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RATE OF CONVERGENCE FOR PERIODIC HOMOGENIZATION
OF CONVEX HAMILTON-JACOBI EQUATIONS IN ONE
DIMENSION

SON N.T. TU

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the rate of convergence u® — v as ¢ — 0%
in periodic homogenization of Hamilton-Jacobi equations. Here u® and u are
viscosity solutions to the oscillatory Hamilton-Jacobi equation
{u?—l—H(w,f,Dus) =0 in R x[0,00)
u®(z,0) =up(x) on R,

and its effective equation

ug+ H (x,Du) =0 in R x[0,00)

{ u(z,0) =wug(x) on R,

respectively. Assuming that the initial data wug is bounded and Lipschitz con-

tinuous, we provide a simple proof to get the optimal rate O(e) for a class of
Hamiltonians including the classical mechanics one with separable potential

2
H(z,y,p) = % + (a(x)b(y) + C) for (x,y,p) € R3,

where a(-) : R — (0, 400) is continuously differentiable, b(-) : R — (—00, 0] is
continuous and 1-periodic.

1. INTRODUCTION

We first give a brief desription of the periodic homogenization theory for Hamilton-
Jacobi equations in the framework of viscosity solutions (see [7, 11l 2] or appendix
of [10]). For each & > 0, let u* € C(R" x [0,00)) be the viscosity solution to the
following Hamilton-Jacobi equation:

{uf(x,t) + H (2,2, Duf(x,t)) =0 in R” x (0, 00),

uf(x,0) = ug(x) on R™.

(Ce)

The initial data ug € BUC(R"), the set of bounded, uniformly continuous functions
on R™ and the Hamiltonian H = H(z,y,p) € C(R" xR™ xR") satisfies the following:
(H1) For each (z,p) € R" x R™, y — H(x,y,p) is Z"-periodic.
(H2) p — H(z,y,p) is coercive uniformly in (z,y) € R" x T", that is,

lim (( )inf H(x,y,p)) = 400,
m7y

|p|—>+00 ER" X T
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where T" = R"/Z".

(H3) sup {|H (x,y,p)| : (z,y) € R*",|p| < R} < oo for all R > 0.

(H4) For each R > 0, there exists wg(-) € C([0,00)), with wgr(0) = 0, such that
for all z,y € R", p,q € B(0, R) then

|H (z,y,p) — H(z,y,q)| < wr(lp —ql)
where B(0, R) denotes the open ball centered at 0 with radius R in R".

Some first general results on homogenization of Hamilton-Jacobi equations are
due to P.-L. Lions, G. Papanicolau and S.R.S. Varadhan [12] for the case H is inde-
pendent of x, namely H(z,y,p) = H(y,p). The more general case H = H(x,y,p)
was considered later by L. C. Evans [8, 9], who developed the perturbed test func-
tions methods for studying the homogenization problem in the framework of the
theory of viscosity solutions. The main result is, under assumptions (H1)—(H4) on
H, u® — wu locally uniformly on R™ x [0, 00) as ¢ — 07 and u solves the following
effective equation

{ut(:c,t) +H (z, Du(z,t)) =0 in R x (0, 00),

u(x,0) = ug(x) on R™.

(C)

The effective Hamiltonian H(z,p) : R?® — R is determined by H in a very
nonlinear way through the cell problem as follows: For each (z,p) € R" x R", it
can be shown (see [12] and [8, [9]) that there is a unique constant A = A(z,p) € R
for which the following cell problem

H(z,y,p+ Dy(y)) =X inT" (CP)

has a continuous solution v(y) = v(y;x,p). The effective Hamiltonian H(x,p) is
then defined by setting

H(xz,p)=A\.

It is worth mentioning that in general v(y; x, p) is not unique even up to adding a
constant. More research in understanding the effective Hamiltonians H is reported
in [5, 6] 13, [18] and the references therein.

The main goal of this paper is to obtain optimal rate of convergence of u° to u in
one dimension, that is, an optimal bound for ||u® — w||ec(j=r,Rr)x[o,r) for any given
R,T > 0 as ¢ — 07. Heuristically, owing to the two—scale asymptotic expansion
(see [16])

u®(z,t) = u(x,t) + ev (g x, Du(z, t)) + 0(e?),
the optimal rate looks like O(e). However, as pointed out in [16] by H. Mitake, H.
V. Tran and Y. Yu, it is hard to justify this expansion rigorously due to two reasons:

e In general, there does not even exists a continuous selection of v(-; z, p) with
respect to p, let alone Lipschitz continuous selection.

e The solution u(z,t) to (C) is only Lipschitz in (x,t), and is usually not C*.

The rate of convergence u® — u was first studied by I. Capuzzo-Dolcetta and H.

Ishii in [4] using a PDE approach. They established the uniform rate O('/?) under

general assumptions on H (e.g., (H1)-(H4)), including non-convex Hamiltonians.
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To be precise, [4] deals with stationary problems, but the approach can be easily
adjusted to handle the Cauchy problem.

Recently, in [16], H. Mitake, H. V. Tran and Y. Yu considered the case that
H(x,y,p) does not depend on x, namely H(z,y,p) = H(y,p). They established an
optimal rate O(¢) in the one dimensional case with convex Hamitonians along with
other important results in higher dimensional spaces using tools from dynamical
systems and weak KAM theory. They also presented an essential obstacle to improve
the convergence rate O(c'/3) by the method in [4]. See also [T, 3, 14, 15] and
the references therein for related results on rate of convergence of Hamilton-Jacobi
equations in various settings.

Within the convex setting, in the case H depends on x, namely H = H(x,y, p),
the situation is more complicated and requires harder analysis of the dynamics of op-
timal paths in the optimal control formula. Up to now, the best known convergence
rate in this setting is O('/?) obtained in [4].

In this paper, we consider the one dimensional case n = 1 and the convex Hamil-
tonian is of the form:

H(z,y,p) = H(p) + V(x,y) for all (r,y,p) e Rx T xR.

The main results are the following theorem and its generalization.

Theorem 1.1. Assume n = 1 and H(z,y,p) = %|p|2 + V(z,y) where V is of the
separable form V(x,y) = a(x)b(y) + Cy where Cy is a constant and

(i) a(x) € CY(R) is bounded with a(z) > 0 for all x € R,

(ii) b(y) € C(T) and maxyer b(y) = 0.
Assume ug € Lip(R) N BUC(R), then for each R, T > 0 we have

[0 = ul| oo g,y o,y < C€ (1.1)

where C' is a constant depends on R, T, Lip(uy), a(x) and max |[b(y)|.
Remark 1. In Theorem [Tl if V(x,y) = V(y) does not depend on z, then as it

is proved in Section 2 (Proposition 2.2] is no longer needed in this case), u® — u
uniformly in R x (0, 00) and the constant C' in (L) can be chosen exlicitly as

O =2 (Jlup e + 21V 12=)"?)

