arXiv:2205.07569v1 [math.AP] 16 May 2022

LIMIT OF SOLUTIONS FOR SEMILINEAR HAMILTON-JACOBI
EQUATIONS WITH DEGENERATE VISCOSITY

JIANLU ZHANG*

Hua Loo-Keng Key Laboratory of Mathematics &
Mathematics Institute, Academy of Mathematics and systems science
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China
Email: jellychungl1987Qgmail.com

ABSTRACT. In the paper we prove the convergence of viscosity solutions uy as A — 04 for
the parametrized degenerate viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation

H(z,dzu, \u) = a(z)Au, oafz) >0, z€T"

under suitable convex and monotonic conditions on H : T* M x R — R. Such a limit can be
characterized in terms of stochastic Mather measures associated with the critical equation

H(z,dzu,0) = a(z)Au.

1. INTRODUCTION
Let T™ := R"™/27Z"™ be the n—dimensional torus equipped with the Euclid metric | - |. The
Hamiltonian H : T*T™ x R — R is a C?—function which satisfies the following assumptions:
(H1) For any (z,u) € T" x R, H(z,-,u) is strictly convex with respect to p € T;T";
(H2) There exists constants m > 1 and K,,, M,;, > 0 such that
(H3) There exist 0 < p. < p* € R such that for any (z,p) € T*T" and u; < ug,
p*(u2 - ul) S H(:Eupa ’U,z) - H(xupaul) S p*(u2 - U1);
(H4) For any (x,p),(y,p) € T*T™ and |u| < R, there exist constants x(R),s(R) > 0 such
that
|H 2, p,u) = H(y, p, )| < w(R) (H(w,p,0) + () |z — yl;
(H5) For any x € T", p,p’ € T;T™ with |p'| < 2|p| and |u| < R, there exist constants

&(R),n(R) > 0 such that
/
p—Dp
(H(o.pv) = Hopl )] <€) (a0 + () L.

Following previous assumptions (H1)-(H5), in this paper we study the asymptotic limit of
the viscosity solution uy as A\ — 04 for the following semilinear Hamilton-Jacobi equations with
a degenerate diffusion:

(HJQ) H(ZE, deA, AUA) = Oé(.fE)A’LL)\ + C(H)a rzeT"
where C?(T™,R) 3 a(z) > 0 and the ergodic constant ¢(H) € R is suitably chosen such that
the critical equation

(HJ?) H(z,dyu,0) = a(z)Au+c(H), xeT"
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is solvable. Notice that uy is unique due to a comparison principle (see [8§] for instance), and the
uniqueness of ¢(H ) has been established in [25] [16] [I7]. However, the degeneracy of «(z) disable
the uniqueness of solutions for , even up to an additive constant. So the convergence of
uy as A — 04 is uncertain and need to be proved.

In this paper, we verify the convergence of u by presenting the following conclusion. Without
loss of generality, we assume ¢(H) = 0 henceforth.

Theorem 1.1. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H5), the viscosity solution uy of (HJ2) converges
to a uniquely identified solution ug of (HJY) as A\ — 04, which can be expressed by

uo(z) = sgg/w(x), z el
w

with 8’ denoted by the set of viscosity solutions w of (HJY) satisfying

(1) O L(z,v,0)wdu >0, YueM.
7"

Here

L:TT" xR — R

(.’II,’U,U) — pé%g‘%n{<v7p>_H(x7puu)}

is the Lagrangian associated with H and M’ is a selected set of all stochastic Mather measures

associated with (HJY) (see Sec. [@ for the definition of M’).
1.1. Background and strategy. The establishment of ¢(H) in (HJ?) was first studied by

Lions, Papanicolaou and Varadhan [24] for the case a(z) = 0 by using a homogenization
approach. Precisely, they considered the following discounted Hamilton-Jacobi equation
(2) M+ H(z,dgu) =0, xeT"

of which the viscosity solution u. is unique for any A > 0, and showed the convergence of A\u) to
—c(H) as A — 04. That naturally leads to a question whether uy converges as A — 04 as well.
Such a question was firstly addressed by Gomes [14], Tturriaga and Sanchez-Morgado [I8] under
certain restricted assumptions. Afterwards, Davini, Fathi, Tturriaga and Zavidovique [9] gave
a confirmed answer to this question in the case of ([2)). Their approach relies on a dynamical
characterization of the Mather measures in light of the weak KAM theory. Following the same
approach, other convergence problems were gradually considered in [I} [6] 20 28]. Recently, the
convergence of viscosity solution was proved in [30] for with a(z) =0 (as A = 04 ), under
Tonelli assumptions on H(z,p,u). This work firstly proposed a method to characterize the
Mather measures for first order Hamilton-Jacobi equations nonlinear of u (also called contact
Hamilton-Jacobi equations in the context of [23, 29]). Very recently works toward this topic
can be found in [5 [31].

