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On ergodic control problem for viscous Hamilton—Jacobi
equations for weakly coupled elliptic systems

ARI ARAPOSTATHIS!, ANUP BISWAS!, AND PRASUN ROYCHOWDHURY*

ABSTRACT. In this article, we study ergodic problems in the whole space RY for weakly coupled
systems of viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equations with coercive right-hand sides. The Hamiltonians
are assumed to have a fairly general structure, and the switching rates need not be constant. We
prove the existence of a critical value A" such that the ergodic eigenvalue problem has a solution for
every A < A\* and no solution for A > X*. Moreover, the existence and uniqueness of non-negative
solutions corresponding to the value X* are also established. We also exhibit the implication of
these results to the ergodic optimal control problems of controlled switching diffusions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we study the existence and uniqueness of solution (w,\) = (u1,u2,A) to the
equation

—Auy () + Hy(z, Vuy (2) + o () (ug (z) — uz(x)) = fi(z) = A inRY,
—Aug(z) + Ho(z, Vug(x)) + ao(z) (ua () — ui(x)) = fa(z) — A in RY,

where H; : RV x RV — R denote the Hamiltonians, and «; : RN — R, are the switching rate
parameters for ¢ = 1,2. We make the following set of assumptions

(EP)

Assumption 1.1. The functions a; : RY — R, are continuously differentiable and for some
constant «y > 0 we have

ot < ai(r) < &g, sup |Va(z)| < o fori=1,2. (1.1)
xX

Also, the following hold.
(A1) There exist £; € C(RYN x RN), & s £;(z, &) strictly convex, and

Hz(x7p) = Ssup {é.p_gl($7£)}7 i= 1727
EERN
are the Legendre transformation of £;,i = 1,2. Moreover, H; € C'(R™ x RY) and the
functions £ — H;(z,§) are strictly convex, i = 1, 2.
(A2) For some constants v; > 1,7 = 1,2, we have

Crtpl" — C1 < Hy(z,p) < Ci([p|” +1),  (z,p) € RN x RY, (1.2)

Vo Hi(z,p)] < Ci(1+[p]")  (z,p) € RV x RY, (1.3)
for some positive constant C'y and ¢ = 1, 2.
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Since § — H;(x,€) is convex, it follows from (1.2) that
VpHi(z,p)] < Cr(1+p ™) (z,p) e RY xRN, i=1,2, (1.4)

for some positive constant C). In fact, for |p| > 0 we see that

1
\VpHi(z,p)| = max V,H;(x,p) - e = max —V,H;(x,p) -z
jel=1 ==l Pl

1
< o max (Hi(z,p + 2) — Hi(p)),
Pl |zI=Ip|
using convexity. Now (1.4) follows from (1.2).
Typical examples of H; satisfying the above assumptions would be

1 .

Hi(,p) = —(p, ai(x)p) " + bi(x) - p,
K]

where a; : RY — RV*N b, : RY — R" are bounded functions with bounded derivatives, and a;

are uniformly elliptic for ¢ = 1,2. In this case,

0 €) = 246 — bi(w), a7 (@) (€ — bi(@)) " where 14+ L =1,

2

Vi Vi Vi

for ¢ = 1,2. The source terms f;,i = 1,2, are assumed to satisfy the following

Assumption 1.2. The functions f; : RY — R,i = 1,2, are continuously differentiable and for
some positive constant C'y we have

1
Vi) < CoL+1fi@)]” ) zeRY, (1.5)
for ¢ = 1,2. We also assume that for some r > 0 we have
[[fi(x)| +1]7F sup |fi(z)| < C3, forz e RY, (1.6)
Br(x

for some constant C'5 and 7 = 1, 2.

Without any loss of generality, we would assume that 7 = 1. Note that (1.5)-(1.6) hold if we have
supery |Viog fi(z)| < 00,4 = 1,2, and f1, fo are positive outside a compact set. Some other type
of examples include f;(x) = |x|*1 (2+sin((14]z|?)??)) for 8; > 0 and (514—252—1)2%_1 < Bp,i=1,2.
From (1.6) we also see that

[fi(2)l < C3(|fi(y)[ + 1) whenever [z —y| <1,

which readily gives
|fi(x)| < Cs <B1H(f) |fi(y)] + 1> for all z € RY. (1.7)
1(x

(1.6) will be used to obtain certain estimate on the gradient of w (see Lemma 2.1).
Throughout the paper, if X(RY) is a subspace of real-valued functions on RY then we define

the corresponding space X' (RN x {1,2}) = (X (RN ))2, and endow it with the product topology, if
applicable. Thus, a function g € X(R? x {1,2}) is identified with the vector-valued function

g = (g1,92) € (X(RY)?, where fr() = f( k), k=1,2. (1.8)
With a slight abuse in notation we write g € X(RY x {1,2}).
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1.1. Background and Motivation. The system of equations (EP) arise as the Hamilton-Jacobi
equations (HJE) in certain ergodic control problems of diffusions in a switching environment. To
be more precise, consider the controlled dynamics pair (X, S) where {X;} denotes the continuous
part governed by a controlled diffusion

dX, = b(X,, S,) dt — U, dt + dW,,

where W is a standard N-dimension Brownian motion, U is an admissible control, and {S;} is a
two state Markov process, taking values in {1, 2}, responsible for random switching. The functions
a1, ag corresponds to the switching rates which is also allowed to be state dependent, that is,

a1 (X))t +o(8t) ifj=2,i=1,

P(Sttot = jlSt = i, X, S5, 8 < 1) =
(Strot = JISt ) {a2(Xt)5t+0(5t) ifj=1i=2.

We consider the minimization problem

1 T
= l}régthi)lo%f TE [/0 (F(Xy) + €(Xy, Sy))dt| ,
where 4 denotes the set of all admissible controls. Then the HJE equation associated to this optimal
control problem is given by (EP) where

EERN
For a more precise description see Section 2.3. Because of the presence of both continuous dynamics
and discrete jumps, regime-switching systems are capable of describing complex systems and the
randomness of the environment. We refer to the book of Yin and Zhu [25] for more detail on regime-
switching dynamics and its application to the theory of stochastic control. Note that our equations
(EP) includes the stochastic LQ ergodic control problem (that is, 71 = 2 = 2) for regime-switching
dynamics which are quite popular models in portfolio selection problems (cf. [26, Chapter 6]). One
of our main results establishes the existence of a unique optimal stationary Markov control (see
Theorem 2.5) for the above optimization problem.

The ergodic control problems for scalar second order elliptic equations have been studied ex-
tensively by several mathematicians and therefore, it is almost impossible to list all the important
works in this direction. Nevertheless, we mention some of them that, in our opinion, are milestones
in this topic. Ergodic control problems with quadratic Hamiltonian are first studied by Bensoussan
and Freshe [8,9] where the authors establish the existence and uniqueness of unbounded solutions
in RY. For space-time periodic Hamiltonians, the existence and uniqueness are considered by Bar-
les and Souganidis [4]. Ichihara [16-18] considers the problem for a general class of Hamiltonians
and recurrence/transience properties of the optimal feedback controls are also discussed. We also
mention the work of Cirant [12] who investigates the ergodic control problem in RY for a fairly
general family of Hamiltonians. It is shown in [12] that the problem in RY can be approzimated by
the ergodic control problems in bounded domains with Neumann boundary condition. Recently,
the uniqueness of unbounded solutions for a general family of source terms are established by Bar-
les and Meireles [5], which is then further improved by the first two authors and Caffarelli [3] in
the subcritical case. There are also several important works studying long-time behaviour of the
solutions to certain parabolic equations and its convergence to the solutions to the ergodic control
problems: see for instance, Barles-Souganidis [4], Fujita-Ishii-Loreti [13], Tchamba [24], Ichihara
[17], Barles-Porretta-Tchamba [6], Barles-Quaas-Rodriguez [7].

