed. After rearranging, the remaining
term is

[ortows (Qu+v2).

The signed degree formula makes this equal to

_ (/n pR<p)ef|p\2/2 dp> /M 3u(6fv/"Vu) dm — 0.



98 ROBERT JENKINSON ALVAREZ

This proves (N.15) without discarding a boundary contribution.
For example, the uncut identity follows if, in addition,

(N.16) /W|J|(1+ Ir[2) < oo, /W|JS . D| < .

The right-hand side of (N.15) then tends to zero by Cauchy—Schwarz and the
bound on Vpgr. Dominated convergence on the left gives

1 1
/WJ(an+|r\2+nr-VxV+S:D> =0.

Properness and degree alone are not being used to infer (N.16). This is a
conditional compensation identity, not a positive remainder or a global rigidity
argument. Replacing J by |J| also retains the fold contribution in (N.13).

N.5. Ezxact affine-cover covariance. Suppose a family with rigid phases is
given, and let N € N, m € Z". Define

VN’m(l',U) = N_QV(LL"NU +m- .'L'),
UéV,m(g;,t) = N’l(UNWm(x,Nt) —m-z).

Direct substitution proves the equation, ordering, and rigid deck laws. The
kinetic cross term from the shear is a divergence, so fixed-trace minimality is
preserved after multiplying the action by N~2. The inverse phase is

Tév’m(x, v) = N rnm(z, No +m - ).
Consequently, with the original fields evaluated at (z, Nv 4+ m - x),

N N
q'y ™= QN'erm, pfy = (pN'erm - m)/Na
BY'™ = Bnygms 13 = T'Nytm.
The leaf Hessian and its trace-free part scale by N~!. In the pure vertical case
m = 0, at the covered slope 7 = a/N, Haar preservation by u — Nu gives, for
every finite s > 1,

)

N,0 1+1/sBNO H
(@

a/N a/N

1+1/s a‘

and the signed degree density becomes (¢"*!det B,)(x, Nu). Its integral is
unchanged. Boundedness of these norms and preservation of signed degree do
not force strong convergence: a nonconstant vertical profile can persist as pure
oscillation. No compactness-to-rigidity step is inferred from these equalities.

Appendix O. Scalar regularity needed by the selector

For clarity we record the standard regularity input, including why the
concrete integrand satisfies it. No regularity of an independently chosen slope
family is used.
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LEMMA O.1. Let J € C®°(T"xR") satisfy A\ < Jeg = AT and |Jpe(z, )| <
C(1+1&]). If f € C°°(T™) has zero mean, then the unique mean-zero minimizer
of [ J(x,Vg) — fg is smooth. Its smooth norms are locally controlled by the
data and its H' bound.

Proof. The first variation is —div, Je(x, Vg) = f. Difference quotients
tested against their own cutoffs give g € H? locally (globally on the torus): the
elliptic main term controls second derivatives and the mixed derivative bound
controls the error by C(1+ |Vg|). Let v = (1+|Vg|?)!/2. Differentiating in 2,
in the weak sense yields

— diVm(Mng) = fj + div, Bj,
M = Jgg(l’,vg% Bj = ijg(a:,Vg), ‘BJ| < Cw.

We spell out the gradient estimate. First use truncated versions of gjvp_Q as
test functions, sum in 7, and then remove the truncation. The principal terms
are

Z/UP_QMng -Vg; + (p—2) /vp_QMVv - V.
J
They are bounded below by
)\/vp_z\D29|2 +Ap —2) /vp_2|Vv\2.

The divergence terms involving B; are bounded by Cp [vP~1|D?g|, and the
terms involving f; by C [P, since v > 1. Young’s inequality absorbs half of
the first principal term and leaves Cp? [ vP. Since |Vo| < |D?g|, we obtain, for
p=2,

0.1) /W(vm)\? < Cp4/vp.

The difference-quotient argument justifying the differentiated equations gives
the same estimates for the truncated tests, so no prior boundedness of Vg is
used. Sobolev iteration gives

IVgllee < ClI(L+ Vg% 22

In dimension two, use any fixed finite Sobolev exponent; in dimension one, use
the one-dimensional embedding.

The equations for each g; are now uniformly elliptic scalar divergence-
form equations with bounded divergence data. De Giorgi—Nash estimates give
gj € C% for some ¥ > 0. Then M and Bj are Holder continuous, and the
divergence-form Schauder estimate gives g; € C LY Subsequent differentiation
and Schauder estimates bootstrap to smoothness. Compactness of the torus
removes boundary issues. These are standard scalar elliptic steps; see [6]. The
calculation (F.21) verifies their growth hypotheses for the selector. ([
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