At the same time, the convergence of viscosity solutions for the discounted Hamilton-Jacobi
equations with degenerate diffusion was achieved by Mitake and Tran [25]. They present a novel
characterization of the stochastic Mather measures by using the adjoint method developed in
[11], which is different from the former definition of Mather measures given in [I3] 19]. Later,
Ishii, Mitake and Tran also gave a general criterion to deal with similar convergence problems
(as the discounted limit) in [I6] [I7]. These two works successfully used a linear programming
method to define the Mather measures for equations of the form

H(z,dyu, D*u) + \u =0, x€T" \>0.

However, this concise method can not apply to the case with Hamiltonians nonlinear of
directly. That urges us to find other ways to characterize the Mather measures for , then
prove the convergence of viscosity solution uy as A — 0.

In this paper, we first prove the uniform boundedness and equi-Lipschitzness of {ux}xe(0,1]
in the spirit of Bernstein’s method, see |2l [3, 4]. That gives us chance to get the convergence
of {ux}xe(0,1) along subsequences, in view of the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. On the other side, we



LIMIT OF SOLUTIONS FOR SEMILINEAR H-J EQUATIONS WITH DEGENERATE VISCOSITY 3

can define the stochastic Mather measure associated with by using the adjoint method.
Besides, [30] also supplies a methodology to verify the asymptotic properties of the stochastic
Mather measures as A — 04 for Hamiltonians nonlinear of u (see Proposition. 24]). Conse-
quently, that supplies a criterion to describe the accumulating points of {ux}xe(,1] a8 A — 04
(see Lemma B3] and Lemma B.4]), then further indicates the accumulating point is unique.

1.2. Organization of the article. In Section[2] we introduce the concept of stochastic Mather
measures and a viewpoint of adjoint equations dealing with it. In Section[3] we get a qualitative
estimate of the solutions of , then finally prove Theorem[[.Il As a necessary complement,
we give the Remark to elaborate the significance of Theorem [Tl For the readability and
consistency of this article, some lengthy independent conclusions are moved to Appendix.

Acknowledgement. This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China (Grant No. 11901560). The author would like to thank the Laboratory of Mathematics
for Nonlinear Science, Fudan University (LNMS) for the hospitality, where this research was
initiated during the author’s visiting in April 2021.

2. STOCHASTIC MATHER MEASURES OF (HJY)

Due to the assumptions (H1)-(H3), any viscosity solution w of (HJ?) has to be continuous,
so we can shift it to the following two functions:

O(z) = w(x) + [wx)|pe >0, w(z):=w(x)—|wx)|r= <O0.

Consquently, for any A € (0, 1], we can verify that & (resp. @) is a supersolution (resp. subso-
lution) of (HJ2). By applying the Perron’s method (see [8] for instance), the following defined
function

(3) ux(z) = sup{v(z) : ¥(z) < v(r) < w(x),v(z) is a subsolution of }

is the unique viscosity solution of . Therefore, there exists a constant C}, > 0 such that
(4) u(@)| < Gy, YA€ (0,1].

Moreover, we can also prove that {ux}e(o,1] are uniformly Lipschitz:

Proposition 2.1 (Bernstein’s method). Under the assumptions (H1)-(H5), there exists a con-
stant Crip > 0 such that for any X € (0,1], the viscosity solution uy of (HJ2)) satisfies

(5) |dgur|res < Crip.

Proof. The proof relies on the idea of Bernstein’s method developped in [4 3] but need more
arguments due to the low regularity of u). Roughly speaking, we will show that a power of
|d,ux|Le should be a subsolution (in a weak sense) of certain elliptic equation, so the comparison
principle constrains |d,uy|pe~ from above. Such a procedure has been proved to be successful in
[10, 2] for Hamiltonians linear of u. Now we adapt their ideas to more generalized Hamiltonians.

Without loss of generality, we can endow T™ with a coordinate, so it surffices to prove that
|dgux|Lee is uniformly bounded in the domain By := {z € T" : |z| < 1} for A € (0,1]. In other
words, we just need to show that there exists a uniform constant L > 0, such that for any
A€ (0,1] and & € intB; (the interior of By),

lim sup UNT) 7 ) (x? —uA(@)

< L.

Otherwise, for any L > 1 sufficiently large, we could always find A € (0,1] and # € intB; such

that

(6) lim sup M
P | — x|

we will show that leads to a contradiction by obtaining an upper bound for L.

> L,
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Step 1. If there exist a L > 1 and xg,yo € intB; such that

(M waleo) —ualyo) = Llvo—yol = sup (un(@) —ualy) = Llz —9]) > 0.
T,y€ By

then x¢ # yo. Due to Lemma 3.2 of [§], for any € > 0, there exist X.,Y: € S(n) (the set of
n X n—symmetric matrices) satisfying

X. 0 )
(8) (0 —YE>§J+€J

where ‘<’ is the usual order of S(n) and

L Z -7 To — Yo To — Yo
J n n = —— s Z = In n —
e |Zo — Yol (‘Z Z > " Jxo — ol |zo — wol
such that
To —
9) H(zo, Lﬁ, Auy (o)) — a(zo)tr(Xe)

<0< H(yy, L2

|~’Co —yo|

On the other side, for any s > 1, we define a nonnegative matrix

1< s?a(xo)Inxn s a(Io)a(yo)Inxn>

< 5 S\/ a(yO)a(:EO)Ian Oé(yo)Ian

and multiply it to (8) on the right, then we get
tr(s?a(zo) X — alyo)Ye) < tr(JA,) + etr(J2Ay).

s Aux(yo)) — alyo)tr(Ye).