On the other hand, number of works on the ergodic control problem for second-order weakly
coupled elliptic systems are very few. All existing results in this direction consider the domain to
be a torus. See, for instance, Cagnetti-Gomes-Mitake-Tran [11], Ley-Nguyen [20] and references
therein. We point out that [11,20] also study the large-time asymptotics for the solutions to certain
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systems of parabolic equations, which we do not consider in this article. However, if one assumes
the action set to be compact then similar problems have been addressed in detail, see Ghosh-
Arapostathis-Marcus [14], Arapostathis-Borkar-Ghosh [2, Chapter 5]. One of the main challenges
in studying the weakly coupled systems lies in establishing appropriate gradient estimates of u and
bounds on the term |u; — us| (see Proposition 2.1 below).

1.2. Main results. Our chief goal in this article is to find solutions corresponding to the critical
value \* defined by

N =sup{A € R : Fu e C}RYN x {1,2}) such that (u, \) is a subsolution to (EP)}. (1.9)

The above definition is quite standard and has been used before by several authors [5,6, 16, 24].
Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let Assumption 1.1 hold. Assume also that inf g~ fi(z) > —o0 fori=1,2. Then
for every A < X* there eists uw € C2(RN x {1,2}) such that (u,\) solves (EP).

For proof see Theorem 2.3 below. We should mention that the proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on an
appropriate gradient estimate and bounds on the quantity |u; — uz| (see Proposition 2.1). In fact,
these estimates are crucial for most of our proofs.

We say a function g : RV — R is coercive if

g(x) = 00, as |z| — oco.

Given a set ) and two functions g1, 92 : YV — R, we say g1 < g9 in ) if there exist positive constants
K1, Ko satisfying

k191 < g2 < kagr in ).

Next we show that there exists a solution w, bounded from below, corresponding to the eigenvalue
A

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that Assumption 1.1 holds. Also, assume that f;,i = 1,2, are coercive.
Then there exists a solution (u,\*) to (EP) where infgyn u; > —oo fori=1,2.

For proof see Theorem 2.4. Our next result concerns the uniqueness of solutions.

Theorem 1.3. Let Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2 hold. In addition, we also assume that f1 =< fo outside
a compact set, and f;,;i = 1,2, are coercive. Let (w,\) and (@, \) be two solutions to (EP) with
infrwv u; > —oo, infyn @; > —oo fori = 1,2. Then we must have A = A= XN and u; = ; + ¢ for
some constant ¢ and 1 = 1, 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorem 2.1. As can be seen from above that Assumption 1.2
is a bit stronger than the usual hypotheses used to establish uniqueness in the super-critical regime
(that is, 7; > 2) for scalar model (cf. [5]). In the scalar case, one generally uses an exponential
transformation together with the coercive property of the solutions to establish uniqueness [5, 8].
Similar transformation does not seem to work in the present setting because of the presence of
the coupling terms. So for the uniqueness we rely on the convex analytic approach of [3] and the
estimates in Proposition 2.1. Also, the condition f; < fo can be relaxed provided f;,i = 1,2, satisfy
certain polynomial growth hypothesis. See Theorem 2.2 for further detail.

Remark 1.1. The above results correspond to a switching Markov process having two states, that
is, the solution w is given by a tuple (uy,us) of length 2. All the results of this article continue
to hold for weakly coupled systems with any finite number of states, provided Assumptions 1.1
and 1.2 are modified accordingly.
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The rest of the article is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the proofs of our main results
and their implication to the optimal control problems. The proof of Proposition 2.1 is presented in
Appendiz A, whereas Appendix B contains few results about the existence of solutions in bounded
domains which are used in the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

2. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section we prove Theorems 1.1 to 1.3. We start by proving a gradient estimate which is
a key ingredient for most of the proofs below.

Proposition 2.1. Let Assumption 1.1 hold. Let e € [0,1]. Suppose By € By € D be two given
concentric balls, centered at z, in RY. Consider a solution u € C2(D x {1,2}) to the system of
equations

—Auy(z) + Hy(x, Vuy) + a1(z)(u (z) — ug(z)) + eur(z) = fi(z) in D,
—Aug(x) + Ha(x, Vug) + az(x)(uz(z) — ui(z)) + cug(z) = fa(x) in D.

Then there exists a constant C > 0, dependent only on dist(By,0B2),7;,C1, N and supp, (|o;| +
|Vay|) for i =1,2, satisfying

(2.1)

2 2 2
sup{| Vs |7, [Vua[2} < € (14 sup Y ()3 +sup Y (VAP 4sup Y- (ew)? ). (2.2)
B1 B2

i—1 2 =1 B2 51

Furthermore, for some positive constant C, dependent only on dist(By,0B3),7i, C1, N, &y, we have

2 2 2
jur (2) — ug(2)[* < C7<1 +sup » _(fi)f +sup Yy [V £/ sup Z(Eui)2—>- (2.3)
B2 1 B2 o By 4
The proof of this Proposition is quite long and therefore, is deferred to Appendix A.
Next, we show that any solution of (EP) which is bounded from below, is actually coercive. This
lemma should be compared with [5, Proposition 3.4] and [3, Lemma 2.1]. Our proof does not use
Harnack’s inequality like these previous works. Our proof is based on the comparison principle.

Lemma 2.1. Grant Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2. Let u = (u1,u2) be a non-negative solution to
—Auy + Hi(z,Vur) + ay(z)(u —ug) = fi i RY,
—Aug + Hy(z, Vug) + az(x)(ug —uy) = fo i RY.

Also, assume that f;,i = 1,2, are coercive. Then for some positive constants My, Mo we have

wi(x) > My[fi(2)] — My zeRN,i=1,2. (2.5)

(2.4)

Moreover, if f1 < fo outside a compact set, then m|Vui|2 < Ms[fi(x)]7 outside a compact set,
for some positive constant Ms.

Proof. Choose R > 0 so that f;(x) > 1 for |z| > R. Fix a point xg € B, ,(0) and define

Yily) = Ol fizo)| (1 — |y — aol?),
where 6 > 0 is to be chosen later and i = 1,2. Then, using (1.1)-(1.2), we have in B(zo)

A (y) — Hi(y, Vi (y)) + aa(y) (2 — 1) + f1(y)
> A1(y) — C1|Vi | = Cr 4+ a1 (y) (2 — 1) + fi1(y)
> —2N0| fi(xo)| — 2707 Cy| f1(w0) ||y — xo|™ — C1 — a1 (y)0] f1 (o)™ + f1(y)

> fi(zo) [—2N9!f1(l’0)!1/“_1 — 2107 Cy — C(fi(wo)) ™" — oob| fr(wo)[/ T+ k|, (26)
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where

Lgc‘izn}gJrl yEiBnlf(x) f(y)] (If(x)|+1)"" > k>0 for R large enough, by (1.7).

Since fj is coercive, we can choose 6 small and R large so that the rhs of (2.6) is positive. Similarly,
we can also show that for some small # and large R

Avpa(y) — Ha(y, Vibo) + aa(x)(Y1 — b2) + fa(y) > 0 in Bi(zo),

whenever |zg| > R. We can now apply comparison principle, Theorem B.1, in Bj(xg) to conclude
that (u1,us) > (Y1,1s) in By(xo) implying u;(xo) > 0[fi(20)]/ for i = 1,2 and for all |zo| > R.
This gives (2.5). Again, from (1.5)-(1.6) and (2.2) we have

max{|Duy (z)]*, |Dug(2) 2} < C(1 + | f1(2)* + | f2(2)?),

for some constant C' and for all x outside a compact set. Since fi; < fy outside a compact set, the
second conclusion follows from the above display and (2.5). Hence this completes the proof. O

We now first establish the uniqueness and then discuss the existence results, that is, we assume
Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 and prove Theorem 1.3 first, and then we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

2.1. Uniqueness. We begin by introducing a few notations. By g = (g1, 92) € C*(RY x {1,2})
we mean g; € C?>(RY) for i = 1,2. Define the operator A = (A1, A2) : C2(RY x {1,2}) —
C?(RN x RN x {1,2}) by

2
Akg(x7£) = Agk( ) g ng —I—Oék Z )7 (x7£) S RN X RNv k= 1,2 (27)
j=1

with g = (g1,92) € C*(RY x {1,2}). Also, C2(R" x {1,2}) denotes the class of functions in
C2(RYN x{1,2}) with compact support. Let P(RY x R" x {1,2}) denotes the set of Borel probability
measures p = (p1,p2), with p; = (- x {i}) being a sub-probability measure. For a function
h: RY x RY — R? we use the notation

plh) = [ (hle€) e ag) Z /]R o I e,

We define
M = {u e PRYN xRN x {1,2}) : u(Ag) =0 Vg e C2(RN x {1,2})} .
Let
where ¢}, is given by Assumption 1.1. Now define
Mp ={peM: pF) <o}, (2.9)
and
A= inf p(F)= inf p(F). LP
Jnf w(F) = inf u(F) (LP)

In Lemma 2.3 below we show that Mp is non-empty. Our next result shows that X* in (1.9) is
smaller than A.