Theorem 1.2. Let n = 1 and H(z,y,p) = H(p) + V(z,y) + Cy where Cy is a
constant, H € C*(R, [0, 00)) is strictly conver with min,eg H(p) = H(0) = 0. Define

-1 -1
G1 = (H'ln.o) © (Hlp.)) and Gy = (H'|(cec)) © (Hl(=o0)) -
Assume (H1)—(H4), V(x,y) is continuously differentiable in x variable for each

y €T, and:
(AO)

H"(p)

H(p
) V)
(A1) maxgpxr V(z,y) = 0, there exists yo € T such that V(x,yo) = 0 for all x € R.

For each compact interval I C R and 1= 1,2 we have:

lim sup < 00. (1.2)

p—0
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(A2)
' Gi(r = V(w. )|
s { Ve Gy ¢ () ST < A
(A3)
su M
(x,y)el.?x’]l‘ G; (|V(£L',y)|) ‘ < By.
(A4)

max

[ et
ze€l Jo |G2(T—V(£E’,y))| <CI-

lim sup
r—0t

min /1 dy
wel Jo |Gi(r = V(z,y))|
If ug € Lip(R) N BUC(R) then for any R, T > 0 we have

[0 = ul| oo (- g,y o,y < C€ (1.3)
where C'is a constant depends only on R, T, Lip(ug), H(p) and V(x,y).

Our paper is the first work improving the rate of convergence u* — u for (CJ) in
one dimensional case as far as we know. Our method develops further that in [16]
and uses deep dynamical properties of optimal paths in the optimal control formula.
Higher dimensional cases will be investigated in future works.

Remark 2.

(i) Condition (A0) is satisfied for a vast class of strictly convex C? Hamiltonians,
including ones with H”(0) > 0, H € C?, or |p|” with v > 2 (Lemma 2.7]).
(i) If H"(0) > 0 and sup; ‘ Vo(zy)

e is bounded for any compact interval I C R,

then (A2), (A3) hold (Corrolary [L3).

(iii) If V(x,y) = V(y) does not depend on x, then assumptions (A2)-(A4) auto-
matically hold, while (A1) is satisfied after approximating H by uniformly
convex Hamiltonians. Indeed, the method can be used to get the result for
general convex Hamiltonians. We thus recover Theorem 1.3 in [16] and the
convergence is uniform in this case. By Proposition 4.3 in [16], the rate O(¢)
is optimal.

The following is an important consequence of Theorem

Corollary 1.3. If H(z,y,p) = H(p) + V(z,y) where H(p) > H(0) = 0 such that:

e H(p) € C*(R) is strictly convex with H"(0) > 0, or H(p) = |p|” where vy > 2.

e maxgyt V(x,y) = 0, there ezists yo € T such that V(z,yo) = 0 for allx € R.

e For every compact interval I C R then arfi(y) < |V(z,y)| < Brfi(y) for
ar, fr >0 and fr € C(R,[0,00)), and

Va(2,9)
Vi(z,y)

sup
(z,y)eIxT

' < Cf < 0. (1.4)
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If uy € Lip(R) " BUC(R) then for any R, T > 0 we have
0" = ul| oo (g, w0,y < CF€

where C'is a constant depends only on R, T, Lip(ug), H(p) and V(x,y).

2. CLASSICAL MECHANICS HAMILTONIAN SETTING

Proof of Theorem[I1. We observe that the estimate (I.I)) does not depend on the
smoothness of b(-), by approximation, without loss of generality, we can assume
that V€ C*(R x T). Also, by replacing u by u + C we can normalize that Cy = 0.
Let us fix R, T >0, e € (0,1) and (¢, %) € [-R, R] x [0,T], thanks to the optimal
control formula (see [2, [10]) we have

(oo to) = inf {a /0 S ("7(;”2 vy (an(s),n(s))) ds + ug (an(a—lto))} ,
2.1)

where T = {n(:) € AC([0,e %)) ,en(0) = x0}. Here AC([a,b]) denotes the set
of absolutely continuous functions from [a,b] to R. Let 7.(-) € 7 be a minimizer
to the optimization problem (21)), it is clear that n.(-) must satisfy the following
Euler-Lagrange equation

{7’7'5(3) :—_vv(gna(s),na(s))-(5,1) on  (0,e ), 22)
n:(0) =¢e tm.

Here VV means the full gradient of V. In particular, this implies the following
conservation of energy:

2 (S v 060 ) = 66) () + TV (enfeh (o)) (1)) =0
for all s € (0,67 ;). Hence there exists a constant r = r(n.) € [V/(0,0), +00) such

that ‘ ,
|7 ()]

2
For each r € [V(0,0), 00) the Euler-Lagrange equation (2.2) can be written as:

iie(s) = =VV(en(s),n:(s)) - (e,1)  on (0, o),
7:(0)] = +/2(r = V(0,0)), (2.4)
n:(0) =&

=& "Xp.
For simplicity, let us define the action functional

ail == [ (TS v ento)n(s))) s+ o (on (')

for n(-) € T. Thanks to the conservation of energy (2.3]), the optimization problem
(2.1) is equivalent to

u(xo, to) = inf {Aa[na] : among all n.(+) solve (2.2]) with energy r } (2.5)

+ Vien(s),n(s)) =r for all s € (0,6 ). (2.3)
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We proceed to get different estimates for » < 0 and r > 0. For simplicity, let us
introduce the following notation. For I be an interval of R, we define

inf A*[r7.]
which means the infimum over all solutions 7.(+) that solve (2.2]) and with all energies

rel.