Combining this inequality with (@) then making e — 0, we get
(10)  $2H(wo, Lo Nux(20)) — H (yo, L= Xux(yo)) < tr(JA,).
lzo — yol |zo — o
On one side, by computation we get
2
L| Va(z) |Cl
lzo — ol

On the other side, if we set s = 1+ S|zg — yo| with 3 > 0,

tr(JAs) <

(s =12 + 2o — w0 l?)

xo — o —
SzH(ﬂﬂo,Loiy0 Aux(zo0)) — H(yovLOiyO,)\u,\(yo))

|£C0—y0|’ |0 — ol
o
— (82— 1)H(o, Lﬁ, Ay (20))
o — o —
+H (0, Lﬁ, Ay (o)) — H (o, Lﬁ’ Aux(yo)) +
o — o —
H(ao, L= z§| ux(yo)) — H(yo, Lﬁ, Aux(yo))
o —
> (2 — 1)H(o, Lﬁ, Ay (20)) —
o — Y To — Y
| H (o, LH, Xux (o)) — H (yo, LH’ M (yo))|
Xo — Xo —
> (s2- 1)(H(:1c0, L2070 gy - cpp*) - ﬁ(cp)(H(xo, L2090 gy 4 <(C,,)) 2o — Yol
|0 — ol |0 — ol

o — Yo
|$0 —y0|

((6 = w(Co)H o, L 0)) = BCypp" = K(Cy)s(Cy) ) 20 = ol
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in which the first inequality is due to (H3) and the second inequality is due to (H4). Turning
back to ([I0), we finally get

(ﬁ—d@%ﬂwmﬁ%{%%ﬂn—&%ﬁ—HK@dQﬂSM1+WHVMMEP

As long as 8 > k(Cp), L has to be upper bounded due to (H2) (by some constant depending
only on Cp, p*).

Step 2. If the supremum of ([7]) can not be obtained, then we have to make use of certain cutoff
function and slightly modify ([l to make the supremum available. Precisely, we pick a positive
smooth function ¢ : intBs/, € T" — [1,400) which satisfies ¢ = 1 on By, lim, 08, ,, o(z) —
+o00 and
|dup(2)] < C(d())™,
|D*¢(x)| < Clg(x))*™

for some constant C' > 0. Without loss of generality, we can assume (H3) holds for 1 < m < 2.

YV S intB3/2, {

Actually, any regularization of the map x — max{(2dist(z, 8B3/2))7ﬁ, 1} can be such a cutoff
function. Benefiting from it, for any a > 0 sufficiently small, there always exist x4, y, € intBs /s
such that

1
(11) ux(Ta) — ur(¥Ya) — Lo(Ya)|Ta — Ya| — %ua - ya|2

1
= s (@) —ualy) —~ Lo)le —yl - o-lv —yl?) > 0.
z,yE€B3/2 a

This conclusion was firstly proved in Theorem 3.1 of [2], but for the consistency we sketch their
procedure here: () implies for any a > 0, we can find x,y € B; such that

1
ur(@) —ua(y) = L)l —y| = |z —y|* > 0,

so the supreme has to be positive. Notice that y ¢ 9B3/, and

1
sup (ur(@) —ua(y) = Lol —yl = lr—yl?) < sup [ur(@) —ur()l;
z,y€B3/2 a z,y€B3/2
S0 |Zq — Ya| > dx(a) > 0 for some constant dy(a) due to the uniform continuity of uy on Bys.
Furthermore,

0< swp (ua(e) = wrly) ~ Lowle — 9l — oole —y?) < swp (oser, s — Lo(y)dr(a) )

z,y€B3 /2 yEB3 /2

imposes dist(y,,0Bs/2) > %(:) since oscp, ,ux < 20, < +o0. If 7, € dB3/3, then

1 C|$a - ya|
UNLJ—UNMJ—L¢@JWa—yJ—égha—%ﬁ < QCP_LEEG?@JJ

< 2C,-LC<O0

as long as L > 2C},/C. That contradicts the positiveness of the supreme, so 4, %y, € intBs/; is
proved. Moreover, we get

|za — Ya| < 24/Cpa, Ya>0
and

1
(12) lim sup(Lé(ya)|7a = ya| + 5|7 = yal?) <limsup  sup  {u(y) —u()} =0

a—04 a—04 z,y€B3 /2
|[z—y|<24/Cpa

as a byproduct for later use. Benefiting from (III), for any ¢ > 0 and sufficiently small a > 0,
once again we take X, o, Yz , € S(n) satisfying