Lemma 2.2. Consider the setting of Theorem 1.3. Then we must have X* < \.
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Proof. We only consider the case when A < oo, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let p € M be
such that p(F') < co. Since p € M we have

2
n(Ag) = Z/ Arg(, &)y (dz,d€) =0 for all g € C2(RY x {1,2}). (2.10)
=1 /RN xRN

Let u = (u1,u2) be a non-negative solution to (EP) corresponding to A*, that is,

—Auy(z) + Hi(z, Vur () + o (2) (w1 () — ug(x)) = fi(z) — X inRY,

2.11
—Auy(z) + Ho(z, Vug(x)) + ao(z) (ug(z) — ui(z)) = fa(z) — X in RV, @211)
Existence of u follows from Theorem 1.2. From Lemma 2.1 we also know that w;,i = 1,2, are
coercive. We would modify u suitably so that it can be used in (2.10) as a test function. To do so,
we consider a family of concave functions.
For 7 > 0, we let y, be a concave function in C?(R) such that y,.(t) =t for t <7, and x’.(t) = 0
for t > 3r. Then x) and —x/ are nonnegative, and the latter is supported on [r,3r]. In addition,
we select x,. so that

2
Ixr(t)] < ; Vi>0. (2.12)
In particular, we may define y, by specifying
ks ifr<t<%,
() ={ —=2 if3r <t <o
2L —2) X<t <3r

Using (2.11) we now compute

2
AX () = € VX (ur) + i Y (- (1) = xr (ur))

i=1

2
= X (up) | Vug|® + X5 (ug) (Aug — € - Vug) + ay, Z(Xr(uj) — xr(ug))
=

X’T’(uk)\VukF + X/T(uk) (X’< + Hk(x, Vuk) — fk —&- Vuk)

2
+oag > (6 () = X (ur) — X (ur) (w5 — )
=1

()| D+ X ) (X = fi = b (a,€))

2
X () () — & - Vg + Hilar, Vun) ) ek 3 (v a) = () = i ) (1 — )
! (2.13)
Thus, defining

2
Grilul(x) = ar > (- (u5) = xor(ur) — X5 (ur) (g — up))
i=1
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and integrating (2.13) with respect to a p, we obtain

kzzl /RNX]RNX/T (1w (@) (fo(@) + o, €) = X) g, €)
2
Z /]RNX]RN ug()) (ﬁk(a:,f) — & Vug + Hy(x, Vuk)> pi(da, dg) (2.14)

+Z/NX N Xy (un(2)) | Dug )\2+Gr,k[u](x)> pe(d, d€) .

Next we show that the last term on the rhs of (2.14) goes to 0 as r — oo. Since f1 < fy outside a

compact set and p(f) = 3S7_, Jan wrmy fr(@)pr(de, d€) < oo, we obtain
/ (I (@) + | fa(@)[)pa (dz, d§) < oo, and (If1(@)] + [f2(2) pa(dz, dE) < oo
RN xRN RN xRN
(2.15)
Therefore, using Lemma 2.1 and (2.12), we get
2 2
<
D e (0 [P0 it ) Z e ooyt g P .9

.S Lo Ll @) (e, d6)

for some constant k. Since ug,k = 1,2, are coercive, using dominated convergence theorem it
follows that the rhs of the above display tends to 0 as 7 — co. Again, since x’ < 1, it follows that

Grp[u](2)] < 2001 e (2)|ur (z) — uz(z)| forallz € RN, k= 1,2,
where A, = {z : wuz(z) Vui(xz) <r}. Using (1.5)-(1.6) and (2.3) we then have
Gy [u](2)] < milac(@)(|f1(2)] + |fo(z)]) forallz € RN, k=1,2,

for some constant x1. Again using (2.15) and dominated convergence theorem we thus get

2
rlggo ; /]RN xRN Gy r[u](x) pr(dz,d§) = 0.

From our construction, it also follows that x45. is an increasing sequence. Therefore, letting r =
3" — oo in (2.14) and applying monotone convergence theorem we obtain

2
p(F) =X =>" /RNX]RN (@(%5) — & Vug + Hg(z, Vuk)) pe(dz,dg) > 0. (2.16)

Since p is arbitrary, this proves the lemma. O
Next we show that Mg is non-empty.
Lemma 2.3. Suppose that u is a coercive, nonnegative solution to (EP) with eigenvalue \. Define
&(z) = VpHi(z, Vug(z)) k=1,2.
Then there exists a Borel probability measure v = (v1,15) on RN x {1,2} so that
Mo = (10 H2u) € MEF  where o = v(d)dg, (2)(dE).
Furthermore, A<\
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Proof. Since Hj, is the Fenchel-Legendre transformation of f, it is well known that

Hi(xz,p) =p- & —lp(z,§) for & =V, Hy(z,p), (2.17)

for k = 1,2. Therefore, we can rewrite (EP) as

{Aul(:n) —&i(z)  Vur(z) — a1 (@)(ur(z) — ua(@)) = A— Fi(e,&(x) inRY, (2.18)
Aug(x) — &(x) - Vug(x) — ag(w)(ug(z) —ur(x)) =X — Fa(z,&(x)) inRY,

where F is given by (2.8). We define the extended generator A, = (A1 4, A2.4) : C2(RY x {1,2}) —
C2(RN x {1,2}) by

2
Arug(@) = Agy(z) — &(x) - Vor(@) + ai(@) Y (g;(x) — gr(x)), (2,6) e RN xRN, k= 1,2,

7j=1

(2.19)
Since u, F' are coercive, there exists a switching diffusion (X3, Sy) associated to the generator A,, (cf.
[2, Chapter 5]). Furthermore, the mean empirical measures of (X¢, S;) will be tight and therefore,
should have a limit point (cf. [2, Lemma 2.5.3]). Let v = (v1,12) be one such limit points. It is
also standard to show that

2
> /]R | Arug(@)v(dz) =0 (2.20)
k=1

for all g € C2(RY x {1,2}). Hence it follows that g, € M.
To prove the second part, we consider the concave function y, from Lemma 2.2. Since Yy, is
concave we have x <0 and

X () = X (wk) = X (uk) (uj — wg) < 0.
Thus, the calculation of (2.13) and (2.17)-(2.18) gives
2

AX (k) = &k - Vo (un) + o O (uy) = X (k)
j=1

< XA (u) (A = Fiy(x, & ().

Integrating both sides with v} and summing over k, we obtain from (2.20) that

2
D [ xRl G nar) <0

Now letting 7 — oo and using Fatou’s lemma we obtain
po(F) <N
Thus, ft, € Mp and X < \. O

We note that the proof of Lemma 2.3 also works for non-negative C? super-solutions. Combining
the above result with Lemma 2.2 we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Under the setting of Theorem 1.3 we have

N =inf{\ € R : 3 nonnegative u € C*(R™ x {1,2}) such that (u, \) is a super-solution to (EP)}.

Note that the existence of a non-negative solution w for the value X follows from Theorem 1.2.
Now we are ready to establish our uniqueness result.

Theorem 2.1. Assume the setting of Theorem 1.3. Let (u,\) be a solution to (EP) and w is
non-negative. Then
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() A=X =)= Hou(F), where py, is given by Lemma 2.3 .
(b) Suppose that (@, \) is another solution to (EP) and @ is non-negative, then A\ = \* and
u = u + ¢ for some constant c.