Proposition 2.1. When r <0, we have the following estimate:
inf A[n.] — uo (o)

inf < (V2T + lupllz= ) e. (2.6)

Proof. Let n.(-) be a solution to (24 with r € [V/(0,0), 0] we claim that
Yo <n.(s) <y  foralls € [0,e ¢, (2.7)

where
Yo =min{y € [ wo, e \mo+ 1) : b(y) =0},
Yo = max {y € (6_136’0 - 175_1%] $b(y) = O} :

The existence of yy and 7 is due to the periodicity of b(-) and b(yo) = 0. Recall
that 7.(-) satisfies the following equation thanks to the conservation of energy (2.3)):

() = /2 (r = V(en(s).ne(s)), s € (0,67 M),
n-(0)  =¢e lay.
Let us define v, : [0,00) — R and ~_ : [0,00) — R such that

{74@ = VIV EREE) o (0,+), 28)
74(0) =&y,
and
{74@ = V=W E-()7-() on (0,+), 29)
”Y—(O) = 136’0,

respectively. To be precise, there are two cases:

o V (zg,ex9) = 0, by Lemma 2.7 we have z — /—V (ex, x) is Lipschitz on
[e7 2,7 2o + 1]. By uniqueness of solutions to (28) and ([239) we have
v_(8) = 74 (s) = e tay for all s € [0, +00).

o V(xg,exg) # 0, the solution v, (-) exists at least until v, (-) goes passing
e~ 'zy+ 1. Indeed, v, (-) remains stay inside [e™ 'z, 7 zy + 1] and hence so-

lution exists on (0, +00). To see this, we first observe that v, () is increasing

and for each time ¢ > 0, from (2.8]) we have

/w () dr
t= ——
v+(0) /= V(ex, )

hence the amount of time v, () needs to reach g is

Yo dSL’
R
7+(0) —V(ex,x)
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since © — /—V(ex,z) is Lipschitz on [¢'zg,e 'z + 1] by Lemma 27
We conclude that v, (s) — %o and similarly y_(s) — yo as s — oc.

As a consequence, we have
Yo <-(8) <n(s) <v4(s) <7  forall s € [0, ] (2.10)
and thus (2.7) follows. Now we utilize (27)) to estimate A¢[n.]. For any 7. solves

(24) we have
A% [n.] > uo (ene(e7"t0)) > o (€1:(0)) — [Jug| e (2.11)
On the other hand,

Y4+ (e o)
inf A%[n.] < A% [y4] = 8/ V=2V (ex, z)dx + ug (£71:(e" o))
Y

r=0 +(0)

< uo(ene(0)) + (V2IVIs + gl ) e (2.12)
thanks to ([221)). From (2I1) and (2.12) we obtain our claim (2.6)). O

For each r € (0, 00), equation (2.4 has exactly two distinct solutions 7;,..(+) and
n2.r-(+) thanks to the conservation of energy (2.3)). They are

{7'75(5) - \/Q(r—V(éne(S),m(S))) on (0,7, (2.13)

n-(0) = e tuy,

and

{7'75(3) :—\/Q(r—V(éne(S),m(S))) on  (0,e7M), (2.14)
776(0) :5_11’0,

respectively. Let us consider the first case 7.(-) solves (2I3)) since the other case is
similar. Since 7.(s) > 0 we have

e o ne (e~ o)
ty = 5/ Re(s) 4o = 5/ de . (2.15)
0 1e(s) 7e(0) V2(r —V(ez,z))

This holds true for every € > 0, thus we deduce that 7. (e tg) — +oocase — 0.
It is also clear that for all € > 0 then

toV/2r < en.(e o) — o < to/2 (1 + ||V 1) (2.16)
By the conservation of energy (Z3]) we can write the action functional as

dz + uo (en-(e™ o)) - (2.17)

775(5711‘/0) _
A*n.] = rto + 25/ Viea,z)
e \/2(r—V(ex, 1))

We observe that the infimum of the optimization problem (ZX) should be taken
over 7 not too big.

Proposition 2.2. There ezists ro > 0 depends only on Lip(ug) and ||V L~ such
that
inf A°® [7]5] > ue(l’o, to) + t(]. (218)

r>T0
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Proof. If n. is a solution to (2.8)) with r > 0, then from (ZI7) we have
A*[n] = rto + ug (en-(e~ o))
> rto + uo(xo) — ||ug|| e ‘5775(5_1150) — :)30}
> rto + uo(xo) — |Jugllzetor/2(r + ||V L) (2.19)
thanks to (2.16). On the other hand, by assumption (H3) we can define

C =sup {|H(w,y.p)| : |p| < [l } < o0

(z,y)

then %(x,t) = ug(z) + Ct is a super-solution to (CJ). The well-known comparison
principle for (CJ) gives us

Ua(l'o, t()) S ﬂ(l’o, to) = Uo(l’o) + Ut(). (220)
There exists ro > 0 such that for r > rq we have

7> C 4 1+ |Jup||pe /2 (7 + [V 1),

which is equivalent to
rto + uo(w0) — [|upllLeotor/2 (r + [V ]|ee) > uo(z0) + (C + 1)t
This estimate together with (2.19) and (2.20) gives us
A[n.] > u(xo, to) +to forall r >rg

which proves our claim (2.18]), since the case 7. solves (2.9]) can be done similarly. [
With (2.18), the optimization problem (2.5]) can be reduced to

u®(xg, tp) = min {igg A®[n.], inf Ae[ne]} : (2.21)

0<r<ro

Thanks to (2.0), we only need to focus on the case 0 < r < ry. For simplicity, let
us define the following interval Iy C R to be

Iy=1y(T,R) = [-R,co+R]  where  ¢g=T+/2(ro+||V||1=).
Since (2.10) is true for all 0 < r < ry, for all (zg, ) € [-R, R] x [0,T] we have
en.(e7 M) € .

Let us define ¢;, > 0 and ¢z, < 0 be unique numbers such that

/c”/ eI dydx —to, (2.92)

/ / e dydx _ 1,

Proposition 2.3. Let ar = mingey, a(z) and fr = max,ey, a(z), then
|en-(e7 o) — 1, < Cke (2.23)

for 0 <r < ry where Cx is a constant only depends on R, T and V.

and

respectively.
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Proof. Let us define

1
Ko(z,y) =

\/Q(T o V(JI, y)) 7
From (Z.I5) and (222]) we have

ene (e~ to) cir 1
to = / K, (1’, g) dr = / / K. (z,y) dy dz.
xo xo 0

Using Lemma [2.0] we obtain

(z,y) e R x T.

ene (e 1tp) T ene (e 1to)
/ K,(x,—) dx—/ /IC (z,y) dydz| < Ke
ly) € xo
where )
K:2maX/IC(xy dy+comax/ “(z,y)
z€lp 0 x€lp a
Using (2.24) in (2.28) we have

< Ke

ene(e™ to
/ / K. (z,y) dydz
Cl,r

1
(min/ K. (x,y) dy) }6175(8_1&)) — Cl,r‘ < Ke.
0

xz€lp

which implies that

On [y we have 0 < ar < a(x) < fr, which implies that

1
< mln/ Ke(z,y) dy

/ \/W zely

1 1 dy
< max/ Kr(z,y) dy < / .
welo Jo 0 V2(r —arb(y))