X. 0 )
(13) (T ) smsen
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with
Lé(ya 71 -7 1/ Lixn —Inxn 0 Z
Ja 1= % (_zl1 zf) Ta (—Lfm L ) o (Zé Zi)
=J) =gy

and

2= L — Toq — Ya Ta — Ya 7

|Ia —yal |Ia _ya|
Z2 = dz¢(ya) ® M’
|xa - ya|

Zy = —(Zy + Z3) + D*¢(ya)|Ta — Yal.

such that

(1) (ra, (Lofya) + 22 |ch = ZZ| () ) = o) ir(Xea) <0

< H(vo (Lo(ya) + 7 ~ yal) o

a |Ta — ya|

=P,

— Llva = yalds6(ya), Mir(ya) ) = alya)tr(Yeo).
=Qa

Similarly, for any s > 1, we define a nonnegative matrix

A ;_1< So(@a)luxn s a(m)a(ya)fm)

$v/(ya)t(Ta) Inxn (Ya)Inxn

and multiply it to (I3) on the right, then we get
tr(sa(xa)Xg)a - O‘(ya)yva,a) < tr(JaAs) + Etr(JzAs)'

Combining this inequality with (I4]) then making ¢ — 0, we get

(15) SH(LL‘a, P, )\'U/)\(xa)) - H(yaa Py — Qa, )\u)\(ya)) < tr(JaAs)-
The right hand side can be estimated by
tr(J,As) = tr(JLAs) + tr(J) A)

Val(@)| 2 [Pl(1+ 82)|aa — yal + |Va@) |2 (1 + 8)|Qu]
5LVl 1 D%0(a)] - fra — vl

in view of [Fa| = Lo(ya) + [Za — ¥al/a, |Qa| = L|za — Ya| - |dad(ya)| and s := 1+ Blza — yal
(8 > 0). On the other side, the left hand side of (I5) satisfies

SH(LL'a,Pa,)\U)\((Ea)) (ya,P _Qaa)\u)\(ya))
= (s—1)H(xq, Pa, Mux(xq)) + H(zq, Po, Mux(z4)) — H(Zq, Pay Mux(ya)) +
H (24, Poy Mux(Ya)) — H(Ya, Pay Mux(Ya)) + H(Yas Pas Mur(Ya)) — H(Ya, Pa — Qas Mur(Ya))
(s = DH (@a, Pay Mir(wa)) = £(Cy) (H(@as Pay0) +5(Cy) ) [0 = il

Y

—|H (Yas Pay Mur(¥a)) — H(Ya, Po — Qas Aur(ya))|

> (5= 1)(H(wa, Py 0) = Cyp" ) = K(Cy) (H(was P, 0) + 6(Cy) ) 70 — il
=€) (H o Pas s 32)) + 1(Cy) o
> (ﬁ - K(Op) - §(Op)[1 =+ K(O)]C¢m71(ya))H(xaa P, O))|xa - ya|

~(BCuwp™ + K(CS(C) + ECHIRO)(0) + Cop” +1(C)IO6™ () ) 0 = il
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in which the first inequality is due to a similar argument as in Step 1, the second inequality is
due to (H5) and the lst inequality is due to

|Qa| S C¢m_l(ya)|$a - ya| : |Pa| S CLl_m|Pa|m|xa - ya|-
Due to ([I2) and (H2), there holds

Ko [ (8= #(Cp) = €(C) 1+ K(0)]C6™  (3))
Va2 (4 HOLI = S| ala) 2. CL 6™ )| [Pl
< My (B = K(Cy) = E(C)[1+ KOICH™ (1)) + (1+ 82)]V/a@) [gal Pal.
Without loss of generality, we can assume L > (2C|/a()|5,) @5 . Consequently, we take

8= 25(Cy) + 1+ 4(EC) 1+ KON + 7)™ (),
then further get

Ko ()04 5(0)C + 7)o" () Pal ™
< M (K(Cy) + 1+ BECI + KOIC + 116" (1)) + (1+ 82| V/a@) g Pal.
Dividing both sides by (&(C,)(1+ 5(0))C + 4 )™ (ya), we get
Ko|Pa™ < My, (45(0,,) +120€(C) (1 + (0)) + 8)
+(4\ Va@ a1+ (1 +26(Cp))%] + 8(1 + 2n(cp))) P, |

+4(1 + 4£(Cp) (1 + x(0))C) L™ P, ™.

8(1 + 4€(Cp) (1 + K(0))C) \ 7T .
K, ) , we obtain

By strengthening the second restriction to L > (
K, m
“EP™ < My (46(Cy) + 12CE(C,) (1 + £(0)) + 8)

2
+ (4 Va@[ea L + (1 +25(C,))*] +8(1 +24(C,)) ) Il
which imposes L < |P,| < Cy < 400 for some constant Cy, = C,(Cp, Ky, My, m, ‘\/04(33)‘@1)-
|

Above preliminaries guarantee the convergence of u) along subsequences, in view of the
Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. To show whether this convergence holds for the whole sequence A — 04
or not, the following definition is needed.

