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Abstract

In this paper we investigate maximal L9-regularity for time-dependent viscous Hamilton-Jacobi
equations with unbounded right-hand side and superlinear growth in the gradient. Our approach is based
on the interplay between new integral and Holder estimates, interpolation inequalities, and parabolic
regularity for linear equations. These estimates are obtained via a duality method & la Evans. This sheds
new light on a parabolic counterpart of a conjecture by P.-L. Lions on maximal regularity for Hamilton-
Jacobi equations, recently addressed in the stationary framework by the authors. Finally, applications
to the existence problem of classical solutions to Mean Field Games systems with unbounded local
couplings are provided.
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1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is two-fold. First, to establish maximal L9-regularity for parabolic Hamilton-

Jacobi equations with unbounded right-hand side of the form

Au(x, 1) — Au(x,t) + H(x, Du(x, 1)) = f(x,t) inQr = T4 x(0,T), (HI)
u(x,0) = up(x) in T4

where H has superlinear growth in the gradient variable and f € L9(Qr) for some ¢ > 1. Second, to
apply these regularity results to prove the existence of classical solutions for a large class of second order
Mean Field Games systems with local coupling, i.e.

—0iu — Au + H(x, Du) = g(m(x,t))  inQr
Oym — Am — div(D, H(x, Du)m) =0 in Or (MFG)
m(0) =my, w(T)=ur in T4,

Maximal regularity for (HJ). The problem of maximal L9-regularity for (HJ) amounts to show that
bounds on the right-hand side f in L?(Qr) imply bounds on individual terms d;u, Au and H(x, Du) in
L1(Qr) (see Theorem below for a more precise statement). This problem has been proposed for
stationary Hamilton-Jacobi equations by P.-L. Lions in a series of seminars (see e.g. [42,!41]]). Under the
assumption that

H(x,p)=Ipl", v>1,



he conjectured that maximal regularity holds provided that ¢ is above the threshold d(y — 1)/y. The
conjecture has been proved recently in [21]] via a refined Bernstein method, which unfortunately breaks
down in the parabolic setting. Here, we are able to obtain parabolic maximal regularity via different
methods, assuming that g is above a certain (parabolic) threshold, that is

-1 2
qz(d+2)y—=d+,
Y Y

in the regime of sub-natural growth, that is for y < 2. For y > 2, we obtain the larger threshold

-1
q>(d+2)7T.

Besides maximal regularity, we prove new results on the Holder regularity of solutions when y > 2.

Before stating our results, we briefly review some contributions on the existence and regularity of
solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi equations with unbounded right-hand side. We first discuss the case y < 2,
that is when the nonlinear term H(Du) plays a mild role, being the diffusion term (formally) dominating
at small scales. When f € LY, g > (d + 2)/2, boundedness and Holder continuity of weak solutions is
classical [36, Chapter 5]. For such values of g, boundedness has actually been established for much more
general quasi-linear equations, see e.g. [52]. For these problems, it was shown [29, 24] that existence of
weak (and possibly unbounded) solutions holds up to ¢ = (d + 2)/2. For y < 2, namely strictly below
the natural growth, the existence assumption has been relaxed to ¢ > (d + 2)/y’ in the recent paper [44].
Still, solutions obtained are in a weak or renormalized sense, and though they need not be bounded, the
question of further regularity beyond H(Du) € L' in the existence regime (d + 2)/y’ < q < (d +2)/2
has remained open so far. Beyond the natural growth, that is in the super-quadratic case y > 2, existence
and regularity is even less understood. Under the sign condition f > 0, it has been proven in [13}60] that
viscosity solutions enjoy Holder bounds depending on || f|l,, with ¢ > 1 + d/y. It is worth mentioning
that these results only rely on the super-quadratic nature of H, and tolerate degenerate diffusions. Below
this exponent, bounds in L? spaces have been shown in [L1] (see also [31} Section 3.4]). It is remarkable
that the exponent 1 + d/y decreases as y grows in the super-quadratic regime, so estimates in L™ require
milder assumptions on f than in the sub-quadratic regime. On the other hand, further regularity, especially
involving Du, seems to be difficult to achieve. For general y > 1, Lipschitz regularity has been recently
investigated in [20], and proven under the (optimal) assumption ¢ > d + 2 when y < 3 and larger ¢
when y > 3. Note that whenever Lipschitz regularity is established, maximal regularity for (HJ) follows
by maximal regularity for linear equations (e.g. [37, [33] 26} 54, [55]]), being H(Du) controlled in L™.
We finally mention that within the context of LP-viscosity solutions, Hamilton-Jacobi equations with
unbounded right-hand side have been considered, see e.g. [23]].

Maximal regularity typically requires some mild smoothness of coefficients in the equation (diffusions
with coefficients merely in L™ are not allowed even in the linear framework), but provide integrability of
D?u, d;u, thus allowing to recover most of the aforementioned properties of solutions by means of Sobolev
embeddings, as g varies. To our knowledge, there are only a few instances of this type of results in the
literature, and in the regime y < 2 only. In [58] maximal regularity is stated for f € L9, g > d + 1 (see
also [57, 46l). For Hamilton-Jacobi equations driven by the Laplacian, some results can be found in [31],
under the more general assumption g > (d + 2)/2, but no results are available below this exponent, nor
fory > 2.

As we previously announced, a first main result of this paper consists in achieving maximal regularity
in the full range g > (d +2)/7y’ in the sub-quadratic setting y < 2, and for ¢ > (d+2)(y—1)/2 wheny > 2.
Data will be periodic in the x-variable, namely functions will be defined over the d-dimensional flat torus
T<. This will be convenient for the applications to MFG systems. We suppose that H € C(T¢ x R%) is
convex in the second variable, and that there exist constants y > 1 and Cy > 0 such that

Cillpl” = Cu < H(x,p) < Cu(lpl” +1), (H)



for every x € T4, p € R?. Concerning the case y > 2, we will further assume some additional regularity
in the x-variable, i.e for @ € (0, 1) to be specified,

H(x,p) = H(x + &) < Culé*(ID,H(x. p)l” +1) (Ha)
for all x,& € T4 and p € R¥. A typical example of H satisfying (H) is
H(x,p) = h(x)|p] + b(x) - p, 0 <ho < h(x), hbeCT?.

If h € C%(T¢), this Hamiltonian will satisfy also ().
Hoping to help the reader to have a clearer picture, we sketch known and new regularity regimes as y
and g vary in Figure[T]

Theorem 1.1. Assume that holds, and (Hy)) also when y > 2 (with « as in Theorem[I.2] below). Let
ue Wé’l(QT) be a strong solution to and assume that for some K > 0

1 llLa@r + ol ooz ) < K-

If
(d+2)5 i1+ F5<y<2
q >
d+2)5 ify=2

then, there exists a constant C > 0 depending on K, q,d, Cy, T such that
el o) *+ IDlra0r) < C.

The strategy of the proof is based on the following procedure. By maximal regularity for linear
equations, one has

2
ID*ullLa < I1H(DwllLa + | fllLa + luollwa2sa.a < 1Dullfyq + 11 fllze + luolly2-2a.q-

Then, one looks for a suitable norm |||-||| so that a Gagliardo-Nirenberg type interpolation inequality of the
form
0 _
1Dull},q < I1D?ull}s Ml

with y8 < 1 holds. Combining the two inequalities, maximal regularity is achieved whenever it is possible
to produce bounds on |||u|||. This way of producing estimates for nonlinear problems, using linear estimates
and interpolation inequalities, goes back to the works of Amann and Crandall [2]. When y = 2, a good
choice for |||-||| is the L* norm, which is easily controlled by || f|| (ABP type estimates allow to reach
| flla+1, as in [58]]). Here, we start with the observation that when y < 2, the optimal choice is a suitable
L? norm, while for y > 2, a Holder bound on u is needed. A crucial step in this work is the derivation
of such estimates. These are obtained by duality arguments, inspired by [28}[20]. The main idea behind
duality is to shift the attention from (HIJ)) to the formal adjoint of its linearization, which is a Fokker-Planck
equation. Crossed information on « and the solution p to the “dual” equation allow to retrieve estimates
on p, that are then transferred back to u. A more detailed heuristic explanation of this method can be
found in [20]] (see also references therein). Note that [20] is devoted to Lipschitz regularity of u, while
here we investigate Holder regularity, which requires a further inspection of the regularity of p at the level
of Nikol’skii spaces.

We underline that our results on Holder regularity in the super-quadratic case are new in the following
sense. Recall that Holder bounds have been obtained in [13}/60] when ¢ > 1+ d/y, while here we assume
the stronger requirement g > (d +2)/y’ (which is the natural one for maximal regularity). In [13}60] sign
assumptions on f are in force, and explicit Holder exponents are not provided. Here, we do not require
any assumption on the sign of f, and produce explicit Holder exponents. The statement is as follows.



