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Abstract. In the paper we prove the convergence of viscosity solutions uλ as λ → 0+ for
the parametrized degenerate viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation

H(x, dxu, λu) = α(x)∆u, α(x) ≥ 0, x ∈ Tn

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

H(x, dxu, 0) = α(x)∆u.

1. Introduction

Let Tn := Rn/2πZn be the n−dimensional torus equipped with the Euclid metric | · |. The
Hamiltonian H : T ∗Tn × R → R is a C2−function which satisfies the following assumptions:

(H1) For any (x, u) ∈ Tn × R, H(x, ·, u) is strictly convex with respect to p ∈ T ∗
xT

n;
(H2) There exists constants m > 1 and Km,Mm > 0 such that

H(x, p, 0) ≥ Km|p|m −Mm, ∀(x, p) ∈ T ∗Tn;

(H3) There exist 0 < ρ∗ ≤ ρ∗ ∈ R such that for any (x, p) ∈ T ∗Tn and u1 ≤ u2,

ρ∗(u2 − u1) ≤ H(x, p, u2)−H(x, p, u1) ≤ ρ∗(u2 − u1);

(H4) For any (x, p), (y, p) ∈ T ∗Tn and |u| ≤ R, there exist constants κ(R), ς(R) > 0 such
that

|H(x, p, u)−H(y, p, u)| ≤ κ(R)
(

H(x, p, 0) + ς(R)
)

|x− y|;
(H5) For any x ∈ Tn, p, p′ ∈ T ∗

xT
n with |p′| ≤ 2|p| and |u| ≤ R, there exist constants

ξ(R), η(R) > 0 such that

|H(x, p, u)−H(x, p′, u)| ≤ ξ(R)
(

H(x, p, u) + η(R)
) |p− p′|
|p|+ 1

.

Following previous assumptions (H1)-(H5), in this paper we study the asymptotic limit of
the viscosity solution uλ as λ→ 0+ for the following semilinear Hamilton-Jacobi equations with
a degenerate diffusion:

(HJλe ) H(x, dxuλ, λuλ) = α(x)∆uλ + c(H), x ∈ Tn

where C2(Tn,R) ∋ α(x) ≥ 0 and the ergodic constant c(H) ∈ R is suitably chosen such that
the critical equation

(HJ0e) H(x, dxu, 0) = α(x)∆u + c(H), x ∈ Tn
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is solvable. Notice that uλ is unique due to a comparison principle (see [8] for instance), and the
uniqueness of c(H) has been established in [25, 16, 17]. However, the degeneracy of α(x) disable
the uniqueness of solutions for (HJ0e), even up to an additive constant. So the convergence of
uλ as λ→ 0+ is uncertain and need to be proved.

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

Theorem 1.1. Under the assumptions (H1)-(H5), the viscosity solution uλ of (HJλe ) converges
to a uniquely identified solution u0 of (HJ0e) as λ→ 0+, which can be expressed by

u0(x) = sup
ω∈S′

ω(x), x ∈ Tn

with S ′ denoted by the set of viscosity solutions ω of (HJ0e) satisfying

(1)

∫

TTn

∂uL(x, v, 0)ωdµ ≥ 0, ∀µ ∈ M′.

Here

L : TTn × R −→ R

(x, v, u) −→ max
p∈T∗

xTn

{
〈v, p〉 −H(x, p, u)

}
.

is the Lagrangian associated with H and M′ is a selected set of all stochastic Mather measures
associated with (HJ0e) (see Sec. 2 for the definition of M′).

1.1. Background and strategy. The establishment of c(H) in (HJ0e) was first studied by
Lions, Papanicolaou and Varadhan [24] for the case α(x) ≡ 0 by using a homogenization
approach. Precisely, they considered the following discounted Hamilton-Jacobi equation

(2) λu +H(x, dxu) = 0, x ∈ Tn

of which the viscosity solution uε is unique for any λ > 0, and showed the convergence of λuλ to
−c(H) as λ→ 0+. That naturally leads to a question whether uλ converges as λ→ 0+ as well.
Such a question was firstly addressed by Gomes [14], Iturriaga and Sanchez-Morgado [18] under
certain restricted assumptions. Afterwards, Davini, Fathi, Iturriaga 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 [1, 6, 20, 28]. Recently, the
convergence of viscosity solution was proved in [30] for (HJλe ) with α(x) ≡ 0 (as λ→ 0+), under
Tonelli assumptions on H(x, 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 [13, 19]. Later,
Ishii, Mitake and Tran also gave a general criterion to deal with similar convergence problems
(as the discounted limit) in [16, 17]. These two works successfully used a linear programming
method to define the Mather measures for equations of the form

H(x, dxu,D
2u) + λu = 0, x ∈ Tn, λ > 0.

However, this concise method can not apply to the case with Hamiltonians nonlinear of u
directly. That urges us to find other ways to characterize the Mather measures for (HJλe ), then
prove the convergence of viscosity solution uλ as λ→ 0+.