Definition 2.2 (Mather measure). Denote by P(TT™) the set of probability measures on TT".
A probability measure p € P(TT"™) is called a stochastic Mather measure, if it satisfies:

o [ L(z,0,0)dp(z,v) = c(H);

. fTM<v, Vo(z)) — alx)Ap(x)du(z,v) =0, for any p(x) € C?(T", R).
We denote by M the set of all stochastic Mather measures. Next, we will show how to get the
stochastic Mather measures and use them to describe the variational properties of uy.

2.1. Adjoint equation of . Evans firstly introduced the nonlinear adjoint method for
first order Hamilton-Jacobi equations to study the vanishing viscosity process. Afterwards, in
the works [25] 27] this method was used to give significant estimate about the viscosity solutions,
even for nonconvex Hamiltonians. Following their procedure, for each n > 0, we consider the

approximation of (HJ2)) as
(HJ7) H(x,dyul, MY) = (a(z) + n?)Au], x €T

By a standard analysis, the following estimate can be proved:
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Lemma 2.3. Let u} and uy be the solutions of (HIJY) and (HJ2) respectively. There exists a
constant C' > 0 independent of \,n € (0,1] such that

(16) W) — u|p~ < c'g.

Due to this Lemma, we can introduce the associated adjoint equation of the linearized
operator of (HJ2)) by:
(AJ.) A0y H (2, dyu?,0)07 — div(0,H (z, dyu?,0)07) = A(a(z)07) + n° A0 + Aoy,

for some zy € T" and 65, € P(T™) being the Dirac measure at this point. We can also prove
that
(17) 67 >0, OuH (z,dyuy,0)0] (z)dz = 1.
'JI"I?.
For the readability, we postpone the proof of Lemma ([Z.3)) and (IT7) to Appendix [A] and use
them without any doubt in this section.
For any A\, > 0, we get a probability measure vy € P(T*T") via

(18) ‘[Tn xfd 2R z)dz // : (z,p)dv] (x,p)
n wTn

for all f € C.(T*T™,R). We can pull back v} to a probability measure pj € P(TT") with
respect to the Legrendre tranformation

L:(x,v) e TT" — (x,0,L(x,v,0)) € T*T",
Le. py := L*v] satisfies
(19) // (z,p)dvi(z,p) = f(z,0,L(z,v,0))dul (x,v)
for all f € C.(T*T™, R 2 :

Proposition 2.4. Any weak™* limit p of i as A\,n — 04 has to be a stochastic Mather measure.

Proof. By a simple deduction, we get
(OpH (z,dgul,0),dyul) — H(z,dyul,0)

1
—I—)\u?\/o [0uH (z,dyul,0) — Oy H (z,dyull, shul)|ds

= (0pH(z,dyul,0),dyul) + 0uH (z, dyul,0) u] — (a(x) + 1) Auy.
Multiplying both sides with 6] and integrating them over T”, it yields

Aud (zo) — / (((%H(J:, dzuy,0),dyul) — H(z,dyu?, O))GZdaj

1
= /n AuK@Z(/O [0uH (z,dyuy,0) — 0, H (z,dyul, s)\uZ)]ds) dx

which further implies

Auf (zo) — /Tn (((%H(:v,dwuz,O),dmuZ) — H(:v,dwuz,O))szx
— e - [ e [ 00000 - 003 )
'H‘n T*T’Vl
= /\uz(aro)—/ GZ(x)dx/ L(z,v,0)dul (z,v)
T 7"
1
< / |)\u7)7\|/ OuH (z,dyuy,0) — 0y H (z,dyul, shul)|ds - 0 dx
T 0
<

/ (C'n+ XCyp) - 2p*07 (z)dx
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due to ([IG). Taking n, A — 04 we derive that
/ L(z,v,0)du(z,v) = 0.
T

On the other side, if we multiply (AJ) by any given ¢ € C?(T™,R) then integrate over T", we
get,

/n (<6pH(5E= dzuy,0),dyp) — (o) + 772)A90> 07 da:

= dp(zo) = A [ OuH(z,dyul,0)pbdx.
TTL

Similarly as above that indicates

| 0.9t - ale)Ap(a)dutz,0) =0
T
as 7, A — 04. ]

Definition 2.5. From now on, we denote by M’ the set of all weak™® limit of p3 defined by
(@), then this Proposition implies M' C M.

3. QUALITATIVE EXPLORATION OF THE VISCOSITY SOLUTION OF ([HJ2)
Lemma 3.1. For X € (0,1], there exists a mollifier ¢ € C(R™,R) satisfying

C >0, Supp(C) - B(Ou 1)7 |C|L1(]Rn,]R) =1,
such that for any suitably small n > 0, the function

(20) wy (x) = / " Y ua(z +y)dy, zeT"
n ‘\/_/
=¢"(y)
satisfies

H(z,dyw(z), \ur(2)) < az)Aw)(z) + S"(x), x€T"
for some continuous function S : T™ — R. Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
(21) [S7(2)| < C, |81~ < CVi, [n*Aw”] < Cn.