Theorem 1.2. Assume that (H) and (Hg)) hold, withy > 2. Let u be a strong solution to (H])) in Wg’ Yor),
q > %. Then, there exists a positive constant C (depending on |[uol|ca (ray [| fllLaor) H. g, d,T) such
that
sup Ilu(l)||C¢1(Tzl) <C, (D)
t€[0,T]

where a =y’ — % ifg < ;I,L_zl, while « € (0,1) if g > %.

We mention that the proof of the Holder bounds could be localized in time, thus assuming merely
up € C(T4). The constant C will then depend on ||u/|«, see Remark

In the sub-quadratic regime y < 2, the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions can be obtained up
to the critical integrability exponent ¢ = (d + 2)71%1 [44]. From the viewpoint of maximal regularity, this

endpoint situation is a bit more delicate than the one treated in Theorem which concerns g > (d +2)"%l .
Indeed, the heuristic procedure previously discussed yields

2 2 -1
1D ulls < ID*ullra llully,” + 11 fllze + lluolly2-2/a.q,

which is meaningful only if ||u||Lr is small. We circumvent this issue by shifting the analysis from u to
u—ug, where uy is the solution to a suitable regularized problem. Crucial stability estimates on ||u — uy ||Lr
then lead to the second main maximal regularity result of the paper.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (H) holds, and 1 + ﬁ <y <2 Letue Wj’](QT) be a strong solution to
(HI), and
-1
g=d+2)1—.
Y

Then, there exists a constant C > 0 depending on f, ||uo|lw2-2/a.4, ¢, d, Cr, T such that

||u||W§,1(QT) + || Dullpraor) < C.

We stress that in this limiting case the dependance of the constant C with respect to f is not just
through its norm, as in the previous Theorem [I.1] but on subtler properties; see Remark [4.2] below for
additional details.

Further comments concerning the thresholds for ¢ in Theorems [T.1] and [I.3] are now in order. When
q < (d +2)/y" we believe that maximal regularity results are false in general. This would be in line
with known results for the associated stationary problem [21]], for which maximal regularity does not hold
when g < d/y’. We also believe that the endpoint g = # for quadratic problems y = 2 could be treated
by our methods, using more refined interpolation estimates in Orlicz spaces (or the analysis of a linear
equation obtained via the Hopf-Cole transformation). Regarding the super-quadratic regime y > 2, we do
not know whether our assumption ¢ > (d + 2)(y — 1)/2 is optimal or not.

It is finally worth noticing that our results, and in particular the Holder estimates in Theorem [T.2]
apply to equations with repulsive gradient term (e.g. Kadar-Parisi-Zhang type PDEjs), i.e.

0rv — Av = G(x, Dv(x, 1)) — f(x, 1)

with G satistying (H). In other words, the sign in front of H and f does not matter in (HJ)), since it is
sufficient to observe that u(x,t) = —v(x, t) solves (HJ) with H(x, p) = G(x, —p), which satisfies (H)) too.
We refer to [4} 5] and the references therein for further discussions on these equations.

Mean Field Games. Armed with maximal regularity results for Hamilton-Jacobi equations, we
describe our contributions on Mean Field Games (MFG) systems of the form (MFG). These arise in the
MFG framework, which is a class of methods inspired by ideas in statistical physics to study differential
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Figure 1: A sketch of estimates that are known for solutions to (HJ), as y and g vary: LP (green region), Holder (orange region),
Lipschitz (light blue region). Above the solid red line we prove here maximal regularity estimates. Above the dashed red line we
prove here new Holder estimates.

games with a population of infinitely many indistinguishable players [39] [38]]. The PDE system (MFG)
appears naturally when the running cost of a single player depends on the population’s density in a
pointwise manner. This results in the nonlinear coupling term g(m(x, ¢)) between the Hamilton-Jacobi
and the Fokker-Planck equation in (MFG). When g(-) is an unbounded function, regularity of solutions is
still a challenging problem that has not been solved in full generality.

In the so-called monotone case, that is when g(-) is increasing, there are basically no restrictions on
the growth of f if one looks for solutions in some weak sense [[11} 53], or for classical solutions when the
time horizon T is small 3} [18]]. Classical solutions for arbitrary 7' can be obtained by requiring a mild
behaviour of g(m) as m — oo, or a mild behaviour of H(p), i.e. y < 1+ 1/(d + 1) (as suggested in [41])).
We deal here with the first situation. For the model problem g(m) = m”, an upper bound on r depending
on y and the space dimension d is usually required. Concerning the subquadratic case y < 2, a main
reference is [30]] (see also [6]), while [32] explores the superquadratic case 2 < y < 3.

We will assume here that f : T¢ x [0, 00) — R is of class C', and that there exist 7 > 0 and Cg > 0
such that

Cylm™ < g'(m) < Ce(m™™" +1)  VYm 2 0. (M*)

This implies that g(-) is monotone increasing, and bounded from above and below by power-like functions
of type m”. As for the Hamiltonian, we will further assume some additional smoothness and uniform
convexity in the p-variable, having always in mind a power-like growth |p|: for every p € R%, M € Sym,,

Tr(D2, H(x, p)M>) = i (1 + [pI?) T IMP - Ci,
|D2 H(x,p)| < Cu(Ip™" +1), (H2)
D2 H(x.p)| < Cu(IpP’ +1).

Our main result on this class of problems reads as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Under the assumptions (H), (H2) and (M7), there exists a (unique) smooth solution to
(MEG) if

’ d . 1
ﬁ(mz-«/) fl+gzg<ys<2
r< 2)

2 .
w2 Frz2

It is understood here that there are no restrictions on r when d = 1,2. To our knowledge, the results



of this manuscript extend known classical regularity regimes in the sub-quadratic case. Note that
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d—2d+2—y) d-2 =7

Regarding the super-quadratic case, we actually obtain the same restriction r < W as in [32], but we
are able to cover the full interval y € [2, c0), thus unlocking some smoothness regimes for y > 3. Still,
one may conjecture that, for all d > 1, no restrictions on r should be required to get classical solutions
(as for the purely quadratic case H(p) = |p|? investigated in [12, Theorem 4.1]), but this remains an open
question.

In the non-monotone framework, the assumption of increasing monotonicity of g(-) is dropped. Con-
versely, one may even consider a g(-) which is strictly decreasing (focusing case), and model aggregation
phenomena as in [14} 16} 22]. In this framework, a control on the growth of g is structurally needed. For
stationary problems, it was shown in [15] that when g(m) = —m", no solutions on R4 exist when r > dZ—y,,
and even for r > %’ some further assumptions might be needed for solutions to be obtained. On the other

7

hand, when r < %, existence of weak solutions is shown in [22], but their classical regularity is proven
under much stronger hypotheses, that impose y < 2.
Now, we suppose
—Co(m” +1) < g(m) < Cg(m” +1). (M™)

With respect to the previous assumptions (M 7)) in the monotone case, g need not be monotone increasing;
in contrast, it can be strictly decreasing, for example g(m) = —m”. We have the following

Theorem 1.5. Under the assumptions (H) and (M), there exists a smooth solution to (MFG) if

< z ifl+ Ar<y<2 .
’

2 lf >2

@x2)-0-2 Y4

In other words, we prove that solutions in the focusing case obtained in [22] are always classical in
the subquadratic regime. In the superquadratic regime, a new class of smooth solutions is obtained. We

stress that the threshold 77 is crucial, as one may have non-existence of solutions for large time-horizon T

when r > % [[17]. For a summary sketch of the existence regimes that we obtain here, see Figure

Theorems and are proven as follows. First, we use structural estimates to deduce some a
priori bounds on ||g(m)||L«. These are mainly second-order type estimates in the monotone framework,
and first-order estimates in the non-monotone one (plus some additional interpolation procedure). The
assumptions on the growth r of g(-) guarantee that g is large enough to apply our maximal regularity
results for the HJ equation. Then, once the crucial a priori bounds on u in Wg’l are established, a bootstrap
procedure allows to get estimates up to second order derivatives in Holder spaces, and existence follows
via standard methods.

