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HOMOGENIZATION OF PATHWISE HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS

BENJAMIN SEEGER

ABSTRACT. We present qualitative and quantitative homogenization results for pathwise Hamilton-
Jacobi equations with “rough” multiplicative driving signals. When there is only one such signal
and the Hamiltonian is convex, we show that the equation, as well as equations with smooth
approximating paths, homogenize. In the multi-signal setting, we demonstrate that blow-up or
homogenization may take place. The paper also includes a new well-posedness result, which gives
explicit estimates for the continuity of the solution map and the equicontinuity of solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the asymptotic behavior, as ¢ — 0, of pathwise Hamilton-Jacobi equations driven by a
“rough” continuous signal W : [0,00) — RM,

M
(1.1) du + ZHi(Due,az/e) ~dWi=0 in R x (0,00), u’(-,0) =ug on RY.
i=1

The initial condition ug belongs to BUC (R?), the space of bounded, uniformly continuous functions
on R?. We expect homogenization to occur if the dependence of H? in the spatial variable y = /e
has some sort of self-averaging property. In this paper, this will be periodicity or stationary
ergodicity.

The interpretation of (I.1]) is determined by the regularity of W. For example, if W is differentiable,
then dW and du® represent respectively the time derivatives of u¢ and W, which we denote by
u§ = uf(x,t) and W = W, = W(t). In this case, u¢ is defined in the usual Crandall-Lions viscosity
sense, the theory for which is outlined in the User’s Guide by Crandall, Ishii, and Lions [§]. If
W has bounded variation, then (LI]) falls within the scope of equations with L'-time dependence
considered by Lions and Perthame [17] and Ishii [I3]. In either setting, the symbol - stands for
multiplication.

Here, we allow W to be any continuous signal. The typical examples are sample paths of continuous
stochastic processes, such as Brownian motion, in which case W is nowhere differentiable and has
unbounded variation on every interval. For such W, the symbol - should be thought of as the
Stratonovich differential.

The theory for (L)) in this generality was developed by Lions and Souganidis in [19], [20], [21],
and [22], and is discussed in more detail in the forthcoming book [23]. Proving well-posedness is
more challenging than in the classical viscosity setting, especially for spatially dependent H*. In
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general, strong regularity is required for the Hamiltonians, and (I.I)) is only well-posed for W in
certain Holder spaces.

In the single path case M = 1, if the Hamiltonian is uniformly convex, one can weaken the
regularity assumptions and prove well-posedness for any continuous W. This is discussed by Lions
and Souganidis in a forthcoming work [I§], and a specific example is considered by Friz, Gassiat,
Lions, and Souganidis in [I1].

We briefly outline the results proved in this paper, giving the precise statements later. The various
assumptions, including the homogenization rate assumption (B.8]) that we reference below, are listed
in Section [3

We first study the single path setting,

(1.2) du€ + H(Du,z/e) -dW =0 in R x (0, 00), u(-,0) =ug on RY.

Following [18], we prove the following new well-posedness result.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that H is smooth, uniformly convez, and, for some ¢ > 1, positively
homogenous of degree ¢'. Then, for all € > 0, ug € BUC(R?), and W € C([0,00),R), (L2) admits
a unique pathwise viscosity solution in the sense of Lions and Souganidis. Moreover, the solution

operator for (IL2) is uniformly continuous in W, and the modulus of continuity for uc(-,t) depends
only on the growth of H.

Using Theorem [I.T], we prove that, as e — 0, u¢ converges to the unique solution of a homogenized
equation of the form

(1.3) du+ H(Du)-dW =0 in R? x (0,00), u(-,0) =ug on RY.

Theorem 1.2. In addition to the hypotheses of Theorem [I1], assume ([B.8]). Then there exists
H : R4 — R such that, for all ug € BUC(R?) and W € C([0,00),R), the solution u¢ of ([L2)
converges locally uniformly, as e — 0, to the solution u of (L3). Moreover, the convergence is
uniform over all ug with uniformly bounded Lipschitz constant.

For more general Hamiltonians, we replace W with a smooth signal W€ that converges locally
uniformly, as € — 0, to W, and study the initial value problem

(1.4) uf + H(Dus,z/e)Wf =0 in R? x (0,00), u(-,0) =up on R%
By imposing quantitative control on the increasing roughness of W€ for small ¢, we are able to
prove the following;:

Theorem 1.3. Assume [B.8) and that H is coercive, Lipschitz, and conver. Then there exists H :
R? — R such that, for all ug € BUC(R?) and W € C([0,00),R), and for a smooth approzimating
family {W<}eso of W, the solution u® of (IL4) converges locally uniformly, as € — 0, to the solution

u of (L3).

We then consider the multidimensional case M > 1, again using a smooth approximation W€ of W.
We assume that all but one of the Hamiltonians are independent of Du¢, so that, after relabeling,
(LI) becomes, for H : RY x R? — R and f = (f*, f2,..., fM 1) : R? » RM~1,

M—1
(15)  uf+HDu z/e) W + 3 fla/e)W =0 inR? x (0,00), u(,0) =up on R”.

i=1
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Theorem 1.4. If WM<e = 1, H grows at least linearly in Duf, and (W', W2, ..., WM=1) has
unbounded variation, then, as € — 0, lim._,qgu® = —oco. On the other hand, if ug =0, M =2, and

fot sgn(Wsz’E) Wlk|ds converges in law as e — 0, then so does u(z,-) for all x € R%.

These contrasting examples indicate that the analysis of the more general problem (IZ1]) is sensitive
to the different levels of coercivity of the Hamiltonians, as well as the correlation between the
various components of the driving signal.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we discuss the difficulties that arise in applying the
classical homogenization theory to (LI]) and the strategies we use to overcome them. In Sections
Bland @ we list the assumptions and some preliminary results that are used throughout the paper.
In Sections Bl and [, we study the behavior of respectively equations (2]) and (I4]), and in Sections
[ and B, we investigate the multiple path case (LI]). Finally, in the Appendix, we state and prove
the well-posedness results.

Notation. For open O C RN UC(0) (BUC(0O)) denotes the set of (bounded) uniformly
continuous functions on 0. We write wy for the modulus of continuity of f € UC(O) and
| fllo := sup,co |f(x)| for bounded f. We sometimes use ||f||,, = ||f|lo when there is no am-
biguity for O. If W : [0,00) — R is a continuous path, w7 = ww is the modulus of continuity of
W on the interval [0, 7], and the dependence on T is suppressed where it does not cause confusion.

We denote by C%1(0) the space of bounded, Lipschitz continuous functions on O, and for f €
C%1(0), |IDf||,, is the Lipschitz constant of f. For 0 < o < 1 and 0 < T < oo, C*([0,7]) is
the space of a-Hélder continuous functions on [0,77, and [W],, 7 is the a-seminorm on [0, 7. Set
Np := NU{0}. For k € Ny, C*(O) (CF(O)) are the usual spaces of functions possessing (bounded)
derivatives up to order k. If g € [1,00], ¢’ denotes the dual exponent given by % + % =1, and Whe
and VVO1 ? are the usual Sobolev spaces. Throughout the paper, we omit the domain or range of
function spaces whenever it is clear from the context.

The Legendre transform G* of a convex G : RY — R is given by G*(p) 1= sup,cpa (p- 2 — G(2)).
For R >0, Bg:= {z € R?: |z| < R} and Ag := {(z,y) € R? x R?: |z — y| < R}. The signum of
¢ € R is denoted by sgn(§). For r € N, I, is the r-by-r identity matrix.

For A,B,D € R, A <p B means that there exists C' = C(D) > 0 such that A < CB. If A <p B
and A 2 p B, then we say A ~p B. If the dependence of C on D is not important, we write A < B
or A~ B.

2. THE DIFFICULTIES AND GENERAL STRATEGY

We first make the formal assumption that, for some u solving a homogenized equation of the form
du + H(Du,t) = 0, the solution u¢ of (I.I]) has the expansion

u(z,t) = u(x,t) + ev(z /e, t).



4 BENJAMIN SEEGER

An asymptotic analysis yields that, for fixed p € R? and t > 0 (here, p = Du(z,t) and y = ), v
should solve

M
(2.1) > H'(Dyv+p,y)-dW'(t) = H(p,t) inR"
i=1

In the classical homogenization theory, this equation, known as the cell problem or the macroscopic
equation, admits appropriate solutions v, called correctors, for at most one value H(p,t). This
uniquely determines the effective Hamiltonian, while the correctors, or certain approximations,
play a central role in the proof of homogenization. See Lions, Papanicolaou, Varadhan [16] or
Evans [9] for a more detailed discussion.

Due to the lack of regularity of W, ([Z.I)) has no meaning. We approximate W by a Cl-path W7
and consider the problem

M
(2.2) ug! + ZHi(Due’",m/e)Wti’" =0 in R?x (0,00), u(-,0) = ug  on R%
i=1

We are then led to study, for fixed p € R? and ¢ € RM, the well-defined equation

M
(2.3) > H(Dyv+py)¢ =H(pE) inR

i=1
Formally, as ¢ — 0 for fixed n, u®" — @, where u” solves
(2.4) ) + HDw", W) =0 inRYx(0,00), @(-,0)=ug onR%

The next step is to identify the limiting behavior, as n — 0, of @". This is impeded by the
fact that the equation (Z3)) for v is nonlinear. In particular, we cannot expect that there exist

Hl,ﬁz, . ,FM : RY — R such that H takes the form
M ‘

(2.5) H(p,¢) = H(p)¢"
i=1

To illustrate this difficulty, we fix p € R? and write S(W") for the solution u" of ([2.4) with initial
condition ug(z) = p-x. If H is continuous, then so is H, and, hence, the solution operator
S CY[0,T],RM) — UC(R? x [0,T1]) is continuous in view of the comparison principle.