Since ar < Br, it is clear that

/1 dy _ 1 /1 dy
0o V2(r —arbly)) Var V2 (( r/aT ) —b(y))

(2.24)

(2.25)

(2.26)

(2.27)

(2.28)

m/ V2 r//aT T by \F/ \/WTbmg

From direct calculation

L 5 10) 1
or Y T 20— a(@)b(y) V20 —a )
we have
1
max/ %(x,y)‘ dy < —max ()
z€lo Jg x 2 zely a SL’ 7/2 rr — aTb

(2.30)
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Use ([2.28) and (230) in (226) to deduce that

/
K< (2—|—C—0max a/(x
2 xe€lp

Next, we use (228)), (231)) in (227) to deduce that

(2.31)

LE‘

/Olm}em(e‘l —clr\<<2+2m€,0 a(2) )(/ \/W)

(2.32)
From (2.29) and (232) we obtain our claim (2.23) with
| Br a'(z)

Ck = 24+ — . 2.33

K ar +3 2 wely a(x) (2:33)

It is clear that C'x depends only on R, T and a(z). O
In view of (ZI7), for 0 < r < ry we aim to show that

ne(e™ o) . Ve
5/ (5”” d:)s—/ / dyd:cche
20 V2(r = V(ex,z)) \/2 (r—V
(2.34)

where C'r is some constant only depends on R, T and V. To see it, let
—V(z, y)

VA= V()

Fr(w,y) = (z,y) € R x T.

Using Lemma we obtain

—an x)
dd
/ \/2 V(x,e 1x)) / /\/27“— v

S (2F1 + C()FQ)E

(2.35)
where
Fy o= (|[V]|1=)"? > max|F (2, y)|
RxT

and o) oF

3 1/2 a\xr T

= . > —=r

o= 5 (V1) "m0 2 | )|

On the other hand, we have

/ens(elto) ~V(x,e ) / V(x 6_13:)
dz
o V2(r —V(z,e1z)) \/2 (r—V(x,e lz))
< F ‘5775 ') — CLT‘ < FiCke (2.36)

thanks to (2.23). From (2.35)) and (2.36]) we deduce that
ene (e~ o) o —

/ V(z,e 1z) / / dy .
o \/2(7“ — V(x,e 1)) \/2 (r —

2F1 + FQCO + Fch) (237)
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) . (2.38)

< Ce (2.39)

From (2.37) we obtain our claim (234) with

_ 1/2 | Br 3 Br
CF—(HVHLOO) <2+2 ar + Co (\/§+2 OéT> I:gleéﬁi

Proposition 2.4. We have the following estimate:

a'(x)

a(z)

f A° — inf [
o0, Aliine] = Ik, 1)

where C'is a constant depends only on R, T, a(z) and |V|| g, I(r) = min{l(r), I5(r)}

where
c1,r 1 o
7’) =71ty + 2/ / V(ZL’, y) dydx + ug (Cl,r) , (240)
\/2 7" —

—V(
[ =71ty + 2/ / \/2 LL’ y dyd:c + ’UJ()(CQ’T). (241)

Proof. Within our notation 1. = ny,., we have
|uo (en=(e"t0)) — uoler)| < lJugllz |en-(e™"to) — c1| - (2.42)
since uy € Lip(R). In view of (2I7) and ([2.23), [234), (2:42) we conclude that

| A% [ne] — 1u(r)| < 2Cpe + ||ug|lze [ens(e7') — ca

< (2CF + Ckllugl = )e. (2.43)
Taking the infimum over 0 < r < rg we obtain
o A = nf 10| < i 240
where
C1 = 2Ck + Ck|lug)| 1o~ (2.45)

Doing similarly for the case 7, . solves (2.14]), we obtain

inf A[nzra]— inf Ir(r)

0<r<rg <r<ro

< Che (2.46)

where Cy is some constant depends on R, T, a(x) and ||V||z~ in the same manner
as (2.45). Thus our claim (2.39) is correct with C' = max{C}, Cs}. O

From (2.6), (221I)) and (239) we conclude that
[0 (0, t0) — (o, to)| < (max { V/2[VI[ze + 1<, C} ) 2
and the proof is complete. O

Corollary 2.5. We have the following representation formula

u(xo,to):min{uo(xo),min{ inf I,(r), inf 12(7’)}}

0<r<ro 0<r<ro

where I1(r) and Iy(r) are defined in (240) and 241)) respectively.
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Remark 3. If V(x,y) = V(y) is independent of z, then the constants C in (238
and Cp in (2.38) are independent of R and 7. Therefore the convergence is uniform
in R x [0, 00) and by carefully keeping track of all constants, we get

0 =2 (Juhle) +2, [V )

For the sake of completeness, we provide here a proof for Lemma (see [17]),
which is a quantitative version of the ergodic Theorem for periodic functions in one
dimension. This is a generalized version of Lemma 4.2 in [16].

Lemma 2.6. If F(x,y) € CY(R x T) then for any real numbers a < b we have

b b 1
/F(x,z) dm—/ (/ F(x,y)dy) dx| < Ce
a € a 0
where
1 YoF
¢ =2mas [ 1F@) i+ 0-a) max [ |5 <x,y>' dy

Proof. Since y — F(x,y) is periodic, we have y —— g—fF(x,y) is also periodic.

Let us define , )
G(z,y) :/0 (F(m, z) —/0 F(z,() dC) dz

then 1
oG
a—(x,y) —Fleg) - | Fl.0)dc
y 0
Since G is periodic in y, ¢ is also periodic in y because
oG oF LoF
- 1) = - _
ey [ (ax @)= [ G o)

oF oG
:/0 (ax(x z+1) / a7 (z,Q) dC) dz_az(xay)-

Thus G and g—f are bounded in y. The fact that g—f is bounded in x implies g—f is

bounded in z as well. Let g.(z) = ¢G (2,%) we obtain

%(95(1’)) = 68@_(; (x,%) + % (x,%) = 52—5 (:C,g) + F (%%) - /01 F(z,¢) dC.
Thus

/:F<x,§) d:v—/ab/()lF(x,C)dCdx:/ab <%(ga(x)> —52—5 (z,%)) dx
b
el (1) -c(0f)- [ (=) a].