Outline. In Sections [2.1] and 2.2] we introduce the functional setting that is used throughout the
paper, while Section [2.3]is devoted to Sobolev regularity results for Fokker-Planck equations. Section
[3] comprehends the proof of a priori integral and Hélder estimates for Hamilton-Jacobi equations with
unbounded ingredients. In Section 4] Theorem on maximal regularity for is proven, while in
Section 5] the existence Theorems [T.4]and [I.5]for are proven.
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Figure 2: A sketch of regions where existence of classical solutions to (MFG) are obtained, in the monotone case (light blue and
green regions) and in the non-monotone case (green region only).
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Fractional spaces of periodic functions

Let £ € (0,1)and 1 < p, g < oo. The Besov space ng(Td) consists of all functions u € LP(T%) such that

the norm 1
I+ 1) = FC sy \*
(T4) = ”u”Ll’(Td) + /]I:d |h|d+#q dh

gz,

is finite. When p = ¢ = coand u = & € (0, 1), the space BX.(T?) ~ C%(T¢) and it is endowed with the
equivalent norm
oy = lulleqeay + sup M) =1
xeyerd dist(x, y)®

where dist(x, y) is the geodesic distance on T¢. When, instead, p = ¢ € (1, o) and y is not an integer, it is
immediate to recognize that BZ » (T9) =~ WHP(T4), where WP (T4) is the classical Sobolev-Slobodeckii
scale in the periodic setting. When ¢ = oo, the space BZOO (T?) =~ N*P(T?) is known as Nikol’skii space
[49] and the above norm is interpreted as usual as

lullyopray = llulle pay + sup [ lu(x + h) = u()llpp ra) »
h

[u]Nu.p(Td)

see [40, Chapter 17] for analogous spaces defined on R4, and [61] p. 4601, [56} Section 3.5.4] for details
in the periodic case. For general u > 0,let u = k+ 0 > 0O with k e NU {0}, 0 € (0,1], 1 < p < oo.
Then, we define the Nikol’skii class

NEP(T?) = {u € WEP(TY) 2 [D*uyop(ray < 00, || = k}



We mention that in view of [63, Corollary 2 p. 143], Nikol’skii spaces N*-?(T¢) can be endowed with
equivalent norms of the form

. k—
il ray 1= lellgogeay + Y sup 1R AL ull o ra)
|(Z‘=k |h|>0

where k,r € Z are such that 0 < k < g and r > s — k, where AZ are the increments of order r and step A,
see [40]. Moreover, these spaces can be characterized via real interpolation: for m € N, p, g € [1, o] and
6 € (0, 1) we havdT]

(LP (T4, WP (T))g,4 = By (TY),

with equivalence of the respective norms, see e.g. [43]], [40, Theorem 17.24].

2.2 Space-time anisotropic spaces

For any time interval (¢1,12) C R, let Oy, ¢, = T4 x (t1,1,). We will also use the notation 0y, = T x (0, 1»).
For any p > 1 and Q = Qy, ;,, we denote by W;’I(Q) the space of functions u such that 9, Df u e LP(Q)
for all multi-indices 8 and r such that |8| + 2r < 2, endowed with the norm

el = //Q S 1o DEupdxar

|B|+2r<2

1
P

The space W,l,’O(Q) is defined similarly, and is endowed with the norm

Diu

llloro, = [lu + | .
W, (Q) I ”LP(Q) |,l;—:1 LP(Q)

We define the space 5‘611, (Q) as the space of functions u € W;’O(Q) with d;u € (W;’,O(Q))’, equipped with
the norm

lullzey o) = Nully ooy + N9rullrogyy -

Denoting by C([t;,12]; X), C¥([t1,12]; X) and L9(t1,1; X) the usual spaces of continuous, Holder and
Lebesgue functions respectively with values in a Banach space X, we have the following isomorphisms:
Wa Q) = L2(11, 12); W-3(T9)), and

Hy(Q) = {u € L*(ty, : WHA(T?), u € (L2 (11, 1: WH(TY)))'}
= {u € L2 (11, s WHA(TY)), dyu € L2 (11,12 (WH(T))) },

and the latter is known to be continuously embedded into C([t1,1,]; L>(T%)) (see, e.g., [25, Theorem
XVIIL.2.1]). Sometimes, we will use the compact notation C(X) and L9(X).

2.3 Sobolev regularity of solutions to Fokker-Planck equations
In this section we collect a few existence and regularity properties of solutions to

“4)

—0ip(x,t) — Ap(x, t) + div(b(x, t)p(x,t)) =0 in O,
p(x,7) = pr(x) in T4

'We denote here with (X, X|)g, 4 the standard real interpolation space between Banach spaces Xp, X .



Here, 7 € (0,T], Qr := T x (0,7) and Qg := T¥ x (s, 7). We will assume that
pr € L(T9), pr >0 ae. (5)

We first recall that such a transport equation with diffusion is well-posed in an energy space, and
has bounded solutions, when |b| € L?(Q,) with P satisfying the so-called Aronson-Serrin condition
P > d + 2. For a proof of the following classical result, see e.g. [20, Proposition 2.3], or [[7, I8} 136].

Proposition 2.1. Let |b| € L*(Q,), with ? > d + 2, and p. be as in (). Then, there exists a unique weak
solution p € #(Q7) N L¥((0,7); L™ (T4)) forall r > 1 to (@), i.e.

- /T(o"'tp(t), o(t))dt + // Dp-Dyp—bp-Dpdxdt =0 (6)
s QS,T

Joralls > 0and ¢ € 5‘621 (Qs.2), and p(t) = p; in the L*-sense. Moreover, p is a.e. nonnegative on Qx.

Our analysis will be based on regularity properties of p in Sobolev spaces that depend on the integra-
bility of |b| against p itself. Similar results already appeared in [22} 9] 47, [53]].

Proposition 2.2. Let p be the nonnegative weak solution to @) and 1 < o’ < d + 2. Then, there exists
C > 0, depending on T, o', d, such that

ol o,y < € ( //Q |b(x, )™ p dxdr + ||pT||Lp«(Td)) )
where m’ = 1 + 432 andp mlfa' >jﬁ,whllep =1ifo’ <3Jﬁ.
As we will se below, if ¢’ > Zﬁ we obtain also
ol ey < € ( //Q [bCe, D" p dxdr + ||pT||Lp/(Ta)) for all € [0,7]. ®)
Proof. The case o’ < ZJ? is covered by [20l Proposition 2.5], which is based on duality combined with

maximal regularity arguments (following [47]). We focus here on the case o’ > %, and prove the

theorem via a (standard) method from weak solutions, that does not exploit parabolic Caldéron-Zygmund
regularity. Th1s is possible because ZJ'% <o’ <d+2implies2 <m’ <d +2.

SetB:= 5= +2 . To simplify, we use ¢ := PP as a test function in the weak formulation of (@) integrating
onQ, :=T¢ >< (t, 7), while the argument can be made rigorous by testing against ¢ := (p + €)?, and then

letting € — 0. We have

ﬁ_li_ / o(x, P! dx+ﬂ// o 1|Dp|2d)cdt<'// |b|pB|Dp|dxdt+—/ lp< P! dx
Td

scﬁ//Q 1|2 P! dxdt+—// P 1|Dp|2dxdt+ I/Td o2 [P dx

B

+1 Bl
——p 5 Dp, we write

_ 45 B+l

1 2 2

Dpl|” dxdt = Dp 7 |~ dxdt
ﬁ/ - pﬂ | ,D| X (B + 1)2 ‘[/‘SYT I p | X
to get that

511/ p(x, t)’“ldx+ﬁ// PP Dp|* dxdt > cg [/ (o, 0] T )2dx+// \Dp™F P dxdr|.

In particular, noting that DpBT =




We first pass to the supremum over 7 € (0, 7) and, by means of [[27, Proposition 1.3.1] we deduce

2
LALRY) B (B+1)4:2 E
Cp | €SS Sup; (o 7) (Jp(x,6)] 7 ) dx + |Dp 2 |“dxdt| > cga P a4 dxdt .
TJTd . -

‘We then have
d+2 l_ﬁ ﬁ
d dxdt) +§ﬂ Y Dp|? dxdt
O~

Cpd (ﬂ p(ﬁ+1)
O+
= -5
< (// |b|m'pdxdt) (ﬂ PB"%ZH dxdt) + C2||p‘r|lua+1(-]rd)
QT QT
We then note that o < d + 2 implies m’ > 2 and

d+2 m’ d+2
R AR Yyl

We apply Young’s inequality to the ﬁrst term on the rlght-hand side to conclude

= , 1-%
c1 (// IbIm'pdxdt) (// Pt dxdt)
T T T 7=
, +2-m’ c 4 +
<c3 ([/ |b|™ pdxdt) + BT’d (// p(ﬁ“)% dxdt) )
QT T
Hence

d+2 #a B _1 5
CB.d pd2-m’ dxdt + = P NDp|* dxdt
o 2 Mo,

d

m d+2-m’ d —d
( // 15 pdxdz) t ool T
- Ld+2-m’ (Td)

d
’ d+2-m’
< bI™ pdxdt +
<o JJ wroas I
We thus conclude the estimate
+ <C bI™ p dxdt +
—— J wrodsar < on,
// pﬁ‘|Dp|2dxdtsc‘[// |b|m’pdxdt+||p,||L
QT

d+2-m’
d+2‘£m' (Td):| ’ (9)
d+

Finally, recalling that o’ = 5 2m, , we get the Sobolev estimate applying Holder’s inequality, using (9)
and finally exploiting Young’s inequality as

