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5.2. Hölder-Sobolev type inequalities 117
5.3. Estimates for Nemytskij operators on Besov spaces 133

Chapter 6. Application 153
6.1. Stochastic Burgers equations 153
6.2. Stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations 161

Bibliography 177

3



Abstract

In this book we establish under suitable assumptions the uniqueness and existence of vis-
cosity solutions of Kolmogorov backward equations for stochastic partial differential equations
(SPDEs). In addition, we show that this solution is the semigroup of the corresponding SPDE.
This generalizes the Feynman-Kac formula to SPDEs and establishes a link between solutions of
Kolmogorov equations and solutions of the corresponding SPDEs. In contrast to the literature
we only assume that the nonlinear part of the drift is Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets
(and not globally Lipschitz continuous) and we allow the diffusion coefficient to be degenerate
and non-constant. In the last part of this book we apply our results to stochastic Burgers
equations and to stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35D40; Secondary 60H30.
Key words and phrases. Stochastic partial differential equation, viscosity solution, Kolmogorov backward

equation, stochastic Burgers equation, stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equation.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

Kolmogorov proved in his seminal contribution [21, Section 13] that continuous-time real-
valued Markov processes solve the Kolmogorov backward equation under suitable assumptions.
It is by now common knowledge that finite-dimensional linear parabolic partial differential
equations (PDEs) without zero order terms can be represented as semigroups of stochastic
differential equations (SDEs) under suitable assumptions. This connection between macroscopic
models (PDEs) and microscopic models (SDEs) is very fruitful. The case of infinite-dimensional
linear PDEs is, however, not well understood. To the best of our knowledge, there exists
no stochastic representation in the literature for solutions of infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov
backward equations with superlinearly growing drift functions and unbounded initial functions.
The main contribution of this book is to establish the stochastic representation

(1.1) ∀(t, x) ∈ [0, 1]×H : u(t, x) = E[ϕ(Xx
t )]

between the solution u of an infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov backward equation

∀(t, x) ∈ (0, 1)×H : ∂
∂t
u(t, x)−

(
(Du)(t, x)

)
(x′′ − F (x))− 1

2
tr
(
B(x) (D2 u)(t, x) [B(x)]∗

)
= 0

u(0, x) = ϕ(x)

(1.2)

and the solution X of the corresponding SPDE in the case of superlinearly growing coefficients
under suitable assumptions. In particular, our results include the benchmark cases of stochastic
Burgers equations and stochastic 2D-Navier-Stokes equations.

A major challenge is the notion of solution for the Kolmogorov backward equation (1.2).
We cannot expect (1.2) to have a classical (C2-)solution. Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14]
proved that even in finite dimensions and for bounded and smooth functions F , B, and ϕ
the solution of (1.2) might not be classical. For this reason we will consider the notion of
viscosity solutions. A viscosity solution is informally speaking a function which in each point
can be approximated from above with classical subsolutions and from below with classical
supersolutions; see Definition 2.5 for a precise definition. We note that Definition 2.5 is a slight
generalization of [16, Definition 3.3] in order to allow for unbounded initial function; see Remark
2.6 below. To the best of our knowledge there exists no result in the literature establishing
existence and uniqueness of solutions of infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov backward equations
if F is unbounded and not globally one-sided Lipschitz continuous and B is non-constant. To
illustrate our main results, we consider in the following theorem the stochastic Burgers equation.

Theorem 1.1. Let T ∈ (0,∞), let H = L2((0, 1);R), let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space with a
normal filtration1 (Ft)t∈[0,T ], let (Wt)t∈[0,T ] be an IdH-cylindrical (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-Wiener process and
for every x ∈ H let Xx : [0, T ]× Ω→ H be a mild solution of the stochastic Burgers equation

(1.3) Xx
t = x+

∫ t

0

∆Xx
s − 1

2
((Xx

s )2)′ ds+

∫ t

0

Xx
s · (−∆)−1 dWs,

let ϕ ∈ C(H,R) have at most polynomial growth, and let u : [0, T ] × H → R be the function
satisfying for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ H that u(t, x) = E[ϕ(Xx

t )]. Then it holds that u ∈ C([0, T ] ×

1This means ∀t ∈ [0, T ] : {A ⊆ Ω: P(A) = 0} ⊆ Ft =
⋂

s∈(t,T ] Fs

5



6 1. INTRODUCTION

H,R) and that u is the unique viscosity solution (cf. Definition 2.5) of

∂
∂t
u(t, x)−

∫ 1

0

(x′′(r)− 1
2
(x2)′(r))

(
(DHu)(t, x)

)
(r) dr − 1

2
tr
(
x · (D2

H u)(t, x) · x∗ (−∆)−2
)

= 0

(1.4)

for t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ H, relative to ((0, T ) ×H 3 (t, u) → 1/2‖u‖2
H1/2
∈ [0,∞],R × H,R × H1/2)

which grows at most polynomially and satisfies u(0, ·) = ϕ(·).

Theorem 1.1 follows directly from Corollary 6.32 and Remark 6.43.
Stochastic representations of finite-dimensional PDEs are well known. Theorem 4.3 in

Pardoux & Peng [27] shows that the semigroup of an SDE is the unique viscosity solution of the
corresponding Kolmogorov equation if the drift and the diffusion functions are globally Lipschitz
continuous. Furthermore, Theorem 4.14 and Theorem 4.16 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen
[14] imply that the semigroup is the unique viscosity solution satisfying a growth condition
of the corresponding Kolmogorov equation if the drift and the diffusion functions are locally
Lipschitz continuous and there exists a Lyapunov function. Moreover, existence and uniqueness
of viscosity solutions for finite-dimensional Kolmogorov equations have been established e.g. in
Theorem 8.2 in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5] if the drift is globally one-sided Lipschitz continuous
and the diffusion is globally Lipschitz continuous and for at most polynomially growing solutions
in Theorem C.3.4 in Peng [28] if the drift is locally Lipschitz continuous and the diffusion is
constant.

There are mainly two different approaches to show existence and uniqueness of solutions
for infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov equations. The first one is using the notion of viscosity
solution. In this approach with the exception of Gozzi, Sritharan & Świȩch [12] (which assumes
B to be constant) it is assumed that F and B are globally (one-sided) Lipschitz continuous
which is a very strong tool. In particular, Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 in Lions [22] assume
that the drift and the diffusion function are globally Lipschitz continuous and there exists a
classical unbounded subsolution, Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 6.2 in Ishii [16] establish existence
and uniqueness of bounded viscosity solutions for infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov equations of
SPDEs if the nonlinearity and diffusion functions are globally Lipschitz continuous. Moreover,
Theorem 3.8 in Gozzi, Rouy & Świȩch [11] proves existence and uniqueness of bounded viscosity
solutions of elliptic infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov equations of SPDEs, if F is globally one-
sided Lipschitz continuous with respect to suitable norms, if B is globally Lipschitz continuous
with respect to suitable norms, and if F and B have at most linear growth and are uniformly
continuous. Theorem 6.3 in Gozzi, Sritharan & Świȩch [12] shows the uniqueness and existence
of at most polynomially growing viscosity solutions of the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellmann equations
associated with the stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations with periodic boundary conditions,
if B is constant, if ϕ is Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets with respect to suitable norms and
at most polynomially growing, and if some other conditions are fulfilled. Moreover, Theorem
3.1 in Bang & Tran [1] shows the uniqueness and existence of at most linear growing viscosity
solutions of infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov equations of SPDEs, if F is globally one-sided
Lipschitz continuous with respect to suitable norms, if B is globally Lipschitz continuous with
respect to suitable norms, if F and B have at most linear growth, and if ϕ is bounded and
uniformly continuous.

The other approach is to study the equation (1.4) using the smoothing property of the
semigroup. These methods need as a very strong tool that B is non-degenerate and often
assume B to be constant. For example Theorem 5.3.5 in Cerrai [2] proves that the semigroup is
the unique classical solution of (1.4) if F is globally Lipschitz continuous, B is non-degenerate
and constant, ϕ is bounded, and if suitable additional assumptions are fulfilled. In addition,
Da Prato [8] studies elliptic Kolmogorov equations and establishes in Theorem 5.25 (resp.
Theorem 6.14) that the semigroup is the unique strong solutions of the elliptic Kolmogorov

2with B ← IdH−1 , U ← H−1
3with s← 1, b← ([0, 1]×R 3 (x, y)→ y ∈ R)
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equations of stochastic Burgers equations (resp. stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations) with
periodic boundary conditions if B satisfies B = (−∆)γ, with γ > 1/4 (resp. B = (−∆)γ,
with γ > 1). Furthermore, Theorem 2.15 in Flandoli, Luo & Ricci [10] shows uniqueness
and existence of a suitable mild solution, if F is bounded, B is non-degenerate and constant,
and if ϕ is bounded. Further result showing uniqueness and existence of solutions includes
Theorem 9.27 in Da Prato & Zabczyk [7] for Kolmogorov backward equations of SPDEs if F
is bounded and Lipschitz continuous and B is constant, Theorem 3.6 in Gubinelli & Perkowski
[13] for Kolmogorov backward equations of stochastic Burgers equations with additive space-
time white noise, Theorem 2.2 in Röckner & Sobol [30] for Kolmogorov forward equations of
stochastic Burgers with additive trace-class noise and Theorem 2.2 in Röckner & Sobol [29] for
Kolmogorov forward equations of stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations with multiplicative
trace-class noise.

1.1. Notation

The following notation is used throughout this book. We denote by (0,∞], [0,∞], N, and
by N0 the sets satisfying that (0,∞] = (0,∞)∪{∞}, [0,∞] = [0,∞)∪{∞}, N = {1, 2, 3, . . .},
and that N0 = N ∪ {0} and we denote by sup(∅), inf(∅), 0

0
, 00, 0 · ∞, 1∞, and by ∞0 the

extended real number satisfying that sup(∅) = −∞, inf(∅) = ∞, 0
0

= 0, 00 = 1, 0 · ∞ = 0,
1∞ = 1, and that ∞0 = 1. For all sets A,B,C,D with D ⊆ C and every function f : A → B
we denote by 1D : C → {0, 1} the function satisfying for all x ∈ C that

(1.5) 1D(x) =

{
1 if x ∈ D
0 if x /∈ D

,

by f(A) the set satisfying that f(A) = {f(x) : x ∈ A}, by P(A) the power set of A, by M(A,B)
the set of all mappings from A to B, and by f |C : C ∩ A → B the function satisfying for all
x ∈ C ∩A that f |C(x) = f(x). Moreover, for real Hilbert spaces H1 = (H1, 〈·, ·〉H1 , ‖ · ‖H1) and
H2 = (H2, 〈·, ·〉H2 , ‖ · ‖H2) we denote by 〈·, ·〉H1×H2 : H1 ×H2 → R the scalar product satisfying
for all (x1, x2), (x3, x4) ∈ H1 × H2 that 〈(x1, x2), (x3, x4)〉H1×H2 = 〈x1, x3〉H1 + 〈x2, x4〉H2 , by
‖·‖H1×H2 : H1×H2 → [0,∞) the norm satisfying for all (x1, x2) ∈ H1×H2 that ‖(x1, x2)‖2

H1×H2
=

‖x1‖2
H1

+‖x2‖2
H2
, by H1×H2 the Hilbert space satisfying that H1×H2 = (H1×H2, 〈·, ·〉H1×H2 , ‖·

‖H1×H2), by ‖ · ‖L(H1,H2) : L(H1,H2)→ [0,∞) the norm satisfying for all A ∈ L(H1,H2) that

(1.6) ‖A‖L(H1,H2) =

{
supx∈H1\{0}

‖Ax‖H2

‖x‖H1
, if H1 6= {0}

1, if H1 = {0},

by L(H1,H2) the Banach space satisfying that L(H1,H2) = (L(H1,H2), ‖ · ‖L(H1,H2)), by H′1 =
L(H1,R) its dual space, and by HS(H1,H2) = (HS(H1,H2), 〈·, ·〉HS(H1,H2), ‖ · ‖HS(H1,H2)) the
Hilbert space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H1 to H2. Furthermore, for Hilbert spaces
H1 = (H1, 〈·, ·〉H1 , ‖ · ‖H1), H2 = (H2, 〈·, ·〉H2 , ‖ · ‖H2), a closed linear subspace V ⊆ H1, the
dual spaces H′1 = (H1, ‖ · ‖H1), (H1 × H2)′ = ((H1 × H2)′, ‖ · ‖(H1×H2)′), and V′ = (V ′, ‖ ·
‖V ′), r ∈ R, subsets A,B ⊆ H1, a dense subset M ( H1 an open set O ⊆ H1, a function
f : O → H2, we denote by spanH1

(A) the set satisfying that spanH1
(A) = {x ∈ H : (∃n ∈

N,∃λ1, . . . , λn ∈ R,∃x1, . . . , xn ∈ A : x =
∑n

i=1(λixi))}, by AH1 ⊆ H1 the set satisfying that

AH1 = {x ∈ H1 : (∃(xn)n∈N ⊆ A : limn→∞ ‖x − xn‖H1 = 0)}, by A + B the set satisfying that
A+B = {a+ b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B}, by A−B the set satisfying that A−B = {a− b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B},
by rA the set satisfying that rA = {ra : a ∈ A}, by distH1 : H1 × P(H1)→ [0,∞] the function
satisfying for all x ∈ H1 and all A ∈ P(H1) that distH1(x,A) = inf{‖x − y‖H1 : y ∈ A}, by
πH1
M : H1 → H1 the operator satisfying that πH1

M = IdH1 , by πH1
V : H1 → V the projection from

H1 to V , by π
H′1
V ′ : H ′1 → H ′1 the operator satisfying for all ξ ∈ H ′1 that π

H′1
V ′ ξ = ξπH1

V , by

π
(H1×H2)′

1 : (H1 × H2)′ → H ′1, the operator satisfying for all ξ ∈ (H1 × H2)′ and all x ∈ H1

that (π
(H1×H2)′

1 ξ)(x) = ξ(x, 0), by π
(H1×H2)′

2 : (H1 × H2)′ → H ′2 the operator satisfying for all
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ξ ∈ (H1 × H2)′ and all y ∈ H2 that (π
(H1×H2)′

2 ξ)(y) = ξ(0, y), by Cn
H1,H2

(A,H2), n ∈ N0, the
sets satisfying that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that

Cn
H1,H2

(O,H2) = {f ∈M(O,H2) : f is n times continuously Fréchet differentiable with

respect to the ‖ · ‖H1-norm and the ‖ · ‖H2-norm},(1.7)

by CH1,H2(O,H2) the set satisfying that CH1,H2(O,H2) = C0
H1,H2

(O,H2), by Cn
H1

(O,R), n ∈ N0,
the sets satisfying that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that Cn

H1
(O,R) = Cn

H1,R
(O,R), by CH1(O,R) the

set satisfying that CH1(O,R) = C0
H1

(O,R), by DH1,H2 the first Fréchet derivative with respect
to the ‖ · ‖H1-norm and the ‖ · ‖H2-norm, by D2

H1,H2
the second Fréchet derivative with respect

to the ‖ · ‖H1-norm and the ‖ · ‖H2-norm, by DH1 the operator satisfying that DH1 = DH1,R, by
D2

H1
the operator satisfying that D2

H1
= D2

H1,R
, for an open set U ⊆ R and u ∈ C1

R×H1,R
(U ×

O,H2) (resp. u ∈ C2
R×H1,R

(U × O,H2)) we denote by DH1u ∈ CR×H1,L(H1,R)(U × O,L(H1,R))

(resp. D2
H1
u ∈ CR×H1,L(H1,L(H1,R))(U × O,L(H1,L(H1,R)))) the partial derivative satisfying

for all (t, x) ∈ O × U and all y ∈ H1 that (DH1u)(t, x)(y) = (DR×H1u)(t, x)(0, y) (resp. the
partial derivative satisfying for all (t, x) ∈ O × U and all y, z ∈ H1 that (D2

H1
u)(t, x)(y)(z) =

(D2
R×H1

u)(t, x)(0, y)(0, z)), and we call a set B ⊆ H1 H1-bounded if sup{‖x‖H1 : x ∈ B} < ∞
and H1-closed if BH1 = B, and we call the function f H2-bounded if f(O) is H2-bounded.
Furthermore, we denote by Γ: (0,∞) → (0,∞) the Gamma function, that is, the function
satisfying for all x ∈ (0,∞) that Γ(x) =

∫∞
0
tx−1e−t dt. For anR-vector space V , and a mapping

‖·‖ : V → [0,∞] which satisfies for all v, w ∈ V , λ ∈ R that (‖v‖ = 0⇔ v = 0), ‖λv‖ = |λ| ‖v‖,
and ‖v + w‖ ≤ ‖v‖+‖w‖ we call ‖·‖ an extended norm on V and we call (V, ‖·‖) an extendedly
normed R-vector space. For a metric space (M,d), an extendedly normed vector space (E, ‖·‖),
a real number r ∈ [0, 1], and a set A ⊆ (0,∞) we denote by |·|Cr,A(M,‖·‖) , |·|Cr(M,‖·‖) , ‖·‖C(M,‖·‖) ,

‖·‖Cr(M,‖·‖) : M(M,E)→ [0,∞] the mappings satisfying for all f ∈M(M,E) that

|f |Cr,A(M,‖·‖) = sup
({
‖f(e1)−f(e2)‖
|d(e1,e2)|r : e1, e2 ∈M,d(e1, e2) ∈ A

}
∪ {0}

)
∈ [0,∞],(1.8)

|f |Cr(M,‖·‖) = |f |Cr,(0,∞)(M,‖·‖) ∈ [0,∞],(1.9)

‖f‖C(M,‖·‖) = sup({‖f(e)‖ : e ∈M} ∪ {0}) ∈ [0,∞],(1.10)

‖f‖Cr(M,‖·‖) = ‖f‖C(M,‖·‖) + |f |Cr(M,‖·‖) ∈ [0,∞](1.11)

and we denote by Cr(M, ‖·‖) the set satisfying that

(1.12) Cr(M, ‖·‖) = {f ∈ C(M,E) : ‖f‖Cr(M,‖·‖) <∞}.
For a measure space (Ω,F, µ), an extendedly normed vector space (V, ‖·‖), and real numbers
p ∈ [0,∞), q ∈ (0,∞) we denote by L0(µ; ‖·‖) the set given by

(1.13) L0(µ; ‖·‖) =
{
f ∈M(Ω, V ) : f is (F, ‖·‖)-strongly measurable

}
,

we denote by ‖·‖Lq(µ;‖·‖) : L0(µ; ‖·‖)→ [0,∞] the mapping which satisfies for all f ∈ L0(µ; ‖·‖)
that

(1.14) ‖f‖Lq(µ;‖·‖) =

[∫
Ω

‖f(ω)‖q µ( dω)

]1/q

∈ [0,∞],

we denote by Lq(µ; ‖·‖) the set given by

(1.15) Lq(µ; ‖·‖) =
{
f ∈ L0(µ; ‖·‖) : ‖f‖Lq(µ;‖·‖) <∞

}
.

In addition, for a real Hilbert space H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H), a subset A ⊆ H, and a function
f : A → R ∪ {−∞,∞} we call an element x ∈ A a strict H-maximum of f , if x is a global
maximum of f and if for all (xn)n∈N ⊆ A with limn→∞ f(xn) = f(x) it holds that limn→∞ ‖xn−
x‖H = 0. For the rest of this section fix real Hilbert spaces H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) and
X = (X, 〈·, ·〉X , ‖ · ‖X) satisfying that X ⊆ H, X is embedded continuously in H, and X is
dense in H with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and fix the dual spaces H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′) and
X′ = (X ′, ‖ · ‖X′). Then we denote by 〈·, ·〉H,H′ : H ×H ′ → R and by 〈·, ·〉H′,H : H ′ ×H → R
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the functions satisfying for all x ∈ H and y ∈ H ′ that 〈y, x〉H′,H = 〈x, y〉H,H′ = y(x), by SH,H′ =
{B ∈ L(H,H′) : (∀x, y ∈ H : 〈x,By〉H,H′ = 〈y,Bx〉H,H′)} the set of all bounded symmetric
linear operators from H into H ′, and by ⊗ : H ′×H ′ → L(H,H′) the operator satisfying for all
x ∈ H and all y1, y2 ∈ H ′ that

(1.16) (y1 ⊗ y2)(x) = 〈x, y1〉H,H′ · y2.

Moreover, we denote by IH : H → H ′ the function from H to H ′ satisfying for all x, y ∈ H that

(1.17) 〈IHx, y〉H′,H = 〈x, y〉H ,
by · : SH,H′ × SH,H′ → SH,H′ the multiplication operator satisfying for all A, B ∈ SH,H′ that
A ·B = AI−1

H B, and by EX′,H′ : D(EX′,H′) ⊆ X ′ → H ′ the extension operator satisfying that

(1.18) D(EX′,H′) = {x ∈ X ′ : (∃C ∈ (0,∞) : ∀y ∈ X : 〈x, y〉X′,X ≤ C‖y‖H)}
and satisfying that for all x ∈ D(EX′,H′) and all y ∈ X it holds that

(1.19) 〈EX′,H′(x), y〉H′,H = 〈x, y〉X′,X .
Note that X ⊆ H implies that for all y ∈ H ′ it holds that y|X ∈ X ′ and thus we have for
all A ∈ SH,H′ that (A|X)|X ∈ SX,X′ and it holds for all y ∈ H ′ and all x ∈ X ⊆ H that
〈x, y|X〉X,X′ = 〈x, y〉H,H′ . Furthermore, for all B,C ∈ SX,X′ we write B ≤ C in the following if
for all x ∈ X it holds that 〈x,Bx〉X,X′ ≤ 〈x,Cx〉X,X′ . Moreover, for a set W ⊆ X we call a
function F : W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R degenerate elliptic (see, e.g., (F0) in Ishii [16]) if for all
x ∈ W , r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′ and all A,B ∈ SX,X′ with A ≥ B we have F (x, r, p, A) ≤ F (x, r, p, B).
In addition, for a set O ⊆ H, a dense subset W ⊆ O, and a function u : O → R∪{−∞,∞} we
denote by uWH : O → R ∪ {−∞,∞} and by uWH : O → R ∪ {−∞,∞} the functions satisfying
for all x ∈ O that

(1.20) uWH (x) = lim
ε↓0

sup{u(y) : y ∈ W, ‖x− y‖H ≤ ε}

and that

(1.21) uWH (x) = lim
ε↓0

inf{u(y) : y ∈ W, ‖x− y‖H ≤ ε}.





CHAPTER 2

Main properties of viscosity solutions

The classical notion of viscosity solutions introduced in Crandall & Lions [6] (see also
Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5]) are not suited to deal with discontinuous differential equation. For
this reason Ishii introduced in [16] a more general notion of viscosity solutions which overcomes
this problem. In Definition 2.5 below we slightly generalize the notion of viscosity solution of
Ishii [16, Definition 3.3] to allow for unbounded initial function; see Remark 2.6 below.

In the first part of this chapter we define viscosity solutions and we show that many impor-
tant properties of viscosity solutions also hold for our more general notion of viscosity solutions.
In the next two parts we prove two important lemmas needed in chapter 4. In particular we
prove in the second part that viscosity solutions are stable under limits (Lemma 2.18). And in
the final part of this chapter we prove a chain rule for semijets and a lifting result for viscosity
solutions (Lemma 2.22). This will allow us in chapter 4 to treat finite-dimensional viscosity
solutions as viscosity solutions over an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. This chapter is based
on Section 4.2 and Section 4.3 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] and Section 2 in Ishii
[16]. Throughout this book we use the notation from Section 2.1 below.

2.1. Semijets

First we recall (a minor generalization since we allow for all x ∈ O that u(x) ∈ {−∞,∞}
of) the definition of the semijets (see, e.g., Section 2 in Ishii [16]).

Definition 2.1 (Second-order semijets). Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a real Hilbert space and
denote by H ′ the set satisfying that H ′ = L(H,R) and by H′ the Hilbert space satisfying that
H′ = L(H,R), let O ⊆ H be an open set and let u : O → R ∪ {−∞,∞} be a function. Then

we denote by J2
H,+u, J2

H,−u, Ĵ2
H,+u, Ĵ2

H,−u : O → P(H ′ × SH,H′) the functions satisfying for all

x ∈ O with u(x) /∈ R that
(
J2
H,+u

)
(x) =

(
Ĵ2
H,+u

)
(x) =

(
J2
H,−u

)
(x) =

(
Ĵ2
H,−u

)
(x) = ∅ and for all

x ∈ O with u(x) ∈ R that

(
J2
H,+u

)
(x) =

{
(p,A) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ : lim sup

O3y→x

(
u(y)−u(x)−〈p,y−x〉H′,H−

1
2
〈y−x,A(y−x)〉H,H′

‖x−y‖2H

)
≤ 0

}
,

(
Ĵ2
H,+u

)
(x) =

(p,A) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ :


∃ (xn, pn, An)n∈N ⊆ O ×H ′ × SH,H′ :(
∀n ∈ N : (pn, An) ∈ (J2

H,+u)(xn)
)

and
limn→∞(‖x− xn‖H + |u(x)− u(xn)|

+‖p− pn‖H′ + ‖A− An‖L(H,H′)) = 0


 ,

(
J2
H,−u

)
(x) =

{
(p,A) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ : lim inf

O3y→x

(
u(y)−u(x)−〈p,y−x〉H′,H−

1
2
〈y−x,A(y−x)〉H,H′

‖y−x‖2H

)
≥ 0

}
,

(
Ĵ2
H,−u

)
(x) =

(p,A) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ :


∃ (xn, pn, An)n∈N ⊆ O ×H ′ × SH,H′ :(
∀n ∈ N : (pn, An) ∈ (J2

H,−u)(xn)
)

and
limn→∞(‖x− xn‖H + |u(x)− u(xn)|

+‖p− pn‖H′ + ‖A− An‖L(H,H′)) = 0


 .

(2.1)

Remark 2.2. Note that J2
H,+ and Ĵ2

H,+ are monotone in the second argument and that Ĵ2
H,+ is

closed under limits. The corresponding statements holds for J2
H,− resp. Ĵ2

H,−. Moreover, for every

function u : O → R∪{−∞,∞} it holds that J2
H,−u = −J2

H,+(−u) and that Ĵ2
H,−u = −Ĵ2

H,+(−u).

11
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2.2. Setting

Throughout this chapter the following setting is frequently used. Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H)
and X = (X, 〈·, ·〉X , ‖ ·‖X) be real separable Hilbert spaces with the property that X ⊆ H, that
X is embedded continuously in H, and that X is dense in H with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, let
H′ = (H ′, ‖·‖H′) and X′ = (X ′, ‖·‖X′) be the dual spaces, let O ⊆ H be an open set, let W ⊆ O
be a subset satisfying that W is dense in O with respect to the ‖·‖H-norm, let h : O → R∪{∞}
be a with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm lower semicontinuous function with the property that
h|X ∈ C2

X(X ∩ O,R) and that W = {y ∈ X ∩ O : (DX(h|X))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′), (J2
H,−h)(y) 6= ∅},

let U be the set satisfying that U = O ×R ×H ′ × SH,H′ and let W be the set satisfying that
W = W ×R×H ′ × SH,H′ .

2.3. Notation

Before we now give the definition of a viscosity solution let us introduce some additional
notation.

Definition 2.3. Assume the Setting in Section 2.2, for functions F : W ×R×H ′× SX,X′ → R

and u : O → R ∪ {−∞,∞}, and for δ ∈ (0,∞), we will denote by u+,W
H,δ,h, u

−,W
H,δ,h : O → R ∪

{−∞,∞} the functions satisfying for all x ∈ O that

(2.2) u+,W
H,δ,h(x) = (u+ δh)W

H
(x)

and that

(2.3) u−,WH,δ,h(x) = (u− δh)
W

H (x),

by F+
H,X,δ,h, F

−
H,X,δ,h : W → R, the functions satisfying for all (x, r, p, B) ∈ W that

(2.4) F+
H,X,δ,h(x, r, p, B) = F

(
x, r+δh(x), p+δEX′,H′((DX(h|X))(x)), (B|X)|X +δ(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)

and that

(2.5) F−H,X,δ,h(x, r, p, B) = F
(
x, r−δh(x), p−δEX′,H′((DX(h|X))(x)), (B|X)|X−δ(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
,

by d+,W
H,δ,h,u, d

−,W
H,δ,h,u : U2 → [0,∞] the functions satisfying for all (ξ, η) = ((x, r, p, B), (y, s, q, C))

∈ U2 that
(2.6)

d+,W
H,δ,h,u(ξ, η) =


‖x− y‖H ∨ |r − s| ∨ ‖p− q‖H′ ∨ ‖B − C‖L(H,H′) ∨ |u+,W

H,δ,h(x)− u+,W
H,δ,h(y)|

if u+,W
H,δ,h(x), u+,W

H,δ,h(y) ∈ R
∞ if u+,W

H,δ,h(x) or u+,W
H,δ,h(y) /∈ R

and that

d−,WH,δ,h,u(ξ, η) =


‖x− y‖H ∨ |r − s| ∨ ‖p− q‖H′ ∨ ‖B − C‖L(H,H′) ∨ |u−,WH,δ,h(x)− u−,WH,δ,h(y)|

if u−,WH,δ,h(x), u−,WH,δ,h(y) ∈ R
∞ if u−,WH,δ,h(x) or u−,WH,δ,h(y) /∈ R

,

(2.7)

by F+
H,X,δ,h,u, F

−
H,X,δ,h,u : U → R ∪ {−∞,∞} the functions satisfying for all ξ ∈ U that

(2.8) F+
H,X,δ,h,u(ξ) = lim

ε↓0
inf
{
F+
H,X,δ,h(η) : η ∈ W , d−,WH,δ,h,u(ξ, η) ≤ ε

}
and that

(2.9) F−H,X,δ,h,u(ξ) = lim
ε↓0

sup
{
F−H,X,δ,h(η) : η ∈ W , d+,W

H,δ,h,u(ξ, η) ≤ ε
}
.

Remark 2.4. By construction, F+
H,X,δ,h,u (resp. F−H,X,δ,h,u) is lower (resp. upper) semicontinuous

with respect to the disctance function d−,WH,δ,h,u (resp. d+,W
H,δ,h,u).
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2.4. Definition and basic properties of viscosity solutions

With this notation we give the definition of viscosity solutions.

Definition 2.5 (Viscosity solution). Assume the setting in Section 2.2 and let F : W × R ×
H ′ × SX,X′ → R be a degenerate elliptic function. A function u : O → R ∪ {−∞} is said to be
a viscosity subsolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X) (or, equivalently, a viscosity solution of
F ≤ 0 relative to (h,H,X) ) if u is locally bounded from above and if it holds for all x ∈ O,

δ ∈ (0,∞), and all φ ∈ C2
H(O,R) with φ ≥ u−,WH,δ,h and φ(x) = u−,WH,δ,h(x) that

(2.10) F+
H,X,δ,h,u

(
x, φ(x), (DH φ)(x), (D2

H φ)(x)
)
≤ 0.

Similarly, a function u : O → R∪ {∞} is said to be a viscosity supersolution of F = 0 relative
to (h,H,X) (or, equivalently, a viscosity solution of F ≥ 0 relative to (h,H,X) ) if u is locally

bounded from below and if it holds for all x ∈ O and all φ ∈ C2
H(O,R) with φ ≤ u+,W

H,δ,h and

φ(x) = u+,W
H,δ,h(x) that

(2.11) F−H,X,δ,h,u
(
x, φ(x), (DH φ)(x), (D2

H φ)(x)
)
≥ 0.

Finally, a function u : O → R is said to be a viscosity solution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X)
if u is both a viscosity subsolution and a viscosity supersolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X).
In addition, we call u : O → R a classical viscosity solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution)
if u ∈ CH(O,R) and if u is a viscosity solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) relative to
(x ∈ H → 0 ∈ R,H,H).

Remark 2.6. With the additional assumption that h is convex and that {x ∈ H : (J2
H,−)(x)

6= ∅} ⊆ X we get the Definition 2.3 in Ishii [16].

Remark 2.7. For continuous F and with X ← H and h← 0 we get the ”classical” definition
of viscosity solution (see, e.g., Section 2 in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5] and also Definition 1.2
in Appendix C in Peng [28]).

The following elementary lemma for viscosity solutions slightly generalizes, e.g., Lemma 4.2
in in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14]. The proof is straight-forward and therefore omitted.

Lemma 2.8 (Sign changes of viscosity solutions). Assume the setting in Section 2.2, let
F : W ×R×H ′× SX,X′ → R be a degenerate elliptic function, and let u : O → R be a viscosity

solution of F ≥ 0 relative to (h,H,X). Then the function F̃ : W × R × H ′ × SX,X′ → R

satisfying for all (x, r, p, A) ∈ W × R × H ′ × SX,X′ that F̃ (x, r, p, A) = −F (x,−r,−p,−A) is

degenerate elliptic and the function O 3 x 7→ −u(x) ∈ R is a viscosity solution of F̃ ≤ 0
relative to (h,H,X). The corresponding statement holds for viscosity solutions of F ≤ 0 and
F = 0 relative to (h,H,X) respectively.

In the next lemma we give an alternative characterization of the semijets via test functions
(see also Remark 2.3 in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5] and Lemma 4.4 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler &
Jentzen [14]). More precisely, the upper semijet (J2

H,+u)(x) of a function u : O → R∪{−∞,∞}
at a point x ∈ O is the set of tuples of first and second order derivatives at x of C2-functions
lying above u and touching u in x.

Lemma 2.9 (Properties of semijets). Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a real Hilbert space and
let H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′) be its dual space, let O ⊆ H be an open set, and let u : O → R∪{−∞,∞}
be locally bounded from above (resp. below). Then we have for all x ∈ O with u(x) ∈ R that

(J2
H,+u)(x) =

{(
(DH φ)(x), (D2

H φ)(x)
)
∈ H ′ × SH,H′

:
(
φ ∈ C2

H(O,R) with u(x) = φ(x) and u ≤ φ
)}

=
{(

(DH φ)(x), (D2
H φ)(x)

)
∈ H ′ × SH,H′

:
(
φ ∈ C2

H(O,R) and u− φ has a local maximum at x
)}

(2.12)
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(resp. that

(J2
H,−u)(x) =

{(
(DH φ)(x), (D2

H φ)(x)
)
∈ H ′ × SH,H′

:
(
φ ∈ C2

H(O,R) with u(x) = φ(x) and u ≥ φ
)}

=
{(

(DH φ)(x), (D2
H φ)(x)

)
∈ H ′ × SH,H′

:
(
φ ∈ C2

H(O,R) and u− φ has a local minimum at x
)}

).

(2.13)

As an immediate consequence we get the following corollary (see also Remark 2.3 in Cran-
dall, Ishii & Lions [5] and Corollary 4.5 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14]).

Corollary 2.10 (Characterizations of viscosity solutions). Assume the setting in Section 2.2,
let F : W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R be a degenerate elliptic function, and let u : O → R ∪ {−∞}
be locally bounded from above. Then the following three assertions are equivalent:

• u is a viscosity subsolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X) (u is a viscosity solution of
F ≤ 0 relative to (h,H,X)),

• for every x ∈ O, δ ∈ (0,∞) with u−,WH,δ,h(x) ∈ R, and every φ ∈ {ψ ∈ C2
H(O,R) : x is a

local maximum of (u−,WH,δ,h − ψ) : O → R ∪ {−∞}} it holds that

F+
H,X,δ,h,u

(
x, u−,WH,δ,h(x), (DH φ)(x), (D2

H φ)(x)
)
≤ 0,

• for every x ∈ O, δ ∈ (0,∞), and every (p,A) ∈ (J2
H,+u

−,W
H,δ,h)(x) it holds that

F+
H,X,δ,h,u(x, u

−,W
H,δ,h(x), p, A) ≤ 0.

The corresponding statement holds for viscosity supersolutions relative to (h,H,X) and viscosity
solutions relative to (h,H,X).

For convenience of the reader we recall another characterization of viscosity solutions which
corresponds to the statement given on page 608 and 609 in Ishii [16] (see also Remark 2.4
in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5] and Corollary 4.6 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14]). It
follows immediately from Corollary 2.10, Remark 2.4, and the fact that for all x ∈ O with
u−,WH,δ,h(x) ∈ {−∞,∞} it holds that (J2

H,+u
−,W
H,δ,h)(x) = ∅.

Corollary 2.11 (Alternative characterizations of viscosity solutions). Assume the setting in
Section 2.2, let F : W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R be a degenerate elliptic function, and let u : O →
R ∪ {−∞} be locally bounded from above. Then u is a viscosity solution of F ≤ 0 relative to

(h,H,X) if and only if it holds for every x ∈ O, δ ∈ (0,∞), and every (p,A) ∈ (Ĵ2
H,+u

−,W
H,δ,h)(x)

that F+
H,X,δ,h,u(x, u

−,W
H,δ,h(x), p, A) ≤ 0. The corresponding statement holds for viscosity solutions

of F ≥ 0 relative to (h,H,X) and of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X), respectively.

For the next proposition we need an additional lemma from functional analysis.

Lemma 2.12. Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a real Hilbert space, let O ⊆ H be an open and
convex set, let h : O → R∪{−∞,∞} be a with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm lower semicontinuous
and convex function, and let x ∈ O and (xn)n∈N ⊆ O satisfy that w − limn→∞ xn = x. Then it
holds that lim infn→∞ h(xn) ≥ h(x).

Proof of Lemma 2.12. Without loss of generality we assume that lim infn→∞ h(xn) =
limn→∞ h(xn) (else take a subsequence). Next notice that the uniform convergence principle
implies that (xn)n∈N ⊆ O is H-bounded and thus the Banach-Saks Theorem implies that there

exists a subsequence (nj)j∈N ⊆ N satisfying that limN→∞
1
N

∑N
j=1 xnj = x. Moreover, the

assumption that O is convex ensures that for all N ∈ N it holds that 1
N

∑N
j=1 xnj ∈ O and

combining this with the assumption that h is convex and lower semicontinuous with respect to
the ‖ · ‖H-norm shows then that

(2.14) h(x) ≤ lim
N→∞

h

(
1

N

N∑
j=1

xnj

)
≤ lim

N→∞

1

N

N∑
j=1

h(xnj) = lim
j→∞

h(xnj) = lim inf
n→∞

h(xn),
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which completes the proof of Lemma 2.12. �

The next two propositions, which basically are Proposition 2.2 in Ishii [16], give sufficient
conditions for the assumptions on h in Definition 2.5.

Proposition 2.13 (Points with nonempty semijet are dense for convex, semicontinuous func-
tions). Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a real Hilbert space, let H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′) be its dual
space, let O ⊆ H be an open and convex set, and let h : O → R ∪ {∞} be a with respect to the
‖ · ‖H-norm lower semicontinuous and convex function. Then {y ∈ O : (J2

H,−h)(y) 6= ∅} is a
dense subset of O with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm.

Proof of Proposition 2.13. If O = ∅, then the assertion is trivial. So for the rest of
the proof, we assume that O 6= ∅. In addition, for the rest of the proof fix x̂ ∈ O and denote by
K ⊆ H the set satisfying that K = {y ∈ O : ‖y− x̂‖H ≤ (distH(x̂, H\O)/2)∧ 1}. Furthermore,

for every α ∈ (0,∞) let (x
(n)
α )n∈N ⊆ K be a sequence with the property that

(2.15) lim
n→∞

(h(x(n)
α ) + α‖x(n)

α − x̂‖2
H) = inf

x∈K
(h(x) + α‖x− x̂‖2

H).

Since K is H-closed, H-bounded, and convex it follows from the Banach-Saks Theorem and from
Lemma 5.1.4 in Kato [20] that it is also weakly compact. Therefore for all α ∈ (0,∞) there

exists a ŷα ∈ K and a sequence (nαj )j∈N ⊆ N such that w − limj→∞ x
(nαj )
α = ŷα. This together

with (2.15), Lemma 2.12, and the fact that the functions O 3 x→ h(x)+α‖x−x̂‖2
H ∈ R∪{∞},

α ∈ (0,∞), are convex and lower semicontinuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm shows that
for all α ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
j→∞

h(x
(nαj )
α ) + α‖x(nαj )

α − x̂‖2
H ≥ h(ŷα) + α‖ŷα − x̂‖2

H ≥ inf
x∈K

(h(x) + α‖x− x̂‖2
H)

= lim
j→∞

h(x
(nαj )
α ) + α‖x(nαj )

α − x̂‖2
H .

(2.16)

Thus, for every α ∈ (0,∞), ŷα is the minimum of the function K 3 x → h(x) + α‖x − x̂‖2
H ∈

R ∪ {∞} and we hence have for all x ∈ K that

h(x) ≥ h(ŷα) + α‖ŷα − x̂‖2
H − α‖x− x̂‖2

H

= h(ŷα) + α〈(ŷα − x̂)− (x− x̂), (ŷα − x̂) + (x− x̂)〉H
(2.17)

= h(ŷα)− α〈x− ŷα, 2ŷα − 2x̂+ x− ŷα〉H = h(ŷα)− 2α〈x− ŷα, ŷα − x̂〉H − α‖ŷα − x‖2
H .

Moreover, since h is convex and lower semicontinuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, Lemma
2.12 shows that it is also bounded from below on the weakly compact set K. Thus it holds that
infx∈K h(x) > −∞ and this yields that for all α ∈ (0,∞) and all r ∈ (0, 1 ∧ distH(x̂, H\O)/2)
it holds that

( inf
x∈K

h(x)) + α‖ŷα − x̂‖2
H ≤ h(ŷα) + α‖ŷα − x̂‖2

H = inf
x∈K

(
h(x) + α‖x− x̂‖2

H

)
≤ inf

x∈O
‖x−x̂‖H≤r

(
h(x) + α‖x− x̂‖2

H

)
≤ inf

x∈O
‖x−x̂‖H≤r

(
h(x) + αr2

)
.(2.18)

Dividing now by α and taking the limits α→∞ and r → 0 we get

lim
α→∞

(
infx∈K h(x)

α
+ ‖ŷα − x̂‖2

H

)
= lim

α→∞

(
‖ŷα − x̂‖2

H

)
≤ lim

r↓0
lim
α→∞

inf
x∈O

‖x−x̂‖2H≤r

(
h(x)

α
+ r2

)
= 0.

(2.19)

This yields that limα→∞ ŷα = x̂. Thus choosing α ∈ (0,∞) big enough we get that ŷα is an inner
point of K and combining this with (2.17) shows that (−2αIH(ŷα − x̂),−2αIH) ∈

(
J2
H,−h

)
(ŷα).

Thus, since x̂ was arbitrary, we obtain that {y ∈ O : (J2
H,−h)(y) 6= ∅} is a dense subset of O

with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and this completes the proof of Proposition 2.13. �
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Proposition 2.14. Assume the setting in Section 2.2, and let x ∈ X ∩ O and (p,A) ∈
(J2

H,−h)(x). Then it holds that (DX(h|X))(x) ∈ D(EX′,H′), that EX′,H′
(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
= p,

and that (A|X)|X ≤ (D2
X(h|X))(x).

Proof of Proposition 2.14. Since X is embedded continuously and densely in H and

(p,A) ∈ (J2
H,−h)(x) we have that lim infO∩X3y→x

h(y)−h(x)−〈p,y−x〉H′,H−
1
2
〈A(y−x),(y−x)〉H′,H

‖x−y‖2X
≥ 0.

This yields that

lim inf
O∩X3y→x

〈(DX(h|X))(x)− p|X , y − x〉X′,X
‖x− y‖2

X

+
1
2
〈((D2

X(h|X))(x)− (A|X)|X)(y − x), y − x〉X′,X
‖x− y‖2

X

= lim inf
O∩X3y→x

(
h(y)− h(x)− 〈p, y − x〉H′,H − 1

2
〈A(y − x), y − x〉H′,H

‖x− y‖2
X

− h(y)− h(x)

‖x− y‖2
X

−
−〈(DX(h|X))(x), y − x〉X′,X − 1

2
〈(D2

X(h|X))(x)(y − x), y − x〉X′,X
‖x− y‖2

X

)
≥ 0.

(2.20)

Hence by choosing y = x+ te we get for all e ∈ X with ‖e‖X = 1 that

lim inf
06=t→0

(〈(DX(h|X))(x)− p|X , e〉X′,X
t

+ 1
2

〈
((D2

X(h|X))(x))e− (Ae)|X , e
〉
X′,X

)
≥ 0(2.21)

and thus it holds for all e ∈ X with ‖e‖X = 1 that 〈(DX(h|X))(x)− p|X , e〉X′,X = 0 and that

〈((D2
X(h|X))(x))e− (Ae)|X , e〉X′,X ≥ 0. Combining this with the fact that X is dense in H then

shows that (DX(h|X))(x) = p|X and that (A|X)|X ≤ (D2
X(h|X))(x). In addition, (DX(h|X))(x) =

p|X implies that for all y ∈ X it holds that |〈(DX(h|X))(x), y〉X′,X | = |〈p, y〉H′,H | ≤ ‖p‖H′ · ‖y‖H
and therefore (DX(h|X))(x) ∈ D(EX′,H′). This completes the proof of Proposition 2.14. �

The next proposition ensures that h still fulfills the assumptions in Definition 2.5 if it is
multiplied by a sufficiently nice function.

Proposition 2.15 (Stability of the set of ”h-functions” under multiplication with positive
C2-functions). Assume the setting in Section 2.2 and let V ∈ C2

H(O, (0,∞)). Then V h is lower
semicontinuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and it holds that (V h)|X ∈ C2

X(X ∩ O,R) and
that {y ∈ X ∩O : (DX(V h)|X)(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′), (J2

H,−(V h))(y) 6= ∅} = W.

Proof of Proposition 2.15. First note that the lower semicontinuity of h with respect
to the ‖ · ‖H-norm together with h|X ∈ C2

X(X ∩ O,R) and with V ∈ C2
H(O, (0,∞)) ensures

that V h is lower semicontinuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, that (V h)|X ∈ C2
X(X ∩

O,R), and that {z ∈ O ∩ X : (DX((V h)|X))(z) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} = {z ∈ O ∩ X : (DX(h|X))(z) ∈
D(EX′,H′)}. Next, Lemma 2.9 implies that for every z ∈ {y ∈ O : (J2

H,−h)(y) 6= ∅} there

exists a φz ∈ C2
H(O,R) such that φz(z) = h(z) and that φz ≤ h. Thus we have for every

z ∈ {y ∈ O : (J2
H,−h)(y) 6= ∅} that V (z)φz(z) = V (z)h(z) and that V φz ≤ V h and this implies

that ((DH(φzV ))(z), (D2
H(φzV ))(z)) ∈ (J2

H,−(V h))(z). Hence we get that {z ∈ O : (J2
H,−h)(z) 6=

∅} ⊆ {z ∈ O : (J2
H,−(V h))(z) 6= ∅}. Analogously it follows that {z ∈ O : (J2

H,−(V h))(z) 6= ∅} ⊆
{z ∈ O : (J2

H,−h)(z) 6= ∅} and this together with {z ∈ X ∩O : (DX((V h)|X))(z) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} =
{z ∈ X ∩O : (DX(h|X))(z) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} shows that

{y ∈ X ∩O : (DX((V h)|X))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′), (J2
H,−(V h))(y) 6= ∅} = W.(2.22)

This completes the proof of Proposition 2.15. �

Next we show that classical solutions are also viscosity solutions, cf. Ishii [16].

Lemma 2.16 (Classical solutions are viscosity solutions). Assume the setting in Section 2.2,
assume that {y ∈ O : (J2

H,−h)(y) 6= ∅} ⊆ X, let F : W ×R × H ′ × SX,X′ → R be a degenerate
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elliptic function, and let u ∈ C2
H(O,R) be a classical subsolution of F = 0, i.e., suppose that

for all x ∈ W it holds that

(2.23) F
(
x, u(x), (DH u)(x), ((D2

H u)(x)|X)|X
)
≤ 0.

Then u is also a viscosity subsolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X).

Proof of Lemma 2.16. If O = ∅, then the assertion is trivial. So for the rest of the proof,
we assume that O 6= ∅. In addition, note that the assumption that h is lower semicontinuous
with respect to the ‖ ·‖H-norm, and u is continuous with respect to the ‖ ·‖H-norm implies that
for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that u− δh is upper semicontinuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm,

and thus it holds for all δ ∈ (0,∞) and all x ∈ W that u−,WH,δ,h(x) = (u− δh)
W

H (x) = u(x)−δh(x).

Moreover, since u ∈ C2
H(O,R) we get for all x ∈ H and all δ ∈ (0,∞) that

(2.24) δ(J2
H,−h)(x) = (J2

H,+u)(x)− (J2
H,+(u− δh))(x).

This together with the assumption that W is dense in O with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm
and with O 6= ∅ shows that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that {y ∈ O : (J2

H,+(u − δh))(y) 6=
∅} ⊇ {y ∈ O : δ(J2

H,−(h))(y) 6= ∅} ⊇ W 6= ∅. In the next step fix δ ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ {y ∈
O : (J2

H,+(u−δh))(y) 6= ∅}, and (p,A) ∈ (J2
H,+(u−δh))(x). Then (2.24) implies that ((DH u)(x)−

p, (D2
H u)(x)−A) ∈ δ(J2

H,−h)(x) and thus the assumption {y ∈ O : (J2
H,−h)(y) 6= ∅} ⊆ X implies

that x ∈ X. Furthermore, it follows from Proposition 2.14 that

(DX(h|X))(x) ∈ D(EX′,H′), (DH u)(x)− p = δEX′,H′
(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, and that

(((D2
H u)(x)− A)|X)|X ≤ δ(D2

X(h|X))(x).
(2.25)

This shows that x ∈ W . Combining this with (2.8), the fact that u−,WH,δ,h(x) = u(x) − δh(x),
the assumption that F is degenerate elliptic, the assumption that W ⊆ X, and the assumption
that u is a classical subsolution of F = 0, shows that

F+
H,X,δ,h,u(x, u

−,W
H,δ,h(x), p, A) ≤ F+

H,X,δ,h(x, (u− δh)(x), p, A)

= F (x, (u− δh)(x) + δh(x), p+ δEX′,H′
(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, (A|X)|X + δ(D2

X(h|X))(x))

= F (x, u, (DH u)(x), (A|X)|X + δ(D2
X(h|X))(x))

≤ F (x, u(x), (DH u)(x), ((D2
H u)(x)|X)|X) ≤ 0.

(2.26)

Thus Corollary 2.10 shows that u is a viscosity subsolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X) and
this completes the proof of Lemma 2.16. �

The next lemma connects the definition of the viscosity solution given above with the
definition given in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5].

Lemma 2.17 (Continuous viscosity solutions are almost classical viscosity solutions). As-
sume the setting in Section 2.2, assume that for all x ∈ X it holds that

lim
ε→0

inf

{
h(y)− h(x)− 〈(DX(h|X))(x), y − x〉X′,X − 1

2
〈(D2

X(h|X))(x)(y − x), y − x〉X′,X
‖x− y‖2

H

:

y ∈ X, ‖y − x‖H ≤ ε

}
≥ 0,

(2.27)

let F : W ×R×H ′× SX,X′ → R be a degenerate elliptic function such that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it

holds that F+
H,X,δ,h is lower semicontinuous with respect to d−,WH,δ,h,u and that for all x ∈ W , p ∈ H ′,

r ∈ R, A ∈ SX,X′ and all (An)n∈N ⊆ SH,H′ satisfying for all ξ ∈ X that limn→∞ ‖An(ξ)|X −
A(ξ)‖X′ = 0 it holds that

(2.28) lim sup
n→∞

F (x, r, p, (An|X)|X) ≥ F (x, r, p, A),
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and let u ∈ CH(O,R) be a viscosity subsolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X). Then for all
x ∈ W satisfying that the set {y ∈ X : ((D2

X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} is dense in X with
respect to the ‖ · ‖X-norm and all (p,A) ∈ (J2

H,+u)(x) it holds that F (x, u(x), p, (A|X)|X) ≤ 0.

Proof of Lemma 2.17. As before note hat the assumption that h is lower semicontinuous
with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and u is continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm implies that
for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that u − δh is upper semicontinuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-

norm and thus it holds for all x ∈ W and for all δ ∈ (0,∞) that u−,WH,δ,h(x) = (u− δh)
W

H (x) =
u(x) − δh(x). Moreover, without loss of generality we can assume that there exist an x ∈ W
and (p,A) ∈ (J2

H,+u)(x) such that the set {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} is dense

in X with respect to the ‖ · ‖X-norm (else the assertion is trivial). From the definition of
W it follows that there exists a (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2

H,−h)(x) and Proposition 2.14 then implies that

EX′,H′
(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
= p̃ and that (Ã|X)|X ≤ (D2

X(h|X))(x). Furthermore, it follows that the

operator {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} 3 z → I−1

H EX′,H′
((

(D2
X(h|X))(x)

)
(z)
)
−

I−1
H Ã(z) ∈ H is self-adjoint and nonnegative and thus there exists a sequence (An)n∈N ⊆ SH,H

satisfying for all ξ ∈ {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} that

(2.29) lim
n→∞

Anξ = I−1
H EX′,H′

((
(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
(ξ)
)
− I−1

H Ã(ξ)

and satisfying for all ξ ∈ {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} and all n ∈ N that

〈Anξ, ξ〉H ≤ 〈(I−1
H EX′,H′ [(D

2
X(h|X))(x)]− I−1

H Ã)ξ, ξ〉H
= 〈(EX′,H′ [(D

2
X(h|X))(x)]− Ã)ξ, ξ〉H′,H = 〈((D2

X(h|X))(x))ξ − (Ãξ)|X , ξ〉X′,X
(2.30)

(take e.g. An =
∫ n

0
λdEλ where E denotes a projection-valued measure associated to the opera-

tor {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} 3 z → I−1

H EX′,H′
((

(D2
X(h|X))(x)

)
(z)
)
−I−1

H Ã(z) ∈
H (see, e.g., Ch. 6 §5 in Kato [20] ) ). In addition, (2.30) together with the assumption that
the set {y ∈ X : ((D2

X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} is dense in X with respect to the ‖ · ‖X-norm
implies that for all ξ ∈ X and all n ∈ N it holds that

(2.31) 〈(IHAnξ)|X , ξ〉X′,X = 〈Anξ, ξ〉H ≤ 〈((D2
X(h|X))(x))ξ − (Ãξ)|X , ξ〉X′,X .

This together with (2.27) shows then that for all n ∈ N it holds that

lim
ε→0

inf

{
h(y)− h(x)− 〈EX′,H′

(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, y − x〉H′,H

‖y − x‖2
H

−
1
2
〈(Ã+ IHAn)(y − x), y − x〉H′,H

‖y − x‖2
H

: y ∈ X, ‖y − x‖H ≤ ε

}

≥ lim
ε→0

inf

{
h(y)− h(x)− 〈(DX(h|X))(x), y − x〉X′,X − 1

2
〈
(
(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
(y − x), y − x〉X′,X

‖y − x‖2
H

:

y ∈ X, ‖y − x‖H ≤ ε

}
≥ 0.

(2.32)

Combining this with the assumption that X is continuously embedded in H shows for all n ∈ N
that

(
EX′,H′

(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, Ã + IHAn

)
∈ (J2

H,−h)(x). Furthermore, (2.29) implies that for all

ξ ∈ {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} it holds that

(2.33) lim
n→∞

‖(IHAnξ)|X −
(
(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
(ξ) + (Ã(ξ))|X‖X′ = 0.

Moreover, Lemma 3.2.4 in Zimmer [36] and (2.31) implies that for all n ∈ N it holds that
‖(IH(An|X))|X‖L(X,X′) ≤ ‖(D2

X(h|X))(x)‖L(X,X′) + ‖(Ã|X)|X‖L(X,X′) and this together with (2.33)
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yields that for all ξ ∈ X and all ξ̂ ∈ {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} it holds that

lim
n→∞

‖(IHAnξ)|X −
(
(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
(ξ) + (Ã(ξ))|X‖X′

≤ lim
n→∞

(
‖(IHAnξ̂)|X −

(
(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
(ξ̂) + (Ã(ξ̂))|X‖X′

+ ‖(IH(An(ξ − ξ̂)))|X −
(
(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
(ξ − ξ̂) + (Ã(ξ − ξ̂))|X‖X′

)
≤ ‖ξ − ξ̂‖X · (2‖(D2

X(h|X))(x)‖L(X,X′) + 2‖(Ã|X)|X‖L(X,X′)) <∞.

(2.34)

Combining this with the assumption that {y ∈ X : ((D2
X(h|X))(x))(y) ∈ D(EX′,H′)} is dense in

X with respect to the ‖ · ‖X-norm then shows that for all ξ ∈ X it holds that

(2.35) lim
n→∞

‖(IHAnξ)|X −
(
(D2

X(h|X))(x)
)
(ξ) + (Ã(ξ))|X‖X′ = 0.

In addition, it follows from the fact that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that (J2
H,+(u − δh))(x) ⊇

(J2
H,+u)(x)−δ(J2

H,−h)(x), the fact that
(
EX′,H′

(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, Ã+IHAn

)
∈ (J2

H,−h)(x), and the

fact that (p,A) ∈ (J2
H,+u)(x) that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that (p − δEX′,H′

(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
,

A−δ(Ã+IHAn)) ∈ (J2
H,+(u−δh))(x). Thus we get with Corollary 2.10 and with the assumption

that u is a viscosity subsolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X) that for all n ∈ N and all

δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that F+
H,X,δ,h,u(x, u

−,W
H,δ,h(x), p− δEX′,H′

(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, A− δ(Ã+ IHAn)) ≤ 0.

Combining this with (2.8), (2.28), (2.31), the assumption that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

F+
H,X,δ,h is lower semicontinuous with respect to d−,WH,δ,h,u, and with the fact that for all δ ∈ (0,∞)

and all x ∈ W it holds that u−,WH,δ,h(x) = u(x)− δh(x) shows that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

0 ≥ lim sup
n→∞

(
F+
H,X,δ,h,u(x, u

−,W
H,δ,h(x), p− δEX′,H′

(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, A− δ(Ã+ IHAn))

)
= lim sup

n→∞

(
F+
H,X,δ,h(x, (u− δh)(x), p− δEX′,H′

(
(DX(h|X))(x)

)
, A− δ(Ã+ IHAn))

)
= lim sup

n→∞

(
F (x, u(x), p, (A|X)|X − δ((Ã|X)|X + (IHAn|X)|X) + δ(D2

X(h|X))(x))
)

≥ F (x, u(x), p, (A|X)|X),

(2.36)

which completes the proof of lemma 2.17. �

2.5. An approximation result for viscosity solutions

The next lemma implies that locally uniform limits of viscosity solutions are again viscosity
solutions. Lemma 2.18 will be used in the proof of Theorem 4.5.

Lemma 2.18 (Stability of viscosity solutions under limits). Assume the setting in Section
2.2, assume that h is bounded from below on H-bounded subsets of O, let un ∈ CH(O,R),
n ∈ N0, be bounded on H-bounded subsets of O, let Fn : W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R, n ∈ N0, be
degenerate elliptic functions, assume that for all (xn, rn, pn, An)n∈N0 ⊆ U and all δ ∈ (0,∞) with

limn→∞ d
−,W
H,δ,h,u0

((x0, r0, p0, A0), (xn, rn, pn, An)) = 0 and with lim supn→∞(Fn)+
H,X,δ,h,u0

(xn, rn, pn,
An) ≤ 0 it holds that

(F0)+
H,X,δ,h,u0

(x0, r0, p0, A0) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

(Fn)+
H,X,δ,h,u0

(xn, rn, pn, An),(2.37)

that for all x̃ ∈ O there exists an Rx̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that

(2.38) lim
R→∞

lim sup
n→∞

sup
x∈{y∈O : ‖y−x̃‖H≤Rx̃, hWH (y)≤R}

|un(x)− u0(x)| = 0,

and that

(2.39) sup
n∈N

sup
x∈{y∈O : ‖y−x̃‖H≤Rx̃}

(un(x)− un(x0)) <∞,
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and assume for every n ∈ N that un is a viscosity subsolution of Fn = 0 relative to (h,H,X).
Then u0 is a viscosity subsolution of F0 = 0 relative to (h,H,X).

Proof of Lemma 2.18. If O = ∅, then the assertion is trivial. So for the rest of the proof,
we assume that O 6= ∅. Then the proof is divided into two steps. Step 1: For the rest of Step
1 fix x0 ∈ O, δ ∈ (0,∞), and r ∈ [0, 1] such that r = min

(
1, Rx0 ,

1
2
distH(x0, H\O)

)
. Moreover,

assume that there exist a φ ∈ C2
H(O,R), such that φ is bounded on H-bounded subsets of O

and such that x0 is a strict H-maximum of (u0)−,WH,δ,h − φ. We obtain from the assumption that
for all n ∈ N0 it holds that un ∈ CH(O,R) that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that

(2.40) (un)−,WH,δ,h = (un − δh)
W

H = un − δhWH .

This together with (2.6) and the continuity of un with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm ensures that

for all n ∈ N0 d
+,W
H,δ,h,un induce the same topology as d+,W

H,δ,h,0. Since O ⊆ H is an open set and
O 6= ∅, we have that r ∈ (0, 1]. In addition, the fact that {y ∈ H : ‖y − x0‖H ≤ r} is convex,
H-bounded, and closed together with the Banach-Saks Theorem and with Lemma 5.1.4 in Kato
[20] implies that it is weakly compact. Therefore it follows from page 3 in Stegall [33] that the
set {x ∈ H : ‖x‖H ≤ r} is also an RNP set (for the definition see page 3 in Stegall [33]) and this
together with boundedness of the function φ and of the functions un, n ∈ N, on H-bounded
subsets of O, the assumption that h is bounded from below on H-bounded subsets of O, upper
semicontinuity with respect to the ‖ ·‖H-norm of the function −φ and of the functions (un)−,WH,δ,h,
n ∈ N, and with the theorem starting on page 4 in Stegall [33] proves that for all n ∈ N
there exists a pn ∈ H and a sequence xn ∈ {y ∈ H : ‖y − x0‖H ≤ r} ⊆ O, n ∈ N, of vectors
such that ‖pn‖H ≤ 1

n
and such that for all n ∈ N it holds that xn is a strict H-maximum of

{y ∈ H : ‖y−x0‖H ≤ r} 3 x→ (un)−,WH,δ,h(x)−φ(x)+ 〈x, pn〉H ∈ R∪{−∞}. Thus (2.40) implies
that for all n ∈ N it holds that

un(xn)− δhWH (xn)− φ(xn) = (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn)− φ(xn) + 〈xn, pn〉H − 〈xn, pn〉H
≥ (un)−,WH,δ,h(x0)− φ(x0) + 〈x0, pn〉H − 〈xn, pn〉H
≥ un(x0)− δhWH (x0)− φ(x0)− (‖x0‖H + ‖xn‖H)‖pn‖H

(2.41)

≥ un(x0)− δhWH (x0)− φ(x0)− 2‖x0‖H+1
n

and this together with (2.39) and the fact that φ is bounded on H-bounded subsets of O shows
that

sup
n∈N

(
δhWH (xn)

)
≤ sup

n∈N

(
un(xn)− un(x0) + δhWH (x0) + φ(x0)− φ(xn) + 2‖x0‖H+1

n

)
≤ sup

n∈N
(un(xn)− un(x0)) + δhWH (x0) + φ(x0)− ( inf

x∈{y∈O : ‖y−x0‖H≤r}
φ(x)) + 2‖x0‖H + 1 <∞.

(2.42)

Next we prove that the sequence (xn)n∈N converges to x0. Therefore note, that we get from
(2.40) and from the fact that xn is a strict H-maximum of {y ∈ H : ‖y − x0‖H ≤ r} 3 x →
(un)−,WH,δ,h(x)− φ(x) + 〈x, pn〉H ∈ R ∪ {−∞} that

(u0)−,WH,δ,h(xn)− φ(xn)

= (u0)−,WH,δ,h(xn)− (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn) + (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn)− φ(xn) + 〈xn, pn〉H − 〈xn, pn〉H
≥ u0(xn)− δhWH (xn)− un(xn) + δhWH (xn) + (un)−,WH,δ,h(x0)− φ(x0) + 〈x0, pn〉H − 〈xn, pn〉H
= u0(xn)− un(xn) + (un)−,WH,δ,h(x0)− φ(x0) + 〈x0, pn〉H − 〈xn, pn〉H .

(2.43)
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Moreover, observe that from (2.43), (2.38), (2.42), (2.40), and from the facts that for all n ∈ N
it holds that xn, x0 ∈ {y ∈ H : ‖y− x0‖H ≤ r}, that r ≤ 1, and that ‖pn‖H ≤ 1

n
it follows that

lim inf
n→∞

(u0)−,WH,δ,h(xn)− φ(xn)

≥ lim inf
n→∞

(
u0(xn)− un(xn) + (un)−,WH,δ,h(x0)− φ(x0) + 〈x0, pn〉H − 〈xn, pn〉H

)
≥ lim

n→∞

(
(u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0)− φ(x0)− 1

n
(1 + 2‖x0‖H)

)
= (u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0)− φ(x0).

(2.44)

Thus the fact that x0 is a strict H-maximum of (u0)−,WH,δ,h − φ together with (2.44) and with the
continuity of φ with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm implies that limn→∞ ‖xn − x0‖H = 0 and that

(2.45) lim
n→∞

(un)−,WH,δ,h(xn) = (u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0).

The continuity of u0 with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, of DHφ : O → H ′ with respect to the ‖ · ‖H
and the ‖ · ‖H′-norm and of D2

Hφ : O → SH,H′ with respect to the ‖ · ‖H and the ‖ · ‖L(H,H′)-norm
together with the fact that ∀n ∈ N : ‖pn‖H ≤ 1

n
hence implies that

lim
n→∞

d−,WH,δ,h,u0

((
xn, (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn), (DHφ)(xn) + pn, (D

2
Hφ)(xn)

)
,(

x0, (u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0), (DHφ)(x0), (D2
Hφ)(x0)

))
= 0.

(2.46)

In addition, limn→∞ ‖xn−x0‖H = 0 and the fact that for every n ∈ N it holds that xn is a strict

H-maximum of {y ∈ H : ‖y − x0‖H ≤ r} 3 x → (un)−,WH,δ,h(x) − φ(x) + 〈x, pn〉H ∈ R ∪ {−∞}
show that there exists a natural number n0 ∈ N such that for all n ∈ {n0, n0 + 1, . . .} it
holds that ‖xn − x0‖H < r and that xn ∈ O is a local maximum of the function O 3 x →
(un)−,WH,δ,h(x) − φ(x) + 〈x, pn〉H ∈ R ∪ {−∞}. Hence, it follows from Corollary 2.10, the fact

that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that d−,WH,δ,h,un induce the same topology as d−,WH,δ,h,0, and from the
assumption that for all n ∈ N it holds that un is a viscosity subsolution of Fn = 0 that for all
n ∈ {n0, n0 + 1, . . .} it holds that

(Fn)+
H,X,δ,h,u0

(
xn, (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn), (DHφ)(xn) + pn, (D

2
Hφ)(xn)

)
= (Fn)+

H,X,δ,h,0
(
xn, (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn), (DHφ)(xn) + pn, (D

2
Hφ)(xn)

)
= (Fn)+

H,X,δ,h,un

(
xn, (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn), (DHφ)(xn) + pn, (D

2
Hφ)(xn)

)
≤ 0.

(2.47)

Assumption (2.37), Equation (2.46), and Inequality (2.47) therefore yield that

(F0)+
H,X,δ,h,u0

(
x0, (u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0), (DHφ)(x0), (D2

Hφ)(x0)
)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

(
(Fn)+

H,X,δ,h,u0

(
xn, (un)−,WH,δ,h(xn), (DHφ)(xn) + pn, (D

2
Hφ)(xn)

))
≤ 0.

(2.48)

We thus have proved that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ O, and all φ ∈ {ψ ∈ C2
H(O,R) : x is a strict

H-maximum of ((u0)−,WH,δ,h−ψ) : O → R and ψ is bounded on H-bounded subsets of O} it holds
that

(2.49) (F0)+
H,X,δ,h,u0

(
x0, (u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0), (DHφ)(x0), (D2

Hφ)(x0)
)
≤ 0.

Step 2: For the rest of Step 2 fix x0 ∈ O, δ ∈ (0,∞), and φ ∈ C2
H(O,R) such that φ(x0) =

(u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0) and φ ≥ (u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0). Next denote by φ̃ : O → R the function satisfying for all

x ∈ O that φ̃(x) = φ(x)+‖x−x0‖4
H . Note that φ̃ ∈ CH(O,R) implies that φ̃ is locally bounded.

Therefore there exists an open set Õ ⊆ O such that x0 ∈ Õ and such that φ̃ is bounded on
Õ. Moreover, it follows from the definition of φ and φ̃ that x0 is a strict H-maximum of the
function ((u0)−,WH,δ,h − φ̃) : Õ → R. Step 1 can thus be applied with O ← Õ, φ ← φ̃|Õ and with
u0 ← u0|Õ to obtain

(F0)+
H,X,δ,h,u0

(
x0, (u0)−,WH,δ,h(x0), (DHφ)(x0), (D2

Hφ)(x0)
)
≤ 0.(2.50)
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This and Corollary 2.10 show that u0 is a viscosity subsolution of F0 = 0 relative to (h,H,X).
The proof of Lemma 2.18 is thus completed. �

Remark 2.19. Lemma 2.8 implies that the corresponding result also holds for viscosity super-
solutions.

2.6. Chain rule for semijets

The following lemma is used in the proof of Lemma 2.21 below.

Lemma 2.20. Let λ ∈ (0,∞), let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a real Hilbert space, let H1 ⊆ H
be a with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm closed linear subset of H, let g ∈ CH×H(H ×H,R) satisfy
for all x, y, z ∈ H, x1 ∈ H1, and all t ∈ R that

tg(x, y) = g(tx, y) = g(y, tx), g(x+ y, z) = g(x, z) + g(y, z), g(x, x) ≥ 0,

g(x1, x1) ≥ λ‖x1‖2
H ,

(2.51)

and let H2 ⊆ H be the set satisfying that H2 = {x ∈ H : (∀x1 ∈ H1 : g(x, x1) = 0)}. Then H2 is
a with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm closed linear subset of H, satisfying that H1 ∩H2 = {0} and
that H1 +H2 = H.

Proof of Lemma 2.20. Note that (2.51) ensures that g|H1×H1 is a scalar product on H1

and that H1 is also closed with respect to the norm induced by g|H1×H1 . Therefore there exists
an orthonormal basis A ⊆ (H1, g(·, ·)) such that for all α, β ∈ A it holds that g(α, β) = 1{α}(β).
Moreover we have for every x ∈ H and every finite set B ⊆ A that∑

α∈B

(g(x, α))2 = −
∑
α∈B

(g(x, α))2 + 2
∑
α,β∈B

g(x, α)g(x, β)g(α, β)

= g(x, x)− g
(
x−

∑
α∈B

g(x, α)α, x−
∑
α∈B

g(x, α)α
)
≤ g(x, x).

(2.52)

This shows that for all x ∈ H it holds that
∑

α∈A(g(x, α))2 < ∞ and, since H1 is closed with
respect to the norm induced by g|H1×H1 , it follows that

∑
α∈A g(x, α)α ∈ H1. In addition, it

holds for all x ∈ H and all β ∈ A that

(2.53) g
(
x−

∑
α∈A

g(x, α)α, β
)

= g(x, β)− g(x, β)g(β, β) = 0.

Combining this with the fact that for all x ∈ H it holds that x = (x −
∑

α∈A g(x, α)α) +∑
α∈A g(x, α)α shows that H1 +H2 = 0. Furthermore, H1 ∩H2 = {0} follows directly from the

definition of H2 and the fact that for all x1 ∈ H1 it holds that g(x1, x1) ≥ λ‖x1‖2
H . Finally let

(x
(n)
2 )n∈N ⊆ H2 be a Cauchy sequence with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm. Since H is a Hilbert

space we get that there exists an x(0) ∈ H such that limn→∞ ‖x(n)
2 − x(0)‖H = 0. Moreover, we

obtain from H1 +H2 = H that there exists x
(0)
1 ∈ H1 and x

(0)
2 ∈ H2 such that x

(0)
1 +x

(0)
2 = x(0).

Combining this with (2.51), the definition of H2, and the continuity of g yields that

0 = lim
n→∞

g
(
x

(n)
2 − x(0), x

(n)
2 − x(0)

)
= lim

n→∞
g
(
(x

(n)
2 − x

(0)
2 )− x(0)

1 , (x
(n)
2 − x

(0)
2 )− x(0)

1

)
= lim

n→∞

(
g
(
(x

(n)
2 − x

(0)
2 ), (x

(n)
2 − x

(0)
2 )
)

+ g(x
(0)
1 , x

(0)
1 )
)
≥ λ‖x(0)

1 ‖2
H .

(2.54)

Hence we have that x
(0)
1 = 0 and thus that x(0) = x

(0)
2 ∈ H2. This proves that H2 is closed with

respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and therefore finishes the proof of Lemma 2.20. �

With this lemma we can now generalize the ordinary chain rule to semijets. To the best of
our knowledge the chain rule for semijets is new.

Lemma 2.21 (Chain rule for semijets). Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) and V = (V, 〈·, ·〉V , ‖ · ‖V )
be real Hilbert spaces, let H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′) and V′ = (V ′, ‖ · ‖V ′) be their dual spaces, let O ⊆ H
and U ⊆ V be open sets, and let u ∈M(U,R) and f ∈ C2

H,V(O,U). Then
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i) for all x0 ∈ O, (p̃, Ã) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ satisfying that for all λ ∈ (0,∞) there exist p ∈ V ′
and (A,B) ∈ SV,V′ × SH,H′ such that (p,A) ∈ (J2

V,+u)(f(x0)), B ≥ −λIHπHker((DH,Vf)(x0))

and that for all x1, x2 ∈ H it holds that

〈p, (DH,Vf)(x0)x1〉V ′,V = 〈p̃, x1〉H′,H and that〈
A
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x1

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

+
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

(2.55)

+ 〈x1, Bx2〉H,H′ = 〈x1, Ãx2〉H,H′ ,
it holds that

(2.56) (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2
H,+(u ◦ f))(x0),

and
ii) for all λ ∈ (0,∞), x0 ∈ O, (p̃, Ã) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ satisfying that (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2

H,+(u ◦
f))(x0) and that (DH,Vf)(x0) : H → V is surjective, there exist B ∈ SH,H′ and (p,A) ∈
(J2

V,+u)(f(x0)) such that B ≥ −λIHπHker((DH,Vf)(x0)) and that for all x1, x2 ∈ H it holds

that

〈p, (DH,Vf)(x0)x1〉V ′,V = 〈p̃, x1〉H′,H and that〈
A
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x1

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

+
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

(2.57)

+ 〈x1, Bx2〉H,H′ = 〈x1, Ãx2〉H,H′ .

Proof of Lemma 2.21. If O = ∅, then the assertion is trivial. So for the rest of the proof,
we assume that O 6= ∅. We start with the first part of the assertion. Therefore fix x0 ∈ O
and (p̃, Ã) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ such that for every λ ∈ (0,∞) there exist (pλ, Aλ) ∈ V ′ × SV,V′ and
Bλ ∈ SH,H′ such that (pλ, Aλ) ∈ (J2

V,+u)(f(x0)), Bλ ≥ −λIHπHker((DH,Vf)(x0)) and such that for all

x1, x2 ∈ H it holds that

〈pλ, (DH,Vf)(x0)x1〉V ′,V = 〈p̃, x1〉H′,H and that〈
Aλ
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x1

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

+
〈
pλ,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

(2.58)

+ 〈x1, Bλx2〉H,H′ = 〈x1, Ãx2〉H,H′ .

Next denote by H1 the set satisfying that H1 = ker((DH,Vf)(x0)). From f ∈ C2
H,V(O,U) it

follows that there exists an r2 ∈M(O,U) such that

(2.59) lim
O3x→x0

‖r2(x)‖V
‖x− x0‖2

H

= 0

and that for all x ∈ O it holds that

(2.60) f(x)− f(x0) =
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x− x0) + 1

2

((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x− x0)

)
(x− x0) + r2(x).

Furthermore, we denote by r1 ∈M(O,U) the function satisfying for all x ∈ O that

(2.61) r1(x) = r2(x) + 1
2

((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x− x0)

)
(x− x0).

Then we get from (2.58), (2.60), from (2.61), and from the fact that ∀λ ∈ (0,∞) : Bλ ≥
−λIHπHH1

that for all λ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

u(f(x))− u(f(x0))− 〈p̃, x− x0〉H′,H − 1
2
〈x− x0, Ã(x− x0)〉H,H′

= u(f(x))− u(f(x0))− 〈pλ,
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x− x0)〉V ′,V − 1

2
〈(x− x0), Bλ(x− x0)〉H,H′

− 1
2

〈(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x− x0), Aλ

(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x− x0)

〉
V,V ′

− 1
2

〈
pλ,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x− x0)

)
(x− x0)

〉
V ′,V

≤ u(f(x))− u(f(x0))−
〈
pλ, f(x)− f(x0)− r2(x)

〉
V ′,V

+ λ
2
‖πHH1

(x− x0)‖2
H

(2.62)

− 1
2

〈
f(x)− f(x0)− r1(x), Aλ(f(x)− f(x0)− r1(x))

〉
V,V ′
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≤ u(f(x))− u(f(x0))− 〈pλ, f(x)− f(x0)〉V ′,V − 1
2

〈
f(x)− f(x0), Aλ(f(x)− f(x0))

〉
V,V ′

+ 〈pλ, r2(x)〉V ′,V +
〈
r1(x), Aλ(f(x)− f(x0))

〉
V,V ′
− 1

2
〈r1(x), Aλ r1(x)〉V,V ′ + λ

2
‖x− x0‖2

H .

This together with (2.59), the fact that limO3x→x0

‖r1(x)‖V
‖x−x0‖H

= 0, and the assumption that for all

λ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that (pλ, Aλ) ∈ (J2
V,+u)(f(x0)) shows that for all λ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim sup
O3x→x0

u(f(x))− u(f(x0))− 〈p̃, x− x0〉H′,H − 1
2
〈x− x0, Ã(x− x0)〉H,H′

‖x− x0‖2
H

≤ lim sup
O3x→x0

((
u(f(x))− u(f(x0))− 〈pλ, f(x)− f(x0)〉V ′,V

‖f(x)− f(x0)‖2
V

−
1
2
〈f(x)− f(x0), Aλ(f(x)− f(x0))〉V,V ′

‖f(x)− f(x0)‖2
V

)
· ‖f(x)− f(x0)‖2

V

‖x− x0‖2
H

)
+
λ

2

≤ lim sup
U3y→f(x0)

((
u(y)− u(f(x0))− 〈pλ, y − f(x0)〉V ′,V − 1

2
〈y − f(x0), Aλ(y − f(x0))〉V,V ′

‖y − f(x0)‖2
V

)

· ‖(DH,Vf)(x0)‖2
L(H,V)

)
+
λ

2
≤ λ

2
.

(2.63)

Letting λ ↓ 0 then implies that

lim sup
O3x→x0

u(f(x))− u(f(x0))− 〈p̃, x− x0〉H′,H − 1
2
〈x− x0, Ã(x− x0)〉H,H′

‖x− x0‖2
H

≤ lim
λ↓0

λ

2
= 0.(2.64)

Thus we obtain that (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2
H,+(u ◦ f))(x0) which completes the proof of the first part.

For the second part of the assertion fix λ ∈ (0,∞), x0 ∈ O, and (p̃, Ã) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ such

that (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2
H,+(u ◦ f))(x0), and that (DH,Vf)(x0) : H → V is surjective. Next denote

by A1 ⊆ H1 an orthonormal basis of (H1, 〈·, ·〉H |H2
1
, ‖ · ‖H |H1), by B1 ⊆ H an orthonormal

basis of H satisfying that A1 ⊆ B1, by H2 ⊆ H the set satisfying that H2 = spanH(B1\A1)H
and by H1,H2 the Hilbert spaces satisfying that H1 = (H1, 〈·, ·〉H |H1×H1 , ‖ · ‖H |H1) and that
H2 = (H2, 〈·, ·〉H |H2×H2 , ‖·‖H |H2). From this definition, the fact that H1 = ker((DH,Vf)(x0), and
from the fact that (DH,Vf)(x0) : H → V is surjective it follows that H1∩H2 = {0}, H1+H2 = H,
H1 ⊥ H2, and that (DH,Vf)(x0)|H2 : H2 → V is bijective. Moreover, denote by F : H1×H2 → V
the function satisfying for all x1 ∈ H1 and all x2 ∈ H2 that F (x1, x2) = f(x0 + x1 + x2). Note
that H2 3 x2 →

(
(DH1×H2,VF )(0, 0)

)
(0, x2) =

(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x2) ∈ V is bijective and thus the

implicit function theorem for Hilbert spaces (see eg. page 417 in Edwards [9]) yields that there
exist a neighborhood O1 ⊆ H1 of 0 and a function h ∈ C2

H1,H2
(O1, H2) such that h(0) = 0, that

for all x1 ∈ O1 it holds that

(2.65) f(x0) = F (0, 0) = F (x1, h(x1)) = f(x0 + x1 + h(x1)),

that for all x1 ∈ H1 it holds that

(2.66) −
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1) =

(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)((
(DH1,H2h)(0)

)
(x1)

)
,

and that for all x1, x̃1 ∈ O1 it holds that

−
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)(
x1 +

(
(DH1,H2h)(0)

)
(x1)

))(
x̃1 +

(
(DH1,H2h)(0)

)
(x̃1)

)
=
(

(DH,Vf)(x0)
)(((

(D2
H1,H2

h)(0)
)
(x1)

)
(x̃1)

)
.