Now, for &;,& € RM | define the piecewise linear path W" by Wy =0 and, for k € Ny,

W 26, ift e (2kn, 2k + 1)n),
P26 ifte (2k+1)n, (2k +2)n).

As n — 0, W7 converges uniformly to W; := (£ + &)t. Moreover, £ — H(p,§) is positively
1-homogenous, as can be seen from multiplying (2.3]) by a positive constant, and so

SW)(x,t) =p-x —/0 H(p, Wl ds ™% p-a — (H(p, &) + H(p.&2)) .

On the other hand,
SW)(z,t) =p-z— H(p,& + &)t
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Therefore, S does not have a continuous extension to piecewise C'-paths unless & + H(p, &) is
additive. In view of the positive homogeneity, this is equivalent to (2.5]).

When M = 1, &3] holds if (—H) = —H for the macroscopic problems
(2.6) H(Dyvy +p,y)=H(p) and —H(Dyo- +p,y)=(-H)(p) R

As we demonstrate in Lemma [£.]] this is satisfied whenever p — H(p,y) is convex.

The inequality (—H) # —H creates an even more striking obstruction to the convergence of u".
Namely, for any smooth W7,

S(WMN(z,t)=p-z— H(p) —é—H)(p) W — H(p) _|_é_H)(p) /Ot ‘Wsn

Therefore, if W = lim,_,o W" has unbounded variation, then " may blow up in general, unless
(-H)=—H.

ds.

When this equality holds, (24]) becomes
(2.7) ! + HDTW! =0 inR?x (0,00), @(-,0)=up onR%

Lemma 2] which is due to Lions and Souganidis [20], gives a necessary and sufficient condition for
H (which is satisfied for convex H) that ensures that, for any initial condition ug and approximating
family {W"},50 of W, " has, as n — 0, a local uniform limit w as n — 0. Moreover, u is
independent of the choice of approximating paths, and so, following [20], u is defined to be the

unique solution of (L3]).

In general, we are not able to estimate the homogenization error u"7 — @ uniformly in 7, so it is
necessary to estimate u¢ — u®" uniformly in e. This can be accomplished if H satisfies (8.4). For
more general Hamiltonians, the same strategy is used to carry out a quantitative analysis of (L4)).

3. ASSUMPTIONS

3.1. The Hamiltonian. We assume that the Hamiltonians H are uniformly coercive and uni-
formly Lipschitz continuous for bounded gradients, that is,

(3.1) lim inf H(p,y) = +oo, and, for all R > 0, H € C%! (BR X ]Rd) )

|p|—=+o0 yeR?

A stronger requirement is that, for some ¢ > 1 and 0 < ¢ < C,

(32) c(pl? = 1) < H(p,y) < C(pl" +1) and  [DpH(p,y)| < C(|p|* " + 1)
As indicated in Section 2] we also use
(3.3) H(-,y) is convex for all y € RY.

The well-posedness results for (L2]) require

p > H*(p,-) and p — H(p,-) are strictly convex on compact subsets of R?\{0},
H* € C}(BR\By/r x R?) for all R > 1,

H*(p,-) > 0 for all p # 0, and

H*(tp,y) = t1H*(p,y) for some ¢ > 1 and for all (p,y) € R? x R? and ¢ > 0.

(3.4)
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3.2. The regularized paths. For continuous W : [0,00) — R™ and 1 > 0, we consider the
piecewise linear interpolation of W of W with partition size n. That is, for £k € Ny and t €
[kn, (k + 1)n],

Wirnyy — W,

(3.5) W) = Wiy + Bt k).

Because W is not continuous, ‘the classical viscosity theory does not immediately apply to the
equation Ut+2¢]\i1 H'(Du,z)W,"" = 0. The solution is defined by solving Ut+2i]\il HY (DU, z)¢ =
0 forward in time on each interval that W = £ is constant.

3.3. Periodic and random media. A 1-periodic medium is modeled by a : R? — R satisfying
(3.6) a(y + z) = a(y) for all y € R? and 2z € Z4.

Periodic homogenization of Hamilton-Jacobi equations was first discussed by Lions, Papanicolaou,
and Varadhan in [I6]. Their work was expanded by Evans [9], who developed the so-called perturbed
test function method.

The mathematical formulation for the stationary ergodic environment is more complicated. We
consider the measurable space (2, F) with Q := C(R9) and F the o-algebra generated by the maps
{a — a(y)},epa- For z € R%, we define the translation operators T, : @ — Q by T.a(y) = a(y+ 2).
The family {7.},cga forms a group, since, for all 21,22 € R%, T, 0 Tyy = Ty 40y

We assume that there exists a probability measure P on (2, F) such that {T.},cge is measure-
preserving and ergodic, that is,

P=PoT, for all z€ R? and

if £ € F and T,E = E for all z € R?, then P[E] =1 or P[E] = 0.

Whenever we study random media, the assumptions and results are understood to hold P-almost
surely, and, unless we specify otherwise, all constants are deterministic.

(3.7)

The first qualitative homogenization results for Hamilton-Jacobi equations in the random setting
were obtained independently by Souganidis in [28] and Rezakhanlou and Tarver in [26]. The
degenerate elliptic “viscous” case was later treated by Lions and Souganidis in [24]. Armstrong
and Souganidis considered the same problem in [3], introducing the so-called metric problem.

These results all used convexity, but recently, there has been some progress in the nonconvex
case, for instance by Armstrong, Tran, and Yu [4] and [5], and by Armstrong and Cardaliaguet
[1]. Ziliotto [29], and later Feldman and Souganidis [10], provided examples of Hamiltonians and
random media that do not homogenize.

3.4. Homogenization rates. To keep the notation simple, it is convenient to introduce the solu-
tion operators S (t) : BUC(R?) — BUC(R?) and Si(t) : BUC(R?) — BUC(RY) for respectively
US,+ H(DUS,x/e) =0 in R x (0,00), UL(-,0)=¢ onR%

and, for ﬁ,@ :R? - R,
Uty + (£H)(DUy) = 0 in R? x (0,00), Uy(-,0)=¢ onRY,

that is, US (z,t) = SL(t)¢(z) and Uy (z,t) = Si(t)p(x).
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We assume that there exist H,(—H) : R? — R and 3 > 0 such that, for all L > 0, ¢ € C%'(R%)
with ||[Dug||,, < L, some €y = eo( ) > 0 and all 7 >0 and 0 < € < €,

(3.8) {Hsi()(b_ Si(’)(ﬁHRTx[O,T] Se(1+7)és,

where R, = R? or R, = B, in respectively the periodic and random settings.

For periodic homogenization, (3.1]) is enough to conclude that (3.8) holds with 8 = 3. This was
proved by Capuzzo-Dolcetta and Ishii in [7] for the time-independent equation u¢+H (Du¢, x,x/€) =
0 on R?, using a quantitative version of the perturbed test function method. A standard adaptation
of the argument leads to the time dependent result.

The rate ([B.8]) was obtained in the random setting by Armstrong, Cardaliaguet, and Souganidis in
[2] by quantifying the methods in [3]. The precise value of the exponent  in this case depends
on the various properties of H. In addition to (B.]), it is necessary to have a stronger mixing
assumption than ergodicity, namely that the environment has a finite range of dependence. A full
list of assumptions that give (B.8)) in the random setting can be found in [2].

The precise quantitative statement in [2] is that, almost surely,

hmsupHSjE Yo — SL(+) <;5| B<i1+4m

B-x]|0, ]

This is equivalent to (B.8]), but we emphasize that, in general, ¢ is random.

4. PRELIMINARY RESULTS
4.1. The condition (—H)(p) = —H(p). As explained in Section 2 the homogenization of (L.2)
and (4) relies on the equality
(4.1) (-H)=—H.

It is not known how to characterize the Hamiltonians H whose effective Hamiltonians satisfy (4.1]).
This is an inverse problem similar to those studied by Luo, Tran, and Yu in [25].

Here, we give a sufficient criterion for [@I). We use the fact that H and (—H) are given by

(4.2) H(p) = inf sup H(p+ Dyv,y) and (—H)(p)=sup inf (—H(p+ Dyv,y)),
veg yERd veg yER?

where the supremum and infimum over y € R? are interpreted in the viscosity sense, and G is the
set of v € C(R?) such that

v is periodic in the periodic setting,
limy o0 % = 0 almost surely in the random setting.

This is immediate for periodic H in view of the comparison principle and the definition of correctors
(see [16] or [9]). In the random setting, (£2]) holds for convex H, which was proved in [20].

Lemma 4.1. Assume B.1) and B3). Then, in either the periodic or random setting, (1) holds.
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Proof. Suppose that, for some continuous v : R — R and v € R, H(Dv,y) < v in R? in the
viscosity sense. The coercivity of H implies that v is Lipschitz and, hence, satisfies the inequality
almost everywhere. Since H is convex, the converse also holds (see [3]).