Note that by the way we defined G, we also have

r(na>)(|Gzy|<maX/|F:By|dy

z€[a,b]
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and

oG v OF LOF

0
which implies

b b 1
oG x oG OF
— —) dz| < — dr < (b — — d
[% @2) af < [ mas|Fa| @ < -0 may [ ||
and hence the proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.7. Let V € C?([0,1],[0,00)) with mingeo1 V(z) = 0 and V(0) = V(1).
There exists a constant L > 0 such that

V'(2)| < L\/V(z)  foral xe]0,1]. (2.47)
As a consequence, 1 — m is Lipschitz in [0, 1].
Proof. For each a € [0, 1], an §-neighborhood N, 5 of a is defined as (a — d,a + 0) if

a € (0,1) and [0,0) U (1 —¢,1] if a € {0,1}. It is clear that N, is open in [0, 1].
We claim that there exists § = d(a) > 0 such that

V()]
sup <(, < 2.48
xEN;ﬁ 1/ V(SL’) ( )
for some constant C,, where N5 = {x € N5 : V(x) # 0}. Assume that (2.48) is

false, then without loss of generality there exists a sequence z; — a™ such that
V(zx) # 0 for all k € N and

T L )] R (2.49)

It is clear that V'(zx) # 0 for all £ € N. Without loss of generality again we can
assume that V'(xy) > 0 for all k. Let g = v/ V(x) and hy, = V'(zy), and
D,

ak:sup{r >0:V'(x) > ?for all x € (xk—r,:ck)}.

Clearly V'(z), — az) = “. By the mean value theorem we have

hy.ay
5
By the mean value theorem again, there exists & € (z — ag, xx) such that

"(ax) — V' (wy, — Lhy _ 1 (h\°
V(g = 2 () = Viwy — o) _ L, 1P

Qe 2 Qe 4 gk
as k — oo due to (2.49). It is a contradiction since V € C?([0,1]), thus (2.48) must

be correct. By compactness of [0, 1], we can pick a finite subcover of [0, 1] from the
open cover {N,s:a € [0,1]}. From (248) there exists a constant L > 0 such that

V()|
V(z)

gi = V() = V(wg) = V(wp — ax) >

<L  whenever  V(z) #0. (2.50)
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From that we obtain our claim (247). For 0 < ¢ < 1 let f.(z) = /V(z)+¢c €
C2([0,1]). Tt V(x) = 0 then V'(x) = 0, hence f!(x) = 0 as well, while if V(z) # 0
then from (Z50) we have

V'(x 1V'(x L

@) = || < V0L 2

V(z)+e| 2/V(x) 2
Thus f!(z) is Lipschitz on [0, 1] with the Lipschitz constant independent of €. Let
¢ — 0 we deduce that x — /V(z) is Lipschitz on [0, 1]. O

3. GENERAL STRICTLY CONVEX HAMILTONIANS SETTING

3.1. Setting and simplifications. First of all, by replacing u by u -+ Cy, it suffices
to prove the theorem for Cy = 0. By approximation we can assume without loss of
generality that V' € C?*(R x T). It is well-known that (see appendix [10]) for (CJ)
we have the following estimate:

swp (Jui (e, 0)] + us(e,0)] ) < M (3.1)

(z,t)eRx[0,00)

in the viscosity sense for all € > 0. Accordingly, values of H(p) for |p| > M are irrel-
evant, hence without loss of generality we can assume that H grows quadratically,
ie.,

2

for all p € R and for some Ky > 0. The Legendre transform of H is defined by
L(v) = sup (p cv— H(p)) for veR
peER

It is clear that L is also smooth and strictly convex, with the same properties as H:

2 2
% — Ko < L(v) < % + Ky and L(v) > L(0) =0 forv#0. (3.3)

Using H(0) = H'(0) = 0 and L(0) = L'(0) = 0, we can modify K, such that beside
B2) and ([B.3]) we also have

v v

- = Kylv| < L(v) < 5 + Ko|v| forallv e R (3.4)
and

PP e < my < PP L K for all p € R 35

5~ olp| < H(p) < 5+ ol orall p € (3.5)

For each p € R, we have
v=H'(p) <= p=L

~—

<~ p-v=L{w)+ H(p). (3.6)

From that we obtain p - v > max{H (p), L(v)}, which implies that
L
p=1L)> W v g it w>0,
v 2
. (3.7)
p="L{)< (U)gg—Ko if  v<o0.
v
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and similarly

( H
U:H'(p)zﬂzz—)—f(o if p>0,

P 2

i (3.8)
U:H/(p)S#SS—KO if p < 0.

We also denote:

= (H|[Ooo) : [0, +00) — [0, +00),
(L’) L.— (L|Ooo) : [0, +00) — [0, +00),
| G1:= (L) o Hy' i [0,+00) — [0, +00).

and
= (Hlo100) "+ (=00,0] — (=00, 0],
<§'> t= (Ul 01) . : (=00,0] — (00,0},
Gy = (Ly) Lo Hy' 1 [0, +00) — (—00,0].
From (3.8) we have that H/ = (L;)~' and thus G; = G; for i = 1,2 where G,
are defined in the statement of Theorem [[.2l It is clear that for ¢ = 1,2 we have

x — |G;(x)] is increasing on [0,00). Furthermore since L is strictly convex we
deduce that ¢ — L/(q) is strictly increasing. Thus x — (L})~!(z) is increasing as

well and from ([B.6]), (B.8) and (B3.7) we obtain

S-Ke< (L)) <2AKo+p) i p20,
S Ko (L)) =2Ko+p) i p<O.

Here we used the fact that L;'(p) = v = H!(p) for i = 1,2. From (3.2)) we obtain

V2(z — Ky) < HiY(z) < 2(x + Ky),
—/2(r + Ko) < Hy'(z) < —/2(z — K)) -

From these observations we deduce that for all x > K, then

— K
" < Ga() < 2K +2/2( + Ko),

ZL’—K(]
2

As a consequence, we have |G;(z)| — +o0 as x — oo for i =1, 2.