(2.67)

In addition, (2.66) together with the fact that H1 = ker((DH,Vf)(x0) and that (DH1,H2h)(0) ∈
L(H1,H2) shows that for all x1 ∈ H1 it holds that

(
(DH1,H2h)(0)

)
(x1) ∈ H1∩H2 and combining
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this with the fact that H1 ∩H2 = {0} yields then

(2.68) (DH1,H2h)(0) = 0.

Furthermore, we obtain from (2.67) and from (2.68) that for all x1, x̃1 ∈ H1 it holds that

−
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x̃1) =

(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)(((
(D2

H1,H2
h)(0)

)
(x1)

)
(x̃1)

)
(2.69)

and this with the fact that (DH,Vf)(x0)|H2 is bijective shows that for all x1, x̃1 ∈ H1 it holds
that

(2.70)
((

(D2
H1,H2

h)(0)
)
(x1)

)
(x̃1) = −((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x̃1)

)
.

Moreover, (2.68) together with (2.70), with h(0) = 0, and with h ∈ C2
H1,H2

(O1, H2) implies that

(2.71) lim
O13x1→0

‖h(x1)‖H
‖x1‖H

= 0

and that there exists a function r̃2 ∈M(O1, H2) such that limO13x1→0
‖r̃2(x1)‖H
‖x1‖2H

= 0 and that for

all x1 ∈ O1 it holds that

(2.72) h(x1) = −1

2
((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x1)

)
+ r̃2(x1).

In addition, (2.71) yields that

(2.73) lim sup
O13x1→0

‖x1‖2
H

‖x1 + h(x1)‖2
H

=

{
1 if H 6= {0}
0 if H = {0}.

Combining now (2.65), (2.71), (2.72), (2.73), the fact that limO13x1→0
‖r̃2(x1)‖H
‖x1‖2H

= 0 and the fact

that (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2
H,+(u ◦ f))(x0) shows then

0 ≥ lim sup
O3x→x0

u(f(x))− u(f(x0))− 〈p̃, x− x0〉H′,H − 1
2
〈x− x0, Ã(x− x0)〉H,H′

‖x− x0‖2
H

≥ lim sup
O13x1→0

(
u(f(x0 + x1 + h(x1)))− u(f(x0))− 〈p̃, x1 + h(x1)〉H′,H

‖x1 + h(x1)‖2
H

−
1
2
〈x1 + h(x1), Ã(x1 + h(x1))〉H,H′

‖x1 + h(x1)‖2
H

)

= lim sup
O13x1→0

((
u(f(x0))− u(f(x0))− 1

2
〈x1 + h(x1), Ã(x1 + h(x1))〉H,H′
‖x1‖2

H

(2.74)

−

〈
p̃, x1 − 1

2
((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x1)

)
+ r̃2(x1)

〉
H′,H

‖x1‖2
H

)

· ‖x1‖2
H

‖x1 + h(x1)‖2
H

)

= lim sup
O13x1→0

(−〈p̃, x1〉H′,H +
〈
p̃, 1

2
((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x1)

)〉
H′,H

‖x1‖2
H

−
1
2
〈x1, Ã(x1)〉H,H′
‖x1‖2

H

)
.
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Thus we get for every x1 ∈ H1 with ‖x1‖H = 1 that

0 ≥ lim sup
t↓0

(−〈p̃, tx1〉H′,H +
〈
p̃, 1

2
((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(tx1)

)
(tx1)

)〉
H′,H

‖x1‖2
H

−
1
2
〈tx1, Ã(tx1)〉H,H′

t2‖x1‖2
H

)
= lim sup

t↓0

(
−〈p̃, x1〉H′,H

t

)
+

1

2

〈
p̃, ((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x1)

)〉
H′,H

− 1
2

〈
x1, Ã(x1)

〉
H,H′

(2.75)

and this shows that for every x1 ∈ H1 with ‖x1‖H = 1 it holds that −〈p̃, x1〉H′,H = 0 and

that 〈x1, Ã(x1)〉H,H′ −
〈
p̃, ((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x1)

)〉
H′,H

≥ 0. Therefore

we obtain that for all x1 ∈ H1 it holds that

(2.76) 〈p̃, x1〉H′,H = 0

and that

(2.77) 〈x1, Ã(x1)〉H,H′ −
〈
p̃, ((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x1)

)〉
H′,H

≥ 0.

Next denote by p ∈ V ′ the function satisfying for all x1 ∈ H that

(2.78) 〈p, (DH,Vf)(x0)x1〉V ′,V = 〈p̃, x1〉H′,H ,
by g : M(V,V′)×H ×H → R the function satisfying for all C ∈ M(V,V′) and all x1, x2 ∈ H
that

g(C, x1, x2) = 〈x1, Ãx2〉H,H′ −
〈
C
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x1

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

−
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

+ λ〈πHH1
x1, x2〉H

(2.79)

and by S ⊆ SV,V′ the set satisfying that

S = {C ∈ SV,V′ : (∀x ∈ H : g(C, x, x) ≥ 0)}.(2.80)

Note that (2.76) together with the fact that (DH,Vf)(x0) : H → V is surjective ensures that
p is well defined and note that we have for all C ∈ SV,V′ and all x1, x2, x3, x4 ∈ H that
g(C, x1 + x2, x3 + x4) = g(C, x1, x3) + g(C, x1, x4) + g(C, x2, x3) + g(C, x2, x4). In addition we
get from (2.77), (2.78), (2.79) and the fact that H1 = ker((DH,Vf)(x0)) that for all x1 ∈ H1

and all C ∈M(V,V′) it holds that

(2.81) g(C, x1, x1) ≥ λ‖x1‖2
H .

Furthermore, it follows from the fact that (DH,Vf)(x0)|H2 is bijective that for all x2 ∈ H2 it
holds that

‖((DH,Vf)(x0))(x2)‖V
= ‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1‖−1

L(V,H2)‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1‖L(V,H2)‖((DH,Vf)(x0))(x2)‖V
≥ ‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1‖−1

L(V,H2)‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1
(
((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)(x2)

)
‖H

= ‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1‖−1
L(V,H2)‖x2‖H .

(2.82)

We now show with Zorn’s lemma that S contains a maximal element. First observe that we
get from (2.77), (2.78), (2.79), (2.82), and from the fact that H1 ⊥ H2 that for all x1 ∈
H1, x2 ∈ H2, R,Λ ∈ (0,∞) with R = ‖Ã‖L(H,H′) + ‖p‖V ′‖(D2

H,Vf)(x0)‖L(H,L(H,V)) and with

Λ‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1‖−2
L(V,H2) ≥

R2

λ
+R it holds that

g(−ΛIV, x1 + x2, x1 + x2) = g(−ΛIV, x1, x1) + 2g(−ΛIV, x1, x2) + g(−ΛIV, x2, x2)



2.6. CHAIN RULE FOR SEMIJETS 27

= 〈x1, Ãx1〉H,H′ −
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x1)

〉
V ′,V

+ 2〈x1, Ãx2〉H,H′

− 2
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

+ 〈x2, Ãx2〉H,H′ + Λ
〈
(DH,Vf)(x0)x2, (DH,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V

−
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x2)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

+ λ‖x1‖2
H

≥ 〈x1, Ãx1〉H,H′ −
〈
p̃, ((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1

(((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)
(x1)

)
(x1)

)〉
H′,H

(2.83)

− 2‖x1‖H‖x2‖H(‖Ã‖L(H,H′) + ‖p‖V ′‖(D2
H,Vf)(x0)‖L(H,L(H,V)))

− ‖x2‖2
H

(
‖Ã‖L(H,H′) + ‖p‖V ′‖(D2

H,Vf)(x0)‖L(H,L(H,V))

)
+ Λ‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1‖−2

L(V,H2)‖x2‖2
H + λ‖x1‖2

H

≥ λ
(
‖x1‖H −

R

λ
‖x2‖H

)2

+

(
Λ‖((DH,Vf)(x0)|H2)−1‖−2

L(V,H2) −
R2

λ
−R

)
‖x2‖2

H ≥ 0.

This together with H1 + H2 = H shows that S 6= ∅. Moreover, let P ⊆ S be a totally
ordered subset. We denote by CP ∈ M(V,V′) the function satisfying for all y1, y2 ∈ V that
〈CPy1, y2〉V ′,V = 1

4
(supC∈P (〈C(y1 + y2), y1 + y2〉V ′,V )− supC∈P (〈C(y1− y2), y1− y2〉V ′,V )). Note,

that we get from (2.79) and from (2.80) that for all C ∈ S and all x ∈ H it holds that〈
C
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x

〉
V ′,V

≤ 〈x, Ãx〉H,H′ −
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x)
)
(x)
〉
V ′,V

+ λ〈πHH1
x, x〉H .

(2.84)

Combining this with the surjectivity of (DH,Vf)(x0) : H → V ensures that CP is well defined.
Moreover, (2.79) together with (2.80) and with P ⊆ S shows for all x ∈ H that

g(CP , x, x) = inf
C∈P

g(C, x, x) ≥ 0.(2.85)

This together with (2.79), and the fact that for all C ∈ P it holds that CP ≥ C ensures that
for all x ∈ H and all C ∈ P it holds that〈

C
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x

〉
V ′,V
≤
〈
CP
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x

〉
V ′,V

≤ 〈x, Ãx〉H,H′ −
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x)
)
(x)
〉
V ′,V

+ λ〈πHH1
x, x〉H

(2.86)

and thus the assumption that (DH,Vf)(x0) : H → V is surjective implies that

(2.87) sup
y∈{ỹ∈V : ‖ỹ‖V ≤1}

|〈CPy, y〉V ′,V | <∞.

In addition, it follows directly from the definition that CP is symmetric and therefore it remains
to prove that CP is linear to conclude that CP ∈ S. Let y1, y2, and y3 ∈ V and denote for
every i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6} by (Ci,n)n∈N ⊆ P sequences satisfying that

lim
n→∞
〈(y1 + y2 + y3), (C1,n)(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′ = sup

C∈P
〈(y1 + y2 + y3), C(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′ ,

(2.88)

lim
n→∞
〈(y1 − y2 − y3), (C2,n)(y1 − y2 − y3)〉V,V ′ = sup

C∈P
〈(y1 − y2 − y3), C(y1 − y2 − y3)〉V,V ′ ,

(2.89)

lim
n→∞
〈(y1 + y2), (C3,n)(y1 + y2)〉V,V ′ = sup

C∈P
〈(y1 + y2), C(y1 + y2)〉V,V ′ ,(2.90)

lim
n→∞
〈(y1 − y2), (C4,n)(y1 − y2)〉V,V ′ = sup

C∈P
〈(y1 − y2), C(y1 − y2)〉V,V ′ ,(2.91)

lim
n→∞
〈(y1 + y3), (C5,n)(y1 + y3)〉V,V ′ = sup

C∈P
〈(y1 + y3), C(y1 + y3)〉V,V ′ ,(2.92)

and that lim
n→∞
〈(y1 − y3), (C6,n)(y1 − y3)〉V,V ′ = sup

C∈P
〈(y1 − y3), C(y1 − y3)〉V,V ′ .

(2.93)
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Furthermore, denote by (C0,n)n∈N ⊆ P the sequence satisfying for all n ∈ N that C0,n =
max{Ci,n : i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}}. Note that the fact that P is totally ordered ensures that
(C0,n)n∈N is well defined. In addition, we have

lim inf
n→∞

〈(y1 + y2 + y3), (C0,n)(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′

≥ lim
n→∞
〈(y1 + y2 + y3), (C1,n)(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′

= sup
C∈P
〈(y1 + y2 + y3), C(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′

≥ lim sup
n→∞

〈(y1 + y2 + y3), (C0,n)(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′

(2.94)

and thus supC∈P 〈(y1 + y2 + y3), C(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′ = limn→∞〈(y1 + y2 + y3), (C0,n)(y1 +
y2 + y3)〉V,V ′ . The corresponding equations follows for (Ci,n)n∈N, i ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5, 6} analogously.
Therefore we obtain that

4〈y1, CP (y2 + y3)〉V,V ′
= sup

C∈P
(〈(y1 + y2 + y3), C(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′)− sup

C∈P
(〈(y1 − y2 − y3), C(y1 − y2 − y3)〉V,V ′)

= lim
n→∞

(〈(y1 + y2 + y3), C0,n(y1 + y2 + y3)〉V,V ′ − 〈(y1 − y2 − y3), C0,n(y1 − y2 − y3)〉V,V ′)

= lim
n→∞

(4〈y1, C0,n(y2 + y3)〉V,V ′) = lim
n→∞

(4〈y1, C0,ny2〉V,V ′ + 4〈y1, C0,ny3〉V,V ′)

= lim
n→∞

(〈(y1 + y2), C0,n(y1 + y2)〉V,V ′ − 〈(y1 − y2), C0,n(y1 − y2)〉V,V ′
(2.95)

+ 〈(y1 + y3), C0,n(y1 + y3)〉V,V ′ − 〈(y1 − y3), C0,n(y1 − y3)〉V,V ′)
= sup

C∈P
(〈(y1 + y2), C(y1 + y2)〉V,V ′)− sup

C∈P
(〈(y1 − y2), C(y1 − y2)〉V,V ′)

+ sup
C∈P

(〈(y1 + y3), C(y1 + y3)〉V,V ′)− sup
C∈P

(〈(y1 − y3), C(y1 − y3)〉V,V ′)

= 4〈y1, CPy2〉V,V ′ + 4〈y1, CPy3〉V,V ′ .

Since y1, y2, y3 were arbitrary, this shows that CP ∈ S and that P has a maximal element.
Zorn’s lemma now implies the existence of a maximal element A ∈ S. Next denote by H̃2 ⊆ H
the set satisfying that H̃2 = {x2 ∈ H : (∀x1 ∈ H1 : g(A, x1, x2) = 0}. Then we obtain from
(2.81) and from Lemma 2.20 that H̃2 is a with respect to the ‖ ·‖H-norm closed linear subspace
such that H1 ∩ H̃2 = {0} and such that H1 + H̃2 = H. Combining this with the fact that
H1 = ker((DH,Vf)(x0)) and the fact that (DH,Vf)(x0) is surjective yields that (DH,Vf)(x0)|H̃2

is bijective. Next we show that for all x ∈ H̃2 it holds that g(A, x, x) = 0. Therefore denote for

every y ∈ H̃2 by Ây ∈ SV,V′ the function satisfying for all x1, x2 ∈ H that

(2.96) 〈Ây(DH,Vf)(x0)(x1), (DH,Vf)(x0)(x2)〉V ′,V =
g(A, x1, y) · g(A, x2, y)

g(A, y, y) + 1
.

Note that it follows from the fact that H1 = ker((DH,Vf)(x0)), the fact that for all y ∈ H̃2

and all x ∈ H1 it holds that g(A, x, y) = 0, and from the fact that (DH,Vf)(x0) is surjective

that for every y ∈ H̃2 it holds that Ây is well defined. Moreover, we get with (2.79), (2.96),
the fact that H1 = ker((DH,Vf)(x0)), the fact that for all x ∈ H1 and all z ∈ H2 it holds that
g(A, x, z) = 0 and with the fact for all x ∈ H it holds that g(A, x, x) ≥ 0 that for all x1 ∈ H1
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and all x2, y ∈ H̃2 it holds that

g(A+ Ây, x1 + x2, x1 + x2)

= g(A, x1 + x2, x1 + x2)− 〈Ây(DH,Vf)(x0)(x1 + x2), (DH,Vf)(x0)(x1 + x2)〉V ′,V
= g(A, x1, x1) + g(A, x2, x2)− 〈Ây(DH,Vf)(x0)(x2), (DH,Vf)(x0)(x2)〉V ′,V

= g(A, x1, x1) + g(A, x2, x2)− g(A, x2, y) · g(A, x2, y)

g(A, y, y) + 1

≥ g(A, x1, x1) + g(A, x2, x2)− g(A, x2, x2) · g(A, y, y)

g(A, y, y) + 1

≥ g(A, x1, x1) + g(A, x2, x2)− g(A, x2, x2) ≥ 0.

(2.97)

Thus we get for all y ∈ H̃2 that A+ Ây ∈ S and this with the fact that for all y ∈ H̃2 it holds

that Ây ≥ 0 and the fact that A ∈ S is a maximal element shows for every y ∈ H̃2 that Ây = 0.

Taking now x1 = x2 = y in (2.96) yields for all y ∈ H̃2 that g(A, y, y) = 0. Next note that
the fact that (DH,Vf)(x0)|H̃2

: H̃2 → V is bijective together with the inverse function theorem

implies that there exist a relative to {x0}+ H̃2 open set O2 ⊆ O∩ ({x0}+ H̃2) and an open set
U2 ⊆ U such that x0 ∈ O2, and that (f |O2)−1 ∈ C2

V,H(U2, O2). Therefore we have that

‖DV,H(f |O2)−1(f(x0))‖2
L(V,H) ≥ lim sup

U23y→f(x0)

‖(f |O2)−1(y)− (f |O2)−1(f(x0))‖2
H

‖y − f(x0)‖2
V

≥ lim sup
O23x→x0

‖x− x0‖2
H

‖f(x)− f(x0)‖2
V

.

(2.98)

Again denote by r1, r2 ∈ M(O,U) the functions satisfying (2.59), (2.60), and (2.61). Then it
follows from (2.98), (2.61), and from (2.59) that

lim sup
O23x→x0

(
r2(x)

‖f(x)− f(x0)‖2
V

+
r1(x)

‖f(x)− f(x0)‖V

)
≤ lim sup

O23x→x0

(
r2(x) · ‖DV,H(f |O2)−1(f(x0))‖2

L(V,H)

‖x− x0‖2
H

+
r1(x) · ‖DV,H(f |O2)−1(f(x0))‖L(V,H)

‖x− x0‖H

)

= 0.
(2.99)

Furthermore, the fact that f |O2 : O2 → U2 is bijective, (2.60), (2.61), (2.99), (2.78), (2.79), the
fact that for all x ∈ O2 it holds that x− x0 ∈ H̃2 and thus g(A, x− x0, x− x0) = 0, (2.98), and
(p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2

H,+(u ◦ f))(x0) yields that

lim sup
U3y→f(x0)

(
u(y)−u(f(x0))−〈p,y−f(x0)〉V ′,V −

1
2
〈y−f(x0),A(y−f(x0))〉V,V ′

‖y−f(x0)‖2V

)
= lim sup

U23y→f(x0)

(
u(y)−u(f(x0))−〈p,y−f(x0)〉V ′,V −

1
2
〈y−f(x0),A(y−f(x0))〉V,V ′

‖y−f(x0)‖2V

)
= lim sup

O23x→x0

(
u(f(x))−u(f(x0))−〈p,f(x)−f(x0)〉V ′,V −

1
2
〈f(x)−f(x0),A(f(x)−f(x0))〉V,V ′

‖f(x)−f(x0)‖2V

)
= lim sup

O23x→x0

(
u(f(x))−u(f(x0))−

〈
p,
(

(DH,Vf)(x0)
)

(x−x0)+ 1
2

((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)

(x−x0)
)

(x−x0)+r2(x)
〉
V ′,V

‖f(x)−f(x0)‖2V

−
1
2

〈(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x−x0)+r1(x),A

((
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x−x0)+r1(x)

)〉
V,V ′

‖f(x)−f(x0)‖2V

)
(2.100)

= lim sup
O23x→x0

(
u(f(x))−u(f(x0))−

〈
p,
(

(DH,Vf)(x0)
)

(x−x0)+ 1
2

((
(D2

H,Vf)(x0)
)

(x−x0)
)

(x−x0)
〉
V ′,V

‖f(x)−f(x0)‖2V
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−
1
2

〈(
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x−x0),A

((
(DH,Vf)(x0)

)
(x−x0)

)〉
V,V ′

‖f(x)−f(x0)‖2V

)
= lim sup

O23x→x0

(
u(f(x))−u(f(x0))−〈p̃,(x−x0)〉H′,H+ 1

2
g(A,(x−x0),(x−x0))− 1

2
〈(x−x0),Ã(x−x0)〉H,H′

‖x−x0‖2H

−
−λ

2
‖πHH1

x−πHH1
x0‖2H

‖f(x)−f(x0)‖2V

)
≤ lim sup

O23x→x0

(
u(f(x))−u(f(x0))−〈p̃,(x−x0)〉H′,H−

1
2
〈(x−x0),Ã(x−x0)〉H,H′

‖x−x0‖2H
· ‖x−x0‖2H
‖f(x)−f(x0)‖2V

)
≤ 0.

This shows that (p,A) ∈ (J2
V,+u)(f(x0)). Moreover, let B ∈ SH,H′ be the function satisfying

for all x1, x2 ∈ H that 〈x1, Bx2〉H,H′ = g(A, x1, x2) − λ〈πHH1
x1, x2〉H . Then we have that

B ≥ −λIHπHH1
and it follows from (2.79) that for all x1, x2 ∈ H it holds that〈

A
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x1

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

+
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

+ 〈x1, Bx2〉H,H′

= 〈x1, Ãx2〉H,H′ .
(2.101)

This shows the second part of the assertion and therefore completes the proof of Lemma 2.21.
�

2.7. Lifting viscosity solutions to bigger Hilbert spaces

The chain rule for semijets allows us to lift viscosity solutions to bigger spaces. To the best
of our knowledge, lifting of viscosity solutions to bigger Hilbert spaces is new.

Proposition 2.22 (Lifting of classical viscosity solutions to viscosity solutions in bigger Hilbert
spaces). Assume the setting in Section 2.2 and assume that {y ∈ X ∩ O : (DX(h|X))(y) ∈
D(EX′,H′)} = {y ∈ X ∩ O : (J2

H,−h)(y) 6= ∅}, that for all x ∈ O ∩ X it holds that hWH (x) =
h(x), and that for all x ∈ O\X it holds that h(x) = ∞, let V = (V, 〈·, ·〉V , ‖ · ‖V ) be a
real Hilbert space, let V′ = (V ′, ‖ · ‖H′) be its dual space, let f ∈ CH,V(O, V ) satisfy that
f |X ∈ C2

X,V(O∩X, V ) and that for all x0 ∈ X∩O it holds that (DX,V(f |X))(x0) ∈ CH,V(X, V ) and

that (DX,V(f |X))(x0) : X → V is surjective, denote for every x ∈ X by K⊥x the orthogonal set of
ker((DX,V(f |X))(x)) satisfying that K⊥x = {y ∈ X : (∀v ∈ ker((DX,V(f |X))(x)) : 〈y, v〉X = 0)},
let F : W × R × H ′ × SX,X′ → R and F̃ : f(O) × R × V ′ × SV,V′ → R be degenerate elliptic

functions such that for all x0 ∈ W , r ∈ R, p̃ ∈ H ′, Ã ∈ SX,X′, p ∈ V ′, A ∈ SV,V′, and all
(Aλ)λ∈(0,∞) ⊆ SH,H′, with

∀x1 ∈ X : 〈p, (DX,Vf)(x0)x1〉V ′,V = 〈p̃|X , x1〉X′,X and with

∀x1, x2 ∈ X :
〈
A
(
(DX,Vf)(x0)x1

)
, (DX,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

+
〈
p,
((

(D2
X,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

= 〈x1, Ãx2〉X,X′

(2.102)

it holds that

(2.103) F̃ (f(x0), r, p, A) = F (x0, r, p̃, Ã),

that

(2.104) lim inf
λ↓0

F (x0, r, p̃, (Aλ|X)|X − λIXπXK⊥x0
) ≤ lim sup

λ↓0
F (x0, r, p̃, (Aλ|X)|X),

and that

(2.105) lim sup
λ↓0

F (x0, r, p̃, (Aλ|X)|X + λIXπ
X
K⊥x0

) ≥ lim inf
λ↓0

F (x0, r, p̃, (Aλ|X)|X),
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assume that F̃ is continuous with respect to the ‖·‖V×R×V ′×L(V,V′)-norm and let u ∈ CV(f(O),R)

be a classical viscosity solution of F̃ = 0. Then u ◦ f is a viscosity solution of F = 0 relative to
(h,H,X).

Proof of Proposition 2.22. If {x ∈ O : (J2
H,+(u ◦ f)−,WH,δ,h)(x) 6= ∅} = ∅, then the asser-

tion is trivial. So for the rest of the proof, we assume that {x ∈ O : (J2
H,+(u◦f)−,WH,δ,h)(x) 6= ∅} 6= ∅.

Fix x0 ∈ O, (p̃, Ã) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ , δ ∈ (0,∞) such that (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2
H,+(u ◦ f)−,WH,δ,h)(x0). Note that

the continuity with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm of u and f together with the assumption that for
all x ∈ X ∩O it holds that hWH (x) = h(x) shows that

(2.106) (u ◦ f)−,WH,δ,h = (u ◦ f − δh)
W

H = u ◦ f − δhWH = u ◦ f − δh.
Furthermore, the assumption that for all x ∈ O\X it holds that h(x) = ∞ implies that
x0 ∈ O ∩ X and this together with the assumption that X is embedded continuously in H
and the assumption that (p̃, Ã) ∈ (J2

H,+(u ◦ f)−,WH,δ,h)(x0) ensures that (p̃|X , (Ã|X)|X) ∈ (J2
X,+(u ◦

f |X − δh|X))(x0). Moreover, the assumption that h|X ∈ C2
X(X ∩ O,R) yields that (p̃|X +

δ(DX(h|X))(x0), (Ã|X)|X + δ(D2
X(h|X))(x0)) ∈ (J2

X,+(u ◦ f |X))(x0). Thus Lemma 2.21 (with

H ← X, U ← f(O), p̃ ← p̃|X + δ(DX(h|X))(x0), and with Ã ← (Ã|X)|X + δ(DX(h|X))(x0))
implies that for every λ ∈ (0,∞) there exist Bλ ∈ SX,X′ and (p,Aλ) ∈ (J2

V,+u)(f(x0)) such that

Bλ ≥ −λIXπXK⊥x0

and that for all x1, x2 ∈ X it holds that

〈p, (DX,V (f |X))(x0)x1〉V ′,V = 〈p̃|X + δ(DX(h|X))(x0), x1〉X′,X and that

(2.107)

〈
Aλ
(
(DX,V (f |X))(x0)x1

)
, (DX,V (f |X))(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

+
〈
p,
((

(D2
X,V (f |X))(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

+ 〈x1, Bλx2〉X,X′ = 〈x1,
(
(Ã|X)|X + δ(D2

X(h|X))(x0)
)
x2〉X,X′ .

(2.108)

Note that (2.107) ensures that p does not depend on λ. Moreover, we get from (2.107) and the
assumption (DX,V(f |X))(x0) ∈ CH,V(X, V ) that (DX(h|X))(x0) ∈ D(EX′,H′) and thus it holds
that x0 ∈ W . Combining now x0 ∈ W , (2.8), (2.4), the fact that for all λ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that
Bλ ≥ −λIXπXK⊥x0

and the assumption that F is degenerate elliptic, the assumption that for all

x ∈ W , r ∈ R, q ∈ H ′, and all (Aλ)λ∈(0,∞) ⊆ SH,H′ it holds that lim infλ↓0 F (x, r, q, (Aλ|X)|X −
λIXπ

X
V ⊥) ≤ lim supλ↓0 F (x, r, q, (Aλ|X)|X) yields that

F+
H,X,δ,h,u◦f

(
x0, (u ◦ f)−,WH,δ,h(x0), p̃, Ã

)
≤ F+

H,X,δ,h
(
x0, u(f(x0))− δh(x0), p̃, Ã

)
= F

(
x0, u(f(x0))− δh(x0) + δh(x0), p̃+ δEX′,H′((DX(h|X))(x0)), (Ã|X)|X + δ(D2

X(h|X))(x0)
)

≤ lim inf
λ↓0

F
(
x0, u(f(x0)), p̃+ δEX′,H′((DX(h|X))(x0)), (Ã|X)|X + δ(D2

X(h|X))(x0)−Bλ

− λIXπXK⊥x0

)
≤ lim sup

λ↓0
F
(
x0, u(f(x0)), p̃+ δEX′,H′((DX(h|X))(x0)), (Ã|X)|X + δ(D2

X(h|X))(x0)−Bλ

)
.

(2.109)

Therefore it follows from (2.103), (2.107), (2.108), the assumption that u is a classical viscosity
subsolution of F̃ = 0, the fact that for all λ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that (p,Aλ) ∈ (J2

V,+u)(f(x0)),

and from the continuity of F̃ that

F+
H,X,δ,h,u◦f (x0, (u ◦ f)−,WH,δ,h(x0), p̃, Ã)

≤ lim sup
λ↓0

F
(
x0, u(f(x0)), p̃+ δEX′,H′((DX(h|X))(x0)), (Ã|X)|X + δ(D2

X(h|X))(x0)−Bλ

)
= lim sup

λ↓0
F̃ (f(x0), u(f(x0)), p, Aλ) = lim sup

λ↓0
F̃V,V,1,0,u(f(x0), u(f(x0)), p, Aλ) ≤ 0.

(2.110)
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Thus Corollary 2.10 shows that u ◦ πV is a viscosity subsolution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X).
In the same way, it can be shown that u ◦ πV is a viscosity supersolution of F = 0 relative to
(h,H,X) and we thereby obtain that u◦πV is a viscosity solution of F = 0 relative to (h,H,X).
This completes the proof of Proposition 2.22. �

Corollary 2.23 (Lifting classical viscosity solutions to classical viscosity solutions in bigger
Hilbert spaces). Assume the setting in Section 2.2, let V = (V, 〈·, ·〉V , ‖ · ‖V ) be a real Hilbert
space, let V′ = (V ′, ‖ · ‖H′) be its dual space, let f ∈ C2

H,V(O, V ), satisfy for all x0 ∈ O

that (DH,Vf)(x0) : X → V is surjective, denote for every x ∈ H by K⊥x the orthogonal set
of ker((DH,Vf)(x)) satisfying that K⊥x = {y ∈ H : (∀v ∈ ker((DH,Vf)(x)) : 〈y, v〉H = 0)}, let

F : O × R × H ′ × SH,H′ → R and F̃ : f(O) × R × V ′ × SV,V′ → R be degenerate elliptic

functions such that for all x0 ∈ O, r ∈ R, p̃ ∈ H ′, Ã ∈ SH,H′, p ∈ V ′, A ∈ SV,V′, and all
(Aλ)λ∈(0,∞) ⊆ SH,H′, with

∀x1 ∈ H : 〈p, (DH,Vf)(x0)x1〉V ′,V = 〈p̃|X , x1〉H′,H and with

∀x1, x2 ∈ H :
〈
A
(
(DH,Vf)(x0)x1

)
, (DH,Vf)(x0)x2

〉
V ′,V

+
〈
p,
((

(D2
H,Vf)(x0)

)
(x1)

)
(x2)

〉
V ′,V

= 〈x1, Ãx2〉H,H′
(2.111)

it holds that

F̃ (f(x0), r, p, A) = F (x0, r, p̃, Ã),

lim inf
λ↓0

F (x, r, p̃, Aλ − λIHπHK⊥x0
) ≤ lim sup

λ↓0
F (x, r, p̃, Aλ),(2.112)

and that lim sup
λ↓0

F (x, r, p̃, Aλ + λIHπ
H
K⊥x0

) ≥ lim inf
λ↓0

F (x, r, p̃, Aλ),

let F̃ be continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖V×R×V ′×L(V,V′)-norm and let u ∈ CV(f(O),R) be a

classical viscosity solution of F̃ = 0. Then u ◦ f is a classical viscosity solution of F = 0.

Proof. The proof follows directly from Proposition 2.22 (with X← H and h← 0). �



CHAPTER 3

Uniqueness of viscosity solutions of parabolic PDEs

The main result of this chapter is a comparison result for viscosity solutions of parabolic
PDEs (Theorem 3.8) and its application to Kolmogorov equations (Corollary 3.9) under suit-
able assumptions. This generalizes Lemma 4.13 and Corollary 4.14 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler &
Jentzen [14] to separable Hilbert spaces. Moreover, in contrast to Theorem 6.1 in Ishii [16] we
don’t have a global Lipschitz assumption and we allow unbounded viscosity solution as long as
they satisfy a suitable growth condition (often polynomial growth).

In Section 3.3 we show several results on constructing suitable semijets. In particular Lemma
3.1 is a small improvement on Theorem 3.2 in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5]. Lemma 3.2 then
generalizes Lemma 4 in Lions [22] to arbitrary linear functions and Corollary 3.3 generalizes
this result to general C2-functions. Corollary 3.4 is a special case of Corollary 3.3 and will be
needed in the proof of Lemma 3.5. In the Section 3.4 we prove our main theorem (Theorem
3.8). To achieve this, we establish a comparison result for bounded viscosity solutions vanishing
at infinity (Lemma 3.5). Using a scaling argument (Lemma 3.6) we can transfer this result to
viscosity solutions satisfying a certain growth condition (Theorem 3.8). In Section 3.5 we apply
Theorem 3.8 to Kolmogorov equations (Corollary 3.9). This chapter is based on Section 4.3 in
Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] and Section 6 in Ishii [16].

Throughout this chapter we use the notation from Section 3.2 below.

3.1. Setting

Throughout this chapter the following setting is frequently used. Let T ∈ (0,∞), let
H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) and X = (X, 〈·, ·〉X , ‖ · ‖X) be real separable Hilbert spaces such that
X ⊆ H, X is embedded continuously in H, and X is dense in H with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-
norm, let H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′), X′ = (X, 〈·, ·〉X′ , ‖ · ‖X), (R × H)′ = ((R × H)′, ‖ · ‖(R×H)′),
(R × X)′ = ((R × X)′, ‖ · ‖(R×X)′), and ((R × H)2)′ = (((R × H)2)′, ‖ · ‖((R×H)2)′) be the
corresponding dual spaces, let O ⊆ H be an open set, let On ⊆ O, n ∈ N be the H-bounded and
H-closed sets satisfying for all n ∈ N that, On =

{
x ∈ O : distH(x,H\O) ≥ 1

n
and ‖x‖H ≤ n

}
,

and denote for all n ∈ N by Oc
n = O\On the complement of On in O, let W ⊆ (0, T )×O satisfy

that W is dense in (0, T ) × O with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm, let h : [0, T ] × O → [0,∞]
be a with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm lower semicontinuous function with the property that
h|(0,T )×X ∈ C2

R×X((0, T )× (X ∩O)) and that W = {z ∈ (0, T )× (X ∩O) : (DX(h|(0,T )×X))(z) ∈
D(EX′,H′), (J2

R×H,−h)(z) 6= ∅}.

3.2. Notation

Assume the setting in Section 3.1 and let G : W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R then we will in the
following always consider the function F : W×R×(R×H)′×SR×X,(R×X)′ → R satisfying for all

((t, x), r, (q, p), A, Ã) ∈ W×R×(R×H)′×SR×X,(R×X)′×SX,X′ with ∀y ∈ X : Ãy = π
(R×X)′

2 A(0, y)
that

(3.1) F ((t, x), r, (q, p), A) = I−1
R
q −G((t, x), r, p, Ã),

and the corresponding equation

F ((t, x), u(t, x), (DR×Hu)(t, x), ((D2
R×Hu)(t, x)|R×X)|R×X)

= ∂
∂t
u(t, x)−G((t, x), u(t, x), (DHu)(t, x), ((D2

Hu)(t, x)|X)|X) = 0.
(3.2)

33
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Therefore we will use the following notation, which is more suitable for parabolic equations
throughout this chapter. More precisely a function G : W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R is here called
degenerate elliptic if for all (t, x) ∈ W , r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′ and all A,B ∈ SX,X′ with A ≤ B
it holds that G((t, x), r, p, A) ≤ G((t, x), r, p, B) (see, e.g., inequality (1.2) in Appendix C in
Peng [28] and compare also with Section 2.4 above). Moreover, for δ ∈ (0,∞) we will denote

by d+,W
H,δ,h,u, d

−,W
H,δ,h,u : ((0, T ) × O × R × H ′ × SH,H′)

2 → [0,∞] the functions satisfying for all

(ξ, η) = ((t, x, r, p, B), (v, y, s, q, C)) ∈ ((0, T )×O ×R×H ′ × SH,H′)
2 that

(3.3) d+,W
H,δ,h,u(ξ, η) =



‖x− y‖H ∨ |t− v| ∨ |r − s| ∨ ‖p− q‖H′ ∨ ‖B − C‖L(H,H′)

∨|u+,W
R×H,δ,h(t, x)− u+,W

R×H,δ,h(v, y)|
if u+,W

R×H,δ,h(t, x), u+,W
R×H,δ,h(v, y) ∈ R

∞
if u+,W

R×H,δ,h(t, x), u+,W
R×H,δ,h(v, y) /∈ R

and that

(3.4) d−,WH,δ,h,u(ξ, η) =



‖x− y‖H ∨ |t− v| ∨ |r − s| ∨ ‖p− q‖H′ ∨ ‖B − C‖L(H,H′)

∨|u−,W
R×H,δ,h(t, x)− u−,W

R×H,δ,h(v, y)|
if u−,W

R×H,δ,h(t, x), u−,W
R×H,δ,h(v, y) ∈ R

∞
if u−,W

R×H,δ,h(t, x), u−,W
R×H,δ,h(v, y) /∈ R

and by G+
H,X,δ,h, G

−
H,X,δ,h : W×R×H ′×SH,H′ → R the functions satisfying for all ((t, x), r, p, A) ∈

W ×R×H ′ × SH,H′ that

G+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)

= G
(

(t, x), r + δh(t, x), p+ δEX′,H′
(
DX(h(t, x)|(0,T )×(X∩O))

)
(t, x),

(A|X)|X + δ
(
D2

X(h|(0,T )×(X∩O))(t, x)
))(3.5)

and that

G−H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)

= G
(

(t, x), r − δh(t, x), p− δEX′,H′
(
DX(h(t, x)|(0,T )×(X∩O))

)
(t, x),

(A|X)|X − δ
(
D2

X(h|(0,T )×(X∩O))(t, x)
))(3.6)

(compare this also with the Section 2.4 above).

3.3. Construction of semijets

First we recall a minor improvement (since we don’t assume that ui is upper semicontinuous)
of Theorem 3.2 (with k ← 2) in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5]. It will be used in the proof of
Lemma 3.2 below.

Lemma 3.1 (Construction of suitable semijets). Let for all i ∈ {1, 2} Ni ∈ N, Oi be a
locally compact subset of RNi, and let for all i ∈ {1, 2} ui : Oi → [−∞,∞), let N ∈ N satisfy
that N = N1 + N2, let O be the set satisfying that O = O1 × O2, let ϕ ∈ C2

RN
(O,R), and

let x̂ = (x̂1, x̂2) ∈ O be a local maximum of O 3 (x1, x2) → u1(x1) + u2(x2) − ϕ(x1, x2) ∈ R.
Then for all i ∈ {1, 2} and all ε > 0 there exists Xi ∈ SRNi ,(RNi )′ such that (πOi DRNϕ(x̂), Xi) ∈
(Ĵ2
RNi ,+

ui)(xi) and that

(3.7) −
(

1

ε
+ ‖(D2

RN
ϕ)(x̂)‖

)
I ≤

(
X1 0
0 X2

)
≤ (D2

RN
ϕ)(x̂) + ε((D2

RN
ϕ)(x̂))2.
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Proof of Lemma 3.1. The proof follows analogously to Theorem 3.2 in Crandall, Ishii
& Lions [5] but instead of the upper semicontinuity in the last inequality (the one after (A.11)
on page 62) we use

u1(0) = 0 = lim
n→∞

〈(
ξn +

qn
λ
, 0
)
, A
(
ξn +

qn
λ
, 0
)〉

RN ,(RN )′
≥ lim sup

n→∞

(
u1

(
ξn +

qn
λ

)
+ u2(0)

)
= lim sup

n→∞
u1

(
ξn +

qn
λ

)
= lim sup

n→∞

(
û1(ξn) +

1

2λ
|qn|2

)
= û1(0) ≥ u1(0).

(3.8)

For u2 this follows analogously, which completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. �

The next lemma generalizes Lemma 4 in Lions [22] to arbitrary linear functions.

Lemma 3.2 (Construction of suitable semijets for strict maxima wrt. to a linear operator).
Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a real Hilbert space, let V = (V, 〈·, ·〉H |V 2 , ‖ · ‖H |V ) be a finite-
dimensional linear subspace of H, let H′ = (H, ‖·‖H′), (H2)′ = ((H2)′, ‖·‖(H2)′), V′ = (V, ‖·‖V ′),
(V2)′ = ((V 2)′, ‖ · ‖(V 2)′), be the dual spaces, let u1, u2 : H → [−∞,∞) be upper semicontinuous
with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, let A ∈ SH2,(H2)′, let (z1, z2) ∈ H2 be a strict H2-maximum
of H2 3 (z1, z2) → u1(z1) + u2(z2) − 1

2
〈(z1, z2), A(z1, z2)〉H2,(H2)′ ∈ [−∞,∞), denote by E1,

E2 : H → H2 the canonical embeddings satisfying for all x ∈ H that E1(x) = (x, 0) and that
E2(x) = (0, x), and let ε, δ, λ ∈ (0,∞) satisfy that

λ ≥ 1

δ

(
‖πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖

2
L(H,H′) ∨ ‖πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ‖2

L(H,H′)

)
+ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′).

(3.9)

Then there exist operators X1, X2 ∈ SH,H′ satisfying that X1 = πH
′

V ′X1π
H
V , X2 = πH

′

V ′X2π
H
V , that

(3.10) −
(1

ε
+ ‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′)

)
IH2 ≤

(
X1 0
0 X2

)
≤
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 + ε
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2

)2
)
,

and satisfying that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that
(3.11)(

π
(H2)′

i A(z1, z2), Xi + π
(H2)′

i AEi − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i AEiπ
H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+ui)(zi).

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let x1, x2 ∈ V be the elements satisfying that x1 = πHV (z1) and
that x2 = πHV (z2), let y1, y2 ∈ V ⊥ be the elements satisfying that y1 = πH

V ⊥(z1) and that

y2 = πH
V ⊥(z2), let ẑ ∈ H2 be the element satisfying that ẑ = (z1,z2)

2
, and let B ∈ SH2,(H2)′ be the

function satisfying that

(3.12) B =

(
−IH(δπHV + λπH

V ⊥) π
(H2)′

1 AE2 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V

π
(H2)′

2 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

2 AE1π
H
V −IH(δπHV + λπH

V ⊥)

)
.

Moreover, denote by Φ: H2 → [−∞,∞) the function satisfying for all z1, z2 ∈ H that

(3.13) Φ(z1, z2) = u1(z1) + u2(z2)− 1

2
〈(z1, z2), A(z1, z2)〉H2,(H2)′ ,

denote by φ1, φ2 : H → [−∞,∞) the functions satisfying for all x ∈ H and all i ∈ {1, 2} that

φi(x) = ui(x)− 1
2

〈
x, (π

(H2)′

i AEi − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i AEiπ
H
V )x

〉
H,H′

+
〈(
ẑ − Ei(x)

)
, B
(
ẑ − Ei(x)

)〉
H2,(H2)′

+ δ
2
‖πHV (x)‖2

H + λ
2
‖πHV ⊥(x)‖2

H

(3.14)

denote by ũ1, ũ2 : V → [−∞,∞] the functions satisfying for all x ∈ V that

(3.15) ũ1(x) = sup
y∈V ⊥

φ1(x+ y), ũ2(x) = sup
y∈V ⊥

φ2(x+ y),
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and denote by Φ̃ : V 2 → [−∞,∞] the function satisfying for all x1, x2 ∈ V that

(3.16) Φ̃(x1, x2) = ũ1(x1) + ũ2(x2)− 1
2
〈(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)〉H2,(H2)′ .

Furthermore, using the symmetry of B and (3.12) we derive that for every x1, x2 ∈ V and for
every y1, y2 ∈ V ⊥ it holds that

〈(x1 + y1, x2 + y2), B(x1 + y1, x2 + y2)〉H2,(H2)′

= − δ〈x1 + y1, x1〉H − δ〈x2 + y2, x2〉H − λ〈x1 + y1, y1〉H − λ〈x2 + y2, y2〉H

− 2
〈
x1 + y1,

(
(πH

′

V ′ + πH
′

(V ⊥)′)π
(H2)′

1 AE2(πHV + πHV ⊥)− πH′V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V

)
(x2 + y2)

〉
H,H′

= − δ‖x1‖2
H − δ‖x2‖2

H − λ‖y1‖2
H − λ‖y2‖2

H − 2
〈
x1 + y1,

(
πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥

+ πH
′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V + πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥

)
(x2 + y2)

〉
H,H′

= − δ‖x1‖2
H − δ‖x2‖2

H − λ‖y1‖2
H − λ‖y2‖2

H − 2
〈
x1, π

H′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥y2

〉
H,H′

(3.17)

− 2
〈
y1, π

H′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V x2

〉
H,H′
− 2
〈
y1, π

H′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥y2

〉
H,H′

≤ − δ‖x1‖2
H − δ‖x2‖2

H − λ‖y1‖2
H − λ‖y2‖2

H + 2‖πH′V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′) · ‖y2‖H ‖x1‖H

+ 2‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ‖L(H,H′) · ‖x2‖H ‖y1‖H

+ 2‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′) · ‖y1‖H ‖y2‖H

Hence we obtain that for every x1, x2 ∈ V and for every y1, y2 ∈ V ⊥ it holds that

〈(x1 + y1, x2 + y2), B(x1 + y1, x2 + y2)〉H2,(H2)′

≤ −

(
√
δ · ‖x1‖H −

‖πH′V ′ π
(H×H)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′)√

δ
‖y2‖H

)2

−

√δ · ‖x2‖H −
‖πH′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ‖L(H,H′)

√
δ

‖y1‖H

2

− ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′) (‖y1‖H − ‖y2‖H)2(3.18)

−

λ− ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ‖2

L(H,H′)

δ
− ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′)

 ‖y1‖2
H

−

λ− ‖πH′V ′ π(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖

2
L(H,H′)

δ
− ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′)

 ‖y2‖2
H ≤ 0.

Thus B is negative semi-definite. Moreover, we have for all z1, z2 ∈ H that

− 〈(z1, 0),
(
A− π(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2

)
(0, z2)〉H2,(H2)′ + 2

〈(
ẑ − (z1,z2)

2

)
, B
(
ẑ − (z1,z2)

2

)〉
H2,(H2)′

= − 〈(z1, 0), B(0, z2)〉H2,(H2)′ + 2 〈ẑ, B ẑ〉H2,(H2)′ − 4
〈

(z1,z2)
2

, B ẑ
〉
H2,(H2)′

+ 2
〈

(z1,z2)
2

, B
(

(z1,z2)
2

)〉
H2,(H2)′

= 〈ẑ, B ẑ〉H2,(H2)′ − 2 〈(z1, 0), B ẑ〉H2,(H2)′ +
〈
(z1, 0), B(z1, 0)

〉
H2(H2)′

+ 〈ẑ, B ẑ〉H2,(H2)′ − 2 〈(0, z2), B ẑ〉H2,(H2)′ +
〈
(0, z2), B(0, z2)

〉
H2,(H2)′
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+ 1
2

〈
(z1, 0) + (0, z2), B

(
(z1, 0) + (0, z2)

)〉
H2,(H2)′

− 〈(z1, 0), B(0, z2)〉H2,(H2)′(3.19)

−
〈
(z1, 0), B(z1, 0)

〉
H2,(H2)′

−
〈
(0, z2), B(0, z2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

=
〈
(ẑ − (z1, 0)), B(ẑ − (z1, 0))

〉
H2,(H2)′

+
〈
(ẑ − (0, z2)), B(ẑ − (0, z2))

〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(z1, 0), B(z1, 0)

〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(0, z2), B(0, z2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

=
〈
(ẑ − (z1, 0)), B(ẑ − (z1, 0))

〉
H2,(H2)′

+
〈
(ẑ − (0, z2)), B(ẑ − (0, z2))

〉
H2,(H2)′

+ δ
2
‖πHV (z1)‖2

H + λ
2
‖πHV ⊥(z1)‖2

H + δ
2
‖πHV (z2)‖2

H + λ
2
‖πHV ⊥(z2)‖2

H .

This implies that for all x1, x2 ∈ V and all y1, y2 ∈ V ⊥ it holds that

Φ(z1, z2) ≥ Φ(x1 + y1, x2 + y2)

≥ Φ(x1 + y1, x2 + y2) + 2
〈(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)
, B
(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)〉
H2,(H2)′

= u1(x1 + y1) + u2(x2 + y2) + 2
〈(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)
, B
(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(x1 + y1, x2 + y2), A(x1 + y1, x2 + y2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

= u1(x1 + y1) + u2(x2 + y2) + 2
〈(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)
, B
(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(x1 + y1, x2 + y2), (A− π(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 )(x1 + y1, x2 + y2)
〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(x1 + y1, x2 + y2), (π

(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 )(x1 + y1, x2 + y2)
〉
H2,(H2)′

= u1(x1 + y1) + u2(x2 + y2) + 2
〈(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)
, B
(
ẑ − (x1+y1,x2+y2)

2

)〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(x1 + y1, 0), (A− π(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 )(x1 + y1, 0)
〉
H2,(H2)′

(3.20)

− 1
2

〈
(0, x2 + y2), (A− π(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 )(0, x2 + y2)
〉
H2,(H2)′

−
〈
(x1 + y1, 0), (A− π(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 )(0, x2 + y2)
〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

= u1(x1 + y1) + u2(x2 + y2) +
〈(
ẑ −

(
x1 + y1, 0

))
, B
(
ẑ −

(
x1 + y1, 0

))〉
H2,(H2)′

+
〈(
ẑ −

(
0, x2 + y2

))
, B
(
ẑ −

(
0, x2 + y2

))〉
H2,(H2)′

+ δ
2
‖x1‖2

H + λ
2
‖y1‖2

H + δ
2
‖x2‖2

H

+ λ
2
‖y2‖2

H − 1
2

〈
(x1 + y1), (π

(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V )(x1 + y1)

〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(x2 + y2), (π

(H2)′

2 AE2 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

2 AE2π
H
V )(x2 + y2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

− 1
2

〈
(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

= φ1(x1 + y1) + φ2(x2 + y2)− 1
2

〈
(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

.

From (3.20) it follows that ũ1 and ũ2 are well-defined and that it holds

Φ̃(x1, x2) = ũ1(x1) + ũ2(x2)− 1

2
〈(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)〉H2,(H2)′

= sup
y1∈V ⊥

sup
y2∈V ⊥

(
φ1(x1 + y1) + φ2(x2 + y2)− 1

2
〈(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)〉H2,(H2)′

)
≥ φ1(x1 + y1) + φ2(x2 + y2)− 1

2
〈(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)〉H2,(H2)′ = Φ(z1, z2).

(3.21)

Thus we have that

(3.22) ũ1(x1) = φ1(z1), ũ2(x2) = φ2(z2)
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and that (x1, x2) is a global maximum of Φ̃. Lemma 3.1 (with ϕ← Φ̃) implies the existence of
X̃1, X̃2 ∈ SV,V′ (which we fix for the rest of the proof) such that it holds that

(3.23) −
(1

ε
+
∥∥π(H2)′

(V 2)′A
∣∣
V 2

∥∥
L(V2,(V2)′)

)
IV2 ≤

(
X̃1 0

0 X̃2

)
≤
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′A
∣∣
V 2 + ε

(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′A
∣∣
V 2

)2
)
,

(3.24)

((πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 A(x1, x2))|V , X̃1) ∈ (Ĵ2
V,+ũ1)(x1), ((πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

2 A(x1, x2))|V , X̃2) ∈ (Ĵ2
V,+ũ2)(x2).

From (3.24) it follows that there exist sequences (x1,k)k∈N, (x2,k)k∈N ⊆ V , (ξ1,k)k∈N, (ξ2,k)k∈N
⊆ V ′ and (X̃1,k)k∈N, (X̃2,k)k∈N ⊆ SV,V′ (which we fix for the rest of the proof) such that

lim
k→∞
‖x1,k − x1‖H = 0, lim

k→∞
‖x2,k − x2‖H = 0,(3.25)

lim
k→∞

ũ1(x1,k) = ũ1(x1), lim
k→∞

ũ2(x2,k) = ũ2(x2),(3.26)

lim
k→∞
‖ξ1,k − (πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 A(x1, x2))|V ‖V ′ = 0,(3.27)

lim
k→∞
‖ξ2,k − (πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

2 A(x1, x2))|V ‖V ′ = 0,(3.28)

lim
k→∞
‖X̃1,k − X̃1‖L(V,V) = 0, lim

k→∞
‖X̃2,k − X̃2‖L(V,V) = 0,(3.29)

(ξ1,k, X̃1,k) ∈ (J2
V,+ũ1)(x1,k), (ξ2,k, X̃2,k) ∈ (J2

V,+ũ2)(x2,k).(3.30)

Now denote by X1, X2 ∈ SH,H′ the functions satisfying for all x1, x2 ∈ H that

〈X1(x1), x2〉H′,H = 〈X̃1(πHV (x1)), πHV (x2)〉V ′,V ,
〈X2(x1), x2〉H′,H = 〈X̃2(πHV (x1)), πHV (x2)〉V ′,V

(3.31)

and for all k ∈ N denote by X1,k, X2,k ∈ SH,H′ the functions satisfying for all x1, x2 ∈ H that

〈X1,k(x1), x2〉H′,H = 〈X̃1,k(π
H
V (x1)), πHV (x2)〉V ′,V ,

〈X2,k(x1), x2〉H′,H = 〈X̃2,k(π
H
V (x1)), πHV (x2)〉V ′,V .

(3.32)

Then (3.32), (3.29), (3.23) and ‖π(H2)′

(V 2)′A
∣∣
V 2‖L(V2,(V2)′) ≤ ‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) imply

X1,k = πH
′

V ′X1,kπ
H
V , X2,k = πH

′

V ′X2,kπ
H
V ,(3.33)

lim
k→∞
‖X1,k −X1‖L(H,H′) = 0, lim

k→∞
‖X2,k −X2‖L(H,H′) = 0(3.34)

−
(

1

ε
+ ‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′)

)
IH2 ≤

(
X1 0
0 X2

)
≤
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 + ε(π
(H2)′

(V 2)′Aπ
H2

V 2 )2
)
.(3.35)

Moreover, (3.27), (3.28), and the definition of πH
′

V ′ show for all i ∈ {1, 2} that

lim
k→∞
‖ξi,kπHV − πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i A(x1, x2)‖H′ = lim
k→∞
‖ξi,kπHV − πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i A(x1, x2)πHV ‖H′ = 0.(3.36)

To conclude the theorem we pull back the expansion implied by (3.30) on ũ1 or ũ2 to the level
of u1 and u2. We will do this only for ũ1 since for ũ2 it follows exactly the same way. From
(3.30) and Lemma 2.9 we deduce for all k ∈ N the existence of ϕk ∈ C2

V(V,R) satisfying for all
x ∈ V that
(3.37)

ũ1(x) ≤ ϕk(x), ϕk(x1,k) = ũ1(x1,k), (DVϕk)(x1,k) = ξ1,k, (D2
Vϕk)(x1,k) = (X1,k|V )|V .

Without loss of generality we may assume that for all k ∈ N it holds that x1,k is a strict V-
maximum of V 3 x→ ũ1(x)− ϕk(x) ∈ [−∞,∞) and that for all k ∈ N it holds that ϕk grows
at least not slower than V 3 x → 1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) ‖x‖2

H ∈ R at infinity in the sense that there
exists an Mk ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x ∈ H with ‖x‖H ≥Mk it holds that

(3.38) ϕk(x) ≥ 1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) ‖x‖2

H ,
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otherwise take a function η ∈ C2
V(V, [0, 1]) satisfying for all x ∈ V with ‖x‖H ≤ 1 that η(x) = 1

and for all x ∈ V with ‖x‖H ≥ 2 that η(x) = 0 and replace ϕk by the function V 3 x →
η(x− x1,k)(ϕk(x) + ‖x− x1,k‖4

H) + (1− η(x− x1,k))(
1
2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) ‖x‖2

H + (ϕk(x))2 + 1) ∈ R.
From (3.38) we obtain for all k ∈ N and all x ∈ H that

− 1{‖πHV (x)‖H≥Mk}ϕk(π
H
V (x))− 1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) M

2
k

≤ − 1{‖πHV (x)‖H≥Mk}ϕk(π
H
V (x))− 1{‖πHV (x)‖H<Mk}

1
2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) ‖πHV (x)‖2

H

≤ − 1
2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) ‖πHV (x)‖2

H ≤ −1
2
〈πHV (x), π

(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V (x)〉H,H′

= − 1
2
〈x, πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V x〉H,H′ .

(3.39)

Therefore the fact that (z1, z2) is a maximum of Φ ensures for all k ∈ N and all x ∈ H that

u1(x)− 1

2
〈x, (π(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V )x〉H,H′ − 1{‖πHV (x)‖H≥Mk}ϕk(π

H
V (x))

− 1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) M

2
k

≤ u1(x)− 1

2
〈x, (π(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V )x〉H,H′ −

1

2
〈x, πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V x〉H,H′

= u1(x)− 1

2
〈(x, 0), A(x, 0)〉H2,(H2)′ = Φ(x, 0)− u2(0) ≤ Φ(z1, z2)− u2(0).

(3.40)

Thus equation (3.14) and inequality (3.40) imply for all k ∈ N and all x ∈ H that

φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x))

= u1(x)− 1
2
〈x, (π(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V )x〉H,H′ +

〈(
ẑ − (x, 0)

)
, B
(
ẑ(x, 0)

)〉
H2,(H2)′

+ δ
2
‖πHV (x)‖2

H + λ
2
‖πHV ⊥(x)‖2

H − 1{‖πHV (x)‖H≥Mk}ϕk(π
H
V (x))− 1{‖πHV (x)‖H<Mk}ϕk(π

H
V (x))

− 1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) M

2
k +

1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) M

2
k

≤ Φ(z1, z2)− u2(0) + δ
2
‖πHV (x)‖2

H + λ
2
‖πHV ⊥(x)‖2

H + 〈(x, 0), B(x, 0)〉H2,(H2)′ + 〈ẑ, B ẑ〉H2,(H2)′

− 2〈ẑ, B(x, 0)〉H2,(H2)′ − 1{‖πHV (x)‖H<Mk}ϕk(π
H
V (x)) + 1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) M

2
k

≤ Φ(z1, z2)− u2(0)− δ
2
‖πHV (x)‖2

H − λ
2
‖πHV ⊥(x)‖2

H + ‖B‖L(H2,(H2)′) ‖ẑ‖2
H2

+ 2‖B‖L(H2,(H2)′) ‖ẑ‖H2 ‖x‖H − 1{‖πHV (x)‖H<Mk}ϕk(π
H
V (x)) + 1

2
‖A‖L(H2,(H2)′) M

2
k .

(3.41)

From (3.41) and δ, λ > 0 it follows then that for all k ∈ N it holds that

(3.42) lim
r→∞

sup
{
φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) : x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
= −∞.

In a finite-dimensional Hilbert space, (3.42) would be enough to conclude the existence of a
global maximum but in an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space we need a perturbation argument
to get the existence of a maximum. Since u1 is upper semicontinuous with respect to the
‖ · ‖H-norm and A,B ∈ SH×H,(H×H)′ it follows from (3.14) that φ1 is upper semicontinuous with
respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and this together with the fact that ϕk is continuous with respect
to the ‖ · ‖H-norm implies that also H 3 x→ φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) is upper semicontinuous with
respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm. Furthermore, it follows from the fact that for all r ∈ (0,∞) it
holds that {x ∈ H : ‖x‖H ≤ r} is convex, H-bounded, and closed that it is weakly compact.
Therefore it follows from page 3 in Stegall [33] that for all r ∈ (0,∞) {x ∈ H : ‖x‖H ≤ r} is
also an RNP set and this together with the theorem starting on page 4 in Stegall [33] implies
that for all r ∈ (0,∞), k ∈ N, and all γ ∈ (0, 1) there exist pγ,k,r ∈ H ′ and x̂γ,k,r ∈ H such that
‖pγ,k,r‖H′ < γ and x̂γ,k,r is a strict H-maximum of

(3.43) {x ∈ H : ‖x‖H ≤ r} 3 x→ φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) + 〈pγ,k,r, x〉H′,H ∈ R.
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Furthermore from (3.41) it follows that for all r ∈ (0,∞) and for all k ∈ N it holds that

lim
r→∞

sup
γ∈(0,1)

sup
{
φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) + 〈pγ,k,r, x〉H′,H : x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
= −∞.(3.44)

Thus for all k ∈ N there exists an r̂k ∈ (0,∞) such that for all γ ∈ (0, 1) and all x ∈ H with
‖x‖H ≥ r̂k it holds that

(3.45) φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) + 〈pγ,k,r̂k , x〉H′,H ≤ φ1(0H)− ϕk(0V )− 1.

Moreover, equation (3.42) implies that for all k ∈ N there exists an rk ∈ (r̂k,∞) such that for
all x ∈ H with ‖x‖H ≥ rk it holds that

(3.46) φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) ≤ φ1(x1,k)− ϕk(x1,k)− 1.

Then from (3.46) it follows that for all x ∈ V and for all k ∈ N it holds that
(3.47)

sup
y∈V ⊥
‖y‖H≥rk

[
φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)

]
≤ φ1(x1,k)− ϕk(x1,k)− 1 ≤ sup

y∈V ⊥
‖y‖H≤rk

[
φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)

]

and this ensures that for all k ∈ N it holds that

(3.48) sup
y∈V ⊥
‖y‖H≤rk

[
φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)

]
= sup

y∈V ⊥

[
φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)

]
.

For every γ ∈ (0, 1) and every k ∈ N denote by pγ,k, x̂γ,k ∈ H the elements satisfying that
pγ,k = pγ,k,rk and that x̂γ,k = x̂γ,k,rk . Then from (3.43) and (3.45) it follows that for all k ∈ N,
for all γ ∈ (0, 1), and for all x ∈ H with ‖x‖H ≥ rk it holds that

φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) + 〈pγ,k, x〉H′,H ≤ φ1(0H)− ϕk(0V )− 1

≤ φ1(x̂γ,k)− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k)) + 〈pγ,k, x〉H′,H − 1.
(3.49)

Combining (3.43) and (3.49) we get for all k ∈ N and all γ ∈ (0, 1) that x̂γ,k is also a strict
H-maximum of

H 3 x→ φ1(x)− ϕk(πHV (x)) + 〈pγ,k, x〉H′,H ∈ R(3.50)

and that

(3.51) sup
γ∈(0,1)

‖x̂γ,k‖H ≤ rk.

Moreover equation (3.15) implies that for all k ∈ N and all γ ∈ (0, 1) it holds that

ũ1(πHV (x̂γ,k))− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k)) = sup
ỹ∈V ⊥

[
φ1(πHV (x̂γ,k) + ỹ)

]
− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k))

≥ φ1(x̂γ,k)− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k)).
(3.52)

Hence for all k ∈ N, γ ∈ (0, 1), and all y ∈ V ⊥ with ‖y‖H ≤ rk (3.50) and (3.51) imply that

φ1(x̂γ,k)− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k))

= φ1(x̂γ,k)− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k)) + 〈pγ,k, x̂γ,k〉H′,H − 〈pγ,k, x̂γ,k〉H′,H
≥ φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k) + 〈pγ,k, x1,k + y〉H′,H − 〈pγ,k, x̂γ,k〉H′,H
≥ φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)− γ(‖x1,k + y‖H + ‖x̂γ,k‖H)

≥ φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)− γ(‖x1,k‖H + 2rk).

(3.53)
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Maximizing over {y ∈ V ⊥ : ‖y‖H ≤ rk} together with (3.15) and (3.48) yields that for all k ∈ N
and for all γ ∈ (0, 1) it holds that

φ1(x̂γ,k)− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k)) ≥ sup
y∈V ⊥
‖y‖≤rk

[
φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)− γ(‖x1,k‖H + 2rk)

]
= sup

y∈V ⊥

[
φ1(x1,k + y)− ϕk(x1,k)− γ(‖x1,k‖H + 2rk)

]
= ũ1(x1,k)− ϕk(x1,k)− γ(‖x1,k‖H + 2rk).

(3.54)

Thus it follows from (3.52) and (3.54) that for all k ∈ N it holds that

lim inf
γ→0

(
ũ1(πHV (x̂γ,k))− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k))

)
≥ lim inf

γ→0

(
φ1(x̂γ,k)− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k))

)
≥ ũ1(x1,k)− ϕk(x1,k)

(3.55)

and since x1,k is a strict V-maximum of V 3 x→ ũ1(x)−ϕk(x) ∈ R we have for all k ∈ N that

lim
γ→0

(
ũ1(πHV (x̂γ,k))− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k))

)
= ũ1(x1,k)− ϕk(x1,k)(3.56)

lim
γ→0

πHV (x̂γ,k) = x1,k.(3.57)

From (3.52) and (3.54) it follows then that for all γ ∈ (0, 1) and all k ∈ N it holds that

ũ1(πHV (x̂γ,k))− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k)) ≥ φ1(x̂γ,k)− ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k))

≥ ũ1(x1,k)− ϕk(x1,k)− γ(‖x1,k‖H + 2rk).
(3.58)

Hence we get with (3.56), (3.57), and with (3.58) that for all k ∈ N it holds that

ũ1(x1,k) = lim
γ→0

(ũ1(πHV (x̂γ,k))) ≥ lim sup
γ→0

(φ1(x̂γ,k)) ≥ lim inf
γ→0

(φ1(x̂γ,k)) ≥ ũ1(x1,k)(3.59)

and this shows that

(3.60) lim
γ→0

φ1(x̂γ,k) = ũ1(x1,k).

Now with (3.20), (3.22), (3.57), and (3.60) we derive for all k ∈ N that

Φ(z1, z2) ≥ lim sup
γ→0

Φ(x̂γ,k, z2)

≥ lim sup
γ→0

(
Φ(x̂γ,k, z2) + 2

〈(
ẑ − (x̂γ,k, z2)

2

)
, B

(
ẑ − (x̂γ,k, z2)

2

)〉
H2,(H2)′

)
= lim sup

γ→0

(
φ1(x̂γ,k) + φ2(z2)− 1

2

〈
(πHV (x̂γ,k), x2), A(πHV (x̂γ,k), x2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

)
= ũ1(x1,k) + ũ2(x2)− 1

2

〈
(x1,k, x2), A(x1,k, x2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

.

(3.61)

Then letting k go to infinity (3.61) together with (3.25) and (3.26) implies that

Φ(z1, z2) ≥ lim
k→∞

lim sup
γ→0

Φ(x̂γ,k, z2)

≥ lim
k→∞

(
ũ1(x1,k) + ũ2(x2)− 1

2

〈
(x1,k, x2), A(x1,k, x2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

)
= ũ1(x1) + ũ2(x2)− 1

2

〈
(x1, x2), A(x1, x2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

= Φ̃(x1, x2) = Φ(z1, z2).

(3.62)

From (3.62) it follows then that

(3.63) lim
k→∞

lim sup
γ→0

Φ(x̂γ,k, z2) = Φ(z1, z2).

In addition we get from (3.33), (3.37), and (3.57) for all k ∈ N that

lim
γ→0

ϕk(π
H
V (x̂γ,k)) = ϕk(x1,k) = ũ1(x1,k)
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lim
γ→0

(DH(ϕkπ
H
V ))(x̂γ,k) = (DH(ϕkπ

H
V ))(x1,k) = ξ1,kπ

H
V(3.64)

lim
γ→0

(D2
H(ϕkπ

H
V ))(x̂γ,k) = (D2

H(ϕkπ
H
V ))(x1,k) = πH

′

V ′X1,kπ
H
V = X1,k.

Thus for all k ∈ N there exist a Ck ∈ (0, 1) such that for all γ ∈ (0, Ck) it holds that

|ϕk(πHV (x̂γ,k))− ũ1(x1,k)| ≤
1

k
,

‖(DH(ϕkπ
H
V ))(x̂γ,k)− ξ1,kπ

H
V ‖H′ ≤

1

k
, and that

‖(D2
H(ϕkπ

H
V ))(x̂γ,k)−X1,k‖L(H,H′) ≤

1

k
.

(3.65)

From (3.63) it follows now that for all k ∈ N there exist a γk ∈ (0, Ck) such that

lim
k→∞

Φ(x̂γk,k, z2) = Φ(z1, z2).(3.66)

With the assumption that (z1, z2) is a strict H×H-maximum of Φ we get

(3.67) lim
k→∞

x̂γk,k = z1.

Now (3.66) and (3.67) imply that

u1(z1) + u2(z2)− 1
2

〈
(z1, z2), A(z1, z2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

= Φ(z1, z2) = lim
k→∞

Φ(x̂γk,k, z2)

= lim
k→∞

(
u1(x̂γk,k) + u2(z2)− 1

2

〈
(x̂γk,k, z2), A(x̂γk,k, z2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

)
= lim

k→∞

(
u1(x̂γk,k) + u2(z2)− 1

2

〈
(z1, z2), A(z1, z2)

〉
H2,(H2)′

)(3.68)

and thus

(3.69) lim
k→∞

u1(x̂γk,k) = u(z1).

Moreover, (3.26), (3.34), (3.36), (3.65), and the fact that that ∀k ∈ N : γk < Ck ensure that

lim
k→∞

ϕk(π
H
V (x̂γk,k)) = lim

k→∞

(
ϕk(π

H
V (x̂γk,k))− ũ1(x1,k) + ũ1(x1,k)

)
= ũ1(x1),

lim
k→∞

(
(DH(ϕkπ

H
V ))(x̂γk,k)

)
= lim

k→∞

(
(DH(ϕkπ

H
V ))(x̂γk,k)− ξ1,kπ

H
V + ξ1,kπ

H
V

)
= πH

′

V ′ π
(H×H)′

1 A(x1, x2),

lim
k→∞

(D2
H(ϕkπ

H
V )(x̂γk,k) = lim

k→∞

(
(D2

H(ϕkπ
H
V ))(x̂γk,k)−X1,k +X1,k

)
= X1.

(3.70)

On the other hand we obtain from (3.14) and from (3.50) that for all k ∈ N it holds that(
(DH(ϕkπ

H
V ))(x̂γk,k)− pγk,k, (D2

H(ϕkπ
H
V ))(x̂γk,k)

)
∈ (J2

H,+φ1)(x̂γk,k)

⇔
(
DH(ϕkπ

H
V )(x̂γk,k) + π

(H2)′

1 AE1(x̂γk,k)− πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1(πHV (x̂γk,k))

− 2π
(H2)′

1 B((x̂γk,k, 0)− ẑ)− δIHπHV (x̂γk,k)− λIHπHV ⊥(x̂γk,k)− pγk,k, (D2
H(ϕkπ

H
V ))(x̂γk,k)

+ π
(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V − 2π

(H2)′

1 BE1 − δIHπHV − λIHπHV ⊥
)
∈ (J2

H,+u1)(x̂γk,k).(3.71)



3.3. CONSTRUCTION OF SEMIJETS 43

Letting k go to infinity we deduce from (3.67) and (3.70) that

lim
k→∞

(
DH(ϕkπ

H
V )(x̂γk,k) + π

(H2)′

1 A(x̂γk,k, 0)− πH′V ′ π
(H2)′

1 A(πHV (x̂γk,k, 0))

− 2π
(H2)′

1 B((x̂γk,k, 0)− ẑ)− δIHπHV (x̂γk,k)− λIHπHV ⊥(x̂γk,k)− pγk,k
)

= πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 A(x1, x2) + π
(H2)′

1 A(z1, 0)− πH′V ′ π
(H2)′

1 A(x1, 0)− π(H2)′

1 B(z1,−z2)

− δIHx1 − λIHy1

= πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 A(0, x2) + π
(H2)′

1 A(z1, 0) + δIHx1 + λIHy1

+ (π
(H2)′

1 AE2 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V )z2 − δIHx1 − λIHy1

= π
(H2)′

1 A(z1, z2)

(3.72)

and that

lim
k→∞

(
D2

H(ϕkπ
H
V )x̂γk,k + π

(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V − 2π

(H2)′

1 BE1 − δIHπHV − λIHπHV ⊥
)

=X1 + π
(H2)′

1 AE
(H2)′

1 − πH′V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V + 2δIHπ

H
V + 2λIHπ

H
V ⊥ − δIHπ

H
V − λIHπHV ⊥

=X1 + π
(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥(3.73)

=X1 + π
(H2)′

1 AE1 − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥ .

This together with (3.67), (3.69), and (3.71) shows that

(3.74)
(
π

(H2)′

1 A(z1, z2), X1 + π
(H2)′

1 AE1− πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 AE1π
H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+u1)(z1)

which completes the proof of Lemma 3.2.
�

For completeness we also state the result for general C2 functions. It follows from Lemma
3.2 and a standard translation technique (see, e.g., First and Second Reduction on page 57 in
Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5])

Corollary 3.3 (Construction of suitable semijets for strict maxima wrt. to a C2 function). Let
H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H), be a real Hilbert space, let V = (V, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a finite-dimensional
linear subspace of H, let H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′), V′ = (V ′, ‖ · ‖V ′), (H2)′ = ((H2)′, ‖ · ‖(H2)′), (V2)′ =
((V 2)′, ‖ · ‖(V 2)′) be the dual spaces, let O,U ⊆ H be open sets, let u1 : O → [−∞,∞), u2 : U →
[−∞,∞) be upper semicontinuous with respect to the ‖·‖H-norm, let Ψ ∈ C2

H2(O×U,R), let (z1,
z2) ∈ O×U be a strict H2-maximum of O×U 3 (z1, z2)→ u1(z1)+u2(z2)−Ψ(z1, z2) ∈ [−∞,∞),
denote by E1, E2 : H → H2 the canonical embeddings satisfying for all x ∈ H that E1(x) = (x, 0)
and that E2(x) = (0, x), and let ε, δ, λ ∈ (0,∞) satisfy that

λ > 1
δ

(
‖πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ⊥‖

2
L(H,H′)

∨ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ‖2

L(H,H′)

)
+ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′).

(3.75)

Then there exist operators X1, X2 ∈ SH,H′ satisfying that X1 = πH
′

V ′X1π
H
V , X2 = πH

′

V ′X2π
H
V ,

−
(

1
ε

+ ‖((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))‖L(H2,(H2)′)

)
IH2 ≤

(
X1 0
0 X2

)
≤
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′ ((D
2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))πH

2

V 2 + ε(π
(H2)′

(V 2)′ ((D
2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))πH

2

V 2 )2
)
,

(3.76)

and satisfying for all i ∈ {1, 2} that(
π

(H2)′

i ((DH2Ψ)(z1, z2)), Xi + π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Ei
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− πH′V ′ π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+ui)(zi).(3.77)

Proof. Let Ψ̃ ∈ C2
H2(H2,R) be the function satisfying for all z ∈ H2 that

(3.78)

Ψ̃(z) =

{
Ψ(z + (z1, z2))−Ψ(z1, z2)− 〈(DH2Ψ)(z1, z2), z〉(H2)′,H2 , if z + (z1, z2) ∈ O × U
−∞, if z + (z1, z2) /∈ O × U,

let ũ1, ũ2 : H → [−∞,∞) be the function satisfying for all z ∈ H that

(3.79) ũ1(z) =

{
u1(z + z1)− u1(z1)− 〈(DH2Ψ)(z1, z2), (z, 0)〉(H2)′,H2 , if z + z1 ∈ O
−∞, if z + z1 /∈ O,

and that

(3.80) ũ2(z) =

{
u2(z + z2)− u2(z2)− 〈(DH2Ψ)(z1, z2), (0, z)〉(H2)′,H2 , if z + z2 ∈ U
−∞, if z + z2 /∈ U,

denote by η ∈ (0, 1] a real number satisfying that

η ≤ δ
1+δ

(
λ− 1

δ

(
‖πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ⊥‖

2
L(H,H′)

∨ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ‖2

L(H,H′)

)
(3.81)

− ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′)

)
,

and denote for every η ∈ [0,∞) by Aη ∈ SH×H,(H×H)′ the operator satisfying that

(3.82) Aη = (D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2) + ηIH2 .

Then it holds that ũ1(0) = ũ2(0) = Ψ̃(0, 0) = 0, (DH2Ψ̃)(0, 0) = (0, 0), (D2
H2Ψ̃)(0, 0) =

(D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2), and that (0, 0) is a strict H2-maximum of H2 3 (z1, z2) → ũ1(z1) + ũ2(z2) −

Ψ̃(z1, z2) ∈ [−∞,∞). Moreover, the fact that Ψ̃ ∈ C2
H2(O×U,R) shows that for all η ∈ [0,∞)

it holds that

lim
H23z→0

(
Ψ̃(z)− Ψ̃(0)− 〈(DH2Ψ̃)(0), z〉(H2)′,H2 − 〈(D2

H2Ψ̃)(0)z, z〉(H2)′,H2

‖z‖2
H2

)

= lim
H23z→0

(
Ψ̃(z)− 〈(Aη − ηIH2)z, z〉(H2)′,H2

‖z‖2
H2

)
= 0.

(3.83)

Thus for every η ∈ (0,∞) there exists an rη ∈ (0,∞) such that for all z ∈ (H2)\{0} with

‖z‖2
H2 ≤ 2rη it holds that Ψ̃(z) < 〈Aηz, z〉(H2)′,H2 . Now denote for every η ∈ (0,∞) by ũ1,η,

ũ2,η : H → [−∞,∞) the functions satisfying for all i ∈ {1, 2} and all z ∈ H that

ũi,η(z) =

{
ũi(z) if ‖z‖2

H < rη
−∞ if ‖z‖2

H ≥ rη.
(3.84)

Then we have for all η ∈ (0,∞) that ũ1,η, ũ2,η are upper semicontinuous with respect to the
‖ · ‖H-norm and that (0, 0) is a strict H2-maximum of

(3.85) H2 3 (z1, z2)→ ũ1,η(z1) + ũ2,η(z2)− 〈Aη(z1, z2), (z1, z2)〉(H2)′,H2 .

Moreover, for all η ∈ (0, η] it holds that

λ ≥ 1
δ

(
‖πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖

2
L(H,H′) ∨ ‖πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ‖2

L(H,H′)

)
+ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′) + η(1+δ

δ
)
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≥ 1
δ

(
‖πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖

2
L(H,H′) ∨ ‖πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ‖2

L(H,H′)

)
+ η2

δ
+ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 AE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′) + η

(3.86)

≥ 1
δ

(
‖πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

1 AηE2π
H
V ⊥‖

2
L(H,H′) ∨ ‖πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 AηE2π
H
V ‖2

L(H,H′)

)
− ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 AηE2π
H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′).

Thus for every η ∈ (0, η] Lemma 3.2 (with A ← Aη, u1 ← ũ1,η, u2 ← ũ2,η, (z1, z2) ← (0, 0))
yields that for every η ∈ (0, η] there exist operators X1,η, X2,η ∈ SH,H′ satisfying that X1,η =
πH

′

V ′X1,ηπ
H
V , X2,η = πH

′

V ′X2,ηπ
H
V ,

(3.87) −
(

1

ε
+ ‖Aη‖L(H2,(H2)′)

)
IH2 ≤

(
X1,η 0

0 X2,η

)
≤
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′Aηπ
H2

V 2 + ε(π
(H2)′

(V 2)′Aηπ
H2

V 2 )2
)
,

and satisfying for all i ∈ {1, 2} that(
0, Xi,η + π

(H2)′

i AηEi − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i AηEiπ
H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+ũi,η)(0).(3.88)

In addition, it holds for all η ∈ (0, η] and all i ∈ {1, 2} that

(3.89) (Ĵ2
H,+ũi,η)(0) = (Ĵ2

H,+ũi)(0) = (Ĵ2
H,+ui)(zi)−

{(
π

(H2)′

i (DH2Ψ)(z1, z2), 0
)}
.

Combining (3.88) and (3.89) shows then that for all η ∈ (0, η] and all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that(
π

(H2)′

i (DH2Ψ)(z1, z2), Xi,η + π
(H2)′

i AηEi − πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i AηEiπ
H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+ui)(zi).
(3.90)

To conclude the theorem we need to let η go to 0 and ensure that the limits limη→0X1,η

and limη→0X2,η exists. To this end, note that (3.82) and (3.87) show that (X1,η)η∈(0,η] and
(X2,η)η∈(0,η] are uniformly L(H,H′)-bounded and combining this with the fact that the Banach

space ({A ∈ SH,H′ : A = πH
′

V ′Aπ
H
V }, ‖ · ‖L(H,H′)) is isomorphic to the finite-dimensional Banach

space (SV,V′ , ‖ · ‖L(V,V′)) yields that there exist a sequence (ηi)i∈N ⊆ (0, η] and operators X1,

X2 ∈ {A ∈ SH,H′ : A = πH
′

V ′Aπ
H
V } such that limi→∞ ηi = 0, limi→∞ ‖X1,ηi −X1‖L(H,H′) = 0, and

that limi→∞ ‖X2,ηi − X2‖L(H,H′) = 0. This together with (3.90), the fact that limi→∞ ‖Aηi −
(D2

H2Ψ)(z1, z2)‖L(H2,(H2)′) = 0, and the fact that Ĵ2
H,+ is closed under limits then completes the

proof of Corollary 3.3. �

The next corollary is an application of Corollary 3.3 to special functions. It will will be
used in the proof of Lemma 3.5 below.