It follows that the supremum and infimum over y € R? in (@2) may be interpreted in the almost
everywhere sense, and, therefore,

(—H)(p) = supessinf (—H(p + Dyv,y)) = — inf esssup H(p + Dyv,y) = —H(p).
veG yER? VEG  cRd

O

The argument above fails in the nonconvex case because viscosity inequalities are sensitive to
multiplication by —1. Indeed, we provide a counterexample to (AJ]) in the periodic setting, based
on an example from [25].

If v_ is a corrector for (—H)(p) and 9(y) := —v_(—y), then v is a viscosity solution of
H(Dyv + p,—y) = —(—H)(p).

Therefore, (@) is equivalent to the invariance of H under a reflection of the periodic medium, that
is, {(p,y) — H(p,y)} and {(p,y) — H(p,—y)} have the same effective Hamiltonian. It follows that
(A7) is satisfied if H is even in y, although we will not use this here.

Following [25], let F : [0,00) — R be a continuous function such that

(1) there exist 0 < 03 < 0y < #; with F(O) =0, F(@g) = %, F(@g) = F(HQ) = %,
(2) F is strictly increasing on [0, 6] and [f1,+00) and strictly decreasing on [f3, 6], and
(3) lim, 400 F(r) = 400,

and, for s € (0,1), let V5 : R — R be the 1-periodic extension of

Vi) -2 fory e [0,s],
s\Y) ‘=
=1 for y € [s,1].

s

For (p,y) € R x R, set Hy(p,y) := F(|p|) + Vs(y). It is shown in [25] that Hs; = Hy if and only if
s = §'. In particular, since Hq(p, —y) = H1_s(p,y), Hs fails to satisfy (£I]) whenever s # %

4.2. Well-posedness for the homogenized equation. Since, in general, H is only continu-
ous, ([3) falls within the scope of the nonsmooth equations discussed in [20] and [23]. Here, we
summarize some of the results that appear there.

We write u = S(W,ug), where the solution operator S is a priori only defined for C'-paths,
S : CY([0,00)) x BUC(R?) — BUC(R?). The key assumption is that

(4.3) H is the difference of two convex functions.

Lemma 4.2. The solution operator S has a unique continuous extension to C ([0, 00), R)x BUC(R?)
if and only if ([@3) holds. Moreover, in this case, for all L > 0, ug € C%Y(RY) with || Duol|, < L,
Wt w?e C([0,00),R), and T > 0,

HS(leUO) - S(W2’u0)HRdX[O,T] SL HWl - WzH[O,T] )
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Finding the most general condition on H that implies that H satisfies (@3] is an open problem.
On the other hand, the next result is standard in the homogenization literature, and follows, for
instance, from (4.2)).

Lemma 4.3. Assume B.1) and B3). Then H is conver.
4.3. Finite speed of propagation. We use the classical fact that solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi
equations have a cone of dependence. For a proof, we refer to Lions [15].

Lemma 4.4. Let U',U? be respectively Lipschitz continuous sub- and super-solutions of v; +
H(Dv,z) = 0 in R? x (0,00). Define M := max (||[DU*||__,||DU?||) and L = | DpH ||, -
Then, for any R >0 and 0 <t < %,

sup  (U(z,t) — U*(a,t)) < sup (U(z,0) — U?*(,0)) .

z€EBR—rt rEBR

It follows that the semigroups S$ and Sy satisfy a contraction property on balls decreasing with
finite speed. This is used to track how the oscillations of W affect the homogenization error in

).

The analysis of the domain of dependence for (L.IJ) is still an open field of study. For spatially
independent H® satisfying (@3)), it is shown in [20] that the equality of the solution to a constant
propagates at a finite speed. A counterexample to the finite speed of propagation for solutions of
nonconvex, spatially independent H® was given by Gassiat in [12].

5. HOMOGENIZATION WITH A SINGLE PATH
For continuous W : [0,00) — R and uy € BUC(R?), we prove a quantitative homogenization result
for
(5.1) du€ + H(Du,z/e) - dW =0 in R? x (0, 00), uf(-,0) = ug on R%

We assume that H satisfies ([3.4]), so that, in view of the results in the Appendix, (G.I) admits a
unique solution for any continuous W and ug € BUC(R?).

Since (3.4)) implies (B.1]) and (B.3)), it follows from LemmasE.Iland 3] that the effective Hamiltonian
H satisfies (1)) and ([£3). Therefore, Lemma [£.2] yields the well-posedness of

(5.2) du+ H(Du) -dW in R? x (0,00), u(-,0) =up on RY
To state the result, we introduce the following additional notation. Given continuous W and T > 0,

let xwr :[0,00) = [0,00) be the inverse of s — swy 7 (s), which is strictly monotone because the
modulus w7 is nondecreasing. In what follows, Ry, 5, and €y are as in (3.8]).

Theorem 5.1. Assume 3.4), B.8), and ug € BUC(R?). If u¢ and u are respectively the solutions
of B.I)) and (B.2)), then, for all T > 0,

. B B
1{3% flu® — UHBTx[o,T} = 0.
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Moreover, for all L > 0, ug € C%Y(R?) with ||Duo|, < L, and T > 1,

_ [ = ull gpxo,ry ww.r (xwr (Ts)) in the periodic case,
lim sup

e—0 Y (€8)

St 1, where Yp(s) = {

Ww.T (Tsl/z) in the random case.

For example, if W is a-Holder continuous, then the error estimate is of the form Ce” for some
C =C(|Dwl|,T)>0and vy = Oj"—fl ory = % in respectively the periodic and random cases. We
do not claim that these rates are sharp, especially since the existing quantitative homogenization
results are not known to be sharp.

For fixed nn > 0, let W be the piecewise linear interpolation of W with step-size 7, as in (8.5]), and
let u®" and @" be the solutions of

u + H(DuS" x/eYW,' =0 and @ + HDT")W, =0 in R% x (0,00),
u"(-,0) = u(-,0) = ug on R4

In view of the estimates from Theorem [A.T]and Lemma[£2] for respectively (B.1) and (5.2)), we then
have the following.

Lemma 5.1. Assume [3.4). Then, for all L > 0, ug € C%Y(R) with |Dugl|,, < L, and €, > 0,

[u" = | gago ) + 177 = wllgasor St IWT =Wllioq < wwr(n).

The next lemma provides an estimate for the homogenization error u>" — u".

Lemma 5.2. Assume (34) and B8). Then, for all L > 0, ug € CO%Y(R?) with || Dugl|,, < L,
0<n<l,0<e<ey, andT > 1,

r
n

wS — 7" <p &ET,n e, where E(T,n) =
| HRTX[O,T} (T, m) (Tm) %WW,T(W) in the random setting.

in the periodic setting,

The quantity £(T',n) arises because of the oscillations of W". Since W is monotone on at most
N = [T'/n] disjoint intervals, the error estimate (B.8]) is applied N times. It follows, in view of
Lemma [£4], that the radius of the spatial domain of dependence is on the order Nwyy (), which is
roughly the variation norm of W7. Therefore, in general, the total error estimate is N 2wy (1)e”.
In the periodic case, the spatial domain of dependence is essentially the unit cell [0, 1]%, so the error
estimate is only increased by a factor of V.

Proof of Lemma[5.2. We first observe that, for all t > 0,
(5.3) [Du (-, )]l o 10T (-5 8) [l o Si 1

The estimate for Du®" follows from (A.5]), while the one for Du” is immediate from the space
homogeneity and the contraction property of (5.2]).

Hoo7

Assume without loss of generality that, for some positive integer N, T' = Ny, and, for ¢ =
0,1,2,...,N, let t; := in. Then, if W is increasing on the interval [t;, t;11],
uem("ti—i-l) - Un(',ti—i-l) = S—ei- (Wti+1 - Wti) ue’n('vti) - S+ (Wtiﬂ - Wti) Un("ti) =1+1I,
where
I:= S—El- (Wtz‘+1 - Wtz‘) uem('7ti) - S—ei- (WtiJrl - Wti) En('7ti)



HOMOGENIZATION OF PATHWISE HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS 11

and
II .= Sj_ (Wti+1 - th) ﬂn(',ti) - S+ (Wti+1 - Wtz) ﬂn(,tz)

If W is decreasing on [t;,t;11], then the arguments that follow are similar, since S¢ and Sy are

replaced with S¢ and S_, and Wy,,, — Wy, is replaced with !Wt — W4 |.

7

i+1 i+1

We first consider the periodic case. The contraction property for the semigroup S¢ yields
|I| = ‘S-ﬁ— (Wti+1 - Wtz) uem("ti) - S-El,- (Wt - Wtz) ﬂn('vti)‘ < ||u577]('7ti) - ﬂn('vti)HRd )
and ([B.8) and (53] give

i+1

‘H‘ = |S—Ei- (Wti+1 - Wti) ﬂn('7ti) - S+ (Wtz‘+1 - Wtz) ﬂn('7ti)| SJL (1 + ‘Wti+1 - Wti ) e,
Combining these estimates yields
a7 tip1) =T Cytip) e — [0 (o ts) =Tyt e So (14 [Wagyy = We|) €,

and, hence,

N-1
luCotn) =t e S Y0 (L (W, = Wa) € Sp (N + Now ()
=0
T T T
gL <_ + M) EB S.;L —66.
n n n

For any t € [0,7], an almost identical argument gives the same bound for ||u"(-,t) —@"(-,t)| ga-

The one additional step in the random setting consists of controlling the propagation speed. Let
M := max (|| Du"|, , [ Du"||,,) and £ := |[DpH ||, ga, and note that, in view of (5.3) and (A.2),
L <y 1. Lemma 4.4 yields

Ml gy, < Mus"Cote) —u" (-, t)
while [IT| <z, (1 + R)e” as before. Therefore,
UG 1) =Tt gy — G ) =T 1)

and we conclude that

”BR+wa(n) ?