<y

lell, o (Td))

and also

IDpll Lo .y < 1052 Dpll 20, lp" P2l

2d+2)
L d+4-2m’ (Q;)
d+4-2m’

20+
([/ P Dp)? dxdt) (/] pd+2 T dxdt)
QT T
< ( // Ib1" pdxdi + lipell

W (T)
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The estimate on the time derivative in (W#O(QT))’ can be obtained by duality, as in [20, Proposition
2.4]. O

Corollary 2.3. Let p be the nonnegative weak solution to @). Then, there exists C| > 0, depending on
T,q.d, such that if g < 42

d:2
s[up el e’ ey + Pl L (0,) < Ci («//Q |b(x, )| ¢ pdxdt + ||PT||Lp’(']rd))
t€[0,7] T

+2

where p = while if g > 42

_dq
@+2)-2q’

d+2
swp o0 0w+ ol < G ( // Ib(x, )| pdxdt+||pr||u(1rd>)-
* Or

t€[0,7] q"’ d+2+q" (Td)

Proof. The first estimate follows by Proposition applied with m’ = % (see also (8)), and the
continuous embedding of %;,(QT) into L9'(Q;). The second estimate follows analogously, using also the

(d+2)q’
embedding of #,(Q-) into C([0, 7]; Wdn 3 Sy (T%)). o

3 Bounds of solutions to HJ equations in Lebesgue and Holder
spaces

We derive in this section some preliminary bounds on solutions to Hamilton-Jacobi equations via duality
methods. Since we are in the setting of maximal regularity and f € L9(Q7), we assume that u €
W;’] (Qr)n W.;;Z0 is a strong solution to (HJ)), i.e. it solves the Hamilton-Jacobi equation almost everywhere.

The initial datum ug is achieved in W2~2/%-4(T¢), as suggested by the Lions-Peetre trace method in
interpolation theory (cf Lemma [A.T] below). Note that by classical embedding properties for Sobolev-
Slobodeckij spaces, we have the following inclusions

T (T4)  for g > ‘”2
2
W> a4 (T9) — { LP(T9) forp € [1 oo) and g = 42, (10)
—da_ d+2
L322 (T4)  for g <
Since we will work under the assumptions

d+2
q=z—, y>1+
Y

2
d+2
emebeddings of qu’l(QT) imply that u is bounded in Wyl’qO(QT) (so we can drop u € W;;,O(QT) in the
statements of our results), and u € L*(0,T; W"2(T¢)). Furthermore,

|Dul”~" € L*(07) for some P > d + 2,

so the dual equation @) is well-posed in 5‘621 whenever b(x,t) = =D, H(x, Du(x,t)). Note finally that
when g > (d + 2)/2, any solution is automatically continuous and u solves in the weak sense used
in [20]. This always happens in the superquadratic regime y > 2. On the other hand, in the subquadratic
case y < 2, u is not necessarily continuous when (d + 2)/y’ < g < (d +2)/2.

11



Remark 3.1. The assumption

y>1+—

guarantees that u € L>(0, T; W"2(T¢)), so u has finite energy and it can be safely used as a test function
for the dual equation (@). One can drop this requirement in all of the following statements, relaxing to

1
>1+ —,
4 d+1
so that g > d;z > 1, and assuming a priori that u € L*(0,T; W52(T4)) (which is always true for example
when u is a classical solution, as in Sectlonﬁ]on MFG). One could also invoke methods from renormalized
solutions, to deal also with the case y < 1 + ﬁ but this is beyond the scopes of this paper.

3.1 Bounds in Lebesgue spaces

We obtain in this section bounds on the L”-norm of u, elaborating in particular the case <= ‘”2 <g<%S* ‘“2

that is when y < 2.

Ty (s) = max { — s, min{s, k}} below will denote the truncation operator at level k > 0, u* = max{u, 0}
and u~ = (—u)* the positive and negative part of u respectively.

We start with some bounds on u™, that are obtained with no restrictions on ¢ > 1.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that H is non-negative. Let u be a strong solution to (HJ) in Wj’l(QT), q > 1. There
exists a positive constant Cy (depending on q, d,T) such that

™ (OllLeray < llug e ray + Coll £ llzao,)» (11)

+ +2

where p = mtfq<d2 while p = co if g > 442

Note that Wq’ Y(Qr) is embedded into C([0, T]; LP(T<)) (p as in the previous statement) so has
the form of an a priori bound.
Proof. We detail the proof in the case ¢ < d+2 only. The case ¢ > d+2
way (essentially following [20} Section 3]).

For k > 0, let u = uy be the weak non-negative solution of the following backward problem

=0 u(x,t) — Ap(x,t) =0 in Q,

p-1
() .
2 ||( " )H”)]‘ in T

can be treated in an analogous

u(x, ) =

Note that ||z || »"(ray < 1. Since u solves an equation of the form (4] (@) with b = 0, by Corollaryn we
have

||,U||Lq’(QT) <C,
where C does not depend on k. Since u* is a weak subsolution to

But(x,1) — Aut(x,1) < [f(x, 1) — H(x, Du(x, 1)) | X (us0} in Qx,

testing against u, and testing the equation for y against u we get that

/ u+(T),u(T)dx§/ ua,u(O)dx+[/ f,udxdt—/] H(x, Du)u dxdt.
Td Td ON{u>0} O.N{u>0}

We apply Holder’s inequality to the second term of the right-hand side of the above inequality, the
assumption H > 0 on the Hamiltonian, and the fact that the backward heat equation preserves the L”’
norm, i.e. ||u(®)llpp(ray < 1forallz € [0, 7], to get, after sending k — oo, the desired inequality. O

12



We now proceed with some more delicate bounds on u~, under the restriction g > %. We will
use the following property of H: under the standing assumptions on H, the Lagrangian L(x,v) =
sup,{v - p— H(x, p)} satisfies for some C, > 0 (depending on Cy)

Clv[ = Cr < L(x,v) < CLv|” +CL. (12)

Lemma 3.3. Assume that (H)) holds. Let u be a strong solution to (H]) in WS’I(QT), q > %. There
exists a positive constant C (depending on Cy, q,d, T) such that

™ (@llpp(ra) <

gy’
qy'—(d+2)

C (Il ew zay + 1 Niacon)) +2CCot (gl zay + 1 et +Crr. (13)

dg . , .
Wherepzmlfq<%,whllep:oolfq>%.

Proof. As before, we detail the case g < #
solution of

only. For k > 0, let p = pi be the weak non-negative

=0, p(x, 1) — Ap(x, 1) + div(D, H(x, Du(x, 1)) x (u<o1p(x, 1)) =0 in O,
et

_ - nd
P T) = o inT
As before, ||ptellpp (ray < 1. By Corollarywe have
d+2
leOMlLpr (zay + Il a0,y < C1 (‘//Q |DpH(x, Du)| ¢ xu<oyp dxdt + ||pzllpp(ray|,  (14)

where C does not depend on k. Since u~ is a weak subsolution to

Ou” (x, 1) — Au(x,1) < [ — f(x,t) + H(x, Du(x, t))])({u<0} in O,

testing against p, and testing the equation for p against u~ we get that

/ u (t)p(t) dx + /] [ —D,H(x,Du) - Du™ — H(x, Du)])({u<0}p dxdt
Td [on

S/ uap(O)dx—ﬂ fpdxdt.
Td ON{u<0}

On one hand, in view of (I2) note that

[ - DpH(x’ Du) - Du™ — H(x, DM)] X{u<0} = L(DpH(xs _Dui)))({u<0}
> [ Dy H(x, Du)” = Cr] X (<o)

and on the other hand by Holder’s inequality

/d u (1t)p(T) dx + CZI ﬂ |D,H(x, Du)lyl/\/{,Ko}p dxdt - Cy, // X{u<0}yp dxdt
T (&2 O+

< Ntg o cras |0l o ey + 1 Nizacom oo o,y (15

13



Then, plugging (T4) into (T3)) we obtain
/ u (t)p(t) dx + CZI [/ |D,H(x, Du)P’/)({,KO}p dxdt <
T4 0

d+2
C (||M6||Lp(1rd) + ||f_||Lq<Q,)) (// |DpH(x, Du)| @~ x(u<oyp dxdt + 1) + CL// X{u<0}p dxdt.
QT QT

(16)

Since g > % one can use Young’s inequality, and the fact that / pt)dx < ||p()llLray < 1 to get the

desired inequality (after passing to the limit k — o0). O
Combining (TT)) and (T3)), we get the following estimate in the case ¢ > %.