Corollary 3.4 (Construction of suitable semijets for strict maxima wrt. to a C2 function
with suitable 2nd derivative). Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a real Hilbert space, let V =
(V, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) ⊆ H be a finite-dimensional linear subspace of H, let H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′),
V′ = (V ′, ‖ · ‖V ′), (H2)′ = ((H2)′, ‖ · ‖(H2)′), (V2)′ = ((V 2)′, ‖ · ‖(V 2)′), be the dual spaces, let
O,U ⊆ H be open sets, let u1 : O → [−∞,∞), u2 : U → [−∞,∞) be upper semicontinuous with
respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, let Ψ ∈ C2

H2(O×U,R), let (z1, z2) ∈ O×U be a strict H2-maximum
of H × H 3 (z1, z2) → u1(z1) + u2(z2) − Ψ(z1, z2) ∈ [−∞,∞), denote by E1, E2 : H → H2

the canonical embeddings satisfying for all x ∈ H that E1(x) = (x, 0) and that E2(x) = (0, x),

assume that πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ⊥ = 0, that πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V = 0,

that πH
′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E1π

H
V = 0, and that πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

2 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V = 0,

and let ε, λ ∈ (0,∞) satisfy that

λ > max
i∈{1,2}

(
‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′)

)
+ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

1 ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))E2π

H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′).

(3.91)
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Then there exist operators X1, X2 ∈ SH,H′ satisfying that X1 = πH
′

V ′X1π
H
V , X2 = πH

′

V ′X2π
H
V ,

−
(

1

ε
+ ‖((D2

H2Ψ)(z1, z2))‖L(H2,(H2)′)

)
IH2 ≤

(
X1 0
0 X2

)
≤
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′ ((D
2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))πH

2

V 2 + ε(π
(H2)′

(V 2)′ ((D
2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))πH

2

V 2 )2
)
,

(3.92)

and satisfying for all i ∈ {1, 2} that(
π

(H2)′

i ((DH2Ψ)(z1, z2)), Xi + λIHπ
H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+ui)(zi).(3.93)

Proof of Corollary 3.4. For the rest of the proof let λ̃ ∈ (0,∞) be the real number
satisfying that

(3.94) λ̃ = λ− max
i∈{1,2}

(
‖πH′(V ⊥)′π

(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′)

)
,

Then it follows from Corollary 3.3 and from the assumptions that for every δ ∈ (0,∞) there
exist operators X1,δ, X2,δ ∈ SH,H′ satisfying that X1,δ = πH

′

V ′X1,δπ
H
V , X2,δ = πH

′

V ′X2,δπ
H
V ,

−
(

1

ε
+ ‖((D2

H2Ψ)(z1, z2))‖L(H2,(H2)′)

)
IH2 ≤

(
X1,δ 0

0 X2,δ

)
≤
(
π

(H2)′

(V 2)′ ((D
2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))πH

2

V 2 + ε(π
(H2)′

(V 2)′ ((D
2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))πH

2

V 2 )2
)
,

(3.95)

and satisfying that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that(
π

(H2)′

i ((DH2Ψ)(z1, z2)), Xi,δ + π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Ei

− πH′V ′ π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V + δIHπ

H
V + λ̃IHπ

H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+ui)(zi).(3.96)

Moreover, we obtain from the assumptions and from the fact that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

(3.97) πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V ⊥ = (πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V )∗

that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Ei − πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V

= (πH
′

V ′ + πH
′

(V ⊥)′)π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Ei(π

H
V + πHV ⊥)− πH′V ′ π

(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V

= πH
′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V ⊥ + πH

′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V

+ πH
′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V ⊥

= πH
′

(V ⊥)′π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V ⊥ .(3.98)

Thus it follows from (3.98) that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Ei − πH

′

V ′ π
(H2)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V + λ̃IHπ

H
V ⊥

≤ ‖πH′(V ⊥)′π
(H×H)′

i ((D2
H2Ψ)(z1, z2))Eiπ

H
V ⊥‖L(H,H′)IHπ

H
V ⊥ + λ̃IHπ

H
V ⊥ ≤ λIHπ

H
V ⊥ .

(3.99)

Combining this with (3.96) and with the fact that Ĵ2
H,+ is monotone in the second argument

then shows for all i ∈ {1, 2} and all δ ∈ (0,∞) that(
π

(H2)′

i ((DH2Ψ)(z1, z2)), Xi,δ + δIHπ
H
V + λIHπ

H
V ⊥

)
∈ (Ĵ2

H,+ui)(zi).(3.100)

To this end, note that (3.92) shows that (X1,δ)δ∈(0,∞) and (X2,δ)δ∈(0,∞) are uniformly L(H,H′)-
bounded and combining this with the fact that the Banach space ({A ∈ SH,H′ : A = πH

′

V ′Aπ
H
V }, ‖·

‖L(H,H′)) is isomorphic to the finite-dimensional Banach space (SV,V′ , ‖·‖L(V,V′)) yields that there

exist a sequence (δi)i∈N ⊆ (0,∞) and operators X1, X2 ∈ {A ∈ SH,H′ : A = πH
′

V ′Aπ
H
V } such that

limi→∞ δi = 0, limi→∞ ‖X1,δi − X1‖L(H,H′) = 0, and that limi→∞ ‖X2,δi − X2‖L(H,H′) = 0. This
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together with the fact that Ĵ2
H,+ is closed under limits then completes the proof of Corollary

3.4. �

3.4. Uniqueness of viscosity solutions of nonlinear 2nd order PDEs

The next lemma establishes a comparison result for bounded viscosity solutions vanishing
at infinity. It generalizes Lemma 4.10 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] (which assumed
finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and used the classical notion of viscosity solutions) and in
contrast to Theorem 6.1 in Ishii [16] we don’t have a one sided global uniform continuity
condition.

Lemma 3.5 (A domination result for viscosity subsolutions). Assume the setting in Section
3.1, assume that O is convex, and assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞) there exists a ΛR ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all t ∈ (0, T ) and all x ∈ X ∩O with ‖x‖H ≤ R it holds that

(3.101)

∣∣∣∣ ∂∂th(t, x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ΛR · h(t, x).

Moreover, let G1, G2 : W × R × H ′ × SX,X′ → R be degenerate elliptic functions and let
u1, u2 : [0, T ] × O → R ∪ {−∞} be bounded from above on every R × H-bounded subset of
[0, T ]×O such that for every i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that ui|(0,T )×O is a viscosity subsolution of

(3.102) ∂
∂t
ui(t, x)−Gi

(
(t, x), ui(t, x), (DHui)(t, x), ((D2

Hui)(t, x)|X)|X
)

= 0

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O relative to (h,R×H,R×X). Furthermore, assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞),
δ ∈ (0, 1], and all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

lim
ε→0

[
sup{|(Gi)

+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)− (Gi)

+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, q, A)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R,

p, q ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R,

‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε, (Gi)
+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A) ≥ −R}

]
= 0,

(3.103)

assume that there exist an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces H1 ⊆ H2 ⊆
. . . ⊆ H and a function m : (0,∞) × (0, T ) × O × R × H ′ × (0, 1] → (0,∞) satisfying for all
R ∈ (0,∞), t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ O, r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, δ ∈ (0, 1], and all i ∈ {1, 2} that ∪∞N=1HN is
dense in H with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and that

lim
N→∞

[
sup{(Gi)

+
H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A+ αIHπ

H
H⊥N

)− (Gi)
+
H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) : α ∈ (0, R),

ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R,

|t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ m(R, t, x, r, p, δ),

(Gi)
+
H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) ≥ −R}

]
≤ 0,

(3.104)

assume that there exist sequences (β̃n)n∈N ⊆ (0,∞) and (δ̃n)n∈N ∈ (0, 1] such that limn→∞ δ̃n =

0 and such that for all i ∈ {1, 2} and all ((t
(n)
i , x

(n)
i ), r

(n)
i , A

(n)
i )n∈N ∈ W × R × SH,H′, sat-

isfying that w − limn→∞(t
(n)
1 , x

(n)
1 ) ∈ [0, T ) × O, that limn→∞

(√
n‖x(n)

2 − x
(n)
1 ‖H

)
= 0, that

limn→∞

(√
β̃n|t(n)

2 − t
(n)
1 |
)

= 0, that limn→∞
(
δ̃n
(
h(t

(n)
1 , x

(n)
1 ) + h(t

(n)
2 , x

(n)
2 )
))

= 0, that limn→∞∑2
i=1 r

(n)
i > 0, that supn∈N

∑2
i=1 |r

(n)
i | < ∞, and that for all R ∈ (0,∞) and all (z

(n)
1 )n∈N,

(z
(n)
2 )n∈N ⊆ {z ∈ H : ‖z‖H ≤ R} with lim supn→∞

∑2
i=1〈z

(n)
i , A

(n)
i z

(n)
i 〉H,H′ ≤ lim supn→∞(3‖z(n)

2

−z(n)
1 ‖2

H) it holds that

(3.105) lim sup
n→∞

[
2∑
i=1

(Gi)
+

H,X,δ̃n,h

(
(t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i ), r

(n)
i , n IH

(
x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i
)
, nA

(n)
i

)]
≤ 0,
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assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
2∑
i=1

ui(ti, xi) : (t1, x1), (t2, x2) ∈ W, h(t1, x1) ∨ h(t2, x2) ≤ R,

‖x1 − x2‖H ≤ r, t1 ∨ t2 ≤ ε

}
≤ 0,

(3.106)

and assume that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

(3.107) lim
n→∞

sup
(t,x)∈([0,T ]×Ocn)∩W

ui(t, x) ≤ 0.

Then for all T̃ ∈ (0, T ) and all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
2∑
i=1

ui(ti, xi) : (t1, x1), (t2, x2) ∈ W, t1 ∨ t2 ≤ T̃ ,

h(t1, x1) ∨ h(t2, x2) ≤ R, ‖x1 − x2‖H ≤ r, |t1 − t2| ≤ ε

}
≤ 0.

(3.108)

Proof of Lemma 3.5. If O = ∅, then the assertion is trivial. So for the rest of the proof,
we assume that O 6= ∅. We will show that for all µ ∈ (0, 1] and all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
2∑
i=1

(
ui(ti, xi)− µ

(T−ti)

)
: (t1, x1), (t2, x2) ∈ W,

h(t1, x1) ∨ h(t2, x2) ≤ R, ‖x1 − x2‖H ≤ r, |t1 − t2| ≤ ε

}
≤ 0.

(3.109)

Letting µ→ 0 then will yield that for all T̃ ∈ (0, T ) and all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
2∑
i=1

ui(ti, xi) : (t1, x1), (t2, x2) ∈ W, t1 ∨ t2 ≤ T̃ ,

h(t1, x1) ∨ h(t2, x2) ≤ R, ‖x1 − x2‖H ≤ r, |t1 − t2| ≤ ε

}
≤ 0.

(3.110)

For the rest of the proof we thus fix µ ∈ (0, 1]. In a first step of this proof, we modify the
problem. More precisely, denote by Wn, n ∈ N, the sets satisfying for all n ∈ N that Wn =
([0, T ]×On)∩W , by W c

n, n ∈ N, the sets satisfying for all n ∈ N that W c
n = ([0, T ]×Oc

n)∩W ,
by ũ1, ũ2 : [0, T ] × O → [−∞,∞) the functions satisfying for all i ∈ {1, 2}, t ∈ [0, T ], and all
x ∈ O that ũi(t, x) = ui(t, x) − µ

(T−t) , and by G̃1, G̃2 : W ×R ×H ′ × SX,X′ → R the functions

satisfying for all i ∈ {1, 2} and all ((t, x), r, p, A) ∈ W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ that

(3.111) G̃i ((t, x), r, p, A) = Gi

(
(t, x), r + µ

(T−t) , p, A
)
− µ

(T−t)2 .

Then it holds for every i ∈ {1, 2} that ũi|(0,T )×O is a viscosity subsolution of

(3.112) ∂
∂t
ũi(t, x)− G̃i

(
(t, x), ũi(t, x), (DHũi)(t, x), (D2

Hũi)(t, x)
)

= 0

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O relative to (h,R×H,R×X). It remains to prove that for all R ∈ (0,∞)
it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
2∑
i=1

ũi(ti, xi) : (t1, x1), (t2, x2) ∈ W, h(t1, x1) ∨ h(t2, x2) ≤ R,

‖x1 − x2‖H ≤ r, |t1 − t2| ≤ ε

}
≤ 0.

(3.113)
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Aiming at a contradiction, let S0 ∈ (−∞,∞] be the extended real number satisfying that

S0 = lim
R→∞

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
2∑
i=1

ũi(t1, x1) : (t1, x1), (t2, x2) ∈ W,

h(t1, x1) ∨ h(t2, x2) ≤ R, ‖x1 − x2‖H ≤ r, |t1 − t2| ≤ ε

}(3.114)

and assume that S0 ∈ (0,∞]. Assumption (3.107) then implies that there exists a natural
number n0 ∈ N such that Wn0−1 is non-empty and such that for all z ∈ W c

n0−1 it holds that

(3.115) ũ1(z) ∨ ũ2(z) ≤ u1(z) ∨ u2(z) ≤ min(1, S0

4
).

Denote now by K the set satisfying K = On0 that and note that the functions u1, u2 are
bounded from above on the R × H-bounded set [0, T ] × K. Thus there exists an L ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all z ∈ [0, T ]×K it holds that

(3.116) ũ1(z) ∨ ũ2(z) ≤ u1(z) ∨ u2(z) ≤ L.

Combining this with (3.115) proves that S0 < ∞ and we thus get S0 ∈ (0,∞). For several
n ∈ N and suitable pn ∈ ((R × H)2)′ and βn ∈ (0,∞) we will apply Corollary 3.4

(
with

O ← (0, T )×O, ε← 1
n
, Ψ←

(
((0, T )×O)2 3

(
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
→ n‖x1−x2‖2

H +βn|t1− t2|2 +

〈pn, ((t1, x1), (t2, x2))〉((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2 ∈ R
))

below. For this we now check the assumptions of
Corollary 3.4. Denote by η : ([0, T ] × K)2 × [0,∞) → [−∞,∞) the function satisfying for

all z1, z2 ∈ [0, T ] × K and all δ ∈ [0,∞) that η(z1, z2, δ) =
∑2

i=1(ũi)
−,W
R×H,δ,h(zi). Note that

we obtain from (3.116) that (ũ1)−,W
R×H,δ,h and (ũ2)−,W

R×H,δ,h are bounded from above on the set

[0, T ] × K and thus we have for every α, β, δ ∈ (0,∞) that the function ([0, T ] × K)2 3(
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
7→ η

((
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x1 − x2‖2

H −
β
2
|t1 − t2|2 ∈ [−∞,∞) is bounded

from above. Furthermore, it follows from Lemma 5.1.4 in Kato [20], the Banach-Saks Theorem,
and from the fact that [0, T ]×K is convex, R×H-bounded, and R×H-closed that it is weakly
compact. Therefore it follows from page 3 in Stegall [33] that [0, T ] × K is also an RNP
set and this together with the theorem starting on page 4 in Stegall [33] implies that for all
α, β, γ, δ ∈ (0,∞) there exists a pα,β,γ,δ =

(
(q1,α,β,γ,δ, p1,α,β,γ,δ), (q2,α,β,γ,δ, p2,α,β,γ,δ)

)
∈ ((R×H)2)′

satisfying for all α, β, γ, δ ∈ (0,∞) that ‖pα,β,γ,δ‖((R×H)2)′ < γ and that

([0, T ]×K)2 3
(
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
7→ η

((
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x1 − x2‖2

H

− β
2
|t1 − t2|2 +

〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2 ∈ [−∞,∞)

(3.117)

attains a strict H-maximum

Sα,β,γ,δ = sup(
(t1,x1),(t2,x2)

)
∈([0,T ]×K)2

(
η
((

(t1, x1), (t2, x2)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x1 − x2‖2

H

− β
2
|t1 − t2|2 + 〈pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
〉((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

)
<∞

(3.118)

in a point z(α,β,γ,δ) =
((
t
(α,β,γ,δ)
1 , x

(α,β,γ,δ)
1

)
,
(
t
(α,β,γ,δ)
2 , x

(α,β,γ,δ)
2

))
∈ ([0, T ] × K)2. In addition,

from (3.114) and from S0 <∞ it follows that for all ε, r ∈ (0,∞) and all l ∈ (0,∞] there exist
(tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε), (sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε) ∈ W and R̃l ∈ (0,∞) such that ũ1(tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε) + ũ2(sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε) ≥ S0− l,
that h(tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε) ∨ h(sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε) ≤ R̃l, that ‖xl,r,ε − yl,r,ε‖2

H ≤ r, and that |tl,r,ε − sl,r,ε|2 ≤ ε.
Furthermore, it follows from (3.115) and from the definition of On that for all ε ∈ (0,∞),

r ∈
(

0, 1
n0(n0−1)

)
, and all l ∈ (0, S0

2
) it holds that xl,r,ε, yl,r,ε ∈ K. Combining this with the

fact that for all x ∈ K it holds that ‖x‖H ≤ n0 we get that for all l ∈ (0, S0

2
), α ∈ [n0,∞),
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β ∈ (0,∞), r ∈
(
0, 2l

α

]
, δ ∈

(
0, l

R̃l

]
, γ ∈ (0, l], and all ε ∈ (0, 2l

β
] it holds that

Sα,β,γ,δ = sup(
(t,x),(s,y)

)
∈([0,T ]×K)2

(
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H −
β
2
|t− s|2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t, x), (s, y)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

)
≥ (ũ1 − δh)

W

H (tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε) + (ũ2 − δh)
W

H (sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε)− α
2
‖xl,r,ε − yl,r,ε‖2

H

− β
2
|tl,r,ε − sl,r,ε|2 +

〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε), (sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

≥ ũ1(tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε)− δh(tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε) + ũ2(sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε)− δh(sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε)− αr
2

− βε
2
− γ
∥∥((tl,r,ε, xl,r,ε), (sl,r,ε, yl,r,ε))∥∥(R×H)2

≥ S0 − l − 2 l
R̃l
R̃l − 2αl

2α
− 2βl

2β
− 2l · (n0 + T ) = S0 − l · (5 + 2(n0 + T )).

(3.119)

Now denote for all ε, r, R ∈ (0,∞) by Ω1,ε,r,R ⊆ W 2
n0

the set satisfying that

Ω1,ε,r,R =
{(

(t, x), (s, y)
)
∈ W 2

n0
: |t− s|2 < ε, ‖x− y‖2

H < r, h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) < R,

t2 ∧ s2 ≥ ε
}
,

(3.120)

by Ω2,ε,r,R ⊆ W 2
n0

the set satisfying that

Ω2,ε,r,R =
{(

(t, x), (s, y)
)
∈ W 2

n0
: |t− s|2 < ε, ‖x− y‖2

H < r, h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) < R,

t2 ∧ s2 < ε
}
,

(3.121)

by Ω3,ε,r,R ⊆ W 2
n0

the set satisfying that

(3.122) Ω3,ε,r,R =
{(

(t, x), (s, y)
)
∈ W 2

n0
: |t− s|2 ≥ ε

}
,

by Ω4,ε,r,R ⊆ W 2
n0

the set satisfying that

(3.123) Ω4,ε,r,R =
{(

(t, x), (s, y)
)
∈ W 2

n0
: ‖x− y‖2

H ≥ r
}
,

and by Ω5,ε,r,R ⊆ W 2
n0

the set satisfying that

(3.124) Ω5,ε,r,R =
{(

(t, x), (s, y)
)
∈ W 2

n0
: h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) ≥ R

}
.

From (3.118), the fact that for all ε, r, R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that
⋃5
i=1 Ωi,ε,r,R = W 2

n0
, the fact that

norm and scalar product are continuous, from the density of W ∈ O, and from the definition
of η it follows that for all α, β, γ, δ, ε, r, R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

Sα,β,γ,δ = max

{
sup(

(t,x),(s,y)
)
∈Ωi,ε,r,R

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H −
β
2
|t− s|2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t, x), (s, y)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

}
: i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}

}
.

(3.125)

Furthermore, we get from (3.106), (3.114), from S0 ∈ R and from Wn0 ⊆ W that for all l ∈
(0,∞] and all R ∈ (0,∞) there exist r̃l,R, ε̃l,R ∈ (0,∞) such that sup{ũ1(t, x) + ũ2(s, y) : (t, x),
(s, y) ∈ Wn0 , h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) < R, ‖x − y‖2

H < r̃l,R, |t − s|2 < ε̃l,R} ≤ S0 + l and that
sup{ũ1(t, x) + ũ2(s, y) : (t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0 , h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) < R, ‖x − y‖2

H < r̃l,R, t
2 ∨ s2 <

4ε̃l,R} ≤ l. Thus we obtain from the fact that for all (t, x) ∈ Wn0 it holds that ‖x‖H ≤ n0

and the fact that for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × O it holds that h(t, x) ≥ 0 that for all l ∈ (0,∞],
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δ, R, α, β ∈ (0,∞), and all γ ∈ (0, l] it holds that

sup(
(t,x),(s,y)

)
∈Ω1,ε̃l,R,r̃l,R,R

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H −
β
2
|t− s|2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t, x), (s, y)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

}
≤ sup

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, 0
)

+ γ
∥∥((t, x), (s, y)

)∥∥
(R×H)2 : (t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0 ,

h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) < R, ‖x− y‖2
H < r̃l,R, |t− s|2 < ε̃l,R

}
≤ S0 + l · (1 + 2(n0 + T )).

(3.126)

Moreover, we get from the fact that for all (t, x) ∈ Wn0 it holds that ‖x‖H ≤ n0, from the fact
that for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O it holds that h(t, x) ≥ 0 and from the fact that for all t, s ∈ (0, T )
it holds that t2 ∨ s2 = ((t∨ s)− (t∧ s) + (t∧ s))2 ≤ 2(t− s)2 + 2(t2 ∧ s2) that for all l ∈ (0,∞],
δ, R, α, β ∈ (0,∞), and all γ ∈ (0, l] it holds that

sup(
(t,x),(s,y)

)
∈Ω2,ε̃l,R,r̃l,R,R

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H −
β
2
|t− s|2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t, x), (s, y)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

}
≤ sup

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, 0
)

+ γ
∥∥((t, x), (s, y)

)∥∥
(R×H)2 : (t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0 ,

h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) < R, ‖x− y‖2
H < r̃l,R, |t− s|2 < ε̃l,R, t

2 ∧ s2 < ε̃l,R

}
≤ sup

{
ũ1(t, x) + ũ2(s, y) + 2l · (n0 + T ) : (t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0 , h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) < R,

‖x− y‖2
H < r̃l,R, t

2 ∨ s2 < 4ε̃l,R

}
≤ l · (1 + 2(n0 + T )).

(3.127)

In addition, (3.116), the fact that for all (t, x) ∈ Wn0 it holds that ‖x‖H ≤ n0 and the fact that
for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O it holds that h(t, x) ≥ 0 implies that for all l ∈ (0,∞], δ, R, α ∈ (0,∞),
β ∈

[
4L
ε̃l,R

,∞
)

and all γ ∈ (0, l] it holds that

sup(
(t,x),(s,y)

)
∈Ω3,ε̃l,R,r̃l,R,R

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H −
β
2
|t− s|2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t, x), (s, y)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

}
≤ sup

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, 0
)
− β

2
|t− s|2 + γ

∥∥((t, x), (s, y)
)∥∥

(R×H)2 :

(t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0 , |t− s|2 ≥ ε̃l,R

}
≤ sup

{
2L− β

2
ε̃l,R + γ

∥∥((t, x), (s, y)
)∥∥

(R×H)2 : (t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0

}
≤ 2l · (n0 + T ).

(3.128)

Similarly we have for all l ∈ (0,∞], δ, β, R ∈ (0,∞), α ∈
[

4L
r̃l,R

,∞
)
, and all γ ∈ (0, l] that

sup(
(t,x),(s,y)

)
∈Ω4,ε̃l,R,r̃l,R,R

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H −
β
2
|t− s|2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t, x), (s, y)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

}
≤ sup

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, 0
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H + γ
∥∥((t, x), (s, y)

)∥∥
(R×H)2 :(3.129)
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(t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0 , ‖x− y‖2
H ≥ r̃l,R

}
≤ sup

{
2L− α

2
r̃l,R + γ

∥∥((t, x), (s, y)
)∥∥

(R×H)2 : (t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0

}
≤ 2l · (n0 + T )

and finally we obtain with (3.116), the fact that for all (t, x) ∈ Wn0 it holds that ‖x‖H ≤ n0,
and with the lower semicontinuity of h with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm that for all l ∈ (0,∞],
α, β, δ ∈ (0,∞), R ∈

[
L
δ
,∞
)
, and all γ ∈ (0, l] it holds that

sup(
(t,x),(s,y)

)
∈Ω5,ε̃l,R,r̃l,R,R

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, δ
)
− α

2
‖x− y‖2

H −
β
2
|t− s|2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ,

(
(t, x), (s, y)

)〉
((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

}
≤ sup

{
η
((

(t, x), (s, y)
)
, 0
)
− δ(h(t, x) + h(s, y)) + γ

∥∥((t, x), (s, y)
)∥∥

(R×H)2 :

(t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0 , h(t, x) ∨ h(s, y) ≥ R
}

≤ sup
{

2L− 2δR + γ
∥∥((t, x), (s, y)

)∥∥
(R×H)2 : (t, x), (s, y) ∈ Wn0

}
≤ 2l · (n0 + T ).

(3.130)

Combining (3.125), (3.126), (3.127), (3.128), (3.129), and (3.130) then results for all l ∈ (0,∞],
δ ∈ (0,∞), R ∈

[
L
δ
,∞
)
, α ∈

[
4L
r̃l,R

,∞
)
, β ∈

[
4L
ε̃l,R

,∞
)
, and all γ ∈ (0, l] in

(3.131) Sα,β,γ,δ ≤ S0 + l(1 + 2(n0 + T )).

In addition (3.119) yields for all l ∈
(
0, S0

2(5+2(n0+T ))

)
, α ∈

[
n0,∞

)
, δ ∈

(
0, l

R̃l

]
, β ∈ (0,∞), and

all γ ∈ (0, l] that

l(1 + 2(n0 + T )) < S0

2
< S0 − l(5 + 2(n0 + T )) ≤ Sα,β,γ,δ.(3.132)

Combining this with (3.125), (3.127), (3.128), (3.129), (3.130), and the fact that for all α, β,
γ, δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

Sα,β,γ,δ = η(z(α,β,γ,δ), δ)− α
2
‖x(α,β,γ,δ)

1 − x(α,β,γ,δ)
2 ‖2

H −
β
2
|t(α,β,γ,δ)1 − t(α,β,γ,δ)2 |2

+
〈
pα,β,γ,δ, z

(α,β,γ,δ)
〉

((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

(3.133)

shows that for all l ∈
(
0, S0

2(5+2(n0+T ))

)
, R ∈ [2L

δ
,∞), α ∈

[
4L
r̃l,R
∨n0,∞

)
, δ ∈

(
0, l

R̃l

]
, β ∈

[
4L
ε̃l,R

,∞
)
,

and all γ ∈ (0, l] it holds that z(α,β,γ,δ) ∈ Ω1,ε̃l,R,r̃l,R,R and therefore that

(3.134)
(
t
(α,β,γ,δ)
1

)2 ∧
(
t
(α,β,γ,δ)
2

)2 ≥ ε̃l,R > 0.

Moreover, from (3.103) it follows that for all R ∈ (0,∞) and all δ ∈ (0, 1], there exists a constant
CR,δ ∈ (0,∞) such that for all (t, x) ∈ W , r ∈ R, p, q ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , and all i ∈ {1, 2}
satisfying that max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R, (Gi)

+
H,X,δ,h ((t, x), r, p, A) ≥ −R,

and satisfying that ‖p− q‖H′ ≤ 4CR,δ it holds that

|(Gi)
+
H,X,δ,h ((t, x), r, p, A)− (Gi)

+
H,X,δ,h ((t, x), r, q, A) | ≤ 1

R
.(3.135)

Next denote by (lα, δα, βα, Kα)α∈(0,∞) ⊆ (0,∞]4, (γα)α∈(0,∞) ⊆ (0,∞], by (z(α))α∈(0,∞) ⊆ ([0, T ]×
K)2, by (t

(α)
1 )α∈(0,∞), (t

(α)
2 )α∈(0,∞) ⊆ [0, T ], by (x

(α)
1 , x

(α)
2 )α∈(0,∞) ⊆ K2, by (pα)α∈(0,∞) ⊆ ((R ×

H)2)′, (q1,α, q2,α)α∈(0,∞) ⊆ (R′)2, by (p1,α)α∈(0,∞), (p2,α)α∈(0,∞) ⊆ H ′, and by (Sα)α∈(0,∞) ⊆ R the

sequences satisfying for all α ∈ (0,∞) that lα = inf{l ∈ [α,∞) : α ≤ l
R̃l
}, that δα = inf({δ ∈
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[δ̃dαe,∞) : α ≥ 8L
r̃lδ,2Lδ−1

} ∪ {1}), that βα = 8L
ε̃
lδα

,2Lδ−1
α

∨ α ∨ β̃dαe ∨ 1(1,∞)(α) β(α−1)∨ 1
2
, that

Kα =
(

1
δα

)
∨
(
lδα · (5 + 4(n0 + T )) + 1

α
+ L

)
∨
(
2α · n0 + 1

α
+ lδα

)
∨
(
4α + 2βα + 1

α

)
∨
(

2
α

+ lδα + 1 + Λn0

)
,

(3.136)

that γα = lδα ∧ CKα,δα , that z(α) = z(α,βα,γα,δα), that t
(α)
1 = t

(α,βα,γα,δα)
1 , that t

(α)
2 = t

(α,βα,γα,δα)
2 ,

that x
(α)
1 = x

(α,βα,γα,δα)
1 , that x

(α)
2 = x

(α,βα,γα,δα)
2 , that pα = pα,βα,γα,δα , that p1,α = p1,α,βα,γα,δα ,

that p2,α = p2,α,βα,γα,δα , that q1,α = q1,α,βα,γα,δα , that q2,α = q2,α,βα,γα,δα , and that

Sα = (ũ1)−,W
R×H,δα,h(t

(α)
1 , x

(α)
1 ) + (ũ2)−,W

R×H,δα,h(t
(α)
2 , x

(α)
2 )− α

2
‖x(α)

1 − x
(α)
2 ‖2

H

− βα
2
|t(α)

1 − t
(α)
2 |2 + 〈pα

(
(t

(α)
1 , x

(α)
1 ), (t

(α)
2 , x

(α)
2 )
)
〉((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2 .

(3.137)

Furthermore denote for every n ∈ N by Ψn : ((0, T ) × O)2 → R the function satisfying for all
n ∈ N and all

(
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
∈ ((0, T )×O)2 that

Ψn

(
(t1, x1), (t2, x2)

)
= n

2
‖x1 − x2‖2

H + βn
2
|t1 − t2|2 + 〈pn, ((t1, x1), (t2, x2)) 〉((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2 .

(3.138)

Note that (3.119), (3.131), and the fact that limα→∞ δα = limδ→0 lδ = 0 imply that limα→∞ Sα
= S0. Moreover the set ([0, T ]×K)2 is closed, (R×H)2-bounded, and convex and therefore the
Banach-Saks Theorem and Lemma 5.1.4 in Kato [20] show that it is also weakly compact. Thus
there exists a strictly increasing sequence (nj)j∈N ⊆ N and a point ẑ =

(
(t̂1, x̂1), (t̂2, x̂2)

)
∈

([0, T ] × K)2 such that w − limj→∞ z
(nj) = ẑ. Clearly, ũi(T, x) = −∞ for all x ∈ K and

all i ∈ {1, 2} implies that for all α ∈ (0,∞) it holds that t
(α)
1 , t

(α)
2 ∈ [0, T ). In addition,

observe that if
(
t̂1, t̂2

)
∈ [0, T ]2\[0, T − µ

2L
)2, then (3.116), limα→∞ Sα = S0, the fact that for

all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × O it holds that h(t, x) ≥ 0, the fact that for all α ∈ (0,∞) it holds that
‖pα‖((R×H)2)′ ≤ lδα and the fact that limα→∞ lδα = 0 imply that

0 < S0 = lim
α→∞

Sα = lim
j→∞

Snj

= lim
j→∞

(
η
(
z(nj), δnj

)
− nj

2
‖x(nj)

1 − x(nj)
2 ‖2

H −
βnj

2
|t(nj)1 − t(nj)2 |2

+ 〈pnj , z(nj)〉((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

)
≤ lim sup

j→∞

(
η
(
z(nj), 0

)
+ lδnj · ‖z

(nj)‖(R×H)2

)
(3.139)

≤

(
2∑
i=1

[
sup

z∈[0,T ]×K
ui(z)

])
− lim inf

j→∞

(
µ

T−t
(nj)

1

+ µ

T−t
(nj)

2

)
≤ 2L− 2L = 0

and this contradiction shows that
(
t̂1, t̂2

)
∈ [0, T − µ

2L
]2. Now denote by (Nn)n∈N ⊆ N the

natural numbers satisfying for all n ∈ N that

Nn = max
i∈{1,2}

{
inf

{
N ∈ N : sup

{
(Gi)

+
H,X,δn,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A+ 3αIHπ

H
H⊥m

)

− (Gi)
+
H,X,δn,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) : m ∈ {N,N + 1, . . .}, α ∈ (0, Kn/3), ν ∈ R,

(τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ Kn, h(τ, ξ) ≤ Kn,

|t(n)
i − τ | ∨ ‖x

(n)
i − ξ‖H ∨ |(ui)

−,W
R×H,δn,h

(
t
(n)
i , x

(n)
i

)
− ν| ∨ ‖nIH (x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i)− ρ‖H′

≤ m(Kn, t
(n)
i , x

(n)
i , (ui)

−,W
R×H,δn,h

(
t
(n)
i , x

(n)
i

)
, nIH (x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i), δn),

(Gi)
+
H,X,δn,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) ≥ −Kn

}
≤ 1

Kn

}}
.

(3.140)
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Note that (3.104) ensures that (Nn)n∈N ⊆ N is well defined. Moreover, denote by (Bn)n∈N ∈

SR×H,(R×H)′ the operators satisfying for all n ∈ N that Bn =

(
βn
n
IR 0
0 IH

)
, by N0 the set

with the property that N0 = {n ∈ N : zn ∈ ((0, T ) ×
◦
K)2, lδn < ∞, δn < 1, t

(n)
1 ∨ t(n)

2 ≤
T − µ

3L
− 1

βn
}∩{nj ∈ N : j ∈ N}, and by E1, E2 : R×H → (R×H)2 the operator satisfying for

all z ∈ R×H that E1(z) = (z, 0) and that E2(z) = (0, z). Note that limα→∞ δα = limδ→0 lδ = 0,
limα→∞ Sα = S0, limn→∞

1
βn

= 0,
(
t̂1, t̂2

)
∈ [0, T − µ

2L
)2, (3.115), and (3.134) ensure that

#N0 = ∞. Furthermore, observe that for all n ∈ N and all closed linear subspaces V ⊆ H it
holds that

π
(R×H)′

(R×V )′ π
((R×H)2)′

1 ((D2
(R×H)2Ψn)(z1, z2))E2π

R×H
(R×V )⊥

= π
(R×H)′

(R×V )′ π
((R×H)2)′

1

(
nBn −nBn

−nBn nBn

)
E2π

R×H
(R×V )⊥

= π
(R×H)′

(R×V )′ (−nBn)πR×H
(R×V )⊥

= π
(R×H)′

(R×V )′

(
−βnIR 0

0 −nIH

)
πR×H

(R×V )⊥

=

(
−βnIR · 0 0

0 −πH′V ′ nIHπHV ⊥

)
= 0,

(3.141)

and that ∥∥∥π(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
π

((R×H)2)′

1 ((D2
(R×H)2Ψn)(z1, z2))E1π

R×H
(R×V )⊥

∥∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

=

∥∥∥∥π(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
π

((R×H)2)′

1

(
nBn −nBn

−nBn nBn

)
E1π

R×H
(R×V )⊥

∥∥∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

=
∥∥∥π(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
nBnπ

R×H
(R×V )⊥

∥∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

(3.142)

=

∥∥∥∥π(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′

(
βnIR 0

0 nIH

)
πR×H

(R×V )⊥

∥∥∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

=

∥∥∥∥( 0 · βnIR · 0 0
0 πH

′

(V ⊥)′nIHπ
H
V ⊥

)∥∥∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

= n.

Analogously it follows for all n ∈ N and all closed linear subspaces V ⊆ H that

π
(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
π

((R×H)2)′

1 ((D2
(R×H)2Ψn)(z1, z2))E2π

R×H
R×V

= π
(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
π

((R×H)2)′

1 ((D2
(R×H)2Ψn)(z1, z2))E1π

R×H
R×V

= π
(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
π

((R×H)2)′

2 ((D2
(R×H)2Ψn)(z1, z2))E2π

R×H
R×V = 0

(3.143)

and that ∥∥∥π(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
π

((R×H)2)′

2 ((D2
(R×H)2Ψn)(z1, z2))E2π

R×H
(R×V )⊥

∥∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

=
∥∥∥π(R×H)′

((R×V )⊥)′
π

((R×H)2)′

1 ((D2
(R×H)2Ψn)(z1, z2))E2π

R×H
(R×V )⊥

∥∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

= n.
(3.144)

Then Corollary 3.4 (with O ← (0, T ) × O, U ← (0, T ) × O, V ← R × HNn , ε ← 1
n
, λ ← 3n,

u1 ← (ũ1)−,W
R×H,δn,h|(0,T )×O, u2 ← (ũ2)−,W

R×H,δn,h|(0,T )×O, Ψ ← Ψn, and with the local maximum

point (z1, z2) ← z(n)) yields that for all n ∈ N0 there exist linear operators A
(n)
1 , A

(n)
2 ∈

SR×H,(R×H)′ , such that

A
(n)
1 = π

(R×H)′

(R×HNn )′A
(n)
1 πR×H

R×HNn
, A

(n)
2 = π

(R×H)′

(R×HNn )′A
(n)
2 πR×H

R×HNn
,(3.145)
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(
IR×H

(
βn(t

(n)
1 − t

(n)
2 ), n(x

(n)
1 − x

(n)
2 )
)

+ (q1,n, p1,n), nA
(n)
1 + 3nIR×H π

H
H⊥Nn

)
∈
(
Ĵ2
R×H,+(ũ1)−,W

R×H,δn,h
)
(t

(n)
1 , x

(n)
1 ),

(3.146)

(
IR×H

(
βn(t

(n)
2 − t

(n)
1 ), n(x

(n)
2 − x

(n)
1 )
)

+ (q2,n, p2,n), nA
(n)
2 + 3nIR×H π

H
H⊥Nn

)
∈
(
Ĵ2
R×H,+(ũ2)−,W

R×H,δn,h
)
(t

(n)
2 , x

(n)
2 ),

(3.147)

and that

−

[
n+ n

∥∥∥∥( Bn −Bn

−Bn Bn

)∥∥∥∥
L((R×H)2,((R×H)2)′)

]
I(R×H)2 ≤

(
nA

(n)
1 0

0 nA
(n)
2

)
(3.148)

≤ n

(
Bn −Bn

−Bn Bn

)
+ 1

n

[
n

(
Bn −Bn

−Bn Bn

)]2

.

Combining this with the fact that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that

(3.149)

∥∥∥∥( Bn −Bn

−Bn Bn

)∥∥∥∥
L((R×H)2,((R×H)2)′)

= 2 ‖Bn‖L(R×H,(R×H)′) = 2
βn
n

then implies for all n ∈ N0 that

−
(

1 + 2
βn
n

)
I(R×H)2 ≤

(
A

(n)
1 0

0 A
(n)
2

)
≤
(

Bn + 2B2
n −Bn − 2B2

n

−Bn − 2B2
n Bn + 2B2

n

)
.(3.150)

Moreover, Corollary 2.11 together with (3.146), (3.147), and with and the fact for every i ∈
{1, 2} it holds that ũi|(0,T )×O is a viscosity subsolution of (3.112) relative to (h,R×H,R×X)

then proves that all n ∈ N0 there exist
(
((τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i , σ

(n)
i , ρ

(n)
i ,A

(n)
i )
)
i∈{1,2} ⊆ W ×R×R′×

H ′ × SR×H,(R×H)′ such that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that∣∣t(n)
i − τ

(n)
i

∣∣ ∨ ∥∥x(n)
i − ξ

(n)
i

∥∥
H
∨
∣∣(ũi)−,WR×H,δn,h(t(n)

i , x
(n)
i )− (ũi)

−,W
R×H,δn,h(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i )
∣∣

∨
∣∣ν(n)
i − (ũi)

−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i )
∣∣ ∨ ∥∥nA(n)

i − nA
(n)
i − 3nIR×H π

H
H⊥Nn

∥∥
L(R×H,(R×H)′)

∨
∥∥(σ

(n)
i , ρ

(n)
i )− IR×H

(
βn(t

(n)
i − t

(n)
3−i), n(x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i)
)
− (qi,n, pi,n)

∥∥
(R×H)′

≤ 1
βn
∧ CKn,δn

n
∧ 1

2n
m(Kn, t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i , (ui)

−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i ), nIH(x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i), δn)

(3.151)

and that

I−1
R
σ

(n)
i + δn · ∂∂th(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i )− (G̃i)

+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i , ρ

(n)
i , nπ

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

)
≤ 1

n
.(3.152)

Furthermore, it follows from (3.151), (3.150), the fact that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that

π
(R×H)′

2 Bn

∣∣
H

= IH, the fact that for n ∈ N0 it holds that βn ≥ n, and from (3.136) that
for all n ∈ N0 and all l ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

‖nπ(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
l

∣∣
H
‖L(H,H′) ≤ ‖nπ(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
l

∣∣
H

+ 3nIH π
H
H⊥Nn
‖L(H,H′) + 1

n

≤ n
((

1 + 2βn
n

)
∨ 3
)

+ 3n+ 1
n

= 4n+ 2βn + 1
n
≤ Kn.

(3.153)

and that

‖nπ(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
l

∣∣
H
− 3nIH π

H
H⊥Nn
‖L(H,H′) ≤ ‖nπ(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
l

∣∣
H
‖L(H,H′) + 1

n

≤ n
((

1 + 2βn
n

)
∨ 3
)

+ 1
n

= n+ 2βn + 1
n
≤ Kn.

(3.154)

Moreover, it follows from (3.151), the lower semicontinuity of h with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-
norm, the fact that for all x ∈ K it holds that ‖x‖H ≤ n0, the fact that for all n ∈ N0 it holds
that βn ≥ n, the fact that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that ‖pn‖((R×H)2)′ ≤ γn ≤ lδn , and from the
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fact that for all a, b, c ∈ H it holds that ‖a− b− c‖2
H = 3

4
‖a‖2

H − 6‖b‖2
H − 6‖c‖2

H + ‖1
2
a− 2b−

2c‖2
H + 3‖b− c‖2

H ≥ 3
4
‖a‖2

H − 6‖b‖2
H − 6‖c‖2

H that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that

Sn = η
(
z(n), δn

)
− n

2

∥∥x(n)
1 − x

(n)
2

∥∥2

H
− βn

2

∣∣t(n)
1 − t

(n)
2

∣∣2 +
〈
pn, z

(n)
〉

((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

(3.155)

≤ (ũ1)−,W
R×H,δn,h

(
t
(n)
1 , x

(n)
1

)
+ (ũ2)−,W

R×H,δn,h
(
t
(n)
2 , x

(n)
2

)
− n

2

∥∥ξ(n)
1 − ξ

(n)
2 − (ξ

(n)
1 − x

(n)
1 )− (x

(n)
2 − ξ

(n)
2 )
∥∥2

H

− βn
2

(∣∣τ (n)
1 − τ (n)

2

∣∣− ∣∣t(n)
1 − τ

(n)
1

∣∣− ∣∣t(n)
2 − τ

(n)
2

∣∣)2
+ γn

∥∥z(n)
∥∥

(R×H)2

≤ (ũ1)−,W
R×H,δn,h

(
τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1

)
+ (ũ2)−,W

R×H,δn,h
(
τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2

)
+ 2

βn
− 3n

8

∥∥ξ(n)
1 − ξ

(n)
2

∥∥2

H

− 3βn
8

∣∣τ (n)
1 − τ (n)

2

∣∣2 + 6n
β2
n

+ 6
βn

+ 2lδn(n0 + T )

≤ (ũ1)−,W
R×H,δn/2,h

(
τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1

)
+ (ũ2)−,W

R×H,δn/2,h
(
τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2

)
− δn

2

(
h
(
τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1

)
+ h
(
τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2

))
− n

4

∥∥ξ(n)
1 − ξ

(n)
2

∥∥2

H
− n

8

∥∥ξ(n)
1 − ξ

(n)
2

∥∥2

H
− βn

4

∣∣τ (n)
1 − τ (n)

2

∣∣2 − βn
8

∣∣τ (n)
1 − τ (n)

2

∣∣2 + 14
n

+ 2lδn(n0 + T ) +
lδn
2

∥∥((τ (n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ), (τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 )
)∥∥

(R×H)2

+
〈
pn/2,βn/2,γn/2,δn/2,

(
(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 )(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 )
)〉

((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2

≤ Sn/2,βn/2,γn/2,δn/2 − δn
2

(
h
(
τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1

)
+ h
(
τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2

))
− n

8

∥∥ξ(n)
1 − ξ

(n)
2

∥∥2

H

− βn
8

∣∣τ (n)
1 − τ (n)

2

∣∣2 + 14
n

+ 3lδn(n0 + T ).

Hence we obtain from (3.119), (3.155), (3.131), and from the fact that for all n ∈ N0 it holds

that ln <∞, n ≥ 8L
r̃
lδn

,2Lδ−1
n

, δn ≤ lδn
R̃lδn

, and that βn ≥ 8L
ε̃
lδn

,2Lδ−1
n

that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that

S0 − lδn · (5 + 2(n0 + T )) ≤ Sn

≤ Sn/2,βn/2,γn/2,δn/2 − δn
2

(h(τ
(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) + h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 ))− n

8
‖ξ(n)

1 − ξ
(n)
2 ‖2

H

− βn
8
|τ (n)

1 − τ (n)
2 |2 + 3lδn(n0 + T ) + 14

n

≤ S0 + lδn(1 + 5(n0 + T )) + 14
n
− δn

2
(h(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) + h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 ))− n

8
‖ξ(n)

1 − ξ
(n)
2 ‖2

H

− βn
8
|τ (n)

1 − τ (n)
2 |2.

(3.156)

Taking now the limit lim supN03n→∞ in (3.156) together with the fact that limn→∞ lδn = 0
shows then

lim sup
N03n→∞

[
δn
2

(h(τ
(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) + h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 )) + n

8
‖ξ(n)

1 − ξ
(n)
2 ‖2

H + βn
8
|τ (n)

1 − τ (n)
2 |2

]
≤ lim sup
N03n→∞

[
lδn(6 + 7(n0 + T )) + 14

n

]
= 0

(3.157)

and this yields that

lim
N03n→∞

[
δn
(
h(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) + h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 )
)]

= lim
N03n→∞

[
n‖ξ(n)

1 − ξ
(n)
2 ‖2

H

]
= lim
N03n→∞

[
βn|τ (n)

1 − τ (n)
2 |2

]
= 0.

(3.158)

Furthermore, (3.101), (3.151), (3.158), and the fact that for all n ∈ N0 it holds that ‖ξ(n)
1 ‖H ∨

‖ξ(n)
2 ‖H ≤ n0 imply that

lim sup
N13n→∞

∣∣∣∣∣
2∑
i=1

(
I−1
R
σ

(n)
i + δn · ∂∂th(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i )
)
− 2

n

∣∣∣∣∣
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≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

( ∣∣∣I−1
R
σ

(n)
1 − βn(t

(n)
1 − t

(n)
2 )
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣I−1
R
σ

(n)
2 − βn(t

(n)
2 − t

(n)
1 )
∣∣∣

+ Λn0δn ·
(
h(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) + h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 )
)

+ 2
n

)
(3.159)

≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

(
2
βn

+ |q1,n|+ |q2,n|+ Λn0δn ·
(
h(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) + h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 )
)

+ 2
n

)
≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

(
2
βn

+ 2γn + Λn0δn ·
(
h(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) + h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 )
)

+ 2
n

)
= 0.

Denote now by N1 ⊆ N the set satisfying that N1 = {n ∈ N0 : h(τ
(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) ∨ h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 ) ≤

1
δn
, |t(n)

1 − t
(n)
2 | ≤ 1

βn
, n ≥ 9L2

µ
}. Then (3.158) together with #N0 =∞ implies that #N1 =∞.

In addition, we get from (3.152), (3.151), (3.101), (3.136), the fact that for all x ∈ K it holds
that ‖x‖H ≤ n0, the fact that for all n ∈ N1 and i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that |I−1

R
qi,n| ≤ ‖pn‖H′ ≤ lδn ,

the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that |t(n)
1 − t

(n)
2 | ≤ 1

βn
≤ 1

n
, and from the fact that for all

n ∈ N1 and all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that h(τ
(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ) ≤ 1

δn
that for all n ∈ N1 and all i ∈ {1, 2} it

holds that

(Gi)
+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

, ρ
(n)
i , nB

(n)
i

)
≥ − 1

n
+ µ

(T−τ (n)
i )2

+ I−1
R
σ

(n)
i + δn · ∂∂th(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i )

≥ − 1
n
− βn|t(n)

1 − t
(n)
2 | − |I−1

R
qi,n| − 1

βn
− Λn0δn · h(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) ≥ − 2

n
− lδn − 1− Λn0

≥ −Kn.

(3.160)

Moreover, it follows from (3.116), (3.119), (3.137), (3.151), and from the fact that S0 ≥ 0 that
for all n ∈ N1 it holds that

− lδn · (5 + 4(n0 + T ))− 1
n
− L

≤ S0 − lδn · (5 + 2(n0 + T ))− (ũ2)−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
2 , x

(n)
2 )− 2lδn(n0 + T )− 1

n

≤ Sn − (ũ2)−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
2 , x

(n)
2 ) + n

2
‖x(n)

1 − x
(n)
2 ‖2

H + βn
2
|t(n)

1 − t
(n)
2 |2

− 〈pn,
(
(t

(n)
1 , x

(n)
1 ), (t

(n)
2 , x

(n)
2 )
)
〉((R×H)2)′,(R×H)2 − 1

n

(3.161)

≤ (ũ1)−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
1 , x

(n)
1 )− 1

βn

≤ ν
(n)
1 ≤ (ũ1)−,W

R×H,δn,h(t
(n)
1 , x

(n)
1 ) + 1

βn
≤ L+ 1

n
≤ lδn · (5 + 4(n0 + T )) + 1

n
+ L.

Similar we get for all n ∈ N1 that

(3.162) − lδn · (5 + 4(n0 + T ))− 1
n
− L ≤ ν

(n)
2 ≤ lδn · (5 + 4(n0 + T )) + 1

n
+ L

and this together with the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that t
(n)
1 ∨ t

(n)
2 ≤ T − µ

3L
and with

(3.136), proves that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that

(3.163) max
{i∈1,2}

∣∣∣ν(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

∣∣∣ ≤ L+ ln + 4(n0+T+1)
n

+ µ
T−(T− µ

3L
)

= 4L+ ln + 4(n0+T+1)
n

≤ Kn.

In addition, (3.151), the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that ‖p1,n‖H′ +‖p2,n‖H′ ≤ CKn,δn ∧ lδn ,
the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that βn ≥ n, and (3.136) show that for all i ∈ {1, 2} and
all n ∈ N1 it holds that

(3.164)
∥∥ρ(n)

i

∥∥
H′
≤ n

∥∥x(n)
1 − x

(n)
2

∥∥
H

+
∥∥pi,n∥∥H′ + 1

βn
≤ 2n · n0 +

1

n
+ lδn ≤ Kn

and that ∥∥ρ(n)
i − nIH(ξ

(n)
i − ξ

(n)
3−i)
∥∥
H′

≤
∥∥ρ(n)

i − nIH(x
(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i)
∥∥
H′

+
∥∥n(x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i)− n(ξ

(n)
i − ξ

(n)
3−i)
∥∥
H

(3.165)
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≤ CKn,δn
n

+
∥∥pi,n∥∥H′ + n

∥∥x(n)
1 − ξ

(n)
1

∥∥
H

+ n
∥∥x(n)

2 − ξ
(n)
2

∥∥
H
≤ CKn,δn

n
+ 3CKn,δn

≤ 4CKn,δn .

Then (3.135) (with R← Kn, δ ← δn, (t, x)← (τ
(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ) r ← ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

, p← ρ
(n)
i , and with

A ← nπ
(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

) together with the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that h(τ
(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ) ∨

h(τ
(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 ) ≤ 1

δn
≤ Kn, the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that ‖ξ(n)

1 ‖H ∨ ‖ξ
(n)
2 ‖H ≤ n0 + 1,

(3.163), (3.164), (3.153), (3.160), (3.165), (3.135), and with the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds
that 1

Kn
≤ 1

n
implies that for all n ∈ N1 and all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

(Gi)
+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

, nIH (ξ
(n)
i − ξ

(n)
i ), nπ

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

)
+ 1

n

≥ (G1)+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 ), ν

(n)
1 + µ

T−τ (n)
1

, ρ
(n)
1 , nπ

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

)
≥ − 3

n
− 1− Λn0 .

(3.166)

Note that (3.151) ensures that for all n ∈ N it holds that

‖nIH (ξ
(n)
1 − ξ

(n)
2 )− nIH (x

(n)
1 − x

(n)
2 )‖H′ ≤ n‖ξ(n)

1 − x
(n)
1 ‖H + n‖ξ(n)

2 − x
(n)
2 ‖H

≤ min
{
m(Kn, t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i , (ui)

−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i ), nIH(x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i), δn) : i ∈ {1, 2}

}
.

(3.167)

Moreover, (3.151), the fact that for all n ∈ N1 and all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that t
(n)
i ∨τ

(n)
i ≤ T− 3L

µ
,

and the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that n ≥ 9L2

µ
imply that for all n ∈ N1 and all i ∈ {1, 2}

it holds that

∣∣∣(ui)−,WR×H,δn,h(t(n)
i , x

(n)
i

)
+ µ

T−t(n)
i

− ν(n)
i −

µ

T−τ (n)
i

∣∣∣
≤
∣∣∣(ui)−,WR×H,δn,h(t(n)

i , x
(n)
i

)
− ν(n)

i

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣ µτ

(n)
i −µt

(n)
i

(T−t(n)
i )(T−τ (n)

i )

∣∣∣
≤ 1/2 ·m(Kn, t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i , (ui)

−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i ), nIH(x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i), δn) +

∣∣∣µ |τ (n)
i − t

(n)
i | ·

(3L)2

µ2

∣∣∣
≤ m(Kn, t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i , (ui)

−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i ), nIH(x

(n)
i − x

(n)
3−i), δn).

(3.168)

Thus (3.152) and (3.166) together with (3.140) (3.151), (3.168), (3.167), (3.154), the fact that

for all n ∈ N1 it holds that h(τ
(n)
1 , ξ

(n)
1 )∨h(τ

(n)
2 , ξ

(n)
2 ) ≤ 1

δn
≤ Kn, (3.160), (3.136), and with the

fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that 1
Kn
≤ 1

n
proves that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that

2∑
i=1

(
I−1
R
σ

(n)
i + δn · ∂∂th(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ) + µ

(T−τ (n)
i )2

)
− 2

n

≤
2∑
i=1

(
(Gi)

+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

, ρ
(n)
i , nπ

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

))

≤
2∑
i=1

(
(Gi)

+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

, nIH (ξ
(n)
i − ξ

(n)
3−i), nπ

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

))
+

2

n

≤
2∑
i=1

(
(Gi)

+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

, nIH (ξ
(n)
i − ξ

(n)
3−i), nπ

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

− 3nIH π
H
H⊥Nn

))
+

4

n
.

(3.169)
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Moreover, (3.163) ensures that supn∈N supi∈{1,2}

(
ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

)
<∞ and (3.151) together with

limN13n→∞ Sn = S0 and with the fact that limN13n→∞(τ
(n)
1 , τ

(n)
2 ) = (t̂1, t̂1) shows that

lim
N13n→∞

2∑
i=1

(
ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

)

= lim
N13n→∞

2∑
i=1

(
(ũi)

−,W
R×H,δn,h(t

(n)
i , x

(n)
i ) + µ

T−τ (n)
i

+
1

βn

)
= S0 + 2µ

T−t̂1

(3.170)

and thus we have that limn→∞
∑2

i=1

(
ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

)
= S0 + 2µ

T−t̂1
> 0. In addition, we get with

(3.151), with (3.150), and with the fact that for all n ∈ N1 it holds that π
(R×H)′

2 Bn

∣∣
H

= IH

that for all sequences (z
(n)
1 )n∈N, (z

(n)
2 )n∈N ⊆ H satisfying that supn∈N ‖z

(n)
1 ‖H + ‖z(n)

2 ‖H < ∞
it holds that

lim sup
N13n→∞

(
2∑
i=1

〈
z

(n)
i ,
(
π

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H
− 3IHπ

H
H⊥Nn

)
z

(n)
i

〉
H,H′

)
(3.171)

≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

(
2∑
i=1

〈
z

(n)
i ,
(
π

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

)
z

(n)
i

〉
H,H′

+
‖z(n)

1 ‖2
H + ‖z(n)

2 ‖2
H

βn

)

≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

(〈
(z

(n)
1 , z

(n)
2 ),

(
π

(R×H)′

2 (Bn|H + 2(Bn|H)2) π
(R×H)′

2 (−Bn|H − 2(Bn|H)2)

π
(R×H)′

2 (−Bn|H − 2(Bn|H)2) π
(R×H)′

2 (Bn|H + 2(Bn|H)2)

)

(z
(n)
1 , z

(n)
2 )

〉
H2,(H2)′

)

≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

(〈
(z

(n)
1 , z

(n)
2 ),

(
3IH −3IH
−3IH 3IH

)
(z

(n)
1 , z

(n)
2 )

〉
H2,(H2)′

)
≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

(
3‖z(n)

1 − z
(n)
2 ‖2

H

)
.

Finally (3.159), limN13n→∞(τ
(n)
1 , τ

(n)
2 ) = (t̂1, t̂1), (3.169), (3.105) (with (t

(n)
i )n∈N ← (τ

(n)
i )n∈N,

(x
(n)
i )n∈N ← (ξ

(n)
i )n∈N, (r

(n)
i )n∈N ← (ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

)n∈N, and with (A
(n)
i )n∈N ←

(
π

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H
−

3IH π
H
H⊥Nn

)
n∈N) and (3.171) yield that

0 <
2µ

(T − t̂1)2
= lim sup
N13n→∞

(
2∑
i=1

(
I−1
R
σ

(n)
i + δn · ∂∂th(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ) + µ

(T−τ (n)
i )2

)
− 2

n

)
(3.172)

≤ lim sup
N13n→∞

( 2∑
i=1

(
(Gi)

+
H,X,δn,h

(
(τ

(n)
i , ξ

(n)
i ), ν

(n)
i + µ

T−τ (n)
i

, nIH(ξ
(n)
i − ξ

(n)
3−i), nπ

(R×H)′

2 A
(n)
i

∣∣
H

− 3nIH π
H
H⊥Nn

))
+

4

n

)
≤ 0.

This contradiction implies that S0 ≤ 0. This proves (3.109) and finishes the proof of Lemma 3.5.
�

As a direct consequence of Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 3.5 we get the following result. Its proof
is clear and therefore omitted.
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Corollary 3.6 (A comparison result for viscosity sub- and supersolutions). Assume the setting
in Section 3.1, assume that O is convex, and assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞) there exists a
ΛR ∈ (0,∞) such that for all t ∈ (0, T ) and all x ∈ X ∩O with ‖x‖H ≤ R it holds that

(3.173)

∣∣∣∣ ∂∂th(t, x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ΛR · h(t, x).

Moreover, let u1 : [0, T ]×O → R∪{−∞} be bounded from above on every R×H-bounded subset
of [0, T ] × O, let u2 : [0, T ] × O → R ∪ {∞} be bounded from below on every R × H-bounded
subset of [0, T ] × O, let G : W × R × H ′ × SX,X′ → R be a degenerate elliptic function and
assume that u1|(0,T )×O is a viscosity subsolution of

(3.174) ∂
∂t
u(t, x)−G

(
t, x, u(t, x), (DHu)(t, x), ((D2

Hu)(t, x)|X)|X
)

= 0

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O relative to (h,R×H,R×X) and that u2|(0,T )×O is a viscosity supersolution
of (3.174) relative to (h,R×H,R× X). Furthermore, assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞) and all
δ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

lim
ε→0

[
sup{|G+

H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)−G+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, q, A)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R,

p, q ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , ‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε, G+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A) ≥ −R,

max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R}
]

= 0

(3.175)

and that

lim
ε→0

[
sup{|G−H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)−G−H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, q, A)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R,

p, q ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , ‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε, G−H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A) ≤ R,

max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R}
]

= 0,

(3.176)

assume that there exist an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces H1 ⊆ H2 ⊆
. . . ⊆ H and a function m : (0,∞) × (0, T ) × O × R × H ′ × (0, 1] → (0,∞) satisfying for all
R ∈ (0,∞), t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ O, r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, and all δ ∈ (0, 1] that ∪∞N=1HN is dense in H
with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, that

lim
N→∞

[
sup{G+

H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A+ αIHπ
H
H⊥N

)−G+
H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) : α ∈ (0, R),

ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R,

|t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ m(R, t, x, r, p, δ),

G+
H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) ≥ −R}

]
≤ 0,

(3.177)

and that

lim
N→∞

[
sup{G−H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A)−G−H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A− αIHπ

H
H⊥N

) : α ∈ (0, R),

ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R,

|t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ m(R, t, x, r, p, δ),

G−H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) ≤ R}
]
≤ 0,

(3.178)

and assume that there exists a sequence (β̃n, δ̃n)n∈N ⊆ (0,∞) × (0, 1] such that limn→∞ δ̃n = 0

and such that for all n ∈ N, ((tn, xn), rn, An) and all ((t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, Ân) ∈ W×R×SH,H′ satisfying

that w−limn→∞(tn, xn) ∈ [0, T )×O, that limn→∞
(√

n‖xn−x̂n‖H
)

= 0, that limn→∞

(√
β̃n|tn−

t̂n|
)

= 0, that limn→∞
(
δ̃n(h(tn, xn)+h(t̂n, x̂n))

)
= 0, that 0 < limn→∞ (rn − r̂n) ≤ supn∈N(|rn|+

|r̂n|) <∞, and that for all R ∈ (0,∞) and all (z(n))n∈N, (ẑ
(n))n∈N ⊆ {z ∈ H : ‖z‖H ≤ R} with
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lim supn→∞〈z(n), A(n)z(n)〉H,H′ − 〈ẑ(n), Â(n)ẑ(n)〉H,H′ ≤ lim supn→∞ 3‖z(n) − ẑ(n)‖2
H it holds that

lim sup
n→∞

[
G+

H,X,δ̃n,h

(
(tn, xn), rn, nIH (xn − x̂n), nAn

)
−G−H,X,δ̃n,h

(
(t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, nIH (xn − x̂n), n Ân

)]
≤ 0.

(3.179)

In addition, assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
≤ 0

(3.180)

and assume that

(3.181) lim
n→∞

sup
(t,x)∈([0,T ]×Ocn)∩W

u1(t, x) ∨ (−u2(t, x)) ≤ 0.

Then for all T̃ ∈ (0, T ) and all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, t ∨ t̂ ≤ T̃ ,

h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t− t̂| ≤ ε

}
≤ 0.

(3.182)

Next we state a scaling result for viscosity solutions. Lemma 3.7 generalizes Lemma 4.12
in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] to the general notion of viscosity solutions and general
separable Hilbert spaces and will be used in the proof of Theorem 3.8 below.

Lemma 3.7 (Scaling of viscosity sub- and supersolutions). Assume the setting in Section
3.1. Moreover, let V ∈ C2

R×H((0, T ) × O, (0,∞)) be Lipschitz continuous with respect to the
R × H-norm on every R × H-bounded subset of (0, T ) × O, let G : W × R × H ′ × SX,X′ → R

be a degenerate elliptic function, let u : (0, T ) × O → R ∪ {−∞,∞} be bounded from above
(below) on R×H-bounded subsets of (0, T )× O and be a viscosity subsolution (supersolution)
of (3.174) relative to (V h,R × H,R × X) and let G̃ : W ×R ×H ′ × SX,X′ → R be a function
satisfying for all ((t, x), r, p, A) ∈ W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ that

G̃((t, x), r, p, A)

= 1
V (t,x)

G
(

(t, x), r V (t, x), p V (t, x) + r (DHV )(t, x), A V (t, x) + p|X ⊗ (DHV )(t, x)|X

+ (DHV )(t, x)|X ⊗ p|X + r ((D2
HV )(t, x)|X)|X

)
− r

∂
∂t
V (t,x)

V (t,x)
.(3.183)

Then G̃ is degenerate elliptic and the function ũ : (0, T ) × O → R satisfying for all (t, x) ∈
(0, T )×O that ũ(t, x) = u(t,x)

V (t,x)
is a viscosity subsolution (supersolution) of

(3.184) ∂
∂t
ũ(t, x)− G̃

(
(t, x), ũ(t, x), (DHũ)(t, x), ((D2

Hũ)(t, x)|X)|X
)

= 0

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O relative to (h,R×H,R× X).

Proof of Lemma 3.7. We proof Lemma 3.7 in the case where u is a viscosity subsolution
of (3.174) relative to (V h,R × H,R × X). The case where u is a viscosity supersolution of
(3.174) relative to (V h,R × H,R × X) follows analogously. We thus assume in the following
that u is a viscosity subsolution of (3.174) relative to (V h,R × H,R × X). First note that
Proposition 2.15 shows that V h fulfills the assumption of Definition 2.5. In the next step
assume that there exist a vector (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × O, a value δ ∈ (0,∞), and a function φ ∈
C2
R×H((0, T ) × O,R) satisfying that φ(t, x) = ũ−,W

R×H,δ,h(t, x) and that φ ≥ ũ−,W
R×H,δ,h(t, x). Then

the function (0, T ) × O 3 (s, y) 7→ φ(s, y)V (s, y) ∈ R is in C2
R×H((0, T ) × O,R) and satisfies

that φ(t, x)V (t, x) = ũ−,W
R×H,δ,h(t, x)V (t, x) = (ũ− δh)

W

R×H(t, x)V (t, x) = (u− δV h)
W

R×H(t, x)
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and that φ · V ≥ ũ−,W
R×H,δ,h · V = ũ− δhW

R×H · V = u− δV hW
R×H. As u is a viscosity subsolution

of (3.174) relative to (V h,R×H,R× X), we get that

lim
ε→0

inf
{
σ + δ ∂

∂t
(V h)(τ, ξ)−G+

H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,A) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν, σ ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′,

A ∈ SH,H′ , |σ − ∂
∂t

(V φ)(t, x)| ≤ ε, d−,WH,δ,V h,u

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),(

t, x, φ(t, x)V (t, x),
(
DH(φV )

)
(t, x),

(
D2

H(φV )
)
(t, x)

))
≤ ε
}
≤ 0.

(3.185)

Moreover, we have that

lim
ε→0

inf
{
δ ∂
∂t

(V h)(τ, ξ)−G+
H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,A) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′,

A ∈ SH,H′ , d
−,W
H,δ,V h,u

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),(

t, x, φ(t, x)V (t, x),
(
DH(φV )

)
(t, x),

(
D2

H(φV )
)
(t, x)

))
≤ ε
}

= lim
ε→0

inf
{
δ ∂
∂t

(V h)(τ, ξ)−G
(

(τ, ξ), ν + δV (τ, ξ)h(τ, ξ), ρ+ δV (τ, ξ)

· EX′,H′((DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)) + δ(DHV )(τ, ξ) · h(τ, ξ), (A|X)|X
+ δ((D2

HV )(τ, ξ)|X)|X · h(τ, ξ) + δV (τ, ξ) · (D2
X(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)

+ δ(DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ)|X + δ(DHV )(τ, ξ)|X

⊗ (DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)
)

: (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ ,

d−,WH,δ,V h,u

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),

(
t, x, φ(t, x)V (t, x), (DHV )(t, x) · φ(t, x)

+ V (t, x) · (DHφ)(t, x), (D2
HV )(t, x) · φ(t, x) + V (t, x) · (D2

Hφ)(t, x)

+ (DHφ)(t, x)⊗ (DHV )(t, x) + (DHV )(t, x)⊗ (DHφ)(t, x)
))
≤ ε
}

= lim
ε→0

inf
{
δ ∂
∂t

(V h)(τ, ξ)−G
(

(τ, ξ), ν · V (τ, ξ) + δV (τ, ξ)h(τ, ξ), (DHV )(τ, ξ) · ν

+ V (τ, ξ) · ρ+ δ(DHV )(τ, ξ) · h(τ, ξ) + δV (τ, ξ) · EX′,H′((DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)),

((D2
HV )(τ, ξ)|X)|X · ν + V (τ, ξ) · (A|X)|X + ρ|X ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ)|X + (DHV )(τ, ξ)|X

⊗ ρ|X + δ((D2
HV )(τ, ξ)|X)|X · h(τ, ξ) + δV (τ, ξ) · (D2

X(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)

+ δ(DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ)|X + δ(DHV )(τ, ξ)|X

⊗ (DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)
)

: (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ ,

d−,WH,δ,V h,u

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),

(
t, x, φ(t, x), (DHφ)(t, x), (D2

Hφ)(t, x)
))
≤ ε
}
.

(3.186)

In addition, the Lipschitz continuity of V with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm on every R × H-
bounded subset of (0, T ) × O implies that for all R ∈ (0,∞) there exist a CR ∈ (1,∞) such
that for all z1, z2 ∈ {z ∈ (0, T ) × O : ‖z‖R×H ≤ R} it holds that V (z1) ≤ CR and that
|V (z1) − V (z2)| ≤ CR‖z1 − z2‖R×H . This yields that for all R ∈ (0,∞) and all z1, z2 ∈ {z ∈
(0, T )×O : ‖z‖R×H ≤ R} it holds that

|(u− δV h)
W

R×H(z1)− (u− δV h)
W

R×H(z2)|

= |(ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z1)V (z1)− (ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z2)V (z2)|(3.187)

≤ |(ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z1)− (ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z2)|V (z1) + |(ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z2)| · |V (z1)− V (z2)|

≤ |(ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z1)− (ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z2)|CR + |(ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z2)| · ‖z1 − z2‖R×H · CR.
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Combining this with (3.4) shows that for all R ∈ (0,∞), z1, z2 ∈ {z ∈ (0, T )×O : ‖z‖R×H ≤ R},
r1, r2 ∈ R, p1, p2 ∈ H ′ and all A1, A2 ∈ SH,H′ it holds that

d−,WH,δ,V h,u
(
(z1, r1, p1, A1), (z2, r2, p2, A2)

)(3.188)

≤ d−,WH,δ,h,ũ
(
(z1, r1, p1, A1), (z2, r2, p2, A2)

)
∨
(
|(ũ− δh)

W

R×H(z1)− (ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z2)|CR + |(ũ− δh)
W

R×H(z2)| · ‖z1 − z2‖R×H · CR
)

≤ d−,WH,δ,h,ũ
(
(z1, r1, p1, A1), (z2, r2, p2, A2)

)
∨
(
CR d

−,W
H,δ,h,ũ

(
(z1, r1, p1, A1), (z2, r2, p2, A2)

)
+ CR |(ũ− δh)

W

R×H(z2)| · d−,WH,δ,h,ũ
(
(z1, r1, p1, A1), (z2, r2, p2, A2)

))
= CR d

−,W
H,δ,h,ũ

(
(z1, r1, p1, A1), (z2, r2, p2, A2)

)
(|(ũ− δh)

W

R×H(z2)|+ 1).

Thus replacing the metric d−,WH,δ,V h,u by the metric d−,WH,δ,h,ũ in (3.186) can only decrease the infi-
mum. This results in

lim
ε→0

inf
{
δ ∂
∂t

(V h)(τ, ξ)−G
(

(τ, ξ), ν · V (τ, ξ) + δV (τ, ξ)h(τ, ξ), (DHV )(τ, ξ) · ν + V (τ, ξ) · ρ

+ δ(DHV )(τ, ξ) · h(τ, ξ) + δV (τ, ξ) · EX′,H′((DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)),

((D2
HV )(τ, ξ)|X)|X · ν + V (τ, ξ) · (A|X)|X + ρ|X ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ)|X + (DHV )(τ, ξ)|X

⊗ ρ|X + δ((D2
HV )(τ, ξ)|X)|X · h(τ, ξ) + δV (τ, ξ) · (D2

X(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)

+ δ(DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ)|X + δ(DHV )(τ, ξ)|X

⊗ (DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)
)

: (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ ,

d−,WH,δ,V h,u

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),

(
t, x, φ(t, x), (DHφ)(t, x), (D2

Hφ)(t, x)
))
≤ ε
}

≥ lim
ε→0

inf
{
δ ∂
∂t

(V h)(τ, ξ)− G̃
(

(τ, ξ), ν + δh(τ, ξ), ρ+ δEX′,H′((DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)),

(A|X)|X + δ(D2
X(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(τ, ξ)

)
· V (τ, ξ)− (ν + δh(τ, ξ))

∂

∂t
V (τ, ξ) :

(τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ ,

d−,WH,δ,h,ũ

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),

(
t, x, φ(t, x), (DHφ)(t, x), (D2

Hφ)(t, x)
))
≤ ε
}

≥ lim
ε→0

inf
{
δV (τ, ξ)( ∂

∂t
h)(τ, ξ)− G̃+

H,X,δ,h ((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,A) · V (τ, ξ) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′,

A ∈ SH,H′ , d
−,W
H,δ,h,ũ

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),

(
t, x, φ(t, x), (DHφ)(t, x), (D2

Hφ)(t, x)
))
≤ ε
}

− φ(t, x) ∂
∂t
V (t, x).

(3.189)

Now (3.185), (3.186) and (3.189) imply

0 ≥ lim
ε→0

inf
{
σ + δ ∂

∂t
(V h)(τ, ξ)−G+

H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,A) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν, σ ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′,

(3.190)

|σ − ∂
∂t

(V φ)(t, x)| ≤ ε, A ∈ SH,H′ , d
−,W
H,δ,V h,u

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),(

t, x, φ(t, x)V (t, x),
(
DH(φV )

)
(t, x),

(
D2

H(φV )
)
(t, x)

))
≤ ε
}

≥ lim
ε→0

inf
{
δV (τ, ξ)( ∂

∂t
h)(τ, ξ)− G̃+

H,X,δ,h
(
(τ, ξ), ν, ρ,A

)
· V (τ, ξ) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ H ′,

A ∈ SH,H′ , d
+,W
H,δ,h,ũ

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),

(
t, x, φ(t, x), (DHφ)(t, x), (D2

Hφ)(t, x)
))
≤ ε
}



64 3. UNIQUENESS OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF PARABOLIC PDES

+ ∂
∂t

(V φ)(t, x)− φ(t, x) ∂
∂t
V (t, x)

= lim
ε→0

inf
{
V (τ, ξ)(σ + δ( ∂

∂t
h)(τ, ξ))− G̃H,X,δ,h ((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,A) · V (τ, ξ) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ν ∈ R,

ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , |σ − ( ∂
∂t
φ)(t, x)| ≤ ε,

d−,WH,δ,h,ũ

(
(τ, ξ, ν, ρ,A),

(
t, x, φ(t, x), (DHφ)(t, x), (D2

Hφ)(t, x)
))
≤ ε
}

= V (t, x) ·
(
W ×R× (R×H)′ × SH,H′ 3 ((τ, ξ), ν, (ρ1, ρ2),A)

→ I−1
R
ρ1 − G̃((τ, ξ), ν, ρ2,A) ∈ R

)+

R×H,R×X,δ,h,ũ(
t, x, φ(t, x), ( ∂

∂t
φ)(t, x), (DHφ)(t, x), (D2

Hφ)(t, x)
)
.

This proves inequality (3.190) for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × O, δ ∈ (0,∞), and all φ ∈ {ψ ∈
C2
R×H((0, T )×O,R) : ψ(t, x) = ũ−,W

R×H,δ,h(t, x) and ψ ≥ ũ−,W
R×H,δ,h(t, x)}. Therefore, ũ is a viscosity

subsolution of (3.184) and the proof of Lemma 3.7 is completed. �

Next we state our main theorem of this section. For the proof we use a suitable classical
supersolution and Lemma 3.7 to rescale our equation. After this transformation we can apply
Lemma 3.5. This theorem generalizes Lemma 4.13 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] to
the general notion of viscosity solutions and arbitrary separable Hilbert spaces.

Theorem 3.8 (A comparison result for viscosity sub- and supersolutions). Assume the setting
in Section 3.1, assume that O is convex, and assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞) there exists a
ΛR ∈ (0,∞) such that for all t ∈ (0, T ) and all x ∈ X ∩O with ‖x‖H ≤ R it holds that

(3.191)

∣∣∣∣ ∂∂th(t, x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ΛR · h(t, x).

Moreover, let u1 : [0, T ]×O → R∪{−∞} be bounded from above on every R×H-bounded subset
of [0, T ] × O, let u2 : [0, T ] × O → R ∪ {∞} be bounded from below on every R × H-bounded
subset of [0, T ]×O, let V ∈ C2

R×H([0, T ]×O, (1,∞)) satisfy that DHV is H′-bounded on every

R×H-bounded subset of [0, T ]×O, that ∂
∂t
V is uniformly continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-

norm on every R×H-bounded subset of [0, T ]×O, and that D2
HV is uniformly continuous with

respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and the ‖ · ‖L(H,H′)-norm on every R×H-bounded subset of [0, T ]×O,
let G : W ×R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R be a degenerate elliptic function and assume that u1|(0,T )×O is
a viscosity subsolution of

(3.192) ∂
∂t
u(t, x)−G

(
(t, x), u(t, x), (DHu)(t, x), ((D2

Hu)(t, x)|X)|X
)

= 0

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O relative to (V h,R×H,R×X), that u2|(0,T )×O is a viscosity supersolution
of (3.192) relative to (V h,R×H,R×X), and that for every r ∈ (0,∞) it holds that rV |(0,T )×O
is a classical supersolution of (3.192) i.e., suppose that for all (t, x) ∈ W it holds that

(3.193) ( ∂
∂t
rV )(t, x)−G

(
(t, x), rV (t, x), (DH rV )(t, x), ((D2

H rV )(t, x)|X)|X
)
≥ 0.

Furthermore, assume that for all R ∈ (0,∞) and all δ ∈ (0, 1] it holds that

lim
ε→0

[
sup{|G+

H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, p, A)−G+
H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, q, B)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R,

p, q ∈ H ′, A,B ∈ SH,H′ ,max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R,

‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε, ‖A−B‖L(H,H′) ≤ ε,G+
H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, p, A) ≥ −R}

]
= 0

(3.194)
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and that

lim
ε→0

[
sup{|G−H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, p, A)−G−H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, q, B)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R,

p, q ∈ H ′, A,B ∈ SH,H′ ,max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R,

‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε, ‖A−B‖L(H,H′) ≤ ε, G−H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, p, A) ≤ R}
]

= 0,

(3.195)

assume that there exist an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces H1 ⊆ H2 ⊆
. . . ⊆ H and a function m : (0,∞) × (0, T ) × O × R × H ′ × (0, 1] → (0,∞) satisfying for all
R ∈ (0,∞), t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ O, r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, and all δ ∈ (0, 1] that ∪∞N=1HN is dense in H
with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, that

lim
N→∞

[
sup{G+

H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A+ αIHπ
H
H⊥N

)−G+
H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) : α ∈ (0, R),

ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R,

|t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ m(R, t, x, r, p, δ),

G+
H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) ≥ −R}

]
≤ 0,

(3.196)

and that

lim
N→∞

[
sup{G−H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A)−G−H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A− αIHπ

H
H⊥N

) : α ∈ (0, R),

ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R,

|t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ m(R, t, x, r, p, δ),

G−H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, Ã) ≤ R}
]
≤ 0,

(3.197)

and assume that there exists a sequence (βn, δn)n∈N ⊆ (0,∞)×(0, 1] such that limn→∞ δn = 0 and

such that for all ((tn, xn), rn, An, Bn), ((t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, Ân, B̂n) ∈ W ×R×SH,H′ ×SH,H′, Ãn ∈ SH,H′,
n ∈ N, satisfying that w − limn→∞(tn, xn) ∈ [0, T ) × O, that limn→∞

(√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H

)
=

0, that limn→∞
(√

βn |tn − t̂n|
)

= 0, that limn→∞
(
δnh(tn, xn) ∨ δnh(t̂n, x̂n)

)
= 0, that 0 <

lim infn→∞(rn − r̂n) ≤ supn∈N(|rn| + |r̂n|) < ∞, that An = n(IH (xn − x̂n)) ⊗ (DHV )(tn, xn) +

(DHV )(tn, xn)⊗(nIH (xn − x̂n))+rn (D2
HV )(tn, xn), that Ân = n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗(DHV )(t̂n, x̂n)+

(DHV )(t̂n, x̂n)⊗(nIH (xn − x̂n))+ r̂n (D2
HV )(t̂n, x̂n), that Ãn = (rn− r̂n) (D2

HV )(tn, xn), and that
for all R ∈ (0,∞) and for all (z(n))n∈N, (ẑ

(n))n∈N ⊆ {z ∈ H : ‖z‖H ≤ R} with

(3.198) lim sup
n→∞

(
〈z(n), Bnz

(n)〉H,H′ − 〈ẑ(n), B̂nẑ
(n)〉H,H′

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞
3‖z(n) − ẑ(n)‖2

H

it holds that

lim sup
n→∞

(
1

V (tn,xn)
G+

H,X,δn,V h

(
(tn, xn), rn, nIH (xn − x̂n)V (tn, xn) + rn (DHV )(tn, xn),

An + nBn V (tn, xn)
)
− 1

V (t̂n,x̂n)
G−H,X,δn,V h

(
(t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, nIH (xn − x̂n)V (t̂n, x̂n)

+ r̂n (DHV )(t̂n, x̂n), Ân + nB̂n V (t̂n, x̂n)
))

≤ lim sup
n→∞

(
G((tn, xn), rn − r̂n, (rn − r̂n)(DHV )(tn, xn), (Ãn|X)|X)

V (tn, xn)

)
.