Proof. (a) follows from Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 and (2.16). So we consider (b). Using Lemma 2.3, we
find a Borel probability measure & = (71, ) such that for

fia = (fna fiza) with  figq = 0p(de)dg, () (d€),  &(z) = V,Hy(x, Vi),

we have A = fig(F) = X*. Again, by [2, Theorem 5.3.4], there exist strictly positive Borel measur-
able functions p = (p1, p2) and p = (p1, p2) satisfying

vp(de) = pr(x)dz, Dg(de) = pr(x)de  for k=1,2. (2.21)

Let us now define

Go= B Gom B (@) = 6@ + )G a),

i(dr,d€) = 3 ((de) + 71(00))3, () (A)  For k= 1,2

We claim that fi = (i1, fis) € M. Consider g = (g1, 92) € C2(RY x {1,2}). We note that

L on(@) + pu(a))dz for k=1,2.

E vip(de) + o (de)) = 2(

5(
A simple computation then yields

/ A, €) fir(dz, d€)
RN xRN

Therefore
S A k(.09 = § lu(Aug) + ol Aag)] =

This proves the claim. Using the convexity of ¢ in & it is also easily seen that p(F) < co. Now
from Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 we see that p,, and pg are optimal for (LP). Thus we have
1 1

(F) — §Nu(F) - §Ma(F)

[ fulon(@) pnla) + e = [ ool -

0<

=)

NlH
Ngl

Ui (z, gk(x))ﬁk(x)dx}

1 RN

v

[ 6r€ 00(0) = 1o 601 (0) — a0 )0) (o) + )| <

| =
=~

=1
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where the last line follows from the convexity of £; in . Therefore,

2

> [/}RN (@k(a:,vk(x)) — Lz, & () () — Kk(:c,ék(a:))fk) (o) + po(x))dz| = 0.

k=1

Since pg, pr are strictly positive, and £ is strictly convex, it the follows that & = & for k=1,2.
Since Hy(x,-) is strictly convex, by (A1), given £ there exists a unique p satisfying

Hk(x7p) =p-§— ek(‘rvf)

Thus, from (2.17), we obtain Vug = Vi in RY, for & = 1,2. This, of course, implies u; = @; + ¢;
for some constant ¢;, 1 = 1,2. Again, subtracting the equations of w from the equations of w we
see that ay(c; — ¢2) = 0 implying ¢; = ¢o. This completes the proof. O

The proof of uniqueness in Theorem 2.1 requires f; to be comparable to fo outside a compact
set. This property is crucially used in Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. However, if we impose more structural
assumption on f then we could relax the requirement of f; =< fs.

(F) Suppose that there exist 81, 82 > 1 satisfying
Crl P — Cy < filz) < Cu(|z) +1), 2 € RV,
for some Cy > 0, where

7m+1

52§51 2 ’

B1 < B2

Y2 +1 max{51(71+1) Ba2(v2 + 1)

< APy —1.
2 ) 2/71 ) 272 } = 51 52

As a consequence of (F) it follows that

@) <+ A and [A@)PE <+ B (222)
for some x > 0. Theorem 2.1 can be improved as follows.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that Assumption 1.1, Assumption 1.2 and (F) hold. Then the conclusions
of Theorem 2.1 hold true.

Proof. We only need to modify Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. Note that (2.5) holds. Using (1.5),(1.6),(2.2)
and (2.22) it follows that
[Vui(@) < ma(1+ [fi@)] ) (2.23)

for some constant ;. Therefore, for some compact set K and a constant k3, we obtain from (2.5)
that
’V’U,ZP

Again, using (F) and (2.23) we see that

< I{3|f1(l‘)| x € K°. (2.24)

Bi (14+;)

|Vui(z)| < K4 (1 + |z| > for some k4, i=1,2.

Using (F) this also implies
max{uy (z),u2(z)} < ks min{l + |f1(x)],1 + |f2(z)|} (2.25)

for some k5. Using (2.24) and (2.25) we can complete the proof of Lemma 2.2. Rest of the argument
of Theorem 2.1 follows without any change. ]
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2.2. Existence. First we establish Theorem 1.1. We see that if infg~ f; > —oo, then set of
subsolution in (1.9) is nonempty. In particular, if we set A = min; infgy~ f;, then uw = (1,1) is a
subsolution to (EP) with eigenvalue A.

Lemma 2.4. Let Assumption 1.1 hold and also assume that f € C* (RN x {1,2}). Suppose that
w is a C? subsolution to (EP) with some eigenvalue \;. Then (EP) has a C? solution for every
A< A

Proof. Since w is also a subsolution for any A < Aq, it is enough to show that there exists a solution

w to (EP) with eigenvalue A\;. For an € IN, fix D = B,,(0). Applying Theorem B.3, we can find a

function w” = (w},wy) € C?(D x {1,2}) that satisfies
—Awy(z) + Hi(z, Vui (z)) + ou(z) (vl () — wy(z))
—Awy (z) + Hy(z, Vwy () + aa(z)(wy (2) — wy' (z))

fl(:E) — )\1 in Bn(O),
fg(x) — )\1 in Bn(O)

We translate w™ to satisfy w(0) = 0. Let K be a compact subset of R¥. Then, by Proposition 2.1,
we get sup,,{|w}(0)], |w} (0)|} bounded and

S%P{\Vw’f\, [Vws|} < Ck,

(2.26)

for all n satisfying B,,(0) © K. Thus, {w"} is locally bounded in W12£’ uniformly in n. Applying a
diagonalization argument, we can find a subsequence of {w"}, converging to some w € Wiﬁ (RN x
{1,2}) for p > N. Passing limit in (2.26) gives

—Awy(x) + Hi(z, Vwi (2)) + ar(2) (w1 (z) — wa(z)) = fi(z) =\ in RY,
—Awsy(z) + Ho(z, Vwa(x)) + az(z)(wa(x) — wi(x)) = folx) — Ay in RY.

We can now bootstrap the regularity of w to C? using standard elliptic regularity theory (cf.
[15]). O

Now we can complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 2.3. Let Assumption 1.1 hold. Suppose that f1, fo € CY(RY) are bounded below. Then
X is finite and (EP) has solution for the eigenvalue X*. In particular, by Lemma 2.4, (EP) has a
solution for every X < \*.

Proof. From the discussion preceding Lemma 2.4 we see that

A" > min inf f;.
2 i o
We first show that \* < co. Suppose, on the contrary, that X* = co. Then, in view of Lemma 2.4,
there exists a sequence of solutions {(¢*, \x)} = {(oF, ®5, \x)} of (EP) satisfying Ay — oo, as
k — oo. We can translate ¢F to satisfy ¢¥(0) = 0. Since

— A (x) + Hi(z, Vo (2)) + an(2)(¢7(2) — d5(2)) = fa(e) = A in RY,

k k k k . N (2.27)
—Ags(z) + Ho(z, Vs (2)) + az(x)(¢3(z) — ¢7(2)) = fo(z) — Ap  inR7,
and (f; — A\g)+ < (fi)+ for large k, it follows from Proposition 2.1 that
sup sup{|H, (z, Vo), [ Ha(z, Vé5)[} < oo, sup sup{lé], [¢5]} < oo, (2.28)

for every compact set K in RY. Setting

zﬁf = )\,;Iqbf fori=1,2,
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we see from (2.27) that
—AYf(2) + N Hi(z, Vi (@) + an (@) (F (2) — ¥5(x) = A fi(z) =1 in RY,
— A (@) + N Ha(a, Vb (@) + as(2) (0 (2) — ¢5(x) = A fo(e) =1 in RY.

Using (2.28) we see that {1*} is locally bounded in Wi;*z (RN) for p > N. Therefore, we can find
a convergence subsequence, converging to some . (2.28) also shows that |Vi;| = 0 implying % to
be a constant. Then passing limit in the above display we get a contradiction. Hence X* must be
finite.