In this paper, we first prove the uniform boundedness and equi-Lipschitzness of {uλ}λ∈(0,1]

in the spirit of Bernstein’s method, see [2, 3, 4]. That gives us chance to get the convergence
of {uλ}λ∈(0,1] along subsequences, in view of the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. On the other side, we
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can define the stochastic Mather measure associated with (HJλe ) by using the adjoint method.
Besides, [30] also supplies a methodology to verify the asymptotic properties of the stochastic
Mather measures as λ → 0+ for Hamiltonians nonlinear of u (see Proposition. 2.4). Conse-
quently, that supplies a criterion to describe the accumulating points of {uλ}λ∈(0,1] as λ→ 0+
(see Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4), 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 (HJλe ), then finally prove Theorem 1.1. As a necessary complement,
we give the Remark 3.5 to elaborate the significance of Theorem 1.1. 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 (HJ0e)

Due to the assumptions (H1)-(H3), any viscosity solution ω of (HJ0e) has to be continuous,
so we can shift it to the following two functions:

ω̌(x) := ω(x) + |ω(x)|L∞ ≥ 0, ω̂(x) := ω(x)− |ω(x)|L∞ ≤ 0.

Consquently, for any λ ∈ (0, 1], we can verify that ω̌ (resp. ω̂) is a supersolution (resp. subso-
lution) of (HJλe ). By applying the Perron’s method (see [8] for instance), the following defined
function

(3) uλ(x) := sup{v(x) : ω̂(x) ≤ v(x) ≤ ω̌(x), v(x) is a subsolution of (HJλe )}
is the unique viscosity solution of (HJλe ). Therefore, there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that

|uλ(x)| ≤ Cp, ∀λ ∈ (0, 1].(4)

Moreover, we can also prove that {uλ}λ∈(0,1] are uniformly Lipschitz:

Proposition 2.1 (Bernstein’s method). Under the assumptions (H1)-(H5), there exists a con-
stant CLip > 0 such that for any λ ∈ (0, 1], the viscosity solution uλ of (HJλe ) satisfies

(5) |dxuλ|L∞ ≤ CLip.

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 uλ. Roughly speaking, we will show that a power of
|dxuλ|L∞ should be a subsolution (in a weak sense) of certain elliptic equation, so the comparison
principle constrains |dxuλ|L∞ 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 Tn with a coordinate, so it surffices to prove that
|dxuλ|L∞ is uniformly bounded in the domain B1 := {x ∈ Tn : |x| ≤ 1} for λ ∈ (0, 1]. In other
words, we just need to show that there exists a uniform constant L > 0, such that for any
λ ∈ (0, 1] and x̂ ∈ intB1 (the interior of B1),

lim sup
x→x̂

uλ(x̂)− uλ(x)

|x̂− x| ≤ L.

Otherwise, for any L ≥ 1 sufficiently large, we could always find λ ∈ (0, 1] and x̂ ∈ intB1 such
that

lim sup
x→x̂

uλ(x̂)− uλ(x)

|x̂− x| > L,(6)

we will show that leads to a contradiction by obtaining an upper bound for L.
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Step 1. If there exist a L ≥ 1 and x0, y0 ∈ intB1 such that

uλ(x0)− uλ(y0)− L|x0 − y0| = sup
x,y∈B1

(

uλ(x)− uλ(y)− L|x− y|
)

> 0,(7)

then x0 6= y0. Due to Lemma 3.2 of [8], for any ε > 0, there exist Xε, Yε ∈ S(n) (the set of
n× n−symmetric matrices) satisfying

(
Xε 0
0 −Yε

)

≤ J + εJ2(8)

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

J2n×2n :=
L

|x0 − y0|

(
Z −Z
−Z Z

)

, Z := In×n − x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

⊗ x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

such that

H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(x0))− α(x0)tr(Xε)(9)

≤ 0 ≤ H(y0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0))− α(y0)tr(Yε).

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

As :=
1

2

(
s2α(x0)In×n s

√

α(x0)α(y0)In×n

s
√

α(y0)α(x0)In×n α(y0)In×n

)

and multiply it to (8) on the right, then we get

tr(s2α(x0)Xε − α(y0)Yε) ≤ tr(JAs) + εtr(J2As).

Combining this inequality with (9) then making ε→ 0+, we get

s2H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(x0))−H(y0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0)) ≤ tr(JAs).(10)

On one side, by computation we get

tr(JAs) ≤
L
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1

|x0 − y0|
(

(s− 1)2 + |x0 − y0|2
)

On the other side, if we set s2 = 1 + β|x0 − y0| with β > 0,

s2H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(x0))−H(y0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0))

= (s2 − 1)H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(x0))

+H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(x0))−H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0)) +

H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0))−H(y0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0))

≥ (s2 − 1)H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(x0))−
∣
∣H(x0, L

x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0))−H(y0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, λuλ(y0))
∣
∣

≥ (s2 − 1)
(

H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, 0)− Cpρ
∗
)

− κ(Cp)
(

H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, 0) + ς(Cp)
)

|x0 − y0|

=
(

(β − κ(Cp))H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, 0))− βCpρ
∗ − κ(Cp)ς(Cp)

)

|x0 − y0|
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in which the first inequality is due to (H3) and the second inequality is due to (H4). Turning
back to (10), we finally get

(β − κ(Cp))H(x0, L
x0 − y0
|x0 − y0|

, 0))− βCpρ
∗ − κ(Cp)ς(Cp) ≤ L(1 + β2)

∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1 .