Corollary 3.4. Assume that holds. Let u be a strong solution to (H]) in WS’I(QT), q > %, and
assume that

lluollpr(ray lfllLaor) < K.
Then, there exists a positive constant C (depending on K, Cy, q,d, T) such that

sup [[u()llpp(ray < C, a7
t€[0,T]

where p = (d:;+2qifq< #, while p = co if g > %.

Note that the previous result does not cover the critical case ¢ = 2. The rest of the section is devoted
to this endpoint situation, and more precise information on the stability of solutions in L? will be obtained.
This will be crucial in the subsequent analysis of maximal regularity. It is worth noting that constants
appearing in estimates below will not depend just on the norms || f||L4, ||uol||Lr , but on finer properties of
fin L2 and ug in LP; see Remark[3.6]

Let I'(x, 7) be the fundamental solution of the heat equation on T x (0, ). Consider, for k > 0, the
solution uy to the problem with truncated / regularized data, i.e.

(18)

Bpuge(x, 1) — Auge(x, 1) + H(x, Dug(x, 1)) = Te (f(x, 1)) in Qr = T4 % (0,T),
up(x,0) = up() * I'(, 1/k) (x) in T4,

In other words, u solves an Hamilton-Jacobi equation with L™ right-hand side and initial datum in C*.
Such an initial datum is actually ug(x, 0) = z(x, 1/k), where z is the solution to the heat equation

8z2(x, 1) —Az(x,1) =0 in Q7 =T4x(0,7),
z(x, 0) = up(x) in T9,

and converges to ug in W>"2/¢4(T9) as k — co. The existence and uniqueness of a strong solution
ui € WIZ,’I(QT) for all p > 1 can be obtained using for example results in [20]. We prove now estimates
onu— ug.

Proposition 3.5. Assume that (H) holds. Let u and uy be strong solutions to (HJ) and (I8) respectively,
vy <2andq= %. Then, there exists a positive constant C (depending on f,uy, Cy, q,d, T) such that

s[l(l)p] llu(t) = ukOllLp ray < C(ILf = Te(Pllzacr + lluo = uo * T(1/K)lI Ly (zay), 19)
tel0,T

- _4da __ _ gyl
where p = @i2g = d2—'y'
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Proof. Letw = u —uy. Note that w depends of course on &, but we will drop the subscript for simplicity.
As before, we argue by duality, and estimate w* first. Fix 7 € (0,T] and p = px be the weak
nonnegative solution of

=0, p(x,1) — Ap(x, 1) + div(Dp H(x, Dug(x,1))p(x,1)) =0 in Q¢ ,
[W*(x,r)] p

: d
— in T¢.
Iw*@)15™!

p(x,7) =

Note that as in previous lemmas one should further truncate p(7) to ensure the existence of p in an energy
space (cf Proposition , and then pass to the limit, but we will omit this step for brevity.

Step 1: bounds on |/ |D,H(x, Duy)|” p. Testing (18] against p, and testing the equation for p against
ux we get that

//Q, L(x,D,H(x, Duy))p dxdt = — -//QT Ti(f)p dxdt — -/]I‘d ur (0)p(0) dx + ./Td up(t)p(t)dx. (20)

Recall that for all 7, de p(t)dx = /Td p()dx < ||p(T)llpp(gay = 1. Then, for h > 0 that will be chosen
below,

—// Tk(f)pdxdtﬁf/ ffpdxdts‘//“ f pdxdt + ht
O+ O+ Q-N{f~=h}

<N x-2myllLaenllpllie o,) + AT

Similarly, for any sy > 0, by Young’s inequality for convolutions and Holder inequality,
- [ m©@p©dr=- [ wr/0«p0)
Td Td
< / U F(l/k)*p(O)dx+h0/ I'(1/k) % p(0)dx
TN {uy 2ho} Td

< 1 Xt 2 e o 1L POy + o [ U [ (O

< ||146)({u52h0}||L1»(Td)||P(O)||Lp’(Td) + ho.

Finally, applying Lemma to ux and noting that (ug x T'(1/k))* < uj » I'(1/k) by the comparison
principle,

/Td u(1)p(r) dx < Nlug (Ol Lo ra) Lo ray < Nlo * TA/K) Lo cray + Coll Te(£) Laco.)

< llug lpp ray + Coll f M lILao.)

Pluggin the previous inequalities back in (20), and using the bounds from below on L, we then get

c;! // |D,H(x, Dup)|” pdxdt - Cp. // pdxdt < hT + ho + |lug | o ray + Coll f ¥ |ILacoy)

+ (||“6X{u62h0}”L1’(Td) + ||f_)({f*zh}||L‘J(Q,))(”P(O)”Lp’(’]rd) + ||P||L<1’(QT))
Then Corollary [2.3]yields bounds on p, i.e.

o f/ |DpH(x, Dug)” pdxdt < (h+ CL)T + ho + l|ug Nl o ra) + Coll * llLacon)
O

+ Ci (|lug X (5 2oy Lo ey + 1f ™ x5 2my lLacos)) (// |D,H(x, Dug)|” p dxdt + 1
O-
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for some C; depending only on 7, d, y. Finally, & and &g are chosen large enough so that

_ _ 1
||M0X{u(;zho}||LP(Td) +1f X{f-zh}”Lq(QT) < m,

that gives
// \DpH(x, Duy)|” p dxdt < 2CL[(h+ CL)T + ho + |luf | o cray + Coll f *llLaon] + 1= C. (21)
QT

Step 2: bounds on w*. Taking the difference between (I8) and (HJ), by convexity of H(x,-), w* is a
weak subsolution of

Ow™ (x,1) — Aw™ (x,1) + Dp H(x, Dug(x, 1)) - Dw* < [f = Te(£(x, 1)) | X w0y

Testing against p, and testing the equation for p against w* gives

Ol = [ @prars [ w@p0ds [ (777 0) oo v

Hence, using Corollary [2.3]and the estimate (21)) we obtain

W llep ray < Cr{W Ol (ray + ILf = Ti(Plll La(ra) (//Q |DpH(x, Du)|” p dxdt + 1

< Ci(C + 1)(|luo = uo * T(1/ K Lo cray + I f = Te(F)ll|acray),
which is “half” of the desired estimate.

To get an analogous estimate for |[w™ ||, a), wWhich allows to conclude since w = u — u, one can
proceed as in Step 1 and 2, noting that w™ satisfies

w ™ (x,1) = Aw™(x, 1) + DpH(x, Du(x,1)) - Dw™ < [Ti(f(x,0)) = f] x{w<0}-
To argue as before, it is sufficient to exploit properties of the dual problem

=8, p(x,1) — APp(x, 1) + div(D, H(x, Du(x,1))p(x,1)) =0 in Qr,
[w’(x,‘r)] o

= in T4,
Iw=()llp

plx, 1) =

Remark 3.6. Note that (I9) directly yields the estimate
<C,

sup |Ju(@)]|

aY
tel0,T] L

ﬁ(w)
thus extending up to the critical case ¢ = (d + 2)/y’. Let us focus on the the way C depends on f
and ug. When g > (d +2)/y’, C depends on || f|lL« and |lugl|L» only. At the endpoint ¢ = (d +2)/y’,
C above (and similarly the constant in (I9)) is proportional to C defined in (1)), that depends in turn on
g o ey 1f *lLa @, B ho, Where h, hg are such that

_ _ 1
g X (uig zhoy lLe (ray + ILf ™ X (r-2n1ILa0r) < 26.C,

and C; = C(T, g,d) is as in Corollary Thus, these constants remain bounded when f and ug vary
in bounded and equi-integrable sets in L1(Qr) and LP(T¢) respectively. This is completely in line with
results in [44].
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3.2 Bounds in Holder spaces

We now proceed with bounds on u in Holder spaces, which will be obtained in particular when y > 2,

that is when ¢ is necessarily greater than % (and therefore u is continuous).

Proof of Theorem([I.2] Step 1. Since we have the representation H(x, Du(x, t)) = sup,,cga{v - Du(x,t) —
L(x,v)} for a.e. (x,t) € Or, we get

/ (O,u(t), o(t))dt + // Oiu(x, 1) 0j(p(x, 1)) + [E(x, 1) - Du(x,t) — L(x, B(x, t))]¢ dxdt
0 O+

< -//QT O, e(x, t)dxdt  (22)

for any measurable = : QO — R such that L(-,Z(-,-)) € L"(Q;) and E - Du € L"(Q;), r > 1, and test
function ¢ € 5‘6’2‘ (Q+)NL" (Q-). The previous inequality becomes an equality if Z(x, 1) = D, H(x, Du(x,1))
in Q.

Fix now any 7 € [0,T], and let %, € T be such that

u(y) —u(x) = [y — % - [u( 1)l ca za).