 SL(1+R)E,

”BR+CwW(n

N

, T2
[u“(tn) =" (- tn) B, St Z(l + T+ (i — 1) Lww(n)e® <t 702/;/(77) e’
i=1

O

Proof of Theorem [51l. We first prove the desired estimates for ug € C%(R?) with || Dugl|,, < L.
The homogenization for ug € BUC(R?) then follows from a standard density argument and the
contraction property of the solution operators.

In the periodic setting, for all 0 < € < ¢y and T,n > 0,

. T
[0 = ullgao,r) Sz ww(n) + —é’.

To optimize the above estimate, we choose 1 such that nwy (n) = Te’.
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In the random setting,

€ T2
[u = ull g xo,ry SLoww (m) <1 + p€ﬁ> :

Setting 7 = T'¢®/? gives the optimal bound. O

6. HOMOGENIZATION WITH A SMOOTH APPROXIMATING FAMILY

For some n(e) > 0 satisfying lim._,o7(e) = 0, we consider the piecewise linear regularization W)
of W as in ([33]), and study the behavior, as e — 0, of

(6.1) ug + H(Dug,x/e)Wt"(e) =0 inR% x (0, 00), u¢(-,0) =ug on RZ
As we no longer study (5.I)) directly, it is not necessary to assume (3.4]). Instead, we consider the

weaker growth assumption (3.2]) as well as the homogenization rates ([B.8]). In what follows, Ry, 3,
and ¢ are as in (B.8).

We continue to assume (3.3)), although the result holds whenever H satisfies ([{.1I)) and (4.3)).
Theorem 6.1. Assume B3.2), B3), B8), uo € BUC(RY), and
lim._,on(e) =0,
lim¢_,q % =0 in the periodic case,
[log €|

lim._,q e = 0 in the random case.

If u¢ and u are respectively the solutions of (6.1)) and (5.2)), then, for all T >0,

. c -
ll_{]% [Juf = UHRTx[o,T} =0.

Following the strategy outlined in Section 2} we first estimate u¢ — @), where " solves (2.7). In
the periodic case, this follows exactly as in Section[bl The argument in the random setting must be
adapted to account for the fact that, since (A.5]) no longer holds, ||Du¢||., does not have a uniform
bound in e.

Lemma 6.1. Assume [B.2). Then there exists co > 0 such that, for all ug € C**(RY) and T, e > 0,
[1Du(-, Tl oo < exp (coT/n(€)) ([ Duollo +1)-

Proof. The contraction property of the semigroups S¢ (t) and (3.2]) imply that, for any ¢ € C%1(R%),
9 e
55| < cupal+ ).
Therefore, for all t > 0, (3.2]) gives
c([[DSi@®glls, —1) < C(IDell%, + 1),

and, hence, for some ¢g > 0, || DS%(t)¢|| < exp(co) (|1D¢]l o, + 1).

For k € Ny and t € [kn, (k + 1)n),
Ue’n(',t) = S:et <‘th — WIZ]D uﬁﬂ’l(,’ kn)7
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depending on the monotonicity of W" on [kn, (k + 1)n). Inductively applying this formula gives
the desired estimate with a possibly larger value for c¢g. O

We then have the following.
Lemma 6.2. Assume B.2) and B8). Then, for all L > 0, ug € C%Y(RY) with || Dug|,, < L,

O<e<ey, andT >1,
T
‘ fgL 5 <—> 657
Rrx[0,T] n(e)

where, for M > 0 and some universal constant cg > 0,

ut — EW(E)

() M in the periodic setting,
a exp (M) in the random setting.

Proof. The proof in the periodic case is exactly as in Lemmal5.2] and therefore does not use Lemma
[6.1l Indeed, the growth assumption ([B.2]) may be replaced with (3.1]).

We then turn to the random setting. Set M := max (|| Dug||, , | Duc"||,.) and £ := 1Dy H | 5, xpa-
In view of ([32) and Lemma 1} for some ¢y > 0, £ < exp(coTn™") (HDungl + 1).
With the notation of Lemma [5.2] the same argument gives

i) =70t () =79 ) S0+ R

B

RtLwyy, 1 (n)
and so
N-1
‘ ue(-,tN) — ﬂn(e)(-,tN)‘ 5[, Z (1 + T + k‘ﬁwwj(n)) 66.
Br P
We take N = [T'/n] and increase the value of ¢y as necessary to obtain the result. t

Proof of Theorem [G1. Let ud be a standard mollification of ug, so that Huo - ugHOO < Wy (0). We
combine the bounds from Lemmas A2 and [62] for the initial condition u, as well as the contraction

property for (6.I) and (5.2)), to obtain

. %66 + ww.r(n(e)) in the periodic setting,
[Juf — UHRTX[o,T] — 2wy, (6) o 3 . .
exp(coT/n(e))e” +wwr(n(e)) in the random setting.
In either case, the assumption on 7n(e) guarantees that
. 6—0
hms(1)1p [ = ull gpxor) < 2wue(6) — 0.
e—

0

We conclude with some examples in the random setting to show that it is possible to improve 7(e).

First suppose that ¢ = C in (32). This is satisfied, for instance, by H(p,y) = |p|? + f(y) with
f € C%(RY). Using this in the proof of Lemma 6.1}, we find, for all 0 <t < T,

T
DS, < 1Dgllo +2 and [ Du"|, < [|Dug|lo + 2
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and, with the notation of Lemma [6.2] replacing £(M) = E(T/n) with E(T,n),

R _ T7\7 ! T2 T4
L < || Duol| %S Ly <E> and &(T,n) = max <F, ﬁWW,T(U)>

If W is a-Holder continuous, for instance, it then suffices to have

lime—zo, where ¢ = min é, s .
e—01(e) 2'¢—«

In the second example, we assume ¢ = 1, so that the propagation speed L is uniformly bounded.
Then, exactly as in Section [, Lemma yields
T2
E(T,n) = ?WW,T(U)-

8
Therefore, for a-Holder continuous W, it suffices to have lim,_,q e2—a ()~ = 0.

7. MULTIPLE PATHS: THE BLOW-UP EXAMPLE

We again take 7n(e) satisfying lim._on(¢) = 0, and, for f : R — R™ W € C([0,00),R™), and
ug € BUC(R?), we study the behavior, as ¢ — 0, of

(7.1) uf + [Dul + Y fila/eW; ") =0 iR x (0,00),  u(-0) = ug.
i=1

This is a special case of (IL5) with M =m + 1, H(p,y) = |p|, and WM =1.

The path W is assumed to have unbounded variation on every interval and in every direction. More
precisely, we assume that

there exist 0 < ¢ < C' and 0 < 0 < 1 such that, for all T > 0, ¢t € [0,T], £ € R™,

(7.2) » tleiom t i
and n >0, c[¢n t§f0 Ws - €| ds and fo W

ds < Cn~9%.

When m = 1, a Cantor-like construction can be used to build such a path. Brownian motion also
satisfies (7.2)) almost surely for 0 < 6 < % and for some subsequence 7, with lim, .~ 1, = 0.

We assume that f satisfies either (8.6) or [B.7), as well as
(7.3) Df € UC(R?) and, for some 0 < ¢y < Cp, ¢g < ||Df]|, < Co.

In the random setting (B.7)), we will also need to assume that the modulus of continuity for Df is
uniform over f € €.

Theorem 7.1. In addition to (T2), (Z3), and ug € BUC(R?), assume that f satisfies one of
B8) or @), and, for 0 as in [([2) and 0 < o < 135, set n(e) = €. If u® solves (TI)), then, for
all t > 0,

lim sup sup ue(x,t)emg_("_l)+ < —t.
e=>0  geRd

The fact that u¢ diverges to —oo is a consequence of the positive coercivity of p — |p|. If |Duf| is
replaced with —|Du¢| in (7)), then u¢ diverges to +o0.
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Proof of Theorem [7.1 Without loss of generality, we take ug = 0, since, if @¢ solves (I with
4°(-,0) =0, then, in view of the comparison principle, ||u¢ — a¢||, < [Jugl o

We first prove that, for all r,¢ > 0,

(7.4) limsup sup u(z,t)e? @D+ < ¢,

~Y
e—0 zx€B,.

Taking r = v/d gives the result in the periodic setting, since u¢ is eZ%periodic and B Ve 2 e[0, 1]d.
In the random setting, the stationarity of u¢ and (7.4]) imply that, almost surely and for all ¢ > 0,

lim sup sup ue(x,if)eae_(g_l)+ S -t
e—0 xEQd

The supremum may then be taken over z € R? because u€ is continuous.