Proof. We follow the procedure in [25] but with necessary adaptions. Firstly, due to Proposition
[2.1], there exists a constant Cy > 0 uniform for A € (0, 1] such that

—C) < a(z)Auy(z) < Cy, for any x € T" in the sense of viscosity.
Then due to [15], we get

(22) (dour (@)l + a(2)Aux (@)1~ < Cy

for some constant Cy > 0. Secondly, we show that wuy(z) is a subsolution of (HJ2) in the
2

distributional sense, due to the ideas in [21, 22]. Precisely, let @3 := sup, epn (ur(y) — —‘zgg" )

being the sup-convolution of uy for each § > 0, then w§ should be semi-convex and a viscosity
subsolution of the following
(23) H(z,d, @}, ux(2)) < a(2)AT () + w(6), =€ T"

for some modulus of continuity @ : (0, +oc) — R satisfying lims_,o, () = 0. Since @3 is a
semi-convex function, it is twice differentiable almost everywhere of T”. In view of ([22)), @3 is

a distributional subsolution of (23)), then passing to a subsequence if necessary, there hold
wi — uy, uniformly in T",

d, @ = dyuy, weakly in L>(T", R).



10 LIMIT OF SOLUTIONS FOR SEMILINEAR H-J EQUATIONS WITH DEGENERATE VISCOSITY

For any text function ¢ € C?(T",R) with ¢ > 0, due to (H1), we get

IN

H(x,dyun, duy)p — urA(a(z)g)dx
Tn

611%1 H(x, dyux, Mun)o + (0p H (, dpux, Auy), de — dpin)d — @A (a(2)d)dx
—04 T

lim H(z,d, @3, Auy)p — DA (a(z)p)dr < lim w(6)pdx =0,
0—=04 Jpn 6—04 Jpn

which implies ) is a subsolution of (HJ?) in the distributional sense. Notice that

H(z,dyw)(z), Aux(z))

= @@+ [ ale+y)use+ )y - ale) ) +

n

R3 (@)

H(z,dywl(z), \uy(z)) — . H(z 4y, dyur(z +y), dux(z + y))"M(y)dy .

Ri(2)

Due to Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 2.4 of [25], there holds

|R3(z)| < C, |R3(x)| < Cvn

for some constant C' > 0. On the other side, due to (H1) and the Jensen’s Inequality,

Ri(z) < /n (H(% dyux(z +y), Aur(z)) — H(x + y, dyur (@ + y), Aux(z + y)))("(y)dy

of which for a.e. y € B(z,n),

[H (z, dyux(z +y), Mua(z)) — H(z + y, deu(z + y), Aux(z + y))|
< [H(z+y,daun(z +y), Aun(z +y)) — H(z + y, dyun(z + y), Aua(2))] +
|H(‘T + Y, de)\(:E + y)v )‘uk(x)) - H(CL‘, dwu}\(x + y)v )‘uk(x)”

< )\p*an—l—iré%>§|8mH(z,dmu,\(w+y),)\u,\(x))|17

< Oy
in view of ([22)) for some constant C5 > 0. Therefore, |R](z)| < Csn and S"(z) := Rin(z) +
R](z) satisfies the assertion. O
Remark 3.2. (1) As an indwvidual interest, the proof of Lemmal[3.1] actually indicates the

(2)

following byproduct:

Any continuous viscosity subsolution of has to be a continuous subsolution of
in the almost everywhere sense, vice versa.

Here is the reason: On one side, a viscosity subsolution of (HJ2) has to be a subso-
lution in the distributional sense of can be concluded from above proof, then has
to be a subsolution of in the almost everywhere sense further (due to 22)). On
the other side, suppose wy is a subsolution of i the almost everywhere sense, by
@20) we can get a smooth modification wy of wy for any n > 0. In view of Lemma 31,
limy, 0, |wy —wx| =0 and the stability of viscosity solutions (see [§] for instance), wx
has to be a viscosity subsolution of .

Notice that the estimate in Lemmal31 also applies to the case A = 0 (although this case
has been proved in [25]), i.e. for any viscosity solution w(x) of , the associated

w(z) given by 0)) satisfies
H(z,d,w"(z),0) < a(z)Aw)(z) + S"(z), zeT"
with |S"(z)] < C, |87~ < C/7, [n?Aw?| < Ch for some constant C > 0.
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Lemma 3.3 (upper estimate). For any subsequence {\;}ien converging to 0 such that uy,
uniformly converges to a solution w of (HJY), there holds

(24) — / W)y L(z,v,0)du <0, Vue M.
TT'VL
Proof. Due to Lemma 3.1l we denote
il (w) = / N yun, (@ +y)dy, @€ M.