3.2. Proof of Theorem [1.2l Let us fix ¢ > 0 and R, T > 0 and consider a point
(x0,t0) € [-R, R] x [0,T]. Thanks to the optimal control formula we have

u®(zo,tp) = n(liglefT {8/05 ' <L (n(s)) — V (en(s),n(s)) ) ds + ug (87](8_1t0))} ,
(3.10)
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where T = {n(-) € AC([0,e7]),en(0) = zo}. Let n.(-) € T be a minimizer to
the optimization problem (B.10), it is clear that 7.(-) satisfies the following Euler-
Lagrange equation

{L"<m<s>)ﬁe<s> = —VV(en(s)me(s)) (1) on (0.e7M0) gy
n-(0) = e lay.
From (B.6) we deduce that
H'(L'(n:(s))) = n(s)  forall  se€(0,e ). (3.12)

Using the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.I1]) we have the conservation of energy:

35 (H WG +V 09 m60) ) =) (2006 + TV Enlo)n(e) - (2. 1))
=0
for all s € (0,e7%). Hence there exists r = r(n.) € [V(0,0), +00) such that
H(L'(1=(s))) + V (ens(s),n:(s)) =r  forall  se (0, ). (3.13)
For each r € [V(0,0), 00) the Euler-Lagrange equation ([B.I1]) can be written as:
L"(0(5))1i=(s) = =VV (ene(s),m(s)) - (e, 1) on (0,67 0),
1(0) = Gi(r — V(0,0)), (3.14)
n-(0) = e~ 1a.

where 7 = 1, 2. For simplicity, let us define the following action functional

wtil == [ (L) =V ents)ne) )ds o (e ) (315)

for n(-) € T. Thanks to the conservation of energy (B.13)), the optimization problem
(B.10) is equivalent to

u(zo, to6) = inf {Aa [ne] - among all 7.(-) solve (B11)) with energy r } (3.16)

We proceed to get different estimates for » < 0 and r > 0. Similarly to the proof of
Theorem [I.1], for an interval I C R we denote

inf A°[n.] (3.17)

rel

which means the infimum over all solutions 7.(-) that solve (B1I]) and with all
energies r € I.

Proposition 3.1. When the energy r is negative, we have the following estimate:

inf A®[n.] — uo(zo)

r<0
Proof. Let n.(-) be a solution to ([BI4) with » € [V/(0,0),0] we claim that
Yo <n.(s) <7y  foralls €[0,e ) (3.19)

< (7 (IVllz) + e ) e (3.18)
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where
7o = min{y € [¢ " wg, e 'y + 1) : V(ey,y) =0},
Jo =max {y € (¢ 'zg— 1, xo] : V(ey,y) =0} .

The existence of 75 and y is due to assumption (Al). Recall that n.(-) satisfies the
following equation thanks to the conservation of energy (B.13))

776(3) = Gz(r - V(5n6(5>7776(5>>>7 s >0,
n:(0) =etag
where ¢ = 1,2. Let us define v, : [0,00) — R and v_ : [0, 00) — R such that

{%r(S) :C’il(_v(57+(5)>7+(5))) on (0, +00), (3.20)
1+(0) =",
and
{ﬁ_(s) :G_z(—v(ev_(s)m_(s))) on (0, +00), (3.21)
7-(0) = &',

respectively. To be precise, there are two cases:

o V(xg,ex0) = 0, by Lemma B.5 we have x — G;(—V (ez, x) is Lipschitz on
[e7'zg, e g+ 1] for i = 1,2. By uniqueness of solutions to (3.20) and (3:21))
we have v_(s) = v.(s) = e 'z, for all s € [0, +00).

o V(xg,exg) # 0, the solution ~,(-) exists at least until v, (-) goes passing
e~ 'zg + 1. Indeed, v, (-) remains staying inside [e~ 'z, e 2o + 1] and hence
solution exists on (0, +00). To see this, we observe that 7, (-) is increasing
and for each time ¢ > 0, from (3.:20) we have

t_/w(t) dr
o0 Gi(=V(ex,))’

hence the amount of time v, () needs to reach g is

/yo dx C e
o) G1(=V(ez,z))

since © — Gy (—¢ex, x) is Lipschitz on [e7'zg, e 2o + 1] by Lemma 35 We
conclude that v, (s) — 7o and similarly v_(s) — yo as s — oc.

As a consequence, we have
Yo <7-(8) <n(s) <ve(s) <7  forall s € [0, ] (3.22)

and thus (3:19) follows. Now we utilize (819) to estimate A%[r.]. For any 7. solves
([B:20) we have

A*[ne] = o (en (67 t0)) = wo (0 (0)) — [Jug e (3.23)
On the other hand, by the conservation of energy (8.13]) and (B.6) we have

L(+() =V (e95(5),7+(8) = L (34:(s)) + H (L' (14(5)))) = 9+ ()L (74 (5)) -
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Together with the fact that |y — e 'zo| < 1 from (B3:22) we deduce that

inf An.] < A% [.] = ¢ / O Cils)) ds o (274 (= o)

r<0

[ G e i )

+(0)
Y4+ (e o)
= 5/ Hi' (= V (ex, ) )dz + uo (ev4(e o))
¥+ (0)
< (7 (VI + o ) + wo(o). (3.24)

From (3.23) and (3.:24]) we obtain our claim (3.18)). O

For each r € (0, 00), (3.14) has exactly two distinct solutions 7y ,.(-) and 7g,..(+)
thanks to the conservation of energy (B.13):

{Ms) =Gi(r=VlEn@mE)) o 0
776(0) :E_lllj'o,
and
{Ms) =Ga(r-V(En)n)) o O
1:(0) = e,

respectively. Let us consider the first case 7.(-) solves (8:2H) since the other case is
similar. Since 7.(s) > 0 for all s > 0, we have

e o - ne (e t0) d
to = ¢ / Me(s) 4o / v . (3.27)
0 n,

7e(s) (0 Gi(r—V(ez,x))
Let ¢ — 0 we deduce that 7. (¢7'ty) — 4o00. It is also clear from (3.25) that
toG1(r) < en.(e” o) — en.(0) < toG (r + max |V]). (3.28)

For a fixed € > 0, we observe that the infimum of the optimization problem (B.10)
should be taken over r not too big.