The proof of (7.4]) relies on the variational formula

¢
(7.5) u(x,t) = —sup{/ f <%> -W;7<€) ds:v € Wl’oo([O,t],Rd), Il <1, v = x}
0

Let w := wpy be the modulus of continuity for Df. It follows from (Z.3]) that there exist yo,p € R4
with |p| = 1 and ¢ : RY — R™ such that £ := D f(yo)p satisfies co < |¢| < Co, |¢(2)] < w(|2]) for all
z € R?, and, for all y € RY,

fy) = Fyo) + Df(yo) - (¥ — yo) + |y — vold(y — wo)-
Set R := % and choose € € (0, 5]. Note that, for all 0 < e < €, we have N := [w] eN
and Nn 2 t.

Choose 0 < v < 3, set § := ve® D+, and define a : [0,1] — R by a(s) := 1 —2|s — 1/2|. For
r € Byeand k=0,1,2,...,N — 1, we define v : [0,#] — R? by

Yo + o« (8 nk")p if s € [kn, (k4 1)n) and & - W2 > 0,
f:: yo—éa(snk")p if s € [kn, (k+ 1)n] and € - WJ < 0,
yot 30 (2 2 g0) itz € [N ]

Then + is admissible for (7.0, since 7, = = and

. 0e ]w—eyo\
|]’yHoo§max< PR <1.

We now calculate

[ () s st o)

:/ON?? [Df(yo)'<k—yo>+ e

€

—yo(¢(7—§—yo>} -W!d8=5Nzl I +11;),
k=0
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(k+1)n _
e[
kn
(k+1)n _ . _ .
II; ::/ oz(k Sﬁ)qb(sgn (gwg) oo (S k”)p) -Wlds.
kn n n

For each k = 0,1,2,..., N — 1, the function & := & - W" is constant on [kn, (k + 1)n]. Hence, (7.2)

where

and

gives
N-1 N-1 (k+1)p sk N— (k+1)n s —k
e [0 () e = S [ (451 0
k=0 k=0 7k k=
L N2 .
= lan=g [ V2 elds Z 0
k=0
and
N-1 N-1 (k+1)n . ] . )
I, = / a(s kn>¢<sgn <£WS") da <w>p> -Wlhds
k=0 k=0 ”kn N n
N=lo(k+1)n _
> —w(6) ) / o (S k”) (Wn > —w()n(e)~%.
k=0 kn

Choosing v so that w(d) is sufficiently small, we find
Nn .
| () i ds— o) OV = W) 2 dn(e) e 2 e,
0 €

Integrating by parts on [Nn,t] gives

[ £ () wran— st (wr-w) = (D) we - [ g ()

Nn

and so, because |||,

<M,

12 (w2

where M := (||f]lo, + (r + [vo]) | Df]lo) [Willo,q- Choosing € sufficiently small, we conclude that,
for all 0 < € < €,

t
u(x,1) < —/ F(L) Wids S —eHe g4 0 g et
0 €

0

Theorem [T1] remains true if H(p) = |p| is replaced with a Hamiltonian that grows at least linearly
in [pl, since, in view of the comparison principle, we may reduce the problem to the study of (Z.1]).
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The merit of directly studying the control formula (7.3]) is that we may avoid a discussion of
homogenization error estimates. On the other hand, if, for each fixed £ € R™, such an estimate is
known for the homogenization of

(7.6) U + DU + f(z/e) - £ =0,

then one may use the strategy of Section [2] to deduce, as e — 0, that u® — —oco. This involves an
analysis of the effective Hamiltonian H(p, £) associated to (7.4)).

Lemma 7.1. Assume f satisfies either [3.6]) or [B.1)) and is not constant. Then there exist jp >0
and b, &* € R™ with |£*| = 1 such that, for all (p,€) € RT x R™, H(p,&) > b- &+ p|é - €.

Lemma [7] yields that the solution u” of u} + H (DU", Wt"(ﬁ)) = 0 satisfies

ds < 0.

t

Therefore, as € — 0, @) — —oc0. Choosing 7(€) so as to control the homogenization error estimate
for u¢ —u", we find u¢ = —oco as € — 0.

Proof of Lemma[71. Let y1,y2 € R? be such that f(y1) # f(y2), and set

() + f(y2) ¢ e f(y) — f(y2) |f(y1) — f(y2)]
2 ’ | f ) = fy)l 2 '

Let v7 = v7(y;p, &) be the unique solution of the approximate corrector equation

Y7 4+ |p+ Dyv? | + f(y) - £ =0.

b:= and p:=

Arguments from the classical viscosity theory give, for all y € R%,

— W (y;p, ) 2 b+ (f(y) —b) - &
As v — 0, —yv" — H(p, &) locally uniformly in y, and so

Hp.€&) 2 b-&+max(f(y) =b) - £ 2 b £+ max (fy) —b) £ =b- &+ pl¢- €.

Y=y1,y2

8. MULTIPLE PATHS: THE CONVERGENCE EXAMPLE

For H : R x R? - R, f: R? = R, a probability space (2, F,P), and W€ W?2€:[0,00) x Q2 — R,
we study the behavior of the initial value problem

8.1 u; + H(Duf, x er’e—l—fx OW> =0 inR?%x 0,00), u(-,0) =0 on R%
t t t

The randomness generated by (2, F,P) is not related to the random homogenization setting dis-
cussed in Section [Bl Indeed, here we consider only periodic H(p,-) and f.

We consider the metric space X := C([0,00),R) with the metric

(8.2) A(f,9) =" 2 max (L1 = gllg,) -
n=1
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A measurable random variable u : @ — X gives rise to the Borel measure u*P on X defined
by (u*P)(A) := P(u € A) for all Borel sets A C X. The object of this section is to show that,
for all z € R%, as € — 0, pS := u(x,-)*P converges weakly to the Wiener measure 7, under
certain assumptions on W€ and W2€. More precisely, we show that, for all z € R? and bounded

continuous ¢ : X — R,
i [ odus = [ o
e—0 X X

Let {X ;, X 13}20:0 : 2 = R be measurable, independent random variables such that, for all £ € Ny,

P(X} >0)=P(X] <0),
(8.3) {X%}ZO:O are identically distributed and E ‘X,ff =1, and

X2
ess Supq SUPgen, |xr | < 00
k

We once again choose n = n(e) > 0 satisfying lim,,on(e) = 0. For all i = 1,2, k € Ny, and
t € [kn, (k + 1)n], we then set

1,6 1,6 1,6 t— k’77 i
(84) W07 = 0 and Wt = Wk?? + WXIC
We also assume (B.1), and
(8.5) H>0, H(-)=0, feBUCR?, and n@xf = —I%idnf =1

Observe that, in view of the comparison principle, u¢ : Q@ — BUC(R? x [0, T]) is measurable, and,
hence, the measures u, are well-defined.

Theorem 8.1. Assume W< and W?< are given by 84), H and f satisfy B1), B:6) and B3,

€

and lim,_,o == = 0. Then, for all x € R, as € — 0, uS converges weakly to Ti.
n(e) z

The result depends on an explicit formula, for fixed &1, &, € R, for the effective constant A = A(, &2)
of

(8.6) H(Dyv,y)&1 + f(y)é2 = A

That is, we determine the unique constant A for which (8.6]) admits periodic solutions.

Lemma 8.1. Assume H and f satisfy (31)), B.0), and &5). Then, for any &1,& € R with
& # 0, there exists a periodic solution v = v(y;&1,&2) of Q) with A = sgn(&1)|&2| satisfying
V][0 + ||Dyv||oo §|52/§1| L.

Proof. The existence, for some unique A, of a periodic v solving (8.6]) and satisfying the desired
bounds is standard (see, for example, [16] or [9]). Here, we only prove that A = sgn(&;1)|&2].

Assume first that £; > 0 and note that, without loss of generality, we may take £, = 1. It follows
from [B.3) that A > max,cpa(f(y)§2) = [£2|. Since v is periodic, v attains a minimum at some
yo € Re. This gives 0+ f(yo)&2 > A, and, therefore, A = |&]. A similar argument yields A = —|&|
if & < 0. g
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The bounds for the corrector v in Lemma [81] and an argument as in [I6] result in a rate for the
homogenization, as ¢ — 0, of

(8.7) Uf + H(DUS, z/e)é, + f(z/e)éa =0 inRY x (0,00),  U%(-,0)=0 onR%
Lemma 8.2. Assume H and f satisfy (3.6) and 8X). Then, for all &1,& € R with & # 0,
sup  |U(@,1) +sgn(&1)l&2] -t Sieyyen €

(z,t)ERE x[0,00)

In view of Lemmas Bl and 8:2] if W€ and W2€ are viewed as fixed paths independent of ¢, then
the solution u¢ of (8I]) formally homogenizes to

Wf = — /Ot sgn <Wslﬁ> ‘WEE

Here, W€ takes the role of the solution u” of ([2.4]) in Section

ds.

Observe that W€ is piecewise linear with step size n(e). Moreover, (83]) yields that, for k € Ny, the
random variables

SWi = W1y, — Wiy = —n(e)sgn(X}) | X7 |
are independent, identically distributed, and satisfy
E[6W{] =0 and E[6WE> =n(e).

Donsker’s invariance principle (see Billingsley [6]) implies that, as e — 0, W€ converges in law to a
Brownian motion, that is, (WW¢)*P converges weakly to the Wiener measure . In order to obtain
the same conclusion for pS and prove Theorem [8.1] it is necessary to connect the behavior of u¢ to
We.