By the convexity of H, we have

OuL(z,v,0)\juy, = L(z,v, \uy,) — L(z,v,0) — Nux,Qx, (z,v)
2 <U7 dww:’> - H(:Eu dwwyu )\lukl) - L(:Eu v, O) - )\iu)\iQ)\i ((E, ’U)
> <U7 dw"/}:’> - O‘(x)szn(‘r) - Sn(.’L‘) - L(‘Tv v, O) - )‘iu&QM (‘Ta U)

with
1
Qx; (x,v) = / OuL(z,v, M (1 — O)un, (2))dd — 0, L(x,v,0).
0

Integrating both sides of previous inequality by any u € M’ we get

1
OuL(x,v,0)uy,dy > —— S"dp —/ uy, @, (x,v)dp.
TT™ Ai Jrrn TT™
Letting n — 04 there holds
- OuL(x,v,0)uy,du g/ uy, @, (x,v)dp.
TT™ TT"
then taking ¢ — +oo and using the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem we get the

desired conclusion. O

Lemma 3.4 (lower estimate). Suppose w is a viscosity solution of (HJY)and w" is the function
given by Z0), then for any solution uy of (HJ2) and 0x of ([AJZ) there holds

1
) —w(z) > — /n w0y H (y, dzul(y),0)07dy — Cg /11‘n 07 (y)dy — 3 /n S"01 dy

_/;ﬂ@XAT%H@Jw;u—WM@—&ﬂ@JMQMP®@@Mx
Proof. In view of item (2) of Remark B.2] we have
H(z,d,w",0) < (a(z) +n*)Aw"(x) + Cn + S"(x).
Subtracting (HJ7)) by this inequality, we get

(a(@) + )AW] —w") < H(z,dyu], ) — H(z,d,w",0) + Cn + S"(x)

= H(z,dyul, ) — H(z,dyul,0) + H(z,dul,0) — H(z,d,w",0)
+Cn+ S"(x)

IN

1
)\uz/ OuH (x, dyul, (1 —9)Aul)dd
0

+<8PH(I5 dmu?\a 0)7 dz(u?\ - wn» + 077 + SU(I)
= MJO,H(z,dyul,0) 4+ (OpH (x,dyul,0),dy(u] —w")) + Cn+ S"(x)

1
-Mﬂﬁ[mm%%ﬂﬂ—wmﬁ—%M%%ﬂmwﬁ
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which indicates
Mw'(2)0y H (z,dyul,0) > (a(z) +n*)Au] —w") — (0,H (z,dyul,0), dy(u] —w™))
—Au) — w0, H (x,dul,0) — Cn— S"(x)

1
—AuZ/ [0uH (z,dyu?, (1 = 9)Au]) — 0, H (x,dyul,0)]dd
0
Integrating both sides with respect to the measure 07 (z)dz, we get
/ w(x)0y H (x, dgul,0)0] (x)dx

> (wleo) — ur(a0)) — OF / 07(2)dx — %/ S"(2)07 (z)d

1
—/ ’U,K(:E)(/ [6UH($, dyul, (1 —9) ) — 0,H(x,dyul, O)]dﬁ) 07 (z)dx
n 0
Since xop € T™ is freely chosen, rearrange this inequality we get the assertion. O
Proof of Theorem[I1l: Due to Lemma[3.3] any uniform limit of u) along subsequences belongs

to &', so limsup,_,o, ux(z) < sup,es w(x); On othe other side, for any w € &', Lemma 3.4
indicates

lim inf uy (x)
)\%04,
S e e 7 . 0 7
> w(x)—i—lf\n_l,éﬁfli,gérif( - 0% (y)dy /Tan (y)0uL(y,v,0)dp} (y,v)
1
—/ |ul(z)] - ’/0 [BUH(x,dmuz, (1—9)Iul) — (%H(;v,dmuz,O)}dﬁ’@;(:t)dx>
> w(x)

since any weak* limit of xY ia contained in M’. So we get sup,cs w(z) < liminfy_o, ux(z)
and finish the proof.

Remark 3.5. o If additionally we assume
(HG) For any R > 0, there exists Bg > 0 such that

|0uH (z,p,u) — OuH (2,p,0)| < Bplu|, Y(z,p) € T"T", |u| < R.

then the conclusion of Lemmal3.3 can be generalized to
—/ w(z)0, L(z,v,0)du <0, VueM
TT"

for any accumulating function w of the family {ux} as A — 0. Furthermore, for
Hamiltonians satisfying (H1)-(H6) we can prove
*) lim wy(z) = sup w(z)
A—=04 weS

with S := {w is a viscosity solution of | fT’]l‘" OuL(z,v,0)wdy > 0, Yu € M}.
As already addressed in [25], deeper properties about stochastic Mather measures (e.g.
Lipschitz graph property and compactness of M) are still unknown, but important to
explore. In view of such a situation, additional assumption like (H6) is inevitable to
ensure ) hold.