As long as β > κ(Cp), L has to be upper bounded due to (H2) (by some constant depending
only on Cp, ρ

∗).
Step 2. If the supremum of (7) can not be obtained, then we have to make use of certain cutoff

function and slightly modify (7) to make the supremum available. Precisely, we pick a positive
smooth function φ : intB3/2 ( Tn → [1,+∞) which satisfies φ ≡ 1 on B1, limx→∂B3/2

φ(x) →
+∞ and

∀x ∈ intB3/2,

{
|dxφ(x)| ≤ C(φ(x))m ,

|D2φ(x)| ≤ C(φ(x))2m−1

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

Actually, any regularization of the map x→ max{(2dist(x, ∂B3/2))
− 1

m−1 , 1} can be such a cutoff
function. Benefiting from it, for any a > 0 sufficiently small, there always exist xa, ya ∈ intB3/2

such that

uλ(xa)− uλ(ya)− Lφ(ya)|xa − ya| −
1

2a
|xa − ya|2(11)

= sup
x,y∈B3/2

(

uλ(x) − uλ(y)− Lφ(y)|x − y| − 1

2a
|x− y|2

)

> 0.

This conclusion was firstly proved in Theorem 3.1 of [2], but for the consistency we sketch their
procedure here: (6) implies for any a > 0, we can find x, y ∈ B1 such that

uλ(x) − uλ(y)− Lφ(y)|x− y| − 1

2a
|x− y|2 > 0,

so the supreme has to be positive. Notice that y /∈ ∂B3/2 and

sup
x,y∈B3/2

(

uλ(x) − uλ(y)− Lφ(y)|x − y| − 1

2a
|x− y|2

)

≤ sup
x,y∈B3/2

|uλ(x)− uλ(y)|,

so |xa − ya| ≥ dλ(a) > 0 for some constant dλ(a) due to the uniform continuity of uλ on B3/2.
Furthermore,

0 < sup
x,y∈B3/2

(

uλ(x)− uλ(y)− Lφ(y)|x− y| − 1

2a
|x− y|2

)

≤ sup
y∈B3/2

(

oscB3/2
uλ − Lφ(y)dλ(a)

)

imposes dist(ya, ∂B3/2) ≥ Ldλ(a)
2Cp

since oscB3/2
uλ ≤ 2Cp < +∞. If xa ∈ ∂B3/2, then

uλ(xa)− uλ(ya)− Lφ(ya)|xa − ya| −
1

2a
|xa − ya|2 ≤ 2Cp − L

C|xa − ya|
dist(y, ∂B3/2)

≤ 2Cp − LC < 0

as long as L > 2Cp/C. That contradicts the positiveness of the supreme, so xa, ya ∈ intB3/2 is
proved. Moreover, we get

|xa − ya| ≤ 2
√

Cpa, ∀ a > 0

and

lim sup
a→0+

(Lφ(ya)|xa − ya|+
1

2a
|xa − ya|2) ≤ lim sup

a→0+

sup
x,y∈B3/2

|x−y|≤2
√

Cpa

{u(y)− u(x)} = 0(12)

as a byproduct for later use. Benefiting from (11), for any ε > 0 and sufficiently small a > 0,
once again we take Xε,a, Yε,a ∈ S(n) satisfying

(
Xε 0
0 −Yε

)

≤ Ja + εJ2
a(13)
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with

Ja :=
Lφ(ya)

|xa − ya|

(
Z1 −Z1

−Z1 Z1

)

+
1

a

(
In×n −In×n

−In×n In×n

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=J′

a

+L

(
0 Z2

Zt
2 Z3

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=J′′

a

and






Z1 := In×n − xa − ya
|xa − ya|

⊗ xa − ya
|xa − ya|

,

Z2 := dxφ(ya)⊗
xa − ya
|xa − ya|

,

Z3 := −(Z2 + Zt
2) +D2φ(ya)|xa − ya|.

such that

H
(

xa,
(
Lφ(ya) +

|xa − ya|
a

) xa − ya
|xa − ya|

, λuλ(xa)
)

− α(xa)tr(Xε,a) ≤ 0(14)

≤ H
(

ya,
(
Lφ(ya) +

|xa − ya|
a

) xa − ya
|xa − ya|

︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Pa

−L|xa − ya|dxφ(ya)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Qa

, λuλ(ya)
)

− α(ya)tr(Yε,a).

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

As :=
1

2

(
s2α(xa)In×n s

√

α(xa)α(ya)In×n

s
√

α(ya)α(xa)In×n α(ya)In×n

)

and multiply it to (13) on the right, then we get

tr(sα(xa)Xε,a − α(ya)Yε,a) ≤ tr(JaAs) + εtr(J2
aAs).

Combining this inequality with (14) then making ε→ 0+, we get

sH(xa, Pa, λuλ(xa))−H(ya, Pa −Qa, λuλ(ya)) ≤ tr(JaAs).(15)

The right hand side can be estimated by

tr(JaAs) = tr(J ′
aAs) + tr(J ′′

aAs)

≤
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1 |Pa|(1 + β2)|xa − ya|+
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1(1 + β)|Qa|

+
1

2
L
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1 |D2φ(ya)| · |xa − ya|

in view of |Pa| = Lφ(ya) + |xa − ya|/a, |Qa| = L|xa − ya| · |dxφ(ya)| and s := 1 + β|xa − ya|
(β > 0). On the other side, the left hand side of (15) satisfies

sH(xa, Pa, λuλ(xa))−H(ya, Pa −Qa, λuλ(ya))