An iterative application of Lemma yields the following estimates for u¢ — W¢€. The proof is
similar to those for Lemmas and

Lemma 8.3. Assume W€ and W?¢ are given by (84), and H(p,-) and f satisfy (3.6) and [B.3).
Then, almost surely, for all’T > 1 and € > 0,

T
u® — We S —e.
|| ||Rd><[07T} 77(6)

Proof. For £ = (&1,&) € R? and t > 0, let Sg(t) - BUC(RY) — BUC(R?) be the solution operator
for (87), and for k € Ny, set & = 1(e)"2X} and & = n(e)~"/2X2. Then, for all t € [kn, (k+ 1)n),
W 1) = SE(t — knpu( k) and W =W, — sgn(€)[&l(t — kn).

We then have uf(-,t) — W = I+ II, where
L= Se(t — knus(-, kn) — Sg(t — kn)Wi,
and

11 := Sg(t — kn)(Wi,) — Wi, + sgn(&1)|&(t — kn).

e Meanwhile, since Sg commutes
R

The contraction property for S¢ gives 1| < Huf(-, kn) — Wi,
with constants, Lemma and the third line of (83]) almost surely yield

ITT| < |SE(t — kn)(0) — sgn(&1)[€2|(t — kn)| Sjeyyen € S €
An iteration gives the result exactly as in the proof of Lemma O
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Finally, we need the following.

Lemma 8.4. Let w', w? : Q — X be measurable, where (Q,F,P) and (X,d) are respectively
a probability and metric space, and, for i = 1,2, set ub¢ := (w")*P. Assume that, for some
deterministic c(€) satisfying limec(e) = 0, P [d(w",w*®) < c(e)] = 1. Then, as € — 0, either
both ph€ and p>€ converge weakly to the same Borel measure on X or neither converges.

Proof. A necessary and sufficient condition for a measure p. to converge weakly, as ¢ — 0, to some
measure 7 is that liminf. o ue(G) > 1(G) for every open G C X (see [0]).

For § > 0, define G5 := {z € X : Bs(z) C G} and ¢(s) := supg,.<, ¢(r). Then, for every 0 < e < ¢,
pe(G) > ,ulvE(GE(E/)). Sending first € — 0 and then € — 0, and switching the roles of "€ and p?*,
we obtain liminf._,ox"¢(G) = liminf._,o x>¢(G), and the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem [8l. We apply Lemma B4 to X = C([0,00),R), the metric d in (82), the paths
{t = u(x,t)},{t = Wf} € X, and, for some C' > 0 determined by Lemma [8.3]

We obtain the result in view of Lemmas [B.3] and B4], and from the fact that, as e — 0, W€ converges
in law to a Brownian motion. O

Let W' and W2 be as in (84) with n = 1. It is natural to ask whether Theorem Bl can be used
to describe the long-time behavior of

(8.8) wy + H(Du, )W+ f(y)) W2 =0 inRYx (0,00),  u(-,0)=0 onR%

Indeed, the scaling u(z, t) := eu (£, ) recovers the solution of [B.I) with (e) = €. Unfortunately,

this does not satisfy lim. ,gen(e)~! = 0, and so we cannot directly apply Theorem Il We hope
to study the long-time behavior of (B8] and similar equations at a future time.

We conclude with the observation that Lemma can be used to obtain uniform convergence
results for equations like (8I]) that are not covered by Theorem [6Il For instance, if, for some
fy >0, Wy« = W = 0 and, for k € Ny,

pirbe . L if t € (4kn, (4k + 2)n), and T2 = H if t € (2kn, (2k + 1)n),
b e it E (4K +2)n, (4k + 4)n), T e it E (2K 4 )n, (2k +2)n),

then, for all T' > 0,
T

—E€.
n
Hence, if lim,) o p,;n = lim._o ﬁ =0, then, as ¢ — 0, u® converges uniformly to 0.

€ l,e <
Hu +W HRdX[O,T} ~
APPENDIX A. WELL-POSEDNESS

For W € C([0,00),R) and up € BUC(RY), we study the well-posedness of the initial value problem
(A.1) du = H(Du,z)-dW in R% x (0,00), u(-,0) =ug on RY.
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Throughout this section, we assume ([B.4]). It is straightforward to check that ([34]) yields, for some
0 < cy < Cpand C >0 and for all (p,y) € R? x R?,

colp|? < H*(p,y) < Colplf, |\Dy,H*(p,y)| < C|pl?,
(A.2) colpl?™ < |DpH*(p,y)| < Colp|i~, |D2,H*(p,y)| < C|p|i~,
colp?™% Iy < DZH*(p,y) < Colp|*™2 14, |DZH*(p,y)| < Clp|.

Standard convex analysis implies that ([8.4]) holds with H and H* interchanged, and with ¢’ = q_il

replacing ¢q. Hence, H satisfies (A.2]) with the exponent ¢'.

The definition of the Lions-Souganidis pathwise viscosity solutions, as it appears in [19], relies on
the existence, for all ty > 0, ¢ € C’E(Rd), and sufficiently small A > 0, of smooth-in-z solutions of

(A.3) d® = H(D®,z)-dW inRYx (tg — h,to+h),  ®(,tg)=¢ on R

These are used as test functions to account for the rough part of the equation. The solution
® may be obtained via a change of variables from a smooth solution of the classical equation
Ui = H(DU, z), which can be constructed using the method of characteristics.

Definition A.1. The upper (resp. lower) semicontinuous function u : R? x [0,00) — R is a sub-
solution (resp. super-solution) of (A]) whenever the following holds: for any 1 € C((0,00),R),
h > 0, and smooth-in-z solution ® of (A3) in R? x (ty — h,to + k), if u(z,t) — ®(z,t) — ¢ (t) attains
a local maximum (resp. minimum) at (zg, o), then ¢'(ty) < 0 (resp. ¢'(to) > 0). A solution of
(A1) is both a sub-solution and a super-solution.

Before we state the well-posedness theorem, we introduce some additional notation. For any mod-
ulus of continuity w : [0, 00) — [0, 00),

0(w, \) :=sup (w(r) — co)\q_qu) and @(s):= (C’o)\q_lsq + 0(wugs A)) -
r>0

inf
A>0
Observe that limy_ 0(w, A) = lims_,0@(s) = 0.

A particular example used throughout the paper is the Lipschitz modulus w(r) = Lr. For some
01, Cy > 0,
O(w,\) = C1LY A" and  &(s) = CyLs.

Theorem A.1. Assume [34). Then, for every ug € BUC(RY), there exists a unique pathwise
viscosity solution u of (AI). Moreover, if u' and u® are the unique solutions of (A1) with
respectively initial conditions ub,ud € BUC(RY) and paths W', W? € C([0,00),R) with W} = W¢,
then, for all t > 0,

1
(A4) Hul(yt) - u2(7t)HOO S Hu(l) - UgHoo + 0 (max(wuoawvo)7 ||W1 _ W2H[0’t]>
and
(A.5) sup |u'(z,t) — u' (y,8)| <wu(lz —yl).
z,ycRd 0

A standard density argument and (A4]) yield the existence, since Definition [A]is consistent with
the classical notion of solution for (AT if W is smooth. Uniqueness, (A4]), and (A5) follow from
comparison principle arguments.
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If w and v are respectively a sub- and super-solution of (A.l), then z(z,y,t) := u(z,t) — v(y,t) is
a sub-solution of the doubled equation

(A.6) dz = (H(Dyz,2) — H(—Dyz,y)) -dW in R x R x (0, 00).

The proof of the comparison principle in the classical viscosity theory is based on finding an
estimate, as A — oo, for

(A.7) sup  (u(a,t) = v(y,t) — (\/2)]z —yl*).
(z,y)€EREx R4

If H(p,z) = H(p) is independent of z, then Ly (z,y) := (A\/2)|z — y|? is a smooth solution of
(A.8) H(DyLy,xz) = H(—DyLy,y),

s0, in view of Definition [AJ] (A7) is nondecreasing in t. However, when H depends on x, we
expect error terms like |dW| to appear, which in general may be infinite. One strategy is to replace
(\/2)|x —y|? with a smooth solution of (A.6]) that is equal to (\/2)|z —y|? for ¢ near the maximum
point of (A.7)). Strong regularity assumptions for both H and W are required to carry out this
analysis, and the details may be found in [23]. The idea of [I1] and [I§] is that a convex Hamiltonian
H gives rise to a distance function, that is, an exact solution Ly of (A.8) that is comparable to

|z —yl.

A.1. The distance function. For z,y € R%, define
Alz,y) = {,Y e WH([0,1],RY) :yg =z, 11 = y} and {(z,y)s =5 :=x + s(y — x).
Note that ¢(z,y) € A(z,y) and A(z,y) = Wol’oo([O, 1],RY) + £(x, y).

The distance function associated to H is
1
(A.9) L(z,y) := inf {/ H* (—4s,7s) ds: vy € .A(:E,y)} .
0

We summarize its main properties in the next lemma.

Lemma A.1. Assume (34).

(a) L is a viscosity solution of
—~(q— 1)L+ H(D,L,x)=0 and —(¢—1)L+H(-D,L,y)=0 inRYxR%

In particular, H(DyL(z,y),x) = H(—DyL(x,y),y) whenever L is differentiable at (z,y).