Proposition 3.2. There exists 7o > 0 depends on Lip(ug) and H(p) such that

inf A°[n.] = inf {Af[nl,r,g], A2 [nm]} > u (20, to) + to. (3.29)

r>ro

Proof. From assumption (H3) we can define

C = sup {|H(z.y.p)|: Ip| < gl | < o0

u
(z,y)

then u(z,t) = ug(x) + Ct is a super-solution to (CJ). By comparison principle for

(C) we have

Ua(l'o, t()) S ﬂ(l’o, to) = U()(ZE()) + Ut(). (330)
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On the other hand, using (B.25) in the formula of A%[n] for n.(-) = n1,..(-) we have

-1

A > e /0 L0 (3)) ds + o e 1)

) (G (r — V (e, 1))
— /,75(0) Gr(r — V(ez, z))
> (5175(5_1150) - 5775(0)> <G12(T) — KO) + ug (en-(e7 o)) -

The deduction from the second line to the third line in the above is due to (3.4).
Now utilizing (3.28) and the fact that G, is increasing we have further that

dz + ug(en-("'to))

aa) 2 (et =20 0)) (2 = o) + o) = o Jone(e ) = en.00)
= <5n€(5_1t0) - 5775(0)) (GIT(T) — Ky — Hu'OHLoo) + ug(zo)

> 4G (D57 Ko = bl ) + ua(a)

for r large enough such that Gi(r) > 2 (Ko + |lupl/z~). From (BI) there exists
ro > 0 such that

G1(r) <G12(T) — Ky — ||u6||Loo) >C+1 for > T

We observe that ry only depends on H(p) and wuy. This estimate together with
(3:30) conclude that A%[n;,.] > u®(zo,to) + to for all r > 7. The case ns, . solves
(320) can be done in the same manner, hence we have proved our claim (3:29). O

With ([3:29), the optimization problem (3I6) can be reduced to

u (o, tg) = min {igg A®[ne], inf A%, in<f Aa[n27r75]} ) (3.31)
r< <r<ro

0<r<rg

By (B.6) and the conservation of energy (3.13) and (3.6]) with . = 7, .. solves (3.23])

we have

L (n:(s)) = V(en=(s),n:(s)) = —=r + n.(s)L' (1(s)). (3.32)
Using (B8.32)) together with (3.25]) we can rewrite the action functional as

Al =< [ (LGic(s) =V (enets >,n€<s>))ds RICACES)

71t()
= —rty + 5/ L’ 7’75 N:(s)ds + ug (5775(5_1150))

[e=]

—rt0+€/ 7 0 G1 — V(ene(s), na(s)))>7‘75(s)ds+uo(5775(5_1t0))

[e=]

= —rty+ 5/ o = V(ex,z))de + uo(en-('to)). (3.33)



20 SON N.T. TU

We now focus on 0 < r < ry. For simplicity, let us define the following interval

Iy C R to be

Iy=1(T,R)=[-R,co+R]  where  cy=TG(ro+ ||V]L=).

Since ([3.28) is true for all 0 < r < ry, for all (zo, ) € [-R, R] x [0,T] we have

ene(e7'tg) € .

Let ¢, and ¢y, be unique numbers such that

/ / e dydx Ty
/ / ol dydx ry)

Proposition 3.3. For 0 < r < rg we have

and

respectively.

‘8775(8_1150) — 0177»‘ < CKE.
where Cx = C (R, T, H, V) is a constant independent of r.
Proof. Let us define
1

K, (x ,
= G Vi)
From (3.27) and (3:34]) we have

5775(571t0) Cl,r 1
to = / I, (1’, g) dr = / / K. (z,y) dy dz.
xo xo 0

Using Lemma [2.6] we obtain

ang(efltg) ang(afltg) 1
/ K, (:5, E) dr — / / K. (x,y) dydx
€ 0

o o

(x,y) e R x T.

< Ke

where

= Qmax/ K. (z,y) dy+4comax
x€lp x€lp aa’,’

Using (3.30) in (3.317) we have

Eng(aflto) 1
/ / K. (z,y) dydx
c1,r 0

1
<min/ K. (x,y) dy) }ena(s_lto) — cl,,,‘ < Ke.
0

< Ke.

which implies that

xz€lp
On the other hand, we have

%(l’, y) = (_Vx(x> y)

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)

(3.37)

(3.38)

(3.39)
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which implies that

)
max
HASII) 0

3 (af,y)‘ dy < K (max/ol K. (x,y) dy) (3.40)

AT

where
Gi(r=V(z,y))
Gi(r = V(z,y))

by assumption (A2). Now using (3.40) in (3.38) we deduce that

£ = sw { Wil

0<r<ro

‘:(x,y)elox']l‘}<oo

K<2 (1 + 2cof<) (max /0 1 K, (z,y) dy) . (3.41)

xz€ly

Use (3.41)) in (3.39) we deduce that

1 1
(min/ Kr(z,y) dy) len-(e7') — c1,0| <2 (1 + QCOK) (max/ Kr(z,y) dy) €.
z€lo J z€lo Jq
(3.42)
From (3.42) we obtain our claim (3.35]), where

1
max/ Kr(z,y) dy
0

Cx =2 (1 + 2cof(> sup relo T < 0
O<r<ro min/ K (z,y) dy
z€lp 0
by assumption (A4). O

In view of ([B.33]), we aim to show that for 0 < r < ry then

Eng(a‘flto) ci,r 1
/ Hi' (r=V(z,e 'z)) da — / / H (r —V(z,y)) dyds
xo x0 0

S CFE

(3.43)
where Cr is a constant independent of r. To see that, let
Frlwy)=H{ ' (r=V(z,y),  (v,y) eRxT.
By Lemma we have

Cl,r c1,r 1
/ H' (r=V (z,e7'2)) d:)s—/ / H' (r =V (z,y)) dy dx
te) 0

o

S (2F1 + C()FQ)E.

(3.44)
where
1
F = Hl_1 (ro+||VlL=) > mgx/ Fr(z,y) dy (3.45)
X 0 0
and
\Va(z, )| } /1 OF, '
Iy :=su x,y) € Ip x T p > max x,y)| d 3.46
ooy | @0 € ox T2 [T ao|a oo
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which is finite by assumption (A3). Here we used the fact that L (H{'(z)) = Gll(x)
for all x > 0. On the other hand, it is obvious that

ene (e~ 1to) c,r
/ Hi'(r =V (z,e7'2)) do — / Hi' (r=V(z,e '2))do
x0 Zo
S Fl }6775(8_1150) — 0177»‘ S CKF1€ (347)

thanks to (8:30). From (344) and ([347) we obtain our claim (343) with
CF = 2F1 + COF2 + CKFl.