= (s− 1)H(xa, Pa, λuλ(xa)) +H(xa, Pa, λuλ(xa))−H(xa, Pa, λuλ(ya)) +

H(xa, Pa, λuλ(ya))−H(ya, Pa, λuλ(ya)) +H(ya, Pa, λuλ(ya))−H(ya, Pa −Qa, λuλ(ya))

≥ (s− 1)H(xa, Pa, λuλ(xa))− κ(Cp)
(

H(xa, Pa, 0) + ς(Cp)
)

|xa − ya|

−|H(ya, Pa, λuλ(ya))−H(ya, Pa −Qa, λuλ(ya))|
≥ (s− 1)

(

H(xa, Pa, 0)− Cpρ
∗
)

− κ(Cp)
(

H(xa, Pa, 0) + ς(Cp)
)

|xa − ya|

−ξ(Cp)
(

H(ya, Pa, λuλ(ya)) + η(Cp)
) |Qa|
|Pa|+ 1

≥
(

β − κ(Cp)− ξ(Cp)[1 + κ(0)]Cφm−1(ya)
)

H(xa, Pa, 0))|xa − ya|

−
(

βCpρ
∗ + κ(Cp)ς(Cp) + ξ(Cp)[κ(0)ς(0) + Cpρ

∗ + η(Cp)]Cφ
m−1(ya)

)

|xa − ya|
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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| ≤ Cφm−1(ya)|xa − ya| · |Pa| ≤ CL1−m|Pa|m|xa − ya|.
Due to (12) and (H2), there holds

Km

[(

β − κ(Cp)− ξ(Cp)[1 + κ(0)]Cφm−1(ya)
)

−
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1(1 + β)CL1−m − 1

2

∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1CL
1−mφm−1(ya)

]

|Pa|m

≤ Mm

(

β − κ(Cp)− ξ(Cp)[1 + κ(0)]Cφm−1(ya)
)

+ (1 + β2)
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1 |Pa|.

Without loss of generality, we can assume L ≥ (2C
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1)
1

(m−1) . Consequently, we take

β = 2κ(Cp) + 1 + 4
(

ξ(Cp)(1 + κ(0))C +
1

4

)

φm−1(ya),

then further get

Km

(

ξ(Cp)(1 + κ(0))C +
1

4

)

φm−1(ya)|Pa|m

≤ Mm

(

κ(Cp) + 1 + [3ξ(Cp)[1 + κ(0)]C + 1]φm−1(ya)
)

+ (1 + β2)
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1 |Pa|.

Dividing both sides by
(

ξ(Cp)(1 + κ(0))C + 1
4

)

φm−1(ya), we get

Km|Pa|m ≤ Mm

(

4κ(Cp) + 12Cξ(Cp)(1 + κ(0)) + 8
)

+
(

4
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1 [1 + (1 + 2κ(Cp))
2] + 8(1 + 2κ(Cp))

)

|Pa|

+4(1 + 4ξ(Cp)(1 + κ(0))C)L1−m|Pa|m.

By strengthening the second restriction to L ≥
(8(1 + 4ξ(Cp)(1 + κ(0))C)

Km

) 1
m−1

, we obtain

Km

2
|Pa|m ≤ Mm

(

4κ(Cp) + 12Cξ(Cp)(1 + κ(0)) + 8
)

+
(

4
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
2

C1 [1 + (1 + 2κ(Cp))
2] + 8(1 + 2κ(Cp))

)

|Pa|

which imposes L ≤ |Pa| ≤ C∗ < +∞ for some constant C∗ = C∗(Cp,Km,Mm,m,
∣
∣
√

α(x)
∣
∣
C1).
�

Above preliminaries guarantee the convergence of uλ along subsequences, in view of the
Arzela-Ascoli Theorem. To show whether this convergence holds for the whole sequence λ→ 0+
or not, the following definition is needed.

Definition 2.2 (Mather measure). Denote by P(TTn) the set of probability measures on TTn.
A probability measure µ ∈ P(TTn) is called a stochastic Mather measure, if it satisfies:

•
∫

TM L(x, v, 0)dµ(x, v) = c(H);

•
∫

TM
〈v,∇ϕ(x)〉 − α(x)∆ϕ(x)dµ(x, v) = 0, for any ϕ(x) ∈ C2(Tn,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 uλ.

2.1. Adjoint equation of (HJλe ). 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 η > 0, we consider the
approximation of (HJλe ) as

(HJηe) H(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ) = (α(x) + η2)∆uηλ, x ∈ Tn.

By a standard analysis, the following estimate can be proved:
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Lemma 2.3. Let uηλ and uλ be the solutions of (HJηe) and (HJλe ) respectively. There exists a
constant C′ > 0 independent of λ, η ∈ (0, 1] such that

(16) |uηλ − uλ|L∞ ≤ C′ η

λ
.

Due to this Lemma, we can introduce the associated adjoint equation of the linearized
operator of (HJλe ) by:

(AJe) λ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0)θ

η
λ − div

(
∂pH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)θ

η
λ

)
= ∆(α(x)θηλ) + η2∆θηλ + λδx0

for some x0 ∈ Tn and δx0 ∈ P(Tn) being the Dirac measure at this point. We can also prove
that

(17) θηλ ≥ 0,

∫

Tn

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0)θ

η
λ(x)dx = 1.