(3.199)

In addition, assume that for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R, ‖x‖H ≤ R̃,

‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
≤ 0

(3.200)
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and assume that

(3.201) lim
n→∞

[
sup

(t,x)∈((0,T )×Ocn)∩W

(
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
∨ −u2(t, x)

V (t, x)

)]
≤ 0.

Then for all T̃ ∈ (0, T ) and all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R, ‖x‖H ≤ R̃,

t, t̂ ≤ T̃ , ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t− t̂| ≤ ε

}
≤ 0.

(3.202)

Proof of Theorem 3.8. First note that Proposition 2.15 shows that (V h)|(0,T )×O fulfills

the assumption of Definition 2.5. Now let ũ1, ũ2 : [0, T ]×O → R ∪ {−∞,∞} and let G̃ : W ×
R×H ′ × SX,X′ → R be the functions with the property that for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O it holds

that ũ1(t, x) = u1(t,x)
V (t,x)

and that ũ2(t, x) = u2(t,x)
V (t,x)

and for all ((t, x), r, p, A) ∈ W ×R×H ′× SX,X′

it holds that

G̃(t, x, r, p, A)

= 1
V (t,x)

G
(
t, x, r V (t, x), p V (t, x) + r (DHV )(t, x), A V (t, x) + p|X ⊗ (DHV )(t, x)|X

+ (DHV )(t, x)|X ⊗ p|X + r ((D2
HV )(t, x)|X)|X

)
− r

∂
∂t
V (t,x)

V (t,x)
.

(3.203)

Lemma 3.7 then ensures that G̃ is degenerate elliptic, that ũ1|(0,T )×O is a viscosity subsolution
of

(3.204) ∂
∂t
u(t, x)− G̃

(
t, x, u(t, x), (DHu)(t, x), ((D2

H u)(t, x)|X)|X
)

= 0

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O relative to (h,R×H,R×X) and that ũ2|(0,T )×O is viscosity supersolution
of (3.204) relative to (h,R × H,R × X). Below we will finish this proof by an application of
Corollary 3.6 with ũ1, ũ2 and G̃. For this we now check the assumptions of Corollary 3.6.
First, observe that the assumption that D2

H(V |(0,T )×O) is uniformly continuous with respect

to the ‖ · ‖H and the ‖ · ‖L(H,H′)-norm on R × H-bounded subsets of (0, T ) × O, that ∂
∂t
V is

uniformly continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm on R×H-bounded subsets of (0, T )×O,
and that DH(V |(0,T )×O) is H′-bounded on R × H-bounded subsets of (0, T ) × O imply that

D2
H(V |(0,T )×O) is L(H,H′)-bounded onR×H-bounded subsets of (0, T )×O, that ∂

∂t
V is bounded

on R × H-bounded subsets of (0, T ) × O, and that V is Lipschitz continuous with respect to
the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm and therefore also bounded on R × H-bounded subsets of (0, T ) × O. This
together with the assumption that u1 ∨−u2 is bounded from above on R×H-bounded subsets
of (0, T ) × O shows that for all R ∈ (0,∞) there exists a CR ∈ (1,∞) such that for all (t, x),
(τ, ξ) ∈ (0, T )×O with ‖x‖H ∨ ‖ξ‖H ≤ R it holds that

|V (t, x)| ∨ ‖(DHV )(t, x)‖H′ ∨ ‖(D2
HV )(t, x)‖L(H,H′) ∨ | ∂∂tV (t, x)| ∨ u1(t, x) ∨ −u2(t, x) ≤ CR,

|V (t, x)− V (τ, ξ)| ≤ CR‖(t, x)− (τ, ξ)‖R×H

(3.205)

Combining this with (3.191) yields then that for all R ∈ (0,∞) and all (t, x) ∈ (0, T )× (X ∩O)
with ‖x‖H ≤ R it holds that

(3.206) | ∂
∂t

(hV )(t, x)| ≤ |( ∂
∂t
h)(t, x) · V (t, x)|+ |h(t, x) · ( ∂

∂t
V )(t, x)| ≤ (ΛR · CR + CR)h(t, x).

Next, note (3.201) ensures that (3.181) is fulfilled. Moreover, (3.200) and the assumption V > 1
imply that for all n ∈ {2, 3, 4, . . .} and for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,
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‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
= lim

r↓0
lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
− u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
: (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
= lim

r↓0
lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
− u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
: (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x‖H ≤ n, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
∨ lim

r↓0
lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
− u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
: (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,(3.207)

‖x‖H ≥ n, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
≤ lim

r↓0
lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x‖H ≤ n, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
∨ lim

r↓0
lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
− u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
: (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ ((0, T )×Oc

bn−rc) ∩W
}
∨ 0

≤ 0 ∨
(

2 sup

{
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
∨ −u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
: (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ ((0, T )×Oc

n−1) ∩W
})

.

Letting n tend to infinity together with (3.201) then shows that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup
{
ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε
}

(3.208)

≤ 0 ∨ lim
n→∞

(
2 sup

{
u1(t,x)
V (t,x)

∨ −u2(t̂,x̂)

V (t̂,x̂)
: (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ ((0, T )×Oc

n−1) ∩W
})

= 0

and this shows (3.180). Furthermore, we have for all δ ∈ (0,∞) and all ((t, x), r, p, A) ∈
W ×R×H ′ × SH,H′ that

G̃+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)

(3.209)

= G̃((t, x), r + δh(t, x), p+ δEX′,H′
(
DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X))

)
(t, x), (A|X)|X

+ δ(D2
X(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(t, x)

= 1
V (t,x)

(
G
(

(t, x), V (t, x)r + δV (t, x) · h(t, x), V (t, x)p+ δV (t, x)

· EX′,H′
(
DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X))

)
(t, x) + (r + δh(t, x)) · (DHV )(t, x), V (t, x) · (A|X)|X

+ δV (t, x) · (D2
X(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(t, x) + (DHV )(t, x)|X

⊗ (p|X + δ(DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(t, x) + (p|X + δ(DX(h|(0,T )×(O∩X)))(t, x))

⊗ (DHV )(t, x)|X + (r + δh(t, x)) · ((D2
H V )(t, x)|X)|X

))
− (r + δh(t, x)) ·

∂
∂t
V (t,x)

V (t,x)

= 1
V (t,x)

(
G+

H,X,δ,V h

(
(t, x), V (t, x)r, V (t, x)p+ r · (DHV )(t, x), V (t, x) · A+ (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p
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+ p⊗ (DHV )(t, x) + r · (D2
H V )(t, x)

)
− (r + δh(t, x)) · ∂

∂t
V (t, x)

)
.

Analogously we obtain for all δ ∈ (0,∞) and all ((t, x), r, p, A) ∈ W ×R×H ′ × SH,H′ that

G̃−H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)

= 1
V (t,x)

(
G−H,X,δ,V h

(
(t, x), V (t, x)r, V (t, x)p+ r · (DHV )(t, x), V (t, x) · A+ (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p

+ p⊗ (DHV )(t, x) + r · (D2
H V )(t, x)

)
− (r − δh(t, x)) · ∂

∂t
V (t, x)

)
.

(3.210)

In addition, (3.205) yields that for all ((t, x), r, p, A) ∈ W ×R ×H ′ × SH,H′ , δ ∈ (0, 1] and all
R ∈ (0,∞) with h(t, x) ∨ ‖x‖H ∨ |r| ∨ ‖p‖H′ ∨ ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R it holds that

h(t, x) ≤ R ≤ 4CR ·R, ‖x‖H ≤ R ≤ 4CR ·R, |V (t, x)r| ≤ CR ·R ≤ 4CR ·R,
‖V (t, x)p+ r · (DHV )(t, x)‖H′ ≤ 2CR ·R ≤ 4CR ·R,
‖V (t, x) · A+ (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p+ p⊗ (DHV )(t, x) + r · (D2

H V )(t, x)‖L(H,H′) ≤ 4CR ·R,
(r + δh(t, x)) · ∂

∂t
V (t, x) ≥ −2CR ·R.(3.211)

We thus get from (3.194), (3.209), from (3.211), and from the assumption that V > 1 that for
all δ ∈ (0, 1] and all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
ε→0

[
sup{|G̃+

H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A)− G̃+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, q, A)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R, p, q ∈ H ′,

(3.212)

A ∈ SH,H′ , max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R, ‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε,

G̃+
H,X,δ,h((t, x), r, p, A) ≥ −R}

]
= lim

ε→0

[
sup

{
1

V (t,x)

∣∣∣G+
H,X,δ,V h

(
(t, x), V (t, x)r, V (t, x)p+ r · (DHV )(t, x), V (t, x) · A

+ (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p+ p⊗ (DHV )(t, x) + r · (D2
H V )(t, x)

)
− (r + δh(t, x)) · ∂

∂t
V (t, x)

−G+
H,X,δ,V h

(
(t, x), V (t, x)r, V (t, x)q + r · (DHV )(t, x), V (t, x) · A+ (DHV )(t, x)⊗ q

+ q ⊗ (DHV )(t, x) + r · (D2
H V )(t, x)

)
+ (r + δh(t, x)) · ∂

∂t
V (t, x)

∣∣∣ : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R,

p, q ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R, ‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε,

1
V (t,x)

(
G+

H,X,δ,V h

(
(t, x), V (t, x)r, V (t, x)p+ r · (DHV )(t, x),

V (t, x) · A+ (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p+ p⊗ (DHV )(t, x) + r · (D2
H V )(t, x)

)
− (r + δh(t, x)) · ∂

∂t
V (t, x)

)
≥ −R

}]
≤ lim

ε→0

[
sup

{
|G+

H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, p, A)−G+
H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, q, B)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R, p, q ∈ H ′,

A,B ∈ SH,H′ , max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖A‖L(H,H′)} ≤ 4CRR, ‖p− q‖H′ ≤ CR ε,

‖A−B‖L(H,H′) ≤ 2CR · ε, G+
H,X,δ,V h((t, x), r, p, A) ≥ −3CR ·R

}]
∨ 0 = 0.

and thus (3.175) is fulfilled. Analogously it follows (3.176). Moreover, the assumption that
D2

H V is continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H and the ‖ · ‖L(H,H′)-norm ensures that there
exist a functionK : (0,∞)×(0, T )×O×R×H ′×(0, 1]→ (0,∞) such that for all (R, t, x, r, p, δ) ∈
(0, T )×O×R×H ′× (0, 1], and all (τ, ξ) ∈ (0, T )×O with |t−τ |∨‖ξ−x‖H ≤ K(R, t, x, r, p, δ)
it holds that

‖(D2
H V )(τ, ξ)− (D2

H V )(t, x)‖L(H,H′) ≤
m(CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3), t, x, r, p, δ)

2(|r|+ 1)
.(3.213)
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Now denote by m̃ : (0,∞) × (0, T ) × O ×R ×H ′ × (0, 1] → (0,∞) the function satisfying for
all (R, t, x, r, p, δ) ∈ (0,∞)× (0, T )×O ×R×H ′ × (0, 1] that

(3.214) m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) =
m(CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3), t, x, r, p, δ)

2CR(2R + 4‖p‖H′ + 2|r|+ 7)
∧K(R, t, x, r, p, δ) ∧ 1.

Combining then (3.205), (3.213), and (3.214) yields that for all R ∈ (0,∞), δ ∈ (0, 1],
(t, x, r, p, A) ∈ (0, T )×O×R×H ′×L(H,H′), and all ((τ, ξ), ν, ρ) ∈ W ×R×H ′ satisfying that
‖x‖H + 1 ≤ R, h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R, and that |t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r− ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤
m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) it holds that

∥∥V (τ, ξ) · A+ (DHV )(τ, ξ)⊗ ρ+ ρ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ) + ν · (D2
H V )(τ, ξ)

∥∥
L(H,H′)

≤ CR ·R + CR(‖p‖H′ + 1) + CR(‖p‖H′ + 1) + CR(|r|+ 1) ≤ CR(2R + |r|+ 2‖p‖H′ + 3),

(3.215)

that

(r + δh(τ, ξ)) · ∂
∂t
V (τ, ξ) ≤ (|r|+R) · CR ≤ CR(R + |r|+ 2‖p‖H′ + 3),(3.216)

that

|ν · V (τ, ξ)− rV (t, x)| ≤ |ν − r| · V (t, x) + |ν| · |V (τ, ξ)− V (t, x)|
≤ m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) · CR + (|r|+ 1) · CR‖(τ, ξ)− (t, x)‖R×H
≤ m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) · CR(1 + 2|r|+ 2) ≤ m(CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3), t, x, r, p, δ),

(3.217)

that

‖V (τ, ξ)ρ+ ν · (DHV )(τ, ξ)− V (t, x)p− r · (DHV )(t, x)‖H′
≤ |V (τ, ξ)− V (t, x)| · ‖ρ‖H′ + V (t, x)‖ρ− p‖H′ + |ν| · ‖(DHV )(τ, ξ)− (DHV )(t, x)‖H′

+ ‖(DHV )(t, x)‖H′ · |ν − r|
≤ CR‖(τ, ξ)− (t, x)‖R×H · (‖p‖H′ + 1) + CR · m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ)

+ (|r|+ 1) · CR‖(τ, ξ)− (t, x)‖R×H + m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) · CR
≤ 2m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) · CR(3 + ‖p‖H′ + |r|) ≤ m(CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3), t, x, r, p, δ),

(3.218)

that ∥∥(DHV )(τ, ξ)⊗ ρ+ ρ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ)− (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p− p⊗ (DHV )(t, x)
∥∥
L(H,H′)

≤ ‖(DHV )(τ, ξ)− (DHV )(t, x)‖H′ · ‖ρ‖H′ + ‖(DHV )(t, x)‖H′ · ‖ρ− p‖H′
+ ‖ρ‖H′ · ‖(DHV )(τ, ξ)− (DHV )(t, x)‖H′ + ‖ρ− p‖H′ · ‖(DHV )(t, x)‖H′(3.219)

≤ CR‖(τ, ξ)− (t, x)‖R×H · (‖p‖H′ + 1) + CR · m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ)

+ (‖p‖H′ + 1) · CR‖(τ, ξ)− (t, x)‖R×H + m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) · CR
≤ CR · m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ)(4‖p‖H′ + 6),

and that ∥∥V (τ, ξ) · A+ ν · (D2
H V )(τ, ξ)− V (t, x) · A− r · (D2

H V )(t, x)
∥∥
L(H,H′)

≤ |V (τ, ξ)− V (t, x)| · ‖A‖L(H,H′) + ‖(D2
H V )(t, x)‖L(H,H′) · |ν − r|

+ |ν| · ‖(D2
H V )(τ, ξ)− (D2

H V )(t, x)‖L(H,H′)

≤ CR‖(τ, ξ)− (t, x)‖R×H · ‖A‖L(H,H′) + m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ) · CR
+ (|r|+ 1) · ‖(D2

H V )(τ, ξ)− (D2
H V )(t, x)‖L(H,H′)

≤ CR · m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ)(2R + 1) + (|r|+ 1) · m(CR(2R+2‖p‖H′+|r|+3),t,x,r,p,δ)

2(|r|+1)
.

(3.220)

Combining (3.219), (3.220), and (3.214) proves∥∥V (τ, ξ) · A+ (DHV )(τ, ξ)⊗ ρ+ ρ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ) + ν · (D2
H V )(τ, ξ)(3.221)
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− V (t, x) · A− (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p− p⊗ (DHV )(t, x)− r · (D2
H V )(t, x)

∥∥
L(H,H′)

≤
∥∥V (τ, ξ) · A+ ν · (D2

H V )(τ, ξ)− V (t, x) · A− r · (D2
H V )(t, x)

∥∥
L(H,H′)

+
∥∥(DHV )(τ, ξ)⊗ ρ+ ρ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ)− (DHV )(t, x)⊗ p− p⊗ (DHV )(t, x)

∥∥
L(H,H′)

≤ CR · m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ)(2R + 4‖p‖H′ + 7) +
m(CR(2R+2‖p‖H′+|r|+3),t,x,r,p,δ)

2

≤ m(CR(2R+2‖p‖H′+|r|+3),t,x,r,p,δ)

2
+

m(CR(2R+2‖p‖H′+|r|+3),t,x,r,p,δ)

2

≤ m(CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3), t, x, r, p, δ).

Thus (3.196), (3.209), (3.214), (3.215), (3.216), (3.217), (3.218), (3.221), and the assumption
V > 1 shows that for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ O, r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, R ∈ (‖x‖H + 1,∞) and all δ ∈ (0, 1]
it holds that

lim
N→∞

[
sup{G̃+

H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A+ αIHπ
H
H⊥N

)− G̃+
H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) : α ∈ (0, R), ν ∈ R,

(3.222)

(τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R,

|t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ),

G̃+
H,X,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A) ≥ −R}

]
= lim

N→∞

[
sup

{
1

V (τ,ξ)

(
G+

H,X,δ,V h

(
(τ, ξ), V (τ, ξ)ν, V (τ, ξ)ρ+ ν · (DHV )(τ, ξ), V (τ, ξ)

· (A+ αIHπ
H
H⊥N

) + (DHV )(τ, ξ)⊗ ρ+ ρ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ) + ν · (D2
H V )(τ, ξ)

)
− (ν + δh(τ, ξ)) · ∂

∂t
V (τ, ξ)

)
− 1

V (τ,ξ)

(
G+

H,X,δ,V h

(
(τ, ξ), V (τ, ξ)ν, V (τ, ξ)ρ

+ ν · (DHV )(τ, ξ), V (τ, ξ) · A+ (DHV )(τ, ξ)⊗ ρ+ ρ⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ) + ν · (D2
H V )(τ, ξ)

)
− (ν + δh(τ, ξ)) · ∂

∂t
V (τ, ξ)

)
: α ∈ (0, R), ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ ,

h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ R, |t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ m̃(R, t, x, r, p, δ),

1
V (τ,ξ)

(
G+

H,X,δ,V h

(
(τ, ξ), V (τ, ξ)r, V (τ, ξ)p+ r · (DHV )(τ, ξ), V (τ, ξ) · A+ (DHV )(τ, ξ)⊗ p

+ p⊗ (DHV )(τ, ξ) + r · (D2
H V )(τ, ξ)

)
− (r + δh(τ, ξ)) · ∂

∂t
V (τ, ξ)

)
≥ −R

}]
≤ lim

N→∞

[
sup

{
1

V (τ,ξ)

(
G+

H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A+ αIHπ
H
H⊥N

)−G+
H,X,δ,V h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A)

)
:

α ∈ (0, CR ·R), ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, A ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R,

‖A‖L(H,H′) ≤ CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3), |t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |V (t, x)r − ν|
∨ ‖V (t, x)p+ r · (DHV )(t, x)− ρ‖H′ ≤ m(CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3), t, x, r, p, δ),

G+
H,X,δ,V h

(
(τ, ξ), ν, ρ, A

)
≥ −CR(2R + 2‖p‖H′ + |r|+ 3)

}]
≤ 0.

Obviously (3.222) then also holds for all t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ O, r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, R ∈ (0,∞) and all
δ ∈ (0, 1]. and this implies (3.177). Analogously it follows (3.178). It remains to verify (3.179).
Therefore note that without loss of generality we can assume that βn ≥ n since otherwise
we can replace βn by βn ∨ n. Now let ((tn, xn), rn, An), ((t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, Ân) ∈ W × R × SH,H′ ,
n ∈ N, be sequences satisfying that w − limn→∞(tn, xn) ∈ [0, T ) × O, that limn→∞

(√
n ‖xn −

x̂n‖H
)

= 0, that limn→∞
(√

βn |tn − t̂n|
)

= 0, that limn→∞
(
δ̃n(h(tn, xn) + h(t̂n, x̂n))

)
= 0,

that 0 < limn→∞ (rn − r̂n) ≤ supn∈N(|rn| + |r̂n|) < ∞, and that for all R ∈ (0,∞), and all
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(z(n))n∈N, (ẑ
(n))n∈N ⊆ {z ∈ H : ‖z‖H ≤ R} it holds that

(3.223) lim sup
n→∞

(
〈z(n), A(n)z

(n)
i 〉H,H′ − 〈ẑ(n), Â(n)ẑ

(n)
i 〉H,H′

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞
3‖z(n) − ẑ(n)‖2

H .

To verify (3.179), we will apply assumption (3.199). For this we denote by
(
(tn,xn), rn,pn

)
∈

W × R × H ′, by
(
(̂tn, x̂n), r̂n, p̂n,

)
∈ W × R × H ′, by An,Bn, Ân, B̂n ∈ SH,H′ , and by

(r̃n, p̃n, Ãn) ∈ R×H ′ × SH,H′ , n ∈ N, the elements satisfying for all n ∈ N that (tn,xn, rn) =

(tn, xn, rnV (tn, xn)), that (̂tn, x̂n, r̂n) = (t̂n, x̂n, r̂nV (t̂n, x̂n)), that Bn = An, that B̂n = Ân, and
that

r̃n = (rn − r̂n)V (tn, xn),(3.224)

pn = nIH (xn − x̂n)V (tn, xn) + rn (DHV )(tn, xn),(3.225)

p̂n = nIH (xn − x̂n)V (t̂n, x̂n) + r̂n (DHV )(t̂n, x̂n),(3.226)

p̃n = (rn − r̂n) (DHV )(tn, xn),(3.227)

An = n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHV )(tn, xn) + (DHV )(tn, xn)⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

+ rn (D2
HV )(tn, xn),

(3.228)

Ân = n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHV )(t̂n, x̂n) + (DHV )(t̂n, x̂n)⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

+ r̂n (D2
HV )(t̂n, x̂n),

(3.229)

Ãn = (rn − r̂n) (D2
HV )(tn, xn).(3.230)

Moreover the assumption V > 1 together with the fact that limn→∞
(√

n ‖xn − x̂n‖H
)

+

limn→∞
(√

βn |tn − t̂n|
)

= 0, the Lipschitz continuity of V with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-
norm on R × H-bounded subsets of (0, T ) × O, and with the fact 0 < limn→∞ (rn − r̂n) ≤
supn∈N

(
|rn|+ |r̂n|

)
<∞ then imply that

0 < lim
n→∞

(rn − r̂n) inf
(t,x)∈(0,T )×O

V (t, x)

≤ lim inf
n→∞

(
(rn − r̂n)V (tn, xn)− r̂n(V (t̂n, x̂n)− V (tn, xn))

)
(3.231)

= lim inf
n→∞

(
rnV (tn, xn)− r̂nV (t̂n, x̂n)

)
= lim inf

n→∞

(
rn − r̂n

)
≤ sup

n∈N
(|rn|+ |̂rn|)

= sup
n∈N

(
|rn||V (tn, xn)|+ |r̂n||V (t̂n, x̂n)|

)
<∞.

Thus assumption (3.199) shows that

lim sup
n→∞

(
G+

H,X,δn,V h((tn,xn),rn,pn,An+nBnV (tn,xn))

V (tn,xn)
− G−H,X,δn,V h((̂tn,x̂n),̂rn,p̂n,Ân+nB̂nV (̂tn,x̂n))

V (̂tn,x̂n)

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
G((tn,xn),̃rn,p̃n,(Ãn|X)|X)

V (tn,xn)

)
.

(3.232)

In addition, (3.209), (3.210), limn→∞ δn(h(tn, xn) ∨ h(t̂n, x̂n)) = 0 the uniform continuity with
respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm of ∂

∂t
V and of V on R × H-bounded subsets of (0, T ) × O, the

definition of G̃, and limn→∞ rn − r̂n > 0 hence imply that

lim sup
n→∞

(
G̃+

H,X,δn,h
(
(tn, xn), rn, n IH(xn − x̂n), nAn

)
(3.233)

− G̃−H,X,δn,h
(
(t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, n IH(xn − x̂n), n Ân

))
= lim sup

n→∞

(
G+

H,X,δn,V h((tn,xn),rn,pn,An+nBnV (tn,xn))−(rn+δnh(tn,xn)) ∂
∂t
V (tn,xn)

V (tn,xn)

− G−H,X,δn,V h((t̂n,x̂n),̂rn,p̂n,Ân+nB̂nV (t̂n,x̂n))−(r̂n−δnh(t̂n,x̂n)) ∂
∂t
V (t̂n,x̂n)

V (t̂n,x̂n)

)
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≤ lim sup
n→∞

(
G((tn,xn),̃rn,p̃n,(Ãn|X)|X)

V (tn,xn)
− (rn−r̂n)

∂
∂t
V (tn,xn)

V (tn,xn)
+ r̂n

(
∂
∂t
V (t̂n,x̂n)

V (t̂n,x̂n)
−

∂
∂t
V (tn,xn)

V (tn,xn)

)
− δnh(tn, xn)

∂
∂t
V (tn,xn)

V (tn,xn)
− δnh(t̂n, x̂n)

∂
∂t
V (t̂n,x̂n)

V (t̂n,x̂n)

)
= lim sup

n→∞

(
− ∂
∂t

(rn−r̂n)V (tn,xn)

V (tn,xn)

+
G((tn,xn),(rn−r̂n)V (tn,xn),(rn−r̂n)(DHṼ )(tn,xn),(rn−r̂n)((D2

HṼ )(tn,xn)|X)|X)

V (tn,xn)

)
≤ 0

as limn→∞ rn− r̂n > 0 and (rn− r̂n)V is by assumption for all n ∈ N with rn− r̂n > 0 a classical
supersolution of (3.192). We can thus apply Corollary 3.6 to obtain that for all T̃ ∈ (0, T ) it
holds that

lim
R→∞

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, t, t̂ ≤ T̃ , h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t− t̂| ≤ ε

}
≤ 0.

(3.234)

In the last step we need to show that (3.234) implies Theorem 3.8. Therefore, note that (3.205)
shows that for all R̃ ∈ (0,∞) x, x̂ ∈ O and all t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ) with ‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ R̃, and
with 1

V (t̂,x̂)
− 1

V (t,x)
≥ 0 it holds that

u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) ≤
(

C2R̃

V (t̂, x̂)
(u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂))

)
∨ 0

≤ C2R̃

(
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
− u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
− u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
+
u1(t, x)

V (t̂, x̂)

)
∨ 0

≤
(
C2R̃(ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂)) + C2R̃

(
1

V (t̂, x̂)
− 1

V (t, x)

))
∨ 0.

(3.235)

On the other hand, (3.205) implies that for all R̃ ∈ (0,∞) x, x̂ ∈ O and all t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ) with
‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ R̃, and with 1

V (t,x)
− 1

V (t̂,x̂)
≥ 0 it holds that

u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) ≤
(

C2R̃

V (t, x)
(u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂))

)
∨ 0

≤ C2R̃

(
u1(t, x)

V (t, x)
− u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
+
u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t̂, x̂)
− u2(t̂, x̂)

V (t, x)

)
∨ 0(3.236)

≤
(
C2R̃(ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂)) + C2R̃

(
1

V (t, x)
− 1

V (t̂, x̂)

))
∨ 0.

Combining this inequalities yields then that for all R̃ ∈ (0,∞) x, x̂ ∈ O and all t, t̂ ∈ (0, T )
with ‖x‖H ≤ R̃ and with ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ R̃ it holds that

u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) ≤
(
C2R̃(ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂)) + C2R̃

∣∣∣∣ 1

V (t, x)
− 1

V (t̂, x̂)

∣∣∣∣) ∨ 0.(3.237)

Finally we obtain with (3.234), (3.237), and with the fact that 1
V

is uniformly continuous with

respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm on R×H-bounded subsets of (0, T )×O that for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞)
and all T̃ ∈ (0, T ) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t, x)− u2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, t, t̂ ≤ T̃ , h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

(3.238)

‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t− t̂| ≤ ε

}
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≤ lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{(
C2R̃(ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂)) + C2R̃

∣∣∣∣ 1

V (t, x)
− 1

V (t̂, x̂)

∣∣∣∣ ) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W,

t, t̂ ≤ T̃ , h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R, ‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t− t̂| ≤ ε

}
∨ 0

≤

(
C2R̃ lim

r↓0
lim
ε↓0

sup

{
ũ1(t, x)− ũ2(t̂, x̂) : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, t, t̂ ≤ T̃ , h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t− t̂| ≤ ε

}
+ C2R̃ lim

r↓0
lim
ε↓0

sup

{ ∣∣∣∣ 1

V (t, x)
− 1

V (t̂, x̂)

∣∣∣∣ : (t, x), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, t, t̂ ≤ T̃ , h(t, x) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t− t̂| ≤ ε

})
∨ 0

≤ 0.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.8. �

3.5. Uniqueness of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov equations

Next we apply Theorem 3.8 to Kolmogorov equations of SPDEs. This generalizes Corollary
4.14 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] (which assumed finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces
and classical viscosity solutions).

Corollary 3.9 (Uniqueness of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov type equations). Let T , θ ∈
(0,∞), let U = (U, 〈·, ·〉U , ‖ · ‖U) and H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be real separable Hilbert spaces,
let H′ = (H ′, ‖ · ‖H′) be the dual space, let (ei)i∈N ⊆ H be an orthonormal basis of H, let
λ : N → (−∞, 0) be a function with limn→∞ λn = −∞, let A : D(A) ⊆ H → H be the linear
operator such that D(A) = {x ∈ H :

∑∞
n=1 |λn〈en, x〉H |2 <∞} and such that for all x ∈ D(A)

it holds that Av =
∑∞

n=1 λn〈en, x〉Hen, let Hr = (Hr, 〈·, ·〉Hr , ‖ · ‖Hr), r ∈ R, be a family of
interpolation spaces associated to −A, (see e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [18]), and let
H′r = (H ′r, ‖ · ‖H′r), r ∈ R, be the corresponding dual spaces. By abuse of notation we will
also denote by A and by ‖ · ‖Hr , r ∈ R, the extended functions A :

⋃∞
i=1H−i →

⋃∞
i=1H−i and

‖ · ‖Hr :
⋃∞
i=1H−i → [0,∞], r ∈ R satisfying for all r ∈ R, x ∈ Hr, and all y ∈

⋃∞
i=1H−i that

(3.239) ‖y‖Hr =

{
‖y‖Hr if z ∈ Hr

∞ if z /∈ Hr

and that

(3.240) (A(x) = y)⇔ (lim
ε↓0

sup{‖A(ξ)− y‖Hr−1 : ξ ∈ D(A), ‖x− ξ‖Hr ≤ ε} = 0),

let O ⊆ H be an open and convex set, let On, O
c
n ⊆ O, n ∈ N be the sets satisfying for

all n ∈ N that On =
{
x ∈ O : distH(x,H\O) ≥ 1

n
and ‖x‖H ≤ n

}
, and that Oc

n = O\On, let
ϕ ∈ CR×H((0, T )× O,R), let K : [0,∞)→ (0,∞) be increasing, let ω : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) satisfy
that limx↓0 ω(x) = 0 and that supx∈[0,∞) ω(x) < ∞, let α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ (0,∞), ϑ ∈ [1/2,∞),
κ ∈ (−1/2, 0], let v : (0, T )×O → R, F : (0, T )×O → H−1, and let B : [0, T ]×O → HS(U,Hκ)
satisfy that for all t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ) and all x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ it holds that

‖F (t, x)‖Hϑ−1
≤ K(‖x‖Hϑ), ‖B(t, x)‖HS(U,Hκ) ≤ K(‖x‖H), |v(t, x)| ≤ K(‖x‖H)(3.241)

‖F (t, x)‖Hϑ−1/2
≤ K(‖x‖H)(‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−α1

+ 1),(3.242)

‖B(t, x)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ) ≤ K(‖x‖H)(‖x‖2

Hϑ+1/2−β1
+ 1),(3.243)

‖F (t, x)− F (t̂, x̂)‖H−1/2
≤ K(‖x‖H ∨ ‖x̂‖H)(‖x− x̂‖H1/2−α2

+ |t− t̂|),(3.244)
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‖B(t, x)−B(t̂, x̂)‖HS(U,H) ≤ K(‖x‖H ∨ ‖x̂‖H)(‖x− x̂‖H1/2−β2
+ |t− t̂|),(3.245)

|v(t, x)− v(t̂, x̂)| ≤ K(‖x‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂‖2

Hϑ
) · (‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ |t− t̂|2)),(3.246)

let ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ) : L(H,H′)→ [0,∞] and ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H−κ) : L(H,H)→ [0,∞] be the extended norms
satisfying for all C ∈ L(H,H′) that

(3.247) ‖I−1
H C‖L(Hκ,H−κ) = ‖C‖L(Hκ,H′κ) = sup

x,y∈H\{0}

|〈x,Cy〉H,H′|
‖x‖Hκ‖y‖Hκ

,

and let V ∈ C2
H(O, (1,∞)), satisfy that D2

H V : H → L(H,H′) is uniformly continuous with
respect to the ‖ · ‖H and the ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ)-norm on all H-bounded subsets of O, that for all
(t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O ∩H2ϑ it holds that

v(t, x)V (x) + 〈F (t, x) + A(x), (DHV )(x)〉H,H′
+ 1/2〈B(t, x), I−1

Hϑ (D2
H V )(x)B(t, x)〉HS(U,Hϑ) ≤ θ · V (x),

(3.248)

that for all x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ it holds that

∥∥∥∥I−1
H (DHV )(x)

V (x)
− I−1

H (DHV )(x̂)

V (x̂)

∥∥∥∥
H1−ϑ

≤ K(‖x‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂‖2

Hϑ
) (‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
)),

(3.249)

∥∥∥∥I−1
H (DHV )(x)

V (x)
− I−1

H (DHV )(x̂)

V (x̂)

∥∥∥∥
H−κ

≤ K(‖x‖H ∨ ‖x̂‖H) · ‖x− x̂‖H1/2
,

(3.250)

∥∥I−1
H (DHV )(x)

∥∥
H−κ
≤ K(‖x‖H),

(3.251)

and that

(3.252)
∥∥I−1

H (DHV )(x)
∥∥
H1/2
≤ K(‖x‖2

Hϑ
).

Then there exists at most one with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm continuous function u : [0, T ]×
O → R which is bounded on H-bounded subsets of (0, T )×O, which fulfills for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞)
that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u(t, x)− ϕ(t̂, x̂) : x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ ∩O, t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ),

e−θt‖x‖2Hϑ
V (x)

∨
e−θt̂‖x̂‖2Hϑ

V (x̂)
≤ R,

‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
= 0,

(3.253)

which fulfills limn→∞ sup(t,x)∈[0,T ]×Ocn
|u(t,x)|
V (x)

= 0, and which fulfills that u|(0,T )×O is a viscosity

solution of
∂
∂t
u(t, x)− v(t, x)u(t, x)−

〈
F (t, x) + A(x), (DHu)(t, x)

〉
H,H′

−
〈
B(t, x), I−1

Hϑ

(
(D2

H u)(t, x)B(t, x)
)∣∣
Hϑ

〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

= 0
(3.254)

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×O relative to ((0, T )×O 3 (t, x)→ ‖x‖2
Hϑ
∈ R ∪ {∞},R×H,R×Hϑ).

Proof of Corollary 3.9. First denote for every N ∈ N by VN = spanH({e1, ..., eN})
the linear span of the first N basis vectors, by W ⊆ (0, T ) × O the set satisfying that W =
(0, T )×(H2ϑ∩O), by G : W×R×H ′×SHϑ,H′ϑ → R the function satisfying for all ((t, x), r, p, C) ∈
W ×R×H ′ × SHϑ,H′ϑ that

(3.255) G((t, x), r, p, C) = v(t, x)r + 〈F (t, x) + A(x), p〉H,H′ + 〈B(t, x), I−1
HϑC B(t, x)〉HS(U,Hϑ),

by Ṽ : [0, T ]×O → (1,∞) the function satisfying for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O that

(3.256) Ṽ (t, x) = eθt · V (x),
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and by h : [0, T ]×O → R ∪ {∞} the function satisfying for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all x ∈ O that

(3.257) h(t, x) =
‖x‖2

Hϑ

Ṽ (t, x)
.

Note that we obtain for all (t, x) ∈ W that

EH′ϑ,H′
(
(DHϑ(Ṽ h|R×Hϑ))(t, x)

)
= 2 · EH′ϑ,H′

(
IHϑx

)
= 2 · EH′ϑ,H′

(
Hϑ 3 y → 〈y, x〉Hϑ ∈ R

)
= 2 · EH′ϑ,H′

(
Hϑ 3 y → 〈y, (−A)2ϑx〉H ∈ R

)
= 2 · IH((−A)2ϑx).

(3.258)

In addition, the assumption that D2
H V : H → L(H,H′) is uniformly continuous with respect

to the ‖ · ‖H and the ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ)-norm on H-bounded subsets of O implies that D2
H V : H →

L(H,H′) is also uniformly continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H and the ‖ · ‖L(H,H′)-norm on
H-bounded subsets of O and therefore V is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-
norm on H-bounded subsets of O. Moreover, for all x ∈ Hϑ and all x0 ∈ H2ϑ it holds that
‖x‖2

Hϑ
= ‖x0‖2

Hϑ
+ 2〈x0, x − x0〉Hϑ + 〈x − x0, x − x0〉Hϑ ≥ ‖x0‖2

Hϑ
+ 2〈IHϑ(x0), x − x0〉H′ϑ,Hϑ .

This shows that {y ∈ Hϑ : (J2
H,−‖ · ‖2

Hϑ
)(y) 6= ∅} = {y ∈ Hϑ : IHϑ(y) ∈ D(EH′ϑ,H′)} = H2ϑ.

Combining this with (3.258) yields that {z ∈ (0, T ) × (O ∩ Hϑ) : (DR×Hϑ(hṼ |R×Hϑ))(z) ∈
D(ER×H′ϑ,R×H′), (J2

H,−(hṼ ))(z) 6= ∅} = W and this together with Proposition 2.15 implies that

{z ∈ (0, T ) × (O ∩ Hϑ) : (DR×Hϑ(h|R×Hϑ))(z) ∈ D(ER×H′ϑ,R×H′), (J2
H,−h)(z) 6= ∅} = W . Next

let u1, u2 : [0, T ]×O → R be two with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm continuous functions such
that u1, u2 are bounded on R×H-bounded subsets of [0, T ]×O, such that for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞)
and i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
ui(t, x)− ϕ(t̂, x̂) : x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ ∩O, t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ),

‖x‖2Hϑ
V (x)

∨
‖x̂‖2Hϑ
V (x̂)

≤ R,

‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
= 0,

(3.259)

such that limn→∞ sup(t,x)∈(0,T )×Ocn
|u1(t,x)|+|u2(t,x)|

V (x)
= 0 and such that u1|(0,T )×O and u2|(0,T )×O are

viscosity solutions of (3.254) relative to (hṼ ,R×H,R×Hϑ), let I ⊆ N, and let (ẽi)i∈I be an
orthonormal basis of U. We show Corollary 3.9 by applying Theorem 3.8 with X ← Hϑ and
with V ← Ṽ . Note that we have for all x ∈ H that

(−A)2ϑI−1
Hϑ

(
(H 3 y → 〈x, y〉H ∈ R)|Hϑ

)
= (−A)2ϑI−1

Hϑ

(
Hϑ 3 y → 〈(−A)−2ϑx, y〉Hϑ ∈ R

)
= x

=I−1
H
(
H 3 y → 〈x, y〉H ∈ R

)
(3.260)

and from this it follows that for all (t, x) ∈ W and all C ∈ L(H,H′) it holds that〈
B(t, x), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CB(t, x))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

=
∑
i∈I

〈
B(t, x)ẽi, I

−1
Hϑ

(
(CB(t, x)ẽi)|Hϑ

)〉
Hϑ

=
∑
i∈I

〈
(−A)ϑB(t, x)ẽi, (−A)ϑI−1

Hϑ

(
(CB(t, x)ẽi)|Hϑ

)〉
H

=
∑
i∈I

〈
B(t, x)ẽi, (−A)2ϑI−1

Hϑ

(
(CB(t, x)ẽi)|Hϑ

)〉
H

=
∑
i∈I

〈B(t, x)ẽi, I
−1
H CB(t, x)ẽi〉H = 〈B(t, x), I−1

H CB(t, x)〉HS(U,H).

(3.261)

Furthermore, observe that for all ε ∈ (0,∞) there exist an Mε ∈ R such that for all x ∈ H2ϑ it
holds that

(3.262) ‖x‖H1/2−α2
∨ ‖x‖H1/2−β2

∨ ‖x‖H−κ ≤ ε‖x‖H1/2
+Mε‖x‖H
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and that

(3.263) ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−α1
∨ ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−β1

∨ ‖x‖Hϑ ≤ ε‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
+Mε‖x‖H .

In addition we get from (3.258), (3.242), the monotonicity of K, and from (3.263) that for all
(t, x) ∈ W and all R, ε, δ ∈ (0,∞) with ‖x‖H ≤ R it holds that

〈F (t, x) + A(x), δEH′ϑ,H′
(
(DHϑ(Ṽ h|R×Hϑ))(t, x)

)
〉H,H′

2〈F (t, x) + A(x), δIH(−A)2ϑ(x)〉H,H′
= 2〈F (t, x), δ(−A)2ϑ(x)〉H + 2〈A(x), δ(−A)2ϑ(x)〉H
≤ 2δ‖F (t, x)‖Hϑ−1/2

· ‖x‖H1/2+ϑ
− 2δ‖x‖2

H1/2+ϑ

≤ 2δ
(
K(R) · (‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−α1

+ 1)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
− ‖x‖2

Hϑ+1/2

)
≤ 2δ

(
K(R) · (ε ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+Mε · ‖x‖H + 1)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
− ‖x‖2

Hϑ+1/2

)
≤ 2δ

(
K(R) (Mε ·R + 1)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

− (1− ε ·K(R))‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

)
.

(3.264)

Moreover, it follows from (3.257), (3.243), the monotonicity ofK, (3.263), and from the fact that
for all a, b ∈ R it holds that (a+ b)2 ≤ 2a2 + 2b2 that for all (t, x) ∈ W and all R, ε, δ ∈ (0,∞)
with ‖x‖H ≤ R it holds that

〈B(t, x), δI−1
Hϑ (D2

Hϑ(hṼ )(t, x))B(t, x)〉HS(U,Hϑ) = 〈B(t, x), δI−1
Hϑ 2IHϑ B(t, x)〉HS(U,Hϑ)

= 2δ ‖B(t, x)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ) ≤ 2δ K(R)(‖x‖2

Hϑ+1/2−β1
+ 1)

≤ 2δ K(R)((
√
ε ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+M√ε · ‖x‖H)2 + 1) ≤ 2δ K(R)(2ε ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

+ 2M2√
ε · ‖x‖

2
H + 1)

≤ 2δ K(R)(2ε ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

+ 2M2√
ε ·R

2 + 1).

(3.265)

Furthermore, (3.261), (3.242), (3.243), the monotonicity of K, (3.263), and the fact that for all
a, b ∈ R it holds that (a+ b)2 ≤ 2a2 + 2b2 imply that for all (t, x) ∈ W , R, ε ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ H ′,
and all C ∈ SH,H′ with ‖x‖H ∨ ‖p‖H′ ∨ ‖C‖L(H,H′) ≤ R it holds that〈

F (t, x) + A(x), p
〉
H,H′

+
〈
B(t, x), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CB(t, x))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

=
〈
F (t, x) + A(x), p

〉
H,H′

+
〈
B(t, x), I−1

H CB(t, x)
〉
HS(U,H)

≤ (‖F (t, x)‖H + ‖x‖H1)‖p‖H′ + ‖B(t, x)‖2
HS(U,H)‖C‖L(H,H′)

≤ (sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖F (t, x)‖Hϑ−1/2
+ sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

) ·R

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)‖B(t, x)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ) ·R

≤ (sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)K(R)(‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−α1
+ 1) + sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ) ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

) ·R

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)K(R)(‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2−β1

+ 1) ·R
(3.266)

≤ (sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)K(R)(ε‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
+Mε‖x‖H + 1) + sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ) ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

) ·R

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)K(R)((
√
ε‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+M√ε‖x‖H)2 + 1) ·R

≤ ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
R · sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ)(εK(R) + 1) + sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ)K(R) ·R (MεR + 1)

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)K(R) ·R (2ε‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

+ 2M2√
εR

2 + 1).

Finally, we obtain from (3.241), the monotonicity of K , (3.263), and the fact that for all
a, b ∈ R it holds that (a+ b)2 ≤ 2a2 + 2b2 that for all (t, x) ∈ W and all R, ε, δ ∈ (0,∞), r ∈ R
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with ‖x‖H ∨ |r| ≤ R it holds that

v(t, x)(r + δ‖x‖2
Hϑ

) ≤ K(R) (R + δ(
√
ε‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+M√ε‖x‖H)2)

≤ K(R) (R + 2ε · δ ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

+ 2δM2√
εR

2).
(3.267)

Combining now (3.264), (3.265), (3.266), (3.267) yields that for all (t, x) ∈ W , R, ε, δ ∈ (0,∞),
r,K1, K2, K3 ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, and all C ∈ SH,H′ with

K1 = 8δ K(R) + 2 sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)K(R) ·R,

K2 = 2δ K(R) (Mε ·R + 1) + sup(|λn|1/2−ϑ) ·R (εK(R) + 1),(3.268)

K3 = 2δ K(R) (2M2√
ε ·R

2 + 1) + sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)K(R) · (MεR + 1)

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)K(R) ·R (2M2√
εR

2 + 1) +K(R)(R + 2δM2√
εR

2),

with δ − εK1 > 0, and with ‖x‖H ∨ |r| ∨ ‖p‖H′ ∨ ‖C‖L(H,H′) ≤ R it holds that

G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((t, x), r, p, C) = G((t, x), r + δ‖x‖2

Hϑ
, p+ δIH((−A)2ϑx), (C|Hϑ)|Hϑ + δIHϑ)(3.269)

= v(t, x)(r + δ‖x‖2
Hϑ

) +
〈
F (t, x) + A(x), p+ δIH((−A)2ϑx)

〉
H,H′

+ 〈B(t, x), I−1
Hϑ

(
(C B(t, x))|Hϑ + δIHϑ B(t, x)

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ)

≤− ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

(2δ − ε(2δ K(R) + 4δ K(R) + 2 sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)K(R) ·R + 2δ K(R)))

+ ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
(2δ K(R) (Mε ·R + 1) + sup(|λn|1/2−ϑ)(εK(R) +R))

+ 2δ K(R) (2M2√
ε ·R

2 + 1) + sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)K(R) · (MεR + 1)

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)K(R) ·R (2M2√
εR

2 + 1) +K(R)(R + 2δM2√
εR

2)

≤ − ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

(2δ − εK1) + ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
·K2 +K3

≤ − δ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− (δ − εK1)(‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
+ K2

2δ−2εK1
)2 +

K2
2

4δ−4εK1
+K3

≤ − δ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

+
K2

2

4δ−4εK1
+K3.

Therefore we derive that for all R, δ ∈ (0,∞) there exist an LR,δ ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
(t, x) ∈ W , r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, and all C ∈ SH,H′ with ‖x‖H ∨ |r| ∨ ‖p‖H′ ∨‖C‖L(H,H′) ≤ R and with
G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((t, x), r, p, C) ≥ −R it holds that

(3.270) ‖x‖ϑ+1/2 ≤ LR,δ.

Moreover, we get from (3.261), (3.242), and from (3.243) that for all (t, x) ∈ W , r ∈ R,
δ ∈ (0,∞), p, q ∈ H ′, C, C ∈ SH,H′ with ‖C − C‖L(H,H′) ∨ ‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε it holds that

|G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((t, x), r, p, C)−G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((t, x), r, q,C)|

≤ |〈F (t, x) + A(x), p− q〉H,H′|+ |〈B(t, x), I−1
Hϑ

(
((C − C)B(t, x))|Hϑ

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ)|

≤ ‖p− q‖H′‖F (t, x)‖H + ‖p− q‖H′‖A(x)‖H + |〈B(t, x), I−1
H (C − C)B(t, x)〉HS(U,H)|

≤ ε‖F (t, x)‖H + ε‖x‖H1 + ‖C − C‖L(H,H′)‖B(t, x)‖2
HS(U,H)

≤ ε
(

sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖F (t, x)‖Hϑ−1/2
+ sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)‖B(t, x)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
≤ ε
(
K(‖x‖H) sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−α1

+ 1) + sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+K(‖x‖H) sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)(‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2−β1

+ 1)
)
.

(3.271)
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Thus (3.270), (3.271), and the monotonicity of K show that for all δ, R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
ε↓0

[
sup{|G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((t, x), r, p, C)−G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((t, x), r, q,C)| : (t, x) ∈ W, r ∈ R,

p, q ∈ H ′, C,C ∈ SH,H′ , max{h(t, x), ‖x‖H , |r|, ‖p‖H′ , ‖C‖L(H,H′)} ≤ R,

‖p− q‖H′ ≤ ε, ‖C − C‖L(H,H′) ≤ ε, G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((t, x), r, p, C) ≥ −R}

]
≤ lim

ε↓0

[
sup

{
ε
(
K(‖x‖H) sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−α1

+ 1) + sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+K(‖x‖H) sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)(‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2−β1

+ 1)
)

: (t, x) ∈ W,

‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
≤ LR,δ, ‖x‖H ≤ R

}]
≤ lim

ε↓0

[
ε sup

{
K(R) sup

n∈N
(|λn|1/2−ϑ)

(
sup
n∈N

(|λn|−α1) · ‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
+ 1
)

+ sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+K(R) sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2ϑ)
(

sup
n∈N

(|λn|−β1)‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

+ 1
)

: (t, x) ∈ W,

‖x‖Hϑ+1/2
≤ LR,δ,

]
= 0,

(3.272)

which implies (3.194). Analogously it follows (3.195). Next fix R ∈ (0,∞), t ∈ (0, T ), x ∈ O,
r ∈ R, p ∈ H ′, and δ ∈ (0, 1] and denote by M ∈ (0,∞) the value satisfying that M =
(‖x‖H ∨ |r| ∨ ‖p‖H′ ∨ ‖C‖L(H,H′) ∨ R) + 1. In addition, let (τN , ξN)N∈N ⊆ W , be a sequence
satisfying for all N ∈ N that ‖ξN‖Hϑ+1/2

≤ LM,δ, that ‖x− ξN‖H ≤ distH(x,H\O)/2, and that

lim
N→∞

〈B(τN , ξN), πHV ⊥N
B(τN , ξN)〉HS(U,H)

= lim sup
N→∞

[
sup{〈B(τ, ξ), πHV ⊥N

B(τ, ξ)〉HS(U,H) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ‖ξ‖Hϑ+1/2
≤ LM,δ,(3.273)

‖x− ξ‖H ≤ distH(x,H\O)/2
]
.

Then it follows from the fact that Hϑ+1/2 is compactly embedded in H1/2−β2 that the set
{y ∈ O : ‖y‖Hϑ+1/2

≤ LM,δ, ‖x − y‖H ≤ distH(x,H\O)/2} is compact with respect to the

‖ · ‖H1/2−β2
-norm and therefore there exist a subsequence (τNi , ξNi)i∈N ⊆ (τN , ξN)N∈N and a

(τ̂ , ξ̂) ∈ [0, T ]×O satisfying that limi→∞ ‖(τNi − τ̂ , ξNi − ξ̂)‖R×H1/2−β2
= 0. Thus, we have with

(3.257), (3.270), (3.261), (3.273), and with (3.245) that

lim
N→∞

[
sup{G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, C + αIHπ

H
V ⊥N

)−G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, C) : α ∈ (0, R),

(3.274)

ν ∈ R, (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ρ ∈ H ′, C ∈ SH,H′ , h(τ, ξ) ≤ R, ‖C‖L(H,H′) ≤ R,

|t− τ | ∨ ‖x− ξ‖H ∨ |r − ν| ∨ ‖p− ρ‖H′ ≤ (distH(x,H\O)/2) ∨ 1,

G+

H,Hϑ,δ,Ṽ h
((τ, ξ), ν, ρ, C) ≥ −R}

]
≤ lim sup

N→∞

[
sup{〈B(τ, ξ), αI−1

Hϑ

(
(IHπ

H
V ⊥N
B(τ, ξ))|Hϑ

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ) : α ∈ (0, R), (τ, ξ) ∈ W,

‖x− ξ‖H ≤ (distH(x,H\O)/2), ‖ξ‖ϑ+1/2 ≤ LM,δ

]
≤ R lim sup

N→∞

[
sup{〈B(τ, ξ), πHV ⊥N

B(τ, ξ)〉HS(U,H) : (τ, ξ) ∈ W, ‖x− ξ‖H ≤ distH(x,H\O)/2,

‖ξ‖Hϑ+1/2
≤ LM,δ

]
= R lim

N→∞
〈B(τN , ξN), πHV ⊥N

B(τN , ξN)〉HS(U,H) = R lim
i→∞
〈B(τNi , ξNi), π

H
V ⊥Ni
B(τNi , ξNi)〉HS(U,H)

= R lim
i→∞

(
〈B(τNi , ξNi), π

H
V ⊥Ni

(B(τNi , ξNi)−B(τ̂ , x̂))〉HS(U,H)
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+ 〈B(τNi , ξNi), π
H
V ⊥Ni
B(τ̂ , x̂)〉HS(U,H)

)
≤ R lim

i→∞

(
‖B(τNi , ξNi)−B(τ̂ , x̂)‖HS(U,H)‖πHV ⊥Ni

B(τNi , ξNi)‖HS(U,H)

+ ‖B(τNi , ξNi)‖HS(U,H)‖πHV ⊥Ni
B(τ̂ , x̂)‖HS(U,H)

)
= lim

i→∞

R ( ∞∑
j=Ni+1

‖[B(τ̂ , x̂)]∗ej‖2
U

) 1
2

‖B(τNi , ξNi)‖HS(U,H)

 = 0,

which implies (3.196). Analogously it follows (3.197). To this end we now verify (3.199). For

this let δn ∈ (0, 1], ((tn, xn), rn, pn, Cn,Cn), ((t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, p̂n, Ĉn, Ĉn) ∈ W×R×H ′×SH,H′×SH,H′ ,

(p̃n, C̃n) ∈ H ′ × SH,H′ , n ∈ N, satisfy that w − limn→∞(tn, xn) ∈ [0, T )×O, that

lim
n→∞

(√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H

)
+ lim

n→∞

(√
n |tn − t̂n|

)
= 0,(3.275)

δn = inf
({
δ ∈ (1/n,∞) : (K(1

δ
))2 + 1

δ2 + 1 ≤
(
( sup
m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4)) + n−

1/2
)−1/2

}
∪ {1}

)
,(3.276)

lim
n→∞

(
δn (h(tn, xn) ∨ h(t̂n, x̂n)

)
= 0 < lim inf

n→∞
(rn − r̂n) ≤ sup

n∈N
(|rn|+ |r̂n|) <∞,(3.277)

pn = nIH (xn − x̂n) Ṽ (tn, xn) + rn (DHṼ )(tn, xn),(3.278)

p̂n = nIH (xn − x̂n) Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n) + r̂n (DHṼ )(t̂n, x̂n),(3.279)

p̃n = (rn − r̂n) (DHṼ )(tn, xn),(3.280)

Cn = n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHṼ )(tn, xn) + (DHṼ )(tn, xn)⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

+ rn (D2
HṼ )(tn, xn),

(3.281)

Ĉn = n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHṼ )(t̂n, x̂n) + (DHṼ )(t̂n, x̂n)⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

+ r̂n (D2
HṼ )(t̂n, x̂n),

(3.282)

C̃n = (rn − r̂n) (D2
HṼ )(tn, xn),(3.283)

and that for all R ∈ (0,∞), and for all (z(n))n∈N, (ẑ
(n))n∈N ⊆ {z ∈ H : ‖z‖H ≤ R} it holds that

(3.284) lim sup
n→∞

(
〈z(n),Cnz

(n)〉H,H′ − 〈ẑ(n), Ĉnẑ
(n)〉H,H′

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞
3‖z(n) − ẑ(n)‖2

H .

First note, that the fact that (xn)n∈N and (x̂n)n∈N are weakly convergent, the fact that
limn→∞

(√
n |tn−t̂n|

)
= limn→∞

(√
n ‖xn−x̂n‖H

)
= 0, and the fact that supn∈N(|rn|+|r̂n|) <∞

imply that there exists a R ∈ (0,∞) such that for all n ∈ N it holds that

(3.285) ‖xn‖H ∨ ‖x̂n‖H ∨ |rn| ∨ |r̂n| ∨ (
√
n|tn − t̂n|) ∨ (

√
n‖xn − x̂n‖H) ≤ R.

Furthermore, it follows from the monotonicity of K and from (3.276) that for all n ∈ N with
δn(‖xn‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
) ≤ 1 and with δn < 1 it holds that

((
K(‖xn‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)
)2 ∨K(‖xn‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)

∨
(
K(‖xn‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)(‖xn‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)
))
· (‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
))

≤ ((K( 1
δn

))2 + 1
δ2
n

+ 1) · (( sup
m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4)) + n−

1/2)
1/2 · (( sup

m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4)) + n−

1/2)−
1/2

·
(
‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+
(

sup
m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4)
)

+
(

sup
m∈[0,∞)

ω(m)
)
· n1/4 ‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2

)
≤ n

1/4‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ (( sup
m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4))

1/2 +
(

sup
m∈[0,∞)

ω(m)
)
· n1/2 ‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
,

(3.286)
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that

K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)

≤ ((K( 1
δn

))2 + 1
δ2
n

+ 1) · (( sup
m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4)) + n−

1/2)
1/2 · (( sup

m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4)) + n−

1/2)−
1/2(3.287)

≤ n
1/4,

and that

K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
) · (‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ |tn − t̂n|2))

≤ (n
1/4‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ (( sup

m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4))

1/2 +
(

sup
m∈[0,∞)

ω(m)
)

(3.288)

· n1/2 (‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ |tn − t̂n|2)).

In addition we get with (3.241), the monotonicity of K, and the fact that limn→∞
(
δn (h(tn, xx)∨

h(t̂n, x̂n)
)

= 0 that
(3.289)
lim sup
n→∞

(
δn(v(tn, xn)h(tn, xn)+v(t̂n, x̂n)h(t̂n, x̂n))

)
≤ K(R) lim sup

n→∞

(
δn(h(tn, xn)+h(t̂n, x̂n))

)
= 0.

Moreover, combining (3.264) and (3.265) together with the fact that limn→∞ δn = 0, and the
fact that Ṽ > 1, yields for all ε ∈ (0, 1

3K(R)
) that

lim sup
n→∞

( 〈F (tn,xn)+A(xn),δnEH′
ϑ
,H′ ((DHϑ (Ṽ h|R×Hϑ ))(tn,xn))〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn,xn)

(3.290)

+

〈
B(tn,xn),δnI

−1
Hϑ

(
(D2

Hϑ
(hṼ ))(tn,xn)B(tn,xn)

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
2δn

−(1−3εK(R))‖xn‖2Hϑ+1/2
+K(R) (Mε·R+1)‖xn‖Hϑ+1/2

Ṽ (tn,xn)
+ 2δn

K(R) (2M2√
ε
·R2+1)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
2δn

−(1−3εK(R))
(
‖xn‖Hϑ+1/2

−K(R)· Mε·R+1
2(1−3εK(R))

)2

Ṽ (tn,xn)
+ 2δn

(K(R))2· (Mε·R+1)2

4(1−3εK(R))
+K(R) (2M2√

ε
·R2+1)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

)
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
2δn

(K(R))2· (Mε·R+1)2

4(1−3εK(R))
+K(R) (2M2√

ε
·R2+1)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

)
= 0.

Analogously it follow that

lim sup
n→∞

( 〈F (t̂n,x̂n)+A(x̂n),δnEH′
ϑ
,H′ ((DHϑ (Ṽ h|R×Hϑ ))(t̂n,x̂n))〉H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

+

〈
B(t̂n,x̂n),δnI

−1
Hϑ

(
(D2

Hϑ
(hṼ ))(t̂n,x̂n)B(t̂n,x̂n)

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

)
≤ 0.

(3.291)

In addition, we get from Ṽ > 1 (3.241), (3.246), (3.285), and from the monotonicity of K that
for all n ∈ N it holds that

v(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
rn − v(t̂n,x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)
r̂n − v(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
(rn − r̂n)

≤
∣∣∣v(tn,xn)−v(t̂n,x̂n)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
r̂n

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣v(t̂n, x̂n)r̂n

(
1

Ṽ (tn,xn)
− 1

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

)∣∣∣
≤
∣∣v(tn, xn)− v(t̂n, x̂n)

∣∣ · |r̂n|+ |r̂n| |v(t̂n, x̂n)| ·
∣∣∣ Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)−Ṽ (tn,xn)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)·Ṽ (tn,xn)

∣∣∣
≤ K(‖x‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂‖2

Hϑ
) · (‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ |t− t̂|2))R

+R ·K(R)
∣∣Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)− Ṽ (tn, xn)

∣∣.
(3.292)
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Moreover, the definition of (pn)n∈N and (p̂n)n∈N, (3.256), (3.249), (3.252), and (3.285) implies
that for all n ∈ N it holds that

〈A(xn),pn〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn,xn)

− 〈A(x̂n),p̂n〉H,H′
Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

− 〈A(xn),p̃n〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn,xn)

(3.293)

= 〈A(xn), nIH(xn − x̂n)〉H,H′ − 〈A(x̂n), nIH(xn − x̂n)〉H,H′ +
〈
A(xn), rn (DHṼ )(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

〉
H,H′

−
〈
A(x̂n), r̂n (DHṼ )(t̂n,x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

〉
H,H′
−
〈
A(xn), (rn−r̂n) (DHṼ )(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

〉
H,H′

= 〈A(xn − x̂n), n(xn − x̂n)〉H +
〈
A(xn − x̂n), r̂n (DHV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

〉
H,H′

+
〈
A(xn), r̂n (DHV )(xn)

V (xn)
− r̂n (DHV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

〉
H,H′

≤ − n‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
·
|r̂n| ‖I−1

H (DHV )(x̂n)‖H1/2

|V (x̂n)|

+ |r̂n| ‖xn‖Hϑ
∥∥∥ (DHV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (DHV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥∥
H1−ϑ

≤ − n‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+R ·K(‖x̂n‖2
Hϑ

)‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R ·K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
) · ‖xn‖Hϑ

(
‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
)
)
.

Furthermore, we obtain from the definition of (pn)n∈N and (p̂n)n∈N, and from (3.256) that for
all n ∈ N it holds that

〈F (tn, xn), pn〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn, xn)

− 〈F (t̂n, x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′
Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

−
〈F (tn, xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)

(3.294)

= 〈F (tn, xn), nIH(xn − x̂n)〉H,H′ − 〈F (t̂n, x̂n), nIH(xn − x̂n)〉H,H′

+
〈
F (tn, xn),

rn (DHṼ )(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

〉
H,H′
−
〈
F (t̂n, x̂n),

r̂n (DHṼ )(t̂n, x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

〉
H,H′

−
〈
F (tn, xn),

(rn − r̂n) (DHṼ )(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

〉
H,H′

= 〈F (tn, xn)− F (t̂n, x̂n), n(xn − x̂n)〉H +
〈
F (tn, xn),

r̂n (DHV )(xn)

V (xn)
− r̂n (DHV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

〉
H,H′

+
〈
F (tn, xn)− F (t̂n, x̂n),

r̂n (DHV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

〉
H,H′

≤ n‖F (tn, xn)− F (t̂n, x̂n)‖H−1/2
· ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+ ‖F (tn, xn)− F (t̂n, x̂n)‖H−1/2
·
|r̂n| ‖I−1

H (DHV )(x̂n)‖H1/2

|V (x̂n)|

+ |r̂n| ‖F (tn, xn)‖Hϑ−1
·
∥∥∥∥(DHV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (DHV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥∥∥
H1−ϑ

and this together with (3.241), (3.244), (3.249), (3.252), (3.285), the monotonicity of K, V > 1,
with (3.262) and with (3.287) shows for all n ∈ N and all ε ∈ (0,∞) that

〈F (tn, xn), pn〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn, xn)

− 〈F (t̂n, x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′
Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

−
〈F (tn, xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)

≤ nK(R) (‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−α2
+ |tn − t̂n|) · ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R ·K(R) ·K(‖x̂n‖2
Hϑ

) (‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−α2
+ |tn − t̂n|)

+R · (K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
))2 (‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
))
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≤ nK(R) (ε‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
+Mε‖xn − x̂n‖H + |tn − t̂n|) · ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

(3.295)

+R ·K(R) ·K(‖x̂n‖2
Hϑ

) (ε‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
+Mε ‖xn − x̂n‖H + |tn − t̂n|)

+R · (K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
))2 (‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
))

≤ nK(R) (ε‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
+Mε‖xn − x̂n‖H + |tn − t̂n|) · ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R ·K(R) · n1/4 (ε‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
+ (Mε + 1) R√

n
)

+R · (K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
))2 (‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
))

Moreover, it follows from (3.256) and from V > 1 that for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × O it holds that
Ṽ (t, x) > 1 and thus we get from (3.261) that for all n ∈ N it holds that〈

B(tn, xn), I−1
Hϑ

(
((Cn − C̃n)B(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
(3.296)

−

〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

=
〈B(tn, xn), I−1

H (Cn − C̃n)B(tn, xn)〉HS(U,H)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
−
〈B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

H ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n)〉HS(U,H)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

=
〈B(tn, xn), (−A)−2κI−1

H (Cn − C̃n)B(tn, xn)〉HS(U,Hκ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−
〈B(t̂n, x̂n), (−A)−2κI−1

H ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n)〉HS(U,Hκ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

=

〈
B(tn, xn), (−A)−2κI−1

H

(
Cn

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− Ĉn

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− C̃n

Ṽ (tn, xn)

)
B(tn, xn)

〉
HS(U,Hκ)

+

〈
B(tn, xn)−B(t̂n, x̂n), (−A)−2κI−1

H Ĉn
(
B(tn, xn) +B(t̂n, x̂n)

)〉
HS(U,Hκ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

≤ ‖B(tn, xn)‖2
HS(U,Hκ)

∥∥∥∥I−1
H

(
Cn

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− Ĉn

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− C̃n

Ṽ (tn, xn)

)∥∥∥∥
L(Hκ,H−κ)

+ ‖B(tn, xn)−B(t̂n, x̂n)‖HS(U,Hκ)‖I−1
H Ĉn‖L(Hκ,H−κ)

·
(
‖B(tn, xn)‖HS(U,Hκ) + ‖B(t̂n, x̂n)‖HS(U,Hκ)

)
.

In addition the definition of Ĉn, n ∈ N, (3.256), (3.247), (3.251), and (3.285) imply that for all
n ∈ N it holds that

‖I−1
H Ĉn‖L(Hκ,H−κ)(3.297)

=
∥∥I−1

H
(
n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHṼ )(t̂n, x̂n) + n(DHṼ )(t̂n, x̂n)⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

+ r̂n (D2
HṼ )(t̂n, x̂n)

)∥∥
L(Hκ,H−κ)

≤ ‖I−1
H
(
n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHV )(x̂n)

)
‖L(Hκ,H−κ)

+ ‖I−1
H
(
(DHV )(x̂n)⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

)
‖L(Hκ,H−κ) + ‖r̂n I−1

H (D2
HV )(x̂n)‖L(Hκ,H−κ)

= sup
x,y∈H\{0}

|n〈xn − x̂n, x〉H · 〈I−1
H (DHV )(x̂n), y〉H |

‖x‖Hκ‖y‖Hκ
+

sup
x,y∈H\{0}

|n〈xn − x̂n, y〉H · 〈I−1
H (DHV )(x̂n), x〉H |

‖x‖Hκ‖y‖Hκ
+ ‖r̂n I−1

H (D2
HV )(x̂n)‖L(Hκ,H−κ)

= 2n‖xn − x̂n‖H−κ · ‖I−1
H (DHV )(x̂n)‖H−κ + |r̂n| · ‖(D2

HV )(x̂n)‖L(Hκ,H′κ)
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≤ 2n(sup
m∈N

1/|λm|)
1/2+κ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

·K(R) +R ‖(D2
HV )(x̂n)‖L(Hκ,H′κ)

and the definition of Cn, Ĉn, and of C̃n, n ∈ N, (3.256), (3.250), (3.285), (3.262), and imply
that for all n ∈ N and all ε ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

∥∥∥∥∥I−1
H

(
Cn

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− Ĉn

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− C̃n

Ṽ (tn, xn)

)∥∥∥∥∥
L(Hκ,H−κ)

(3.298)

=
∥∥I−1

H
(
n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHṼ )(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
+ (DHṼ )(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

+ rn
(D2

HṼ )(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
− n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗ (DHṼ )(t̂n,x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)
− (DHṼ )(t̂n,x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)
⊗ (nIH (xn − x̂n))

− r̂n
(D2

HṼ )(t̂n,x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)
− (rn − r̂n)

(D2
HṼ )(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

)∥∥
L(Hκ,H−κ)

=
∥∥∥I−1

H

(
n(IH (xn − x̂n))⊗

(
(DHV )(xn)
V (xn)

− (DHV )(x̂n)
V (x̂n)

)
+
(

(DHV )(xn)
V (xn)

− (DHV )(x̂n)
V (x̂n)

)
⊗
(
nIH

(
xn − x̂n

))
+ r̂n

(
(D2

HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

))∥∥∥
L(Hκ,H−κ)

≤ 2n‖x− xn‖H−κ ·
∥∥ I−1

H (DHV )(xn)

V (xn)
− I−1

H (DHV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
H−κ

+ |r̂n| ·
∥∥ (D2

HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

≤ 2n‖x− xn‖H−κ ·K(R) ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
+R

∥∥ (D2
HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

≤ 2
√
n(ε ·

√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+Mε ·
√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H) ·K(R) ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R
∥∥ (D2

HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

≤ 2ε nK(R) · ‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ 2
√
nR ·K(R)Mε ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R
∥∥ (D2

HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

.

Moreover, (3.245), (3.285), the monotonicity of K, and (3.262) yield that for all ε ∈ (0,∞) and
all n ∈ N it holds that

‖B(tn, xn)−B(t̂n, x̂n)‖HS(U,Hκ) ≤ (sup
m∈N

1/|λm|)
1/2+κ‖B(tn, xn)−B(t̂n, x̂n)‖HS(U,H)

≤ K(R) · (sup
m∈N

1/|λm|)
1/2+κ(‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−β2

+ |tn − t̂n|)

≤ K(R) · (sup
m∈N

1/|λm|)
1/2+κ(ε ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+Mε‖xn − x̂n‖H + |tn − t̂n|)

≤ K(R) · (sup
m∈N

1/|λm|)
1/2+κ(ε ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+Mε · R√
n

+ |tn − t̂n|).

(3.299)

Hence we obtain from (3.241), (3.296), (3.297), (3.298), and from (3.299) that for all n ∈ N
and all ε ∈ (0,∞) it holds that〈

B(tn, xn), I−1
Hϑ

(
((Cn − C̃n)B(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
(3.300)

−

〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

≤ (K(R))2
(

2n‖xn − x̂n‖H−κ ·K(R) ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
+R

∥∥ (D2
HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

)
+ 2(K(R))2 · (sup

m∈N
1/|λm|)

1/2+κ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−β2

·
(

2n(sup
m∈N

1/|λm|)1+2κ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
·K(R) +R ‖(D2

HV )(x̂n)‖L(Hκ,H′κ)

)
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and that 〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
((Cn − C̃n)B(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−

〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

≤ (K(R))2
(
2ε nK(R) · ‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ 2
√
nR ·K(R)Mε ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

(3.301)

+R
∥∥ (D2

HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

)
+ 2(K(R))2 · (sup

m∈N
1/|λm|)

1/2+κ(ε ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2
+Mε · R√

n
)
√
n

·
(
2
√
n(sup

m∈N
1/|λm|)1+2κ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

·K(R) + R√
n
‖(D2

HV )(x̂n)‖L(Hκ,H′κ)

)
.

Furthermore, (3.261), the properties of C and Ĉ, (3.245), (3.285), the monotonicity of K,
(3.262), and the fact that for all a, b ∈ R it holds that (a + b)2 ≤ 2a2 + 2b2 show that for all
n ∈ N and all ε ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

n
[〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

−
〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

]
≤ n

∑
i∈I

[〈
B(tn, xn) ẽi, I

−1
H CnB(tn, xn) ẽi

〉
H
−
〈
B(t̂n, x̂n) ẽi, I

−1
H ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n) ẽi

〉
H

]
≤ n

∑
i∈I

3
∥∥B(tn, xn) ẽi −B(t̂n, x̂n) ẽi

∥∥2

H
= 3n ‖B(tn, xn)−B(t̂n, x̂n)‖2

HS(U,H)(3.302)

≤ 3K(R) · n (‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−β2
+ |tn − t̂n|)2

≤ 3K(R) · n (
√
ε‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+M√ε ‖xn − x̂n‖H + |tn − t̂n|)2

≤ 6ε nK(R) · ‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ 6K(R) (M√ε ·R +R)2.

Therefore (3.292), (3.293), (3.295), (3.301), (3.302), (3.286), (3.287), (3.288), (3.285), together
with the fact that Ṽ is bounded on R×H- bounded subsets of (0, T )×O, the fact that D2

HV
is L(Hκ,H′κ)-bounded on H- bounded subsets of O, the fact that for all n ∈ N it holds that
n1/4 ≤

√
n+ 1, and the fact that supx∈[0,∞) ω(x) <∞ imply that there exists R1 ∈ (1,∞) such

that for all ε ∈ (0, 1/(4R1)) and all n ∈ N∩ (64(R1)2,∞) with δn(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
) ≤ 1 and with

δn < 1 there exist R2,ε, R3,ε ∈ (0,∞) such that

v(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
rn − v(t̂n,x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)
r̂n +

〈A(xn),pn〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn,xn)

− 〈A(x̂n),p̂n〉H,H′
Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

+
〈F (tn,xn),pn〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn,xn)
− 〈F (t̂n,x̂n),p̂n〉H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

(3.303)

+

〈
B(tn,xn),I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn,xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
−
〈
B(t̂n,x̂n),I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n,x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

+ n
[〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

−
〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

]
− v(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
(rn − r̂n)

− 〈A(xn),p̃n〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn,xn)

− 〈F (tn,xn),p̃n〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn,xn)

−
〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

((
C̃n

Ṽ (tn,xn)
B(tn, xn)

)∣∣∣
Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

≤ − n‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ ‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

R1(1 +
√
n+ nε) + ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

R2,ε(1 +
√
n) +R3,ε

= − n/2‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2
− (n (1/2−R1ε)−

√
nR1 −R1)

(
‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

− R2,ε(1+
√
n)

(n (1−2R1ε)−2
√
nR1−2R1)

)2
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+ (R2,ε)
2 (1+

√
n)2

2(n (1−2R1ε)−2
√
nR1−2R1)

+R3,ε

≤ − n/2‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ (R2,ε)
2 2 + 2n

2(n
4
− 2R1)

+R3,ε

≤ − n/2‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ 12(R2,ε)
2 +R3,ε

and this together with the fact that limn→∞ δn(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
) = limn→∞ δn = 0 yields that

lim sup
L→∞

lim sup
n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

>L

(
v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
rn −

v(t̂n, x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
r̂n +

〈A(xn), pn〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn, xn)

(3.304)

− 〈A(x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′
Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

+
〈F (tn, xn), pn〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− 〈F (t̂n, x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

+
〈B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−
〈B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
(rn − r̂n)

+ n
[
〈B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ)

− 〈B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1
Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ)

]
−
〈A(xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−
〈F (tn, xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
−
〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(( C̃n

Ṽ (tn, xn)
B(tn, xn)

)∣∣∣
Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

))
≤ 0.

In addition, it follows from (3.292), (3.288), (3.256), the fact that limn→∞(
√
n‖xn − x̂n‖H) =

limn→∞(
√
n|tn − t̂n|) = limn→∞(δn(‖xn‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)) = limn→∞ δn = limn→∞ ω(1/n) = 0, the

fact that supx∈(0,∞) ω(x) < ∞, and from the fact that V is Lipschitz continuous with respect
to the ‖ · ‖H-norm on H-bounded subsets of O that for all L ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim sup
n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
rn −

v(t̂n, x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
r̂n −

v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
(rn − r̂n)

))(3.305)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
K(‖x‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂‖2

Hϑ
)R · (‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ |t− t̂|2))

+R ·K(R)
∣∣∣Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)− Ṽ (tn, xn)

∣∣∣ ))
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

((
n

1/4‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ (( sup
m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4))

1/2

+
(

sup
m∈[0,∞)

ω(m)
)
· n1/2 (‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ |tn − t̂n|2)

)
R

+R ·K(R)
∣∣∣Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)− Ṽ (tn, xn)

∣∣∣ )) = 0.

Moreover, we get from (3.293), (3.295), (3.286), (3.287), the fact that limn→∞(
√
n‖xn−x̂n‖H) =

0, that limn→∞(
√
n|tn − t̂n|) = 0, that limn→∞(δn(‖xn‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)) = 0, that limn→∞ δn = 0,

that limn→∞ ω(1/n) = 0, the fact that supx∈(0,∞) ω(x) <∞, and from the fact that ∀(zn)n∈N ⊆
H2 : ((limn→∞ ‖zn‖H = 0) ∧ (lim supn→∞ ‖zn‖H1/2

< ∞)) ⇒ (limn→∞ ‖zn‖H1/2−α2
= 0) that for
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all L ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim sup
n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
〈A(xn), pn〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− 〈A(x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− 〈A(xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)

+
〈F (tn, xn), pn〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− 〈F (t̂n, x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− 〈F (tn, xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)

))
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
− n‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+R ·K(‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
)‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R ·K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
) · ‖xn‖Hϑ

(
‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
)
)

+ nK(R) (‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−α2
+ |tn − t̂n|) · ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R ·K(R) ·K(‖x̂n‖2
Hϑ

) (‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−α2
+ |tn − t̂n|)(3.306)

+R · (K(‖xn‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂n‖2

Hϑ
))2 (‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
))

))
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
− n‖xn − x̂n‖2

H1/2
+R · n1/4‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R ·K(R)n
1/4(‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−α2

+ |tn − t̂n|) +
(
n

1/4‖xn − x̂n‖2
H1/2

+ (( sup
m∈[n,∞)

ω(m−
1/4))

1/2 +
(

sup
m∈[0,∞)

ω(m)
)
· n1/2 ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

)
· 2R

+ nK(R) (‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−α2
+ |tn − t̂n|) · ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

))
≤ 0.

Furthermore, (3.300), the fact that limn→∞(
√
n‖xn − x̂n‖H) = limn→∞(

√
n|tn − t̂n|) = 0, the

fact that D2
H V is uniformly continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H and the ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ)-norm

on all H-bounded subsets of O, and from the fact that ∀(zn)n∈N ⊆ H2 : ((limn→∞ ‖zn‖H =
0) ∧ (lim supn→∞ ‖zn‖H1/2

< ∞)) ⇒ (limn→∞(‖zn‖H1/2−β2
+ ‖zn‖H−κ) = 0) show that for all

L ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim sup
n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(〈B(tn, xn), I−1
Hϑ

(
((Cn − C̃n)B(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

(3.307)

−
〈B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)
〉HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

))
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
K2(R)

(
2
√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H−κ ·K(R)

√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

+R
∥∥ (D2

HV )(xn)

V (xn)
− (D2

HV )(x̂n)

V (x̂n)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

)
+ 2K2(R) · (sup

m∈N
1/|λm|)

1/2+κ
√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−β2

·
(

2(sup
m∈N

1/|λm|)1+2κ
√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2

·K(R) +
R√
n
‖(D2

HV )(x̂n)‖L(Hκ,H′κ)

)))
= 0

and (3.302) together with the fact that limn→∞(
√
n‖xn − x̂n‖H) = limn→∞(

√
n|tn − t̂n|) = 0

and with the fact that ∀(zn)n∈N ⊆ H2 : ((limn→∞ ‖zn‖H = 0) ∧ (lim supn→∞ ‖zn‖H1/2
<∞))⇒

(limn→∞ ‖zn‖H1/2−β2
= 0) shows that for all L ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim sup
n→∞

(
1‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
n
[〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

−
〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

]))
(3.308)
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≤ lim sup
n→∞

(
1‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
3K(R) (

√
n ‖xn − x̂n‖H1/2−β2

+
√
n |tn − t̂n|)2

))
= 0.