(b) For all x,y € R, cola —y|? < L(z,y) < Colz —y|?. Furthermore, there exists v € A(x,y) such
that L(z,y) = fol H*(—4s5,7s) ds, and, for almost every s € [0,1], |¥s| =~ |z — y|.

(¢) For all R >0, |DyL|+ |DyL| Sr 1 on Ag.

(d) There exists ro > 0 such that L € CY(A,,).

(¢) For all R>1, D*L(2,y) Sg laq on Ag if ¢ > 2 or on AR\A /g if ¢ < 2.

If ¢ is a smooth Riemannian metric on R? and H*(p,y) = %(g(y)p, p), then the distance function
L corresponding to H(p,y) = %(g_l(y)p, p) is the so-called Riemannian energy associated to g. In
[T1], it is shown that L is C! in a neighborhood of the diagonal Ag, which is a specific case of

Lemma [AT](d). The argument for part (dl) resembles that of the more general setting in [I8].
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For € > 0, the distance function L¢ associated to H(-,-/€) is

L(z,y) == inf{/ol H* (—"ys, %) ds:v € A(az,y)}.

A rescaling and part (d) yield L¢ € C'(A,). Therefore, the strip in which L¢ is differentiable
shrinks as e — 0. This presents a obstacle for obtaining the scale invariant estimate (A.4]).

We bypass this difficulty with the semiconcavity estimate for L. If ¢(z,y) is smooth and L — ¢
attains a minimum at (zg, yo), then, in view of Lemma[AT|(d]) and (@), L is differentiable at (zo, o).

Proof of Lemma[A 1l (@) This follows from well known variational formulae for solutions of Hamilton-
Jacobi equations. See, for instance, Lions [14].

([B) The bounds for L are immediate from (A.2]) and (A9). In view of the convexity and regularity
of H*, a classical variational argument yields the existence of a minimizer . The bounds for 4 can
then be inferred from the Euler-Lagrange equation.

@ Pick (z,y) € Agr and h € R? and let v € A(z,y) be a minimizer for L(z,y). Then
{s—7s+sh:s€0,1]} € A(z,y + h). It follows from part (b)) that

1
L(z,y +h) — L(z,y) < /0 (™ (—4 — hurs + sh) — H*(—4s,75)) ds

1
5/ (361" + R[T7Y) Rl + (196l + [RI7) |shl] ds < |RI(R? + R + of|hl).
0

The opposite inequality is obtained by switching the roles of y and y + h, and choosing h small
enough that (x,y + h) € Ag. This yields the bound for D, L, and the argument for D, L is similar.

() Define I : Wy9([0,1],R%) x R x R — R by

1
I(v,@,y) = / H* (s + 2 —y,7s + +s(y — z)) ds.
0
Henceforth, the arguments of H* and all of its derivatives are (—ys + = — y,vs + x + s(y — x)).

Observe that L(x,y) = min I(v,r,y), and, in view of part (b)), the minimum is attained for

'yEWOl’q
some 7y € VVO1 > satisfying |ys + y — x| &~ |z — y| for almost every s. As a result, we can assume
that H* grows at most quadratically by redefining H* outside of Br x R? for some large R > 0.
It follows that the map I can be defined as before on VVO1 2 % R? x R?, and that I has the same
minimizers.

For z,y € RY, fix a minimizer 4. Then D,I(v,z,y) =0, and, for all §,n € W01’2,
1
Dgf(%xyy)[&n] = /0 (<D§H*§S,f]8> - <D§mH*§87778> - <D92ﬂpH*§sv778> + (D:%H*587778>> ds.
In view of ([A.2)), there exists C' > 0 such that

1
D2I(y,2,y)[n,n) 2 |z — y\H/O (175)* = Cla — ylis|ns| — Cla — y|?ns|?) ds.
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Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities give, for a larger value of C,

1
DIy, 2 9)m ] 2 & — 972 (1 - Clz — o) /0 nal? ds.

Set rg := \/% Then, if (z,y) € Ay,

- 2
D3Iy, y)mn) 2 e =y [l e

As a consequence, for (z,y) € A,, with z # y, I(-,z,y) has a unique minimizer v = v(z,y). Also,
for any n € Wol’2,

HD?{I(y(:p,y),x,y)['ﬂ?]H (wi2)” 2 |z — y|q_2 H77||W01’2 :

It follows from the implicit function theorem that (z,y) + v(z,y) is C', and, therefore, L(z,y) =
I(y(z,y),z,y) is O in A, \Ap.

Part (D)) implies that L is differentiable on Ay with D, L = D, L = 0. The proportionality constant
C = C(R) from part (@) satisfies limpg_,o C(R) = 0, and we conclude that L is C! in all of A,,.

(@) Fix a minimizer v € A(xz, %), let h, k € R, and set 1, := h+s(k—h). Then y£n € A(x+h,y+k),
and, for all s € [0, 1],

(A.10) ns| + 1] S 10|+ [K].
It follows from (A.2)) that

1 t 1

/H*(—f'ys—m,fwns) ds+/ H* (4 + s 7s — 115) ds—2/ H* (=45, 7s) ds < 14114 111,
0 0 0

where

1 1
I::/O (| + s T72) 5] ds, 1T ::/0 (1971 + [sl®™ ) sl Ims ds,

1
and III ;:/ ([9s]7 + |19 s |? ds.
0

Part (D)) yields
I1 < RITY(|R)? + |K?) 4+ o(|h)? + |k[?) and  III < RI(|A12 + |k[?) + o(|h2 + |k[?).
When g > 2,
LS RT2(1R + [KP) + o(h)? + [K[?),

while for ¢ < 2, we use the lower bound on |¥|. For sufficiently small h and k, |ys+7s| > [§s|—|0s| =
}%. Therefore

LS REI(R? + [k[?) + o([h]* + |k [?).

Combining the estimates for I, IT and III in either case finishes the proof. O
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A.2. The comparison principle. Lemma [AT](d) is used to prove the following.

Proposition A.1. Let u and v be respectively a bounded sub- and super-solution of (AIl). Then,
for allt >0,

sup (u(z,t) —v(z,t)) < sup (u(z,0) —v(z,0)).

z€RY z€eRd

If ¢ < 2, then H is C?, and Perron’s method can be used in conjunction with the comparison
principle to construct the unique solution of (A.I]), as shown by the author in [27].

The argument below is new even in the classical viscosity theory. We are able to avoid the usual
strategy of subtracting penalizations of the form |z|? + |y|? to handle the unboundedness of R?.

Proof of Proposition [A 1. We argue by contradiction and assume, as in the proof of the classical
comparison principle, that there exist T' > 0, tg € (0,71, sufficiently small p > 0, and sufficiently
large A > 0 such that the function

t sup (u(az,t) —o(y,t) — )\q_lL(x,y)) — ut
(z,y)ERI xR

achieves it maximum on [0,77] at tp.

For A > 0, define
A

q—1
) t) = L .
A(:U?y? 87 ) <1 + )\(Wt _ W5)> ($7y)
Then Lemma [ATi@) and (d) yield that, whenever (z,y) € A,y and ww (|s — ) < 5z,
($,S) = q>)\($7yvs7t) and (yvt) = _q))\($7yvs7t)

are C'! in respectively 2 and y, and solve (A.3).

Let Mo := max (J|ullga oz - 10 a7 choose

1
3 (2My\ 1

A1l A o (220
(A-11) >2<Co7’3> ’

and, for 6 > 0, consider the auxiliary function

— t|? t
(A12) (B s (ules) oyt~ Byt - T W E
(w,y)ERd xRd 29 2
which attains a maximum at some (sg,tp) € Sy := {(s,t) € [0,T]* : ww(|s —t]) < (2A)~'}. Then

L2
limg_, % =0 and

. sp — tol? s9 + tg
i swp (u(e50) — oy, t) — BA(e,, 50, t0)) — | g -
6—0 (z,y)ER xRd 2 2

= max sup w(z,t) —v(y, t) — AN L(z,y)) — ut
o (w’y)eRded( (@,t) = v(y,t) (z,9)) — p

= sup  (u(x,to) —v(y,to) — X7 Lx,y)) — pto.
(z,y)ERY xR

Therefore, as 8 — 0, (sg,tp) — (to,to), and so, for sufficiently small 6, we have sy > 0, ty > 0, and
O.)W(‘Sg — tg‘) < %
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We show that, for each fixed y € R,

S sup (U(I', S) B U(y7t9) - (IDA(a:,y, 37t9))
r€ER
is nonincreasing in the interval [a,b] := {s € [0,T] : ww (|s — tg|) < (2A)~'}, which yields the same
for

(A13) St sup (U($,S) _U(yvtﬁ) _(I))\(x7y787t9))‘
(z,y)ERI xR

Arguing by contradiction, we assume that, for some 7 € R? and sufficiently small o > 0, the
map s — sup,epd (u(z,s) — Px(x, 7, s,tg)) — as attains a maximum at some § € (a,b]. Since
ww (|8 — tg]) < 55, we have, for all x € RY,

2 \*!
Co (g)\) |33 - Zj|q < @A(x,g},&t@).

Therefore, for some # € RY, the map (x,s) — u(z,s) — ®(z,9,s,t9) — s attains a maximum at
(,3).
It follows from (A1) and

2\
w(30) 1l < u@,d) — u(a8) < 201

that (2,7) € A,,. In view of Lemma[AJl(dl), we can apply Definition[A]to obtain the contradiction
a <0.