For the readability, we postpone the proof of Lemma (2.3) and (17) to Appendix A, and use
them without any doubt in this section.

For any λ, η > 0, we get a probability measure νηλ ∈ P(T ∗Tn) via

(18)

∫

Tn f(x, dxu
η
λ(x))θ

η
λ(x)dx∫

Tn θ
η
λ(x)dx

=

∫∫

T∗Tn

f(x, p)dνηλ(x, p)

for all f ∈ Cc(T
∗Tn,R). We can pull back νηλ to a probability measure µη

λ ∈ P(TTn) with
respect to the Legrendre tranformation

L : (x, v) ∈ TTn −→ (x, ∂vL(x, v, 0)) ∈ T ∗Tn,

i.e. µη
λ := L∗νηλ satisfies

∫∫

T∗Tn

f(x, p)dνηλ(x, p) =

∫

TTn

f(x, ∂vL(x, v, 0))dµ
η
λ(x, v)(19)

for all f ∈ Cc(T
∗Tn,R).

Proposition 2.4. Any weak* limit µ of µη
λ as λ, η → 0+ has to be a stochastic Mather measure.

Proof. By a simple deduction, we get

〈∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0), dxu

η
λ〉 −H(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

+λuηλ

∫ 1

0

[∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, sλu

η
λ)]ds

= 〈∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0), dxu

η
λ〉+ ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)λu

η
λ − (α(x) + η2)∆uηλ.

Multiplying both sides with θηλ and integrating them over Tn, it yields

λuηλ(x0)−
∫

Tn

(

〈∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0), dxu

η
λ〉 −H(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

)

θηλdx

=

∫

Tn

λuηλθ
η
λ

( ∫ 1

0

[∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, sλu

η
λ)]ds

)

dx

which further implies
∣
∣
∣
∣
λuηλ(x0)−

∫

Tn

(

〈∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0), dxu

η
λ〉 −H(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

)

θηλdx

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
λuηλ(x0)−

∫

Tn

θηλ(x)dx

∫

T∗Tn

〈∂pH(x, p, 0), p〉 −H(x, p, 0)dνηλ(x, p)

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
λuηλ(x0)−

∫

Tn

θηλ(x)dx

∫

TTn

L(x, v, 0)dµη
λ(x, v)

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∫

Tn

|λuηλ|
∫ 1

0

∣
∣
∣
∣
∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, sλu

η
λ)

∣
∣
∣
∣
ds · θηλdx

≤
∫

Tn

(C′η + λCp) · 2ρ∗θηλ(x)dx
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due to (16). Taking η, λ→ 0+ we derive that
∫

TTn

L(x, v, 0)dµ(x, v) = 0.

On the other side, if we multiply (AJe) by any given ϕ ∈ C2(Tn,R) then integrate over Tn, we
get

∫

Tn

(

〈∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0), dxϕ〉 − (α(x) + η2)∆ϕ

)

θηλdx

= λϕ(x0)− λ

∫

Tn

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0)ϕθ

η
λdx.

Similarly as above that indicates
∫

TTn

〈v,∇ϕ(x)〉 − α(x)∆ϕ(x)dµ(x, v) = 0

as η, λ→ 0+. �

Definition 2.5. From now on, we denote by M′ the set of all weak* limit of µη
λ defined by

(19), then this Proposition implies M′ ⊂ M.

3. Qualitative exploration of the viscosity solution of (HJλe )

Lemma 3.1. For λ ∈ (0, 1], there exists a mollifier ζ ∈ C∞
c (Rn,R) satisfying

ζ ≥ 0, supp(ζ) ⊂ B(0, 1), |ζ|L1(Rn,R) = 1,

such that for any suitably small η > 0, the function

(20) ωη
λ(x) :=

∫

Rn

η−nζ(η−1y)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=ζη(y)

uλ(x+ y)dy, x ∈ Tn

satisfies

H(x, dxω
η
λ(x), λuλ(x)) ≤ α(x)∆ωη

λ(x) + Sη(x), x ∈ Tn

for some continuous function Sη : Tn → R. Moreover, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(21) |Sη(x)| ≤ C, |Sη|L∞ ≤ C
√
η, |η2∆ωη| ≤ Cη.

Proof. We follow the procedure in [25] but with necessary adaptions. Firstly, due to Proposition
2.1, there exists a constant C1 > 0 uniform for λ ∈ (0, 1] such that

−C1 < α(x)∆uλ(x) ≤ C1, for any x ∈ Tn in the sense of viscosity.

Then due to [15], we get

(22) |dxuλ(x)|L∞ + |α(x)∆uλ(x)|L∞ ≤ C2

for some constant C2 > 0. Secondly, we show that uλ(x) is a subsolution of (HJλe ) in the

distributional sense, due to the ideas in [21, 22]. Precisely, let ωδ
λ := supy∈Rn

(
uλ(y) − |x−y|2

2δ

)

being the sup-convolution of uλ for each δ > 0, then ωδ
λ should be semi-convex and a viscosity

subsolution of the following

(23) H(x, dxω
δ
λ, λuλ(x)) ≤ α(x)∆ωδ

λ(x) +̟(δ), x ∈ Tn

for some modulus of continuity ̟ : (0,+∞) → R satisfying limδ→0+ ̟(δ) = 0. Since ωδ
λ is a

semi-convex function, it is twice differentiable almost everywhere of Tn. In view of (22), ωδ
λ is

a distributional subsolution of (23), then passing to a subsequence if necessary, there hold