o Asis shown in [30], we can indeed get different solutions of by choosing different
OuL(x,v,0) functions then get different limit of associated {ux}r>o. To illustrate the
dynamical differences between these different limit solutions would be also very mean-
ingful in the furture study.
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APPENDIX A. ADJOINT EQUATION
For A > 0, suppose u : T" — R is the viscosity solution of
AB(@)u + (V(x), dyu) = (a(z) +1*)Au+ Nf(x), €T,

13

then u > 0 as long as C(T™,R) > f,8 > 0 (due to the comparison principle). As its adjoint

equation, there holds
AB0 — div(V (2)0) = A((o +1%)8) + Aoz,

for some xg € T™. As we can see,

/n Afodz = /n ()\B(x)u + (V(z),dyu) — (a(z) + 172)Au)9(x)d:c

/n ()\66‘ — div(V(2)0) — A((a+ 772)9)>ud;v

/ ABOzudx = AB(xo)u(zg) > 0

for any f, 8 > 0. Consequently, § > 0 on T" and

Bldx = Ozodx = 1.
g T
Furthermore, if 8 > 0, then
1
— < Odx < — .
maxfn ﬁ Tn mingn ﬁ

Applying previous procedure to (AJg]) by taking
B(x) = 0y H (x,dyuy,0), V(z)=0pH(x,dyul,0),
we instantly get ().
Proof of Lemmal23: Differentiating both sides of (HJ7) by z, then we get

OpH (x, dyu, M) + Op H (x, dyu, M) - D*ul(x) + A0y H (x, dyul, Aul)d,ul(x)

= (a+n*)A(dyul) + dya(x)Auf.
Multiplying previous equality by d,u}, then we get

= (a+7")(A¢ = [D*u]?) + (docr, dyul) Auj
n()(2
where ¢(z) := M Since
(27) [ul| + |dpul|pee < Ca, YA, e (0,1]

for some constant Cy > 0, there exists a constant C5 > 0 such that
(0. H (z, dgul, MuY), dyul)| < Cs.
On the other side,

(28) (doov, dou)Auy| < |dgo| - |daul] - |Auf|
C
< Culdsa] - |Au}| = = - 8|dsal - |Auf|
1,03
< 5 (S + ol Jau?)
1 CZ 2 2
< - n2
< 5(5 +#Coalw) D)
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for some constant Cg > 0, since « > 0 then /o € Lip(T", R) in view of Theorem 5.2.3 of [26].
Furthermore, previous inequality leads to

C2Cs 1
2

[(dgor, dyul)Aul| < + 504(33)|D2u?\|2

by taking 62 = 1/Cs. Accordingly, ([26]) implies
2
(29) (O H, datp(z)) + 2000 H (1, dpti’l, Xu )b (x) — (o0 + %) At + ¥|D2u2|2

C2C,
< C7:=Cs+ 42 8

Suppose 67 (z) is now the solution of the following adjoint equation
(30) 220, H (z, dyull, Mul)0 — div(apﬂ(x, dpu], Au’;)eg) = A((a + n?)eg) + 200,
Integrating both sides of ([29) by 07 (z)dz we get
/ (o +7?)|D*uJ 20 (z)dx < 2A|[¢(wo)| +2Cy [ 0dx
" 2

< \C?
- it mingern Oy H (z, dgul, AuY)

which further indicates

/ | D27 207 (v)dx < = Ve (0,1]

n?’

for some constsnt Cs > 0 due to (27).
Secondly, since u}(z) is smooth of 7 € (0,1], so we can take the derivative of (HJ7) with

respect to n, such that
(OpH (, dyul, NuY), 02, ul) + ANy H - Oyu} = 2nAuf + (o + 7°)A(d,u}).
Consequently,

/ 200, H (z, dyul, Auy)0pull dx

= / N0 H (x, dyull, MY )Opuy0idx —|—/ (2nAu] + (o + n°)A(Oyul) — (OpH, 92,ul)) 01 da
i3 'Jr’n
which can be further transferred into

2n [ Aulfldr + X [ Oy H(z,dyul, \u)0yulfde =2X\ [ 65,0 ulde = 2X0,u) (z0).
" " Tn

Since x¢ € T™ is freely chosen, so we can make |9,u}(zo)| = maxzern [Oyul (x)|. If so,

2n Aulfldz| = ‘2)\8,7112(:100) — X[ O H(x,dyul, \ul)0,ulfidx
Tn Tn
> 2N 0pul(zo)| — )\/ max |Onul (x)|0,H - 07 dx
T~ 2€I™
= Adyul(zo)l|.
On the other side,
27 Aulfldz| < 277/ |Aul |07 dx
T’Vl T’Vl
<

277\// |D2u2|292dx-\// 03 dx

Tn Tn
VCs 1

2n

n . mingern 0, H(x, dmu?\, )\u?\)
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due to the Holder’s Inequality. Combining these two conclusions we get

2v/Cy

<
< Amingern Oy H (z, dyul, Auy)’

then integrate both sides with respect to n € (0, 1] we get

|Oyuy ()

W] —wli= <C'S, Y AmE (O]

for some constant C’ > 0.
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