Combining (3.305), (3.306), (3.307), (3.308) implies that for all L ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim sup
n→∞

(
1n‖xn−x̂n‖2H1/2

≤L

(
v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
rn −

v(t̂n, x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
r̂n +

〈A(xn), pn〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn, xn)

(3.309)

− 〈A(x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′
Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

+
〈F (tn, xn), pn〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− 〈F (t̂n, x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

+

〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−

〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
(rn − r̂n)

+ n
[〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

−
〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

]
−
〈A(xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−
〈F (tn, xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
−
〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(( C̃n

Ṽ (tn, xn)
B(tn, xn)

)∣∣∣
Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

))
≤ 0

and this together with (3.304) yields that

lim sup
n→∞

(
v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
rn −

v(t̂n, x̂n)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
r̂n +

〈A(xn), pn〉H,H′
Ṽ (tn, xn)

− 〈A(x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′
Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

+
〈F (tn, xn), pn〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
− 〈F (t̂n, x̂n), p̂n〉H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)

+

〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−

〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n, x̂n)
− v(tn, xn)

Ṽ (tn, xn)
(rn − r̂n)(3.310)

+ n
[〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

−
〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

]
−
〈A(xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)

−
〈F (tn, xn), p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn, xn)
−
〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(( C̃n

Ṽ (tn, xn)
B(tn, xn)

)∣∣∣
Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
≤ 0.

Thus we obtain from (3.261), (3.289), (3.290), (3.291), and from (3.310) that

lim sup
n→∞

(
1

Ṽ (tn,xn)
G+

H,Hϑ,δn,Ṽ h

(
(tn, xn), rn, pn, Cn + nCnṼ (tn, xn)

)(3.311)

− 1
Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

G−H,Hϑ,δn,Ṽ h
(
(t̂n, x̂n), r̂n, p̂n, Ĉn + nĈnṼ (t̂n, x̂n)

))
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= lim sup
n→∞

(
v(tn,xn)(rn+δnṼ (tn,xn)h(tn,xn))

Ṽ (tn,xn)
− v(t̂n,x̂n)(r̂n−δnṼ (t̂n,x̂n)h(t̂n,x̂n))

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

+
〈F (tn,xn)+A(xn),(pn+δn(DHϑ (hṼ ))(tn,xn))〉

H,H′

Ṽ (tn,xn)

−
〈F (t̂n,x̂n)+A(x̂n),(p̂n−δn(DHϑ (hṼ ))(t̂n,x̂n))〉

H,H′

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

+

〈
B(tn,xn),I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn,xn))|Hϑ+δn(D2

Hϑ
(hṼ ))(tn,xn)B(tn,xn)

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (tn,xn)

−
〈
B(t̂n,x̂n),I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n,x̂n))|Hϑ−δn(D2

Hϑ
(hṼ ))(t̂n,x̂n)B(t̂n,x̂n)

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

Ṽ (t̂n,x̂n)

+ n
[〈
B(tn, xn), I−1

Hϑ

(
(CnB(tn, xn))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

−
〈
B(t̂n, x̂n), I−1

Hϑ

(
(ĈnB(t̂n, x̂n))|Hϑ

)〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

])
≤ lim sup

n→∞

(
v(tn,xn)(rn−r̂n)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
+
〈F (tn,xn),p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn,xn)
+
〈A(xn),p̃n〉H,H′

Ṽ (tn,xn)
+
〈
B(tn,xn)

Ṽ (tn,xn)
, I−1

H C̃nB(tn, xn)
〉
HS(U,H)

)
= lim sup

n→∞

(
G(tn,xn,(rn−r̂n),p̃n,(C̃n|Hϑ )|Hϑ )

Ṽ (tn,xn)

)
.

This shows assumption (3.199). Furthermore, by assumption, u1|(0,T )×O is a viscosity subso-

lution of (3.254) relative to (hṼ ,R × H,R × Hϑ) and u2|(0,T )×O is a viscosity supersolution

of (3.254) relative to (hṼ ,R × H,R × Hϑ). Moreover, (3.248) shows for every r ∈ (0,∞)
that the function rṼ is a classical supersolution of (3.254). In addition, observe that (3.201)

follows from limn→∞ sup(t,x)∈[0,T ]×Ocn
|u1(t,x)|+|u2(t,x)|

V (x)
= 0 and (3.200) follows from (3.259). Con-

sequently, Theorem 3.8 (with T̃ ← t and with R̃ ← ‖x‖H) implies that for all (t, x) ∈ W and
all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

0 ≥ lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u1(t̃, x̃)− u2(t̂, x̂) : (t̃, x̃), (t̂, x̂) ∈ W, t̃, t̂ ≤ t, h(t̃, x̃) ∨ h(t̂, x̂) ≤ R,

‖x̃‖H ≤ ‖x‖H , ‖x̃− x̂‖H ≤ r, |t̃− t̂| ≤ ε

}
≥ u1(t, x)− u2(t, x).

(3.312)

Hence, we obtain with the assumption that u1 and u2 are continuous with respect to the
‖ · ‖R×H-norm and the fact that W is dense in [0, T ]×O with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm that
u1 ≤ u2. Repeating these arguments with u1 and u2 interchanged finally shows that u2 ≤ u1

so that u1 = u2. This proves uniqueness and finishes the proof of Corollary 3.9. �

The next remark gives sufficient conditions on V to satisfy the assumptions in Corollary
3.9.

Remark 3.10 (Sufficient conditions for V). Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖·‖H) be a real separable Hilbert
space and H′ = (H ′, ‖·‖H′) its dual space, let (ei)i∈N ⊆ H be an orthonormal basis of H, let
λ : N → (−∞, 0) be a function with limn→∞ λn = −∞, let A : D(A) ⊆ H → H be the linear
operator such that

(3.313) D(A) =

{
v ∈ H :

∞∑
i=1

|λi〈ei, v〉H |2 <∞
}

and such that for all v ∈ D(A) it holds that

(3.314) Av =
∞∑
i=1

λi〈ei, v〉H ei,
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let Hr = (Hr, 〈·, ·〉Hr , ‖·‖Hr), r ∈ R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated with −A
(see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [18]), and let H′r = (H ′r, ‖·‖H′r) be the corresponding

dual spaces. By abuse of notation we will also denote by A and by ‖ · ‖Hr , r ∈ R the extended
operators A :

⋃∞
i=1H−i →

⋃∞
i=1H−i and ‖ · ‖Hr :

⋃∞
i=1 H−i → [0,∞], r ∈ R satisfying for all

r ∈ R, x ∈ Hr, y ∈ Hr−1 and all z ∈
⋃∞
i=1H−i that

(3.315) (A(x) = y)⇔ (lim
ε↓0

sup{‖A(ξ)− y‖Hr−1 : ξ ∈ H1, ‖x− ξ‖Hr ≤ ε} = 0)

and that

(3.316) ‖z‖Hr =

{
‖z‖Hr if z ∈ Hr

∞ if z /∈ Hr

.

Let ϑ ∈ [1/2,∞), κ ∈ (−1/2, 0], l ∈ [−κ,∞), let ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ) : L(H,H′) → [0,∞], and ‖ ·
‖L(Hκ,H−κ) : L(H,H)→ [0,∞] be the extended norms satisfying for all C ∈ L(H,H′) that

(3.317) ‖I−1
H C‖L(Hκ,H−κ) = ‖C‖L(Hκ,H′κ) = sup

x,y∈H\{0}

|〈Cx, y〉H,H′|
‖x‖Hκ‖y‖Hκ

,

let f ∈ C1([0,∞), (1,∞)) satisfy that f |(0,∞) ∈ C2((0,∞), (1,∞)) and that limt↓0(tf ′′(t)) = 0,
and let V : H → R satisfy for all x ∈ H that V (x) = f(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2

H). Then it holds that
V ∈ C2

H(H, (1,∞)), that D2
H V : H → L(H,H′) is uniformly continuous with respect to the

‖ · ‖H and the ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ)-norm on all H-bounded subsets of H, and that there exist functions
K : [0,∞)→ (0,∞) and ω : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) such that K is increasing, such that limx↓0 ω(x) =
0, such that supx∈[0,∞) ω(x) <∞, and such that for all x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ it holds that
(3.318)∥∥∥∥I−1

H (DHV )(x)

V (x)
− I−1

H (DHV )(x̂)

V (x̂)

∥∥∥∥
H1−ϑ

≤ K(‖x‖2
Hϑ
∨ ‖x̂‖2

Hϑ
) (‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
+ ω(‖x− x̂‖2

H1/2
)),

∥∥∥∥I−1
H (DHV )(x)

V (x)
− I−1

H (DHV )(x̂)

V (x̂)

∥∥∥∥
H−κ

≤ K(‖x‖H ∨ ‖x̂‖H) · ‖x− x̂‖H1/2
,(3.319) ∥∥I−1

H (DHV )(x)
∥∥
H−κ
≤ K(‖x‖H),(3.320)

and that

(3.321)
∥∥I−1

H (DHV )(x)
∥∥
H1/2
≤ K(‖x‖2

Hϑ
).

Proof. First note that we get from the assumption l ≥ −κ that

‖D2
H(1/2‖ · ‖2

H−l
)‖L(Hκ,H′κ) = ‖(−A)−2l‖L(Hκ,H′κ) = sup

x,y∈H\{0}

〈(−A)−2lx,y〉H′,H
‖x‖Hκ‖y‖Hκ

= sup
x,y∈H−κ\{0}

〈(−A)−2l(−A)−κx,(−A)−κy〉H′,H
‖(−A)−κx‖Hκ‖(−A)−κy‖Hκ

= sup
x,y∈H\{0}

〈(−A)−2l−2κx,y〉H′,H
‖x‖H‖y‖H

≤ sup
n∈N

(|λn|−2l−2κ) <∞.

(3.322)

Thus we obtain that

(3.323) D2
H(1/2‖ · ‖2

H−l
) ∈ CH,L(Hκ,H′κ)(H,L(H,H′)).

Combining this with f |(0,∞) ∈ C2((0,∞), (1,∞)) shows then that

(3.324) D2
H(V |H\{0}) ∈ CH,L(Hκ,H′κ)(H\{0}, L(H,H′)).

Next note that we have for all x ∈ H\{0} that

(D2
HV )(x)

= f ′′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) IH((−A)−2lx)⊗ IH((−A)−2lx) + f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2

H) IH (−A)−2l.
(3.325)
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Moreover, it holds that

lim
H\{0}3x→0

|V (x)− V (0)− 1/2 f ′(0) · 〈(−A)−2lx, x〉H |
‖x‖2

H

≤ lim
H\{0}3x→0

|f(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)− f(0)− 1/2 f ′(0) · ‖x‖2

H−l
|

(infn∈N |λn|)l ‖x‖2
H−l

(3.326)

= lim
t↓0

|f(t)− f(0)− f ′(0) · t|
2(infn∈N |λn|)l t

= 0

and this yields that

(3.327) (D2
HV )(0) = f ′(0)IH (−A)−2l.

In addition, it follows from the assumptions limt↓0 tf
′′(t) = 0 and l + κ ≥ 0 that

lim sup
ε↓0

{∥∥f ′′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) IH((−A)−2lx)⊗ IH((−A)−2lx)

∥∥
L(Hκ,H′κ)

:(3.328)

x ∈ H\{0}, ‖x‖H ≤ ε
}

= lim sup
ε↓0

{
sup

y,z∈H\{0}
f ′′(1/2‖x‖2

H−l
)
〈(−A)−2lx, y〉H · 〈(−A)−2lx, z〉H

‖y‖Hκ‖z‖Hκ
: x ∈ H\{0},

‖x‖H ≤ ε

}
= lim sup

ε↓0

{
f ′′(1/2‖x‖2

H−l
) sup
y,z∈H−κ\{0}

〈(−A)−2lx, (−A)−κy〉H · 〈(−A)−2lx, (−A)−κz〉H
‖y‖H‖z‖H

:

x ∈ H\{0}, ‖x‖H ≤ ε

}
= lim sup

ε↓0

{
f ′′(1/2‖x‖2

H−l
) ‖(−A)−l(−A)−l−κx‖2

H : x ∈ H\{0}, ‖x‖H ≤ ε

}
≤ lim sup

ε↓0

{
f ′′(1/2‖x‖2

H−l
) sup
n∈N

(|λn|−l−κ)‖(−A)−lx‖2
H : x ∈ H\{0}, ‖x‖H ≤ ε

}
≤ lim sup

ε↓0

{
sup
n∈N

(|λn|−l−κ) |f ′′(1/2‖x‖2
H−l

)| · ‖x‖2
H−l

: x ∈ H\{0}, ‖x‖H−l ≤ ε

}
= 0.

Combining this with (3.324) and with (3.327) ensures that D2
H V ∈ CH,L(Hκ,H′κ)(H,L(H,H′)).

In particular the assumption κ ≤ 0 verifies that D2
H V ∈ CH,L(H,H′)(H,L(H,H′)) and therefore

V ∈ C2
H(H,R). In addition, note that the fact that D2

H(1/2‖ · ‖2
H−l

) is constant shows that

D2
H(1/2‖ · ‖2

H−l
) is also uniform continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and the ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ)-

norm and the fact that (f |(0,∞))
′′ is continuous implies for all r, R ∈ (0,∞) that (f |(0,∞))

′′ is
uniform continuous on the compact set [r, R]. Combining this with the fact that the function
H 3 x → 1/2‖x‖2

H−l
∈ R is bounded on H-bounded subsets of H yields that D2

HV is for all

r ∈ (0,∞) uniform continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm and the ‖ · ‖L(Hκ,H′κ)-norm on
H-bounded subsets of {x ∈ H : r ≤ ‖x‖H}. This means that for all ε, r, R ∈ (0,∞) there exist
a δε,r,R such that for all x, y ∈ {z ∈ H : r ≤ ‖z‖H ≤ R} with ‖x− y‖H ≤ δε,r,R it holds that

(3.329) ‖(D2
HV )(x)− (D2

HV )(y)‖L(Hκ,H′κ) < ε.

On the other hand it follows from (3.323) that for all ε ∈ (0,∞) there exist a δε such that for
all x ∈ {z ∈ H : ‖z‖H ≤ δε} it holds that

(3.330) ‖(D2
HV )(x)− (D2

HV )(0)‖L(Hκ,H′κ) <
ε
2
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and this ensures that for all x, y ∈ {z ∈ H : ‖z‖H ≤ δε} it holds that

‖(D2
HV )(x)− (D2

HV )(y)‖L(Hκ,H′κ)

≤ ‖(D2
HV )(x)− (D2

HV )(0)‖L(Hκ,H′κ) + ‖(D2
HV )(y)− (D2

HV )(0)‖L(Hκ,H′κ) < ε.
(3.331)

Finally note that we have for all δ ∈ (0,∞) and all x, y ∈ H with ‖x− y‖H ≤ δ
2

that

(‖x‖H ≤ δ
2
) ∨ (‖y‖H ≤ δ

2
) ∨ (min{‖x‖H , ‖y‖H} > δ

2
)

⇒((‖x‖H ≤ δ
2
) ∧ (‖y‖H ≤ ‖x‖H + ‖x− y‖H ≤ δ))

∨ ((‖y‖H ≤ δ
2
) ∧ (‖x‖H ≤ ‖y‖H + ‖x− y‖H ≤ δ)) ∨ (min{‖x‖H , ‖y‖H} > δ

2
)

⇒(max{‖x‖H , ‖y‖H} ≤ δ) ∨ (min{‖x‖H , ‖y‖H} ≥ δ
2
).

(3.332)

Combining now (3.329), (3.331), (3.332) implies that for all (ε, R) ∈ (0,∞)2 and all (x, y) ∈ H2

with ‖x− y‖H ≤ δε
2
∧ δε,δε/2,R and with ‖x‖H ∨ ‖y‖H ≤ R it holds that

(3.333) ‖(D2
HV )(x)− (D2

HV )(y)‖L(Hκ,H′κ) < ε

and this verifies that (D2
HV ) is uniform continuous with respect to the ‖·‖H and the ‖·‖L(Hκ,H′κ)-

norm on H-bounded subsets of H. Next note that we have for all x ∈ H that

(3.334) (DHV )(x) = f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) IH ((−A)−2lx).

Moreover, the fact that f ′ and f are continuous and the fact that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds
that [0, R] is compact implies that there exist an increasing function K̃ : [0,∞) → (0,∞) and
a function ω̃ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with limt↓0 ω̃(t) = 0 and with supt∈(0,∞) ω̃(t) < ∞ such that for

all t, t̂ ∈ [0,∞) it holds that

|f( t
2
)− f( t̂

2
)| ≤ K̃(t ∨ t̂) · |t− t̂|, f( t

2
) ∨ |f ′( t

2
)| ≤ K̃(t)(3.335)

and such that for all t, t̂ ∈ [0, 2] it holds that

|f ′( t
2
)− f ′( t̂

2
)| ≤ ω̃(|t− t̂|).(3.336)

This implies that for all x, x̂ ∈ H with ‖x‖2
H−l
∨ ‖x̂‖2

H−l
≤ 2 it holds that

(3.337)
|f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2

H)− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H)| ≤ ω̃(‖x‖2

H−l
− ‖x̂‖2

H−l
) ≤ sup

t∈[0,4]

ω(t · ‖x− x̂‖H−l).

In addition, (3.335) shows that for all x, x̂ ∈ H with ‖x‖2
H−l
∨ ‖x̂‖2

H−l
≥ 2 and with ‖x‖2

H−l
∧

‖x̂‖2
H−l
≤ 1 it holds that

|f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H−l

)− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H−l

)| ≤ (K̃(‖x‖2
H−l

) + K̃(‖x̂‖2
H−l

))

≤ (K̃(‖x‖2
H−l

) + K̃(‖x̂‖2
H−l

)) · ‖x− x̂‖H−l .
(3.338)

Furthermore,we get for all x, x̂ ∈ H with with ‖x‖2
H−l
∧ ‖x̂‖2

H−l
≥ 1 that

(3.339) |f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H)| ≤ ( sup
t∈[1,‖x‖2H−l∨‖x̂‖

2
H−l

]

|f ′′( t
2
)|) · ‖x− x̂‖H−l .

Combining (3.337), (3.338), and (3.339) shows that for all x, x̂ ∈ H it holds that

‖f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) (−A)−2lx− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H) (−A)−2lx̂‖H1−ϑ

≤ ‖(f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H)) (−A)−2lx‖H1−ϑ

+ ‖f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H) (−A)−2l(x− x̂)‖H1−ϑ

≤ |f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H)| · ‖x‖H1−ϑ−2l

+ |f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H)| · ‖x− x̂‖H1−ϑ−2l

(3.340)

≤
(
( sup
t∈[1,‖x‖2H−l∨‖x̂‖

2
H−l

]

|f ′′( t
2
)|) + K̃(‖x‖2

H−l
) + K̃(‖x̂‖2

H−l
) + 1

)
· ‖x‖H1−ϑ−2l
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·
(
‖x− x̂‖2

H−l
+ (1‖x−x̂‖2H−l≤1‖x− x̂‖H−l + sup

t∈[0,4]

ω̃(t · ‖x− x̂‖H−l))
)

+ |f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H)| · ‖x− x̂‖H1−ϑ−2l

.

Moreover, we have for all (x, x̂) ∈ H2\{(0, 0)} that

‖f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) (−A)−2lx− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H) (−A)−2lx̂‖H−κ

(3.341)

≤
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥f ′′(1/2‖(−A)−l(tx+ (1− t)x̂)‖2
H) ·

〈
(−A)−l(tx+ (1− t)x̂), (−A)−l(x− x̂)

〉
H

· (−A)−2l(tx+ (1− t)x̂) + f ′(1/2‖(−A)−l(tx+ (1− t)x̂)‖2
H) · (−A)−2l(x− x̂)

∥∥∥
H−κ

dt

≤
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥f ′′(1/2‖(−A)−l(tx+ (1− t)x̂)‖2
H) · ‖tx+ (1− t)x̂‖H−l · ‖x− x̂‖H−l

· (−A)−2l(tx+ (1− t)x̂)
∥∥∥
H−κ

+
∥∥∥f ′(1/2‖(−A)−l(tx+ (1− t)x̂)‖2

H) · (−A)−2l(x− x̂)
∥∥∥
H−κ

dt

≤ sup
t∈(0,1)

(
f ′′(1/2‖(−A)−l(tx+ (1− t)x̂)‖2

H) · ‖tx+ (1− t)x̂‖H−l · ‖tx+ (1− t)x̂‖H−2l−κ

· ‖x− x̂‖H−l + f ′(1/2‖(−A)−l(tx+ (1− t)x̂)‖2
H) · ‖x− x̂‖H−2l−κ

)
≤ sup

t∈(0,‖x‖2H−l∨‖x̂‖
2
H−l

]

(
|f ′′( t

2
)| · t

)
inf
n∈N

(|λn|−l−κ) · ‖x− x̂‖H−l

+ sup
t∈(0,‖x‖2H−l∨‖x̂‖

2
H−l

]

(
|f ′( t

2
)|
)
· ‖x− x̂‖H−2l−κ .

In addition, (3.334), the assumption f > 1, and (3.335) imply for all r ∈ (−∞,∞) and all
x, x̂ ∈ H that∥∥∥∥I−1

H (DHV )(x)

V (x)
− I−1

H (DHV )(x̂)

V (x̂)

∥∥∥∥
Hr

(3.342)

=

∥∥∥∥I−1
H f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2

H) IH ((−A)−2lx)

f(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)

− I−1
H f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H) IH ((−A)−2lx̂)

f(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H)

∥∥∥∥
Hr

≤ ‖f
′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2

H) (−A)−2lx− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H) (−A)−2lx̂‖Hr

f(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)

+ ‖(−A)−2lx̂‖Hr
∣∣∣ 1

f(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)
− 1

f(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H)

∣∣∣
≤ ‖f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2

H) (−A)−2lx− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H) (−A)−2lx̂‖Hr

+ ‖x̂‖Hr−2l
|f(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H)− f(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)|

≤ ‖f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) (−A)−2lx− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2

H) (−A)−2lx̂‖Hr
+ ‖x̂‖Hr−2l

K̃(‖x‖2
H−l
∨ ‖x‖2

H−l
) ·
∣∣‖(−A)−lx‖2

H − ‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H

∣∣
≤ ‖f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2

H) (−A)−2lx− f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx̂‖2
H) (−A)−2lx̂‖Hr

+ ‖x̂‖Hr−2l
K̃(‖x‖2

H−l
∨ ‖x‖2

H−l
) · (‖x‖H−l + ‖x̂‖H−l) ‖x− x̂‖H−l .

Combining (3.342) (with r ← 1−ϑ) with (3.340), the fact that for all r, s ∈ R and all x ∈ H it
holds that ‖x‖Hs ≤ supn∈N(|λn|s−r)‖x‖Hr , the fact that 1−ϑ−2l ≤ ϑ, the fact that−l ≤ 1/2 ≤ ϑ,
the fact that f ′ is continuous on [0,∞), and with the fact that f ′′ is continuous on [1,∞), verifies
(3.318). Moreover, (3.342) (with r ← −κ), (3.341), the fact that for all r, s ∈ R and all x ∈ H
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it holds that ‖x‖Hs ≤ supn∈N(|λn|s−r)‖x‖Hr , the fact that −κ − 2l ≤ −l − κ ≤ 0 ≤ 1/2, the
fact that −l ≤ 0 ≤ 1/2, the fact that f ′ is continuous on [0,∞), the fact that f ′′ is continuous
on (0,∞), and the fact that limt↓0 f

′′(t)t = 0 proves (3.319). In addition, note that we obtain

from (3.334), (3.335), and the monotonicity of K̃ that∥∥I−1
H (DHV )(x)

∥∥
H−κ

=
∥∥I−1

H f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) IH ((−A)−2lx)

∥∥
H−κ

= |f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)|
∥∥((−A)−2lx)

∥∥
H−κ

= |f ′(1/2‖x‖2
H−l

)| ‖x‖H−κ−2l

≤ K̃(‖x‖2
H−l

) sup
n∈N

(|λn|−κ−2l) ‖x‖H ≤ K̃(sup
n∈N

(|λn|−l)‖x‖2
H) sup

n∈N
(|λn|−κ−2l) ‖x‖H

(3.343)

and this together with −l ≤ 0 and with −κ − 2l ≤ 0 implies (3.320), Furthermore, (3.334),
(3.335), and the monotonicity of K̃ yield that for all x ∈ H it holds that∥∥I−1

H (DHV )(x)
∥∥
H1/2

=
∥∥I−1

H f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H) IH ((−A)−2lx)

∥∥
H1/2

(3.344)

= |f ′(1/2‖(−A)−lx‖2
H)|
∥∥((−A)−2lx)

∥∥
H1/2

= |f ′(1/2‖x‖2
H−l

)| ‖x‖H1/2−2l

≤ K̃(‖x‖2
H−l

) sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−2l−ϑ) ‖x‖Hϑ ≤ K̃(sup
n∈N

(|λn|−l−ϑ)‖x‖2
Hϑ

) sup
n∈N

(|λn|1/2−2l−ϑ) ‖x‖Hϑ .

Combining this, −l − ϑ ≤ 0, and 1/2 − 2l − ϑ ≤ 0 implies (3.321), which finishes the proof of
Remark 3.10. �





CHAPTER 4

Existence of viscosity solutions

Existence of viscosity solutions of 2nd-order PDEs in infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces
has been established e.g. in Lions [22, Theorem 3] and in Ishii [16, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem
6.3] with Perron’s method. In this chapter we prove existence of viscosity solutions using
the stability of limits (Lemma 2.18). This allows us to get a representation of the solution.
Moreover, we do not need to assume that the initial function is bounded.

In Section 4.2 we recall several results of Cox et al. [4, Section 4], which we slightly general-
ized to fit our purposes. In particular we prove the convergence of Galerkin approximations for
SPDEs in probability uniformly on bounded sets (Theorem 4.4). In Section 4.3 we prove The-
orem 4.5, which shows the existence of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov equations of SPDEs
under suitable assumptions and that the solutions can be represented by the solution of the cor-
responding SPDEs. For its proof we use Theorem 4.16 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] to
show that the Kolmogorov equation of every Galerkin approximation has a finite-dimensional
classical viscosity solution. Then we apply Proposition 2.22 to extend these to viscosity so-
lutions of a common infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. To conclude the result we then use
the convergence of the Galerkin approximations (Theorem 4.4) and the stability of viscosity
solutions under limits (Lemma 2.18). This chapter is based on Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen
[14, Section 4.4] and Cox et al. [4, Section 4].

4.1. Setting

Throughout this chapter the following setting is frequently used. Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖·‖H)
and U = (U, 〈·, ·〉U , ‖·‖U) be real separable R-Hilbert spaces, let H′ = (H ′, ‖·‖H′) and U′ =
(U ′, ‖·‖U ′) be the corresponding dual spaces, let (ei)i∈N ⊆ H be an orthonormal basis of H,
let T ∈ (0,∞), let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space with a normal filtration (Ft)t∈[0,T ], let
(Wt)t∈[0,T ] be an IdU -cylindrical (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-Wiener process, let λ : N → (−∞, 0) be a function
with limn→∞ λn = −∞, let A : D(A) ⊆ H → H be the linear operator such that

(4.1) D(A) =

{
v ∈ H :

∞∑
i=1

|λi〈ei, v〉H |2 <∞
}

and such that for all v ∈ D(A) it holds that

(4.2) Av =
∞∑
i=1

λi〈ei, v〉H ei,

let Hr = (Hr, 〈·, ·〉Hr , ‖·‖Hr), r ∈ R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated with −A
(see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [18]) and H′r = (H ′r, ‖·‖H′r), r ∈ R, be the corresponding

dual spaces. Then we can extend the operator A and the norms ‖ · ‖Hr , r ∈ R, to an operator
A :

⋃∞
i=1 H−i →

⋃∞
i=1H−i and semi-norms ‖ · ‖Hr :

⋃∞
i=1H−i → [0,∞], r ∈ R, such that for all

r ∈ R, x ∈ Hr and all y ∈
⋃∞
i=1H−i it holds that

(4.3) ‖y‖Hr =

{
‖y‖Hr if y ∈ Hr

∞ if y /∈ Hr

and that

(4.4) (A(x) = y)⇔ (lim
ε↓0

sup{‖A(ξ)− y‖Hr−1 : ξ ∈ D(A), ‖x− ξ‖Hr ≤ ε} = 0).

95
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Moreover, let ℰr : [0,∞) → [0,∞), r ∈ (0,∞), be the functions satisfying for all r ∈ (0,∞)
and all x ∈ [0,∞) that

(4.5) ℰr(x) =

(
1 +

∞∑
n=1

(x2Γ(r))n

Γ(nr + 1)

)1/2

(cf. Chapter 7 in Henry [15] and, e.g., Definition 1.3.1 in Jentzen [18]), let γ ∈ R, α ∈ [0, 1),
β ∈ [0, 1/2), χ ∈ [β, 1/2), F ∈ CHγ ,Hγ−α(Hγ, Hγ−α), B ∈ CHγ ,HS(U,Hγ−β)(Hγ, HS(U,Hγ−β)) satisfy
that for all Hγ-bounded sets E ⊆ Hγ it holds that

(4.6) |(F |E)|C1(E,‖·‖Hγ−α ) + |(B|E)|C1(E,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))
<∞,

let AN ⊆ {ei, i ∈ N}, N ∈ N, be finite non-empty sets satisfying that ∪N∈NAN = {ei, i ∈ N}
and that ∀i, j ∈ N : (Ai∩Aj) = Ai∧j, let VN ⊆ Hγ, N ∈ N0, be the sets satisfying that V0 = Hγ

and that for all N ∈ N it holds that VN = spanH(AN)H, let VN , N ∈ N, be the real linear
subspaces of H satisfying for all N ∈ N that VN = (VN , 〈·, ·〉H |VN×VN , ‖·‖H |VN ), let PN ∈ L(U),
N ∈ N0, and let XN,x : [0, T ] × Ω → Hγ, N ∈ N0, x ∈ Hγ, be (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-adapted stochastic
processes with continuous sample paths satisfying for all N ∈ N0, t ∈ [0, T ], and all x ∈ Hγ

P-a.s. that

(4.7) XN,x
t = etAπ

Hγ
VN
x+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−α
VN

F (XN,x
s ) ds+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(XN,x
s )PN dWs.

4.2. Convergence of Galerkin approximations

The following Lemma 4.1 is a minor improvement on Lemma 4.2 in Cox et al. [4] since
we allow different (but deterministic) starting points on the left hand side of (4.9). The proof
follows closely the proof of Lemma 4.2 in Cox et al. [4] and in some parts literally.

Lemma 4.1 (Lp-approximation bound for the Galerkin approximation for SPDEs with
globally Lipschitz continuous coefficients). Assume the setting in Section 4.1, let p ∈ [2,∞),
η ∈

[
max{α, 2β}, 1

)
, x, x̂ ∈ Hγ, N ∈ N0, and assume that

(4.8) |F |C1(Hγ ,‖·‖Hγ−α ) + |B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))
<∞.

Then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥X0,x̂
t −X

N,x
t

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

≤

[
√

2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥(IdH −πHγVN )X0,x̂
t

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

+
√

2 ‖πHγVN (x̂− x)‖Hγ +
T 1/2−χ

√
p (p−1)

√
1−2χ(

1 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖XN,x
t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

)(
sup
v∈Hγ

‖B(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)]

· ℰ(1−η)

[
T 1−η√2 |F |C1(Hγ,‖·‖Hγ−η )

√
1−η +

√
T 1−ηp(p− 1) |B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−η/2))

‖P0‖L(U)

]
<∞.

(4.9)

Proof of Lemma 4.1. First of all, observe that Lemma 4.1 in Cox et al. [4] ensures that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

max
{
‖X0,x̂

t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ ), ‖XN,x
t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

}
<∞.(4.10)

Hence we can apply Proposition 7.1.6 in Jentzen [18] to obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥X0,x̂
t −X

N,x
t

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

(4.11)
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≤ ℰ(1−η)

[T 1−η√2

∣∣πHγ−αVN
F (·)
∣∣
C1(Hγ,‖·‖Hγ−η )

√
1−η +

√
T 1−ηp(p− 1)

∣∣πHγ−βVN
B(·)P0

∣∣
C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−η/2))

]
·
√

2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥X0,x̂
t −

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−α
VN

F (X0,x̂
s ) ds−

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(X0,x̂
s )P0 dWs

+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−α
VN

F (XN,x
s ) ds−XN,x

t +

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(XN,x
s )P0 dWs

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

≤ ℰ(1−η)

[T 1−η√2

∣∣πHγ−αVN
F (·)
∣∣
C1(Hγ,‖·‖Hγ−η )

√
1−η +

√
T 1−ηp(p− 1)

∣∣πHγ−βVN
B(·)P0

∣∣
C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−η/2))

]
·
√

2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥X0,x̂
t −

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−α
VN

F (X0,x̂
s ) ds−

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(X0,x̂
s )P0 dWs

− etAπHγVN x̂+ etAπ
Hγ
VN
x̂− etAπHγVNx−

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(XN,x
s )PN dWs

+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(XN,x
s )P0 dWs

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

.

This shows that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥X0,x̂
t −X

N,x
t

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

≤ ℰ(1−η)

[
T 1−η√2 |F |C1(Hγ,‖·‖Hγ−η )

√
1−η +

√
T 1−ηp(p− 1) |B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−η/2))

‖P0‖L(U)

]
·
√

2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

[∥∥∥(IdHγ −π
Hγ
VN

)X0,x̂
t

+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(XN,x
s )(P0 − PN) dWs

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

+ ‖etA(π
Hγ
VN
x̂− πHγVNx)‖Hγ

]
.

(4.12)

The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequality in Lemma 7.7 in Da Prato & Zabczyk [7] hence
implies that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥X0,x̂
t −X

N,x
t

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

≤ ℰ(1−η)

[
T 1−η√2 |F |C1(Hγ,‖·‖Hγ−η )

√
1−η +

√
T 1−ηp(p− 1) |B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−η/2))

‖P0‖L(U)

]
·
√

2

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥(IdHγ −π
Hγ
VN

)X0,x̂
t

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

+ ‖πHγVN (x̂− x)‖Hγ(4.13)

+ sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∥B(XN,x
s )[P0 − PN ]

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−χ))

√
p (p−1)

2
sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0

(t− s)−2χ ds

]
.

This and (4.10) complete the proof of Lemma 4.1. �

The following Lemma 4.2 (resp. Corollary 4.3) complements the result on positive conver-
gence rates established in Corollary 4.3 (resp. Corollary 4.4) in Cox et al. [4] with converging
starting points (without positive rate). The proof follows closely Corollary 4.3 in Cox et al. [4]
and in some parts literally.

Lemma 4.2 (Lp-convergence of Galerkin approximations for SPDEs with globally Lipschitz
continuous coefficients). Assume the setting in Section 4.1, let ϑ ∈

(
0,min{1 − α, 1

2
− β}

)
,
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p ∈ [2,∞), (xN)N∈N0 ⊆ Hγ+ϑ, and assume that lim supN→∞ ‖xN − x0‖Hγ = 0,

(4.14) sup
N∈N0

(
‖xN‖Hγ+ϑ

)
+ |F |C1(Hγ ,‖·‖Hγ−α ) + |B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))

<∞,

and that

(4.15) lim sup
N→∞

(
sup
v∈Hγ

‖B(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)
= 0.

Then it holds that

sup
N∈N0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖F (XN
t )‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ−α ) + ‖B(XN

t )PN‖Lp(P;‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−χ))
) <∞(4.16)

and that

(4.17) lim sup
N→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥X0,x0
t −XN,xN

t

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

= 0.

Proof. Fix η ∈
[

max{α, 2β}, 1
)

for the rest of the proof and note that we get from Lemma
4.1 that for all N ∈ N0 it holds that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥X0,x0
t −XN,xN

t

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

(4.18)

≤
[√

2 sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥(IdHγ −π
Hγ
VN

)X0,x0
t

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

+
√

2 ‖πHγVN (x0 − xN)‖Hγ

+
T 1/2−χ

√
p (p−1)

√
1−2χ

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖XN,xN
t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

)(
sup
v∈Hγ

‖B(v)(P0−PN )‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1+‖v‖Hγ

)]
· ℰ(1−η)

[
T 1−η√2 |F |C1(Hγ,‖·‖Hγ−η )

√
1−η +

√
T 1−ηp(p− 1) |B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−η/2))

‖P0‖L(U)

]
<∞.

In addition, observe that Lemma 4.1 in Cox et al. [4] and supN∈N0
‖xN‖Hγ <∞ imply that

(4.19) sup
N∈N0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖XN,xN
t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ ) <∞.

Moreover, we get from x0 ∈ Hγ+ϑ that ∀t ∈ [0, T ] : P(X0,x0
t ∈ Hγ+ϑ) = 1 and that

(4.20) sup
N∈N0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[‖1
X

0,x0
t ∈Hγ+ϑ

X0,x0
t ‖pHγ+ϑ

] <∞

(see eg. Proposition 7.1.19 in Jentzen [18] and Proposition 7.1.10 in Jentzen [18]). Therefore
it follows from lim supN→∞ ‖xN − x0‖Hγ = 0, from the definition of AN , N ∈ N and from
lim supN→∞ λN = −∞ that

lim sup
N→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

[ ∥∥∥(IdHγ −π
Hγ
VN

)X0,x0
t

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

+ ‖πHγVN (x0 − xN)‖Hγ
]

(4.21)

≤ lim sup
N→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

[ ∥∥∥(IdHγ −π
Hγ
VN

)(−A)−ϑ
∥∥∥
L(Hγ ,Hγ)

∥∥1{X0,x0
t ∈Hγ+ϑ}

X0,x0
t

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ+ϑ

)

+ ‖(x0 − xN)‖Hγ
]

≤
[

lim sup
N→∞

∥∥∥(IdHγ −π
Hγ
VN

)(−A)−1
∥∥∥ϑ
L(Hγ ,Hγ)

][
sup
N∈N

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥1{X0,x0
t ∈Hγ+ϑ}

X0,x0
t

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ+ϑ

)

]
=

[
lim sup
N→∞

[
sup{1/|λN | : eN ∈ AN}

]ϑ][
sup
N∈N

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥1{X0,x0
t ∈Hγ+ϑ}

X0,x0
t

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ+ϑ

)

]
= 0.
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Furthermore, we get from (4.15) that

sup
N∈N0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
‖B(XN

t )PN‖Lp(P;‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−χ))

)
≤

(
1 + sup

N∈N0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖XN
t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

)(
sup
N∈N0

sup
v∈Hγ

‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)

≤

(
1 + sup

N∈N0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖XN
t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

)
(4.22)

·

(
sup
v∈Hγ

‖B(v)P0‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ
+ sup

N∈N0

sup
v∈Hγ

‖B(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)
<∞.

Combining then (4.15), (4.18), (4.19), and (4.21) shows that

(4.23) lim sup
N→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥X0,x0
t −XN,xN

t

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

= 0.

Finally note that (4.19) verifies that supN∈N0
supt∈[0,T ](‖F (XN

t )‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ−α )) < ∞ and this

together with (4.22) and (4.23) completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. �

The proof of the following corollary follows closely Corollary 4.4 in Cox et al. [4] and in
some parts literally.

Corollary 4.3 (Lp-Hölder-convergence of Galerkin approximations for SPDEs with globally
Lipschitz continuous coefficients). Assume the setting in Section 4.1, let ϑ ∈

(
0,min{1 −

α, 1/2 − β}
)
, p ∈ (1/ϑ,∞), (xN)N∈N0 ⊆ Hγ+ϑ, and assume that, lim supN→∞ ‖xN − x0‖Hγ = 0,

supN∈N supv∈Hγ

[‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,Hγ−β)

1+‖v‖Hγ

]
<∞,

(4.24) sup
N∈N0

(
‖xN‖Hγ+ϑ

)
+ |F |C1(Hγ ,‖·‖Hγ−α ) + |B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))

<∞,

and that

(4.25) lim sup
N→∞

(
sup
v∈Hγ

‖B(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)
= 0.

Then for all δ ∈ [0, ϑ− 1/p) it holds that

(4.26) sup
N∈N0

‖XN,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖
Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )

) <∞

and that

(4.27) lim sup
N→∞

‖X0,x0 −XN,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖
Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )

) = 0.

Proof of Corollary 4.3. Throughout this proof denote by η ∈ R the real number
satisfying that η = max{α, 2β}. Note that Lemma 4.2 proves that

lim sup
N→∞

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x0
t −XN,xN

t ‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

]
= 0.(4.28)

In the next step note that, e.g., (Corollary 11.3.2 in Jentzen [17]) yields that for all N ∈ N0,
ε ∈

(
0,min{1 + γ − η, 1/2 + γ − β} − γ

)
it holds that

sup
t1,t2∈[0,T ],
t1 6=t2

 |min{t1, t2}|max{γ+ε−(γ+ϑ),0}
∥∥∥XN,xN

t1 −XN,xN
t2

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

|t1 − t2|ε

(4.29)
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≤ ‖xN‖Hmin{γ+ϑ,γ+ε}
+

[
sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥πHγ−αVN
F (XN,xN

s )
∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ−η )

]
2T (1+γ−η−min{γ+ϑ,γ+ε})

(1− η − ε)

+

[
sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∥∥πHγ−βVN
B(XN,xN

s )PN

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))

] √
2T (1/2+γ−β−min{γ+ϑ,γ+ε})

(1− 2β − 2ε)1/2
<∞.

This and the fact that min{1 + γ − η, 1/2 + γ − β} − γ = min{1 − max{α, 2β}, 1/2 − β} =
min{1− α, 1/2− β} > ϑ > 0 show that

sup
N∈N0

sup
t1,t2∈[0,T ],
t1 6=t2


∥∥∥XN,xN

t1 −XN,xN
t2

∥∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ )

|t1 − t2|ϑ


≤ sup

N∈N0

‖xN‖Hγ+ϑ
+

[
sup
N∈N0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∥F (XN,xN
s )

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ−η )

]
2T (1−η−ϑ)

(1− η − ϑ)
(4.30)

+

[
sup
N∈N0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∥B(XN,xN
s )PN

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))

] √
2T (1/2−β−ϑ)

(1− 2β − 2ϑ)1/2
.

Therefore Lemma 4.2 and estimate (4.25) ensure that

sup
N∈N0

∣∣XN,xN
∣∣
Cϑ([0,T ],‖·‖Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ ))

≤ sup
N∈N0

‖xN‖Hγ+ϑ
+

[
sup
N∈N0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∥F (XN,xN
s )

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖Hγ−η )

]
2T (1−η−ϑ)

(1−η−ϑ)
(4.31)

+

[
sup
N∈N0

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∥∥B(XN,xN
s )PN

∥∥
Lp(P;‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))

]
√

2T (1/2−β−ϑ)

(1−2β−2ϑ)1/2 <∞.

Combining this with (4.28), the fact that ϑ ∈ (1/p, 1], and Corollary 2.11 in Cox et al. [4]
shows that for all δ ∈ [0, ϑ − 1/p), ε ∈ (0,∞), and all (dN)N∈N0 ⊆ (0,∞) satisfying that

limN→∞

(
(dN)−ϑ‖X0,x̂N − XN,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖

Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )
)

)
= 0 and that limN→∞ dN = 0 it holds

that

sup
N∈N

[
‖XN,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖

Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )
)

+ (dN)−(ϑ−δ−1/p−ε)‖X0,x0 −XN,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖
Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )

)

]
<∞.

(4.32)

Hence we have for all δ ∈ [0, ϑ− 1/p) that

lim sup
N→∞

(
‖X0,x0 −XN,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖

Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )
)

)
= 0(4.33)

and this completes the proof of Corollary 4.3.
�

The next theorem complements Corollary 4.5 in Cox et al. [4] with uniform convergence
in probability on bounded subsets. It will be needed in the proof of Theorem 4.5 below. The
proof follows closely Corollary 4.5 in Cox et al. [4].

Theorem 4.4 (Convergence and boundedness of Galerkin projections in probability). Assume
the setting in Section 4.1, let R ∈ (0,∞), let ϑ ∈ (0,∞), let δ ∈ [0, ϑ), and assume for all
Hγ-bounded sets E ⊆ Hγ that

(4.34) sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,Hγ−β)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

]
<∞
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and that

(4.35) lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

]
= 0.

Then it holds that

(4.36) lim sup
N→∞

sup
x∈Hγ+ϑ

‖x‖Hγ+ϑ
≤R

E

[
‖XN,x −X0,x‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1

]
= 0

and that

(4.37) lim sup
N→∞

sup
x∈Hγ+ϑ

‖x‖Hγ+ϑ
≤R

P(‖X0,x‖C0([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ≥ N) = 0.

Proof. First note that the fact that for all r ∈ R and all s ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a
C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hs it holds that ‖u‖Hs ≤ C‖u‖Hr ensures that it is enough
to prove the assertion for ϑ ∈

(
0,min{1 − α, 1/2 − β}

)
. Therefore assume for the rest of the

proof that ϑ ∈
(
0,min{1 − α, 1/2 − β}

)
. Next denote for all r ∈ R and all M ∈ (0,∞) by

φr,M : Hr → Hr the function satisfying for all r ∈ R, M ∈ (0,∞), and all v ∈ Hr that

(4.38) φr,M(v) = v ·min

{
1,

M + 1

1 + ‖v‖Hr

}
,

by FM : Hγ → Hγ−α and BM : Hγ → HS(U,Hγ−β) the functions satisfying that FM = F ◦φγ,M
and that BM = B ◦ φγ,M and by SM ⊆ Hγ the set satisfying that SM = {v ∈ Hγ : ‖v‖Hγ ≤
M + 1}. Note that for all v, w ∈ Hγ and all M ∈ N it holds that

‖φγ,M(v)− φγ,M(w)‖Hγ

(4.39)

=

∥∥∥∥v (1 + ‖w‖Hγ ) min{1 + ‖v‖Hγ ,M + 1} − w (1 + ‖v‖Hγ ) min{1 + ‖w‖Hγ ,M + 1}
(1 + ‖v‖Hγ ) (1 + ‖w‖Hγ )

∥∥∥∥
Hγ

≤ ‖v − w‖Hγ

+

∥∥∥∥∥w
[
(1 + ‖w‖Hγ ) min{1 + ‖v‖Hγ ,M + 1} − (1 + ‖v‖Hγ ) min{1 + ‖w‖Hγ ,M + 1}

]
(1 + ‖v‖Hγ ) (1 + ‖w‖Hγ )

∥∥∥∥∥
Hγ

≤ ‖v − w‖Hγ

+

∣∣(1 + ‖w‖Hγ ) min{1 + ‖v‖Hγ ,M + 1} − (1 + ‖v‖Hγ ) min{1 + ‖w‖Hγ ,M + 1}
∣∣

(1 + ‖v‖Hγ )
and this implies that for all v, w ∈ Hγ and all M ∈ N it holds that

‖φγ,M(v)− φγ,M(w)‖Hγ(4.40)

≤ ‖v − w‖Hγ +

∣∣‖w‖Hγ − ‖v‖Hγ ∣∣min{1 + ‖v‖Hγ ,M + 1}
(1 + ‖v‖Hγ )

+
(1 + ‖v‖Hγ )

∣∣min{1 + ‖v‖Hγ ,M + 1} −min{1 + ‖w‖Hγ ,M + 1}
∣∣

(1 + ‖v‖Hγ )
≤ ‖v − w‖Hγ +

∣∣‖w‖Hγ − ‖v‖Hγ ∣∣+
∣∣min{1 + ‖v‖Hγ ,M + 1} −min{1 + ‖w‖Hγ ,M + 1}

∣∣
≤ 3 ‖v − w‖Hγ .

Thus it follows that for all M ∈ N it holds that |φγ,M |C1(Hγ ,‖·‖Hγ ) ≤ 3. Combining this with

the fact that for all M ∈ N it holds that |(F |SM )|C1(SM ,‖·‖Hγ−α ) + |(B|SM )|C1(SM ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))
+
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|φγ,M |C1(Hγ ,‖·‖Hγ ) <∞, and the fact that for all M ∈ N it holds that φγ,M(Hγ) ⊆ SM show that

for all M ∈ N, p ∈ [1,∞) it holds that

(4.41) |FM |C1(Hγ ,‖·‖Hγ−α ) + |BM |C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))
<∞.

Hence, for all N ∈ N0, M ∈ N, and all x ∈ Hγ there exists an (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-adapted stochastic
process XN,M,x : [0, T ] × Ω → Hγ with continuous sample paths such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] it
holds P-a.s. that

XN,M,x
t = etAπ

Hγ
VN
φγ+ϑ,M(x) +

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−α
VN

FM(XN,M,x
s ) ds

+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

BM(XN,M,x
s )PN dWs

(4.42)

(cf. e.g., Proposition 7.1.19 in Jentzen [18] or Theorem 6.1 in van Neerven, Veraar & Weis [35]).
We now proof the assertion by contradiction. Therefore assume that
(4.43)

lim sup
N→∞

sup
x∈Hγ+ϑ

‖x‖Hγ+ϑ
≤R

(
E[‖XN,x −X0,x‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1] ∨P[‖X0,x‖C0([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ≥ N ]

)
> 0.

Then there exist a sequence (xN)N∈N0 ⊆ Hγ+ϑ such that supN∈N0
‖xN‖Hγ+ϑ ≤ R and that

(4.44) lim sup
N→∞

(
E[‖XN,xN −X0,xN‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1] ∨P[‖X0,xN‖C0([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ≥ N ]

)
> 0.

Since Hγ+ϑ is compactly embedded in Hγ we can assume that limN→∞ ‖x0 − xN‖Hγ = 0
(otherwise take a subsequence and choose x0 accordingly). Next denote for all N ∈ N0 and all
M ∈ N by τN,M : Ω→ [0, T ] the function satisfying that

(4.45) τN,M =
{
T 1R≤M ∧ inf{t ∈ [0, T ] : ‖XN,M,xN

t ‖Hγ ≥M}
}
.

Moreover, note that (4.45) and the fact that supN∈N ‖xN‖γ+ϑ ≤ R ensure that for all N ∈ N0,
M ∈ N ∩ (R,∞), and all t ∈ [0, T ] it holds P-a.s. that(

XN,M,xN
t − etAπHγVNxN

)
1{t≤τN,M} =

(
XN,M,xN
t − etAπHγVNφγ+ϑ,M(xN)

)
1{t≤τN,M}(4.46)

=

(∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−α
VN

FM(XN,M,xN
s ) ds

+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

BM(XN,M,xN
s )PN dWs

)
1{t≤τN,M}

=

(∫ t

0

1{s<τN,M} e
(t−s)Aπ

Hγ−α
VN

FM(XN,M,xN
s ) ds

+

∫ t

0

1{s<τN,M}e
(t−s)Aπ

Hγ−β
VN

BM(XN,M,xN
s )PN dWs

)
1{t≤τN,M}

=

(∫ t

0

1{s<τN,M} e
(t−s)Aπ

Hγ−α
VN

F (XN,M,xN
s ) ds

+

∫ t

0

1{s<τN,M} e
(t−s)Aπ

Hγ−β
VN

B(XN,M,xN
s )PN dWs

)
1{t≤τN,M}.

Thus, we get for all N ∈ N0 and all M ∈ N that

(4.47) P

(
∀ t ∈ [0, T ] : 1{R≤M}X

N,M,xN
min{t,τN,M} = 1{R≤M}X

N,xN
min{t,τN,M}

)
= 1



4.2. CONVERGENCE OF GALERKIN APPROXIMATIONS 103

(cf. e.g., Proposition 7.1.10 in Jentzen [18] or Lemma 8.2 in van Neerven, Veraar & Weis [35]).
This ensures that for all M ∈ N ∩ (R,∞) and all N ∈ N0 it holds that

(4.48) P(∀t ∈ [0, T ] : XN,M,xN
min{t,τN,M} = XN,xN

min{t,τN,M}) = 1.

Combining this with (4.45) shows that for all M ∈ N ∩ (R,∞), m ∈ (0,M ], and all N ∈ N0 it
holds P-a.s. that

(4.49) inf
(
{t ∈ [0, T ] : ‖XN,xN

t ‖Hγ ≥ m}∪{T}
)

= inf
(
{t ∈ [0, T ] : ‖XN,M,xN

t ‖Hγ ≥ m}∪{T}
)
.

Therefore, we obtain for all N ∈ N0 and M ∈ N ∩ (R,∞) that

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖XN,M,xN
t ‖Hγ < M

)

≥ P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖X 0,M,x0
t ‖Hγ ) + sup

t∈[0,T ]

(‖XN,M,xN
t −X 0,M,x0

t ‖Hγ ) < M

)

≥ P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

(‖X 0,M,x0
t ‖Hγ ) + ‖XN,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < M

)
(4.50)

≥ P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X 0,M,x0
t ‖Hγ ≤M − 1, ‖XN,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < 1

)

= P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x0
t ‖Hγ ≤M − 1, ‖XN,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < 1

)
.

Analogously it follows for all N ∈ N0 and M ∈ N ∩ (R,∞) that

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X 0,M,xN
t ‖Hγ < M

)

≥ P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x0
t ‖Hγ ≤M − 1, ‖X 0,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < 1

)
.

(4.51)

Furthermore, the fact that for all x ∈ Hγ and all M ∈ N it holds that ‖φγ,M(x)‖Hγ ≤ M + 1
together with the assumptions ensures that for all M ∈ N it holds that

lim sup
N→∞

(
sup
v∈Hγ

‖BM(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)

≤ lim sup
N→∞

(
sup
v∈SM

‖B(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)
= 0

(4.52)

and that

(4.53) sup
N∈N

(
sup
v∈Hγ

‖BM(v)PN‖HS(U,Hγ−β)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)
≤ sup

N∈N

(
sup
v∈SM

‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,Hγ−β)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

)
<∞.

This, (4.41), and Corollary 4.3 then imply for all M ∈ N and all p ∈ (1/ϑ,∞) that

(4.54) lim sup
N→∞

‖X 0,M,x0 −XN,M,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖
Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )

) = 0

and that

(4.55) lim sup
N→∞

‖X 0,M,x0 −X 0,M,xN‖Lp(P;‖·‖
Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ )

) = 0.

Thus we get for all M ∈ N that

(4.56) lim
N→∞

(
P

(
‖XN,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < 1

))
= 1
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and that

(4.57) lim
N→∞

(
P

(
‖X 0,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < 1

))
= 1.

Combining now (4.45), (4.50), (4.56), and the fact that ∀ω ∈ Ω: supt∈[0,T ] ‖X
0,x0
t (ω)‖Hγ < ∞

yields that

lim inf
M→∞

lim inf
N→∞

P({τN,M = T}) ≥ lim inf
M→∞

lim inf
N→∞

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖XN,M,xN
t ‖Hγ < M

)

≥ lim inf
M→∞

lim inf
N→∞

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x0
t ‖Hγ ≤M − 1, ‖XN,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < 1

)
(4.58)

= lim
M→∞

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x0
t ‖Hγ ≤M − 1

)
= 1.

Moreover, we derive from (4.51), (4.57), and from the fact that for all ω ∈ Ω it holds that
supt∈[0,T ] ‖X

0,x0
t (ω)‖Hγ <∞ that

lim inf
N→∞

P

(
‖X0,xN‖C0([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ < N

)
≥ lim inf

M→∞
lim inf
N→∞

P

(
‖X0,xN‖C0([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ≤M

)
(4.59)

= lim inf
M→∞

lim inf
N→∞

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X 0,M,xN
t ‖Hγ ≤M

)

≥ lim inf
M→∞

lim inf
N→∞

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x0
t ‖Hγ ≤M − 1, ‖X 0,M,xN

t −X 0,M,x0
t ‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) < 1

)

= lim inf
M→∞

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x0
t ‖Hγ ≤M − 1

)
= 1

and therefore it holds that

lim sup
N→∞

P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,xN
t ‖Hγ ≥ N

)
= 1− lim inf

N→∞
P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,xN
t ‖Hγ < N

)
= 0.(4.60)

Finally we obtain from (4.54), (4.55), (4.58), and from (4.60) that

lim sup
N→∞

E[‖XN,xN −X0,xN‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1]

≤ lim sup
M→∞

lim sup
N→∞

(
E[‖XN,xN −XN,M,xN‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1]

+E[‖XN,M,xN −X 0,M,x0‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1]

+E[‖X 0,M,x0 −X 0,M,xN‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1](4.61)

+E[‖X 0,M,xN −X0,xN‖Cδ([0,T ],‖·‖Hγ ) ∧ 1]

)
≤ lim sup

M→∞
lim sup
N→∞

(
P({τN,M < T}) +P( sup

t∈[0,T ]

‖X0,xN
t ‖Hγ ≥M)

)
= 0,

which together with (4.60) is a contradiction to (4.44). This finishes the proof of Theorem
4.4. �

4.3. Existence of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov equations

In this section we prove the main theorem of this chapter (Theorem 4.5). This shows the
existence of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov equations of SPDEs and establishes a represen-
tation of the viscosity solutions using the corresponding solutions of the SPDEs. Theorem 4.5
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generalizes Theorem 4.16 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] to infinite-dimensional Hilbert
spaces.

Theorem 4.5 (Existence of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov equations). Assume the setting
in Section 4.1, assume that γ = 0, and assume for all ε ∈ (0,∞) and all x ∈ H that

(4.62) lim sup
y→x

sup
r∈[0,T ]

P(‖X0,x
r −X0,y

r ‖H ≥ ε) = 0,

let α1, β1, θ ∈ (0,∞), ϑ ∈ [1/2,∞), let ϕ ∈ CH(H,R) be bounded on H-bounded sets, let
u0 : [0, T ]×H → R be the function satisfying for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×H that

(4.63) u0(t, x) = E[ϕ(X0,x
t )],

let V ∈ C2
H(H, (1,∞)) satisfy that D2

H V is uniformly continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖H and
the ‖ · ‖L(H,H′)-norm on H-bounded subsets of H, assume for all R ∈ (0,∞) that

(4.64) sup
N∈N

sup
(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

E[V (XN,x
t )] <∞,

assume that limr→∞ inf{V (x) : x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r} =∞, and limr→∞ sup
{ |ϕ(x)|
V (x)

: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥
r
}

= 0, assume that

F |Hϑ+1/2−α1
∈ CHϑ+1/2−α1

,Hϑ−1/2
(Hϑ+1/2−α1 , Hϑ−1/2) and that

B|Hϑ+1/2−β1
∈ CHϑ+1/2−β1

,HS(U,Hϑ)(Hϑ+1/2−β1 , HS(U,Hϑ)),
(4.65)

assume that for all x ∈ H2ϑ there exist rx ∈ (0,∞), Rx ∈ (0,∞) such that for all ξ ∈ Hϑ with
‖x− ξ‖Hϑ ≤ rx it holds that

(4.66) ‖F (ξ)‖Hϑ−1/2
≤ Rx(‖ξ‖Hϑ+1/2−α1

+ 1)

and that

(4.67) ‖B(ξ)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ) ≤ Rx(‖ξ‖2

Hϑ+1/2−β1
+ 1),

assume that P0 = IdU , that PN , N ∈ N, are finite-dimensional projections, and assume that
for all H-bounded sets E ⊆ H it holds that

(4.68) sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,H−β)

1 + ‖v‖H

]
<∞

and that

(4.69) lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)(P0 − PN)‖HS(U,H−χ)

1 + ‖v‖H

]
= 0.

Then it holds that u0 is continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm, that u0 is bounded on
R×H-bounded subsets of (0, T )×H, that for all R̃ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
R→∞

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u0(t, x)− ϕ(x̂) : x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ, t ∈ (0, ε),

‖x‖2Hϑ
V (x)

∨
‖x̂‖2Hϑ
V (x̂)

≤ R,(4.70)

‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r

}
= 0,

that

(4.71) lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup

{
|u0(t, x)|
V (x)

: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
= 0,

and that u0|(0,T )×H is a viscosity solution of
(4.72)

∂
∂t
u(t, x)−

〈
F (x) + A(x), (DHu)(t, x)

〉
H,H′
− 1/2

〈
B(x), I−1

Hϑ

(
(D2

H u)(t, x)B(x)
)〉

HS(U,Hϑ)
= 0

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×H relative to ((0, T )×H 3 (t, x)→ 1/2‖x‖2
Hϑ
∈ [0,∞],R×H,R×Hϑ).
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Proof. We will show this theorem by an application of Lemma 2.18. In the first step we
introduce some notation. Denote by φ : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) the function satisfying for all r ∈ [0,∞)
that

(4.73) φ(r) =
√
r · inf

(
{
√
V (y) : y ∈ H, |ϕ(y)| = r} ∪ {r}

)
,

by uN : [0, T ] × H → R, N ∈ N, the functions satisfying for all t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ H, and all
N ∈ N, that

(4.74) uN(t, x) = E[ϕ(XN,x
t )],

by W ⊆ (0, T )×H the set satisfying that W = (0, T )×H2ϑ, by FN : ((0, T )×H1)×R× (R×
H)′× SR×Hϑ,(R×Hϑ)′ → R, N ∈ N0, the functions satisfying for all ((t, x), r, p, C, C̃) ∈ ((0, T )×
H1)×R×(R×H)′×SR×Hϑ,(R×Hϑ)′×SHϑ,H′ϑ and all N ∈ N0 with ∀y ∈ Hϑ : C̃y = π

(R×Hϑ)′

2 C(0, y)
that

FN((t, x), r, p, C) = I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (πHVN x) + A(πHVN x), πH

′

V ′N
π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′

− 1/2

〈
B(πHVN x), I−1

Hϑ C̃ B(πHVN x)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

,
(4.75)

by F̃N : ((0, T )×VN)×R×(R×VN)′×SR×VN ,(R×VN )′ → R, N ∈ N, the functions satisfying for

all ((t, x), r, p, C, C̃) ∈ ((0, T )× VN)×R× (R× VN)′ × SR×VN ,(R×VN )′ × SVN ,V′N and all N ∈ N
with ∀y ∈ VN : C̃y = π

(R×VN )′

2 C(0, y) that

F̃N((t, x), r, p, C) = I−1
R
π

(R×VN )′

1 p−
〈
πHVNF (x) + πHVNA(x), π

(R×VN )′

2 p
〉
VN ,V

′
N

− 1/2

〈
πHVNB(x), I−1

VN C̃ π
H
VN
B(x)

〉
HS(U,VN )

,
(4.76)

by h : (0, T )×H → [0,∞] the function satisfying for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T )×H that

(4.77) h(t, x) = 1
2
‖x‖2

Hϑ
,

let d ∈ (0, ϑ) satisfy that

(4.78) α + d < 1, d+ χ < 1/2,

let I ⊆ N, and let (ẽi)i∈I be an orthonormal basis of U. Note that (4.65) assures that F̃N ,
N ∈ N is well defined. Moreover, it holds for all j ∈ (0,∞) that the set {x ∈ H : ‖x‖Hd ≤ j}
is compact in H. Thus it follows from the continuity of ϕ that for all j ∈ (0,∞) it holds that
ϕ is uniformly continuous on the set {x ∈ H : ‖x‖Hd ≤ j} with respect to the ‖ · ‖Hd-norm and
therefore it holds that for all j, δ ∈ (0,∞) there exists an εj,δ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all x, y ∈ H
with ‖x‖Hd ∨ ‖y‖Hd ≤ j and with ‖x− y‖H ≤ εj,δ it holds that

(4.79) |ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≤ δ.

In addition, note that (4.78) and Theorem 4.4 (with γ ← d, α← α+ d, β ← β+ d, χ← χ+ d,
ϑ← ϑ− d, F ← F |Hd , and with B ← B|Hd) ensure for all R ∈ (0,∞) that

(4.80) lim sup
N→∞

sup
x∈Hϑ
‖x‖Hϑ≤R

E[‖XN,x −X0,x‖C0([0,T ],‖·‖Hd ) ∧ 1] = 0

and that

(4.81) lim sup
N→∞

sup
x∈Hϑ
‖x‖Hϑ≤R

P(‖X0,x‖C0([0,T ],‖·‖Hd ) ≥ N) = 0

and therefore we get for all R, ε ∈ (0,∞) that

lim sup
N→∞

sup
x∈Hϑ
‖x‖Hϑ≤R

sup
t∈[0,T ]

P(‖XN,x
t −X0,x

t ‖Hd ≥ ε) = 0(4.82)
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and that

lim sup
j→∞

sup
x∈Hϑ
‖x‖Hϑ≤R

sup
t∈[0,T ]

P(‖X0,x
t ‖Hd ≥ j) = 0.(4.83)

Furthermore, note that (4.82), Fatou’s lemma and (4.64) show that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds
that

sup
(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

E[V (X0,x
t )] = sup

(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

E[P- lim
N→∞

V (XN,x
t )]

≤ sup
(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

lim inf
N→∞

E[V (XN,x
t )] <∞.

(4.84)

Moreover, we get from limr→∞ sup
{
|ϕ(x)|
V (x)

: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r
}

= 0 and from the fact that ϕ is

bounded on H-bounded subsets of H that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) there exist a Cδ ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all x ∈ H it holds that

|ϕ(x)| ≤ Cδ + δV (x)(4.85)

and this together with (4.64) and with (4.84) ensures that uN , N ∈ N0, are well-defined. In
the second step we will show (2.38). We derive with the fact that for all j, δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds
that εj,δ < 1, with (4.79) and with (4.85) that for all N ∈ N, j, δ ∈ (0,∞), t ∈ (0, T ) and all
x ∈ H it holds that

|uN(t, x)− u0(t, x)| =
∣∣∣E[ϕ(XN,x

t )]−E[ϕ(X0,x
t )]

∣∣∣(4.86)

≤ E
[∣∣ϕ(XN,x

t )− ϕ(X0,x
t )
∣∣1‖XN,x

t −X0,x
t ‖Hd≤εj,δ

1‖X0,x
t ‖Hd≤j−1

]
+E

[∣∣ϕ(XN,x
t )− ϕ(X0,x

t )
∣∣1‖X0,x

t ‖Hd≥j−1

]
+E

[∣∣ϕ(XN,x
t )− ϕ(X0,x

t )
∣∣1‖XN,x

t −X0,x
t ‖Hd≥εj,δ

]
≤ δ +E

[
(2Cδ + δV (XN,x

t ) + δV (X0,x
t ))1‖X0,x

t ‖Hd≥j−1

]
+E

[
(2Cδ + δV (XN,x

t ) + δV (X0,x
t ))1‖XN,x

t −X0,x
t ‖H≥εj,δ

]
≤ δ + 2Cδ(P(‖X0,x

t ‖Hd ≥ j − 1) +P(‖XN,x
t −X0,x

t ‖H ≥ εj,δ)) + 2δE
[
V (XN,x

t ) + V (X0,x
t )
]
.

Combining (4.77), the fact for all r ∈ R and all s ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u ∈ Hs it holds that ‖u‖Hs ≤ C‖u‖Hr , (4.64), (4.84), (4.86), (4.83), and (4.82) then
shows for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞) that

lim sup
N→∞

sup
(t,x)∈{(s,y)∈(0,T )×H : ‖(s,y)‖R×H≤R̃, h(s,y)≤R}

|uN(t, x)− u0(t, x)|

≤ lim sup
N→∞

sup
(t,x)∈{(s,y)∈(0,T )×H : ‖(s,y)‖R×Hϑ≤R}

|uN(t, x)− u0(t, x)|

≤ lim sup
δ→0

lim sup
j→∞

lim sup
N→∞

sup
x∈{y∈H : ‖y‖Hϑ≤R}

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
δ + 4Cδ(P(‖X0,x

t ‖Hd ≥ j − 1)(4.87)

+P(‖XN,x
t −X0,x

t ‖H ≥ εj,δ)) + 2δE
[
V (XN,x

t ) + V (X0,x
t )
] )

= 0.

and this proves (2.38). Furthermore, it follows from (4.85) and from (4.64) that for all (t0, x0) ∈
(0, T )×H it holds that

sup
N∈N

sup
(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

|uN(t, x)− uN(t0, x0)|
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= sup
N∈N

sup
(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

∣∣∣E[ϕ(XN,x
t )]−E[ϕ(XN,x0

t0 )]
∣∣∣

≤ sup
N∈N

sup
(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

E

[
(2C1 + V (XN,x

t ) + V (XN,x0
t0 ))

]
(4.88)

≤ sup
N∈N

sup
(t,x)∈(0,T )×H
‖x‖H≤R

(
2C1 +E

[
V (XN,x

t ) + V (XN,x0
t0 )

])
<∞

and this verifies (2.39). Moreover it follows from (4.62) and the continuity of ϕ that for all
ε ∈ (0,∞) and all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×H it holds that

(4.89) lim sup
(s,y)→(t,x)

P(‖ϕ(X0,x
t )− ϕ(X0,y

s )‖H > ε) = 0.

In addition note that we get from (4.73) the fact that ϕ is bounded on H-bounded sets and

from the fact that limr→∞ sup
{
|ϕ(x)|
V (x)

: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r
}

= 0 that

lim
r→∞

φ(r)
r

= lim
r→∞

(
1√
r

inf
(
{
√
V (y) : y ∈ H, |ϕ(y)| = r} ∪ {r}

))
= lim

r→∞

(
inf
({√ V (y)

|ϕ(y)| : y ∈ H, |ϕ(y)| = r
}
∪ {
√
r}
))

=∞
(4.90)

and that

lim
r→∞

sup
{φ(|ϕ(x)|)

V (x)
: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
(4.91)

= lim
r→∞

sup
{√

|ϕ(x)|
V (x)

· inf
(
{
√
V (y) : y ∈ H, |ϕ(y)| = |ϕ(x)|} ∪ {r}

)
: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
≤ lim

r→∞
sup

{√
|ϕ(x)|
V (x)

·
√
V (x) : x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
= 0.

Thus the fact that ϕ is bounded on H-bounded sets and (4.73) show that there exists a C ∈
(0,∞) such that for all x ∈ H it holds that

(4.92) φ(|ϕ(x)|) ≤ V (x) + C

and therefore it follows from (4.84) that there exist a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x ∈ H it
holds that

(4.93) sup
(s,y)∈(0,T )×H
‖y‖H≤‖x‖H+1

E[φ(|ϕ(X0,y
s )|)] ≤ sup

(s,y)∈(0,T )×H
‖y‖H≤‖x‖H+1

E[V (X0,y
s ) + C] <∞.

Combining (4.93) and (4.90) ensures that for all x ∈ H it holds that {ϕ(X0,y
s ) : (s, y) ∈ [0, T ]×

H, ‖y‖H ≤ ‖x‖H + 1} is uniformly integrable and combining this and (4.89) proves that

(4.94) lim
(s,y)→(t,x)

|u0(t, x)− u0(s, y)| ≤ lim
(s,y)→(t,x)

E[|ϕ(X0,y
s )− ϕ(X0,x

t )|] = 0.

This verifies that u0 ∈ CR×H([0, T ] × H,R). In the next step we show (2.37). Observe that
similarly as in Theorem 4.16 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14] where we can replace the
assumption on V by (4.64) and the time set [0,∞) by [0, T ] it follows that for all N ∈ N it
holds that uN |(0,T )×VN is a classical viscosity solution of

(4.95) F̃N((t, x), u(t, x), (DR×VN u)(t, x)), (D2
R×VN u)(t, x)) = 0,

for (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × VN and therefore is also continuous with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×VN -norm.
Furthermore, it holds that h|(0,T )×Hϑ ∈ C2

R×Hϑ((0, T )×Hϑ,R).Moreover, we get for all x, y ∈ Hϑ

that ‖x‖2
Hϑ

= ‖y‖2
Hϑ

+ 2〈y, x − y〉Hϑ + 〈x − y, x − y〉Hϑ ≥ ‖y|2Hϑ + 2〈IHϑ(x0), x − y〉H′ϑ,Hϑ and
thus we get from Definition 2.1 and from the fact that for all x ∈ Hϑ and all y ∈ H2ϑ it holds
that 〈IHϑ(y), x〉H′ϑ,Hϑ = 〈y, x〉Hϑ = 〈(−A)2ϑy, x〉H = 〈IH((−A)2ϑy), x〉H′,H that {(t, y) ∈ (0, T )×
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H : (J2
R×H,−h)(t, y) 6= ∅} = {(t, y) ∈ (0, T ) ×H : IHϑ(y) ∈ D(EH′ϑ,H′)} = (0, T ) ×H2ϑ = W. In

addition, note that we have for all (t, x) ∈ W that

E(R×Hϑ)′,(R×H)′
(
(DR×Hϑ(h|R×Hϑ))(t, x)

)
= IR×H(0, (−A)2ϑ(x)),

(D2
R×Hϑ(h|R×Hϑ))(t, x) = IR×Hϑπ

R×Hϑ
{0}×Hϑ .

(4.96)

In addition, we obtain from (4.75) that for all N ∈ N0, (t, x) ∈ W , r ∈ R, p ∈ (R ×H)′, and
all (Cλ)λ∈(0,∞) ⊆ SR×H,(R×H)′ it holds that

lim inf
λ↓0

(
FN((t, x), r, p, (Cλ|R×Hϑ)|R×Hϑ − λIR×Hϑπ

R×Hϑ
{0}×V ⊥N

)
)(4.97)

= lim inf
λ↓0

(
FN((t, x), r, p, (Cλ|R×Hϑ)|R×Hϑ) + 1/2〈B(πHVNx), I−1

Hϑλ IHϑπ
Hϑ
V ⊥N

B(πHVNx)〉HS(U,Hϑ)

)
≤ lim sup

λ↓0
FN((t, x), r, p, (Cλ|R×Hϑ)|R×Hϑ).

Analogous it follows for all N ∈ N0, z ∈ W , r ∈ R, p ∈ (R × H)′, and all (Cλ)λ∈(0,∞) ⊆
SR×H,(R×H)′ it hold that

lim sup
λ↓0

(
FN(z, r, p, (Cλ|R×Hϑ)|R×Hϑ + λIR×Hϑπ

R×Hϑ
{0}×V ⊥N

)
)

≥ lim inf
λ↓0

FN(z, r, p, (Cλ|R×Hϑ)|R×Hϑ).
(4.98)

Moreover, we derive that for all N ∈ N, (t, x) ∈ W , r ∈ R, p̃ ∈ (R ×H)′, C̃ ∈ SR×Hϑ,(R×Hϑ)′ ,
p ∈ (R× VN)′, and all C ∈ SR×VN ,(R×VN )′ with

(4.99) ∀(t1, x1) ∈ R×Hϑ : 〈p, (t1, πHVNx1)〉(R×VN )′,R×VN = 〈p̃|R×Hϑ , (t1, x1)〉(R×Hϑ)′,R×Hϑ

and with

∀(t1, x1), (t2, x2) ∈ R×Hϑ :〈
C(t1, π

H
VN
x1), (t2, π

H
VN
x2)
〉
V ′N ,VN

= 〈(t1, x1), C̃(t2, x2)〉R×Hϑ,(R×Hϑ)′
(4.100)

it holds that

FN((t, x), r, p̃, C̃)

= I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p̃−
〈
F (πHVN x) + A(πHVN x), πH

′

V ′N
π

(R×H)′

2 p̃
〉
H,H′

− 1/2

〈
B(πHVN x), I−1

Hϑπ
(R×Hϑ)′

2 C̃ (0, B(πHVN x))
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

= I−1
R
π

(R×VN )′

1 p−
〈
πHVNF (πHVN x) + πHVNA(πHVN x), π

(R×H)′

2 p̃
〉
H,H′

− 1/2

∑
i∈I

〈
B(πHVN x)ẽi, π

(R×Hϑ)′

2 C̃ (0, B(πHVN x)ẽi)
〉
Hϑ,H

′
ϑ

(4.101)

= I−1
R
π

(R×VN )′

1 p−
〈
πHVNF (πHVN x) + πHVNA(πHVN x), π

(R×VN )′

2 p
〉
VN ,V

′
N

− 1/2

∑
i∈I

〈
πHVNB(πHVN x)ẽi, π

(R×Hϑ)′

2 C (0, πHVNB(πHVN x)ẽi)
〉
VN ,V

′
N

= I−1
R
π

(R×VN )′

1 p−
〈
πHVNF (πHVN x) + πHVNA(πHVN x), π

(R×VN )′

2 p
〉
VN ,V

′
N

− 1/2

〈
πHVNB(πHVN x), I−1

VNπ
(R×Hϑ)′

2 C (0, πHVNB(πHVN x))
〉
HS(U,VN )

= F̃ (πHVNx, r, p, C).
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Therefore, Proposition 2.22 (with f ← πR×H
R×VN , H← R×H, V← R×VN , X← R×Hϑ) yields

that for all N ∈ N it holds that uN is a viscosity solution of FN |W×R×H′×SHϑ,H′ϑ = 0 relative to

(h,H,Hϑ). Next observe that the continuity of u0 with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm together
with the definition of h shows that for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ) × H and all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

(u0)−,WH,δ,h(t, x) = (un − δh)
W

H (t, x) = u0(t, x) − δ
2
‖x‖2

Hϑ
. Thus the continuity of u0 with respect

to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm implies that for all (tn, xn)n∈N0 ⊆ (0, T )×H and all δ ∈ (0,∞) with

(4.102) lim
n→∞

(
|(u0)−,WH,δ,h(t0, x0)− (u0)−,WH,δ,h(tn, xn)| ∨ |t0 − tn| ∨ ‖xn − x0‖H

)
= 0

it holds that

0 = lim
n→∞

(
|(u0)−,WH,δ,h(t0, x0)− (u0)−,WH,δ,h(tn, xn)|

)
= lim

n→∞

(
|u0(t0, x0)− δ

2
‖x0‖2

Hϑ
− u0(tn, xn) + δ

2
‖xn‖2

Hϑ
|
)

= lim
n→∞

(
δ
2

∣∣‖x0‖2
Hϑ
− ‖xn‖2

Hϑ

∣∣) .
(4.103)

This the fact that for all (xn)n∈N ⊆ H and all x0 ∈ Hϑ it holds that
(

limn→∞ ‖xn − x0‖Hϑ =

0
)
⇔
(

limn→∞
(
‖xn−x0‖H ∨

∣∣‖x0‖2
Hϑ
−‖xn‖2

Hϑ

∣∣) = 0
)
, the continuity of u0 with respect to the

‖ · ‖R×H-norm, and the continuity of h|(0,T )×Hϑ with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×Hϑ-norm show that
for all (tn, xn)n∈N ⊆ (0, T )×H, (t0, x0) ∈ (0, T )×Hϑ, and all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that(

lim
n→∞

(
|(u0)−,WH,δ,h(t0, x0)− (u0)−,WH,δ,h(tn, xn)| ∨ |t0 − tn| ∨ ‖xn − x0‖H

)
= 0
)

⇔
(

lim
n→∞

(‖xn − x0‖Hϑ ∨ |t0 − tn|) = 0
)
.

(4.104)

Therefore we obtain with (2.7) that for all ((tn, xn), rn, pn, Cn)N∈N0 ⊆ ((0, T )×H)×R× (R×
H)′ × SR×H,(R×H)′ , and all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that(

lim
n→∞

d−,WH,δ,h,u0
(((t0, x0), r0, p0, C0), ((tn, xn), rn, pn, Cn)) = 0

)
⇔
((

lim
n→∞

(
‖xn − x0‖Hϑ ∨ |tn − t0| ∨ ‖p0 − pn‖(R×H)′ ∨ ‖C0 − Cn‖L(R×H,(R×H)′)

)
= 0
)

∧ (x0 ∈ Hϑ)
)
.

(4.105)

In addition, note that for all ε ∈ (0,∞) there exists an Mε ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x ∈ Hϑ it
holds that

‖x‖Hϑ+1/2−α1
≤ ε‖x‖Hϑ+1/2

+Mε‖x‖Hϑ , and that ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2−β1

≤ ε‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

+Mε‖x‖2
Hϑ

(4.106)

and this together with (4.66) and with ϑ ≥ 1/2 implies that for all ε, δ ∈ (0,∞), ξ ∈ H2ϑ,
x ∈ Hϑ, and all ρ ∈ (R×H)′ with ‖x− ξ‖ϑ ≤ rx it holds that

−
〈
F (ξ) + A(ξ), π

(R×H)′

2 ρ+ δIH(−A)2ϑ(ξ)
〉
H,H′

≥ − δ‖F (ξ)‖Hϑ−1/2
‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

− ‖F (ξ)‖H ‖ρ‖(R×H)′ − ‖ξ‖H1 ‖ρ‖(R×H)′ + δ‖ξ‖2
H1/2+ϑ

≥ − δ‖F (ξ)‖Hϑ−1/2
‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

− (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖F (ξ)‖Hϑ−1/2

‖ρ‖(R×H)′

− (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

‖ρ‖(R×H)′ + δ‖ξ‖2
H1/2+ϑ

≥ − ‖F (ξ)‖Hϑ−1/2

(
δ‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

+ (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖ρ‖(R×H)′

)
− (sup

n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

‖ρ‖(R×H)′ + δ‖ξ‖2
H1/2+ϑ

(4.107)

≥ −Rx(‖ξ‖Hϑ+1/2−α1
+ 1)

(
δ‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

+ (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖ρ‖(R×H)′

)
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− (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

‖ρ‖(R×H)′ + δ‖ξ‖2
H1/2+ϑ

≥ −Rx(ε‖ξ‖Hϑ+1/2
+Mε‖ξ‖Hϑ + 1)

(
δ‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

+ (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖ρ‖(R×H)′

)
− (sup

n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

‖ρ‖(R×H)′ + δ‖ξ‖2
H1/2+ϑ

.