ωδ
λ → uλ, uniformly in Tn,

dxω
δ
λ

∗
⇀ dxuλ, weakly in L∞(Tn,R).
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For any text function φ ∈ C2(Tn,R) with φ ≥ 0, due to (H1), we get
∫

Tn

H(x, dxuλ, λuλ)φ− uλ∆(α(x)φ)dx

= lim
δ→0+

∫

Tn

H(x, dxuλ, λuλ)φ + 〈∂pH(x, dxuλ, λuλ), dxω
δ
λ − dxuλ〉φ− ωδ

λ∆(α(x)φ)dx

≤ lim
δ→0+

∫

Tn

H(x, dxω
δ
λ, λuλ)φ − ωδ

λ∆(α(x)φ)dx ≤ lim
δ→0+

∫

Tn

̟(δ)φdx = 0,

which implies uλ is a subsolution of (HJλe ) in the distributional sense. Notice that

H(x, dxω
η
λ(x), λuλ(x))

= α(x)∆ωη
λ(x) +

∫

Rn

α(x + y)∆uλ(x+ y)ζη(y)dy − α(x)∆ωη
λ(x)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Rη
2 (x)

+

H(x, dxω
η
λ(x), λuλ(x)) −

∫

Rn

H(x+ y, dxuλ(x + y), λuλ(x+ y))ζη(y)dy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Rη
1 (x)

.

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

|Rη
2(x)| ≤ C, |Rη

2(x)| ≤ C
√
η

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

Rη
1(x) ≤

∫

Rn

(

H(x, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x)) −H(x+ y, dxuλ(x + y), λuλ(x+ y))
)

ζη(y)dy

of which for a.e. y ∈ B(x, η),

|H(x, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x)) −H(x+ y, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x+ y))|
≤ |H(x+ y, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x + y))−H(x+ y, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x))|+

|H(x+ y, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x)) −H(x, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x))|
≤ λρ∗C2η + max

z∈Tn
|∂xH(z, dxuλ(x+ y), λuλ(x))|η

≤ C3η

in view of (22) for some constant C3 > 0. Therefore, |Rη
1(x)| ≤ C3η and Sη(x) := R1η(x) +

Rη
2(x) satisfies the assertion. �

Remark 3.2. (1) As an individual interest, the proof of Lemma 3.1 actually indicates the
following byproduct:

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

Here is the reason: On one side, a viscosity subsolution of (HJλe ) has to be a subso-
lution in the distributional sense of (HJλe ) can be concluded from above proof, then has
to be a subsolution of (HJλe ) in the almost everywhere sense further (due to (22)). On
the other side, suppose ωλ is a subsolution of (HJλe ) in the almost everywhere sense, by
(20) we can get a smooth modification ωη

λ of ωλ for any η > 0. In view of Lemma 3.1,
limη→0+ |ωη

λ − ωλ| = 0 and the stability of viscosity solutions (see [8] for instance), ωλ

has to be a viscosity subsolution of (HJλe ).
(2) Notice that the estimate in Lemma 3.1 also applies to the case λ = 0 (although this case

has been proved in [25]), i.e. for any viscosity solution ω(x) of (HJ0e), the associated
ωη(x) given by (20) satisfies

H(x, dxω
η(x), 0) ≤ α(x)∆ωη

λ(x) + Sη(x), x ∈ Tn

with |Sη(x)| ≤ C, |Sη|L∞ ≤ C
√
η, |η2∆ωη| ≤ Cη for some constant C > 0.
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Lemma 3.3 (upper estimate). For any subsequence {λi}i∈N converging to 0 such that uλi

uniformly converges to a solution ω of (HJ0e), there holds

(24) −
∫

TTn

ω(x)∂uL(x, v, 0)dµ ≤ 0, ∀µ ∈ M′.

Proof. Due to Lemma 3.1, we denote

ψη
i (x) :=

∫

Rn

η−nζ(η−1y)uλi(x + y)dy, x ∈M.

By the convexity of H , we have

∂uL(x, v, 0)λiuλi = L(x, v, λiuλi)− L(x, v, 0)− λiuλiQλi(x, v)

≥ 〈v, dxψη
i 〉 −H(x, dxψ

η
i , λiuλi)− L(x, v, 0)− λiuλiQλi(x, v)

≥ 〈v, dxψη
i 〉 − α(x)∆ψη

i (x)− Sη(x) − L(x, v, 0)− λiuλiQλi(x, v)

with

Qλi(x, v) :=

∫ 1

0

∂uL
(
x, v, λi(1− θ)uλi(x)

)
dθ − ∂uL(x, v, 0).

Integrating both sides of previous inequality by any µ ∈ M′, we get
∫

TTn

∂uL(x, v, 0)uλidµ ≥ − 1

λi

∫

TTn

Sηdµ−
∫

TTn

uλiQλi(x, v)dµ.