Let p; be any smooth non-negative function satisfying [er pr=1,and p € e%’z'(QT) N L (Qy) (for all
r’ > 1) be the solution to

=0, p(x,1) = Ap(x, 1) + div(D, H(x, Du(x,1))p(x,1)) =0 in Qr,
p(x,7) = pr(x) in T9.

Use now (22) with E(x,1) = D,H(x, Du(x,t)) and ¢ = p, and u € 5‘621 (Qr) as a test function for the
equation satisfied by p to get

‘/T:d u(x, T)pr(x)dx = Ad up(x)p(x, 0)dx + /./Q, f(x, )p(x, t)dxdt

+ // L(x, D, H(x, Du(x, 1)) p(x, )dxdt. (23)
O~
Setting & = § — X, one can easily check that p(x, t) := p(x — &, t) satisfies

=8, p(x,1) = Ap(x, 1) + div(D,H(x — &€ Du(x — £,1))p(x,1)) =0 in Qr,
A(x,7) = pr(x = &) in T9.

As before, plugging E(x, 1) = D, H(x — & Du(x — &,1)) and ¢ = p into (22), and using u € #,(Qr) as a
test function for the equation satisfied by p yields

/ u(x, D) (¥)dx < / uo(OP(x, 0)dx+
Td Td
// L(x, DyH(x — & Du(x — £ 1))p dxdt + / fpdxd

T

which, after the change of variables x — & — x, becomes
[ ut+empedr < [ o+ £)ptx 0
Td Td

[/ L(x + & DpH(x, Du(x,t)))p dxdt + // fodxdt. (24)
QT QT
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Taking the difference between (24) and (23) we obtain
/]Fd (u(x + & 7) — u(x, 7)) pr(x)dx < /Td (uo(x + &) — up(x)) p(x, 0)dx+
+ //Q T (L(x + & DpH(x, Du(x, 1)) - L(x, DpH(x, Du(x, t)))) o(x, 1) dxdi

+ //Q ) Fx,0)(px = &1) — p(x, 1)) dxdt.  (25)

Step 2. To estimate the terms appearing in the right hand side of ([25)), we first derive bounds on p.
We stress that constants C, Cy, . . . below are not going to depend on 7 and p,. Rearranging (23) we have

[/ L(x, DpH(x, Du(x, 1)) p(x, t)dxdt =/ u(x, 7)p.(x)dx —/ up(x)p(x, 0)dx
- Td Td

_ //Q.T f(x, t)p(x, t)dxdt,

c;! // D, H(x, Dulx, ) p(x, dxdi < C + | fllaionllpllLe o, -
O

and by (T2) and bounds on ||ul|« of Proposition [3.4] we get

Using Corollary 2.3
c;! //Q |D, H(x, Du(x, 1))[" p(x, t)dxdt < C
+CillfllLacon ( //Q 1Dy HGx Dut T pdxdt + lpell o zay |-
This provides a control on f/ 0. |DPH(Du)|7/ p, and by means of Proposition

//Q Dy H(x, Dulx, ) p(x, )dxdt + llplly (o) < Co. (26)

d+3—y’

Step 3. First, recalling that de p(0) =1,

[, s+ = 10() 5,00 < I Tl

As for the second term in 25), L(x,v) = sup,cpa{v - p — H(x,p)}, and if v = D, H(x,p), then
L(x,v) =v-p— H(x, p), hence

L(x + & DpH(x, Du(x,1))) = L(x, DpH(x, Du(x, 1)) < H(x, Du(x,1)) = H(x + & Du(x,1)).
Next, using (H),

L(x + & DpH(x, Du(x,t))) — L(x, D, H(x, Du(x, t))) | p(x, t) dxdt
I )
< ﬂ (H(x, Du(x, t)) — H(x + &, Du(x, t)))p(x, t) dxdt
QT

< Chle® //Q (|DpH(x,Du(x,t))|7/+l)p(x,t)dxdt.
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Finally, we apply the embeddings of Propositions and (withd =¢q’, p = #*_27, and hence

azy’—%)toget

’ )/ [ el = 0= )

—&,1)— 1
<ier | 00 WEZE RPN < gl

< CIEI I f lLa@ollplipa waa ray < €I N Laoollelze | 0,)-

d+3—y

Plugging now all the estimates in (23)) and using (26) we obtain
[, e+ &0 = utee)prrd < Cilel”
T

It is now sufficient to recall that p, can be any smooth non-negative function satisfying f]rd pr=1,s0
|y = %7 - [u(, D)lca(ray = u(y) —u(x) < Ci|y - x|
and we have the assertion. O

Remark 3.7. Adding an additional time localization term in the previous procedure, as in [20]], it is possible
to obtain Holder bounds that are independent of the initial datum, but just depend on the sup-norm of
the solution. This indicates that the equation regularizes at Holder scales, and weak solutions (in an
appropriate sense) become instantaneously Holder continuous at positive times.

4 Maximal L9-regularity

We start with a straightforward consequence of parabolic regularity results for linear equations.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that (H) holds. Let u be a strong solution to (HI) in Wé’l(QT). Then,

w2t gy < CUDUI (g, + N acor) + Nl 3.y + 1) @7

q
for some positive constant C depending on q, d, Cy.

Proof. The proof is an easy consequence of well-known Caldéron-Zygmund type maximal regularity
results for heat equations with potential

Oru(x, t) — Au(x,t) = V(x,t) inQ.,
u(x, 0) = up(x) in T,

which satisfies the estimate (see [37, 136, or [33] and the references therein)

lullyz1gpy = CUVIILa@r) + lluoll )-

2—%,(1 (Td)
To get (27), it is now sufficient to choose V = —H(x, Du) + f, and use the assumption (H). O

We now proceed with our main result on maximal regularity for (HJ) when g > (d +2)/y’.
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Proof of Theorem[I1) To prove the assertion, we will combine the estimates derived in Section [3] with
Gagliardo-Nirenberg type interpolation inequalities.

The subquadratic case y < 2. We start from Proposition [3.4] which gives

sup [Ju()lps(ray < C, (28)
t€[0,T]

foranysgp:(déﬁifq<%,whilesgooifq>

Nirenberg inequality ([0, Lecture II Theorem p.125-126])

%. Recall then the classical Gagliardo-
1DU(E) |y < Collue® oy OIS (29)

for s € [1,00] and 6 € [1/2, 1) satisfying
11 (1 2

1
0 5—3)4'(1—9);

yq d
Note that since ¢ > %2, we have p > d(y D , and therefore it is possible to choose s (close to
that @ € [1/2,1/y) and @) and (29) holds. Then, raising (29) to yg and integrating on (0, T) yields

diy-1
G so

Y4q
(&
sup. o) Td)) /0 (OIS

tel0,T

/0 1D, o i < O

and since y6 < 1,
I Dullracor) < Callullf (30)

Plugging (28) and (30) into (27) we obtain

< C3(J|ull”,

La(0,T:W?> q(Td))”“' Lo(0,T;L5 (T4))*

1o + ol 2oy,

“u“Ws’](QT) w2'(Qr) ‘I(Td)
and we conclude the assertion because 6y < 1.
The superquadratic casey > 2. We start from Holder bounds of Theorem [I.2] namely
sup |lu(®)llca(ray < Ci, @3
t€[0,T]

where @ = y’ — % (or @ € (0,1) when ¢ > ‘”2) and invoke the following Miranda-Nirenberg
interpolation inequality (see [S11 48] 45])

DUy czay < ClONys gy MO

where 6 € [1=2, 1) satisfies
1 1 1 2 a
S Y s I s
vq d (q d) (=053

Choosing 6 = 5= (or @ close enough to 1 when g > d+2) we have 0y < 1 if and only if

L@+ -1
2
Hence,

||DM||L7¢](QT) < CCI gllu”Lq(OT W2 q(Td))

Plugging this inequality into (27) and using the fact that y6 < 1, we conclude.
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We now consider the maximal regularity problem in the limiting case g = (d + 2)/y’. The scheme of
the proof is similar to the one of Theorem[I.T] but requires an additional step involving solutions uy to the
regularized problem (T8), that is; for k > 0,

{a,uk(x, £) = Aug(x, 1) + H(x, Du(x,1)) = Te (f(x,1)  in Q7 =T x (0,T), )

up(x,0) = up(-) * I'(, 1/k) (x) in T9.