Now choose A\, < A* such that A\, — \* as n — oo. Then, using Lemma 2.4, we get a solu-
tion (uf,uy,\,) to (EP). Applying an argument, similar to above, we can extract a convergent
subsequence, converging locally to u = (uy,u2) and u solves (EP) with the eigenvalue X*. This
completes the proof. O

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2, that is, we construct a nonnegative
solution to (EP) corresponding to the eigenvalue X*. The broad idea of the proof is the following:
We solve the ergodic control problem (EP) on an increasing sequence of balls B,, and find solution
pairs (u", A,) in the balls. We then show that \,, decreases to \* and u™ — u. Using the coercivity
of f, we can confine the minimizer of u” inside a fixed compact set, independent of n. This also
makes u bounded from below. For this idea to work it is important that «” attends its minimum
inside B,,. This can be achieved if we set u” = +o00 on dB,,. For v; < 2, this can be done using
the arguments of Lasry-Lions in [19]. But for ; > 2, we need to modify f to attend the boundary
data.

Let f be a C! function. Let B = B,(0) be the ball of radius 7 > 1 around 0. Let o : (0,00) —
(0,00) be a smooth, nonnegative function satisfying

=1 forz € (0,1),
o(x) =

0 for x > 1.

Define
fia(@) = fi(z) + [o(r? = |2)]* 2 €B,i=12,
for some « to be fixed later. Let 8 > max{2, 1,72} be such that (5 + 1)(v; A 2) > 5+ 2. Choose
a > 0 tosatisfy f < a < (B4 1)(vi A2) for i = 1,2. With no loss of generality, we also assume
that 1 < 79 < 1. Our next result concerns discounted problem in B.
Lemma 2.5. Let Assumption 1.1 hold. Then, for any € € (0,1), the system
—Awi + Hi(z, Vwy) + on (2)(w] — ws) +ewi = fia in B,

2.29
—Aws + Hy(z, Vws) + ag(z)(wi — wi) +ews = faq in B, ( )

admits a solution (w§,w5) in C*(B x {1,2}) with w§ — oo as x — B. Moreover, the set {ews(0) :
e € (0,1)} is bounded fori=1,2.

Proof. To find a solution to (2.29), first we find appropriate sub and super-solutions to (2.29).
Define £°(x) = —log(r? — §|z|?) and let (£5,£9) = (k1€°,k1€%). Tt can be easily checked that, for
some dp > 0 and 0 € (dp, 1),

—AE + CLIVE +1) + ar(@)(&) — ) +ef] < fra forr—d < z| <,

—A&G + CLIVE* +1) + az(x)(& — &) + 8] < foo forr—b1 < 2| <,
for some appropriate constant k1, dependent on ~1,7s. k1,01, and d can be chosen independent

of . Now choose M suitably large, independent of ¢,d, so that (/{15‘15 — %,még — %) forms a
subsolution to (2.29).
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Next we construct a super-solution. To this end, we consider the approximating function ¢, from
Lemma B.1. More precisely, we consider a sequence of functions 4, = (¢},4?2) where ¢! (z) = z if
7; < 2, otherwise 9!, = 1, from Lemma B.1.

We define (¢, ¢3) = (k2(, ko) where

C=(r?=0dlz[H)? fori=1,2.

Using the condition 5 < o < (8 + 1)(v; A 2), and choosing M large, independent of n, e, d, we see
that (/ig(f + %, /igCg + %) forms a supersolution to the equation

—Aw§ + ) (Hy (2, Vi) + ar (2)(wf — w§) +ewi = f1o in B,
—Aw§ 4 2 (Ha(z, V) + ag(z)(ws — ws) 4+ cw§ = fo in B,

for all n. From the argument of Theorem B.3, we find a solution w’ =

(w), wl) of
—Awf + Hi(z, Vi) + o (2) (w] —w)) +ew) = fro inB,
—Awd + Hy(x, Vwd) + ag(x)(wy — wl) + ewd = fon in B,
and
k&) — M <wl, < k) + Mo B,i=1,2.
Using the estimates in Propositiong 2.1, we can now let€5 — 1 and find a solution to
—Aw + Hy(z, Vwi) + ar(z)(w] — ws) +ewi = fio in B,
—Aws + Hy(z, Vwi) + ag(z)(wh — wi) +ews = fro in B,
satisfying
— ki log(r? — |z?) — % < wf < ko(r? — |z 7P + % inB,i=1,2. (2.30)
From (2.30) we also obtain

sup sup |ew;| < oo.
€€(0,1) By /2(0)

This completes the proof. ]
Now we can provide proof of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that Assumption 1.1 holds and f;,i = 1,2, are coercive. Then there exists
a nonnegative solution to (EP) corresponding to the eigenvalue X*.

Proof. First we find a pair (u", \,) solving
—Auj + Hy(z,Vul) + ar(z)(uf —uy) = f's — An in By(0),
—Aug + Ha(x, Vuy) + ag(z)(uy —uf) = f3y — Ay in By(0),
with u™ — oo, as * — 0B,(0), where
Flo = Fitlo® = |2[*)7,

and « is same as in Lemma 2.5. Fix n € IN and denote by B = B,(0). Consider the solution w®
from Lemma 2.5. We set vf = wj(z) —wj(0) and v5(z) = w5(x) —wj(0). From (2.29) we then find

—Av] + Hy(z, Vi) + a1 (z) (vf — v3) + ewi = ', in B,
—Av5 + Ha(z, Vvs) + ag(z)(v3 — vi) +ew; = f3', in B.

(2.31)

(2.32)

From our choice of a and (2.30) we see that f;, — cw{ > % fi,a near the boundary, and since
maxg, , {[vf], [v5} is bounded uniformly in e (by Proposition 2.1), we can see that vf > Kgld — M
for some k3, using Theorem B.1, where £’ is same as in Lemma 2.5. Now let § — 1 to get a lower
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bound that blows up at the boundary. Using Proposition 2.1 and the fact {ew®(0)} is bounded,
we let ¢ — 0 in (2.32) to find a solution to (2.31).

Now consider the sequence of solutions {u", A, } solving (2.31). We claim that A\, > A\, > X*.
Suppose, on the contrary, that A, < A,41. Choose a constant s so that "' + x touches u” from
below in B,,. This is possible as u™ blows up at the boundary. Let v = u™ — u"!. Also, note
that

fil(@) = fie) < fl i By
Choose D € By, so that v" vanishes at some point inside D. From (2.31) we then have
{—Av? F AT VO 4 ag (2)(0F — 0]) > Apgr — A >0 in D,
—AvY + by - Vol + ag(x)(v] —v}) > App1 — A >0 in D,
where

1
B () = /0 V,Hi(e, V! (Yl — V) de, i = 1,2.

By strong maximum principle we obtain v = 0 in D. Since D is arbitrary, we must have v" = 0 in
B,, which is a contradiction. Thus we have A\, > A,,+1. An analogous argument also shows A, > A"
Using the estimates in Proposition 2.1, we can now find a subsequence of {u"} converging weakly
in Wi;f(]RN ) to some w. Passing limit in (2.31) we see that u solves (EP) with the eigenvalue X*
(since lim, o Ay, is equal to X*). To see that w is bounded from below, we consider a point
(Tn,iy) € By x {1,2} so that u (z,) is the minimum of " in B,,. From (2.31) we then obtain

M 2> A 2 [ (@) 2 fi,(2n) > min{fi(zn), f2(2n)}.

Since f; is coercive, we can find a compact set K, independent of n, so that z, € K. Thus
u" > ming{uf, uf}. This, of course, implies that u is bounded from below. We can now translate
u to make it nonnegative. This completes the proof. O

We complete the section by mentioning few properties of X* = \*(f).

Proposition 2.2. Let f, f be two C* functions. Then

(i) For any c € R we have X*(f +¢) = X*(f) + c.
(ii) f — X(f) is concave, that is, fort € [0,1] we have

NEF+ A =0)F) Z tX(f) + (1 = )X (f).

(i) If f < f, then X(f) < )\*(f) Furthermore, if we assume the setting of Theorem 2.1 or
Theorem 2.2, then for f < f we have X(f) < X*(f).