Moreover, it follows from (4.67) and (4.106) that for all ε, δ ∈ (0,∞), ξ ∈ H2ϑ, x ∈ Hϑ,
C ∈ SR×H,(R×H)′ and all D ∈ SH,H′ with ∀y, z ∈ H : 〈z,Dy〉H,H′ = 〈(0, z),C(0, y)〉R×H,(R×H)′ and
with ‖x− ξ‖ϑ ≤ rx it holds that

−
〈
B(ξ), I−1

Hϑ (D + δIHϑ)B(ξ)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

≥ − δ‖B(ξ)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ) −

〈
B(ξ), I−1

H DB(ξ)
〉
HS(U,H)

≥ − δ‖B(ξ)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ) − ‖B(ξ)‖2

HS(U,H)‖D‖L(H,H′)

≥ − ‖B(ξ)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ)

(
δ + (sup

n∈N
|λn|−2ϑ) ‖C‖L(R×H,(R×H)′)

)
(4.108)

≥ −Rx(‖ξ‖2
Hϑ+1/2−β1

+ 1)
(
δ + (sup

n∈N
|λn|−2ϑ) ‖C‖L(R×H,(R×H)′)

)
≥ −Rx(ε‖ξ‖2

Hϑ+1/2
+Mε‖ξ‖2

Hϑ
+ 1)

(
δ + (sup

n∈N
|λn|−2ϑ) ‖C‖L(R×H,(R×H)′)

)
.

Therefore, we obtain from (4.107) and from (4.108) that for all ε, δ ∈ (0,∞), ξ ∈ H2ϑ, x ∈ Hϑ,
ν ∈ R, p, ρ ∈ (R × H)′, C,C ∈ S(R×H),(R×H)′ , D ∈ SH,H′ , and all K1, K2, K3 ∈ R satisfying
that ‖x − ξ‖Hϑ ≤ 1 ∧ rx, that ‖p − ρ‖(R×H)′ ≤ 1, that ‖C − C‖L(R×H,(R×H)′) ≤ 1, that ∀y, z ∈
H : 〈z,Dy〉H,H′ = 〈(0, z),C(0, y)〉R×H,(R×H)′ , that

K1 = 3
2
Rx δ + 1

2
Rx (sup

n∈N
|λn|−2ϑ) (‖C‖L(R×H,(R×H)′) + 1),

K2 = Rx ε(sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖p‖(R×H)′ + 1) + δRx (Mε(‖x‖Hϑ + 1) + 1)

+ (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖p‖(R×H)′ + 1),(4.109)

K3 = (‖p‖(R×H)′ + 1) +Rx (Mε(‖x‖Hϑ + 1) + 1)(sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖p‖(R×H)′ + 1)

+ 1
2
Rx (Mε(‖x‖Hϑ + 1)2 + 1)(δ + (sup

n∈N
|λn|−2ϑ))(‖C‖L(R×H,(R×H)′) + 1),

and satisfying that δ − 2εK1 > 0 it holds that

I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 ρ−
〈
F (ξ) + A(ξ), π

(R×H)′

2 ρ+ δIH(−A)2ϑ(ξ)
〉
H,H′

− 1/2
〈
B(ξ), I−1

Hϑ (D + δIHϑ)B(ξ)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

≥ ‖ξ‖2
H1/2+ϑ

(δ − εK1)− ‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ
K2 −K3(4.110)

= δ
2
‖ξ‖2

H1/2+ϑ
+ ( δ

2
− εK1)

(
‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ

− K2

(δ − 2εK1)

)2

− K2
2

2(δ − 2εK1)
−K3

≥ δ
2
‖ξ‖2

H1/2+ϑ
− K2

2

2(δ − 2εK1)
−K3.

Furthermore, (2.4) and (4.96) yield that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), ξ ∈ H2ϑ, x ∈ Hϑ, τ ∈ (0, T ),
ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ (R × H)′, C ∈ SR×H,(R×H)′ and all D ∈ SH,H′ with ∀y, z ∈ H : 〈z,Dy〉H,H′ =
〈(0, z),C(0, y)〉H,H′ it holds that

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,C)

= F0((τ, ξ), ν + δ
2
‖ξ‖2

Hϑ
, ρ+ δIR×H(0, (−A)2ϑ(ξ)), (C|R×Hϑ)|R×Hϑ + δIR×Hϑπ

R×Hϑ
{0}×Hϑ)(4.111)

= I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 ρ−
〈
F (ξ) + A(ξ), π

(R×H)′

2 ρ+ δIH(−A)2ϑ(ξ)
〉
H,H′
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− 1/2
〈
B(ξ), I−1

Hϑ (D + δIHϑ)B(ξ)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

.

Combining (2.8), (4.105), (4.110), and (4.111) implies then that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ Hϑ,
r ∈ R, p ∈ (R×H)′, and all C ∈ S(R×H),(R×H)′ there exist an Lδ,x,p,C ∈ (0,∞) such that

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((t, x), r, p, C)(4.112)

= lim
ε↓0

inf
{

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,C) : ξ ∈ H2ϑ, τ ∈ (0, T ), ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ (R×H)′,

C ∈ SR×H,(R×H)′ , d
−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

(((t, x), r, p, C), ((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,C)) ≤ ε
}

= lim
ε↓0

inf
{

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,C) : ξ ∈ H2ϑ, τ ∈ (0, T ), ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ (R×H)′,

C ∈ SR×H,(R×H)′ , ‖ξ‖H1/2+ϑ
≤ Lδ,x,p,C ,

d−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

(((t, x), r, p, C), ((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,C)) ≤ ε
}
.

Moreover, note that for all (xn)n∈N0 ⊆ H with lim supn→∞ ‖xn‖Hϑ+1/2
<∞ and with limn→∞ ‖xn

−x0‖H = 0 it holds that x0 ∈ Hϑ+1/2 and that (xn)n∈N converges weakly to x0 with re-
spect to the ‖ · ‖Hϑ+1/2

-norm. Hence, we derive from the fact that Hϑ+1/2−α1 and Hϑ+1/2−β1

are compactly embedded in Hϑ+1/2 that for all y ∈ Hϑ+1/2 and all (xn)n∈N0 ⊆ H with
lim supn→∞ ‖xn‖Hϑ+1/2

<∞ and with limn→∞ ‖xn − x0‖H = 0 it holds that

(4.113) lim
n→∞

(∥∥x0 − xn
∥∥2

Hϑ+1/2−α1

+
∥∥x0 − xn

∥∥2

Hϑ+1/2−β1

+
∣∣〈y, x− x0〉Hϑ+1/2

∣∣) = 0.

Thus we get from (2.8), (4.65), (4.96), (4.113), the lower semicontinuity of H 3 y → ‖y‖2
ϑ+1/2 ∈

[0,∞] with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, and from 1 ≤ ϑ + 1/2, that for all δ ∈ (0,∞),
((τn, ξn), νn, ρn,Cn,Dn)n∈N ⊆ W ×R× (R×H)′×S(R×H),(R×H)′ ×SH,H′ , x ∈ Hϑ, p ∈ (R×H)′,

C ∈ S(R×H),(R×H)′ , and all C̃ ∈ SH,H′ , with

∀y, z ∈ H : 〈(0, x), C(0, y)〉R×H,(R×H)′ = 〈y, C̃z〉H,H′ ,(4.114)

∀y, z ∈ H,∀n ∈ N : 〈(0, y),Cn(0, z)〉R×H,(R×H)′ = 〈y,Dnz〉H,H′ ,(4.115)

lim sup
n→∞

‖ξn‖ϑ+1/2 <∞,(4.116)

lim
n→∞

‖x− ξn‖H ∨ ‖p− ρn‖(R×H)′ ∨ ‖C − C‖L(R×H,(R×H)′) = 0(4.117)

it holds that

lim
n→∞

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h((τn, ξn), νn, ρn,Cn)(4.118)

= lim
n→∞

F0((τn, ξn), νn + δ‖ξn‖2
ϑ, ρn + IR×H, (0, (−A)2ϑ(ξn)),Cn + δIR×Hϑπ

R×Hϑ
{0}×Hϑ)

= lim
n→∞

(
I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 ρn −
〈
F (ξn) + A(ξn), π

(R×H)′

2 ρn + δIH(−A)2ϑ(ξn)
〉
H,H′

− 1/2
〈
B(ξn), I−1

Hϑ (Dn + δIHϑ)B(ξn)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
= lim

n→∞

(
I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 ρn −
〈
F (ξn) + A(ξn), π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′

−
〈
F (ξn) + A(ξn), π

(R×H)′

2 (ρn − p)
〉
H,H′
− δ

〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (x), (−A)ϑ+1/2(ξn)

〉
H

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2(F (x)− F (ξn)), (−A)ϑ+1/2(ξn)

〉
H

+ δ ‖ξn‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2
〈
B(ξn), I−1

Hϑ (Dn + δIHϑ)B(ξn)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
≥ I−1

R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (x) + A(x), π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′
− δ

〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (x), (−A)ϑ+1/2(x)

〉
H

+ δ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2

〈
B(x), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(x)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

.
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Therefore (4.112) and (4.118) ensure that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ Hϑ+1/2, p ∈ (R × H)′,

C ∈ S(R×H),(R×H)′ , and all C̃ ∈ SH,H′ , with ∀y, z ∈ H : 〈(0, y), C(0, z)〉R×H,(R×H)′ = 〈y, C̃z〉H,H′ ,
it holds that

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((t, x), r, p, C)

≥ I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (x) + A(x), π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′
− δ

〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (x), (−A)ϑ+1/2(x)

〉
H

(4.119)

+ δ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2

〈
B(x), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(x)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

.

In addition, it holds for all x ∈ Hϑ+1/2 that ∀N ∈ N : πHVNx ∈ H2ϑ and that limN→∞ ‖x −
πHVNx‖Hϑ+1/2

= 0. Thus (2.8), (2.4), (4.65), (4.96), (4.105), and (4.111) shows for all δ ∈
(0,∞), x ∈ Hϑ+1/2, p ∈ (R × H)′, C ∈ S(R×H),(R×H)′ , and all C̃ ∈ SH,H′ , with ∀y, z ∈
H : 〈(0, y), C(0, z)〉R×H,(R×H)′ = 〈y, C̃z〉H,H′ , that

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((t, x), r, p, C)(4.120)

≤ lim
N→∞

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h((t, π

H
VN
x), r, p, C)

= lim
N→∞

F0((t, πHVNx), r + δ‖πHVNx‖
2
ϑ, p+ IR×H, (0, (−A)2ϑ(πHVNx)), C + δIR×Hϑπ

R×Hϑ
{0}×Hϑ)

= lim
N→∞

(
I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (πHVNx) + A(πHVNx), π

(R×H)′

2 p+ δIH(−A)2ϑ(πHVNx)
〉
H,H′

− 1/2

〈
B(πHVNx), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(πHVNx)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
= lim

N→∞

(
I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (πHVNx) + A(πHVNx), π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (πHVNx), (−A)ϑ+1/2(πHVNx)

〉
H

+ δ
∥∥πHVNx∥∥2

Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2

〈
B(πHVNx), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(πHVNx)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
= I−1

R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (x) + A(x), π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′
− δ

〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (x), (−A)ϑ+1/2(x)

〉
H

+ δ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2

〈
B(x), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(x)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

.

Combining (4.118) and (4.120) yields that for all δ ∈ (0,∞), x ∈ Hϑ+1/2, p ∈ (R × H)′,

C ∈ S(R×H),(R×H)′ , and all C̃ ∈ SH,H′ , with ∀y, z ∈ H : 〈(0, y), C(0, z)〉R×H,(R×H)′ = 〈y, C̃z〉H,H′ ,
it holds that

(F0)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((x, t), r, p, C)

= I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (x) + A(x), π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′
− δ

〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (x), (−A)ϑ+1/2(x)

〉
H

(4.121)

+ δ‖x‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2

〈
B(x), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(x)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

.

Furthermore, the fact that for all N ∈ N it holds that VN is finite-dimensional implies for all
N ∈ N, r ∈ R, (xn)n∈N0 ⊆ H with limn→∞ ‖πHVN (xn − x0)‖H = 0 that

(4.122) lim
n→∞

‖πHVN (xn − x0)‖Hr = 0.

Therefore, we get from (2.4), (2.8), (4.65), and from (4.122) that for all N ∈ N, δ ∈ (0,∞),
x ∈ H, p ∈ (R × H)′, C ∈ S(R×H),(R×H)′ , and all C̃ ∈ SH,H′ with ∀y, z ∈ H : 〈y, C̃z〉H,H′ =
〈(0, y), C(0, z)〉R×H,(R×H)′ it holds that

(FN)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((t, x), r, p, C)(4.123)

= lim
ε↓0

inf
{

(FN)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h((τ, ξ), ν, ρ,C) : ξ ∈ H2ϑ, τ ∈ (0, T ), ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ (R×H)′,
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C ∈ SR×H,(R×H)′ , d
−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

(((x, t), r, p, C), ((ξ, τ), ν, ρ,C)) ≤ ε
}

= lim
ε↓0

inf
{
FN((τ, πHVN ξ), ν + δ‖πHVN ξ‖

2
ϑ, ρ+ IR×H(0, (−A)2ϑ(ξ)),C + δIR×Hϑπ

R×Hϑ
{0}×Hϑ) :

ξ ∈ H2ϑ, τ ∈ (0, T ), ν ∈ R, ρ ∈ (R×H)′, C ∈ SR×H,(R×H)′ ,

d−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

(((x, t), r, p, C), ((ξ, τ), ν, ρ,C)) ≤ ε
}

= lim
ε↓0

inf
{
ρ1 −

〈
F (πHVN ξ) + A(πHVN ξ), π

H′

V ′N
ρ2 + δπH

′

V ′N
IH(−A)2ϑ(ξ)

〉
H,H′

− 1/2
〈
B(πHVN ξ), I

−1
Hϑ (C + δIHϑ)B(πHVN ξ)

〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

: ξ ∈ H2ϑ, τ ∈ (0, T ),

ν, ρ1 ∈ R, ρ2 ∈ H ′, C ∈ SH,H′ , |ρ1 − I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p| ≤ ε,

d−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

((t, x, r, π
(R×H)′

2 p, C̃), (τ, ξ, ν, ρ2,C)) ≤ ε
}

= lim
ε↓0

inf
{
ρ1 −

〈
F (πHVN ξ) + A(πHVN ξ), π

H′

V ′N
ρ2

〉
H,H′

+ δ
∥∥πHVN ξ∥∥2

Hϑ+1/2

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (πHVN ξ), (−A)ϑ+1/2(πHVN ξ)

〉
H

− 1/2
〈
B(πHVN ξ), I

−1
Hϑ (C + δIHϑ)B(πHVN ξ)

〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

: ξ ∈ H2ϑ, τ ∈ (0, T ),

ν, ρ1 ∈ R, ρ2 ∈ H ′, C ∈ SH,H′ , |ρ1 − I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p| ≤ ε,

d−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

((t, x, r, π
(R×H)′

2 p, C̃), (τ, ξ, ν, ρ2,C)) ≤ ε
}

= I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p−
〈
F (πHVNx) + A(πHVNx), πH

′

V ′N
π

(R×H)′

2 p
〉
H,H′

+ δ‖πHVNx‖
2
Hϑ+1/2

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (πHVNx), (−A)ϑ+1/2(πHVNx)

〉
H

− 1/2

〈
B(πHVNx), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(πHVNx)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

.

Combining (4.105), (4.110), and (4.123) yields for all ε, δ ∈ (0,∞), ((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)N∈N0

⊆ (R×Hϑ)×R× (R×H)′ × SR×H,(R×H)′ , and all K1, K2, K3 ∈ R with

lim sup
N→∞

‖πHVNxN‖Hϑ+1/2
=∞,(4.124)

lim
N→∞

d−,WH,δ,h,u0
(((t0, x0), r0, p0, C0), ((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)) = 0,(4.125)

K1 = 2Rx0 δ +Rx0 (sup
n∈N
|λn|−2ϑ) (‖C0‖L(R×H,(R×H)′) + 1),(4.126)

K2 = Rx0 ε(sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖p0‖(R×H)′ + 1) + δRx0 (Mε(‖x0‖Hϑ + 1) + 1)

+ (sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖p0‖(R×H)′ + 1),

(4.127)

K3 = (‖p0‖(R×H)′ + 1) +Rx0 (Mε(‖x0‖Hϑ + 1) + 1)(sup
n∈N
|λn|1/2−ϑ)(‖p0‖(R×H)′ + 1)

+Rx0 (Mε(‖x0‖Hϑ + 1)2 + 1)(δ + (sup
n∈N
|λn|−2ϑ))(‖C0‖L(R×H,(R×H)′) + 1),

(4.128)

and with δ − 2εK1 > 0 that

lim sup
N→∞

(FN)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)

= lim sup
N→∞

(
I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 pN −
〈
F (πHVNxN) + A(πHVNxN), πH

′

V ′N
π

(R×H)′

2 pN

〉
H,H′

+ δ‖πHVNxN‖
2
Hϑ+1/2

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (πHVNxN), (−A)ϑ+1/2(πHVNxN)

〉
H

(4.129)

− 1/2

〈
B(πHVNxN), I−1

Hϑ (C̃ + δIHϑ)B(πHVNxN)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
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≥ lim sup
N→∞

(
δ
2
‖πHVNxN‖

2
H1/2+ϑ

− K2
2

2(δ − 2εK1)
−K3

)
=∞.

Thus we derive from the lower semicontinuity of H 3 y → ‖y‖Hϑ+1/2
∈ [0,∞] with respect to

the ‖ · ‖H-norm that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) and all ((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)N∈N0 ⊆ ((0, T )×H)×R×
(R×H)′× SR×H,(R×H)′ with limN→∞ d

−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

(((t0, x0), r0, p0, C0), ((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)) = 0

and with lim supN→∞(FN)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN) ≤ 0 it holds that

(4.130) ‖x0‖Hϑ+1/2
≤ lim sup

N→∞
‖πHVNxN‖Hϑ+1/2

<∞

and therefore

(4.131) x0 ∈ Hϑ+1/2.

Combining (4.65) (4.105), (4.113), (4.123), (4.121), (4.130), (4.131), the fact that ϑ+ 1/2 ≥ 1,
and the lower semicontinuity of H 3 x → ‖x‖2

Hϑ+1/2
∈ [0,∞] with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm

shows that for all ((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)N∈N0 ⊆ ((0, T )×H)×R× (R×H)′× SR×H,(R×H)′ and
all δ ∈ (0,∞) with

(4.132) lim
N→∞

d−,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

(((t0, x0), r0, p0, C0), ((tn, xN), rN , pN , CN)) = 0

and with lim supN→∞(FN)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN) ≤ 0 it holds that

lim inf
N→∞

(
(F0)+

R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0
((t0, x0), r0, p0, C0)

− (FN)+
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)
)

= lim inf
N→∞

(
I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 p0 −
〈
F (x0) + A(x0), π

(R×H)′

2 p0

〉
H,H′

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (x0), (−A)ϑ+1/2(x0)

〉
H

+ δ‖x0‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2

〈
B(x0), I−1

Hϑ (C̃0 + δIHϑ)B(x0)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

− I−1
R
π

(R×H)′

1 pN

+
〈
F (πHVNxN) + A(πHVNxN), πH

′

V ′N
π

(R×H)′

2 pN

〉
H,H′

+ δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (πHVNxN), (−A)ϑ+1/2(πHVNxN)

〉
H
− δ‖πHVNxN‖

2
Hϑ+1/2

+ 1/2

〈
B(πHVNxN), I−1

Hϑ (C̃N + δIHϑ)B(πHVNxN)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
(4.133)

= lim inf
N→∞

(
−
〈
F (x0)− F (xN) + A(x0)− A(xN), π

(R×H)′

2 p0

〉
H,H′

−
〈
F (xN) + A(xN), π

(R×H)′

2 (p0 − pN)
〉
H,H′

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2F (x0), (−A)ϑ+1/2(x0 − xN)

〉
H

− δ
〈
(−A)ϑ−1/2(F (x0)− F (xN)), (−A)ϑ+1/2(xN)

〉
H

+ δ‖x0‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− δ‖xN‖2
Hϑ+1/2

− 1/2

〈
B(x0), I−1

Hϑ (C̃0 + δIHϑ)B(x0)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

+ 1/2

〈
B(πHVNxN), I−1

Hϑ (C̃N + δIHϑ)B(πHVNxN)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

)
= lim inf

N→∞

(
δ‖x0‖2

Hϑ+1/2
− δ‖πHVNxN‖

2
Hϑ+1/2

)
≤ 0

which shows (2.37). Analogously it follows that for all ((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)N∈N0 ⊆ ((0, T ) ×
H)×R× (R×H)′ × SR×H,(R×H)′ and all δ ∈ (0,∞) with

(4.134) lim
N→∞

d+,W
R×H,δ,h,u0

(((t0, x0), r0, p0, C0), ((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)) = 0
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and with lim supN→∞(FN)−
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN) ≥ 0 it holds that

lim sup
N→∞

(
(F0)−

R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0
((t0, x0), r0, p0, C0)

− (FN)−
R×H,R×Hϑ,δ,h,u0

((tN , xN), rN , pN , CN)
)
≥ 0.

(4.135)

It remains to prove that u0 is bounded on H-bounded subsets of H and fulfills (4.70) and (4.71).
Therefore note that it follows from (4.84) and from (4.85) that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

sup
x∈{y∈H : ‖y‖H≤R}

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|u0(t, x)| ≤ sup
x∈{y∈H : ‖y‖H≤R}

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[|ϕ(X0,x
t )|]

≤ sup
x∈{y∈H : ‖y‖H≤R}

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E[C1 + V (X0,x
t )] ≤ C1 + V (R)eθT <∞.

(4.136)

Moreover, combining (4.84) and (4.85) yields that for all δ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
{ |u0(t, x)|

V (x)
: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
≤ lim

r→∞
sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
{
E[|ϕ(X0,x

t )|]
V (x)

: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r
}

≤ lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
{
E[Cδ + δV (X0,x

t )]

V (x)
: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
(4.137)

≤ lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
{Cδ + δV (x)eθt

V (x)
: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
= δeθT

and thus it holds that

(4.138) lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup
{ |u0(t, x)|

V (x)
: x ∈ H, ‖x‖H ≥ r

}
= 0.

In addition, the continuity of ϕ with respect to the ‖ ·‖H-norm on H-bounded subsets of H, the
continuity of u0 with respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm on R×H-bounded subsets of [0, T ]×H, the
fact that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that the set {(t, x) ∈ [0, T ] ×H : ‖x‖Hϑ ≤ R} is compact

and the fact that V is bounded on H-bounded subsets of H imply for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞) that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
u0(t, x)− ϕ(x̂) : x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ, t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ),

e−θt‖x‖2Hϑ
V (x)

∨
e−θt̂‖x̂‖2Hϑ

V (x̂)
≤ R,

(4.139)

‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
= lim

r↓0
sup

{
u0(0, x)− ϕ(x̂) : x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ,

‖x‖2Hϑ
V (x)

∨
‖x̂‖2Hϑ
V (x̂)

≤ R, ‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r

}
= lim

r↓0
sup

{
ϕ(x)− ϕ(x̂) : x, x̂ ∈ H2ϑ,

‖x‖2Hϑ
V (x)

∨
‖x̂‖2Hϑ
V (x̂)

≤ R, ‖x‖H ≤ R̃, ‖x− x̂‖H ≤ r

}
= 0

and this finishes the proof of Theorem 4.5. �



CHAPTER 5

Regularity estimates

In this chapter we establish some auxiliary results, which we need for the next chapter.
In particular in Section 5.2 we estimate the product of two functions in a Besov space. More
precisely, given d ∈ N, α, β ∈ Nd

0, p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ [0,∞), a Lipschitz domain Ω ⊆ Rd, and a
suitable family of Hilbert spaces Hr, r ∈ R, having the interpolation properties (e.g. Sobolev
spaces, see also Setting 5.1) we establish sufficient conditions for r1, r2, r̃1, r̃2 ∈ R such that
there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1 ∩Hr̃2 it holds that

(5.1) ‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖Bsp,2(Ω) ≤ C(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ),

where Bs
p,2(Ω) denotes the Besov space (see Notation 5.1). In Section 5.3 we establish estimates

for compositions of functions. Lemma 5.11 and Lemma 5.14 give bounds on the Slobodeckij
semi-norm, Lemma 5.12 and Lemma 5.15 on the L2-norm, and Corollary 5.13 and Corollary
5.16 combine these results.

Throughout this chapter the following notation is used.

5.1. Notation

Let | · | :
⋃∞
d=1R

d → R be the function satisfying for all d ∈ N\{1}, x ∈ R, and all
(y1, · · · , yd) ∈ Rd that

(5.2) |x| =

{
x if x ≥ 0

−x if x < 0
and that |y| =

d∑
i=1

|yi|.

For d ∈ N we say that Ω ⊆ R
d is a Lipschitz set if Ω is either Rd, the graph above a

Lipschitz function, or a bounded Lipschitz domain. Moreover, for d, n ∈ N the d-dimensional
Lebesgue measure µd, and an Lipschitz set Ω ⊆ Rd, we denote by L0(Ω) the set of all Lebesgue
measurable functions, by Blp,q(Ω), l ∈ R, p ∈ [1,∞], q ∈ [1,∞] the Besov spaces (see, e.g.,
Definition 2 on page 8 in Runst & Sickel [31] and Definition 1.1 and Section 1.2 in Rychkov
[32]) satisfying for all l ∈ R and all (p, q) ∈ [1,∞]2\{2, 2} that Blp,q(Ω) = (Bl

p,q(Ω), ‖ · ‖Blp,q(Ω)),

and that Bl2,2(Ω) = (Bl
2,2(Ω), 〈·, ·〉Bl2,2(Ω), ‖ · ‖Bl2,2(Ω)), by Lp(Ω), p ∈ [1,∞], the Banach spaces

satisfying for all p ∈ [1,∞]\{2} that Lp(Ω) = (Lp(Ω), ‖ · ‖Lp(Ω)) = (Lp(µd,Ω), ‖ · ‖Lp(µd,Ω)) and

that L2(Ω) = (L2(Ω), 〈·, ·〉L2(Ω), ‖ · ‖L2(Ω)) = (L2(µd,Ω), 〈·, ·〉L2(µd,Ω), ‖ · ‖L2(µd,Ω)), by Blp,q(Ω,Rn),
l ∈ R, p ∈ [1,∞], q ∈ [1,∞] the Besov spaces satisfying for all l ∈ R, p ∈ [1,∞], and all
q ∈ [1,∞] that Blp,q(Ω,Rn) = ⊗ni=1Blp,q(Ω), and by Lp(Ω,Rn), p ∈ [1,∞], the Banach spaces
satisfying for all p ∈ [1,∞] that Lp(Ω,Rn) = ⊗ni=1Lp(Ω).

5.2. Hölder-Sobolev type inequalities

Throughout this subsection the following setting is frequently used.

Setting 5.1. Let d ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ R
d be a Lipschitz domain, let K : R → (0,∞), let Hr =

(Hr, 〈·, ·〉Hr , ‖ · ‖Hr), r ∈ R, be a family of Hilbert spaces satisfying for all r ∈ [0,∞), s ∈ R,
and all t ∈ [s,∞) that Hr ⊆ B2r

2,2(Ω), that the ‖ · ‖Hr-norm is equivalent to the ‖ · ‖B2r
2,2(Ω)-norm

on Hr, and that Ht ⊆ Hs and satisfying that for all r, r1, r2 ∈ R, s1, s2 ∈ [0, 1] and for all
x ∈ Hr with s1 + s2 = 1, and with s1r1 + s2r2 = r it holds that

(5.3) ‖x‖Hr ≤ (Kr1‖x‖Hr1 )s1 · (Kr2‖x‖Hr2 )s2 .

117
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Let (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) = H0, and let H′r = (H ′r, ‖ · ‖H′r), r ∈ R, be the corresponding dual
spaces. By abuse of notation we will also denote by ‖ · ‖Hr , r ∈ R, the extended functions
‖ · ‖Hr :

⋃∞
i=1 H−i → [0,∞], r ∈ R, satisfying for all r ∈ R, x ∈ Hr, and all y ∈

⋃∞
i=1 H−i that

(5.4) ‖y‖Hr =

{
‖y‖Hr if y ∈ Hr

∞ if y /∈ Hr.

Lemma 5.2. Let d ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ Rd be a Lipschitz domain, let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be
a separable Hilbert space, let en, n ∈ N, be an orthonormal basis of H, let λ : N → (−∞, 0)
be a function with limn→∞ λn = −∞, let A : D(A) ⊆ H → H be the linear operator such
that D(A) = {x ∈ H :

∑∞
n=1 |λn〈en, x〉H |2 < ∞} and such that for all x ∈ D(A) it holds that

Av =
∑∞

n=1 λn〈en, x〉Hen, let Ht = (Ht, 〈·, ·〉Ht , ‖·‖Ht), t ∈ R, be a family of interpolation spaces
associated with −A (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [18]), let r1 ∈ [0,∞), r2 ∈ [r1,∞),
r ∈ [r1, r2], α ∈ (0,∞), satisfy that Hr1 ⊆ Bαr1

2,2 (Ω) and that Hr2 ⊆ Bαr2
2,2 (Ω), and let C1, C2 ∈

(0,∞) satisfy that for all u ∈ Hr1 it holds that

(5.5) C1‖u‖Bαr12,2 (Ω) ≤ ‖u‖Hr1 ≤ C2‖u‖Bαr12,2 (Ω)

and that for all u ∈ Hr2 it holds that

(5.6) C1‖u‖Bαr22,2 (Ω) ≤ ‖u‖Hr2 ≤ C2‖u‖Bαr22,2 (Ω).

Then there exist C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr it holds that

(5.7) C3‖u‖Bαr2,2(Ω) ≤ ‖u‖Hr ≤ C4‖u‖Bαr2,2(Ω).

Proof. Throughout this proof we will use the notation in Section 1.3.2 on page 24 in
Triebel [34]. For r ∈ {r1, r2} the assertion is trivial. Therefore assume for the rest of the proof
that r ∈ (r1, r2). Moreover, denote by θ ∈ (0, 1) the value satisfying that r = (1 − θ)r1 + θr2.
Next note that the theorem on page 182 in Triebel [34] yields that

(5.8) (Bαr1
2,2 (Rd), Bαr2

2,2 (Rd))θ,2 = Bαr
2,2(Rd).

Combining this with the Theorem on page 25 in Triebel [34] and with the fact that there exist a
linear bounded operator ξ ∈ L(Bαr12,2 (Ω),Bαr12,2 (Rd)) such that ξ|Bαr22,2 (Ω) ∈ L(Bαr22,2 (Ω),Bαr22,2 (Rd)),

that ξ|Bαr2,2(Ω) ∈ L(Bαr2,2(Ω),Bαr2,2(Rd)) and that for all u ∈ Bαr12,2 (Ω) it holds that (ξ(u))|Ω = u (see,

e.g., Theorem 4.1 in Rychkov [32]) shows that

Bαr
2,2(Ω) = (Bαr

2,2(Rd))|Ω =
(
(Bαr1

2,2 (Rd), Bαr2
2,2 (Rd))θ,2

)∣∣
Ω
⊆ (Bαr1

2,2 (Ω), Bαr2
2,2 (Ω))θ,2

=
(
ξ
(
(Bαr1

2,2 (Ω), Bαr2
2,2 (Ω))θ,2

))∣∣∣
Ω
⊆
(
(Bαr1

2,2 (Rd), Bαr2
2,2 (Rd))θ,2

)∣∣
Ω

= (Bαr
2,2(Rd))|Ω = Bαr

2,2(Ω)

(5.9)

and that there exist K1, K2, K3, K4 ∈ (0,∞) such that

‖u‖Bαr2,2(Ω) ≤ ‖ξu‖Bαr2,2(Rd) ≤ K1‖ξu‖(B
αr1
2,2 (Rd),B

αr2
2,2 (Rd))θ,2

≤ K2‖u‖(B
αr1
2,2 (Ω),B

αr2
2,2 (Ω))θ,2

= K2‖(ξu)|Ω‖(B
αr1
2,2 (Ω),B

αr2
2,2 (Ω))θ,2

≤ K2‖ξu‖(B
αr1
2,2 (Rd),B

αr2
2,2 (Rd))θ,2

≤ K3‖ξu‖Bαr2,2(Rd) ≤ K4‖u‖Bαr2,2(Ω).

(5.10)

Furthermore, the theorem on page 141 in Triebel [34] ensures that

(5.11) (Hr1 , Hr2)θ,2 = Hr

and that there exist K1, K2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr it holds that

(5.12) K1‖u‖Hr ≤ ‖u‖(Hr1 ,Hr2 )θ,2 ≤ K2‖u‖Hr .

Moreover, it follows from (5.5) and from (5.6) that for all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that IdHri ∈
L((Hri , 〈·, ·〉Bαri2,2

, ‖ · ‖Bαri2,2
),Hri) and that IdHri ∈ L(Hri ,B

αri
2,2 ) and combining this with (5.10),
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the theorem on page 25 in Triebel [34] and with (5.12) verifies that there exist K1, K2, K3, K4 ∈
(0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr it holds that

C1‖u‖Bαr2,2(Ω) ≤ C1K1‖ IdHr1 u‖(B
αr1
2,2 (Ω),B

αr2
2,2 (Ω))θ,2

≤ K1‖u‖(Hr1 ,Hr2 )θ,2 ≤ K2‖u‖Hr
≤ K3‖ IdHr1 u‖(Hr1 ,Hr2 )θ,2 ≤ C2K3‖u‖(B

αr1
2,2 (Ω),B

αr2
2,2 (Ω))θ,2

≤ K4‖u‖Bαr2,2(Ω).
(5.13)

This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.2. �

Before we come to the main results of this subsection we give two examples of families of
Hilbert spaces which satisfy the interpolation property.

Lemma 5.3 (Interpolation results for H). Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉〉H , ‖ · ‖H) be a separable Hilbert
space, let en, n ∈ N, be an orthonormal basis of H, let λ : N → (−∞, 0) be a function
with limn→∞ λn = −∞, let A : D(A) ⊆ H → H be the linear operator such that D(A) =
{x ∈ H :

∑∞
n=1 |λn〈en, x〉H |2 < ∞} and such that for all x ∈ D(A) it holds that Av =∑∞

n=1 λn〈en, x〉Hen, let Ht = (Ht, 〈·, ·〉Ht , ‖·‖Ht), t ∈ R, be a family of interpolation spaces
associated with −A (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [18]). By abuse of notation we will
also denote by A and by ‖ · ‖Ht, t ∈ R, the extended operators A :

⋃∞
i=1 H−i →

⋃∞
i=1 H−i and

‖ · ‖Ht :
⋃∞
i=1H−i → [0,∞], t ∈ R, satisfying for all t ∈ R, x ∈ Ht, and all y ∈

⋃∞
i=1H−i that

(5.14) ‖y‖Ht =

{
‖y‖Ht if y ∈ Ht

∞ if y /∈ Ht

and that

(5.15) (A(x) = y)⇔ (lim
ε↓0

sup{‖A(ξ)− y‖Ht−1 : ξ ∈ H1, ‖x− ξ‖Ht ≤ ε} = 0).

Let r, r1, r2 ∈ R, s1, s2 ∈ [0, 1], satisfy that s1 + s2 = 1, and that s1r1 + s2r2 = r. Then it holds
for all x ∈ Hr that

(5.16) ‖x‖Hr ≤ ‖x‖s1Hr1 · ‖x‖
s2
Hr2

.

Proof. Observe that (5.16) is trivial for r1 = r2. Moreover it follows from the fact that
Hr2 ∩H is dense in Hr that it is enough to show the equation for x ∈ Hr2 ∩H. Therefore for
the rest of the proof fix x ∈ Hr2 ∩H and assume that r1 < r2. Now denote by S ⊆ [0, 1] the
set satisfying that

S =
{
s3 ∈ [0, 1] :

(
∃s̃1, s̃2 ∈ [0, 1], ∃r3 ∈ [r1, r2] :

(
(‖x‖Hr ≤ ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖

s̃2
Hr2
· ‖x‖s3Hr3 )

∧ (s̃1 + s̃2 + s3 = 1) ∧ (s̃1r1 + s̃2r2 + s3r3 = r)
))}

.
(5.17)

As s1, s2 are uniquely determined by the equation s1 +s2 = 1 and the equation s1r1 +s2r2 = r it
is sufficient to show 0 ∈ S. Note that ‖x‖Hr ≤ ‖x‖0

Hr1
·‖x‖0

Hr2
·‖x‖1

Hr
and hence it holds that 1 ∈

S. This ensures that S 6= ∅. Next denote by s ∈ [0, 1] the value satisfying that s = inf S. This
implies that there exist a sequence (s(n))n∈N ⊆ S such that limn→∞ s

(n) = s. Moreover, it follows

from the definition of S that there exist sequences (s
(n)
1 )n∈N, (s

(n)
2 )n∈N ⊆ [0, 1], (r(n))n∈N ⊆

[r1, r2] such that for all n ∈ N it holds that ‖x‖Hr ≤ ‖x‖
s
(n)
1
Hr1
·‖x‖s

(n)
2
Hr2
·‖x‖s(n)

H
r(n)

, s
(n)
1 +s

(n)
2 +s(n) = 1,

and that s
(n)
1 r1 + s

(n)
2 r2 + s(n)r(n) = r. By going to subsequences we can assume that there exist

s̃1, s̃2 ∈ [0, 1], r3 ∈ [r1, r2] such that limn→∞(|s(n)
1 − s̃1|+ |s(n)

2 − s̃2|+ |r(n) − r3|) = 0. Thus we
get from x ∈ Hr2 that

‖x‖Hr ≤ lim
n→∞

(
‖x‖s

(n)
1
Hr1
· ‖x‖s

(n)
2
Hr2
· ‖x‖s(n)

H
r(n)

)
= ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖

s̃2
Hr2
· ‖x‖sHr3 ,

s̃1 + s̃2 + s = lim
n→∞

(s
(n)
1 + s

(n)
2 + s(n)) = 1, and that

s̃1r1 + s̃2r2 + sr3 = lim
n→∞

(s
(n)
1 r1 + s

(n)
2 r2 + s(n)r(n)) = r

(5.18)



120 5. REGULARITY ESTIMATES

and therefore we obtain that s ∈ S. We will now show that s
2
∈ S and therefore we will consider

two cases.
1. case: r3 ≥ r1+r2

2
. First observe that we have that

‖x‖Hr ≤ ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖
s̃2
Hr2
· ‖x‖sHr3 = ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖

s̃2
Hr2
· (〈(−A)2r3−r2x, (−A)r2x〉H)

s/2

≤ ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖
s̃2
Hr2
· (‖x‖H2r3−r2

‖x‖Hr2 )
s/2 = ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖

s̃2+s/2
Hr2

· ‖x‖s/2H2r3−r2
.

(5.19)

In addition, it follows from r3 ∈ [ r1+r2
2
, r2] that 2r3 − r2 ∈ [r1, r2]. Furthermore, we obtain that

r = s̃1r1 + s̃2r2 + sr3 = s̃1r1 + (s̃2 + s
2
)r2 + s

2
(2r3 − r2) and this shows that s

2
∈ S and thus

verifies the first case.
2. case: r3 <

r1+r2
2

. We then get that

‖x‖Hr ≤ ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖
s̃2
Hr2
· ‖x‖sHr3 = ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖

s̃2
Hr2
· (〈(−A)r1x, (−A)2r3−r1x〉H)

s/2

≤ ‖x‖s̃1Hr1 · ‖x‖
s̃2
Hr2
· (‖x‖Hr1‖x‖H2r3−r1

)
s/2 = ‖x‖s̃1+s/2

Hr1
· ‖x‖s̃2Hr2 · ‖x‖

s/2
H2r3−r1

.
(5.20)

Moreover, the fact that r3 ∈ [r1,
r1+r2

2
] yields that 2r3 − r1 ∈ [r1, r2]. In addition, we have that

r = s̃1r1 + s̃2r2 + sr3 = (s̃1 + s
2
)r1 + s̃2r2 + s

2
(2r3 − r1) and this shows that s

2
∈ S and finishes

the second case.
Combining the two cases then ensures that s

2
∈ S. Hence we derive from the fact that s = inf S

that s ≤ s
2

and therefore s = 0. This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.3. �

Lemma 5.4 (Interpolation results for Sobolev spaces). Let d ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ Rd be a Lipschitz
domain. Then there exist a K : R → [0,∞) such that for all r, r1, r2 ∈ R, s1, s2 ∈ [0, 1], and
all u ∈ Br

2,2(Ω) with s1 + s2 = 1, and with s1r1 + s2r2 = r it holds that

(5.21) ‖u‖Br2,2(Ω) ≤ (Kr1‖u‖Br12,2(Ω))
s1 · (Kr2‖u‖Br22,2(Ω))

s2 .

Proof. First denote by ξ : ∪∞r=−∞Br2,2(Ω)→ ∪∞r=−∞Br2,2(Rd) an operator satisfying that for

all r ∈ R it holds that that ξ|Br2,2(Ω) ∈ L(Br2,2(Ω),Br2,2(Rd)), and that for all u ∈ ∪∞r=−∞Br2,2(Ω)

it holds that (ξ(u))|Ω = u (the existence follows from Theorem 4.1 in Rychkov [32]) and by
K : R→ [0,∞) the function satisfying for all r ∈ R that

(5.22) Kr = ‖ξ‖L(Br2,2(Ω),Br2,2(Rd)) ∨ 1.

Next note that Remark 2 on page 87 in Runst & Sickel [31] (with s ← r, s0 ← r1, s1 ← r2,
θ ← s2, p ← 2, p0 ← 2, p1 ← 2, q ← 2, q0 ← 2, q1 ← 2) implies that for all r, r1, r2 ∈ R,
s1, s2 ∈ (0, 1), and all u ∈ Br

2,2(Ω) with s1 + s2 = 1, r1 6= r2, and with s1r1 + s2r2 = r it holds
that
(5.23)
‖u‖Br2,2(Ω) ≤ ‖ξu‖Br2,2(Rd) ≤ ‖ξu‖s1Br12,2(Rd)

· ‖ξu‖s2
B
r2
2,2(Rd)

≤ (Kr1‖u‖Br12,2(Ω))
s1 · (Kr2‖u‖Br22,2(Ω))

s2 .

Thus, the fact that for all r ∈ R it holds that Kr ≥ 1 ensures that for all r, r1, r2 ∈ R,
s1, s2 ∈ [0, 1], and all u ∈ Br

2,2(Ω) with s1 + s2 = 1 and with s1r1 + s2r2 = r it holds that

‖u‖Br2,2(Ω) ≤ (Kr1‖u‖Br12,2(Ω))
s1 · (Kr2‖u‖Br22,2(Ω))

s2 .(5.24)

This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.4. �

The next lemma establishes another interpolation result.

Lemma 5.5 (Another interpolation result). Assume the setting in Section 5.1, let r1, r2,
r̃1, r̃2, s1, s2 ∈ R satisfy that r2 < s1 ≤ r1 and that r̃2 = s2

r1−r2
s1−r2 − r̃1

r1−s1
s1−r2 then it holds for all

u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 that

(5.25) ‖u‖Hs1‖v‖Hs2 ≤
s1−r2
r1−r2Kr1‖u‖Hr1Kr̃2‖v‖Hr̃2 + r1−s1

r1−r2Kr2‖u‖Hr2Kr̃1‖v‖Hr̃1 .
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Proof. Note that it holds that r1
s1−r2
r1−r2 +r2

r1−s1
r1−r2 = s1 and thus (5.3) (with r ← s1, r1 ← r1,

r2 ← r2, s1 ← s1−r2
r1−r2 , and with s2 ← r1−s1

r1−r2 ) implies for all u ∈ Hr1 that

(5.26) ‖u‖Hs1 ≤ (Kr1‖u‖Hr1 )
s1−r2
r1−r2 (Kr2‖u‖Hr2 )

r1−s1
r1−r2 .

Furthermore, we get from the definition of r̃2 that

r̃1
r1 − s1

r1 − r2

+ r̃2
s1 − r2

r1 − r2

= r̃1
r1 − s1

r1 − r2

+

(
s2
r1 − r2

s1 − r2

− r̃1
r1 − s1

s1 − r2

)
s1 − r2

r1 − r2

= r̃1
r1 − s1

r1 − r2

+ s2 − r̃1
r1 − s1

r1 − r2

= s2.

(5.27)

Hence (5.3) (with r ← s2, r1 ← r̃1, r2 ← r̃2, s1 ← r1−s1
r1−r2 , and with s2 ← s1−r2

r1−r2 ) shows for all
v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 that

(5.28) ‖v‖Hs2 ≤ (Kr̃1‖v‖Hr̃1 )
r1−s1
r1−r2 (Kr̃2‖v‖Hr̃2 )

s1−r2
r1−r2 .

Combining (5.26), (5.28) together with the fact that ∀a, b ∈ (0,∞),∀t ∈ [0, 1] : atb1−t ≤ ta +
(1− t)b yields that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

‖v‖Hs2‖u‖Hs1 ≤ (Kr1‖u‖Hr1Kr̃2‖v‖Hr̃2 )
s1−r2
r1−r2 (Kr2‖u‖Hr2Kr̃1‖v‖Hr̃1 )

r1−s1
r1−r2

≤ s1−r2
r1−r2Kr1‖u‖Hr1Kr̃2‖v‖Hr̃2 + r1−s1

r1−r2Kr2‖u‖Hr2Kr̃1‖v‖Hr̃1
(5.29)

and this completes the proof of Lemma 5.5. �

The next lemma is a combination of the Hölder inequality and the Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 5.6. Let d ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ Rd be a Lipschitz set, let p ∈ [1,∞], let ε ∈ (0,∞), let
r1, r2 ∈ R satisfy that r1 ∧ r2 ≥ (0∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) + ε1{∞}(p) and that r1 + r2 ≥ d− d

p
+ ε1{0}((r1 ∧

r2)− d
2

+ d
p
). Then there exists a real number C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Br1

2,2(Ω) and all

v ∈ Br2
2,2(Ω) it holds that

(5.30) ‖uv‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖Br12,2(Ω)‖v‖Br22,2(Ω).

Proof. First note that we get from Hölder’s inequality that for all p1, p2 ∈ [1,∞] with
1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1
p
, for all u ∈ Lp1(Ω) and for all v ∈ Lp2(Ω) it holds that

‖uv‖Lp(Ω) ≤‖u‖Lp1 (Ω)‖v‖Lp2 (Ω).(5.31)

Combining this with the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel
[31] (applied with s← 0, s0 ← d

2
− d

p1
+ δ11{∞}(p1), p← p1, p0 ← 2, q ← 2, u← 2, and applied

with s← 0, s0 ← d
2
− d

p2
+δ21{∞}(p2), p← p2, p0 ← 2, q ← 2, u← 2) and Theorem 1 on page 32

(applied with s← d
2
− d

p1
+ δ11{∞}(p1), p← 2, q ← 2 and applied with s← d

2
− d

p2
+ δ21{∞}(p2),

p0 ← 2, q ← 2)) shows that for all δ1, δ2 ∈ (0,∞) and all p1, p2 ∈ [2,∞] with 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1
p

there exists a real number C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ B
d/2−d/p1+δ11{∞}(p1)

2,2 (Ω) and all

v ∈ Bd/2−d/p2+δ21{∞}(p2)

2,2 (Ω) it holds that

‖uv‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖
B
d/2−d/p1+δ11{∞}(p1)

2,2 (Ω)
‖v‖

B
d/2−d/p2+δ21{∞}(p2)

2,2 (Ω)
.(5.32)

We will now divide the proof into 4 cases.
1. case: r1 = 0∨ (d

2
− d

p
). Note that the assumption r1 ≥ (0∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) + ε1{∞}(p) then implies

that p 6= ∞. Moreover we get from the assumption r1 + r2 ≥ d− d
p

+ ε1{0}((r1 ∧ r2)− d
2

+ d
p
)

and from the assumption r1 ∧ r2 ≥ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) + ε1{∞}(p) that

r2 ≥ d− d
p

+ ε1{0}((r1 ∧ r2)− d
2

+ d
p
)− r1 ≥ d− d

p
− (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) + ε1{0}(r1 − d

2
+ d

p
)

= ((d− d
p
) ∧ d

2
) + ε1[2,∞](p) > ((d− d

p
) ∧ d

2
)− 1[1,2)(p).

(5.33)
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Therefore (5.32) (with p1 ← p∨2, 1
p2
← 1

p
− 1
p∨2

, δ1 ← 1, and with δ2 ← r2−((d− d
p
)∧ d

2
)+1[1,2)(p))

and the fact that for all s ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, s] there exists a real number C ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u ∈ Bs

2,2(Ω) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖Bs2,2(Ω) (see, e.g., the Proposition on page

29 in Runst & Sickel [31] ) shows that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Br1
2,2(Ω)

and all v ∈ Br2
2,2(Ω) it holds that

‖uv‖Lp(Ω)

≤ C1‖u‖
B
d/2−d/(p∨2)+1{∞}(p)
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
d/2−(d/p−d/(p∨2))+(r2−(d/2∧(d−d/p))+1[1,2)(p))1[2,∞](p)

2,2 (Ω)

= C1‖u‖Bd/2−((d/p)∧(d/2))
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
d/2−d/p+((d/p)∧(d/2))+(r2−((d/2)∧(d−d/p)))1[2,∞](p)

2,2 (Ω)

= C1‖u‖Bd/2−((d/p)∧(d/2))
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B

((d/2)∧(d−d/p))+(r2−((d/2)∧(d−d/p)))(1−1[1,2)(p))

2,2 (Ω)

= C1‖u‖B(d/2−d/p)∨0
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
r2−(r2−(d/2∧(d−d/p)))1[1,2)(p)

2,2 (Ω)
≤ C2‖u‖Br12,2(Ω)‖v‖Br22,2(Ω).

(5.34)

2. case: (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) < r1 < (d

2
∧ (d− d

p
)). In this case we get that

d
d
2
− r1

>
d

d
2
− (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
))

=
d

d
2
∧ d

p

= 2 ∨ p(5.35)

and that

1

p
−

d
2
− r1

d
<

1

p
−

d
2
− (d

2
∧ (d− d

p
))

d
=

1

p
−

(0 ∨ (d
p
− d

2
))

d
= (1

p
∧ 1

2
).(5.36)

Thus (5.32) (with p1 ← d
d
2
−r1

, 1
p2
← 1

p
−

d
2
−r1
d

, δ1 ← 1, and with δ2 ← 1), the fact that for all

s ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, s] there exists a real number C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bs
2,2(Ω)

it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖Bs2,2(Ω) (see, e.g., the Proposition on page 29 in Runst & Sickel

[31]), and the assumption r1 + r2 ≥ d − d
p

+ ε1{0}((r1 ∧ r2) − d
2

+ d
p
) ensure that there exist

C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Br1
2,2(Ω) and all v ∈ Br2

2,2(Ω) it holds that

‖uv‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C1‖u‖Bd/2−(d/2−r1)
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
d/2−(d/p−(d/2−r1))
2,2 (Ω)

= C1‖u‖Br12,2(Ω)‖v‖Bd−d/p−r12,2 (Ω)

≤ C2‖u‖Br12,2(Ω)‖v‖Br22,2(Ω).
(5.37)

3. case: r1 = d
2
∧ (d− d

p
). Note that the assumption r1 ≥ (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) + ε1{∞}(p) shows that

p 6=∞ and the assumption r1 + r2 ≥ d− d
p

+ ε1{0}((r1 ∧ r2)− d
2

+ d
p
) that

r2 ≥ d− d
p
− r1 + ε1{0}((r1 ∧ r2)− d

2
+ d

p
) = d− d

p
− (d

2
∧ (d− d

p
)) + ε1{0}((r1 ∧ r2)− d

2
+ d

p
)

≥ d− d
p
− d

2
+ ε1{0}(r2 − d

2
+ d

p
) = d

2
− d

p
+ ε1{0}(r2 − d

2
+ d

p
).

(5.38)

This implies that r2 >
d
2
− d

p
and hence it holds that

d
2
−r2
d

<
d
2
−( d

2
− d
p

)

d
= 1

p
. Furthermore we get

from r2 ≥ (0∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) + ε1{∞}(p) that

d
2
−r2
d
≤ 1

2
. Therefore (5.32) (with 1

p1
← 1

p
− (

d
2
−r2
d
∨ 1

2p
),

1
p2
←

d
2
−r2
d
∨ 1

2p
, δ1 ← 1, δ2 ← 1), the assumption that it holds that r2 ≥ (0∨(d

2
− d

p
))+ε1{∞}(p),

the fact that p 6= ∞, and the fact that for all s ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, s] there exists a real
number C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bs

2,2(Ω) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖Bs2,2(Ω) (see,

e.g., the Proposition on page 29 in Runst & Sickel [31]) yield that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞)
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such that for all u ∈ Br1
2,2(Ω) and all v ∈ Br2

2,2(Ω) it holds that

‖uv‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C1‖u‖Bd/2−(d/p−((d/2−r2)∨(d/(2p))))
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
d/2−((d/2−r2)∨(d/(2p)))
2,2 (Ω)

≤ C2‖u‖Bd/2−d/p+((d/2−(0∨(d/2−d/p)))∨(d/(2p)))
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
d/2−(d/2−r2)
2,2 (Ω)

= C2‖u‖Bd/2−d/p+(((d/p)∧(d/2))∨(d/(2p)))
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
d/2−(d/2−r2)
2,2 (Ω)

= C2‖u‖Bd/2−d/p+((d/p)∧(d/2))
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖Br22,2(Ω) = C2‖u‖Br12,2(Ω)‖v‖Br22,2(Ω).

(5.39)

4. case: r1 >
d
2
∧ (d− d

p
). Then it follows from (5.32) (with 1

p1
← 1

p
− 1

2∨p and with p2 ← 2∨ p),
the assumption that r1∧ r2 ≥ (0∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) + ε1{∞}(p), and from the fact that for all s ∈ R and

all t ∈ (−∞, s] there exists a real number C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bs
2,2(Ω) it holds that

‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖Bs2,2(Ω) (see, e.g., the Proposition on page 29 in Runst & Sickel [31]) that for

all δ1, δ2 ∈ (0,∞) satisfying that δ1 = r1−(d
2
∧(d− d

p
)) and that δ2 = r2−(0∨(d

2
− d

p
))+1[1,∞)(p)

there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Br1
2,2(Ω) and all v ∈ Br2

2,2(Ω) it holds that

‖uv‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C1‖u‖
B
d/2−(d/p−(d/2∧d/p))+δ11[2,∞](p)

2,2 (Ω)
‖v‖

B
d/2−((d/2)∧(d/p))+δ21{∞}(p)
2,2 (Ω)

= C1‖u‖
B

((d−d/p)∧(d/2))+δ11[2,∞](p)

2,2 (Ω)
‖v‖

B
(0∨(d/2−d/p))+(r2−(0∨(d/2−d/p)))1{∞}(p)
2,2 (Ω)

= C1‖u‖
B
r1−δ11[1,2)(p)

2,2 (Ω)
‖v‖

B
r2−(r2−(0∨(d/2−d/p)))1[1,∞)(p)

2,2 (Ω)
≤ C2‖u‖Br12,2(Ω)‖v‖Br22,2(Ω).

(5.40)

Combining the 4 cases then proves Lemma 5.6. �

The next corollary combines Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6.

Corollary 5.7 (Sobolev-Hölder inequality for the Lp-norm). Assume the setting in Section 5.1,
let p ∈ [1,∞], let ε ∈ (0,∞), let δ ∈ [0,∞), let α, β ∈ (N0)d, let r1, r2, r̃1, r̃2 ∈ R satisfy that

(5.41) 2r2 + 2r̃1 = |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p

+ 2δ + 2ε1{∞}(p),

that

(5.42) 2r1 + 2r̃2 ≥ 2r2 + 2r̃1 −
2δ · (2r1 − 2r2)

|α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
))− 2r2

+ ε1(0,∞)×[2,∞)((δ, p)),

that 2r1 > |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)), and that 2r2 ≤ |α|+ (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
))− ε1[1,2)(p). Then there exists

a real number C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

(5.43) ‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ).

Proof. First note that for all s1, s2, δ̃ ∈ R with r2 + r̃1 − s1 − s2 = δ̃ and with s1 6= r2 it
holds that

s2
r1 − r2

s1 − r2

− r̃1
r1 − s1

s1 − r2

= r̃1 + (r1 − r2)
( s2

s1 − r2

− r̃1

s1 − r2

)
= r̃1 + (r1 − r2)

(s1 + s2 − r̃1 − r2

s1 − r2

− 1
)

= r̃1 + r2 − r1 −
δ̃(r1 − r2)

s1 − r2

.

(5.44)

We will now divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case: δ = 0. Observe that it holds that d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p) >

d
2
− d

p
, that d

2
− d

2p
≥ d

2
− d

p
, that

d
2
− d

2p
≥ 0, and that d

2
− d

2p
> −ε1[1,2)(p). Hence we get that

|α|+ |β|+ d− d
p
−
(
(|α|+ d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) ∧ (2r1)

)
+ 2ε1{∞}(p)− |β|

≥ |α|+ d− d
p
− (|α|+ d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) + 2ε1{∞}(p) = d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)

≥ ((d
2
− d

p
) ∨ 0) + ε1{∞}(p),

(5.45)
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that

|α|+ |β|+ d− d
p
−
(
(|α|+ d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) ∧ (2r1)

)
+ 2ε1{∞}(p)− |β|

≥ |α|+ d− d
p
− (|α|+ d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) + 2ε1{∞}(p) = d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)

> d
2
− d

p
,

(5.46)

that (
(|α|+ d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) ∧ (2r1)

)
− |α| = (d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) ∧ (2r1 − |α|)

≥
(
((d

2
− d

p
) ∨ 0) + ε1{∞}(p)

)
∧ (2r1 − |α|)

= ((d
2
− d

p
) ∨ 0) +

(
(ε1{∞}(p)) ∧

(
2r1 − |α| − ((d

2
− d

p
) ∨ 0)

))
,

(5.47)

and from the assumption 2r1 > |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) that(

(|α|+ d
2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) ∧ (2r1)

)
− |α| = (d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) ∧ (2r1 − |α|) > d

2
− d

p
.(5.48)

Moreover, the assumption r2 ≤ |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
))− ε1[1,2)(p) implies that

r2 ≤ |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
))− ε1[1,2)(p) < |α|+ d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p).(5.49)

Therefore the assumption 2r1 > |α|+(0∨(d
2
− d
p
)), Lemma 5.6 (with r1 ← 2s1−|α|, r2 ← 2s2−|β|,

and with ε ← ε ∧
(
2r1 − |α| − ((d

2
− d

p
) ∨ 0)

)
), the fact that for all r ∈ R it holds that the

‖ · ‖Hr -norm is equivalent to the ‖ · ‖B2r
2,2(Ω)-norm on Hr, (5.44) (with δ̃ ← 0), the assumption

2r1 > |α|+(0∨(d
2
− d

p
)) ≥ 2r2, Lemma 5.5 (with r̃2 ← r̃1+r2−r1), the fact that for all r ∈ R and

all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Ht it holds that ‖u‖Ht ≤ C‖u‖Hr ,
and (5.42) show that for all s1, s2 ∈ R with 2s1 = ((|α|+ d

2
− d

2p
+ ε1{∞}(p)) ∧ (2r1)) and with

2s2 = |α| + |β| + d − d
p
− 2s1 + 2ε1{∞}(p) there exist C1, C2, C3, C4, C5 ∈ (0,∞) such that for

all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C1‖Dα

Rd
u‖

B
2s1−|α|
2,2 (Ω)

‖Dβ
Rd
v‖

B
2s2−|β|
2,2 (Ω)

≤ C2‖u‖B2s1
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B

2s2
2,2 (Ω)

≤ C3‖u‖Hs1‖v‖Hs2 ≤ C4(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃1+r2−r1
+ ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 )

≤ C5(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ).

(5.50)

2. case: δ > 0 and 2r2 < |α| + (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)). We hence get from the assumption 2r1 >

|α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) that there exists a real number ε̃ ∈

(
0, r1 − |α|2 − (0 ∨ (d

4
− d

2p
))
)

such that

−
(δ + ε1{∞}(p)− ε̃1[2,∞](p)− ε̃1{∞}(p)) · (2r1 − 2r2)

|α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) + 2ε̃1{∞}(p)− 2r2

≤ − δ · (2r1 − 2r2)

|α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
))− 2r2

+ ε1(0,∞)×[2,∞)((δ, p)).

(5.51)

Thus the fact that it holds that (0∨(d
2
− d
p
)) ≤ (d

2
∧(d− d

p
)), that (0∨(d

2
− d
p
))+(d

2
∧(d− d

p
)) = d− d

p
,

and that
(
(0∨(d

2
− d

p
)) = d

2
− d

p

)
⇔ (p ∈ [2,∞]), Lemma 5.6 (with r1 ← 2s1−|α|, r2 ← 2s2−|β|,

ε← ε̃), the fact that for all r ∈ R it holds that the ‖ · ‖Hr -norm is equivalent to the ‖ · ‖B2r
2,2(Ω)-

norm on Hr, (5.44) (with δ̃ ← δ + ε1{∞}(p) − ε̃1[2,∞](p) − ε̃1{∞}(p)), the fact that 2ε̃ <

2r1−|α|−(0∨(d
2
− d

p
)), Lemma 5.5 (with r̃2 ← r2+r̃1−r1−

(δ+ε1{∞}(p)−ε̃1[2,∞](p)−ε̃1{∞}(p))·(2r1−2r2)

|α|+(0∨( d
2
− d
p

))+2ε̃1{∞}(p)−2r2
),

the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
u ∈ Ht it holds that ‖u‖Ht ≤ C‖u‖Hr , (5.51), and (5.42) ensure that for all s1, s2 ∈ R with
2s1 = |α|+ (0∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) + 2ε̃1{∞}(p) and with 2s2 = |β|+ (d

2
∧ (d− d

p
)) + 2ε̃1[2,∞](p) there exist

C1, C2, C3, C4, C5 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C1‖Dα

Rd
u‖

B
2s1−|α|
2,2 (Ω)

‖Dβ
Rd
v‖

B
2s2−|β|
2,2 (Ω)

(5.52)
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≤ C2‖u‖B2s1
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B

2s2
2,2 (Ω)

≤ C3‖u‖Hs1‖v‖Hs2
≤ C4(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr2+r̃1−r1−(δ+ε1{∞}(p)−ε̃1[2,∞](p)−ε̃1{∞}(p))·(2r1−2r2)/(|α|+(0∨(d/2−d/p))+2ε̃1{∞}(p)−2r2)

+ ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 )

≤ C5(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ).

3. case: δ > 0 and 2r2 = |α1| + (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)). Note that it follows from the assumption

2r1 > |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) that there exists a real number ε̂ ∈

(
0, r1 − |α|2 − (0 ∨ (d

4
− d

2p
))
)

such

that

(5.53) r2 + r̃1 − r1 −
(δ + ε1{∞}(p)− 2ε̂) · (r1 − r2)

ε̂
≤ r̃2.

Moreover, the fact that it holds that (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) ≤ (d

2
∧ (d − d

p
)) and that (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) +

(d
2
∧ (d − d

p
)) = d − d

p
, Lemma 5.6 (with r1 ← 2s1 − |α|, r2 ← 2s2 − |β|, ε ← ε̂), the fact that

for all r ∈ R it holds that the ‖ · ‖Hr -norm is equivalent to the ‖ · ‖B2r
2,2(Ω)-norm on Hr, (5.44)

(with δ̃ ← δ + ε1{∞}(p) − 2ε̂), the fact that 2ε̂ < 2r1 − |α| − (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)), Lemma 5.5 (with

r̃2 ← r2 + r̃1 − r1 −
(δ+ε1{∞}(p)−2ε̂)·(r1−r2)

ε̂
), the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there

exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Ht it holds that ‖u‖Ht ≤ C‖u‖Hr , and (5.53) show
that for all s1, s2 ∈ R with 2s1 = |α|+ (0∨ (d

2
− d

p
)) + 2ε̂ and with 2s2 = |β|+ (d

2
∧ (d− d

p
)) + 2ε̂

there exist C1, C2, C3, C4, C5 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C1‖Dα

Rd
u‖

B
2s1−|α|
2,2 (Ω)

‖Dβ
Rd
v‖

B
2s2−|β|
2,2 (Ω)

≤ C2‖u‖B2s1
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B

2s2
2,2 (Ω)

≤ C3‖u‖Hs1‖v‖Hs2 ≤ C4(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr2+r̃1−r1−(δ+ε1{∞}(p)−2ε̂)·(r1−r2)/ε̂
+ ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 )

≤ C5(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ).

(5.54)

Combining the 3 cases then proves Corollary 5.7. �

The next lemma establishes a similar result as in Corollary 5.7 for positive Besov spaces. It
generalizes Lemma 1 on page 345 in Runst & Sickel [31].

Lemma 5.8 (Sobolev-Hölder inequality for positive Besov spaces). Assume the setting in
Section 5.1, let p ∈ (1,∞), let s ∈ (0,∞), let ε ∈ (0,∞), let δ ∈ [0,∞), let α, β ∈ (N0)d, let
r1, r2, r̃1, r̃2 ∈ R satisfy that

(5.55) 2r2 + 2r̃1 = 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p

+ 2δ,

that
(5.56)

2r1 + 2r̃2 ≥ 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p
−

2δ · (2r1 − 2s− |α| − (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)))

2s+ |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
))− 2r2

+ ε1(0,∞)×[2,∞)((δ, p)),

that 2r1 ≥ 2s+ |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)), that 2r̃1 ≥ 2s+ |β|+ (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
)), that r1 ≥ r2, that either

2r2 ≤ 2s + |α| + (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) or δ = 0, that either r1 > r2 or δ = 0 and that δ ∨ ((2r1 − 2s−

|α| − d
2

+ d
p
) · (2r̃1 − 2s − |β| − d

2
+ d

p
)) > 0. Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all

u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω) ≤ C(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ).(5.57)
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Proof. First observe that for all s1, s2, δ̃ ∈ R with r2 + r̃1 − s1 − s2 = δ̃ and with s1 6= r2

it holds that

s2
r1 − r2

s1 − r2

− r̃1
r1 − s1

s1 − r2

= r̃1 + (r1 − r2)
( s2

s1 − r2

− r̃1

s1 − r2

)
= r̃1 + (r1 − r2)

(s1 + s2 − r̃1 − r2

s1 − r2

− 1
)

= r̃1 + r2 − r1 −
δ̃(r1 − r2)

s1 − r2

.

(5.58)

In addition it follows from Theorem 4.1 in Rychkov [32] that there exists a

(5.59) ℰ : ∪ŝ∈R ∪p̂∈[1,∞]B
ŝ
p̂,2(Ω)→ ∪ŝ∈R ∪p̂∈[1,∞] B

ŝ
p̂,2(Rd)

such that for all ŝ ∈ R and all p̂ ∈ [1,∞] it holds that ℰ |Bŝp̂,2(Ω) is a linear and bounded

extension operator from B ŝ
p̂,2(Ω) to B ŝ

p̂,2(Rd). Moreover, we get from Lemma 1 on page 345
in Runst & Sickel [31] (with r1 ← q2, r2 ← q1, p1 ← p1, p2 ← p2, and q ← 2) and from the
Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel [31] and Theorem 1
on page 32) that for all qi, pi ∈ [2,∞] and all δi ∈ (0,∞), i ∈ {1, 2} with 1

p
= 1

p1
+ 1

q2
= 1

p2
+ 1

q1

there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bd/2+((2s−d/p1)∨(−d/q1+δ11{∞}(q1)))

2,2 (Ω) and all

v ∈ Bd/2+((2s−d/p2)∨(−d/q2+δ21∞(q2)))
2,2 (Ω) it holds that

‖uv‖B2s
p,2(Ω) = inf

z∈B2s
p,2(Rd),z|Ω=uv

‖z‖B2s
p,2(Rd)(5.60)

≤ inf
ũ∈B

d/2+((2s−d/p1)∨(−d/q1+δ11{∞}(q1)))

2,2 (Rd),ũ|Ω=u

inf
ṽ∈B

d/2+((2s−d/p2)∨(−d/q2+δ21{∞}(q2)))

2,2 (Rd),ṽ|Ω=u

‖ũ · ṽ‖B2s
p,2(Rd)

≤ inf
ũ∈B

d/2+((2s−d/p1)∨(−d/q1+δ11{∞}(q1)))

2,2 (Rd),ũ|Ω=u

inf
ṽ∈B

d/2+((2s−d/p2)∨(−d/q2+δ21{∞}(q2)))

2,2 (Rd),ṽ|Ω=u

C1

(
‖ũ‖B2s

p1,2
(Rd)‖ṽ‖Lq2 (Rd) + ‖ũ‖Lq1 (Rd)‖ṽ‖B2s

p2,2
(Rd)

)
≤ inf

ũ∈B
d/2+((2s−d/p1)∨(−d/q1+δ11{∞}(q1)))

2,2 (Ω),ũ|Ω=u

inf
ṽ∈B

d/2+((2s−d/p2)∨(−d/q2+δ21{∞}(q2)))

2,2 (Ω),ṽ|Ω=u

C2

(
‖ũ‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p1
2,2 (Rd)

‖ṽ‖
B
d/2−d/q2+δ21{∞}(q2)

2,2 (Rd)

+ ‖ũ‖
B
d/2−d/q1+δ11{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Rd)
‖ṽ‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p2
2,2 (Rd)

)
≤ C2

(
‖ℰu‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p1
2,2 (Rd)

‖ℰv‖
B
d/2−d/q2+δ21{∞}(q2)

2,2 (Rd)

+ ‖ℰu‖
B
d/2−d/q1+δ11{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Rd)
‖ℰv‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p2
2,2 (Rd)

)
≤ C3

(
‖u‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p1
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
d/2−d/q2+δ21{∞}(q2)

2,2 (Ω)

+ ‖u‖
B
d/2−d/q1+δ11{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω)
‖v‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p2
2,2 (Ω)

)
and this shows that for all qi, pi ∈ [2,∞] and all δi ∈ (0,∞), i ∈ {1, 2}, with 1

p
= 1

p1
+ 1
q2

= 1
p2

+ 1
q1

there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ H(s−d/(2p1))∨(−d/(2q1)+δ11{∞}(q1)) and all
v ∈ H(s−d/(2p2))∨(−d/(2q2)+δ21{∞}(q2)) it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω)

≤ C1(‖Dα
Rd
u‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p1
2,2 (Ω)

‖Dβ
Rd
v‖

B
d/2−d/q2+2δ21{∞}(q2)

2,2 (Ω)

+ ‖Dα
Rd
u‖

B
d/2−d/q1+2δ11{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω)
‖Dβ

Rd
v‖

B
2s+d/2−d/p2
2,2 (Ω)

)

≤ C2(‖u‖
B

2s+|α|+d/2−d/p1
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B
|β|+d/2−d/q2+2δ21{∞}(q2)

2,2 (Ω)
(5.61)

+ ‖u‖
B
|α|+d/2−d/q1+2δ11{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω)
‖v‖

B
2s+|β|+d/2−d/p2
2,2 (Ω)

)
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≤ C3(‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+d/4−d/(2p1)
‖v‖H|β|/2+d/4−d/(2q2)+δ21{∞}(q2)

+ ‖u‖H|α|/2+d/4−d/(2q1)+δ11{∞}(q1)
‖v‖Hs+|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p2)

).

We will now divide the proof into 5 cases.
1. case: δ = 0, r1 = r2. First observe that the assumption δ ∨ ((2r1 − 2s− |α| − d

2
+ d

p
) · (2r̃1 −

2s− |β| − d
2

+ d
p
)) > 0 ensures that

(5.62) 2r2 = 2r1 > 2s+ |α|+ d
2
− d

p

and that

(5.63) 2r̃1 > 2s+ |β|+ d
2
− d

p
.

Moreover, (5.55) the assumptions 2r̃1 ≥ 2s + |β| + (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)), and the assumptions 2r2 =

2r1 ≥ 2s+ |α|+(0∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) show that 2r2 = 2s+ |α|+ |β|+d− d

p
+2δ− r̃1 ≤ |α|+((d− d

p
)∧ d

2
)

and that 2r̃1 = 2s + |α| + |β| + d − d
p

+ 2δ − r2 ≤ |β| + ((d − d
p
) ∧ d

2
). Hence there exists

p̂1, p̂2 ∈ (p,∞) ∩ [2, 2p
(2−p)∨0

] such that

(5.64) s+ |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p̂1
= r2,

and that

(5.65) s+ |β|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p̂2
= r̃1.

Thus (5.61) (with p1 ← p̂1, p2 ← p̂2, 1
q1
← 1

p
− 1

p̂2
, and with 1

q2
← 1

p
− 1

p̂1
) and (5.55) yield that

there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr2 and all v ∈ Hr̃1 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω)

≤ C(‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+d/4−d/(2p̂1)
‖v‖H|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(2p̂1)

+ ‖u‖H|α|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(2p̂2)
‖v‖Hs+|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p̂2)

)

= C(‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hs+|α|/2+|β|/2+d/2−d/(2p)−r2
+ ‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+|β|/2+d/2−d/(2p)−r̃1

‖v‖Hr̃1 )

= 2C · ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 .

(5.66)

2. case: δ = 0, r1 > r2. Again the assumption δ∨((2r1−2s−|α|−d
2
+d
p
)·(2r̃1−2s−|β|−d

2
+d
p
)) > 0

verifies that

(5.67) 2r1 > 2s+ |α|+ d
2
− d

p

and that

(5.68) 2r̃1 > 2s+ |β|+ d
2
− d

p
.

In addition, (5.55) and the assumption 2r̃1 ≥ 2s+ |β|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) show that

(5.69) 2r2 = 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p

+ 2δ − r̃1 ≤ |α|+ ((d− d
p
) ∧ d

2
).

Therefore the assumption r1 > r2 and the assumption 2r1 ≥ 2s+ |α|+ (0∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) imply that

there exists a p̃1 ∈ (p,∞) ∩ [2, 2p
(2−p)∨0

] such that

(5.70) r2 < s+ |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p̃1
≤ r1.

Moreover, we get from the assumption r1 > r2, (5.55), the assumption 2r1 ≥ 2s + |α| + (0 ∨
(d

2
− d

p
)), and from (5.67) that it holds that

(5.71) r̃1 + r2 − r1 < r̃1,

that

2r̃1 + 2r2 − 2r1 = 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p
− 2r1 ≤ |β|+ ((d− d

p
) ∧ d

2
)(5.72)
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and that

2r̃1 + 2r2 − 2r1 = 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p
− 2r1 < |β|+ d

2
.(5.73)

Combining this with the assumption that 2r̃1 ≥ 2s+ |β|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) and (5.68) yields that

there exists a p̃2 ∈ [2,∞) such that p̃2 > p, that 1
p̃2
≥ 1

p
− 1

2
, and that

(5.74) r̃1 + r2 − r1 < s+ |β|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p̃2
≤ r̃1.

Thus (5.61) (with p1 ← p̃1, 1
q2
← 1

p
− 1

p̃1
, p2 ← p̃2, 1

q1
← 1

p
− 1

p̃2
), Lemma (5.5) (applied

with s1 ← s + |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p̃1
, s2 ← |β|

2
+ d

4
− d

2p
+ d

2p̃1
, r̃2 ← r̃1 + r2 − r1 and applied with

s1 ← s + |β|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p̃2
, s2 ← |α|

2
+ d

4
− d

2p
+ d

2p̃2
, r1 ← r̃1, r̃1 ← r1, r2 ← r̃1 + r2 − r1, r̃2 ← r2),

(5.58) (with δ̃ ← 0), (5.70), (5.74), (5.56), and the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r]
there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Ht it holds that ‖u‖Ht ≤ C‖u‖Hr yields that
there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω)

≤ C1

(
‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+d/4−d/(2p̃1)

‖v‖H|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(2p̃1)

+ ‖u‖H|α|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(2p̃2)
‖v‖Hs+|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p̃2)

)
≤ C2

(
‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃1+r2−r1

+ ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1
)
≤ C3

(
‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1

)
.

(5.75)

3. case δ > 0, 2r2 = 2s + |α| + (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)). Denote by q̃ ∈ [2 ∨ p, 2p

(2−p)∨0
] the real number

satisfying that

(5.76) q̃ = sup{q ∈ [2 ∨ p, 2p
(2−p)∨0

] : |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q
+ ( s

2
∧ δ) ≤ r2}.

Then it follows from 2r2 = 2s+ |α|+ (0∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) that q̃ is well defined and that q̃ > 2∨ p and

from the definition that

(5.77) |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q̃
+ ( s

2
∧ δ) ≤ r2.

Moreover, we obtain from |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q̃
+ s+ |β|

2
+ d

4
− d

2p
+ d

2q̃
= r̃1 + r2 − δ and from s+ |β|

2
+

d
4
− d

2p
+ d((2−p)∨0)

4p
= s+ |β|

2
+ (0 ∨ (d

4
− d

2p
)) ≤ r̃1 that

(5.78) s+ |β|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p
+ d

2q̃
≤ r̃1.

Therefore (5.61) (with p1 ← 2∨p, 1
q2
← 1

p
− 1

2∨p , 1
p2
← 1

p
− 1

q̃
, q1 ← q̃, δ1 ← ( s

2
∧ δ), and δ2 ← δ),

(5.77), (5.78), the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u ∈ Ht it holds that ‖u‖Ht ≤ C‖u‖Hr , the fact that 2r2 = 2s+ |α|+ (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
)),

and (5.55) verify that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr2 and all v ∈ Hr̃1

it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω)

≤ C1

(
‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+d/4−d/(4∨(2p))

‖v‖H|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(4∨(2p))+δ1[2,∞)(p)

+ ‖u‖H|α|/2+d/4−d/(2q̃)+((s/2)∧δ)1{∞}(q̃)
‖v‖Hs+|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(2q̃)

)
≤ C2

(
‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hs+|α|/2+|β|/2+d/2−d/(2p)−r2+δ1[2,∞)(p)

+ ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1
)

≤ C3

(
‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1

)
.

(5.79)

4. case δ > 0 and |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) < 2r2 < 2s+ |α|+ (0 ∨ (d

2
− d

p
)). First observe that there

exists an ε̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that

−
(δ − ε̃1[2,∞)(p))(r1 − r2)

s+ |α|
2

+ (0 ∨ (d
4
− d

2p
))− r2

≤ − δ(r1 − r2)

s+ |α|
2

+ (0 ∨ (d
4
− d

2p
))− r2

+ ε1[2,∞)(p).(5.80)
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Next denote by q̂ ∈ [2 ∨ p, 2p
(2−p)∨0

] the real number satisfying that

(5.81) q̂ = sup{q ∈ [2 ∨ p, 2p
(2−p)∨0

] : |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q
+ ((r2 − |α|2 − (0 ∨ (d

4
− d

2p
))) ∧ δ) ≤ r2}.

Then we get from 2r2 > |α|+ (0 ∨ (d
2
− d

p
)) that q̂ is well defined and from the definition that

(5.82) |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q̂
+ ((r2 − |α|2 − (0 ∨ (d

4
− d

2p
))) ∧ δ) ≤ r2.

Furthermore, the fact that |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q̂
+ s + |β|

2
+ d

4
− d

2p
+ d

2q̂
= r̃1 + r2 − δ and the fact that

s+ |β|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p
+ d((2−p)∨0)

4p
= s+ |β|

2
+ (0 ∨ (d

4
− d

2p
)) ≤ r̃1 ensure that

(5.83) s+ |β|
2

+ d
4
− d

2p
+ d

2q̂
≤ r̃1.

Hence (5.61) (with p1 ← 2 ∨ p, 1
q2
← 1

p
− 1

2∨p , 1
p2
← 1

p
− 1

q̂
, q1 ← q̂, and δ2 ← ε̃), Lemma (5.5)

(with s1 ← s+ |α|
2

+(0∨(d
4
− d

2p
)), s2 ← |β|

2
+(d

4
∧(d

2
− d

2p
))+ ε̃1[2,∞)(p), and r̃2 ← r), (5.58) (with

δ̃ ← δ − ε̃1[2,∞)(p)) (5.82), (5.83), the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a
C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Ht it holds that ‖u‖Ht ≤ C‖u‖Hr , (5.80) and (5.56) shows that

for all δ1 ∈
(
0, (r2− |α|2 −(0∨(d

4
− d

2p
)))∧δ

)
and all r ∈ R with r = r̃1+r2−r1−

(δ−ε̃1[2,∞)(p))(r1−r2)

s+
|α|
2

+(0∨( d
4
− d

2p
))−r2

there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω)

≤C1

(
‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+d/4−d/(4∨(2p))

‖v‖H|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(4∨(2p))+ε̃1[2,∞)(p)

+ ‖u‖H|α|/2+d/4−d/(2q̂)+δ11{∞}(q̂)
‖v‖Hs+|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(2q̂)

)
≤ C2

(
‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖r̃1 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1

)
≤ C3

(
‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1

)
.