Proof of Theorem([I.3] Letw = u — uy, k to be chosen. From Proposition [3.5] we have the existence of C
depending on f, ug, Cgy, g, d, T such that

y—1
sup WOz < U = Te(P e + o = o * T /Bpra)). p=d2—.
te[0,T] -

The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality reads

1 1-1
IDWO)|Lracray < ColWONG 2.4 gay IWON ey
where C, depends on d, p, gq. Thus,

||DW||ZW(QT) < C§Cy‘l (I1f = Te(NllLacor) + lluo — uo * r(l/k)”Ll’(Td))y_l||W||LCJ((),T;W2v‘1(Td))- (33)
Note now that w solves a.e. on O
Ow(x, t) — Aw(x,t) = H(x, Dug(x,t)) — H(x, Du(x, 1)) + f(x,t) — Ty (f(x, t)), (34)
and that, by assumptions on H, |D,H(x, p)| < C;_I(Iply‘1 + 1), so by Young’s inequality

|H(x, Dui(x,t)) — H(x, Du(x, t))| < |Dw(x,t)| - max{|D,H(x, Dux(x,1))|,|DpH(x, Du(x, t))|}
< G3(|Dug(x, t)[” + |Du(x, t)|” + |Dw(x,1)]* + 1)
< C4(|Dug(x, t)[” + |[Dw(x,t)]” + 1),

where C3, C4 depend on Cy only. Then, by maximal regularity applied to the linear equation (34)),

Wl Lao,rw2a(ray <

C5(||H(x, Duy) — H(x, Du)l|raor) + I1f = T () lLacor) + lluo — uo * F(l/k)“szg,q(Td)) <

ColDW I 0 g+ Co( 1PN v g, + 1 = Te(Fllaiop) + o =0 % TALR o 5y + 1)
where Cg depends on Cp, d, q. Plugging now this inequality into (33) yields
_ -1
1DWIY a0,y < CoCLC M (1f = Te()liLacor + o = o+ TA /K)o cra)” ™ IDWIY 00, +

Hence, we choose k large enough so that

CsCIC ™ (I = Te(PllLacor) + o — o * T(1 /Bl Lpray)” ™ < 5. (35)

| —

to get
k4 Y : i
1DWIF 500y < IPUENT s 0y * ILF = T () lacor + lluo = o * PA/B o2y

< ||DM1;||qu(QT) + 2\ fllaor) + 2||M0||W27%,q(Td) +1. (36)
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Since ug(0) is smooth and Tz(f) € L*(Qr), we can apply Theoremto ug; solving (I8) to estimate
Duy. Indeed, pick any ¢ > g. Then,

E e csiF0(id)
<k+Csk 1od ”MOHWZWZI‘(’(T‘I)

ITe(PllLacor) + lluo * l"(l/k)llwz,%,q(w)

in view of standard decay estimates for the heat equation (Cs depends on d, g, g only, see e.g. [62, Chapter
15]). Therefore, by Theorem [I.1]

([ Dugl e (37

Y
Lva(or) =
where Ci depends on k, ||uo ||W2_ 2.4 (1) q,d, Cyg, T. Actually, Du can be proven to be bounded in L*(Q7),

see [20]. It is now straightforward to conclude. Indeed,
|Dullryaor) < IDWllpracor) + IDugllzyaor),
and the assertion follows by (36) and (37). mi
Remark 4.2. We claim that C appearing in the statement of Theorem [I.3|remains bounded when
e f varies in a bounded and equi-integrable set ¥ c L9(Qr), and
e 1 varies in a bounded set Uy ¢ W22/2-4(T4).

Indeed, in addition to ||ug ||W ,q,d, T, Cp, the constant C crucially depends on k appearing in (33).

41
This is chosen in the proof large enough so that

(IIf = Te(NlLacor) + lluo = uo * TA/K)||pp ray) < c.

In turn, ¢ = (2C6Cg C*1)7! is independent of f € F and ug € Uy, since they vary in bounded and equi-
integrable sets in L(Qr) and LP(T¢) respectively, cf. Remark Note that by Sobolev embeddings,
the closure of Uy in LP (with p, ¢ as above) is compact in LP(T¢), and hence weakly compact and
LP-equi-integrable by the Dunford-Pettis theorem, see [[10, Theorem 4.30].

Hence, we just need to verify that for ¢ > 0, there exists k independent of u( € U such that

lluo — o * T(1/ k)| o (ray < c.

This follows again by compactness of Uy in L”, which can be covered by finitely many balls B..;3(u;) in
L?(T%). Choosing k large so that

””j —uj *r(l/k)”Lp(Td) <c¢/3 forallj,

we get, for ug € B./3(u;),

lluo = uo * T(1/K)|Lp(ray <
lluo = wjllecray + lluj = wj x D1/ K)|pp ray + luj = uoll Lo cra) 1T/ K)lIp1(ray < c.

Remark 4.3. One can implement the same scheme to handle more general Hamilton-Jacobi equations of
the form
Opu — Z a;j(x, 1)0;ju(x, t) + H(x, Du) = f(x,1)
i.j
where A € C([0,T]; W>*(T9)) and Al; < A < Al for0 < A < A. In particular, one has to appropriately
adjust the proofs of the integral and Holder estimates, following [20]], and use the linear maximal regularity
results in [54].
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S Applications to Mean Field Games
For a given couple ur, mg € C3(T¢), consider the MFG system

—0;u— Au+ H(x, Du) = g(m(x,t))  in Qr
Oym — Am — div(D,H(x, Du)m) =0 in Or
m(0) =mgy, w(T) = ur in T<.

5.1 The monotone (or defocusing) case

Proof of Theorem We argue that under the restrictions on r it is possible to prove a priori bounds on
second order derivatives of solutions to (MFG)) (and beyond, assuming additional regularity of the data).
These are typically enough to prove existence theorems. One may indeed set up a fixed-point method, or
a regularization procedure, which consists in replacing g(m) by g(m * y) * xe (Where y, is a sequence
of standard symmetric mollifiers). The existence of a solution (m,, u.) is then standard (see e.g. [31]]).
Since bounds on (m,, u.) do not depend on & > 0, it is therefore possible to pass to the limit and obtain a
solution to (MEG]).

The key a priori bound is stated in the next Lemma Once bounds for u in Wé’ Lor), q>(d+2)/y’,
are established, one can indeed improve the estimates via a rather standard bootstrap procedure involving
parabolic regularity for linear equations. Indeed, D, H(x, Du) turns out to be bounded in L? for some
p > d + 2, which is the usual Aronson-Serrin condition yielding space-time Holder continuity of m on
the whole cylinder (see e.g. [36, Theorem III.10.1]). We can then use TheoremE]to conclude that u in
WS’I(QT) for any g > d + 2. This immediately implies by embeddings of W;’I(QT) that u is bounded in
C 1+5’1+TJ(QT) for any 6 € (0,1). Then, we can regard the Hamilton-Jacobi equation as a heat equation
with a space-time Holder continuous source, and by [36] Section IV.5.1] conclude that u, is bounded in
C2+5/’HT§/(QT) independently of €. One then goes back to the Fokker-Planck equation to deduce that m

. s 146"
also enjoys C>*%>~2 (Qr) bounds. O
Below we state and prove the crucial a priori estimate on solutions to (MFG).

Lemma 5.1. Let (v, m) be a classical solution to (MFG)). Under the assumptions of Theorem there
exists a constant C > 0 such that

d+?2
,y/

llly21 gy + I1Dullraiory < € g >

for some positive constant C (depending only on the data).

Proof. Step 1. First order estimates. These are standard (see e.g. [31, Proposition 6.6]), and easily
obtained by testing the Hamilton-Jacobi equation with m — mgy and the Fokker-Planck equation with
u — ur; using the standing assumptions on H and f one obtains

// \DuP m dxdt + // m" dxdr < C. (38)
or or

Step 2. Second order estimates. These are obtained by testing the Hamilton-Jacobi equation with Am and
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the Fokker-Planck equation with Au:

// Tr(D2, H(D*u2)m dxd + // ¢/(m)|Dm]? dxdr
Or Or

=/ AuTm(T)dx—/ Au(0)mg dx
T4 T4
2 // Tr(D2, HD*um dxdt - // A H(x, Duym dxdt . (39)
or or

On one hand, ffTr(Df,pH(Dzu)z)m > [[1c5 (1 + |Dul?) = | D2ul? = Crlm by (H?2)), while on the other
hand by Young and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

-2 // Tr(Dlz,xHDzu)m dxdt - // AxH(x, Du)m dxdt <
or Or

c! -
A // 1+ |Du|2)yTz|D2u|2m +c (// H(x, Du)m dxdrt + // mdxdt) ,
2 Or Or Or

therefore, back to (39), integrating by parts we obtain

(ope, .
—Hf/ (1+|Du|2)yTz|D2u|2mdxdt+”// ' (m)|Dm? dxdt
2 or or

= / Aurm(T) dx — / u(0)Amg dx + ¢ // |Du|”m dxdt + cT.
Td Td or

Plugging in (38), using lower bounds on g’ and the fact that u > min ur + min H(-, 0) by the comparison
principle, we finally get