Letting η → 0+ there holds

−
∫

TTn

∂uL(x, v, 0)uλidµ ≤
∫

TTn

uλiQλi(x, v)dµ.

then taking i → +∞ and using the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem we get the
desired conclusion. �

Lemma 3.4 (lower estimate). Suppose ω is a viscosity solution of (HJ0e)and ω
η is the function

given by (20), then for any solution uλ of (HJλe ) and θλ of (AJe) there holds

uηλ(x)− ωη(x) ≥ −
∫

Tn

ωη∂uH(y, dxu
η
λ(y), 0)θ

η
λdy − C

η

λ

∫

Tn

θηλ(y)dy −
1

λ

∫

Tn

Sηθηλdy(25)

−
∫

Tn

uηλ(x)
( ∫ 1

0

[

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, (1− ϑ)λuηλ)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

]

dϑ
)

θηλ(x)dx

Proof. In view of item (2) of Remark 3.2, we have

H(x, dxω
η, 0) ≤ (α(x) + η2)∆ωη(x) + Cη + Sη(x).

Subtracting (HJηe) by this inequality, we get

(α(x) + η2)∆(uηλ − ωη) ≤ H(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)−H(x, dxω

η, 0) + Cη + Sη(x)

= H(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)−H(x, dxu

η
λ, 0) +H(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)−H(x, dxω

η, 0)

+Cη + Sη(x)

≤ λuηλ

∫ 1

0

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, (1− ϑ)λuηλ)dϑ

+〈∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0), dx(u

η
λ − ωη)〉+ Cη + Sη(x)

= λuηλ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0) + 〈∂pH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0), dx(u

η
λ − ωη)〉+ Cη + Sη(x)

+λuηλ

∫ 1

0

[
∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, (1− ϑ)λuηλ)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

]
dϑ
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which indicates

λωη(x)∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0) ≥ (a(x) + η2)∆(uηλ − ωη)− 〈∂pH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0), dx(u

η
λ − ωη)〉

−λ(uηλ − ωη)∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0)− Cη − Sη(x)

−λuηλ
∫ 1

0

[
∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, (1− ϑ)λuηλ)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

]
dϑ

Integrating both sides with respect to the measure θηλ(x)dx, we get
∫

Tn

ωη(x)∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0)θ

η
λ(x)dx

≥
(
ω(x0)− uλ(x0)

)
− C

η

λ

∫

Tn

θηλ(x)dx − 1

λ

∫

Tn

Sη(x)θηλ(x)dx

−
∫

Tn

uηλ(x)
( ∫ 1

0

[

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, (1− ϑ)λuηλ)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

]

dϑ
)

θηλ(x)dx

Since x0 ∈ Tn is freely chosen, rearrange this inequality we get the assertion. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Due to Lemma 3.3, any uniform limit of uλ along subsequences belongs
to S ′, so lim supλ→0+ uλ(x) ≤ supω∈S′ ω(x); On othe other side, for any ω ∈ S ′, Lemma 3.4
indicates

lim inf
λ→0+

uλ(x)

≥ ω(x) + lim inf
λ→0+

lim inf
η→0+

(∫

Tn

θηλ(y)dy ·
∫

TTn

ωη(y)∂uL(y, v, 0)dµ
η
λ(y, v)

−
∫

Tn

|uηλ(x)| ·
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0

[

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, (1− ϑ)λuηλ)− ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0)

]

dϑ
∣
∣
∣θ

η
λ(x)dx

)

≥ ω(x)

since any weak* limit of µη
λ ia contained in M′. So we get supω∈S′ ω(x) ≤ lim infλ→0+ uλ(x)

and finish the proof.

Remark 3.5. • If additionally we assume
(H6) For any R > 0, there exists BR > 0 such that

|∂uH(x, p, u)− ∂uH(x, p, 0)| ≤ BR|u|, ∀(x, p) ∈ T ∗Tn, |u| ≤ R.

then the conclusion of Lemma 3.3 can be generalized to

−
∫

TTn

ω(x)∂uL(x, v, 0)dµ ≤ 0, ∀µ ∈ M

for any accumulating function ω of the family {uλ} as λ → 0+. Furthermore, for
Hamiltonians satisfying (H1)-(H6) we can prove

(*) lim
λ→0+

uλ(x) = sup
ω∈S

ω(x)

with S := {ω is a viscosity solution of (HJ0e)|
∫

TTn ∂uL(x, v, 0)ωdµ ≥ 0, ∀µ ∈ 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.

• As is shown in [30], we can indeed get different solutions of (HJ0e) by choosing different
∂uL(x, v, 0) functions then get different limit of associated {uλ}λ>0. 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 λ > 0, suppose u : Tn → R is the viscosity solution of

λβ(x)u + 〈V (x), dxu〉 = (α(x) + η2)∆u+ λf(x), x ∈ Tn,

then u ≥ 0 as long as C(Tn,R) ∋ f, β ≥ 0 (due to the comparison principle). As its adjoint
equation, there holds

λβθ − div
(
V (x)θ

)
= ∆

(
(α+ η2)θ

)
+ λδx0

for some x0 ∈ Tn. As we can see,
∫

Tn

λfθdx =

∫

Tn

(

λβ(x)u + 〈V (x), dxu〉 − (α(x) + η2)∆u
)

θ(x)dx

=

∫

Tn

(

λβθ − div
(
V (x)θ

)
−∆

(
(α+ η2)θ

))

udx

=

∫

Tn

λβδx0udx = λβ(x0)u(x0) ≥ 0

for any f, β ≥ 0. Consequently, θ ≥ 0 on Tn and
∫

Tn

βθdx =

∫

Tn

δx0dx = 1.

Furthermore, if β > 0, then

1

maxTn β
≤

∫

Tn

θdx ≤ 1

minTn β
.