(5.84)

5. case δ > 0 and 2r2 ≤ |α|+ (0∨ (d
2
− d

p
)). The Assumption s > 0 and p ∈ (1,∞) then ensure

that there exists a q∗ ∈ (2 ∨ p, 2p
(2−p)∨0

) such that

(5.85) |α|
2

+ (0 ∨ (d
4
− d

2p
)) < |α|

2
+ d

4
− d

2q∗
< s+ |α|

2
+ (0 ∨ (d

4
− d

2p
)).

Moreover, there exists an ε̃ ∈ (0,∞) such that

−
(δ − ε̃1[2,∞)(p))(r1 − r2)

s+ |α|
2

+ (0 ∨ (d
4
− d

2p
))− r2

≤ − δ(r1 − r2)

s+ |α|
2

+ (0 ∨ (d
4
− d

2p
))− r2

+ ε1[2,∞)(p).(5.86)

Combining (5.61) (with p1 ← 2 ∨ p, 1
q2
← 1

p
− 1

2∨p , 1
p2
← 1

p
− 1

q∗
, q1 ← q∗, and δ2 ← ε̃), Lemma

(5.5) (with s1 ← s+ |α|
2

+ (0∨ (d
4
− d

2p
)), s2 ← |β|

2
+ (d

4
∧ (d

2
− d

2p
)) + ε̃1[2,∞)(p), r̃2 ← r̃ and with

s1 ← s+ |α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q∗
, s2 ← |β|

2
+ d

4
− d

2p
+ d

2q∗
, r̃2 ← r̂), (5.58) (with δ̃ ← δ− ε̃1[2,∞)(p) and with

δ̃ ← δ), (5.85), the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u ∈ Ht it holds that ‖u‖Ht ≤ C‖u‖Hr , (5.86), and (5.56) show that for all r̃, r̂ ∈ R
with r̃ = r̃1 + r2− r1−

(δ−ε̃1[2,∞)(p))(r1−r2)

s+
|α|
2

+(0∨( d
4
− d

2p
))−r2

and with r̂ = r̃1 + r2− r1− δ(r1−r2)

s+
|α|
2

+ d
4
− d

2q∗−r2
there exist

C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω)

≤ C1

(
‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+d/4−d/(4∨(2p))

‖v‖H|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(4∨(2p))+ε̃1[2,∞)(p)

+ ‖u‖H|α|/2+d/4−d/(2q∗)‖v‖Hs+|β|/2+d/4−d/(2p)+d/(2q∗)

)
≤ C2

(
‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃ + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 + ‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̂ + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖r̃1

)
≤ C3

(
‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1

)
.

(5.87)

Combining the 4 cases then finishes the proof of Lemma 5.8. �
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The next corollary combines Corollary 5.7 and Lemma 5.8.

Corollary 5.9 (Sobolev-Hölder inequality for non-negative Besov spaces). Assume the setting
in Section 5.1, let p ∈ (1, 2], let s ∈ [0,∞), let ε ∈ (0,∞), let δ ∈ [0,∞), let α, β ∈ (N0)d, let
r1, r2, r̃1, r̃2 ∈ R satisfy that

(5.88) 2r2 + 2r̃1 = 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p

+ 2δ,

that

(5.89) 2r1 + 2r̃2 ≥ 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p
− 2δ · (2r1 − 2s− |α|)

2s+ |α| − 2r2

+ ε1(0,∞)×{2}((δ, p)),

that 2r1 ≥ 2s + |α|, that 2r̃1 ≥ 2s + |β|, that r1 ≥ r2, that either 2r2 ≤ 2s + |α| or δ = 0, that
either r1 > r2 or δ = 0 and that δ ∨ ((2r1 − 2s − |α| − d

2
+ d

p
) · (2r̃1 − 2s − |β| − d

2
+ d

p
)) > 0.

Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃1∨r̃2 it holds that

(5.90) ‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B2s

p,2(Ω) ≤ C(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 + ‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ).

Proof. First note that it follows from the Theorem on page 30 in Runst & Sickel [31],
from Proposition (iii) on page 14 in Runst & Sickel [31] and from p ≤ 2 that there exists a
C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Lp(Ω) it holds that

(5.91) ‖u‖B0
p,2(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖Lp(Ω).

We will now divide the proof into 4 cases.
1. case: s > 0. This follows directly from Lemma 5.8.
2. case: s = 0, 2r1 > |α|, ∃ε̃ ∈ (0, ε] : 2r2 ≤ |α| − ε̃1(1,2)(p). This follows from Corollary 5.7
(with ε← ε̃) and from (5.91).
3. case: s = 0, 2r1 ≤ |α|. Then the assumption 2r1 ≥ 2s + |α| ensures that 2r1 = |α|. In
addition δ∨ ((2r1−2s−|α|− d

2
+ d

p
) · (2r̃1−2s−|β|− d

2
+ d

p
)) > 0 yields that (p = 2)⇒ (δ > 0)

and thus (5.89) shows that

2r̃2 − |β| ≥ 2s+ |α|+ |β|+ d− d
p
− 2δ · (2r1 − 2s− |α|)

2s+ |α| − 2r2

+ ε1(0,∞)×{2}((δ, p))− 2r1 − |β|

= d− d
p

+ ε1{2}(p) > 0.

(5.92)

Therefore, (5.91), Lemma 5.6 (with r1 ← 0, r2 ← 2r̃2 − |β|, u ← Dα
Rd
u, and with v ← Dβ

Rd
v),

and the fact that for all r ∈ R it holds that the ‖ ·‖Hr -norm is equivalent to the ‖ ·‖B2r
2,2(Ω)-norm

on Hr imply that there exist C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃2

it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B0

p,2(Ω) ≤ C1‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖Lp(Ω)

≤C2(‖Dα
Rd
u‖

B
2r1−|α|
2,2 (Ω)

‖Dβ
Rd
v‖

B
2r̃2−|β|
2,2 (Ω)

) ≤ C3(‖u‖
B

2r1
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B

2r̃2
2,2 (Ω)

) ≤ C4(‖u‖Hr1‖v‖Hr̃2 ).

(5.93)

4. case: s = 0, ∀ε̃ ∈ (0, ε] : 2r2 > |α| − ε̃1(1,2)(p). The assumption then verifies that there

exists a ε̂ ∈ (0, ε] such that 2r2 ≥ |α| + ε̂1{2}(p) > |α| + d
2
− d

p
. Furthermore the assumption

δ∨ ((2r1−2s−|α|− d
2

+ d
p
) · (2r̃1−2s−|β|− d

2
+ d

p
)) > 0 assures that δ > 0 or 2r̃1 > |β|+ d

2
− d

p
.

Thus (5.91), Lemma 5.6 (with r1 ← 2r2 − |α|, r2 ← 2r̃1 − |β|, ε← min
(
({δ} ∩ (0,∞)) ∪ {1}

)
,

u← Dα
Rd
u, and with v ← Dβ

Rd
v), (5.88), and the fact that for all r ∈ R it holds that the ‖·‖Hr -

norm is equivalent to the ‖ · ‖B2r
2,2(Ω)-norm on Hr show that there exist C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞)
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such that for all u ∈ Hr1 and all v ∈ Hr̃2 it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖B0

p,2(Ω) ≤ C1‖(Dα
Rd
u)(Dβ

Rd
v)‖Lp(Ω)

≤ C2(‖Dα
Rd
u‖

B
2r2−|α|
2,2 (Ω)

‖Dβ
Rd
v‖

B
2r̃1−|β|
2,2 (Ω)

) ≤ C3(‖u‖
B

2r2
2,2 (Ω)

‖v‖
B

2r̃1
2,2 (Ω)

)

≤ C4(‖u‖Hr2‖v‖Hr̃1 ).

(5.94)

Combining the 4 cases then finishes the proof of Corollary 5.9. �

The next corollary is an implication of Corollary 5.9. It will be needed in the proof of
Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.6.

Corollary 5.10. Assume the setting in Section 5.1, let s, γ ∈ [0,∞), ε ∈ (0,∞), α ∈ Nd
0,

α1, α2 ∈ (0, 1/2), and let ϑ ∈ [1/2,∞) satisfy that |α| ≤ 1, that γ > d
4
− 1

2
, and that α1 ∨ α2 <

γ − d
4

+ 1
2
. Then there exist a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ Hγ it holds that

‖u2‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 (Ω) ≤ C‖u‖2

Hγ+ϑ
(5.95)

‖(Dα
Rd
u)u‖B2γ+2ϑ−1 ≤ C‖u‖Hγ‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1

(5.96)

‖uv‖B2γ
2,2(Ω) ≤ C‖u‖Hγ‖v‖Hγ+1/2−α2

,(5.97)

‖(Dα
Rd
u)v‖B2s

2,2(Ω) ≤

{
C‖u‖Hs/2+|α|/4+d/8

‖v‖Hs/2+|α|/4+d/8
if 4s < d− 2|α|

C‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|)‖v‖Hs+|α|/2+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|) if 4s ≥ d− 2|α| .(5.98)

Moreover if γ + ϑ− 1 ≥ 0 then it holds for all u ∈ Hγ that

(5.99) ‖(Dα
Rd
u)u‖B2γ+2ϑ−2

2,2 (Ω) ≤ C‖u‖2
Hγ+ϑ

and if 2γ − 1 ≥ 0 and |α| = 1 then it hold for all u, v ∈ Hγ that

(5.100) ‖(Dα
Rd
u)u− (Dα

Rd
v)v‖B2γ−1

2,2 (Ω) ≤ C(‖u‖Hγ + ‖v‖Hγ )‖u− v‖Hγ+1/2−α2
.

Proof. We will first proof (5.95). Therefore note that γ ∈ [0,∞) and ϑ ∈ [1/2,∞) imply
that 2γ + 2ϑ − 1 ≥ 0. Moreover, the assumption γ > d

4
− 1

2
yields that d

4
− 1

2
< γ < γ + ϑ.

Therefore Corollary 5.9 (with p ← 2, α ← 0, β ← 0, δ ← 0, s ← γ + ϑ − 1
2
, r1 ← γ + ϑ,

r̃1 ← γ+ϑ, r2 ← d
4
− 1

2
, r̃2 ← d

4
− 1

2
, u← u, v ← u) and the fact that d

4
− 1

2
< γ+ϑ yields that

there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hγ it holds that

(5.101) ‖u2‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 (Ω) ≤ C1‖u‖Hγ+ϑ

‖u‖Hd/4−1/2
≤ C2‖u‖2

Hγ+ϑ
.

Next we will show (5.96). Note that we get from the assumption α1 < 1/2 and and from the

assumption |α| ≤ 1 that γ + ϑ + 1
2
− α1 > (γ + ϑ − 1

2
) + |α|

2
. In addition it follows from

α1 < γ − d
4

+ 1
2
, from |α| ≤ 1, and from α1 <

1
2

that d
4
− 1 + |α|

2
+ α1 < γ < γ + ϑ + 1

2
− α1.

Hence, Corollary 5.9 (with p← 2, α← α, β ← 0, δ ← 0, s← γ + ϑ− 1
2
, r1 ← γ + ϑ+ 1

2
− α1,

r̃1 ← γ + ϑ + 1
2
− α1, r2 ← d

4
− 1 + |α|

2
+ α1, r̃2 ← d

4
− 1 + |α|

2
+ α1, u ← u, v ← u) and the

assumption α1 < γ− d
4

+ 1
2

establishes that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hγ

it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)u‖B2γ+2ϑ−1

2,2 (Ω) ≤ C1‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1
‖u‖Hd/4−1+|α|/2+α1

≤ C2‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1
‖u‖Hd/4−1/2+γ−d/4+1/2

= C2‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1
‖u‖Hγ .

(5.102)

Next we proof (5.97). Note that it holds that (2γ + 1 − 2α2) + (γ + d
4
− 1

2
+ α2) = 2γ + d

2
+

(γ− d
4

+ 1
2
−α2). Moreover, we have that 2γ + (2γ + 1− 2α2) = 2γ + d

2
+ (2γ− d

2
+ 1− 2α2). In

addition, the assumption α2 <
1
2

assures that 2γ+ 1− 2α2 > 2γ. Furthermore, the assumption

γ− d
4

+ 1
2
> α2 verifies that γ > γ

2
+ d

8
− 1

4
+ α2

2
. Thus Corollary 5.9 (with p← 2, α← 0, β ← 0,

δ ← γ
2
− d

8
+ 1

4
− α2

2
, ε← 2γ− d

2
+ 1−2α2, s← γ, r1 ← γ, r̃1 ← γ+ 1

2
−α2, r2 ← γ

2
+ d

8
− 1

4
+ α2

2
,
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r̃2 ← γ + 1
2
− α2) and the fact that γ > γ

2
+ d

8
− 1

4
+ α2

2
show that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞)

such that for all u, v ∈ Hγ it holds that

‖uv‖B2γ
2,2(Ω) ≤ C1(‖u‖Hγ‖v‖Hγ+1/2−α2

+ ‖u‖Hγ/2+d/8−1/4+α2/2
‖v‖Hγ+1/2−α2

)

≤ C2‖u‖Hγ‖v‖Hγ+1/2−α2
.

(5.103)

We will divide the proof of (5.98) into 2 cases.

1. case 4s ≥ d − 2|α|. We then get that 2(s + |α|
2

+ ε1{4s}(d − 2|α|)) + 2( s
2

+ |α|
4

+ d
8
) =

2s + |α| + d
2

+ (s − d
4

+ |α|
2

+ 2ε1{4s}(d − 2|α|)), that s + |α|
2

+ d
4
≤ 2s + |α|, and that s +

|α|
2

+ ε1{4s}(d− 2|α|) > s
2

+ |α|
4

+ d
8
. Therefore, Corollary 5.9 (with p← 2, α← α, β ← 0, δ ←

s
2
− d

8
+ |α|

4
+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|), ε← s− d

4
+ |α|

2
+2ε1{4s}(d−2|α|), s← s, r1 ← s+ |α|

2
+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|),

r̃1 ← s + |α|
2

+ ε1{4s}(d − 2|α|), r2 ← s
2

+ |α|
4

+ d
8
, r̃2 ← s

2
+ |α|

4
+ d

8
) and the fact that

s + |α|
2

+ ε1{4s}(d − 2|α|) > s
2

+ |α|
4

+ d
8

yield that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
u, v ∈ Hγ it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)v‖B2s

2,2(Ω)

≤ C1(‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|)‖v‖Hs/2+|α|/4+d/8
+ ‖v‖Hs+|α|/2+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|)‖u‖Hs/2+|α|/4+d/8

)

≤ C2‖u‖Hs+|α|/2+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|)‖v‖Hs+|α|/2+ε1{4s}(d−2|α|) .

(5.104)

2. case 4s < d − 2|α|. This shows that s
2

+ |α|
4

+ d
8
> s + |α|

2
and thus Corollary 5.9 (with

p ← 2, α ← α, β ← 0, δ ← 0, s ← s, r1 ← s
2

+ |α|
4

+ d
8
, r̃1 ← s

2
+ |α|

4
+ d

8
, r2 ← s

2
+ |α|

4
+ d

8
,

r̃2 ← s
2

+ |α|
4

+ d
8
) verifies that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ Hγ it holds

that

(5.105) ‖(Dα
Rd
u)v‖B2s

2,2(Ω) ≤ C1‖u‖Hs/2+|α|/4+d/8
‖v‖Hs/2+|α|/4+d/8

.

For the proof of (5.99) we assume that γ + ϑ− 1 ≥ 0. Observe that the assumption γ < d
4
− 1

2

and the assumption that |α| ≤ 1 ensure that d
2
− 2 + |α| < 2γ < 2γ + 2ϑ. Thus Corollary 5.9

(with p← 2, α← α, β ← 0, δ ← 0, s← γ + ϑ− 1, r1 ← γ + ϑ, r̃1 ← γ + ϑ, r2 ← d
4
− 1 + |α|

2
,

r̃2 ← d
4
− 1 + |α|

2
, u← u, v ← u) and the fact that d

2
− 2 + |α| < 2γ + 2ϑ imply that there exist

C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hγ it holds that

(5.106) ‖(Dα
Rd
u)u‖B2γ+2ϑ−2

2,2 (Ω) ≤ C1‖u‖Hγ+ϑ
‖u‖Hd/4−1+|α|/2 ≤ C2‖u‖Hγ+ϑ

‖u‖Hγ+ϑ
.

Next assume that 2γ−1 ≥ 0 and that |α| = 1. Then it holds that (2γ+1−2α2)+(γ+ d
4
− 1

2
+α2) =

(2γ − 1) + 1 + d
2

+ (γ − d
4

+ 1
2
− α2). Furthermore, we have that 2γ + (2γ + 1 − 2α2) =

(2γ − 1) + 1 + d
2

+ (2γ − d
2

+ 1 − 2α2). In addition, the assumption α2 < 1
2

verifies that

2γ + 1 − 2α2 > 2γ − 1. Moreover, it follows from the assumption γ − d
4

+ 1
2
> α2 that

γ > γ
2

+ d
8
− 1

4
+ α2

2
. Thus Corollary 5.9 (with p ← 2, α ← α, β ← 0, δ ← γ

2
− d

8
+ 1

4
− α2

2
,

ε← 2γ− d
2

+1−2α2, s← γ− 1
2
, r1 ← γ, r̃1 ← γ+ 1

2
−α2, r2 ← γ

2
+ d

8
− 1

4
+ α2

2
, r̃2 ← γ+ 1

2
−α2,

u← u, v ← u− v) and the fact that γ > γ
2

+ d
8
− 1

4
+ α2

2
show that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞)

such that for all u, v ∈ Hγ it holds that

‖(Dα
Rd
u)(u− v)‖B2γ−1

2,2 (Ω)

≤ C1(‖u‖Hγ‖u− v‖Hγ+1/2−α2
+ ‖u‖Hγ/2+d/8−1/4+α2/2

‖u− v‖Hγ+1/2−α2
)

≤ C2‖u‖Hγ‖u− v‖Hγ+1/2−α2
.

(5.107)

Furthermore, the assumption α2 <
1
2

ensures that 2γ+1−2α2 > (2γ−1)+1 and the assumption

α2 < γ + 1
2
− d

4
ensures that γ > d

4
− 1

2
+ α2. Therefore, Corollary 5.9 (with p ← 2, α ← 0,

β ← α, δ ← 0, s ← γ − 1
2
, r1 ← γ, r̃1 ← γ + 1

2
− α2, r2 ← d

4
− 1

2
+ α2, r̃2 ← d

4
, u ← v,

v ← u − v) and the fact that γ > d
4
− 1

2
+ α2 yield that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that
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for all u, v ∈ Hγ it holds that

‖v Dα
Rd

(u− v)‖B2γ−1
2,2 (Ω) ≤ C1(‖v‖Hγ‖u− v‖Hd/4 + ‖v‖Hd/4−1/2+α2

‖u− v‖Hγ+1/2−α2
)

≤ C2‖v‖Hγ‖u− v‖Hγ+1/2−α2
.

(5.108)

Combining (5.107) and (5.108) proves (5.100) and thus finishes the proof of Corollary 5.10. �

5.3. Estimates for Nemytskij operators on Besov spaces

In this subsection we establish bounds for Nemytskij operators. For a more detailed overview
on this subject we refer to Chapter 5 in Runst & Sickel [31].

Lemma 5.11 (Upper bound for the Slobodeckij semi-norm of Nemytskij operators). Let
d,m ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ R

d be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) ⊆ R
m, r ∈ [0,∞],

the ball satisfying that for all r ∈ [0,∞] it holds that B(r) = {y ∈ Rm : ‖y‖Rm ≤ r}, let
K ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [0,∞], q ∈ [2,∞], s ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈ (0, 1 − s), satisfy that pq ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p), let

b ∈ C1
Rd×Rm(Ω×Rm,R), K1 : [0,∞]×L0(Ω,Rm)→ [0,∞], satisfy that for all x ∈ Ω, y ∈ Rm,

r ∈ [0,∞], and all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖DRd×Rmb(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K(‖y‖Rm + 1)p and
that

(5.109) K1(r, u) =


1 if r = 0

‖u‖2r

B
d/2−d/(rq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ 1 if r ∈ (0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

if r =∞.

Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm), it holds that

(5.110)

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(y, u(y))|2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy ≤ C K1(p, u) · (‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1).

Proof. We will divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case p = 0. First note that we get from the assumption that for all x ∈ Ω and all
y ∈ Rm it holds that ‖DRd×Rmb(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K(‖y‖Rm + 1)p, from the fact that Ω is
bounded, from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25], and from the fact that for all r ∈ R and
all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that

‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm), that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm)

it holds that ∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(y, u(y))|2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

1

‖x−y‖2s+d
Rd

∣∣∣〈(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)

)
,

(x− y, u(x)− u(y)),
〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

∣∣∣2 dt dx dy

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)

)
‖2

(Rd×Rm)′

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

(5.111)

· (‖x− y‖2
Rd

+ ‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm) dt dx dy

≤ K2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

1

‖x− y‖2(s−1)+d

Rd

+
‖u(x)− u(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dt dx dy

≤ C1(1 + ‖u‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,Rm)) ≤ C2(1 + ‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)

= C2K1(0, u) · (‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1).

2. case p ∈ (0,∞). Note that we get from Hölder’s inequality, the fact that Ω is bounded, from
Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25], and from the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page
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31 in Runst & Sickel [31]) that for all δ ∈ (0, 1−s) and all q1, q2 ∈ (2,∞) with 1/q1 +1/q2 = 1/2
there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) and all v ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds
that ∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖2
Rm
‖v(x)− v(y)‖2

Rm
|

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖q1
Rm

‖x− y‖d−δq1
Rd

dx dy

)2/q1
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v(x)− v(y)‖q2
Rm

‖x− y‖q2/2(2s+d−(d−δq1)2/q1)

Rd

dx dy

)2/q2

≤
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖d−δq1
Rd

dy ‖u(x)‖q1
Rm

dx

)2/q1

·
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v(x)− v(y)‖q2
Rm

‖x− y‖q2s+dq2/2−dq2(1/2−1/q2)+δq2
Rd

dx dy

)2/q2

≤ C1

(∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖q1
Rm

dx
)2/q1

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v(x)− v(y)‖q2
Rm

‖x− y‖q2(s+δ)+d

Rd

dx dy

)2/q2

≤ C2‖u‖2
Lq1 (Ω,Rm)‖v‖2

Bs+δq2,q2
(Ω,Rm)

≤ C3‖u‖2
Lq1 (Ω,Rm)‖v‖2

B
s+δ+d/q1
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

.

(5.112)

In addition, it follows from Hölder’s inequality, the fact that Ω is bounded, and from the
Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., item (e) in the Theorem on page 327 in Triebel [34]) that for all
δ ∈ (0, 1− s) there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖2
Rm
‖v(x)− v(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy ≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖d−2δ
Rd

dx dy · sup
x,y∈Ω

‖v(x)− v(y)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+2δ
Rd

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖d−2δ
Rd

dy ‖u(x)‖2
Rm dx · ‖v‖2

Cs+δ(Ω,‖·‖Rm ) ≤ C‖u‖2
L2(Ω,Rm)‖v‖2

B
s+δ+d/2
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

.

(5.113)

Similar we obtain that from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] that for all δ ∈ (0, 1 − s) there
exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖2
Rm
‖v(x)− v(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ ‖u‖2
L∞(Ω,Rm)

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v(x)− v(y)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy ≤ C‖u‖2
L∞(Ω,Rm)‖v‖2

Bs2,2(Ω,Rm).

(5.114)

Combining (5.112) (with u ← u · ‖u‖p−1
Rm

), (5.113) (with u ← u · ‖u‖p−1
Rm

), (5.114) (with

u ← u · ‖u‖p−1
Rm

), the fact that pq ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p), and the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the
Theorem on page 31 and Theorem 1 on page 32 in Runst & Sickel [31]) verifies that there exist
C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖2p
Rm
‖v(x)− v(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C1‖u · ‖u‖p−1
Rm
‖2
Lq(Ω,Rm)‖v‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C2‖‖u‖pRm‖
2
Lq(Ω,R)‖v‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
(5.115)

≤ C3‖u‖2p
Lpq(Ω,Rm)‖v‖

2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C4‖u‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

‖v‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
.

Therefore we get from the assumption that for all x ∈ Ω and all y ∈ R
m it holds that

‖DRd×Rmb(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K(‖y‖Rm + 1)p, from (5.115), from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea
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[25], from the fact that q ≥ 2, from the fact that Ω is bounded, from the fact that for all r ∈ R
and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that
‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm), the fact that pq ≥ 2 ·1(0,∞)(p), and from the Sobolev inequality

(see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel [31]) that there exist C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(y, u(y))|2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy(5.116)

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

1

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

∣∣∣〈(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)

)
,

(x− y, u(x)− u(y))
〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

∣∣∣2 dt dx dy

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)

)
‖2

(Rd×Rm)′

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

· (‖x− y‖2
Rd

+ ‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm) dt dx dy

≤ K2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

(‖tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)‖Rm + 1)2p

‖x− y‖2(s−1)+d

Rd

+
‖u(x)− u(y)‖2

Rm
· (‖tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)‖Rm + 1)2p

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dt dx dy

≤ C1

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖2p
Rm

+ 1

‖x− y‖2(s−1)+d

Rd

+
‖u(x)− u(y)‖2

Rm
(‖u(x)‖2p

Rm
+ 1)

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C2(1 + ‖u‖2p
L2p(Ω,Rm) + ‖u‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ ‖u‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,Rm))

≤ C3(1 + ‖u‖2p
Lpq(Ω,Rm) + (‖u‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ 1)‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)

≤ C4(‖u‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ 1)(‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1)

= C4K1(p, u) · (‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1).

3. case p = ∞. Then, it follows from the fact that Ω is bounded, from Proposition 2.28 in
Mitrea [25], and from the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm) that there exist

C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(y, u(y))|2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

1

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

∣∣∣〈(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)

)
,

(x− y, u(x)− u(y))
〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

∣∣∣2 dt dx dy

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)

)
‖2

(Rd×Rm)′

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

· (‖x− y‖2
Rd

+ ‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm) dt dx dy(5.117)

≤ ‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )
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∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∫ 1

0

1

‖x− y‖2(s−1)+d

Rd

+
‖u(x)− u(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dt dx dy

≤ C1‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

(1 + ‖u‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,Rm))

≤ C2‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

(1 + ‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)

= C2K1(∞, u) · (‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1)

and this together with (5.111) and with (5.116) completes the poof of Lemma 5.11. �

The next lemma establish a bound on the L2-norm.

Lemma 5.12 (Upper bound for the L2-norm of Nemytskij operators). Let d,m ∈ N, let
Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) ⊆ Rm, r ∈ [0,∞], the ball satisfying
that for all r ∈ [0,∞] it holds that B(r) = {y ∈ Rm : ‖y‖Rm ≤ r}, let K ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [0,∞],
b ∈ C1

Rd×Rm(Ω×Rm,R), K2 : [0,∞]×L0(Ω,Rm)→ [0,∞], satisfy that for all x ∈ Ω, y ∈ Rm,
r ∈ [0,∞] and all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖DRd×Rmb(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K(‖y‖Rm + 1)p and
that

(5.118) K2(r, u) =


(
‖u‖2

L2(Ω,Rm) + ‖u‖2r+2

B
d/2−d/(2r+2)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
if r ∈ [0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

‖u‖2
L2(Ω,Rm) if r =∞.

Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm), it holds that∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))|2 dx ≤ C ·K2(p, u) + 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx.(5.119)

Proof. We will divide the proof into 2 cases
1. case p ∈ [0,∞). Then it follows from ‖DRd×Rmb(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K(‖y‖Rm + 1)p that for
all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

|b(x, u(x))|2 dx

=

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x)), (0, u(x))

〉
(Rd×Rm)′,(Rd×Rm)

dt+ b(x, 0)
∣∣∣2 dx(5.120)

≤ 2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

∥∥(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x))
∥∥

(Rd×Rm)′
‖u(x)‖Rm dt

∣∣∣2 + |b(x, 0)|2 dx

≤ 2K2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

(1 + t|u(x)|)p dt · ‖u(x)‖Rm
∣∣∣2 dx+ 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx.

Thus we derive from the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst &
Sickel [31]) that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))|2 dx ≤ 2p+1K2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

1 + tp‖u(x)‖pRm dt · ‖u(x)‖Rm
∣∣∣2 dx+ 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx

(5.121)

≤ 2p+1K2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣‖u(x)‖Rm +
‖u(x)‖p+1

Rm

p+1

∣∣∣2 dx+ 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx

≤ 2p+2K2

∫
Ω

‖u(x)‖2
Rm +

‖u(x)‖2p+2
Rm

(p+1)2 dx+ 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx

≤ C1

(
‖u‖2

L2(Ω,Rm) + ‖u‖2p+2
L2p+2(Ω,Rm)

)
+ 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx

≤ C2

(
‖u‖2

L2(Ω,Rm) + ‖u‖2p+2

B
d/2−d/(2p+2)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
+ 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx
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=C2 ·K2(p, u) + 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx.

2. case p =∞. Then it holds for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) that∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))|2 dx

=

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x)), (0, u(x))

〉
(Rd×Rm)′,(Rd×Rm)

dt+ b(x, 0)
∣∣∣2 dx

≤ 2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

∥∥(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x))
∥∥

(Rd×Rm)′
‖u(x)‖Rm dt

∣∣∣2 + |b(x, 0)|2 dx

≤ 2

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

‖DRd×Rmb‖C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )
‖u(x)‖Rm dt

∣∣∣2 + |b(x, 0)|2 dx(5.122)

= 2

∫
Ω

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

‖u(x)‖2
Rm dx+ 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx

= 2‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

‖u‖2
L2(Ω,Rm) + 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx

= 2 ·K2(∞, u) + 2

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx.

Combining the two cases finishes the proof of Lemma 5.12. �

As a direct consequence of Lemma 5.11 and Lemma 5.12 we get the next corollary.

Corollary 5.13 (Upper bound for the Besov-norm of Nemytskij operators). Let d,m ∈ N, let
Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) ⊆ Rm, r ∈ [0,∞], the ball satisfying
that for all r ∈ [0,∞] it holds that B(r) = {y ∈ Rm : ‖y‖Rm ≤ r}, let K ∈ (0,∞), s ∈ (0, 1),
ε ∈ (0, 1 − s), p ∈ [0,∞], q ∈ [2,∞], with pq ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p), let b ∈ C1

Rd×Rm(Ω × Rm,R),
K1, K2 : [0,∞] × L0(Ω,Rm) → [0,∞], satisfy that for all x ∈ Ω, y ∈ Rm, r ∈ [0,∞], and all
u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖DRd×Rmb(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K(‖y‖Rm + 1)p, that

(5.123) K1(r, u) =


1 if r = 0

‖u‖2r

B
d/2−d/(rq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ 1 if r ∈ (0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )
if r =∞,

and that

(5.124) K2(r, u) =


(
‖u‖2

L2(Ω,Rm) + ‖u‖2r+2

B
d/2−d/(2r+2)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
if r ∈ [0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

‖u‖2
L2(Ω,Rm) if r =∞.

Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ L0(Ω,Rm), it holds that
(5.125)

‖b(·, u(·))‖2
Bs2,2(Ω) ≤ C K1(p, u) · (‖u‖2

B
s+ε1[2,∞)(q)+d/q

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1) + C K2(p, u) + C

∫
Ω

|b(x, 0)|2 dx.

Proof. This Corollary follows directly from Lemma 5.11, Lemma 5.12, and from Proposi-
tion 2.28 in Mitrea [25]. �

The next lemma shows the Lipschitz continuity with respect to Slobodeckij semi-norms of
Nemytskij operators on bounded sets.

Lemma 5.14 (Lipschitz continuity wrt. Slobodeckij semi-norms of Nemytskij operators on
bounded sets). Let d,m ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ Rd be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) ⊆ Rm,
r ∈ [0,∞], the ball satisfying that for all r ∈ [0,∞] it holds that B(r) = {y ∈ Rm : ‖y‖Rm ≤ r},
let s ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈ (0, 1−s), p1, p2 ∈ [0,∞], q1, q2, q3, q4, q5 ∈ [2,∞], satisfy that 1/q1 +1/q2 +1/q3 =
1/q4 + 1/q5 = 1/2, that p1 q3 ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p1), and that p2 q5 ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p2), let K ∈ (0,∞),
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b ∈ C1,2
Rd×Rm(Ω × Rm,R), b′′2 ∈ C(Ω × Rm, L(Rm, (Rd × Rm)′)), K1 : [0,∞] × L0(Ω,Rm) ×

L0(Ω,Rm) → [0,∞], K2 : [0,∞] × L0(Ω,Rm) → [0,∞], satisfy that for all p ∈ [0,∞], x ∈ Ω,
y ∈ Rm, and all u1, u2 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

b′′2(x, y) =
(
DRm

(
R
m 3 z → DRd×Rmb(x, z) ∈ (Rd ×Rm)′

))
(y),(5.126)

that

(5.127) K1(p, u1, u2) =


1 if p = 0

1 +
∑2

i=1 ‖ui‖
2p

B
d/2−d/(pq3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
if p ∈ (0,∞)

‖b′′2‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u1‖L∞(Ω,Rm)∨‖u2‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))

if p =∞
,

that

(5.128) K2(p, u1) =


1 if p = 0

‖u1‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq5)+ε1{∞}(q5)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1 if p ∈ (0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u1‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

if p =∞
,

that

(5.129) ‖DRd×Rmb(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K · (1 + ‖y‖Rm)p2 ,

and that

(5.130) ‖b′′2(x, y)‖L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′) ≤ K · (1 + ‖y‖Rm)p1 .

Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫
Ω

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(x, ũ(x))− b(y, u(y)) + b(y, ũ(y))|2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
·K1(p1, u, ũ)

+ C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·K2(p2, ũ).

(5.131)

Proof. First denote by 1 ∈ C(Ω,Rm) the function satisfying for all x ∈ Ω that

1(x) = (1, 0, · · · , 0).(5.132)

Next note that Hölder’s inequality and the fact that Ω is bounded verify that for all q̃1, q̃2 ∈
(2,∞) and all t ∈ (s,∞) with 1/q̃1 + 1/q̃2 = 1/2 there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that all v1, v2 ∈
L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm
‖x− y‖2t

Rd

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

(5.133)

=

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2(d+2s−2t)/q̃1
Rd

‖v2(y)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2(d+2s−2t)/q̃2
Rd

dx dy

≤
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖q̃1
Rm

‖x− y‖d+2s−2t
Rd

dx dy
)2/q̃1

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v2(y)‖q̃2
Rm

‖x− y‖d+2s−2t
Rd

dx dy
)2/q̃2

=
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖d+2(s−t)
Rd

dy ‖v1(x)‖q̃1
Rm

dx
)2/q̃1

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖d+2(s−t)
Rd

dx ‖v2(y)‖q̃2
Rm

dy
)2/q̃2

≤ C‖v1‖2
Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm).
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In addition, it holds that for all t ∈ (s,∞) there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that all v1, v2 ∈
L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm
‖x− y‖2t

Rd

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy ≤ ‖v1‖2
L∞(Ω,Rm)

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖d+2(s−t)
Rd

dx ‖v2(y)‖2
Rm dy ≤ C‖v1‖2

L∞(Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2
L2(Ω,Rm).

(5.134)

Analogously it follows that for all q̃1, q̃2 ∈ [2,∞] and all t ∈ (s,∞) with 1/q̃1 + 1/q̃2 = 1/2 there
exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that all v1, v2 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(x)‖2

Rm
‖x− y‖2t

Rd

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy ≤ C‖v1‖2
Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm).(5.135)

Moreover, Hölder’s inequality, the fact that Ω is bounded, Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25], and
the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel [31]) imply that
for all q̃1, q̃2, q̃3 ∈ [2,∞) with 1/q̃1 + 1/q̃2 + 1/q̃3 = 1/2 there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for
all v1, v2, v3 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm
‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

(5.136)

=

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖(d−εq̃1/2)2/q̃1
Rd

‖v2(y)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖(d−εq̃2/2)2/q̃2
Rd

· ‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d−(d−εq̃1/2)2/q̃1−(d−εq̃2/2)2/q̃2
Rd

dx dy

≤
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖q̃1
Rm

‖x− y‖d−εq̃1/2
Rd

dx dy
)2/q̃1

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v2(y)‖q̃2
Rm

‖x− y‖d−εq̃2/2
Rd

dx dy
)2/q̃2

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖q̃3
Rm

‖x− y‖(2s+d−(d−εq̃1/2)2/q̃1−(d−εq̃2/2)2/q̃2)q̃3/2

Rd

dx dy
)2/q̃3

≤
(∫

Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖d−εq̃1/2
Rd

dy ‖v1(x)‖q̃1
Rm

dx
)2/q̃1

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖d−εq̃2/2
Rd

dx ‖v2(y)‖q̃2
Rm

dy
)2/q̃2

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖q̃3
Rm

‖x− y‖(2s+d(1−2/q̃1−2/q̃2)+2ε)q̃3/2

Rd

dx dy
)2/q̃3

≤ C1‖v1‖2
Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖q̃3
Rm

‖x− y‖q̃3(s+ε)+d

Rd

dx dy
)2/q̃3

≤ C2‖v1‖2
Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2
Bs+εq̃3,q̃3

(Ω,Rm)

≤ C3‖v1‖2
Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

.

Analogously to (5.136) and to (5.112) it follows that for all q̃2, q̃3 ∈ (2,∞) with 1/q̃2 + 1/q̃3 = 1/2

there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all v1, v2, v3 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm
‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ ‖v1‖2
L∞(Ω,Rm)

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v2(y)‖2
Rm
‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C‖v1‖2
L∞(Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

.

(5.137)
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In addition, we get from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all v1, v2, v3 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm
‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ ‖v1‖2
L∞(Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

L∞(Ω,Rm)

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C‖v1‖2
L∞(Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

L∞(Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,Rm).

(5.138)

Finally observe, that (5.133), (5.134) (with t ← s + ε) and the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g.,
item (e) in the Theorem on page 327 in Triebel [34]) show that for all q̃1, q̃2 ∈ [2,∞] with
1/q̃1 + 1/q̃2 = 1/2 there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all v1, v2, v3 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm
‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤
∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖d−2ε
Rd

dx dy · sup
x,y∈Ω

‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+2ε
Rd

(5.139)

≤ C‖v1‖2
Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm) · ‖v3‖2
Cs+ε(Ω,‖·‖Rm )

≤ C‖v1‖2
Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2

B
s+ε+d/2
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

.

Combining (5.136) (with v1 ← v1‖v1‖p−1
Rm

), (5.137) (with v1 ← v1‖v1‖p−1
Rm

), (5.138) (with v1 ←
v1‖v1‖p−1

Rm
), (5.139) (with v1 ← v1‖v1‖p−1

Rm
), and the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on

page 31 and Theorem 1 on page 32 in Runst & Sickel [31]) yields that for all p ∈ (0,∞) and all
q̃1, q̃2, q̃3 ∈ [2,∞] with 1/q̃1 +1/q̃2 +1/q̃3 = 1/2 and with p · q̃1 ≥ 2 there exist C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all v1, v2, v3 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2p
Rm
‖v2(y)‖2

Rm
‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C1

∥∥v1 · ‖v1‖p−1
Rm

∥∥2

Lq̃1 (Ω,Rm)
‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C2

∥∥‖v1‖pRm
∥∥2

Lq̃1 (Ω,R)
‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C3‖v1‖2p

Lpq̃1 (Ω,Rm)
‖v2‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)‖v3‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C4‖v1‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq̃1)+ε1{∞}(q̃1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖v2‖2

B
d/2−d/q̃2+ε1{∞}(q̃2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

· ‖v3‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
.

(5.140)

Analogously it follows that for all p ∈ (0,∞) and all q̃1, q̃2, q̃3 ∈ [2,∞] with 1/q̃1 + 1/q̃2 + 1/q̃3 = 1/2

and with p · q̃1 ≥ 2 there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all v1, v2, v3 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds
that ∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖v1(x)‖2p
Rm
‖v2(x)‖2

Rm
‖v3(x)− v3(y)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C‖v1‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq̃1)+ε1{∞}(q̃1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖v2‖2

B
d/2−d/q̃2+ε1{∞}(q̃2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
(5.141)

· ‖v3‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
.

Next note that for all x, y ∈ Ω and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

b(x, u(x))− b(y, u(y))− b(x, ũ(x)) + b(y, ũ(y))

(5.142)
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=

∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tu(x) + (1− t)u(y)

)
,(

x− y, u(x)− u(y)
)〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt

−
∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,(

x− y, ũ(x)− ũ(y)
)〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)
(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
,
(
x− y, u(x)− u(y)

)〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ dt

+

∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,(

0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)
)〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt.

We will now estimate the first term. Therefore we divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case p1 = 0. The assumption (5.130) implies that for all x, y ∈ Ω and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm)
it holds that

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)(5.143)

(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
,
(
x− y, u(x)− u(y)

)〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ dt

≤
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∥∥∥b′′2(tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x)

+ (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)
)∥∥∥

L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′

·
∥∥t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

∥∥
Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm dλ dt

≤
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

K dλ ·
(
t‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + (1− t)‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm dt

= K ·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm

∫ 1

0

(
t‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + (1− t)‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)
dt

= K
2
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)
.

We thus get from (5.143), (5.135) (with v1 ← u − ũ, v2 ← 1, q̃1 ← 2, q̃2 ← ∞, and with
t ← 1), from (5.140) (with p ← 1, v1 ← u − ũ, v2 ← 1, v3 ← u, q̃1 ← q1, and with q̃2 ← ∞),
from the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm), and from the fact that

q̃3 ≤ q2 that for all q̃3 ∈ [2,∞] with 1/q1 + 1/q̃3 = 1/2 there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)(5.144)

(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
, (x− y, u(x)− u(y))

〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ dt

∣∣∣∣2
1

‖x−y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy
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≤ K2

4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖(x− y, u(x)− u(y))‖2
Rd×Rm

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ K2

2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖x− y‖2
Rd

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
+ ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm

)
‖x− y‖2s+d

Rd

dx dy

+ K2

2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
+ ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm

)
‖x− y‖2s+d

Rd

dx dy

= K2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖x− y‖2
Rd
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

+K2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C1‖u− ũ‖2
L2(Ω,Rm) + C1‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)

= C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
·K1(0, u, ũ).

2. case p1 ∈ (0,∞). We then get from the assumption (5.130) that for all x, y ∈ Ω, t ∈ [0, 1]
and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)(5.145)

(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
,
(
x− y, u(x)− u(y)

)〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ

≤
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥b′′2(tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y)

+ (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)
)∥∥∥

L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′)

·
∥∥t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

∥∥
Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm dλ

≤
∫ 1

0

K
(
1 +

∥∥λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)
∥∥
Rm

)p1 dλ

·
∥∥t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

∥∥
Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm

≤
∫ 1

0

5p1 ·K
(
1 + λp1tp1‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ λp1(1− t)p1‖u(y)‖p1

Rm

+ (1− λ)p1tp1‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
+ (1− λ)p1(1− t)p1‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm

)
dλ

·
∥∥t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

∥∥
Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm

= 5p1
p1+1
·K
(
p1 + 1 + tp1‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ (1− t)p1‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ tp1‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
+ (1− t)p1‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm

)
·
∥∥t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

∥∥
Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm .

In addition, it holds for all x, y ∈ Ω and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) that∫ 1

0

(
p1 + 1 + tp1‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ (1− t)p1‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ tp1‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
+ (1− t)p1‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm

)
·
∥∥t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

∥∥
Rm

dt

≤
∫ 1

0

t(p1 + 1) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + (1− t)(p1 + 1) · ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm dt
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+

∫ 1

0

tp1+1(‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt

+

∫ 1

0

(1− t)tp1(‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm dt

+

∫ 1

0

(1− t)p1t(‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt

+

∫ 1

0

(1− t)p1+1(‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm dt

(5.146)

= (p1+1)
2
· (‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm)

+ 1
p1+2

(‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm

+ 1
(p1+1)(p1+2)

(‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

+ 1
(p1+1)(p1+2)

(‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm

+ 1
p1+2

(‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm .

Furthermore it follows from (5.135) (with v1 ← u − ũ, v2 ← 1, q̃1 ← 2, q̃2 ← ∞, and with
t ← 1), (5.140) (with p ← 1, v1 ← u − ũ, v2 ← 1, v3 ← u, q̃1 ← q1, and with q̃2 ← ∞),
from the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm), and from the fact that

q̃3 ≤ q2 that for all q̃3 ∈ [2,∞] with 1/q1 + 1/q̃3 = 1/2 there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖(x− y, u(x)− u(y))‖2
Rd×Rm

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy(5.147)

≤ 2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖x− y‖2
Rd

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
+ ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm

)
‖x− y‖2s+d

Rd

dx dy

+ 2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
+ ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm

)
‖x− y‖2s+d

Rd

dx dy

= 4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖x− y‖2
Rd
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

+ 4

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C1‖u− ũ‖2
L2(Ω,Rm) + C1‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
.

Moreover, we obtain from (5.135) (with v1 ← u · ‖u‖p1−1
Rm

resp. ũ · ‖ũ‖p1−1
Rm

, v2 ← u− ũ, q̃1 ← q3,
and with t ← 1) and from (5.141) (with p ← p1, v1 ← u resp. ũ, v2 ← u − ũ, v3 ← u,
q̃1 ← q3, q̃2 ← q1, and with q̃3 ← q2), that for all q̃2 ∈ [2,∞] with 1/q̃2 + 1/q3 = 1/2 there exist
C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
)2 · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥2

Rd×Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

(5.148)

≤ 2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(‖u(x)‖2p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖2p1

Rm
) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
· ‖x− y‖2

Rd

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy
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+ 2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(‖u(x)‖2p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖2p1

Rm
) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
·
∥∥u(x)− u(y)

∥∥2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C1(‖u · ‖u‖p1−1
Rm
‖2
Lq3 (Ω,Rm) + ‖ũ · ‖ũ‖p1−1

Rm
‖2
Lq3 (Ω,Rm)) · ‖u− ũ‖2

Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)

+ C1

(
‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C2(‖u‖2p1

Lp1q3 (Ω,Rm) + ‖ũ‖2p1

Lp1q3 (Ω,Rm)) · ‖u− ũ‖
2
Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)

+ C1

(
‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
.

Thus the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 and Theorem 1 on page 32 in
Runst & Sickel [31]), the fact that q̃2 ≤ q1, and the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r]
there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤
C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm) shows that for all q̃2 ∈ [2,∞] with 1/q3 + 1/q̃2 = 1/2 there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞)

such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
)2 · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥2

Rd×Rm dx dy

≤ C1(‖u‖2p1

Lp1q3 (Ω,Rm) + ‖ũ‖2p1

Lp1q3 (Ω,Rm)) · ‖u− ũ‖
2
Lq̃2 (Ω,Rm)

+ C1

(
‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C2(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)(5.149)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q̃2+ε1{∞}(q̃2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ C2(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
) · ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

· ‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

≤ C3(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·
(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
.

Analogously it follows that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds
that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(‖u(x)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(x)‖p1

Rm
)2 · ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥2

Rd×Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

(5.150)

≤ C(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·
(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
,
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that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm
)2 · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥2

Rd×Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

(5.151)

≤ C(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·
(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
,

and that∫
Ω

∫
Ω

(‖u(y)‖p1

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖p1

Rm
) · ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥2

Rd×Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy(5.152)

≤ C(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·
(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
.

Combining (5.145), (5.146), (5.147), (5.149), (5.150), (5.151), and (5.152) establishes that there
exist a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)(5.153)

(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
, (x− y, u(x)− u(y))

〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ dt

∣∣∣∣2
· 1

‖x−y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)

+ C(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

) · ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·
(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)

= C(‖u‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ ‖ũ‖2p1

B
d/2−d/(p1q3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·
(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)

= C‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
·K1(p1, u, ũ).

3. case p1 = ∞. We then get that for all x, y ∈ Ω, R ∈ [0,∞], and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) with
‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm) ∨ ‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm) ≤ R it holds that

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)(5.154)

(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
,
(
x− y, u(x)− u(y)

)〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ dt

≤
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∥∥∥b′′2(tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x)

+ (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)
)∥∥∥

L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′)
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·
∥∥t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

∥∥
Rm
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm dλ dt

≤
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

‖b′′2‖C(Ω×B(R),‖·‖
L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))

dλ ·
(
t‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + (1− t)‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)
·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm dt

= ‖b′′2‖C(Ω×B(R),‖·‖
L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))

·
∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))

∥∥
Rd×Rm∫ 1

0

(
t‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + (1− t)‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)
dt

= 1/2‖b′′2‖C(Ω×(−R,R),‖·‖
L(Rm,(Rd×R)′))

∥∥(x− y, u(x)− u(y))
∥∥
Rd×Rm

·
(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)
.

Hence, (5.154), (5.135) (with v1 ← u − ũ, v2 ← 1, q̃1 ← 2, q̃2 ← ∞, t ← 1), (5.140) (with
p ← 1, v1 ← u − ũ, v2 ← 1, v3 ← u, q̃1 ← q1, q̃2 ← ∞), the fact that for all r ∈ R and
all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that
‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm) and the fact that q̃3 ≤ q2 assures that for all q̃3 ∈ [2,∞] with
1/q1 + 1/q̃3 = 1/2 there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all R ∈ [0,∞] and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm)
with ‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm) ∨ ‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm) = R it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)(5.155)

(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
, (x− y, u(x)− u(y))

〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ dt

∣∣∣∣2
· 1

‖x−y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ 1/4‖b′′2‖2
C(Ω×B(R),‖·‖

L(Rm,(Rd×R)′))∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖(x− y, u(x)− u(y))‖2
Rd×Rm

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm + ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖Rm

)2

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ 1/2‖b′′2‖2
C(Ω×B(R),‖·‖

L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖x− y‖2
Rd

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
+ ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm

)
‖x− y‖2s+d

Rd

dx dy

+

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm

(
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm
+ ‖u(y)− ũ(y)‖2

Rm

)
‖x− y‖2s+d

Rd

dx dy

)
= ‖b′′2‖2

C(Ω×B(R),‖·‖
L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))

(∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖x− y‖2
Rd
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

+

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− u(y)‖2
Rm
‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

)
≤ C1‖b′′2‖2

C(Ω×B(R),‖·‖
L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))

(
‖u− ũ‖2

L2(Ω,Rm)

+ ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q̃3+ε1(2,∞](q̃3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
≤ C2‖b′′2‖2

C(Ω×B(R),‖·‖
L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))

‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

·
(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
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= C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
·K1(∞, u, ũ).

Combining the 3 cases (5.144), (5.153), and (5.155) proves that there exist a C ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
b′′2
(
tx+ (1− t)y, λtu(x) + λ(1− t)u(y) + (1− λ)tũ(x) + (1− λ)(1− t)ũ(y)

)(5.156)

·
(
t(u(x)− ũ(x)) + (1− t)(u(y)− ũ(y))

)
, (x− y, u(x)− u(y))

〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dλ dt

∣∣∣∣2
· 1

‖x−y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
·K1(p1, u, ũ)

and this finishes the estimation of the first term in (5.142). Next we will estimate the 2nd term
in (5.142). Therefore we will again divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case p2 = 0. Note that assumption (5.129) verifies that for all x, y ∈ Ω and all u, ũ ∈
L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,(

0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)
)〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt

≤
∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
‖(Rd×Rm)′(5.157)

· ‖(0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y))‖Rd×Rm dt

≤
∫ 1

0

K · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)‖Rm dt = K · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖Rm .

Hence we derive from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] and from the fact that for all r ∈ R
and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds
that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm) that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈
L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,

(
0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)

)〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dt
∣∣∣2 dx dy

≤ K2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy(5.158)

≤ C1‖u− ũ‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

= C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·K2(0, ũ).

2. case p2 ∈ (0,∞). Assumption (5.129) yields that for all x, y ∈ Ω and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm)
it holds that∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,(

0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)
)〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt

≤
∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
‖(Rd×Rm)′
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· ‖(0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y))‖Rd×Rm dt(5.159)

≤
∫ 1

0

K(1 + ‖tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)‖Rm)p2 · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)‖Rm dt

≤
∫ 1

0

3p2K(1 + ‖tũ(x)‖p2

Rm
+ ‖(1− t)ũ(y)‖p2

Rm
) dt ‖u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)‖Rm

= 3p2
p2+1

K(p2 + 1 + ‖ũ(x)‖p2

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖p2

Rm
)‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖Rm .

Moreover, we obtain from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] and from the fact that for all r ∈ R
and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds
that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm) that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈
L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy ≤ C1‖u− ũ‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,Rm)

≤ C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
.

(5.160)

In addition, (5.140) (with v1 ← ũ, v2 ← 1, v3 ← u − ũ, p ← p2, q̃1 ← q5, q̃2 ← ∞, q̃3 ← q4)
implies that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

(‖ũ(x)‖2p2

Rm
+ ‖ũ(y)‖2p2

Rm
)‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

= 2

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖ũ(x)‖2p2

Rm
‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖2

Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C‖ũ‖2p2

B
d/2−d/(p2q5)+ε1{∞}(q5)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
.

(5.161)

Combining (5.159), (5.160), and (5.161) thus ensures that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,(

0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)
)〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt
∣∣2 dx dy

≤ C‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖ũ‖2p2

B
d/2−d/(p2q5)+ε1{∞}(q5)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)(5.162)

= C‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·K2(p2, ũ).

3. case p2 =∞. Note that we have for all x, y ∈ Ω and all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) that∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,(

0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)
)〉

(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt

≤
∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)
(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
‖(Rd×Rm)′

· ‖(0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y))‖Rd×Rm dt

≤ ‖DRd×Rmb‖C(Ω×B(‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

∫ 1

0

‖u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)‖Rm dt

= ‖DRd×Rmb‖C(Ω×B(‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )
· ‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖Rm .

(5.163)

Therefore Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] and the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there
exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm)
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establish that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,

(
0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)

)〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dt
∣∣∣2 dx dy

≤ ‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

‖u(x)− ũ(x)− (u(y)− ũ(y))‖2
Rm

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

dx dy

≤ C1‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

‖u− ũ‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,Rm)

≤ C2‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

= C2‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·K2(∞, ũ).

(5.164)

Combining the 3 cases (5.158), (5.162), and (5.164) shows that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫

Ω

∫
Ω

1

‖x− y‖2s+d
Rd

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈
(DRd×Rmb)

(
tx+ (1− t)y, tũ(x) + (1− t)ũ(y)

)
,

(
0, u(x)− ũ(x)− u(y) + ũ(y)

)〉
(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm

dt
∣∣∣2 dx dy

≤ C‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·K2(p2, ũ).

(5.165)

Thus (5.142), (5.156), and (5.165) finishes the proof of Lemma 5.14. �

The next lemma shows the Lipschitz continuity of Nemytskij operators on bounded sets in
the L2-norm.

Lemma 5.15 (Lipschitz continuity wrt. the L2-norm of Nemytskij opertors on bounded
sets). Let d,m ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ R

d be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) ⊆ R
m,

r ∈ [0,∞], the ball satisfying that for all r ∈ [0,∞] it holds that B(r) = {y ∈ Rm : ‖y‖Rm ≤
r}, let ε ∈ (0,∞), p ∈ [0,∞], q ∈ [2,∞], satisfy that p q ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p), let K ∈ (0,∞),

b ∈ C1
Rd×Rm(Ω × Rm,R), K1 : [0,∞] × L0(Ω,Rm) × L0(Ω,Rm) → [0,∞], satisfy that for all

r ∈ [0,∞], x ∈ Ω, y ∈ Rm, and all u1, u2 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

(5.166) K1(r, u1, u2) =


1 if r = 0

1 +
∑2

i=1 ‖ui‖2r

B
d/2−d/(rq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

if r ∈ (0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)∨‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

if r =∞

and that

(5.167) ‖(DRd×Rmb)(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K · (1 + ‖y‖Rm)p.

Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(x, ũ(x))|2 dx ≤ C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/q+ε1{2}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

K1(p, u, ũ).(5.168)

Proof. We will divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case p = 0. We thus get from (5.167) and from the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r]
there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤
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C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm) that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(x, ũ(x))|2 dx

(5.169)

=

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x) + (1− t)ũ(x)), (0, u(x)− ũ(x))〉(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt
∣∣∣2 dx

≤
∫

Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x) + (1− t)ũ(x))‖(Rd×Rm)′ · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt
∣∣∣2 dx

≤
∫

Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

K · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt
∣∣∣2 dx = K2‖u− ũ‖2

L2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/q+ε1{2}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

= C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/q+ε1{2}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

K1(0, u, ũ).

2. case p ∈ (0,∞). Hence, it follows from (5.167) that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) and all x ∈ Ω
it holds that

|b(x, u(x))− b(x, ũ(x))|2

=
∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x) + (1− t)ũ(x)), (0, u(x)− ũ(x))〉(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt
∣∣∣2

≤
∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x) + (1− t)ũ(x))‖(Rd×Rm)′ · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt
∣∣∣2(5.170)

≤
∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

(1 + ‖tu(x) + (1− t)ũ(x)‖Rm)p · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt
∣∣∣2

≤
∣∣∣3p ∫ 1

0

1 + tp‖u(x)‖p
Rm

+ (1− t)p‖ũ(x)‖p
Rm

dt · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm
∣∣∣2

= 9p(1 +
‖u(x)‖p

Rm

p+1
+
‖ũ(x)‖p

Rm

p+1
)2 · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm .

This together with the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 and Theorem 1
on page 32 in Runst & Sickel [31]) and with the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there
exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm)

implies that there exist C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) and all
q′ ∈ [2,∞] with 1

q′
+ 1

q
= 1

2
it holds that∫

Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(x, ũ(x))|2 dx

≤
∫

Ω

9p(1 +
‖u(x)‖p

Rm

p+1
+
‖ũ(x)‖p

Rm

p+1
)2 · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2

Rm dx

≤
∫

Ω

9p+1(1 +
‖u(x)‖2p

Rm

(p+1)2 +
‖ũ(x)‖2p

Rm

(p+1)2 ) · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖2
Rm dx

≤ C1

(
‖u− ũ‖L2(Ω,Rm) +

(∥∥‖u‖p
Rm

∥∥2

Lq(Ω)
+
∥∥‖ũ‖p

Rm

∥∥2

Lq(Ω)

)
·
∥∥‖u− ũ‖Rm∥∥2

Lq′ (Ω)

)
≤ C2

(
‖u− ũ‖L2(Ω,Rm) + (‖u‖2p

Lpq(Ω,Rm) + ‖ũ‖2p
Lpq(Ω,Rm)) · ‖u− ũ‖

2
Lq′ (Ω,Rm)

)
≤ C3

(
‖u− ũ‖L2(Ω,Rm) + (‖u‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ ‖ũ‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)(5.171)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q′+ε1{∞}(q

′)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

)
≤ C4(‖u‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ ‖ũ‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

+ 1)

· ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/q+ε1{2}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)
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= C4 ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/q+ε1{2}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

K1(p, u, ũ).

3. case p = ∞. Note that the fact that for all r ∈ R and all t ∈ (−∞, r] there exists a
C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Bt

2,2(Ω,Rm) it holds that ‖u‖Bt2,2(Ω,Rm) ≤ C‖u‖Br2,2(Ω,Rm)

establishes that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

∫
Ω

|b(x, u(x))− b(x, ũ(x))|2 dx

=

∫
Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

〈(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x) + (1− t)ũ(x)), (0, u(x)− ũ(x))〉(Rd×Rm)′,Rd×Rm dt
∣∣∣2 dx

≤
∫

Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

‖(DRd×Rmb)(x, tu(x) + (1− t)ũ(x))‖(Rd×Rm)′ · ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt
∣∣∣2 dx

≤
∫

Ω

∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0

‖DRd×Rmb‖C(Ω×B(‖u‖L∞(Ω,Rm)∨‖ũ‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )
· ‖u(x)− ũ(x)‖Rm dt

∣∣∣2 dx

= ‖u− ũ‖2
L2(Ω,Rm)K1(∞, u, ũ) ≤ C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/q+ε1{2}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

K1(∞, u, ũ).

(5.172)

Combining the 3 cases (5.169), (5.171), and (5.172) completes the proof of Lemma 5.15. �

The next corollary is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.14 and Lemma 5.15.

Corollary 5.16 (Lipschitz continuity wrt. Besov-norms of Nemytskij operators on bounded
sets). Let d,m ∈ N, let Ω ⊆ R

d be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) ⊆ R
m,

r ∈ [0,∞], the ball satisfying that for all r ∈ [0,∞] it holds that B(r) = {y ∈ Rm : ‖y‖Rm ≤ r},
let s ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈ (0, 1 − s), p1, p2 ∈ [0,∞], q, q1, q2, q3, q4, q5 ∈ [2,∞], satisfy that 1/q1 + 1/q2 +
1/q3 = 1/q4 + 1/q5 = 1/2, that p1 q3 ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p1), that p2 q5 ≥ 2 · 1(0,∞)(p2), and that p2 q ≥
2 · 1(0,∞)(p2), let K ∈ (0,∞), b ∈ C1,2

Rd×Rm(Ω ×Rm,R), b′′2 ∈ C(Ω ×Rm, L(Rm, (Rd ×Rm)′)),

K1, K3 : [0,∞] × L0(Ω,Rm) × L0(Ω,Rm) → [0,∞], K2 : [0,∞] × L0(Ω,Rm) → [0,∞], satisfy
that for all p ∈ [0,∞], x ∈ Ω, y ∈ Rm, u1 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) and all u2 ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

b′′2(x, y) =
(
DRm

(
R
m 3 z → DRd×Rmb(x, z) ∈ (Rd ×Rm)′

))
(y),(5.173)

that

(5.174) K1(p, u1, u2) =


1 if p = 0

1 +
∑2

i=1 ‖ui‖
2p

B
d/2−d/(pq3)+ε1{∞}(q3)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
if p ∈ (0,∞)

‖b′′2‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u1‖L∞(Ω,Rm)∨‖u2‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′))

if p =∞
,

that

(5.175) K2(p, u1) =


1 if p = 0

‖u1‖2p

B
d/2−d/(pq5)+ε1{∞}(q5)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1 if p ∈ (0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u1‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

if p =∞
,

that
(5.176)

K3(p, u1, u2) =


1 if p = 0

1 +
∑2

i=1 ‖ui‖
2p

B
d/2−d/(pq)+ε1{∞}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

if p ∈ (0,∞)

‖DRd×Rmb‖2
C(Ω×B(‖u1‖L∞(Ω,Rm)∨‖u2‖L∞(Ω,Rm)),‖·‖(Rd×Rm)′ )

if p =∞
,

that

(5.177) ‖(DRd×Rmb)(x, y)‖(Rd×Rm)′ ≤ K · (1 + ‖y‖Rm)p2 ,
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and that

(5.178) ‖b′′2(x, y)‖L(Rm,(Rd×Rm)′) ≤ K · (1 + ‖y‖Rm)p1 .

Then there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, ũ ∈ L0(Ω,Rm) it holds that

‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, ũ(·))‖2
Bs2,2(Ω,R)

≤ C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/2−d/q1+ε1{∞}(q1)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)

(
‖u‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q2+ε1(2,∞](q2)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
+ 1
)
·K1(p1, u, ũ)

+ C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
s+d/2−d/q4+ε1(2,∞](q4)

2,2 (Ω,Rm)
·K2(p2, ũ)

+ C ‖u− ũ‖2

B
d/q+ε1{2}(q)
2,2 (Ω,Rm)

·K3(p2, u, ũ).

(5.179)

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Lemma 5.14, Lemma 5.15, and from Proposi-
tion 2.28 in Mitrea [25]. �



CHAPTER 6

Application

In this chapter we apply the results of Chapter 3 and Chapter 4 to stochastic Burgers
equations and stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations. In Section 6.1 we apply Corollary 3.9
and Theorem 4.5 to Kolmogorov backward equations of stochastic Burgers equations and in
Section 6.2 to Kolmogorov backward equations of stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations.

6.1. Stochastic Burgers equations

In this section we prove that Kolmogorov equations of stochastic Burgers equations have a
unique viscosity solution having at most polynomial growth.

Setting 6.1. Let H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) = L2(0, 1) be the L2 space, let ∆: L2(0, 1) ⊇ D(∆)→
L2(0, 1) be the Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary condition i.e. the operator satisfying
that D(∆) = {u ∈ B2

2,2(0, 1) : u(0) = u(1) = 0}, and that for all u ∈ D(∆) it holds that
∆(u) = u′′, let Ht = (Ht, 〈·, ·〉Ht , ‖·‖Ht), t ∈ R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated
with −∆ (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [18]). By abuse of notation we will also
denote by ∆ and by ‖ · ‖Ht, t ∈ R, the extended operators ∆:

⋃∞
i=1 H−i →

⋃∞
i=1 H−i and

‖ · ‖Ht :
⋃∞
i=1H−i → [0,∞], t ∈ R, satisfying for all t ∈ R, x ∈ Ht, and all y ∈

⋃∞
i=1H−i that

(6.1) ‖y‖Ht =

{
‖y‖Ht if y ∈ Ht

∞ if y /∈ Ht

and that

(6.2) (∆(x) = y)⇔ (lim
ε↓0

sup{‖∆(ξ)− y‖Ht−1 : ξ ∈ H1, ‖x− ξ‖Ht ≤ ε} = 0).

Let ek ∈ L2(0, 1), k ∈ N, be the eigenfunction of ∆ satisfying for all x ∈ (0, 1) and all k ∈ N
that ek(x) =

√
2 sin(kπx), let λk ∈ (−∞, 0), k ∈ N, be the eigenvalues of ek i.e. the real

number satisfying for all k ∈ N that λk = −π2k2, let α ∈ (3/4, 1), β ∈ [0, 1/2), c ∈ R\{0} let
U = (U, 〈·, ·〉U , ‖ · ‖U) be a real separable Hilbert space, let B ∈ CH,HS(U,H−β)(H,HS(U,H−β)),
and denote by F : H → H−α the function satisfying for all u ∈ H that F (u) = − c

2
(u2)′.

Lemma 6.2. Assume the Setting 6.1 and let r ∈ [0,∞). Then there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all u ∈ Hr it holds that

(6.3) C1‖u‖B2r
2,2(0,1) ≤ ‖u‖Hr ≤ C2‖u‖B2r

2,2(0,1).

Proof. Note that we obtain from (2.200) on page 54 in Mitrea [25] and from Theorem 1.8
in Nečas [26] that for all n ∈ N0 there exist K1, K2, K3, K4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hn

it holds that

‖u‖B2n
2,2(0,1) ≤ K1(‖u‖L2(0,1) +

2n∑
i=1

‖Di
R
u‖L2(0,1)) ≤ K2(‖u‖L2(0,1) + ‖D2n

R
u‖L2(0,1))

= K2(‖u‖H + ‖∆nu‖H) ≤ K2(|λ1|−n‖u‖Hn + ‖u‖Hn) ≤ K3‖u‖Hn = K3‖D2n
R
u‖L2(0,1)

≤ K3(‖u‖L2(0,1) +
2n∑
i=1

‖Di
R
u‖L2(0,1)) ≤ K4‖u‖B2n

2,2(0,1).

(6.4)

Combining this and Lemma 5.2 finishes the proof of Lemma 6.2. �
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The next corollary establishes our main result of this section. It follow from Corollary 3.9
and Theorem 4.5.

Corollary 6.3. Assume the Setting 6.1, let ϑ ∈ [1/2,∞), T, θ, β1, β2 ∈ (0,∞), β3 ∈ (0, 1),
χ ∈ [β, 1/2), let P0 ∈ L(U,U) be the function satisfying that P0 = IdU , let PN ∈ L(U,U),
N ∈ N, be finite-dimensional projection, let ϕ ∈ CH(H,R) have at most polynomial H-growth,
let K : R→ (0,∞) be increasing, and assume that

(6.5) B|H1/2+ϑ−β3
∈ CH1/2+ϑ−β3

,HS(U,Hϑ)(H1/2+ϑ−β3 , HS(U,Hϑ)),

that for all u, v ∈ H2ϑ it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(U,H) ≤ θ · (1 + ‖u‖2

H),(6.6)

‖B(u)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ) ≤ K(‖u‖H)(‖u‖2

H1/2+ϑ−β1
+ 1),(6.7)

‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(U,H) ≤ K(‖v‖H ∨ ‖u‖H)‖u− v‖H1/2−β2
,(6.8)

|B|C1(H,‖·‖HS(U,H−β))
<∞,(6.9)

and that for all H-bounded sets E ⊆ H it holds that

(6.10) sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,H−β)

1 + ‖v‖H

]
<∞

and that

(6.11) lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)(IdU −PN)‖HS(U,H−χ)

1 + ‖v‖H

]
= 0,

let VN ⊆ L2(0, 1), N ∈ N0, be the linear subspaces satisfying that V0 = H and that for all
N ∈ N it holds that VN = spanH({ek : k ∈ {1, . . . , N}}), let (Ω,F,P) be a probability space
with a normal filtration (Ft)t∈[0,T ], let (Wt)t∈[0,T ] be an IdU -cylindrical (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-Wiener process
and let XN,u : [0, T ]× Ω→ H, N ∈ N0, u ∈ H, be (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-adapted stochastic processes with
continuous sample paths satisfying for all N ∈ N0, t ∈ [0, T ], and all u ∈ H that

(6.12) XN,u
t = etAπHVNu+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
H−α
VN

F (XN,u
t ) ds+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
H−β
VN

B(XN,u
t )PN dWs,

and let f : [0, T ]×H → R satisfy that for all (t, u) ∈ [0, T ]×H it holds that f(t, u) = E[ϕ(X0,u
t )].

Then f |(0,T )×H is the unique viscosity solution of

∂
∂t
f(t, u)−

〈
u′′ − c

2
(u2)′, I−1

H (DHf)(t, u)
〉
H

−
〈
B(u), I−1

Hϑ

(
(D2

H f)(t, u)B(u)
)〉

HS(U,Hϑ)
= 0

(6.13)

for (t, u) ∈ (0, T )×H relative to ((0, T )×H 3 (t, u)→ 1/2‖u‖2
Hϑ ∈ [0,∞],R×H,R×Hϑ) which

satisfy that f ∈ CR×H([0, T ]×H,R), that f is bounded on R×H-bounded subsets of [0, T ]×H,
that f have at most polynomial H-growth, and that for all u ∈ H it holds that f(0, u) = ϕ(u).

Proof. First note that the existence of XN,u, N ∈ N0, u ∈ H, follows from Theorem 1.1
and Remark 3.1. in Liu & Röckner [23]. Moreover, the fact that ϕ have at most polynomial
H-growth verifies that there exists a p ∈ [2,∞), which we fix for the rest of the proof, such that

limr→∞ sup
{ ϕ(u)
‖u‖pH

: u ∈ H, ‖u‖H ≥ r
}

= 0. Denote by V : H → (1,∞) the function satisfying

for all u ∈ H that V (u) = ‖u‖pL2(0,1) + 2. We will now apply Theorem 4.5 to show that f is

a viscosity solution. Therefore observe that it follows from the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g.,
Theorem 1 on page 32 in Runst & Sickel [31]), from the fact that 2α− 1 > 1

2
, and from Lemma

6.2 that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all w ∈ Hα it holds that

(6.14) ‖w′‖L∞(0,1) ≤ C1‖w′‖B2α−1
2,2 (0,1) ≤ C2‖w‖B2α

2,2(0,1) ≤ C3‖w‖Hα .
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Thus there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H it holds that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖H−α = sup
w∈Hα

(∫ 1

0

− c
2
(u2 − v2)′(x) w(x)

‖w‖Hα
dx

)
= sup

w∈Hα

(
c
2

∫ 1

0

(u2 − v2)(x) w′(x)
‖w‖Hα

dx

)
≤ sup

w∈Hα

(
c
2
‖(u− v)(u+ v)‖L1(0,1) ·

‖w′‖L∞(0,1)

‖w‖Hα

)
≤ C‖u− v‖H · ‖u+ v‖H

(6.15)

and this together with (6.9) shows (4.6) (with γ ← 0). In addition, we obtain that for all
N ∈ N0 and all u ∈ H2ϑ ∩ VN it holds that

〈πH−αVN
F (u), I−1

H (DHV )(u)〉H = − cp
2
‖u‖p−2

H 〈πH−αVN
(u2)′, u〉L2(0,1)

= cp
2
‖u‖p−2

H

∫ 1

0

uu′ · u dx = cp
6
‖u‖p−2

H

∫ 1

0

(u3)′ dx = 0.
(6.16)

This together with (6.6) yields that for all N ∈ N0, u ∈ H2ϑ ∩ VN it holds that

〈
π
H−α
VN

F (u) + ∆u, I−1
H (DHV )(u)

〉
H

+ 1/2
〈
π
H−β
VN

B(u), I−1
Hϑ

(
(D2

H V )(u) π
H−β
VN

B(u)
)〉

HS(U,Hϑ)

= p‖u‖p−2
H

〈
∆u, u

〉
H

+ p(p− 2)‖u‖p−4
H

〈
π
H−β
VN

B(u), (−∆)−2ϑu 〈πH−βVN
B(u), u〉H

〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

+ p‖u‖p−2
H

〈
π
H−β
VN

B(u), (−∆)−2ϑ π
H−β
VN

B(u)
〉
HS(U,Hϑ)

≤ − p‖u‖p−2
H ‖u‖

2
H1/2

+ p(p− 2)‖u‖p−4
H

〈
π
H−β
VN

B(u), u 〈πH−βVN
B(u), u〉H

〉
HS(U,H)

+ p‖u‖p−2
H ‖π

H−β
VN

B(u)‖2
HS(U,H)

≤ p(p− 2)‖u‖p−2
H ‖π

H−β
VN

B(u)‖2
HS(U,H) + p‖u‖p−2

H ‖π
H−β
VN

B(u)‖2
HS(U,H)

≤ θ p (p− 1)‖u‖p−2
H (1 + ‖u‖2

H)

≤ 2 θ p (p− 1)(1 + ‖u‖pH) ≤ 2θ p (p− 1)V (u).

(6.17)

Furthermore, we get from the product-to-sum identity that for all N ∈ N, x ∈ (0, 1) and all
ci ∈ R, i ∈ [1, N ] ∩N, it holds that

(F (
N∑
k=1

ckek))(x) = −c
N∑

k,l=1

2π l ck cl sin(kπx) cos(lπx)

= − c
N∑

k,l=1

l π ck cl · (sin((k − l)πx) + sin((k + l)πx))

(6.18)

and this ensures that for N ∈ N it holds that F (VN) ⊆
⋂∞
r=1Hr. Combining this and Lemma

6.2 shows that for all r, s ∈ [0,∞) it holds that

(6.19) F |Hr ∈ CB2r
2,2(0,1),B2s

2,2(0,1)(Hr, B
2s
2,2(0, 1))⇔ F |Hr ∈ CHr,Hs(Hr, Hs).

Next note that it follows from Lemma 5.3, Lemma 6.2, and from Corollary 5.10 (5.98) (with
d← 1, s← 1

2
+r, and with α← 0) that for all / r ∈ [−1/2,∞)\{−1/4} there exists a C ∈ (0,∞)

such that for all u, v ∈ H(1/2+r)∨(r/2+3/8) it holds that

(6.20) ‖(u− v)(u+ v)‖B1+2r
2,2 (0,1) ≤ C‖u+ v‖H(1/2+r)∨(r/2+3/8)

‖u− v‖H(1/2+r)∨(r/2+3/8)
.

Moreover, Lemma 4.9 in Jentzen, Lindner & Pušnik [19] yields that for all r ∈ [−1/2, 0] there
exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H(1/2+r)∨(r/2+3/8) it holds that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖Hr = ‖ − c(uu′ − vv′)‖Hr = c
2
‖(u2 − v2)′‖Hr ≤ C‖(u− v)(u+ v)‖B1+2r

2,2 (0,1).

(6.21)
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In addition, for all r ∈ [0,∞) there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H1/2+r it holds
that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖B2r
2,2(0,1) = ‖ − c(uu′ − vv′)‖B2r

2,2(0,1) = c/2‖((u− v)(u+ v))′‖B2r
2,2(0,1)

≤ C‖(u− v)(u+ v)‖B2r+1
2,2 (0,1).

(6.22)

Combining (6.21), (6.22), (6.20), and (6.19) ensures that for all r ∈ [−1/2,∞)\{−1/4} it holds
that

(6.23) F |H(r+1/2)∨(r/2+3/8)
∈ CH(r+1/2)∨(r/2+3/8),Hr(H(r+1/2)∨(r/2+3/8), Hr)

and combining (6.21), (6.22), (6.23), and Lemma 6.2 establishes that for all r ∈ [−1/2,∞) and
all ε ∈ (0,∞) there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H(1/2+r+ε1{r}(−1/4))∨(r/2+3/8) it
holds that

(6.24) ‖F (u)− F (v)‖Hr ≤ C‖(u− v)(u+ v)‖B1+2r
2,2 (0,1).

In particular we get from (6.23) (with r ← ϑ− 1/2) that

(6.25) F |Hϑ ∈ CHϑ,Hϑ−1/2
(Hϑ, Hϑ−1/2).

Combining (6.25), and (6.5) verifies (4.65) (with α1 ← 1/8). Furthermore, it follows from (6.25),
Lemma 6.2, Lemma 5.3, and from (5.96) in Corollary 5.10 (with d ← 1, γ ← 0, α1 ← 1/8 and
α← 1) that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hϑ+3/8 it holds that

(6.26) ‖F (u)‖Hϑ−1/2
≤ C1‖u′u‖B2ϑ−1

2,2 (0,1) ≤ C2‖u‖H‖u‖Hϑ+1/2−1/8

and this ensures (4.66) (with α1 ← 1/8, rx ← 1 and Rx ← C2(‖x‖H + 1)). In addition, (6.17)
assures that for all N ∈ N and all all (t, u) ∈ [0, T ]× VN it holds that

(6.27) E[V (XN,u
t )] ≤ V (u)e2θ p (p−1) t

which shows (4.64). Moreover, it follows from (5.14) in Cox, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [3] (with
r ← 3) that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all ε ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim sup
y→x

sup
r∈[0,T ]

P(‖X0,x
r −X0,y

r ‖H ≥ ε) ≤ lim sup
y→x

sup
r∈[0,T ]

‖X0,x
r −X0,y

r ‖3
L3(P;‖·‖H)

ε3

≤ lim sup
y→x

[
C1

ε3
‖x− y‖3

H · exp
(
C2(‖x‖2

H + ‖y‖2
H + 1

)]
= 0

(6.28)

and this proves (4.62). Furthermore, note that (6.7) verifies (4.67) (with rx ← 1 and Rx ←
K(‖x‖H + 1)), that (6.10) verifies (4.68), and that (6.11) verifies (4.69). Therefore we derive
from Theorem 4.5 that f ∈ CR×H(R×H,R), that f is bounded on R×H-bounded subsets of
(0, T )×H, that for all R̃ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
r↓0

lim
R→∞

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
f(t, u)− ϕ(v) : u, v ∈ H2ϑ, t ∈ (0, T ), ‖u‖2

Hϑ
∨ ‖v‖2

Hϑ
≤ R,

‖u‖H ≤ R̃, ‖u− v‖H ≤ r, t ≤ ε

}
= 0,

(6.29)

that for all q ∈ [p,∞)

(6.30) lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup

{
|f(t, u)|

‖u‖qL2(0,1) + 2
: u ∈ H, ‖u‖H ≥ r

}
= 0,

and that f |(0,T )×H is a viscosity solution of

∂
∂t
f(t, u)−

〈
∆u− c

2
(u2)′, I−1

H (DHf)(t, u)
〉
H
−
〈
B(u), I−1

Hϑ

(
(D2

H f)(t, u)B(u)
)〉

HS(U,Hϑ)
= 0

(6.31)



6.1. STOCHASTIC BURGERS EQUATIONS 157

for (t, u) ∈ (0, T )×H relative to ((0, T )×H 3 (t, u)→ 1/2‖u‖2
Hϑ ∈ [0,∞],R×H,R×Hϑ). For

the uniqueness we apply Corollary 3.9 (with O ← H, v ← 0, and κ ← 0). Therefore assume
that g is another viscosity solution of (6.13), which satisfy that g ∈ CR×H([0, T ]×H,R), that g
is bounded on R×H-bounded subsets of [0, T ]×H, that g have at most polynomial H-growth,
and that for all u ∈ H it holds that g(0, u) = ϕ(u). Thus there exists a q ∈ [p,∞), which we
fix for the rest of the proof, such that

(6.32) lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup

{
|g(t, u)|

‖u‖qL2(0,1) + 2
: u ∈ H, ‖u‖H ≥ r

}
= 0.