Proof. (i) is obvious. (ii) follows from the convexity of H; and the definition (1.9). Also, first part
of (iii) follows from the definition (1.9). To Prove the second part, we suppose, on the contrary, that
XN(f) = N(f). Let u be a non-negative solution to (EP) with right-hand side f and eigenvalue

A(f). Then @ would be a supersolution to (EP) with right-hand side f. From Lemma 2.3 we
know that for B
&k(x) = VpHy(z, Vig(z)) k=1,2,
there exists a Borel probability measure o = (1, 75) so that
Pa = (s fo2w) With kg = pp(dr)dg, () (dE) € Mp.

Moreover, fig(F) < X(f). By Theorem 2.1 or Theorem 2.2 we must have fig(F) = X*(f). Again,
using (2.16), we obtain

2
=1/ RY
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Since 7y, has strictly positive densities (cf. [2, Theorem 5.3.4]), it follows that Vuy = V. Thus
up = Uy + ¢ for some constants ¢, for k = 1,2. Subtracting the equation satisfied by u and u we
obtain

ai(z)(ez — 1) = filz) = fi(x), and  as(@)(cr - e2) = folx) — fol@),
which implies . .
h(@) = Ni(z) | fal@) = folz)
aq(z) as ()
But this is not possible as f < f. Hence we must have X*(f) < X*(f). O

=0.

2.3. Application to optimal ergodic control. In this section, we describe the optimal ergodic
control problem associated with the system of equations (EP). Denote by S = {1, 2}, the state space
of the switching continuous time Markov process. We introduce the regime switching controlled
diffusion process on a given complete probability space (2, §,P). This is a process (X¢,S;) in
RY x S governed by the following stochastic differential equations:

dX, = b(Xy, Sy)dt — Uy dt + dW;,

2.33
dSt :/h(Xt,St,Z)p(dt,dZ), ( )
R

for t > 0, where

(i) (Xo,S0) are prescribed deterministic initial data;
(ii) W is an N-dimensional standard Wiener process;
(iii) p(dt,dz) is a Poisson random measure on Ry x R with intensity d¢ x m(dz), where m is
the Lebesgue measure on R;
(iv) p(-,-), W(-) are independent;
(v) The function h: R? x & x R — R is defined by

j—i if z € Ayi(x),
h(z,i,z) = / ()
0 otherwise,

where for 4,5 € S,i # j, and fixed x, A;j(x) are left closed right open disjoint intervals of
R having length m;;(x), and

mii(x) = —ai(x), mi2 = ai(x), mar(x) = as(x), moa(r) = —as(x).

Note that M (z) := (m;;) can be interpreted as the rate matrix of the Markov chain S; given that
X; = x. In other words,

ms,;(Xe)h + o(h) if Sy # 7,
1+ mstj(Xt)h + O(h) if Sy = 7,

P(Sien = j 1 X1, St) =

and X behaves like an ordinary diffusion process governed by (2.33) between two consecutive jumps
of S.

We assume b : RY x S — RY to be a bounded C' function with bounded first derivatives. The
process {U;} takes values in RY and non-anticipative in nature, that is, the sigma fields

0{X07507W87 Us, p(AvB) t A€ B([O,S]), B e B(R)v s < t}a
and
o{Ws = Wi, p(A,B) : A€ B([s,00)), B B(R), s > 1},

are independent. To introduce the admissible class of controls we set v; = 72 = v and define

T
LL:{U : E[/ ]UtW'dt] < o0 forallT>0},
0
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where 7/ is the Holder conjugate of v. We also assume l; to satisfy the following bound
RE = < Gilw,€) < R(LH (),
for some k > 0 and & — (;(x,§) are strictly convex, i = 1,2. We let

Hy(z,p) = —bi(x) -p+ sup {p- & — li(x,§)} i=1,2.
EeRN

Also, assume that H; € C'(RY x R") and the functions & +— H;(z, &) are strictly convex for i = 1,2.
It can be easily shown that (2.33) has a unique strong solution for U € 4. Now we can state the
main result of this section.

Theorem 2.5. Consider the setting of Theorem 2.1 or Theorem 2.2. We also assume that v, =
Yo = . Then

dnf hTHllolifTE[/o (F(X,81) +£(Xy, S, Up)dt) | = A" (2.34)

Furthermore, the stationary Markov control
(VpHi(z, Vuy(z)), VpHa(z, Vus())) + b

is optimal where w is a non-negative solution to (EP) corresponding to the eigenvalue X*. Further-
more, from (2.16), we also see that this is the only optimal stationary Markov control.

Proof. We only show that the lhs of (2.34) is larger than X*. Rest of the proof follows from
Theorem 2.1 or Theorem 2.2. Consider U € U so that

e 1 o
I}TIIi}OI(l)fTE |:/0 (_f(Xt,St) +£(Xt,St,Ut)dt):| = T}ZliI)looT_nE |:/0 (_f(Xt,St) +£(Xt,St,Ut)dt) < oQ.
(2.35)

We define the mean empirical measure as on RY x RY x S as follows

1 n
[,Ln(Al X A2 X C) = T—E |:/ ]]-A1XC><A2(Xt7St7Ut)dt):| s Az S B(RN),C CS.
0

n

From the definition of p™ it follows that

1

p"(F) = T_nE [/OT (f(Xt,Sh) +£(Xt,5t,Ut)dt)] ;

where F' is given by (2.8). From the coercivity property of F' it can be easily seen that {u"} is
tight. Let p be a sub-sequential limit of {p"}. Using [2, Lemma 2.5.3] and the lower-semicontinuity
property of weak convergence we see that p € Mp. Again, from (2.35), we get

T
lim 1nf%E |:/0 (f(Xt,St) —l-f(Xt,St, Ut)dt):| > [.L(F)

T—o00

By Lemma 2.2 we obtain

T
liminf%E |:/ (f(Xt,St) + £(Xy, St, Ut)dt):| > \*.
0

T—oc0

This completes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1

Part of the proof of this Proposition is inspired from [17].

Proof. With no loss of generality, we assume that z = 0, By = B1(0), and By = B(0). We first
show that

2 2 2
S;lpﬂvuﬂ%ﬂ, [Vuo|*2} < C(1+sup Z(fi)i—i—supz |Vf2-|2%/(2%_1)—|—|u1(0)—u2(0)|2+5}312pZ;(sui)z_).

2 =1 2 =1 =
(A1)
Let p : By — [0,1] be smooth, radial function which is decreasing along the radius, p = 1 in By,

4
and support(p) C By. We take v = min{vy;,72} and define n = pv_jl. Without loss of generality
we may assume that

2

n}gax{n\Vu1]2,n\Vu2]2} = n(x0)|Vui(zg)|® for some z¢ in Bs.
2

Define 0(z) = n(x)|Vui(z)|? = n(z)w(z) where w(z) = |Vui(x)|?. Then we have VO(zq) = 0 and
Af(zg) < 0. We may also assume that 6(xg) > 1. Otherwise, if §(z¢) < 1, we get

H}Bax{?ﬂvulfzm\vuzfz} <0(xo) <1,
1
and (A.1) follows. Therefore, we work with 6(xg) > 1. We see that

0 = VO(zg) = n(zo)Vw(zo) + w(zg)Vn(xo). (A.2)

Now onward we shall evaluate everything at the point x = x¢, without explicitly mentioning the
point zg. Then

Aw = Tl“[(Dzul)z] + V(Aul) : Vu1
= Tr[(D*u1)?] + V(Hi(x, Vur) + a1 (ur — uz) + eur — f1) - Vg

= Tl“[(D2’LL1)2] + |:Vch1 + (Vle)D2U1 + (’LL1 — UQ)VOQ + Oé1(VU1 — V’LLQ) +eVus — Vfi| - Vuy.

Using (A.2), we then obtain

0> A0 =nAw+2Vn - Vw + wAn

=7 [Tr[(DQul)Q] + Vo Hy - Vuy + (—2wn ")V - V,Hy + (ug — u2)Vey - Vg
+ a1 (Vuy — Vug) - Vuy +ew — Vi - Vul} — 2~ w|Vn|? + wAn

> n[Tr[(Dzul)z] — |V Hy||[Vup| — 2w77_1|VpH1||V77| + (u1 —u2)Vay - Vg
+ a1(Vuy — Vug) - Vug — ]Vfl\]Vulq — 2 tw|Vn)? — w|Anl.