Applying previous procedure to (AJe) by taking

β(x) = ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, 0), V (x) = ∂pH(x, dxu

η
λ, 0),

we instantly get (17).

Proof of Lemma 2.3: Differentiating both sides of (HJηe) by x, then we get

∂xH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ) + ∂pH(x, dxu

η
λ, λu

η
λ) ·D2uηλ(x) + λ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, λu

η
λ)dxu

η
λ(x)

= (α+ η2)∆(dxu
η
λ) + dxα(x)∆u

η
λ.

Multiplying previous equality by dxu
η
λ, then we get

〈∂xH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ), dxu

η
λ〉+ 〈∂pH, dxψ(x)〉 + 2λ∂uH(x, dxu

η
λ, λu

η
λ)ψ(x)(26)

= (α+ η2)(∆ψ − |D2uηλ|2) + 〈dxα, dxuηλ〉∆u
η
λ

where ψ(x) :=
|dxuηλ(x)|2

2
. Since

(27) |uηλ|+ |dxuηλ|L∞ ≤ C4, ∀λ, η ∈ (0, 1]

for some constant C4 > 0, there exists a constant C5 > 0 such that

|〈∂xH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ), dxu

η
λ〉| ≤ C5.

On the other side,

|〈dxα, dxuηλ〉∆u
η
λ| ≤ |dxα| · |dxuηλ| · |∆u

η
λ|(28)

≤ C4|dxα| · |∆uηλ| =
C4

δ
· δ|dxα| · |∆uηλ|

≤ 1

2

(C2
4

δ2
+ δ2|dxα|2 · |∆uηλ|2

)

≤ 1

2

(C2
4

δ2
+ δ2C6α(x)|D2uηλ|2

)
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for some constant C6 > 0, since α ≥ 0 then
√
α ∈ Lip(Tn,R) in view of Theorem 5.2.3 of [26].

Furthermore, previous inequality leads to

|〈dxα, dxuηλ〉∆u
η
λ| ≤

C2
4C6

2
+

1

2
α(x)|D2uηλ|2

by taking δ2 = 1/C6. Accordingly, (26) implies

〈∂pH, dxψ(x)〉 + 2λ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)ψ(x) − (α+ η2)∆ψ +

α+ η2

2
|D2uηλ|2(29)

≤ C7 := C5 +
C2

4C6

2
.

Suppose θηλ(x) is now the solution of the following adjoint equation

2λ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)θ

η
λ − div

(

∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)θ

η
λ

)

= ∆
(

(α + η2)θηλ

)

+ 2λδx0(30)

Integrating both sides of (29) by θηλ(x)dx we get
∫

Tn

(α+ η2)|D2uηλ|2θ
η
λ(x)dx ≤ 2λ|ψ(x0)|+ 2C4

∫

Tn

θηλdx

≤ λC2
1 +

2C7

minx∈Tn ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)

which further indicates
∫

Tn

|D2uηλ|2θ
η
λ(x)dx ≤ C8

η2
, ∀ η ∈ (0, 1]

for some constsnt C8 > 0 due to (27).
Secondly, since uηλ(x) is smooth of η ∈ (0, 1], so we can take the derivative of (HJηe) with

respect to η, such that

〈∂pH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ), ∂

2
xηu

η
λ〉+ λ∂uH · ∂ηuηλ = 2η∆uηλ + (α+ η2)∆(∂ηu

η
λ).

Consequently,
∫

Tn

2λ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)∂ηu

η
λθ

η
λdx

=

∫

Tn

λ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)∂ηu

η
λθ

η
λdx+

∫

Tn

(
2η∆uηλ + (α+ η2)∆(∂ηu

η
λ)− 〈∂pH, ∂2xηuηλ〉

)
θηλdx

which can be further transferred into

2η

∫

Tn

∆uηλθ
η
λdx+ λ

∫

Tn

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)∂ηu

η
λθ

η
λdx = 2λ

∫

Tn

δx0∂ηu
η
λdx = 2λ∂ηu

η
λ(x0).

Since x0 ∈ Tn is freely chosen, so we can make |∂ηuηλ(x0)| = maxx∈Tn |∂ηuηλ(x)|. If so,

2η

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Tn

∆uηλθ
η
λdx

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
2λ∂ηu

η
λ(x0)− λ

∫

Tn

∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)∂ηu

η
λθ

η
λdx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≥ 2λ|∂ηuηλ(x0)| − λ

∫

Tn

max
x∈Tn

|∂ηuηλ(x)|∂uH · θηλdx

= λ|∂ηuηλ(x0)|.
On the other side,

2η

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Tn

∆uηλθ
η
λdx

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2η

∫

Tn

|∆uηλ|θ
η
λdx

≤ 2η

√
∫

Tn

|D2uηλ|2θ
η
λdx ·

√
∫

Tn

θηλdx

= 2η

√
C8

η
· 1

minx∈Tn ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)
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due to the Hölder’s Inequality. Combining these two conclusions we get

|∂ηuηλ(x)| ≤
2
√
C8

λminx∈Tn ∂uH(x, dxu
η
λ, λu

η
λ)
,

then integrate both sides with respect to η ∈ (0, 1] we get

|uηλ − uλ|L∞ ≤ C′ η

λ
, ∀ λ, η ∈ (0, 1]

for some constant C′ > 0.
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