Furthermore, the continuity of ϕ with respect to the ‖ · ‖H-norm, the continuity of g with
respect to the ‖ · ‖R×H-norm, and the fact that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that the set {(t, x) ∈
[0, T ]×H : ‖x‖Hϑ ≤ R} is compact in H ensure for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞) that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
g(t, u)− ϕ(û) : u, û ∈ H2ϑ, t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ),

e−θt‖u‖2Hϑ
‖u‖qH+2

∨
e−θt̂‖û‖2Hϑ
‖û‖qH+2

≤ R,

‖u‖H ≤ R̃, ‖u− û‖H ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
= lim

r↓0
sup

{
g(0, u)− ϕ(û) : u, û ∈ H2ϑ,

‖u‖2Hϑ
‖u‖qH+2

∨
‖û‖2Hϑ
‖û‖qH+2

≤ R, ‖u‖H ≤ R̃, ‖u− û‖H ≤ r

}
= lim

r↓0
sup

{
ϕ(u)− ϕ(û) : u, û ∈ H2ϑ,

‖u‖2Hϑ
‖u‖qH+2

∨
‖û‖2Hϑ
‖û‖qH+2

≤ R, ‖u‖H ≤ R̃, ‖u− û‖H ≤ r

}
= 0.

(6.33)

Next note that we derive from (6.24) (with r ← ϑ − 1, v ← 0, and ε ← 1/2), Lemma 5.3, and
from (5.95) in Corollary 5.10 (with d ← 1 and γ ← 0) that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u ∈ H2ϑ it holds that

‖F (u)‖Hϑ−1
≤ C1‖u2‖B2ϑ−1

2,2 (0,1) ≤ C2‖u‖2
Hϑ
.(6.34)

Combining this and (6.6) verifies (3.241). In addition, (6.26) and (6.7) imply (3.242) (with
α1 ← 1/8) and (3.243). In addition, we get from (6.24) (with r ← −1/2) and from (5.97) in
Corollary 5.10 (with d ← 1, γ ← 0, α2 ← 1/8, u ← u + v, and v ← u − v) that there exists
C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H2ϑ it holds that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖H−1/2
≤ C1‖(u+ v)(u− v)‖B0

2,2
≤ C2‖u+ v‖H‖u− v‖H1/2−1/8(6.35)

and this shows (3.244) (with α2 ← 1/8). Furthermore, (6.8) verifies (3.245), (6.17) verifies
(3.248), and Remark 3.10 (with κ← 0, l ← 0, and with f ← (R 3 x→ (2x)p/2 + 2 ∈ (1,∞)))
verifies (3.249), (3.250), (3.251), and (3.252). Thus Corollary 3.9 (with V ← ‖ · ‖qH + 2) shows
that f = g which finishes the proof of Corollary 6.3. �

In the next remark we give examples of functions B ∈ CH,HS(U,H−β)(H,HS(U,H−β)) satis-
fying the assumptions of Corollary 6.3.

Remark 6.4 (Sufficient condition for B). Assume the Setting 6.1, let C ∈ (0,∞), s ∈ (3/4,∞),
let PN ∈ L(Hs,Hs), N ∈ N, be finite-dimensional projections satisfying for all i ∈ N that

(6.36) lim
N→∞

‖(IdHs −PN)ei‖L∞(0,1) = 0

and that

(6.37) sup
N∈N
‖PNei‖2

L∞(0,1) ≤ C|λi|,

let b ∈ C2([0, 1]×R;R) satisfy that for all x ∈ [0, 1] and all y ∈ R it holds that

(6.38) ‖(DR×Rb)(x, y)‖(R2)′ ≤ C,
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let B : H → HS(Hs,H) be the function satisfying for all u ∈ H, v ∈ Hs and all x ∈ (0, 1)
that (B(u)v)(x) = b(x, u(x))v(x). Then B satisfies the condition of Corollary 6.3 with ϑ← 1/2,
β ← 0, β1 ← 1/2, β2 ← 1/2, β3 ← 1/2, χ ← 0, and with U ← Hs i.e. there exists a θ ∈ (0,∞)
and an increasing K : R→ (0,∞), such that

(6.39) B|H1/2
∈ CH1/2,HS(Hs,H1/2)(H1/2, HS(Hs,H1/2)),

that for all u, v ∈ H1 it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(Hs,H) ≤ θ · (1 + ‖u‖2

H),(6.40)

‖B(u)‖2
HS(Hs,H1/2) ≤ K(‖u‖H)(‖u‖2

H1/2
+ 1),(6.41)

‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(Hs,H) ≤ K(‖v‖H ∨ ‖u‖H)‖u− v‖H ,(6.42)

|B|C1(H,‖·‖HS(Hs,H))
<∞,(6.43)

and that for all H-bounded sets E ⊆ H it holds that

(6.44) sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E

[
‖B(v)PN‖HS(Hs,H)

1 + ‖v‖H

]
<∞

and that

(6.45) lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[
‖B(v)(IdHs −PN)‖HS(Hs,H)

1 + ‖v‖H

]
= 0.

Proof. Denote by W 1
0 (0, 1) ⊆ B1

2,2(0, 1) the set satisfying that W 1
0 (0, 1) = C∞0 (0, 1)B1

2,2(0,1).

Then Example 4.34 in Lunardi [24] shows that H1/2 = W 1
0 (0, 1). Hence the fact that ∀k ∈

N : ek ∈ H1/2 proves that for all k ∈ N there exists a sequence (un,k)n∈N ⊆ C∞0 (0, 1) such that
for all k ∈ N it holds that limn→∞ ‖ek − un,k‖B1

2,2(0,1) = 0. Furthermore, Lemma 5.12 (with

d← 1, m← 1, p← 0), (6.38), and item (iv) in Lemma 4.3 in Jentzen, Lindner & Pušnik [19]
establish that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ H1/2 it holds that

‖b(·, u(·))‖2
B1

2,2(0,1)

=
(∥∥〈(DR×Rb)(·, u(·)), (1, u′(·))

〉
(R2)′,R2

∥∥2

H
+ ‖b(·, u(·))‖2

L2(0,1)

)
≤ C1

(∥∥‖(DR×Rb)(·, u(·))‖(R2)′
∥∥2

L∞(0,1)

∥∥‖(1, u′(·))‖R2

∥∥2

H
+ ‖u‖2

H +

∫ 1

0

|b(x, 0)|2 dx
)

≤ C2

(
1 + ‖u′‖2

H + ‖u‖2
H

)
≤ 2C2(‖u‖2

H1/2
+ 1)

(6.46)

and this verifies that for all u ∈ H1/2 it holds that b(·, u(·)) ∈ B1
2,2(0, 1). Thus we obtain

that for all u ∈ H1/2 there exists a sequence (vn)n∈N ⊆ C∞(0, 1) such that limn→∞ ‖vn(·) −
b(·, u(·))‖B1

2,2(0,1) = 0. Therefore we get from Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31]

that for all k ∈ N and all u ∈ H1/2 there exist sequences (un,k)n∈N ⊆ C∞0 (0, 1) and (vn)n∈N ⊆
C∞(0, 1) such that

lim
n→∞

‖b(·, u(·))ek(·)− un,k(·)vn(·)‖B1
2,2(0,1)

≤ lim
n→∞

(
‖
(
b(·, u(·))− vn(·)

)
ek(·)‖B1

2,2(0,1) + ‖(ek − un,k)vn‖B1
2,2(0,1)

)
≤ lim

n→∞

(
‖b(·, u(·))− vn(·)‖B1

2,2(0,1)‖ek‖B1
2,2(0,1) + ‖ek − un,k‖B1

2,2(0,1)‖vn‖B1
2,2(0,1)

)
= 0

(6.47)

and this implies that for all k ∈ N and all u ∈ H1/2 it holds that

(6.48) b(·, u(·))ek(·) ∈ W 1
0 (0, 1) = H1/2.
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Next note that it follows from the fact that ∀k ∈ N : ‖ek‖L∞(0,1) =
√

2 and from the fact that
s > 3/4 that there exists a C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ H it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(Hs,H) =

∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, u(·)) |λk|−sek(·)‖2
H ≤

∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, u(·))‖2
H ‖|λk|−sek‖2

L∞(0,1)

= 2‖b(·, u(·))‖2
H

∞∑
k=1

|λk|−2s = 2‖b(·, u(·))‖2
H

∞∑
k=1

(πk)−4s ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))‖2
H .

(6.49)

Similar (6.48), Lemma 6.2, Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31], and the fact that
s > 3/4 imply that there exist C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ H1/2 it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(Hs,H1/2) =

∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, u(·)) |λk|−sek(·)‖2
H1/2

≤ C1

∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, u(·)) |λk|−sek(·)‖2
B1

2,2(0,1) ≤ C2

∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, u(·))‖2
B1

2,2(0,1) ‖|λk|
−sek‖2

B1
2,2(0,1)

≤ C3

∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, u(·))‖2
B1

2,2(0,1) ‖|λk|
−sek‖2

H1/2
= C3‖b(·, u(·))‖2

B1
2,2(0,1)

∞∑
k=1

|λk|−2s+1

= C3‖b(·, u(·))‖2
B1

2,2(0,1)

∞∑
k=1

(πk)2(−2s+1) ≤ C4‖b(·, u(·))‖2
B1

2,2(0,1).

(6.50)

Analogously we obtain that there exist a C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all i ∈ {0, 1/2} and all
u, v ∈ Hi it holds that

(6.51) ‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(Hs,Hi) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖B2i
2,2(0,1).

In addition we deduce from (6.49) and from Lemma 5.12 (with d ← 1, m ← 1, and p ← 0)
that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ H it holds that

(6.52) ‖B(u)‖2
HS(Hs,H) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))‖2

H ≤ C2(‖u‖2
H +

∫ 1

0

|b(x, 0)|2 dx)

and this proves (6.40). Moreover, (6.51) and Lemma 5.15 (with d ← 1, m ← 1, p ← 0, and
q ←∞) verify that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H it holds that

(6.53) ‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(Hs,H) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖H ≤ C2‖u− v‖H
and this ensures (6.42) and (6.43). Combining (6.50) and (6.46) shows (6.41). Next note that
it holds for all x ∈ (0, 1) and all u, v ∈ H that

(DR×Rb)(x, u(x))− (DR×Rb)(x, v(x))

=

∫ 1

0

(D2
R×Rb)(x, tu(x) + (1− t)v(x))(0, u(x)− v(x)) dt

≤ ‖D2
R×Rb‖C([0,1]×(−(‖u‖L∞(Ω)∨‖v‖L∞(Ω)),‖u‖L∞(Ω)∨‖v‖L∞(Ω)),‖·‖L(R2,(R2)′))

|u(x)− v(x)|.

(6.54)

Moreover, the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 1 on page 32 in Runst & Sickel [31]) and
Lemma 6.2 assure that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ H1/2 it holds that

‖u‖L∞(0,1) ≤ C1‖u‖B1
2,2(0,1) ≤ C2‖u‖H1/2

.(6.55)

Therefore, (6.38), item (iv) in Lemma 4.3 in Jentzen, Lindner & Pušnik [19], (6.54), and (6.55)
yield that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H1/2 it holds that(∥∥〈(DR×Rb)(·, u(·)), (1, u′(·))〉(R2)′,R2 − 〈(DR×Rb)(·, v(·)), (1, v′(·))〉(R2)′,R2

∥∥
H

)
(6.56)

≤
(∥∥〈(DR×Rb)(·, u(·)), (0, u′(·)− v′(·))〉(R2)′,R2

∥∥
H

+
∥∥〈(DR×Rb)(·, u(·))− (DR×Rb)(·, v(·)), (1, v′)〉(R2)′,R2

∥∥
H

)
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≤
(
C‖u′ − v′‖H +

∥∥‖(DR×Rb)(·, u(·))− (DR×Rb)(·, v(·))‖(R2)′(1 + |v′(·)|)
∥∥
H

)
≤ C1

(
‖u− v‖H1/2

+
∥∥‖D2

R×Rb‖C([0,1]×(−(‖u‖L∞(Ω)∨‖v‖L∞(Ω)),‖u‖L∞(Ω)∨‖v‖L∞(Ω)),‖·‖L(R2,(R2)′))

· |u− v| (1 + |v′|)
∥∥
H

)
≤ C1

(
‖u− v‖H1/2

+ ‖D2
R×Rb‖C([0,1]×(−(‖u‖L∞(0,1)∨‖v‖L∞(0,1)),‖u‖L∞(0,1)∨‖v‖L∞(0,1)),‖·‖L(R2,(R2)′))

· ‖u− v‖L∞(0,1)(1 + ‖v′‖H)
)

≤ C2

(
‖u− v‖H1/2

+ ‖D2
R×Rb‖C([0,1]×(−C3(‖u‖H1/2

∨‖v‖H1/2
),C3(‖u‖H1/2

∨‖v‖H1/2
)),‖·‖L(R2,(R2)′))

‖u− v‖H1/2
(1 + ‖v‖H1/2

)
)
.

In addition, (6.51) assures that there exists a C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H1/2 it holds
that

‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(Hs,H1/2) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖B1
2,2(0,1)

= C1

(∥∥〈(DR×Rb)(·, u(·)), (1, u′(·))〉(R2)′,R2 − 〈(DR×Rb)(·, v(·)), (1, v′(·))〉(R2)′,R2

∥∥
H

+ ‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖L2(0,1)

)
.

(6.57)

Combining (6.57), (6.56), and (6.53) shows (6.39). Furthermore, it holds for all v ∈ H, and all
M,N ∈ N that

‖B(v)(IdHs −PN)‖2
HS(Hs,H) =

∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, v(·))(IdHs −PN)ek(·)|λk|−s‖2
H

≤
∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, v(·))‖2
H‖(IdHs −PN)ek|λk|−s‖2

L∞(0,1)

≤ ‖b(·, v(·))‖2
H

( ∞∑
k=M+1

‖(IdHs −PN)ek|λk|−s‖2
L∞(0,1) +

M∑
k=1

‖(IdHs −PN)ek|λk|−s‖2
L∞(0,1)

)
.

(6.58)

Furthermore it follows from (6.58), Lemma 5.12 (with d ← 1, m ← 1, and p ← 0), (6.36), the
fact that ∀k ∈ N : ‖ek‖L∞(0,1) =

√
2, (6.37), and from the fact that s > 3/4 that there exists a

C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all H-bounded sets E it holds that

lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[
‖B(v)(IdHs −PN)‖2

HS(Hs,H)

]
≤ sup

v∈E
(‖b(·, v(·))‖2

H)
(

lim
M→∞

lim sup
N→∞

( ∞∑
k=M+1

‖(IdHs −PN)ek|λk|−s‖2
L∞(0,1)

)
+ lim

M→∞
lim sup
N→∞

( M∑
k=1

‖(IdHs −PN)ek|λk|−s‖2
L∞(0,1)

))
≤ C1 sup

v∈E
((‖v‖2

H +

∫ 1

0

|b(x, 0)|2 dx))

· lim
M→∞

lim sup
N→∞

( ∞∑
k=M+1

|λk|−2s(‖ek‖2
L∞ + sup

n∈N
‖Pnek‖2

L∞(0,1))
)

≤ C1 sup
v∈E

((‖v‖2
H +

∫ 1

0

|b(x, 0)|2 dx)) lim
M→∞

( ∞∑
k=M+1

(πk)−4s(2 + C(πk)2)
)

≤ C1 sup
v∈E

((‖v‖2
H +

∫ 1

0

|b(x, 0)|2 dx)) lim
M→∞

(
(C + 2)

∞∑
k=M+1

(πk)−4s+2
)

= 0

(6.59)

and this verifies (6.45). Finally note that Lemma 5.12 (with d ← 1, m ← 1, and p ← 0), the
assumption ∀k ∈ N : supN∈N ‖PNek‖2

L∞(0,1) ≤ C(πk)2, and the fact that s > 3/4 implies that
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there exists a C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all H-bounded sets E it holds that

sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E
‖B(v)PN‖HS(Hs,H) = sup

N∈N
sup
v∈E

[ ∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, v(·))PNek(·)|λk|−s‖2
H

]
≤ sup

N∈N
sup
v∈E

[ ∞∑
k=1

‖b(·, v(·))‖2
H‖PNek|λk|−s‖2

L∞(0,1)

]
≤ sup

v∈E
(‖b(·, v(·))‖2

H) · sup
N∈N

( ∞∑
k=1

‖PNek‖2
L∞(0,1)(πk)−4s

)(6.60)

≤ C1 sup
v∈E

(‖v‖2
H +

∫ 1

0

|b(x, 0)|2 dx) ·
∞∑
k=1

C(πk)−4s+2 <∞.

This ensures (6.44) and thus finishes the proof of Remark 6.4. �

6.2. Stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations

In this section we show that Kolmogorov backward equations of stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes
equations have a unique viscosity solution having at most polynomial growth.

Setting 6.5. Assume the setting in Section 5.1, let d = 2, η ∈ (0,∞), let Cn,per
R2 ([0, 1]2,R2),

n ∈ N0, be the set satisfying for all n ∈ N0 that

Cn,per
R2 ([0, 1]2,R2) =

{
u ∈ Cn

R2([0, 1]2,R2) : ∀i ∈ {j ∈ N2
0 : |j| < n}, ∀x ∈ (0, 1) :(

(Di
R2u)(x, 0) = (Di

R2u)(x, 1)
)
∧
(
(Di

R2u)(0, x) = (Di
R2u)(1, x)

)}
,

(6.61)

let H ⊆ L2((0, 1)2,R2) be the set satisfying that H = {u ∈ L2((0, 1)2,R2) : div(u) = 0}
and H = (H, 〈·, ·〉H , ‖ · ‖H) the Hilbert space satisfying that H = (H, 〈·, ·〉L2((0,1)2,R2)|H2 , ‖ ·
‖L2((0,1)2,R2)|H), let ξk ∈ L2(0, 1), k ∈ Z, be the function satisfying for all x ∈ (0, 1) and all

k ∈ N that ξk(x) =
√

2 sin(2kπx), that ξ0(x) = 1, and that ξ−k(x) =
√

2 cos(−2kπx), let
ξk,l ∈ L2((0, 1)2), (k, l) ∈ Z2, be the function satisfying for all (k, l) ∈ Z2 and all (x, y) ∈ (0, 1)2

that ξk,l = ξk(x) · ξl(y), let ek,l ∈ H, (k, l) ∈ Z2, be the function satisfying that

(6.62) e0,0 ≡
(

1
0

)
and that for all (k, l) ∈ Z2\{(0, 0)} it holds that

(6.63) ek,l = 1√
k2+l2

(
lξk,l

−kξ−k,−l

)
,

let e0,0 ∈ H be the function satisfying that

(6.64) e0,0 ≡
(

0
1

)
,

let λk,l ∈ (−∞, 0], (k, l) ∈ Z2, be the real numbers satisfying for all (k, l) ∈ Z2 that λk,l =
−(2π)2(k2+l2), let ‖·‖H1 : B2

2,2((0, 1)2,R2)→ [0,∞) be the norm satisfying that for all (u1, u2) ∈
B2

2,2((0, 1)2,R2) it holds that ‖(u1, u2)‖2
H1

= ‖∆u1‖2
L2((0,1)2) + ‖∆u2‖2

L2((0,1)2) + η‖u1‖2
L2((0,1)2) +

η‖u2‖2
L2((0,1)2), let H1 ⊆ B2

2,2((0, 1)2,R2) be the set satisfying that

(6.65) H1 = spanH
(
∪(k,l)∈Z2 {ek,l} ∪ {e0,0}

)
‖·‖H1

,

let ∆: H ⊇ D(∆) → H be the Laplace operator with periodic boundary condition, i.e. the
operator satisfying that D(∆) = H1 and that for all (u1, u2) ∈ D(∆) it holds that ∆(u1, u2) =
(∆u1,∆u2), let Ht = (Ht, 〈·, ·〉Ht , ‖·‖Ht), t ∈ R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated
with η−∆ (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in [18]). By abuse of notation we will also denote by ∆
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and by ‖ ·‖Ht, t ∈ R, the extended operators ∆:
⋃∞
i=1H−i →

⋃∞
i=1 H−i and ‖ ·‖Ht :

⋃∞
i=1H−i →

[0,∞], t ∈ R, satisfying for all t ∈ R, x ∈ Ht, and all y ∈
⋃∞
i=1H−i that

(6.66) ‖y‖Ht =

{
‖y‖Ht if y ∈ Ht

∞ if y /∈ Ht

and that

(6.67) (∆(x) = y)⇔ (lim
ε↓0

sup{‖∆(ξ)− y‖Ht−1 : ξ ∈ H1, ‖x− ξ‖Ht ≤ ε} = 0).

Let α ∈ (3/4, 1), β ∈ [0, 1/2), c ∈ R\{0}, γ ∈ [1−α, 1/4), let U = L2((0, 1)2,R2) be the L2-space,
let I ⊆ N, let ẽn, n ∈ I, be an orthonormal basis of U, let

(6.68) B ∈ CHγ ,HS(U,Hγ−β)(Hγ, HS(U,Hγ−β)),

denote by

(6.69) F ∈ CHγ ,Hγ−α(Hγ, Hγ−α)

the function satisfying for all u ∈ H1 that

(6.70) F (u)(x) = cπ
L2((0,1)2,R2)
H

(
(DR2u)u

)
+ ηu.

Lemma 6.6. Assume the Setting 6.5 and let r ∈ [0,∞). Then there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all u ∈ Hr it holds that

(6.71) C1‖u‖B2r
2,2((0,1)2,R2) ≤ ‖u‖Hr ≤ C2‖u‖B2r

2,2((0,1)2,R2).

Proof. First note, that it holds for all (u1, u2), (v1, v2) ∈ C1,per
R2 ([0, 1]2,R2) that

〈(u1, u2), D
(1,0)

R2 (v1, v2)〉L2((0,1)2,R2)

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

u1(x, y) (D
(1,0)

R2 v1)(x, y) dx dy +

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

u2(x, y) (D
(1,0)

R2 v2)(x, y) dx dy

=

∫ 1

0

u1(0, y)v1(0, y)− u1(1, y)v1(1, y) dy +

∫ 1

0

u2(0, y)v2(0, y)− u2(1, y)v2(1, y) dy(6.72)

−
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(D
(1,0)

R2 u1)(x, y) v1(x, y) dx dy −
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(D
(1,0)

R2 u2)(x, y) v2(x, y) dx dy

= − 〈D(1,0)

R2 (u1, u2), (v1, v2)〉L2((0,1)2,R2).

Analogously it follows that for all (u1, u2), (v1, v2) ∈ C1,per
R2 ([0, 1]2,R2) it holds that

(6.73) 〈(u1, u2), D
(0,1)

R2 (v1, v2)〉L2((0,1)2,R2) = −〈D(0,1)

R2 (u1, u2), (v1, v2)〉L2((0,1)2,R2).

Therefore we get for all u ∈ C3,per
R2 ([0, 1]2,R2) that

‖∆u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) = 〈(D(2,0)

R2 +D
(0,2)

R2 )u, (D
(2,0)

R2 +D
(0,2)

R2 )u〉L2((0,1)2,R2)

= ‖D(2,0)

R2 u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) + ‖D(0,2)

R2 u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) + 2〈D(1,0)

R2 D
(1,0)

R2 u,D
(0,1)

R2 D
(0,1)

R2 u〉L2((0,1)2,R2)

= ‖D(2,0)

R2 u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) + ‖D(0,2)

R2 u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) + 2〈D(0,1)

R2 D
(1,0)

R2 u,D
(0,1)

R2 D
(1,0)

R2 u〉L2((0,1)2,R2)

= ‖D(2,0)

R2 u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) + ‖D(0,2)

R2 u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) + 2‖D(1,1)

R2 u‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2)

≥
∑

i∈N2
0,|i|=2

‖Di
R2u‖2

L2((0,1)2,R2).

(6.74)

Hence, we obtain that for all n ∈ N0 there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈
C2n+1,per
R2 ([0, 1]2,R2) it holds that

(6.75) C‖∆nu‖H ≥
∑

i∈N2
0,|i|=2n

‖Di
R2u‖2

L2((0,1)2,R2).



6.2. STOCHASTIC 2-D NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS 163

Combining this and the fact that for all n ∈ N it holds that Hn ∩C2n+1,per
R2 ([0, 1]2,R2) is dense

in Hn shows that for all n ∈ N0 there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hn it holds that

(6.76) C‖∆nu‖H ≥
∑

i∈N2
0,|i|=2n

‖Di
R2u‖2

L2((0,1)2,R2).

Next note that we obtain from (2.200) on page 54 in Mitrea [25] and from Theorem 1.8 in
Nečas [26] that for all n ∈ N0 there exist C1, C2, C3, C4, C5 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hn it
holds that

‖u‖B2n
2,2((0,1)2,R2) ≤ C1

∑
i∈N2

0,|i|≤2n

‖Di
R2u‖L2((0,1)2,R2)

≤ C2(‖u‖L2((0,1)2,R2) +
∑

i∈N2
0,|i|=2n

‖Di
R2u‖L2((0,1)2,R2))(6.77)

≤ C3(‖u‖H + ‖∆nu‖H) ≤ C3(η−n‖u‖Hn + ‖u‖Hn) ≤ C3(η−n + 1)‖u‖Hn
≤ C4

∑
i∈N2

0,|i|≤2n

‖Di
R2u‖L2((0,1)2,R2) ≤ C5‖u‖B2n

2,2((0,1)2,R2).

Combining this and Lemma 5.2 finishes the proof of Lemma 6.6. �

The next corollary applies Corollary 3.9 and Theorem 4.5 to Kolmogorov backward equa-
tions of stochastic 2-D Navier-Stokes equations.

Corollary 6.7. Assume the Setting 6.5, let ϑ ∈ [1/2, 3/4− γ), α1 ∈ (0, γ), T, θ, β1, β2 ∈ (0,∞),
β3 ∈ (0, 1), χ ∈ [β, 1/2), let P0 ∈ L(U,U) be the function satisfying that P0 = IdU , let PN ∈
L(U,U), N ∈ N, be finite-dimensional projection, let ϕ ∈ CHγ (Hγ,R) have at most polynomial
H-growth, let K : R→ (0,∞) be increasing, and assume that

(6.78) B|H1/2+γ+ϑ−β3
∈ CH1/2+γ+ϑ−β3

,HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)(H1/2+γ+ϑ−β3 , HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)),

that for all u, v ∈ H1/2 it holds that

‖B(u)−B(v)‖2
HS(U,H) ≤ K(1) · (1 + ‖u‖4

L4((0,1)2,R2))‖u− v‖2
H ,(6.79)

that for all u, v ∈ Hγ+2ϑ it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(U,Hγ+ϑ) ≤ K(‖u‖Hγ )(‖u‖2

H1/2+γ+ϑ−β1
+ 1),(6.80)

‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(U,Hγ) ≤ K(‖v‖Hγ ∨ ‖u‖Hγ )‖u− v‖H1/2+γ−β2
(6.81)

and that for all Hγ-bounded sets E ⊆ Hγ it holds that

(6.82) |(B|E)|C1(E,‖·‖HS(U,Hγ−β))
<∞,

(6.83) sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,Hγ−β)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

]
<∞,

and that

(6.84) lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[‖B(v)(IdH −PN)‖HS(U,Hγ−χ)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

]
= 0,

let Z2
N , N ∈ N, be the sets satisfying for all N ∈ N that Z2

N = {(l, k) ∈ Z2 : |l| + |k| ≤
N}, let VN ⊆ Hγ, N ∈ N0, be the linear subspaces satisfying that V0 = Hγ and that for
all N ∈ N it holds that VN = spanH({ek,l : (l, k) ∈ Z2

N} ∪ {e0,0}), let A : H1 → H be the
operator satisfying for all u ∈ H1 that Au = ∆u− ηu, let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space with
a normal filtration (Ft)t∈[0,T ], let (Wt)t∈[0,T ] be an IdU -cylindrical (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-Wiener process and
let XN,u : [0, T ] × Ω → Hγ, N ∈ N0, u ∈ Hγ, be (Ft)t∈[0,T ]-adapted stochastic processes with
continuous sample paths satisfying for all N ∈ N0, t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ Hγ, and all ε ∈ (0,∞) that

(6.85) XN,u
t = etAπ

Hγ
VN
u+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−α
VN

F (XN,u
t ) ds+

∫ t

0

e(t−s)Aπ
Hγ−β
VN

B(XN,u
t )PN dWs,
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and that

lim sup
δ→0

sup
v∈Hγ ,‖v−u‖Hγ≤δ

sup
r∈[0,T ]

P(‖X0,u
r −X0,v

r ‖Hγ ≥ ε) = 0,(6.86)

and let f : [0, T ] × Hγ → R satisfy that for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × Hγ it holds that f(t, x) =

E[ϕ(X0,x
t )]. Then f |(0,T )×Hγ is the unique viscosity solution of

(6.87)
∂
∂t
f(t, u)−

〈
Au+ F (u), I−1

Hγ (DHγf)(t, u)
〉
Hγ
−
〈
B(u), I−1

Hγ+ϑ

(
(D2

Hγ f)(t, u)B(u)
)〉

HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)
= 0

for (t, u) ∈ (0, T )×Hγ relative to ((0, T )×Hγ 3 (t, u)→ 1/2‖u‖2
Hγ+ϑ

∈ [0,∞],R×Hγ,R×Hγ+ϑ)

which satisfy that f ∈ CR×Hγ ([0, T ] ×Hγ,R) that f is bounded on R × Hγ-bounded subsets of
[0, T ] × Hγ, that f have at most polynomial H-growth, and that for all u ∈ Hγ it holds that
f(0, u) = ϕ(u).

Proof. First note that the existence of XN,x, N ∈ N0, x ∈ Hγ, follows from Example
3.3 in Liu & Röckner [23]. In addition, the fact that ϕ have at most polynomial H-growth
demonstrates that there exists a p ∈ [2,∞), which we fix for the rest of the proof, such that

limr→∞ sup
{ ϕ(u)
‖u‖Hp

: u ∈ Hγ, ‖u‖H ≥ r
}

= 0. Denote by V : Hγ → (1,∞) the function satisfying

for all u ∈ Hγ that V (u) = ‖u‖pH + 2. Next we will apply Theorem 4.5 (with H← Hγ) to verify
that f is a viscosity solution. Therefore note that we obtain from the Sobolev inequality (see,
e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel [31]), from the fact that γ ≥ 1− α, and from
Lemma 6.6 that there exist C1, C2, C3, C4, C5 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all w ∈ Hα−γ it holds that∥∥‖DR2w‖L(R2,R2)

∥∥
L1/(2γ)((0,1)2)

≤
∥∥‖D(1,0)

R2 w‖R2 + ‖D(0,1)

R2 w‖R2

∥∥
L1/(2γ)((0,1)2)

≤ C1

(
‖D(1,0)

R2 w‖L1/(2γ)((0,1)2,R2) + ‖D(0,1)

R2 w‖L1/(2γ)((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C2

(
‖D(1,0)

R2 w‖B1−4γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2) + ‖D(0,1)

R2 w‖B1−4γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C3‖w‖B2−4γ

2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

≤ C4‖w‖B2α−2γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2) ≤ C5‖w‖Hα−γ .

(6.88)

Moreover, it holds for all u = (u(1,0), u(0,1)) ∈ H1/2, v = (v(1,0), v(0,1)) ∈ H1/2, and all w =
(w(1,0), w(0,1)) ∈ H1/2 that∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
(DR2u)(x, y)(v(x, y)), w(x, y)

〉
R2

dx dy

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑
α,β∈N2

0,|α|=|β|=1

(Dβ
R2uα)(x, y) vβ(x, y)wα(x, y) dx dy

= −
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

( ∑
α∈N2

0,|α|=1

uα(x, y)wα(x, y)
∑

β∈N2
0,|β|=1

(Dβ
R2vβ)(x, y)

)
+

∑
α,β∈N2

0,|α|=|β|=1

uα(x, y) vβ(x, y) (Dβ
R2wα)(x, y) dx dy

(6.89)

= −
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑
α,β∈N2

0,|α|=|β|=1

uα(x, y) vβ(x, y) (Dβ
R2wα)(x, y) dx dy

= −
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈
(DR2w)(x, y)(v(x, y)), u(x, y)

〉
R2

dx dy.

Hence the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel [31]), and
Lemma 6.6 show that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H1 it holds that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖Hγ−α

(6.90)
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≤ sup
w∈Hα−γ

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
〈(

(DR2u)(x, y)
)
(u(x, y))−

(
(DR2v)(x, y)

)
(v(x, y)), w(x,y)

‖w‖Hα−γ

〉
R2

dx dy

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−α

= sup
w∈Hα−γ

(
−
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(u(x, y)), u(x,y)

‖w‖Hα−γ

〉
R2

− c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(v(x, y)), v(x,y)

‖w‖Hα−γ

〉
R2

dx dy

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−α

= sup
w∈Hα−γ

(
−
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(u(x, y)− v(x, y)), u(x,y)

‖w‖Hα−γ

〉
R2

+ c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(v(x, y)), u(x,y)−v(x,y)

‖w‖Hα−γ

〉
R2

dx dy

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−α

≤ sup
w∈Hα−γ

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

|c| · ‖u(x, y)− v(x, y)‖R2(‖u(x, y)‖R2 + ‖v(x, y)‖R2)

· ‖DR2w(x,y)‖L(R2,R2)

‖w‖Hα−γ
dx dy

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−α

≤ sup
w∈Hα−γ

(
|c|
∥∥‖u− v‖R2(‖u‖R2 + ‖v‖R2)

∥∥
L1/(1−2γ)((0,1)2)

·
‖‖D

R2w‖L(R2,R2)‖L1/(2γ)((0,1)2)

‖w‖Hα−γ

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−α

≤ C1‖u− v‖L2/(1−2γ)((0,1)2,R2) · (‖u‖L2/(1−2γ)((0,1)2,R2) + ‖v‖L2/(1−2γ)((0,1)2,R2)) + η‖u− v‖Hγ−α
≤ C2‖u− v‖B2γ

2,2((0,1)2,R2) · (‖u‖B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2) + ‖v‖B2γ

2,2((0,1)2,R2)) + η‖u− v‖Hγ−α
≤ C3‖u− v‖Hγ · (‖u‖Hγ + ‖v‖Hγ ) + η1−α‖u− v‖Hγ
= C3‖u− v‖Hγ · (‖u‖Hγ + ‖v‖Hγ + η1−α)

and this together with the fact that H1 is dense in Hγ and (6.82) verifies (4.6) (with H ← Hγ

and γ ← 0). Furthermore, we have for all N ∈ N0 and all u ∈ Hγ+2ϑ ∩ VN that

〈πHγ−αVN
(F (u)− ηu), (DHγV )(u)〉Hγ ,H′γ = cp‖u‖p−2

H 〈πL
2((0,1)2,R2)

VN

(
(DR2u)u

)
, u〉L2((0,1)2,R2)

= cp‖u‖p−2
H

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑
α,β∈N2

0,|α|=|β|=1

(Dα
R2uβ)(x, y)uα(x, y)uβ(x, y) dx dy

= cp
2
‖u‖p−2

H

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑
α,β∈N2

0,|α|=|β|=1

(Dα
R2(u2

β))(x, y)uα(x, y) dx dy

= − cp
2
‖u‖p−2

H

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑
β∈N2

0,|β|=1

(uβ(x, y))2
∑

α∈N2
0,|α|=1

(Dα
R2uα)(x, y) dx dy = 0.

(6.91)

Thus it follows from (6.79) (with u ← 0 and v ← u) that for all N ∈ N0, u ∈ Hγ+2ϑ ∩ VN it
holds that〈

π
Hγ−α
VN

F (u) + Au, (DHγV )(u)
〉
Hγ ,H′γ

(6.92)

+ 1/2
〈
π
Hγ−β
VN

B(u), I−1
Hγ+ϑ

(
(D2

Hγ V )(u) π
Hγ−β
VN

B(u)
)〉

HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)

= p‖u‖p−2
H

〈
(A+ η)u, u

〉
H

+ p(p− 2)‖u‖p−4
H

〈
π
Hγ−β
VN

B(u), (−A)−2ϑ−2γu 〈πHγ−βVN
B(u), u〉H

〉
HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)

+ p‖u‖p−2
H

〈
π
Hγ−β
VN

B(u), (−A)−2ϑ−2γ π
Hγ−β
VN

B(u)
〉
HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)
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≤ − p‖u‖p−2
H ‖u‖

2
H1/2

+ pη‖u‖pH + p(p− 2)‖u‖p−4
H

〈
π
Hγ−β
VN

B(u), u 〈πHγ−βVN
B(u), u〉H

〉
HS(U,H)

+ p‖u‖p−2
H ‖π

Hγ−β
VN

B(u)‖2
HS(U,H)

≤ pη‖u‖pH + p(p− 2)‖u‖p−2
H ‖π

Hγ−β
VN

B(u)‖2
HS(U,H) + p‖u‖p−2

H ‖π
Hγ−β
VN

B(u)‖2
HS(U,H)

≤ pη‖u‖pH + 2p(p− 1)‖u‖p−2
H

(
‖B(u)−B(0)‖2

HS(U,H) + ‖B(0)‖2
HS(U,H)

)
≤ pη‖u‖pH + 2 p(p− 1)‖u‖p−2

H (K(1) ‖u‖2
H + ‖B(0)‖2

HS(U,H))

≤ pη(1 + ‖u‖pH) + 4 p(p− 1)
(
K(1) ∨ ‖B(0)‖2

HS(U,H)

)
(1 + ‖u‖pH)

≤
(
pη + 4 p(p− 1)

(
K(1) ∨ ‖B(0)‖2

HS(U,H)

))
V (u).

Next note that for all (k, l), (m,n) ∈ Z2\{(0, 0)} it holds that

(DR2ek,l)em,n = 2π√
k2+l2

(
k l ξ−k,l l2ξk,−l
k2ξk,−l k l ξ−k,l

)
em,n

= 2π√
k2+l2

1√
m2+n2

(
l k n ξ−k,lξm,n − l2mξk,−lξ−m,−n
k2 n ξk,−lξm,n − l k m ξ−k,lξ−m,−n

)
,

(6.93)

that

(DR2ek,l)e0,0 = 2π√
k2+l2

(
k l ξ−k,lξ0,0

k2ξk,−lξ0,0

)
,(6.94)

and that

(DR2ek,l)e0,0 = 2π√
k2+l2

(
l2ξk,−lξ0,0

k l ξ−k,lξ0,0

)
.(6.95)

Moreover, the product to sum identity implies that for all k, l,m ∈ Z it holds that

4

∫ 1

0

cos(2π k x) cos(2π l x) cos(2πmx) dx

= 2

∫ 1

0

(
cos(2π x(k − l)) + cos(2π x(k + l))

)
cos(2πmx) dx

=

∫ 1

0

cos(2π x(k − l −m)) + cos(2π x(k − l +m))

+ cos(2π x(k + l −m)) + cos(2π x(k + l +m)) dx

= 1{0}(k − l −m) + 1{0}(k − l +m) + 1{0}(k + l −m) + 1{0}(k + l +m).

(6.96)

Analogously it follows that for all k, l,m ∈ Z it holds that

4

∫ 1

0

sin(2π k x) cos(2π l x) cos(2πmx) dx = 0,(6.97)

4

∫ 1

0

sin(2π k x) sin(2π l x) cos(2πmx) dx

= 1{0}(k − l −m) + 1{0}(k − l +m)− 1{0}(k + l −m)− 1{0}(k + l +m),

(6.98)

4

∫ 1

0

sin(2π k x) sin(2π l x) sin(2πmx) dx = 0.(6.99)

Combining (6.96), (6.97), (6.98), and (6.99) ensures that for all k, l, n ∈ Z with |n| > |k| + |l|
it holds that

(6.100)

∫ 1

0

ξk(x) ξl(x) ξn(x) dx = 0.
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Thus we get for all (k, l), (m,n), (r, s) ∈ Z2 with (|r| − |k| − |m|) ∨ (|s| − |l| − |n|) > 0 that

(6.101)

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

ξk,l(x, y) ξm,n(x, y) ξr,s(x, y) dx dy = 0.

In addition, we have for all a0,0 ∈ R, N ∈ N and all ak,l ∈ R, (k, l) ∈ Z2
N that(

DR

(
a0,0e0,0 +

∑
(k,l)∈Z2

N

ak,lek,l

))(
a0,0e0,0 +

∑
(k,l)∈Z2

N

ak,lek,l

)
=
( ∑

(k,l)∈Z2
N\{(0,0)}

ak,l(DRek,l)
)(
a0,0e0,0 +

∑
(k,l)∈Z2

N

ak,lek,l

)
=

∑
(k,l)∈Z2

N\{(0,0)}

ak,la0,0 (DRek,l)e0,0

∑
(k,l)∈Z2

N\{(0,0)}

∑
(m,n)∈Z2

N

ak,lam,n (DRek,l)em,n.

(6.102)

Combining (6.93), (6.94), (6.95), (6.101), (6.102) shows that for all N ∈ N, u ∈ HN , and all
(k, l) ∈ Z2 with |k|+ |l| > 2N it holds that

(6.103) 〈(DRu)u, ek,l〉L2((0,1)2,R2) = 0

and this verifies that for all u ∈ HN it holds that F (u) ∈ H2N . Therefore Lemma (6.6) implies
that for all r, s ∈ [0,∞) it holds that

F |Hr ∈ CB2r
2,2((0,1)2,R2),B2s

2,2((0,1)2,R2)(Hr, B
2s
2,2((0, 1)2,R2)⇔ F |Hr ∈ CHr,Hs(Hr, Hs).(6.104)

Moreover, Lemma 5.4 and (5.98) in Corollary 5.10 (with s ← r, d ← 2, α ← i and Ht ←
B2t

2,2((0, 1)2), t ∈ R) assures that for all r ∈ [0,∞) and all ε ∈ (0,∞) there exists a C ∈ (0,∞)

such that for all u = (u(1,0), u(0,1)) ∈ B
2r+1+ε1{0}(r)

2,2 ((0, 1)2,R2) and all v = (v(1,0), v(0,1)) ∈
B

2r+1+ε1{0}(r)

2,2 ((0, 1)2,R2) it holds that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖B2r
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

(6.105)

≤ c‖(DR2u)u− (DR2v) v‖B2r
2,2((0,1)2,R2) + η‖u− v‖B2r

2,2((0,1)2,R2)

≤ (‖(DR2(u− v))u‖B2r
2,2((0,1)2,R2) + ‖(DR2v)(u− v)‖B2r

2,2((0,1)2,R2) + ‖u− v‖B2r
2,2((0,1)2,R2))

≤
( ∑
i,j∈N2

0,|i|=|j|=1

(
‖(Di

R2(uj − vj))ui‖B2r
2,2((0,1)2) + ‖(Di

R2vj)(ui − vi)‖B2r
2,2((0,1)2)

)
+ ‖u− v‖B2r

2,2((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C

( ∑
i,j∈N2

0,|i|=|j|=1

(
‖uj − vj‖

B
2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖ui‖
B

2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

+ ‖vj‖
B

2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖ui − vi‖
B

2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

)
+ ‖u− v‖

B
2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C

(
4‖u− v‖

B
2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

(
‖u‖

B
2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ ‖v‖
B

2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
+ ‖u− v‖

B
2r+1+2ε1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
.

Hence (6.105) and (6.104) prove that for all r ∈ [0,∞) and all ε ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

(6.106) F |Hr+1/2+ε1{0}(r)
∈ CHr+1/2+ε1{0}(r)

,Hr(Hr+1/2+ε1{0}(r), Hr).



168 6. APPLICATION

Thus (6.106) (with r ← γ + ϑ − 1/2) the fact that α1 < 1/2 and (6.78) verifies (4.65) (with
H ← Hγ). In addition, it holds for all (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+ϑ that

(D
(1,0)

R2 u2)u1 = (D
(1,0)

R2 (u1 + u2)) (u1 + u2)− (D
(1,0)

R2 u1)u1 − (D
(1,0)

R2 u1)u2 − (D
(1,0)

R2 u2)u2

= (D
(1,0)

R2 (u1 + u2)) (u1 + u2)− (D
(1,0)

R2 u1)u1 + (D
(0,1)

R2 u2)u2 − (D
(1,0)

R2 u2)u2.

(6.107)

Analogously it follows that for all (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+ϑ it holds that

(6.108) (D
(0,1)

R2 u1)u2 = (D
(0,1)

R2 (u1 +u2)) (u1 +u2)− (D
(0,1)

R2 u1)u1 + (D
(1,0)

R2 u1)u1− (D
(0,1)

R2 u2)u2.

Thus (6.106) (with r ← γ+ϑ−1/2), Lemma 6.6, (6.107), (6.108), Lemma 5.4, (5.96) in Corollary
5.10 (with Hr ← B2r

2,2((0, 1)2), r ∈ R, d ← 2), and the fact that α1 < γ establishes that there
exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u = (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+ϑ it holds that

‖F (u)‖Hγ+ϑ−1/2
≤ C1(‖(DR2u)u‖B2γ+2ϑ−1

2,2 ((0,1)2,R2) + ‖u‖Hγ+ϑ−1/2
)(6.109)

≤ C1

(
‖(D(1,0)

R2 u1)u1‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2) + ‖(D(1,0)

R2 u2)u1‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

+ ‖(D(0,1)

R2 u1)u2‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2) + ‖(D(0,1)

R2 u2)u2‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2) + ‖u‖Hγ+ϑ−1/2

)
≤ C1

(
3‖(D(1,0)

R2 u1)u1‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2) + 3‖(D(0,1)

R2 u2)u2‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

+ ‖(D(0,1)

R2 u1)u1‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2) + ‖(D(1,0)

R2 u2)u2‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

+ ‖(D(1,0)

R2 (u1 + u2) (u1 + u2)‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

+ ‖(D(0,1)

R2 (u1 + u2)) (u1 + u2)‖B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2) + ‖u‖Hγ+ϑ−1/2

)
≤ C2

(
3‖u1‖B2γ+2ϑ+1−2α1

2,2 ((0,1)2)
‖u1‖B2γ

2,2((0,1)2) + 3‖u2‖B2γ+2ϑ+1−2α1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖u2‖B2γ
2,2((0,1)2)

+ ‖u1‖B2γ+2ϑ+1−2α1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖u1‖B2γ
2,2((0,1)2) + ‖u2‖B2γ+2ϑ+1−2α1

2,2 ((0,1)2)
‖u2‖B2γ

2,2((0,1)2)

+ ‖u1 + u2‖B2γ+2ϑ+1−2α1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖u1 + u2‖B2γ
2,2((0,1)2)

+ ‖u1 + u2‖B2γ+2ϑ+1−2α1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖u1 + u2‖B2γ
2,2((0,1)2) + ‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1

)
≤ C2

(
16‖u‖

B
2γ+2ϑ+1−2α1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

‖u‖B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2) + ‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1

)
≤ C3

(
‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1

‖u‖Hγ + ‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−α1

)
and this proves (4.66) (with H ← Hγ rx ← 1, Rx ← C3(η−ϑ + ‖x‖Hγ + 1)). Moreover, (6.92)
implies that for all N ∈ N and all all (t, u) ∈ [0, T ]× VN it holds that

(6.110) E[V (XN,u
t )] ≤ V (u)e(pη+4 p(p−1)(K(1)∨‖B(0)‖2

HS(U,H)
))t

which verifies (4.64). In addition, (6.86) proves (4.62), (6.80) proves (4.67) (with H ← Hγ,
rx ← 1, Rx ← K(‖x‖Hγ + η−ϑ)), (6.83) proves (4.68), and (6.84) proves (4.69). Thus Theorem
4.5 yields that f ∈ CR×Hγ (R × Hγ,R), that f is bounded on R × Hγ-bounded subsets of

(0, T )×Hγ, that for all R̃ ∈ (0,∞) it holds that

lim
R→∞

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
f(t, u)− ϕ(v) : u, v ∈ Hγ+2ϑ, t ∈ (0, T ), ‖u‖2

Hγ+ϑ
∨ ‖v‖2

Hγ+ϑ
≤ R,

‖u‖Hγ ≤ R̃, ‖u− v‖Hγ ≤ r, t ≤ ε

}
= 0,

(6.111)

that for all q ∈ [p,∞) it holds that

(6.112) lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup

{
|f(t, u)|

‖u‖qL2(0,1) + 2
: u ∈ H, ‖u‖Hγ ≥ r

}
= 0,
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and that f |(0,T )×Hγ is a viscosity solution of

∂
∂t
f(t, u)−

〈
Au+ F (u), I−1

Hγ (DHγf)(t, u)
〉
Hγ

−
〈
B(u), I−1

Hγ+ϑ

(
(D2

Hγ f)(t, u)B(u)
)〉

HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)
= 0

(6.113)

for (t, u) ∈ (0, T )×Hγ relative to ((0, T )×Hγ 3 (t, u)→ 1/2‖u‖2
Hγ+ϑ

∈ [0,∞],R×Hγ,R×Hγ+ϑ).

Next we apply Corollary 3.9 (with H← Hγ, O ← Hγ, v ← 0, κ← −γ, α1 ← α1, and α2 ← α1)
to show that f is the unique viscosity solution. Therefore assume that g is another viscosity
solution of (6.13), which satisfy that g ∈ CR×Hγ ([0, T ]×Hγ,R), that g is bounded on R×Hγ-
bounded subsets of [0, T ] × Hγ, that g have at most polynomial H-growth, and that for all
u ∈ Hγ it holds that g(0, u) = ϕ(u). Hence, there exists a q ∈ [p,∞), which we fix for the rest
of the proof, such that

(6.114) lim
r→∞

sup
t∈[0,T ]

sup

{
|g(t, u)|
‖u‖qH + 2

: u ∈ Hγ, ‖u‖H ≥ r

}
= 0.

Moreover, the continuity of ϕ with respect to the ‖ · ‖Hγ -norm, the continuity of g with respect
to the ‖ · ‖R×Hγ -norm, and the fact that for all R ∈ (0,∞) it holds that the set {(t, x) ∈
[0, T ]×Hγ : ‖x‖Hγ+ϑ

≤ R} is compact in Hγ yields for all R, R̃ ∈ (0,∞) that

lim
r↓0

lim
ε↓0

sup

{
g(t, u)− ϕ(û) : u, û ∈ H2ϑ+γ, t, t̂ ∈ (0, T ),

e−θt‖u‖2Hϑ+γ

‖u‖qH+2
∨

e−θt̂‖û‖2Hϑ+γ

‖û‖qH+2
≤ R,

‖u‖Hγ ≤ R̃, ‖u− û‖Hγ ≤ r, t ∨ t̂ ≤ ε

}
= lim

r↓0
sup

{
ϕ(u)− ϕ(û) : u, û ∈ H2ϑ+γ,

‖u‖2Hϑ+γ

‖u‖qH+2
∨
‖û‖2Hϑ+γ

‖û‖qH+2
≤ R, ‖u‖Hγ ≤ R̃, ‖u− û‖Hγ ≤ r

}
= 0.

(6.115)

Next note that the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel
[31]), Lemma 6.6, and Lemma 5.6 (with d← 2, p← 2

2r+1
, u← Di

R2uj, v ← ui, r1 ← 2γ1{0}(r),
r2 ← 1 + 2γ1{0}(r), ε← 2γ) proves that for all r ∈ [0, 1/2) there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that
for all u = (u(1,0), u(0,1)) ∈ Hγ+ϑ and all v = (v(1,0), v(0,1)) ∈ Hγ+ϑ it holds that

‖F (u)‖H−r

≤ sup
w∈Hr

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
〈(

(DR2u)(x, y)
)
(u(x, y)), w(x,y)

‖w‖Hr

〉
R2

dx dy

)
+ η‖u‖H−r

= sup
w∈Hr

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
∑

i,j∈N2
0,|i|=|j|=1

(
(Di

R2uj)(x, y)ui(x, y)
wj(x,y)

‖w‖Hr

)
dx dy

)
+ η‖u‖H−r

≤
∑

i,j∈N2
0,|i|=|j|=1

sup
w∈Hr

(
|c| ‖(Di

R2uj)ui‖L2/(2r+1)((0,1)2) ·
‖wj‖L2/(1−2r)((0,1)2)

‖w‖Hr

)
+ η‖u‖H−r

≤ C1

∑
i,j∈N2

0,|i|=|j|=1

(
‖Di

R2uj‖
B

2γ1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖ui‖
B

1+2γ1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

)
sup
w∈Hr

(‖w‖B2r((0,1)2,R2)

‖w‖Hr

)
+ η−1/2−r−γ1{0}(r)‖u‖H1/2+γ1{0}(r)

≤ C2

( ∑
i,j∈N2

0,|i|=|j|=1

(
‖ui‖

B
1+2γ1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖uj‖
B

1+2γ1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2)

)
+ ‖u‖

B
1+2γ1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ 4C2

(
‖u‖2

B
1+2γ1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ ‖u‖
B

1+2γ1{0}(r)
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
.

(6.116)
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Thus (6.116) (with r ← γ+ϑ−1), Lemma 6.6, (6.105) (with r ← γ+ϑ−1, ε← γ, and v ← 0),
the fact that 2γ − 1 < 0 and the fact that ϑ ≥ 1/2 yield that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all u ∈ Hγ+ϑ it holds that

‖F (u)‖Hγ+ϑ−1

≤ C1

(
‖u‖2

B
(1∨(2γ+2ϑ−1))+2γ1{0}(γ+ϑ−1)

2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)
+ ‖u‖

B
(1∨(2γ+2ϑ−1))+2γ1{0}(γ+ϑ−1)

2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
(6.117)

≤ C2

(
‖u‖2

B2γ+2ϑ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ ‖u‖B2γ+2ϑ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C3‖u‖Hγ+ϑ

(‖u‖Hγ+ϑ
+ 1).

Combining this and (6.79) (with u← 0) proves (3.241) (with H ← Hγ, κ← −γ). Moreover, it
follows from Theorem 4 on page 84 in Runst & Sickel [31], the fact that 2γ < 1/2, Theorem 2 on
page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31] (with s1 ← 2γ, s2 ← 1 + 2γ − 2α1, p← 2, q1 ← 2, and q2 ← 2)
the Proposition on page 29 in Runst & Sickel [31], the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 1
on page 32 in Runst & Sickel [31]), and from Lemma 6.6 that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such
that for all u = (u(1,0), u(0,1)) ∈ H1/2, v = (v(1,0), v(0,1)) ∈ H1/2, and all w = (w(1,0), w(0,1)) ∈ H1/2

it holds that ∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈(
(DR2w)(x, y)

)
(u(x, y)), v(x, y)

〉
R2

dx dy

=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑
i,j∈N2

0,|i|=|j|=1

(Di
R2wj)(x, y)ui(x, y) vj(x, y) dx dy

≤
∑

i,j∈N2
0,|i|=|j|=1

‖Di
R2wj‖B−2γ

2,2 ((0,1)2)‖ui vj‖B2γ
2,2((0,1)2)(6.118)

≤ C1

∑
i,j∈N2

0,|i|=|j|=1

‖wj‖B1−2γ
2,2 ((0,1)2)‖ui‖B1+2γ−2α1

2,2 ((0,1)2)
‖vj‖B2γ

2,2((0,1)2)

≤ 4C1‖w‖B1−2γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)‖u‖B1+2γ−2α1

2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)
‖v‖B2γ

2,2((0,1)2,R2)

≤ C2‖w‖H1/2−γ‖u‖H1/2+γ−α1
‖v‖Hγ .

Analogously it follows that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v, w ∈ H1/2 it holds
that ∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

〈(
(DR2w)(x, y)

)
(u(x, y)), v(x, y)

〉
R2

dx dy ≤ C‖w‖H1/2−γ‖v‖H1/2+γ−α1
‖u‖Hγ .(6.119)

Thus the fact that H1/2 is dense in H1/2−γ and (6.89) establishes that there exists a C ∈ (0,∞)
such that for all u, v ∈ H1/2 it holds that

‖F (u)− F (v)‖Hγ−1/2

(6.120)

≤ sup
w∈H1/2

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
〈(

(DR2u)(x, y)
)
(u(x, y))−

(
(DR2v)(x, y)

)
(v(x, y)), w(x,y)

‖w‖H1/2−γ

〉
R2

dx dy

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−1/2

= sup
w∈H1/2

(
−
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(u(x, y)), u(x,y)

‖w‖H1/2−γ

〉
R2

− c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(v(x, y)), v(x,y)

‖w‖H1/2−γ

〉
R2

dx dy

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−1/2

= sup
w∈H1/2

(
−
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(u(x, y)− v(x, y)), u(x,y)

‖w‖H1/2−γ

〉
R2
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+ c
〈(

(DR2w)(x, y)
)
(v(x, y)), u(x,y)−v(x,y)

‖w‖H1/2−γ

〉
R2

dx dy

)
+ η‖u− v‖Hγ−1/2

≤ C
(
‖u− v‖H1/2+γ−α1

‖u‖Hγ + ‖u− v‖H1/2+γ−α1
‖v‖Hγ + ηα1‖u− v‖H1/2+γ−α1

)
and this shows (3.244). In addition, (6.109) ensure (3.242), (6.80) ensure (3.243), (6.81) enures
(3.245), (6.92) ensures (3.248), and Remark 3.10 (with H ← Hγ, κ ← −γ, l ← γ, and
f ← (R 3 x → (2x)p/2 + 2 ∈ (1,∞))) ensures (3.249), (3.250), (3.251), and (3.252). Thus
Corollary 3.9 (with H← Hγ, O ← Hγ, v ← 0, κ← −γ, α1 ← α1, α2 ← α1, and V ← ‖·‖qH +2)
verifies that g = f which finishes the proof of Corollary 6.7. �

The next remark establishes sufficient conditions for B to satisfy the conditions of Corollary
6.7.

Remark 6.8 (Sufficient condition for B). Assume the Setting 6.5, let ϑ ∈ [1/2, 1−γ), β1 ∈ (0, γ),
let C ∈ (0,∞), let PN ∈ L(U,H), N ∈ N, be finite-dimensional projection satisfying for all
n ∈ I and all N ∈ N that

(6.121) PN ẽn = 1[1,N ](n) ẽn,

let bij ∈ C3([0, 1]2 × R2;R), i, j ∈ {1, 2}, let b ∈ C([0, 1] × R2;R2×2), satisfy that for all
x ∈ [0, 1]2, y ∈ R

2, and all i, j ∈ {1, 2} it holds that ‖(DR2×R2bij)(x, y)‖(R2×R2)′ ≤ C,
‖(D2

R2×R2bij)(x, y)‖L(R2×R2,(R2×R2)′) ≤ C, and that

(6.122) b(x, y) =

(
b11(x, y) b12(x, y)
b21(x, y) b22(x, y)

)
,

let Q ∈ HS(U,Hγ+ϑ), assume that for all u ∈ H, v ∈ U and all x ∈ (0, 1)2 it holds that

(B(u)v)(x) = π
L2((0,1)2,R2)
H

(
b(·, u(·))(Qv)(·)

)
(x) and assume that for all n ∈ I, i ∈ {γ, ϑ + γ},

and all u ∈ Hi it holds that

(6.123) B(u)ẽn ∈ Hi.

Then B satisfies the condition of Corollary 6.7 with β ← γ, β1 ← β1, β2 ← β1, β3 ← β1, and
χ← γ i.e. there exists a θ ∈ (0,∞) and an increasing K : R→ (0,∞), such that

(6.124) B|H1/2+γ+ϑ−β1
∈ CH1/2+γ+ϑ−β1

,HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)(H1/2+γ+ϑ−β1 , HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)),

that for all u, v ∈ H1/2 it holds that

‖B(u)−B(v)‖2
HS(U,H) ≤ C ‖u− v‖2

H(6.125)

and that for all u, v ∈ Hγ+2ϑ it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(U,Hγ+ϑ) ≤ K(‖u‖Hγ )(‖u‖2

H1/2+γ+ϑ−β1
+ 1),(6.126)

‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(U,Hγ) ≤ K(‖v‖Hγ ∨ ‖u‖Hγ )‖u− v‖H1/2+γ−β1
,(6.127)

|B|C1(Hγ ,‖·‖HS(U,H))
<∞,(6.128)

and that for all Hγ-bounded sets E ⊆ Hγ it holds that

(6.129) sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E

[
‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,H)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

]
<∞

and that

(6.130) lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[
‖B(v)(IdU −PN)‖HS(U,H)

1 + ‖v‖Hγ

]
= 0.

Proof. Let B(r) ⊆ R2, r ∈ [0,∞] be the set satisfying for all r ∈ [0,∞] that B(r) = {x ∈
R

2 : ‖x‖R2 ≤ r}. Moreover, note that (6.123) and Lemma 6.6 imply that for all i ∈ {0, γ, γ+ϑ}
there exists a C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hi it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(U,Hi) =

∑
n∈I

‖B(u)ẽn‖2
Hi
≤ C1

(∑
n∈I

‖B(u)ẽn‖2
B2i

2,2((0,1)2,R2)

)
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≤ C1

(∑
n∈I

‖b(·, u(·)) (Qẽn)(·)‖2
B2i

2,2((0,1)2,R2)

)
= C1

∑
n∈I

(∥∥∥〈(b11(·, u(·)), b12(·, u(·))
)
, (Qẽn)(·)

〉
R2

∥∥∥2

B2i
2,2((0,1)2)

(6.131)

+
∥∥∥〈(b21(·, u(·)), b22(·, u(·))

)
, (Qẽn)(·)

〉
R2‖2

B2i
2,2((0,1)2)

)
.

Therefore Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31] (with s1 ← i, s2 ← γ + ϑ, d ← 2,
p ← 2, q1 ← 2, q2 ← 2, q ← 2) and Lemma 6.6 verify that for all i ∈ {0, γ, γ + ϑ} there exist
C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hi it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(U,Hi)

≤ C1

∑
n∈I

((
‖b11(·, u(·))‖2

B2i
2,2((0,1)2) + ‖b12(·, u(·))‖2

B2i
2,2((0,1)2)

)
‖Qẽn‖B2γ+2ϑ

2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+
(
‖b21(·, u(·))‖2

B2i
2,2((0,1)2) + ‖b22(·, u(·))‖2

B2i
2,2((0,1)2)

)
‖Qẽn‖B2γ+2ϑ

2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C1

∑
n∈I

‖b(·, u(·))‖2
(B2i

2,2((0,1)2))2×2 ‖Qẽn‖2

B2γ+2ϑ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

≤ C2‖b(·, u(·))‖2
(B2i

2,2((0,1)2))2×2‖Q‖HS(U,Hγ+ϑ).

(6.132)

Analogously we derive that there exists a C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all i ∈ {0, γ, γ + ϑ} and all
u, v ∈ Hi it holds that

(6.133) ‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(U,Hi) ≤ C1‖Q‖HS(U,Hγ+ϑ)‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖(B2i
2,2((0,1)2))2×2 .

Combining (6.133) and Lemma 5.15 (with d ← 2, m ← 2, p ← 0, q ← ∞) shows that there
exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ H it holds that

‖B(u)−B(v)‖2
HS(U,H) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖2

(L2((0,1)2))2×2

≤ C2‖u− ũ‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2) = C2‖u− ũ‖2

H

(6.134)

and this verifies (6.125) and (6.128). Furthermore, (6.133), Corollary 5.16 (with m← 2, d← 2,
s ← 2γ, p2 ← 0, p1 ← 0, q ← ∞, q1 ← ∞, q2 ← 2, q3 ← ∞, q4 ← 2, q5 ← ∞, ε ← 2γ − 2β1),
and Lemma 6.6 establish that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u, v ∈ Hγ it holds
that

‖B(u)−B(v)‖HS(U,Hγ) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖(B2γ
2,2((0,1)2))2×2

≤ C2 ‖u− v‖2

B
1+2γ−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

(
‖u‖2

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1
)

+ C2 ‖u− v‖2
B2γ

2,2((0,1)2,R2)
+ C2 ‖u− v‖2

L2((0,1)2,R2)(6.135)

≤ C3

(
‖u− v‖2

H1/2+γ−β1

(
‖u‖2

Hγ + 1
)

+ ‖u− v‖2
Hγ + ‖u− v‖2

H

)
≤ C3‖u− v‖2

H1/2+γ−β1

(
‖u‖2

Hγ + 1 + ηβ1−1/2 + ηβ1−γ−1/2
)

and this implies (6.127). In addition, note that it holds that

2γ 1+ϑ+γ−2β1

2ϑ+1−2β1
+ (2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1)(ϑ−γ)

2ϑ+1−2β1
= 2γ + 2γ γ−ϑ

2ϑ+1−2β1
+ ϑ− γ + 2γ(ϑ−γ)

2ϑ+1−2β1
= ϑ+ γ(6.136)

and that

2γ ϑ+γ−2β1

2ϑ+1−2β1
+ (2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1)(1+ϑ−γ)

2ϑ+1−2β1
= 2γ + 2γ γ−ϑ−1

2ϑ+1−2β1
+ 1 + ϑ− γ + 2γ(1+ϑ−γ)

2ϑ+1−2β1
= 1 + ϑ+ γ.

(6.137)

Thus Lemma 5.4 (with r ← ϑ + γ, r1 ← 2γ, r2 ← 2ϑ + 2γ + 1 − 2β1, s1 ← 1+ϑ+γ−2β1

2ϑ+1−2β1
,

s2 ← ϑ−γ
2ϑ+1−2β1

, and with r ← 1 + ϑ + γ, r1 ← 2γ, r2 ← 2ϑ + 2γ + 1 − 2β1, s1 ← ϑ+γ−2β1

2ϑ+1−2β1
,
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s2 ← 1+ϑ−γ
2ϑ+1−2β1

) demonstrates that there exists a C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hγ+2ϑ it

holds that (
‖u‖2

Bϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1
)
‖u‖2

B1+ϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

≤ C1

((
‖u‖2(1+ϑ+γ−2β1)/(2ϑ+1−2β1)

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

‖u‖2(ϑ−γ)/(2ϑ+1−2β1)

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1
)

·
(
‖u‖2(ϑ+γ−2β1)/(2ϑ+1−2β1)

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

‖u‖2(1+ϑ−γ)/(2ϑ+1−β1)

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

))
= C1

(
‖u‖2(2ϑ+2γ+1−4β1)/(2ϑ+1−2β1)

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

‖u‖2(2ϑ−2γ+1)/(2ϑ+1−2β1)

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+
(
‖u‖2(ϑ+γ−2β1)/(2ϑ+1−2β1)

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

‖u‖2(1+ϑ−γ)/(2ϑ+1−β1)

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

))
(6.138)

≤ C1

(
(1 + ‖u‖3

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

)(1 + ‖u‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)

+ (1 + ‖u‖3
B2γ

2,2((0,1)2,R2)
)(1 + ‖u‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
)

= 2C1

(
(1 + ‖u‖3

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

)(1 + ‖u‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
)
.

Hence Lemma 5.4, Corollary 5.9 (with Hr ← B2r
2,2((0, 1)2), r ∈ R, d← 2, p← 2, s← ϑ+γ−1/2,

β ← β, α← 0, r1 ← ϑ+γ
2

, r2 ← ϑ+γ
2

, r̃1 ← 1+ϑ+γ
2

, r̃2 ← 1+ϑ+γ
2

, δ ← 0, u← (Dα
R2×R2bkl)(·, u(·)),

and v ← ui), the fact that ϑ+ γ < 1, and Corollary 5.13 (with d← 2, m← 2, b← Dα
R2×R2bkl,

s ← γ + ϑ, q ← ∞, p ← 0) assure that for all α ∈ N4
0, β ∈ N2

0 with |α| = |β| = 1 there exist
C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u = (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ and all i ∈ {1, 2} it holds that∥∥(Dα

R2×R2b)(·, u(·))(Dβ
R2ui)(·)

∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

≤ C1

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

(∥∥(Dα
R2×R2bkl)(·, u(·))

∥∥2

(Bϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2))

∥∥ui∥∥2

B1+ϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2)

)
≤ C2

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

((
‖u‖2

Bϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1 + ‖u‖2
B0

2,2((0,1)2,R2)(6.139)

+

∫
(0,1)2

|(Dα
R2×R2bkl)(x, 0)|2 dx

)
‖ui‖2

B1+ϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2)

)
≤ C3

(
‖u‖2

Bϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1
)
‖u‖2

B1+ϑ+γ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

≤ C4

(
(1 + ‖u‖3

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

)(1 + ‖u‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
)
.

Combining this, (6.132), Proposition 2 on page 19 in Runst & Sickel [31], and Corollary
5.13 (with d ← 2, m ← 2, s ← 2γ + 2ϑ − 1, q ← ∞, p ← 0) establishes that there exist
C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u = (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ it holds that

‖B(u)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ+γ) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))‖2

(B2γ+2ϑ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R))2×2

(6.140)

≤ C2

∥∥ ∑
α∈N2

0,|α|≤1

Dα
R2

(
b(·, u(·))

)∥∥2

(B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R))2×2

= C2

(∥∥(D
(1,0,0,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·)) + (D
(0,0,1,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(1,0)

R2 u1)(·)

+ (D
(0,0,0,1)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(1,0)

R2 u2)(·)
∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2 +

∥∥(D
(0,1,0,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))

+ (D
(0,0,1,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(0,1)

R2 u1)(·) + (D
(0,0,0,1)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(0,1)

R2 u2)(·)
∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2
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+ ‖b(·, u(·))‖2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

)
≤ C3

(
(1 + ‖u‖3

B2γ
2,2((0,1)2,R2)

)(1 + ‖u‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

) + ‖u‖2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ ‖u‖2
B0

2,2((0,1)2,R2) + 1
)

≤ C4

(
(1 + ‖u‖3

Hγ )(1 + ‖u‖2
Hϑ+γ+1/2−β1

) + ‖u‖2
Hϑ+γ−1/2

+ ‖u‖2
H + 1

)
≤ C4(1 + ‖u‖2

Hϑ+γ+1/2−β1
)
(

1 + ‖u‖3
Hγ + η2(β1−1) + η−2γ‖u‖2

Hγ + 1
)

and this proves (6.126). Moreover, the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 1 on page 32 in
Runst & Sickel [31]), the fact that ϑ ≥ 1/2 and Lemma 6.6 yield that for all ε > 0 there exist
C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u ∈ Hε+ϑ it holds that

‖u‖L∞((0,1)2,R2) ≤ C1‖u‖B2ϑ+2ε
2,2 ((0,1)2;R2) ≤ C2‖u‖Hϑ+ε

.(6.141)

Furthermore, it follows from Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31], Corollary 5.13
(with d← 2, m← 2, b← Dα

R2×R2bkl, s← 2γ + 2ϑ− 1, q ←∞, p← 0), and from Lemma 6.6
that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all v = (v1, v2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ, u = (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ,
i ∈ {1, 2}, α ∈ N4

0, and all β ∈ N2
0 with |α| = |β| = 1 it holds that

∥∥∥(Dα
R2×R2b)(·, v(·))

(
(Dβ

R2vi)(·)− (Dβ
R2ui)(·)

)∥∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

(6.142)

≤ C1

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

(
‖(Dα

R2×R2bkl)(·, v(·))‖2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

‖Dβ
R2vi −Dβ

R2ui‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

)
≤ C2

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

((
(‖v‖2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1) + ‖v‖2
B0

2,2((0,1)2,R2) +

∫
(0,1)2

|(Dα
R2×R2bkl)(x, 0)|2 dx

)
· ‖v − u‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C3

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

((
‖v‖2

Hϑ+γ−1/2
+ 1 + ‖v‖2

H +

∫
(0,1)2

|(Dα
R2×R2bkl)(x, 0)|2 dx

)
‖v − u‖2

Hϑ+γ+1/2−β1

)
.

In addition, we obtain from Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31], Corollary 5.16 (with
d← 2, m← 2, b← Dα

R2×R2bkl, s← 2ϑ + 2γ − 1, q1 ←∞, q2 ← 2, q3 ←∞, q4 ← 2, q5 ←∞,
q ← ∞, p1 ← ∞, p2 ← 0, ε ← 2γ − 2β1), Lemma 6.6, and (6.141) (with ε ← γ − β1) that
there exist C1, C2, C3, C4 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u = (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ, v = (v1, v2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ,
i ∈ {1, 2}, α ∈ N4

0, and all β ∈ N2
0 with |α| = |β| = 1 it holds that∥∥∥((Dα

R2×R2b)(·, u(·))− (Dα
R2×R2b)(·, v(·))

)
(Dβ

R2ui)(·)
∥∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

(6.143)

≤C1

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

(∥∥(Dα
R2×R2bkl)(·, u(·))− (Dα

R2×R2bkl)(·, v(·))
∥∥2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

∥∥Dβ
R2ui

∥∥2

B
2ϑ+2γ−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2)

)
≤C2

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

((
‖u− v‖2

B
1+2γ−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

(
‖u‖2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1
)

· ‖D2
R2×R2Dα

R2×R2bkl‖C([0,1]×B(‖u‖L∞((0,1)2,R2)∨‖v‖L∞((0,1)2,R2)),‖·‖L(R2×R2,(R2×R2)′))

+ ‖u− v‖2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ ‖u− v‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2)

)
‖u‖2

B
2ϑ+2γ+1−2β1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

)
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≤C3

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

((
‖u− v‖2

H1/2+γ−β1

(
‖u‖2

Hϑ+γ−1/2
+ 1
)

· ‖D2
R2×R2Dα

R2×R2bkl‖C([0,1]×B((C4‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−β1
)∨(C4‖v‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−β1

)),‖·‖L(R2×R2,(R2×R2)′))

+ ‖u− v‖2
Hϑ+γ−1/2

+ ‖u− v‖2
H

)
‖u‖2

Hϑ+γ+1/2−β1

)
.

Thus we get that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u = (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ, v =
(v1, v2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ, i ∈ {1, 2}, α ∈ N4

0, and all β ∈ N2
0 with |α| = |β| = 1 it holds that∥∥(Dα

R2×R2b)(·, u(·))(Dβ
R2ui)(·)− (Dα

R2×R2b)(·, v(·))(Dβ
R2vi)(·)

∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2(6.144)

≤
∥∥∥((Dα

R2×R2b)(·, u(·))− (Dα
R2×R2b)(·, v(·))

)
(Dβ

R2ui)(·)
∥∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

+
∥∥∥(Dα

R2×R2b)(·, v(·))
(
(Dβ

R2vi)(·)− (Dβ
R2ui)(·)

)∥∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

≤C1

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

((
‖u− v‖2

H1/2+γ−β3

(
‖u‖2

Hϑ+γ−1/2
+ 1
)

· ‖D2
R2×R2Dα

R2×R2bkl‖C([0,1]×B((C2‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−β1
)∨(C2‖v‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−β1

)),‖·‖L(R2×R2,(R2×R2)′))

+ ‖u− v‖2
Hϑ+γ−1/2

+ ‖u− v‖2
H

)
‖u‖2

Hϑ+γ+1/2−β1

+
(
‖u‖2

Hϑ+γ−1/2
+ 1 + ‖u‖2

H +

∫
(0,1)2

|(Dα
R2×R2bkl)(x, 0)|2 dx

)
‖v − u‖2

Hϑ+γ+1/2−β1

)
.

Furthermore, Corollary 5.16 (with d ← 2, m ← 2, b ← Dα
R2×R2bkl, s ← 2ϑ + 2γ − 1, q1 ← ∞,

q2 ← 2, q3 ← ∞, q4 ← 2, q5 ← ∞, q ← ∞, p1 ← ∞, p2 ← 0, ε ← 2γ − 2β1), Lemma 6.6,
and (6.141) (with ε ← γ − β1) imply that there exist C1, C2, C3 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all
u, v ∈ Hγ+2ϑ, α ∈ N4

0, and all β ∈ N2
0 with |α| = |β| = 1 it holds that∥∥(Dα

R2×R2b)(·, u(·))− (Dα
R2×R2b)(·, v(·))

∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2(6.145)

≤ C1

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

(
‖u− v‖2

B
1+2γ−2β3
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

(
‖u‖2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ 1
)

· ‖D2
R2×R2Dα

R2×R2bkl‖C([0,1]×B(‖u‖L∞((0,1)2,R2)∨‖v‖L∞((0,1)2,R2)),‖·‖L(R2×R2,(R2×R2)′))

+ ‖u− v‖2

B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R2)

+ ‖u− v‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2)

)
≤ C2

∑
k,l∈{1,2}

(
‖u− v‖2

Hγ+1/2−β3

(
‖u‖2

Hϑ+γ−1/2
+ 1
)

· ‖D2
R2×R2Dα

R2×R2bkl‖C([0,1]×B((C3‖u‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−β3
)∨(C3‖v‖Hγ+ϑ+1/2−β3

)),‖·‖L(R2×R2,(R2×R2)′))

+ ‖u− v‖2
Hϑ+γ−1/2

+ ‖u− v‖2
H

)
.

Therefore (6.133) and Proposition 2 on page 19 in Runst & Sickel [31] yields that there exist
C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all u = (u1, u2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ, v = (v1, v2) ∈ Hγ+2ϑ it holds that

‖B(u)−B(v)‖2
HS(U,Hϑ+γ) ≤ C1‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖2

(B2γ+2ϑ
2,2 ((0,1)2,R))2×2

(6.146)

≤ C2

∑
α∈N2

0,|α|≤1

∥∥Dα
R2

(
b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))

)∥∥2

(B2γ+2ϑ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2,R))2×2

= C2

(∥∥(D
(1,0,0,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))− (D
(1,0,0,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, v(·)) + (D
(0,0,1,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(1,0)

R2 u1)(·)
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− (D
(0,0,1,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, v(·))(D(1,0)

R2 v1)(·) + (D
(0,0,0,1)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(1,0)

R2 u2)(·)

− (D
(0,0,0,1)

R2×R2 b)(·, v(·))(D(1,0)

R2 v2)(·)
∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2 +

∥∥(D
(0,1,0,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))

− (D
(0,1,0,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, v(·)) + (D
(0,0,1,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(0,1)

R2 u1)(·)− (D
(0,0,1,0)

R2×R2 b)(·, v(·))(D(0,1)

R2 v1)(·)

+ (D
(0,0,0,1)

R2×R2 b)(·, u(·))(D(0,1)

R2 u2)(·)− (D
(0,0,0,1)

R2×R2 b)(·, v(·))(D(0,1)

R2 v2)(·)
∥∥2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

+ ‖b(·, u(·))− b(·, v(·))‖2

(B2ϑ+2γ−1
2,2 ((0,1)2))2×2

)
.

Combining this, (6.144), (6.145), the assumption that for all k, l ∈ {1, 2} it holds that bkl ∈
C3([0, 1]2 ×R2;R), and the fact that for all r ∈ (−∞, ϑ+ γ − β1] and all u ∈ Hr it holds that
‖u‖Hr ≤ ηr−ϑ−γ+β1‖u‖Hϑ+γ−β1

proves (6.124). Moreover, (6.121) and (6.141) (with ε← γ) show
that there exist C1, C2 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all v ∈ H, and all N ∈ N it holds that

‖B(v)(IdH −PN)‖2
HS(U,H) ≤

∑
n∈I

‖b(·, v(·))(Q(IdH −PN)ẽn)(·)‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2)

=
∑

n∈I\[1,N ]

‖b(·, v(·))(Qẽn)(·)‖2
L2((0,1)2,R2)

≤
∑

n∈I\[1,N ]

∥∥‖b(·, v(·))‖HS(R2,R2)‖(Qẽn)(·)‖R2

∥∥2

L2((0,1)2)

≤ C1

∑
n∈I\[1,N ]

∥∥‖b(·, v(·))‖HS(R2,R2)

∥∥2

L2((0,1)2)

∥∥‖(Qẽn)(·)‖R2

∥∥2

L∞((0,1)2)

(6.147)

= C1

∑
n∈I\[1,N ]

‖b(·, v(·))‖2
(L2((0,1)2))2×2‖(Qẽn)(·)‖2

L∞((0,1)2,R2)

≤ C2‖b(·, v(·))‖2
(L2((0,1)2))2×2

∑
n∈I\[1,N ]

‖Qẽn‖2
Hγ+ϑ

.

Combining this and Lemma 5.12 (with d ← 2, m ← 2, p ← 0), establishes that there exists a
C1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all Hγ-bounded sets E it holds that

lim sup
N→∞

sup
v∈E

[
‖B(v)(IdH −PN)‖2

HS(U,H)

]
≤ C1 sup

v∈E
(‖b(·, v(·))‖2

(L2((0,1)2))2×2) lim sup
N→∞

( ∑
n∈I\[1,N ]

‖Qẽn‖2
Hγ+ϑ

)
≤ C1 sup

v∈E

( ∑
k,l∈{1,2}

(
‖v‖2

L2((0,1),R2) + 2

∫
(0,1)2

|bkl(x, 0)|2 dx
))

lim sup
N→∞

( ∑
n∈I\[1,N ]

‖Qẽn‖2
Hγ+ϑ

)

= 0
(6.148)

and this assures (6.130). Finally observe that we derive from (6.134) that there exists a C1 ∈
(0,∞) such that for all Hγ-bounded sets E it holds that

sup
N∈N

sup
v∈E
‖B(v)PN‖HS(U,H) ≤ sup

v∈E
‖B(v)‖HS(U,H)

≤ sup
v∈E

(
‖B(v)−B(0)‖HS(U,H) + ‖B(0)‖HS(U,H)

)
≤ sup

v∈E
C1

(
‖v‖2

H + ‖B(0)‖HS(U,H)

)
<∞.

(6.149)

This verifies (6.129) and thus finishes the proof of Remark 6.8. �
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Burgers equations with additive trace class noise. 2019. arXiv: 1908.06128 [math.PR].

[20] T. Kato. Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators. Springer-Verlag, 1980.
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