Using (2.1) , (1.2) and the inequality (t1 + ta + t3 + t1)? > 13 — [(t2)2 + (t3)% + (ta)2], we get
(taking tih=H+Cq > 0)

N Tr[(D*u1)?] > (Aup)® > <4LC'2WU1\2A’1 —(fi+C1)A — af(ur —ug)? — (€u1)2—>.
i
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Since N > 1 and n < 1, we obtain

1
anc?”

Vg |27 < Te[(D?un)?] + (fi + C1)% + nad (ug — ug)? + (sur)?
< (fi +C)F +nai(ur —u2)? + (eur)® + 0|V Hi||Vuy| + 2w|V, Hy ||V
—n(uy —uz)Vay - Vug — nag (Vuy — Vug) - Vug
+ |V Al Vur| + 207 w[ Vil + w|An). (A.3)
We observe that

(o) (o) ([Vur (20) ] — Vua(xo) - Vua (20)) > n(zo)en (z0)(|Vur (x0)|* — [Vua (o) |Vur (z0)]) > 0.

Also, by Mean Value Theorem, there exist ( € By , with |[(| < |zg|, and a constant xk; > 0,
dependent on supp, a1/, such that

n(zo)ad (ur (o) — ua(x0))? < (o) (|Vur(¢) = Vua(Q)]* + [u1(0) — uz(0)[?)
< ()1 (IVur(¢) = Vua(Q)* + u1 (0) — ua(0)[?)
< 1 (40(20) + |u1 (0) — uz(0)]?),

where in the second line we use the fact that 7 is radially decreasing. Another application of the

Mean Value Theorem and a similar estimate as above gives us, for some ¢; with [(1| < |zo],

—1(0)(u1 (o) — uz(z0)) Ve (o) - Vur (o) < n(xo)|ui (o) — uz(zo)||Vau (xo)|[Vur ()]
< ra/n(wo) (|Vur (G1)] + [ua (0) — u2(0)]) v/O(x0)
< w2 (Vn(G)|Vur (G)] + [ua (0) — u2(0)1) v/0(z0)
< k2 (20(0) + [u1 (0) — u2(0)[?),
for some constant k3 dependent on supp, Vo[, where in the last part we used ab < 27(a® + b%).

Again, using (1.3)-(1.4) and above three estimates in (A.3) we deduce that for some constant xs,
dependent only on the bounds of «q, it holds

1 2m
< 2(]“"1)?F +2C7 + (eup)? + Cin(1 + |Vu 1) |V | + 2(71(1 + [V |71 Vg |2 V)
+ k3 (0| Vur? + [u1(0) = uz(0)]%) + 0|V f1l[Vur| + [Vur|* (207 [Vnl* + |An)). (A.4)

Using Young’s inequality for appropriate 6 > 0 to |Vuq||V fi|, we obtain k5 > 0 satisfying
V||V fi] < 8|Vur [T 4 k7 frP/ G
Since |Vuq(zg)| > 1, and 71 > 1, we also have
(14 |Vuy|[™)|Vuy| < 2[Vaur |, and (1 + |V [ 7|V | < 2|V L

Thus, from (A.4) we obtain a constant x4 > 0, dependent on N, C4, k1, ke, k3. and kg, such that
Vg |7 < iy <1 + ()7 + [ur(0) — uz(0)]* + (eup)® + [V fy /G =D

Ve[ + Ve 220~V + |An|>).
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Now we define V (zq) = n(x0)|Vui(20)|*"* and 5 = 721;;1 € (711, 1). Then

0|V [ < iy <1 + ()3 + [u1(0) = uz(0)] + (gur)? + |V fy /G
+ VIR VI (207 0D O P g IAUI)>
< kg <1 + ()7 A+ [u1(0) — uz(0)* + (eur)? + |Vf1|2“*1/(271_1)>
+raV? (n‘ﬁlvnl +257 | Vn|? + n‘BIAn|>,

where in the last line we used V(zg) > (n(zo)|Vu1]?)™ > 1,7 < 1 and 'Yil < B. To conclude the

proof of (A.1) it is enough to show that n~?|Vn| and n~?|An| are bounded quantities. Recall that
4v1 4y
y1—17 y2—1

n = p” where T = % with v = min{vyy,72}. It is easily seen that 7 = max{ }. A simple

calculation yields
n PVl =1p" TPV,
P An| < 7 {p" T Ap| + (1 = 1)p" 2P V)

We observe that 1 — 3 = 721;1 L and thus,

71—
r1-p8)—-1>121—=
( ) 2 -1

Hence, there exist constant C' > 0 satisfying

(o) | Vur | < C<1 + (f1)4 + [u1(0) — u2(0)]* + (cur)® + ’Vfl\zw/(%_l))-

Now taking supremum over Bs, we can write

sup{|Vus [*"", [Vug[*2} < C (1 + sup(f1)3 + sup [V f1[2/ =Y 4 Juy (0) — up(0)[* + sup(eus)? ).
B Bz Ba Ba
If the maximum is attained at the second component we can repeat an analogous argument. This
gives us (A.1).
Next, we prove (2.3). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists {(u], fI*,al,ep)}n with o
satisfying (1.1), and

—Aul(z) + Hi(z, Vuy) + of (x)(u} (z) — uh(z)) + euf(z) = f{'(x) inD, (A.5)
—Aug(x) + Hy(z, Vuy) + af () (ug (z) — uf(2)) + enuz(z) = f3(x) inD,
and
2 2 2
[} (0) — uf (0)]* > n(1+ sup D (M3 +sup y [V PR/ 4 sup D (eui)?). (A.6)
2 4=1 2 4=1 2 4=1

First of all note that we can always set u}(0) = 0. Therefore, by (A.6), we see that |u5(0)] — oc.
Suppose that there is a subsequence, denoted by the actual sequence, along which u%(0) — oo.
Define vj' = @u? Since a? < k; + a®¥ for some r;, for all @ > 0, using (A.1) and (A.6) we find
that

SEP{IV’U?\QW, Vo |22} < ¢ for all n.
1
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Since (v{(0),v5(0)) = (0,1), from above estimate if follows that supg, (Jof| + |v%|) uniformly
bounded in n. Using (1.2) and (A.6) we also get

1 —
sup sup[m\Hl(a;,Vul)] -+ |Hy(xz,Vuy)|] < C. (A7)

b
n B u2(0)

Therefore, it follows from (A.5) that [[v}|[yw2.r(5,), and ||V} ||lywzs(p,) are uniformly bounded in n
2 2

(cf. [15, Theorem 9.11]) for any p > N, and hence we can extract a weakly convergence subsequence
converging to some v = (v1,v2) € W?P(B1) x W*P(B1). From the Sobolev embedding we also see
2 2

that v} — vg in C’lvo‘(B%). Since |Vo!'| = |V, in B% and sup,, supp, m|VU?|W is bounded,
by (1.2) and (A.7), it follows that Vuv; = 0 in B%. Thus, v = (0,1) in B%. Now from the second
equation of (A.5) we get

1 1 1 1
—AvY + - H Vuy) < > +
vy + o3 (vz — o) = uf(0) 12 uf(0) 2(z, Vup) < ué‘(O)f2 uf(0)’

by (1.2). Let ¢ be a nonzero, non-negative test function supported in Bi. Multiplying the above
2
equation by ¢, integrating over B1 and letting n — oo we obtain
2

n—oo

ocgl/ o(x)dz Sliminf/ as (z)vy (z)p(z)dx
Bl Bl
2 2
1 Ch
- L 4z =0,
B0 (0]

where we use the fact that supp, , lagv}| < opsupp, P |v]'| = 0. Thus we arrive at a contradiction.