A similar argument for the super-solution v yields that

(A.14) t— inf (v(y,t) —u(z,sg) + Pa(z, vy, se,t))
(z,y)ERY

is nondecreasing on [¢,d] := {t € [0,T] : ww (|sg — t|) < (2A)*}.
We now return to the maximum point (sg,tg) of (AI2)). The map

s—tp 2 S
§+— sup (U($, S) - U(yvtﬁ) - (I))\(x7y7 Satﬂ)) - % - /J§
(z,y)€R?

. . . 1 .
attains a maximum at sg, and, since ww (|sg — tg|) < 55, we have sg > a. Because (A.13) is

. . —t ..
nonincreasing, we have § + %722 < 0. Similarly, the map

|sg — t|? t

t— inf (U(yvt) —u(:n,s(g)+<1>>\(:17,y,s€,t))—|— +/.L§

(z,y)ERE 20

attains a minimum at tp with g > ¢, so, because (AI4) is nondecreasing, we have —4& + 22212 > 0,
We conclude that u < 0, a contradiction, and the result follows. O

A.3. An estimate for the solutions, and the proofs of (A4) and (A5). We now present an
estimate for the solutions of (A.]) with smooth signals. Below, ¢y and Cj are as in (A.2]).
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Proposition A.2. Forug,vg € BUC(R?) and ¢, € C([0,00)) with & = (o, let u be a sub-solution
of

wy = H(Du, x)& in R x (0, 00), u(-,0) =uy on RY,

and v a super-solution of

vy = H(Dv,z){; in R x (0,00), v(-,0) =vg on R%

Then, for all T >0 and 0 < \ < (maXOStST (& — Ct)+)_1;

A -1
sup ulz,t) — v(y,t) — Co <—> "
(2,y,t) ERIX R4 [0,T] ( L= A& —G)

< sup  (uo(z) —vo(y) — oA Mz —y|?).
(z,y)€ERIx R4

We first use Proposition [A2] to prove (A4) and (A5).

Proof of (Ad]). Assume first that W' W? € C'([0,0),R). Proposition gives, for all 0 < \ <
HWl - WQH[Blt] and z € RY,

lul(z,t) — u?(x,t)] < Hu(l) — u%HOO + 0wyt 2, A)-

Ug,UG?

Letting A — HWl — W2H[_01t] gives the result for smooth W' and W?2. A standard density argument

yields the existence for solutions of (A.Il), and shows that (A.4)) holds for all continuous W' and
w2, O

Proof of (A5). In view of (Ad]), we may assume W € C1(]0,00),R). We apply Proposition
with u(l) = ug =ug and &€ = ¢ = W, and find, for any A > 0, z,y € R?, and t > 0,

u(z,t) —u(y,t) <CoA" o —y[?+  sup  (uo(z) — uo(y) — coA?Hz — y|9)
(z,y)cRIx R4

< CoAN Yz —y|l74+  sup (wu0(|x —y|) — oAz — y|q) < CoXT Mz — y|9 + O(wugs A)-
(z,y)ERY

Taking the infimum over A finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition [A.2. Classical viscosity solution arguments show that z(x,y,t) := u(x,t) —
v(y,t) is a sub-solution of

(A.15) 2 = H(Dyz,2)& — H(—Dyz,y)¢;  in R? x R? x (0, 00).

For 0 < A < (maxo<i<7 (& — Ct)+)_1, define

q—1
D)\ (z,y,t) := <m> L(z,y).

It is immediate that ®y(x,y,0) = A"'L(z,y), and, in view of Lemma [ATl@), ® solves (AI5)
whenever L is differentiable at (z,y).
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Next, for 0 < 8 < 1 and p > 0, define

(lzf* + [y?) — pt.

W, 1) = ula,0) — v(y.1) — Dr(2,9.0) ~ 5

The comparison principle yields that u and v are bounded, and, therefore, ¥ attains a maximum
on R% x R? x [0, 7] at some (&, 7, %) that depends on # and u. Assume for the sake of contradiction
that £ > 0.

Rearranging terms in the inequality ¥(0,0,f) < (%, q,1) gives

S (2l +191%) < ul@, f) = v(@,4) = (@(0,8) = v(0,1)) < 2(|[ullgaxor) + [Vlrixom)-
The inequality ¥ (g, 9,t) < ¥(Z,7,) and Lemma [ATI[]) yield

q—1
. <m> &= 910 < u(@,B) — (g, h) + 5 (5~ 14P)

@

It follows that, for some R > 0 depending on A, u, v, &, and (, (|:i?|2 + |g}|2)1/2 < RB~Y2 and
(j7g) € AR'

The definition of @) requires A(§ — ;) < 1. Therefore, since there is no restriction on the size of
¢ — ¢, we cannot expect A to be large enough to force (&,79) € A,,. Instead, we double variables
once more and take advantage of the semiconcavity of L.

For 0 < < 1, set

1
\P6($7yazaw7t) = u(x,t) - U(y7t) - 2_5(|$ - Z|2 + |y - ’lU|2)
B

1 R R -
0z w,t) = S+ fwf?) — ut = 5 (ko =l + |y — 9 + [t — #?)

and Qg g = ArN Bpg-1/2 C R? x R4, and assume that the maximum of ¥5 on QrpxQrgx[0,T]
is attained at (zg,ys, zs, Ws, ts).

Lemma [AT|@) gives |D,®x| + |Dyw®s| + B(|2| + |w|]) Sk 1 on Qrp x Qp g x [0,7]. Rearranging
terms in the inequality Ws(zs,ys, s, Ys, ts) < Vs(xs,ys, 25, ws, ts) yields

1 B
% (Jzs — 25)* + |ys — ws|?) < ®x(ws,ys,t5) — Pa(25, ws, ts) + 5(!335\2 + s — 26> — |ws|?)

Sk (|lzs — 25|+ |ys — wsl)

and, hence, |5 — 25| + |ys — ws| Sr 0.



HOMOGENIZATION OF PATHWISE HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS 29

Since (#,9,2,9,t) € Qrp x Qrpg x [0,T] and ¥s5(2, 9, #,9,t) = (&, 9,1),

\I’(l‘,y,t) = u($7t) - U(:’J’t) - <I>)\($,y,t) - §(|l‘|2 + |y|2) - Mt

1 . 1 . 1
< u(zs, ts) — v(ys, ts) — §|$6 — £ - §|y6 — g - %(m — z5]* + |ys — we|?)

8 1
- §(|Z<5|2 + |lws|?) — pts — §|t5 —

— ®)\(25, ws, t5)
< P —d B (152 2z = Jws)?
< (5, ys,ts) + Pa(@s, s, t5) — ®alzs, ws, t5) + 5 (|2s]” + [ys|” — |25]” — ws]")
1 . ~ R
~3 (lzs — 21 — lys — 91> = Its — 1*) -
Rearranging terms and using ¥(xzs,ys,ts5) < U(Z,7,1), we see that
w5 — &% + lys — 9> + |ts — 1> Sr 0.
Therefore, for sufficiently small §, (zg,ys, zs, ws,t5) is a local interior maximum point of ¥y in
QRﬁ X QRﬁ X (O,T].
Since

1
(.Z',y,t) = u(x,t) - U(yat) - % (’x - 25’2 + ’y - w5‘2)
1 R R R
= Oz wa,t) = it = 5 (lo = 2l = |y — 9" — |t = )

attains an interior maximum at (xs,ys,ts), the definition of viscosity solution for the doubled
equation (ATH) yields

~ 5 — %,
M+t5—t+‘1>,\,t(25,’w5,t5)§H< b=

_ Ys — ws

+a;5—:%,x5> 5t5 —H< 5 (ycs—?ﬁ),ya) été'

Next, (z5,ws) is a minimum point of

1 B
(z,w) = Px(2, w,t5) + 55 (|25 — 2 + lys — wl?) + §(|z|2 + |w]?).
In view of Lemma [Al@), @, is differentiable at (z5,ws), and so
Ys —

T5— 2§
D, ®y(z5, ws,t5) = — Bzs, Dy®x(z5,ws,t5) =

ws
5 5 Bws,

and
P (25, ws, ts) = H(Dy®x (25, w5, ts), 25)&s — H(—Dy® (25, ws, ts5), ws)Crs -

It follows that
u+ts—t+ Py (25, ws,t5) < H (Dg®y(z5, ws,ts5) + Bz5 + x5 — &, x5) été
— H (—=Dy®x(25,ws, ts) — Bws — (s — ), Ys) Cis-
The bounds for (z,¢,t) and (z5,ys, 25, ws, t5) and (A.2) yield

n Sk (B2 4612 +6) (HSH[O,T] * HC’H[QH) '

We obtain a contradiction for sufficiently small enough ¢ and (.
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Therefore, for all g > 0 and t € [0, 7],

lim sup <U($, t) - U(ya t) - @)\($7 Y, t) - é
B—0 (z,y)ER? xR 2

(e + 1))

= sup (u(z,t) — v(y,t) — Pr(z,y,1)) < sup (uo(az) —vo(y) — )\q_lL(az,y)) + ut.

(z,y)€ER4 xR? (z,y)ERI xR
Letting g — 0 and applying Lemma [ATI([0) finishes the proof. O
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