Proposition 3.4. We have the following estimate:

o
odnd | Aline] = df, 1(r)

< Ce (3.48)

where C' is a constant independent of v and I(r) = min {I,(r), I5(r)} where

c1,r 1
Li(r)=—rty+ / / Hl_1 (r =V (z,y))dy do+ ug (c1,), (3.49)
o 0
xo 1
L(r) = —rto+ / / Hy' (r =V (2,y)) dy dz + ug (can) - (3.50)
c2,r 0

Proof. Within our notation 7, ,. = 7., we have
|uo (ene(e™"t0)) — wolery)| < lJugllie [ens(e™ o) — ¢r] < (C’KHugHLw)é (3.51)
since uy € Lip(R). In view of (8.33)), (8.43) and (3.51)) we conclude that

| A% [re] = 1a(r)] < (Cr + Cllug|l ) €. (3.52)

Taking the infimum over 0 < r < rq in (3.52]) we obtain our claim ([B.48) with i =1
where

Cl :CF+OK||U6||LOO- (353)
Doing similarly with the other case 7, . solves (3.26)) we obtain
inf A°[ne,| — inf I(r)

0<r<ro 0<r<ro

where (5 is a constant independent of 7 in the same manner as C in (8.53)). Thus
our claim(3.48) is correct with C' = max{C}, Cs}. O

Finally, using (B.18) and (3:48)) in (831)) we conclude that
[0 (@0, t0) — ulro,to)| < (max { B! (IV [l1) + L=, C } ) .
Thus the proof is complete.
Lemma 3.5. Let V € C2([0, 1], [0,00)) with mingep1) V(z) = 0 and V(0) = V(1).
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(i) Let H,G1, G2 be defined as in Theorem[1.2. If
H//
lim sup () \/H(p)‘ < 00, (3.55)
pr—o | H'(p)

then © — G;(V(x)) is Lipschitz on [0,1] fori=1,2.
(ii) If H, defined in Theorem [1.2, satisfies H"(0) > 0 then we have something
stronger than (3.59):

H(p)
H'(p)

lim sup < 00. (3.56)

p—0

In this case we have further that

Cr.ivr <|Gi(2)] < Cox

on any bounded subset I C R, wherei =1,2 and Cr1,Cre > 0.
(ii) If H, defined in Theorem[1.2, satisfies H € C*(R) then

H//
lim sup H7(p)|

o T (357)

As a consequence, we have something stronger than (3.55]):

H"(p) |H(p)

H'(p) | Ipl
(iv) If H(p) = |p|” where v > 2 then ([B.55) holds true.

Proof.
(i) It suffices to show for G since the argument is similar for Go. For simplicity,
let us denote Gy, H;* by G,H™'. For 0 < ¢ < 1 let f.(x) = G (V(x) +¢)
then f. € C*([0,1]) and

Vi) (HE V@) 1)
V(:):)+5< H(H(V(z) + ) ) V(HE)'

For x € [0,1] such that V(z) = V'(x) = 0 then obviously f.(x) = 0, while if
x € [0, 1] such that V() # 0 then from (3.55) and Lemma 2.7 we have

/ //
Vi) 'H v/ H ‘<L<sup \/ D < 00
V(x)

where £ = H™'(V(x)+¢) and p* = H'(||V||z=+1). Therefore f. is Lipschitz
on [0,1] with a Lipschitz constant independent of ¢ > 0. Let ¢ — 0 we
deduce that x — G(V(z)) is Lipschitz on [0, 1].

(ii) If H"(0) > 0 then there exists § > 0 so that H”(p) > ¢ > 0 for p € (=46, 9),
hence by Taylor’s expansion we deduce that there are some m, M > 0 such
that

mp|* < H(p) < Mlp|* and  m|p| < |H'(p)| < M|p|. (3.59)

lim sup (3.58)

p—0

fix) =

[fi(2)] <
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From that (8.50) follows easily. On the other hand, by definition G;(z) =
H'(H;*(z)) and (3.59) we deduce that for all 2 small then

\/7\/’<|H’ |<\/7\/_ (3.60)

Since G;(x) = 0 if and only if z = 0, we have (8.60) is true for any bounded
set of R after modifying the two upper bound and lower bound constants.
(iii) Using the convexity we have H(p) < pH ! ( ) for all p, hence

H//
. 3.61
PV < b 3.61)
Let g(p) = H'(p) € C2( ) is strictly increasing on (0,00) and is strictly
decreasing on (—o0,0) with g(0) = 0, we claim that indeed

/
lim sup _9p) < 0. (3.62)

pr—0 /|g(p)|

This can be done by a similar argument to Lemma 2.7], hence ([3.58) follows.
(iv) It is clear from direct computation.

O

Corollary 3.6. We have the following representation formula

u(xo,to):min{uo(xo),min{ inf I,(r), inf JQ(T)}}

0<r<ro 0<r<ro

where I (r) and I5(r) are defined in (3.49) and [B50), respectively.

Proof of Corollary[1.3. We need to check conditions (A0),(A2),(A3),(A4) of Theo-
rem to apply that theorem. Let us fix a compact interval I C R, for simplicity
in the assumption of V' let us denote «, 3, f by ay, /8]1, fr. )

If H(p) = |p|" where 7 > 2 then |Gi(p)| = 7[p|'™+ and [Gi(p)] = (v — Dlpl 3.
Therefore conditions (A0),(A2),(A3) follow from direct computation. (A4) follows
from the fact that p — |G;(p)| is increasing and for any compact interval I C R
then

wr | v <)
et |Gi(r —V(x,y)) |G; r+af v))|

/ |G a/ﬁ r+ﬁf( )))I

() /IG r+ﬁf y))l
Sl() ri?é?/ |Gr— @l

In case H"(0) > 0, condition (A0) follows from Lemma Now on the bounded
set [0, ||V||z~ + 1] by Lemma [3.5] we have

Civ/r < |Gy(z)] < Gy (3.63)
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for i = 1,2 and for some C7,Cy > 0. Fori =1,2,0<r <1 and x € I we have
Gi(r = V(z,y))| _ [Valz,y)] H{(¢) ( [H"(£)] )
Velz,y)|. = <
Ve Ve = Vel \@E©)]) oY
where ¢ = H; '(r — V(x,y)). The right hand side is bounded as r — 0% due to
(A0), (363) and (I.4)), thus (A2) follows. Condition (A3) is true since for = € I we

have

‘ Va(2,y) ‘S‘V(Iy) \/|ny \/7

Gi(V(z,y)| ~ | V(z,y) | 1G(|(V(z,

The right hand side is bounded as well, due to GJE), (BE) and the fact that V'
bounded. Finally, for ¢ = 1,2 we have x — |G;(x)| is increasing, from (B.63]) we
deduce that for 0 < r < 1 then

max/1 dy </1 dy </1 dy

eel Jo |Gi(r = V(z,y)| = Jo |Gi(r+af()| = Jo Ci\/r+ af(y)

while

min

' dy ! dy ! dy
> > .
mef/o |Gi(r = V(z,y))] _/0 Gi(r+ B8 (y))] _/0 Cor/1T+ Bf(y)
Since a < 3, we have /7 + af (y >1/5 (r+ 5f(y)), therefore

and thus (A4) follows. O
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