// (1+|Du|2)yT_Z|D2u|2mdxdt+[/ \DOm )2 dxdt < Co. (40)
Or or

Step 3. Setting b(x,7) = —D,H(x, Du(x,1)), by the assumptions on H, (38) and ({0) (recall also that
|D,H(x,p)| > ¢! |p~! = ¢), we have

// div(b)Pmdxdt < C ify <2
or

72—
// (div(B)2(1 + b)) mdxdt < C ify > 2,
or

and since m solves a Fokker-Planck equation with drift b, applying Lemma [5.2] with 4 = 2 if y < 2 and
u =yify>2yields

P ify<2
lmll Lo o,7;0n(ray < Cy forany 1 <n <4 a1 ify>2
dy-1—2 Y=

r+l

Therefore, using again (@0), we have bounds on m > in L*(0, T; L" #1(T)) N L2(0, T; W2(T9)), which,
by parabolic interpolation [27, Proposition 1.3.2] imply

1+ —4_ ify<2

, r(d-2) -
lm paeray < G2 forany g < {1 4 @20-D2 e
rdy-n-21 1Y =>4
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Under our assumptions on r, the exponent ¢ can be chosen large enough to apply Theorem|[I.T] that yields
the assertion.
O

The following lemma is needed to extract regularity information on m.
Lemma 5.2. Let m be a classical solution to
orm — Am + div(b(x, t)m) = 0 in Or

and assume that for p > 2

2-u % M ;127:12
(// |div(b)|2(1+|b|)u-lmdxdt) (// |b|u-1mdxdt) <K.
or or

Then, there exists a constant C depending on K, u and d, such that
MmOl pray < C + |mO)lLpgay YVt €[0,T],

where p = df}ﬁ'j)‘}z ifd > 2, while p € [1,00) ifd < 2.

Proof. The estimate can be obtained by testing the equation against m”~! and using parabolic interpolation
(see [30, Theorem 4.1] for further details). We briefly sketch it here for completeness. Testing the equation
and integrating by parts yields

Ap-1) [ o S
m? (t)dx + ———= |Dm?|* = mP(0)dx —(p—1) div(b)ym? dxdt.
Td p 0 JT1d Td 0 J1d

We write

(p-1)+1 u-2

t t 2- -2
/ / div(b)mP dxdt = / / div(b)ym? |b| %D |b| T m ™ m T dxdt
0 Td 0 Td

Therefore, applying generalized Holder’s inequality with exponents (2, y, %) we deduce

4(p -1 ! »
/mp(t)dx+ w )// |Dm[7(s)|2dxds
T4 p 0 JT1d
1

t B
< / m”(O)dx+(p—1)K( / / mH PO () dxds| . (41)
Td 0 Td

We then apply parabolic interpolation inequalities (see e.g. [27, Proposition 1.3.1])

v . d+v
lzllLeraxon < Cllzll e popvipay 1PZlLo (rax.n With £ = 6 7

withz = m%,6 =2 and v = %420 o deduce

p
4 ! p u(p-1)+1
//m“(p_l)+l(s)dxds=//m7 7 2 dxds
0 Jr1d 0 J1d
t L o\7
SC(/ |Dm2|2) sup / mP (s)dx | .
0 Jrd se[0,r] JT9
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Then, using also Young’s inequality, (1)) is less than or equal to

2

t L dp
/ mP(0)dx + C (/ / |Dm12(s)|2dxds)# ( sup / ml’(s)dx)
Td 0 Jrd se[0,r] JT

2
Ap-1) [ , T
S/ m”(O)dx+b‘/ |Dm17|2+C1 sup / mP (s)dx .
Td p 0 JTd se[0,r] /T4

If d > 2, then ﬁ < 1 and we are done. If d < 2, the proof is somehow simpler, by different nature of
Sobolev embeddings of Wh2(T4); we refer to [32]. O

5.2 The non-monotone (or even focusing) case

Proof of Theorem[I.3] We detail only the derivation of a priori estimates for smooth solutions to (MEG),
i.e. the existence of a constant C > 0 (depending only on the data) such that

d+?2
,yl

+ 1Dullraor) < C, q> (42)

||u||W31(QT)

Since we fall in the maximal regularity regime for the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, the existence of a solution
to the MFG system can then be derived as in Theorem[I.4]
We start from first order estimates as in Lemma[5.1] that now yield, using the assumptions on g,

// L(x,D,H(x, Du))m dxdt — [/ m ™ dxdt < .
or Or

To bound the two terms in the left hand side separately, a further step is needed. Recall a crucial
Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequality proven in [22] Proposition 2.5], that reads

5
(/ mr“(x,t)dxdr) SC(/ |DpH(x, Du(x, )" dxdi +1|. (@3)
or Or

for some C > 0 and § < 1, provided that r < y’/d. Then, using this inequality, the assumptions on L and
the fact that le, m(t) = 1 for all ¢,

c;! / |D,H(x, Du(x, )] — CLT

T

1/6
< /] L(x,D,H(x, Du))mdxdt < C (/ |DpH(x, Du(x, N dxdt + 1 + Ci.
or or
Hence, back to {#3), we get
||m||Lr+1(QT) < Cz. (44)

r+l
r

Therefore, ||g(m)|| Lo = C,. Note that by the assumptions on r, ¢ = is large enough to apply
” T

Theorem[I.1] and (@2)) follows.
m
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A Some embedding theorems

Lemma A.1. For p > 1, the space %;(QT) is continuously embedded into C([0,T]; W'=2/P-P(T4)), and
W;’] (OQr) is continuously embedded into C([0, T]; W2=2/P-P(T4)).

Proof. We consider the embedding of 5761], only (the other can be obtained similarly). Recall that the case
p = 2 is classical (see e.g. [25, Theorem XVIII.2.1]). The general statement can be proven via abstract
methods for evolution problems, see [1} [54]]. We provide a short proof for reader’s convenience. First,
ue %]1, (Qr) can be extended toa v € c?f,l,(Td % (0, 00)) in the usual way: let u(t) = u(T) for all t > T, and
set v(t) = {(¢t)u(t), where £ is a smooth function in (0, co) which vanishes for > T + 1 and is identically
one for 7 € [0,T]. Then, since #}(T¢ x (0, +00)) = WP (0, +oo; (WP'(T9))) N LP(0, +00; WP (T4)),
apply [43] Corollary 1.14] to obtain that

Fp (T X (0, +09)) > Cp([0, +00); (WP (T4), WP (T)) 1_1p,p)-
One then concludes by means of the Reiteration Theorem [43 Theorem 1.23] (see also [40]]) that
(WP (), WP (TD) g p = WP (TY),

which gives the statement.

Proposition A.2. For p > 1, the parabolic space # 11, (Qr) into L°(0, T; W9 (T4)), where § > p and

d+2 d+2

6 p

a=1+

Proof. We adapt a strategy presented in [35] [34] (see also [19] for the Bessel potential spaces setting).
Let § = p/6 € (0,1) and v = (1 —2/p)(1 — 0) + 6. We now use the (real) interpolation in the
Sobolev-Slobodeckij scale to observe that WP (T¢) can be obtained by interpolation between W7 (T4)
and W!=2/P-P(T9) (see [64, Theorem 2.4.2 p.186 and eq. (16)]). Moreover, WP (T¢) is continuously
embedded into WV+d/5—d/P’5(Td), see [56]. Hence, for a.e. t,

(s p. ) WO g oy < IOl ray < N5y 1O -

(T9)

T

-1+ 3_1 _d+2(1-6) and
P

6 T 0
(1-0)% p
( /0 G ) <C ( L O8Oy

Then, a=v-9

%I&

0
<G sup [T oA, ( / gy 2]
Recalling now that 8 = p/d € (0, 1) we obtain
T 3
( /0 a1 5 dt) < Gsllullzey o, -
O

Lemma A.3. For0 < a < land1 < p < co, W¥P(T%) is continuously embedded into N*P (T4).
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Proof. We just need to localize analogous results on R¢, which go back to [61, Lemma 9 p. 441], see also
[S9. Proposition 10-(b) Section 5.2] and [40, Theorem 17.38] for a proof via real interpolation methods.
Let y be a compactly supported cut-off function such that y = 1 on the unit cube [-2,2]¢. It is immediate
to see that the extension operator is bounded

WoP(TY) 5 u —> i = yu € WEP(RY)

for all nonnegative integers k > Oand p > 1, so it is bounded from W?(T¢) to WP (R¢) by interpolation.
Then,

||u||Nmp(Td) < ||11||Nmn(Rd) < C2||ﬁ||WmP(Rd) < C3||“||me(°]rd) >

where the second inequality relies on the aforementioned embedding W? (R?) < N%P(RY) ~ By (RY).

(]
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