13+ abol +

n—oo

< lim inf/ p[Avs +
P

A similar contradiction is also arrived is u§(0) — —oo along some subsequence. This establishes
(2.3).
Finally (2.2) follows from (2.3) and (A.1). This completes the proof. O
APPENDIX B. EXISTENCE RESULTS IN BOUNDED DOMAINS

By D we denote a bounded C%° domain in RY for some ¢ > 0.

Theorem B.1 (Comparison principle). Let H; € C' RN x RN),i = 1,2 be given functions. Let
u = (ug,us) € C?(D x {1,2}) nCY(D x {1,2}) be a subsolution to
—Auy + H(z, Vur) + ar(z) (w1 —u2) = fi  in D,
—Aug + H(z, Vug) + as(z)(uz —w1) = fo  in D,

and v = (v1,v2) € C*(D x {1,2}) NCH(D x {1,2}) be a supersolution to (B.1). Moreover, assume
that v > u on 0D. Then we have v > u in D.

(B.1)

Proof. Write w; = v; — u;. Then it follows from (B.1) that
—Aw; + hi(z) - Vwi + a1 (z)(wg —we) >0 in D,
—Awsg + ho(x) - Vwy + ag(x)(wg —wy) >0 in D,
where

z) = / L Hie, Vi) + V() — Vus(@))dt, i = 1,2,
0

The result follows by applying the maximum principle, Busca-Sirakov [10, Theorem 3.1], Sirakov
[22, Theorem 1]. O
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We next recall an existence result from [1]. Let K; : D x RN — R,i = 1,2, be two continuous
functions satisfying

|Ki(2,8)| < k(1 +|¢?) forall (z,6) e Dx RN, i=1,2,
for some constant k. We also assume that & — K;(x, &) is continuously differentiable.
Theorem B.2. Let v,v € C3(D x {1,2}) be respectively a subsolution and supersolution to
—Auy + Ki(x,Vuy) + a1(u; —ug) =0 in D,
—Aug + Ko(x,Vug) + ay(ug —uy) =0 in D,
u,ug =0 on dD.

Also, assume that v < © in D. Then there exists a solution u € W>P(D x {1,2}) NC(D x {1,2})
of the above equations satisfying v < u < v.

Proof. This can be established by mimicking the arguments of Amann-Crandall [1, Theorem 1]. O

Note that Theorem B.2 can be applied to find the solution for our model provided the Hamilton-
ian has at-most quadratic growth in the gradient. To apply the theorem for a general Hamiltonian
we need to introduce certain approximations.

Lemma B.1. Suppose that v > 2. Given C; > 0, there exists a sequence of increasing CH!
functions b, : [—C1,00) = [—C1,00) satisfying the following
(1) Yn(x) <z forallz > —Ch,
2

(i) Yn(x) > mar —no,
(iii) 0< w;b(x) <1,

where N1, M2 are positive constants independent of n. Furthermore,

sup T;Z)n($)
v 1+ [zf?

and Y, (x) = x as n — oo, uniformly on compact sets.

Proof. Define for each n € N,

T for x < n,
V() = { 2
n—%—l—%(m—n+1)V for x > n.
Differentiating 1, we get that
1 for z < n,
w;(‘r) - { 2_q
(a:—n—i—l)V for x > n.

2
(i) and (iii) are obvious. To see (ii), we note that ), (z) > zs — (1+Cy + ) for x € [-Cq,nl.
For > n we also note that

n—%—l—%(:p—n—l—l)%Z(n—l)%—l-(x—n—l-l)%—

o |2

This gives us (ii). O

We also require the following gradient estimate which follows by repeating the arguments in the
proof of Proposition 2.1.
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Lemma B.2. Grant Assumption 1.1. Let € € [0,1) and f1, f» € C(R?). Let u be a C? function
satisfying

—Auy(z) + YL (Hi (2, Vur)) + g (@) (ur(z) — ua(z)) + euy(z) = fi(z)  in Bo,

—Aug(x) + V2 (Ha(z, Vug)) + as(x)(uz(z) — ui(z)) + cug(x) = fa(z)  in Bo,
where % is the approzimating sequence in Lemma B.1 if v; > 2, otherwise ! (x) = x. Suppose

that By € By and By, By are concentric. Then there exists a constant C > 0, dependent on
dist(B1,0B2),7i, d,n1,m2, and &y but not on n and w, satisfying

Sgp{[wi(Hl (z, Vur)?, [Wh (Ha(z, Vug))]*}

2 2 2
< C(1+sup S+ sgpz IV fil? + [ur (0) = ua(0)[* + sup > (ew)?).
2 2 2 i=1

i=1 i=1
Now we can prove our existence result.
Theorem B.3. Grant Assumption 1.1. Suppose ¢ € [0,1] and f = (f1, f2) € CY(D x {1,2}). Let
v € C%(D x {1,2}) be a subsolution to
—Auy + Hy(z,Vur) + ar(z)(ur —ug) +eug = fr in D,

B.2
—Aug + Hi(z,Vuy) + ag(z)(ug —uy) + cug = fo  in D. (B.2)

There there exists a solution w € C*(D x {1,2}) to (B.2) satisfying u > v in D.

Proof. The main idea of the proof is to use the existence result from Theorem B.2 by making use
of the approximation sequence in Lemma B.1. A similar method was also used by Lions in [21] for
scalar equations. In fact, the method of Lions uses more sophisticated tools like the Bony maximum
principle to obtain an up to the boundary bounds of the gradient. We do not use such results. We
split the proof in to two steps.
Step 1. Fix n > 1 and consider the system of equations
—Awy + ¢y (Hi (2, V) + a1 () (wy —wz) +ewy = fi in D,

2 ) (B.3)
—Awy + V5 (Hy(x, Vws)) + ag(z)(wy —wy) + ewg = fo  in D,

where 1! is the approximating sequence from Lemma B.1 if v; > 2, otherwise ¢! (z) = =. By
Lemma B.1(i), we note that v is a subsolution to (B.3). So to apply Theorem B.2 we need to find
a super-solution. Denote by M = maxyp{vy,v5}. Let © € C3(D x {1,2}) be the unique solution to

—Av + () (01 — V) +ev1 = fr +2 ACy in D,
—Avy + ao(x) (Vg — 1) + ey = fo+m2 ANCy  in D, (B.4)
U1, =M on 0D,
where 72 is given by Lemma B.1(ii). In fact, using Sweers [23, Theorem 1.1], we can find a unique
solution of (B.4) in Wi;f (D) x C(D) and then using a standard bootstrapping argument we can
improve the regularity. Using Lemma B.1(ii) and (1.2) we then obtain from (B.4) that
—A7D + ZZ)}L(Hl(:E, V1)) + ay(z)(vy — v2) +ev7 > f1 in D,
—A7y + wg(Hg(x, Vu3)) + ag(z)(Vy —01) + €02 > fo  in D,
v1,09 = M on 0D.
This gives us the super-solution. By Theorem B.1 we also have v < © in D. Now we can apply

Theorem B.2 to find a solution w™ = (w},wy) € C*(D x {1,2}) NC(D x {1,2}) to (B.3) satisfying
v <w" <ovin D for all n. It should also be noted that » is independent of n.
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Step 2. We now pass to the limit in (B.3) with the help of the gradient estimate in Lemma B.2.
From step 1 we notice that supp |w}" —w}| < oo uniformly in n. Thus, for any compact K C D we
have max{|Vw?|, [Vwh|} < co uniformly in n, by Lemma B.2. Using (B.3) and standard elliptic
estimates, we get

sup {[|w? vz (k) w5 [w2a ) } < 0o for every compact K C D.
n

Using a standard diagonalization argument we can find a subsequence, denoted by the actual one,
so that w]' — u; in Wi;i’(D) for p > N and w? — w; in CL (D), as n — oo. Thus passing to the
limit in (B.3) we obtain

—Aug + Hl(ﬂj, VU1) + Oél(ib)(ul — u2) +eur = f1 inD,
—Aug + Hi(z,Vuy) + ag(z)(ug —uy) + eug = fo in D,

and v < u < ¥ in D. Moreover, using standard theory of elliptic pde we obtain u € C?(D x {1,2}).
This completes the proof. ]
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