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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.



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) V(t.x) € [0,1] x H: ult,x) = Blp(X{)]
between the solution u of an infinite-dimensional Kolmogorov backward equation

(1.2)
V(t,z) € (0,1) x H: %u(t, x) — ((Du)(t, x))(x” — F(x)) — %tr(B(x) (D*u)(t, x) [B(x)]*) =0
u(0,z) = ¢(z)

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 (C?-)solution. Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [14]
proved that even in finite dimensions and for bounded and smooth functions F', B, and ¢
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 [10, 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 ' 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 € (0,00), let H = L*((0,1); R), let (2, F,P) be a probability space with a
normal filtration’ (Fe)eeor)s let (Wi)iepr be an Idg-cylindrical (IFy)ieio.1- Wiener process and
for every x € H let X*: [0,T] x Q — H be a mild solution of the stochastic Burgers equation

t t
(1.3) Xf::chr/ AXj-%((Xf)?)'dH/ X7 (=A)LdW,
0 0

let o € C(H,R) have at most polynomial growth, and let w: [0,T] x H — R be the function
satisfying for all t € [0,T], x € H that u(t,x) = Elp(X})]. Then it holds that u € C([0,T] x

"This means V¢ € [0,T]: {4 C Q: P(4) =0} CFy = N,e(rpp Fs
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H,R) and that u is the unique viscosity solution (cf. Definition 2.5) of
(1.4)

%u(t, T) — /0 (" (r) — %(.CEQ)’(T))((DH’LL)(t,aZ))(T) dr — %tr(az - (DZu)(t, z) - x* (—A)_Q) =0

fort € (0,T), x € H, relative to ((0,T) x H > (t,u) — 1/2||u||§{1/2 € [0,00], R x H,R x H, /)
which grows at most polynomially and satisfies u(0,-) = p(-).

Theorem 1.1 follows directly from Corollary 6.3 and Remark 6.4°.

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
[11] 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 & Swiech [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 & Swi@ch [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 & Swiech [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 ¢ 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 [I] 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 ¢ 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, ¢ is bounded, and if suitable additional assumptions are fulfilled. In addition,
Da Prato [3] 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« Idy_,, U + H_;
Swith s + 1, b+ ([0,1] x R 3 (2,9) — 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 = (—A)?, with v > /4 (resp. B = (—A)7,
with v > 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 ¢ 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 Rockner & Sobol [30] for Kolmogorov forward equations of
stochastic Burgers with additive trace-class noise and Theorem 2.2 in Réckner & 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, o], [0, c0], N, and
by Ny the sets satisfying that (0, co] = (0, 00) U{o0}, [0,00] = [0,00) U{oc0}, N ={1,2,3,...},
and that No = N U {0} and we denote by sup(@), inf(), 3, 0° 0 - oo, 1°°, and by oo the
extended real number satisfying that sup(f) = —oo, inf(f)) = co, § =0, 0° =1, 0- 00 = 0,
1° = 1, and that oo = 1. For all sets A, B,C, D with D C C and every function f: A — B

we denote by 1p: C' — {0,1} the function satisfying for all x € C' that

w8 122

by f(A) the set satisfying that f(A) = {f(z): 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 N A — B the function satisfying for all
x € CNAthat flo(x) = f(z). Moreover, for real Hilbert spaces Hy = (Hy, (-, ) u,, || - [|#,) and
Hy = (Ho, (s )iy, || - || 7)) We denote by (-, )y, xm,: H1 X Hy — R the scalar product satisfying
for all (z1,22), (ws,24) € Hy X Hy that ((x1,%2), (€3, 24)) mx = (%1, 23) 1, + (T2, Ta) 1y, BY
|\l 1y x 115 = H1x Ha — [0, 00) the norm satisfying for all (@1, x2) € Hyx Hy that || (@1, 22)||3, x i, =
2113, + @23, , by Hi x H the Hilbert space satisfying that Hy x Hy = (Hy X Ha, (-, ) gy i ||
e x)s DY || - || 2o ma) : L(Hy, Hy) — [0, 00) the norm satisfying for all A € L(H,, H,) that

Az .
SUPze Hy\{0} %7 it Hy 7é {0}
1, it #, = {0},

by L(H,,H,) the Banach space satisfying that L(Hy, Hy) = (L(H;, Hy), || - || £, 1)), by Hi =
L(H;,R) its dual space, and by HS(H;,H,) = (HS(H,;,Hy), (-, ) s m), || - ||#s@ m)) the
Hilbert space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H; to Hs. Furthermore, for Hilbert spaces
Hy, = (Hi, ¢ )m, || lmy), He = (He, ()i, || - ||5,), a closed linear subspace V. C Hj, the
dual spaces H, = (Hy, | - ), (Hy % Ho) = ((Hy % ), | lomciay), and V7 = (V]
lv/), r € R, subsets A, B C Hj, a dense subset M C H; an open set O C Hj, a function
f: O — H,, we denote by spany, (A) the set satisfying that spany (A) = {x € H: (3In €
N, 3\, ..., A, € Ry 32y, 1, € A = 300 (M)}, by Ag, C H; the set satisfying that
Ay, ={x € Hi: (3(@n)nex C A: lim, o0 |2 — z0]|m, = 0)}, by A + B the set satisfying that
A+B={a+b:a€ Abe 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 disty, : H; x P(H;) — [0, 00| the function
satisfying for all z € H; and all A € P(H,) that disty, (z, A) = inf{||z — y||m,: y € A}, by
7T]I\{/[l : Hy — H; the operator satisfying that Wﬁl = Idy,, by W‘I}H : Hy — V the projection from
Hy to V, by 75,{: H{ — H] the operator satisfying for all £ € H] that w‘ifﬁg = fﬂgl, by
7T§H1XH2)/I (H, x Hy)" — Hji, the operator satisfying for all £ € (H; x Hy) and all z € H,
that (w%HlXHQ)/«S)(x) = {(z,0), by ngIXHQ)': (Hy X Hy)' — HJ the operator satisfying for all

(1.6) AN Lo 1) = {
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€ € (Hy x Hy) and all y € Hy that (7€) (y) = €(0,y), by Cl, 1, (A, Hy), n € Ny, the
sets satisfying that for all n € Ny it holds that

Ch, 1, (0, Hy) = {f € M(O, Hy): f is n times continuously Fréchet differentiable with

(1.7) respect to the || - || g,-norm and the || - || g,-norm},

by Cu, m,(O, Hz) the set satisfying that Cy, u, (0, Hz) = CY, 5, (0, Hy), by Cf (O,R), n € Ny,
the sets satisfying that for all n € Ny it holds that Cjj (O,R) = Cy, z(O,R), by Cg, (O, R) the
set satisfying that Cy, (O,R) = Cp, (O, R), by Dy, u, the first Fréchet derivative with respect
to the || - || z,-norm and the || - || g,-norm, by D g, the second Fréchet derivative with respect
to the || - || g,-norm and the || - || g,-norm, by Dy, the operator satisfying that Dy, = Dy, r, by
D3, the operator satisfying that D = Dj g, for an open set U C R and u € Ck, g, g(U X
O, Hy) (resp. u € Cjy, ., (U X O, Hs)) we denote by Dy, u € Cry, Lm,,m)(U x O, L(Hi, R))
(resp. D u € Crum, v L k) (U x O, L(H;, L(H;, R)))) the partial derivative satisfying
for all (t,z) € O x U and all y € H; that (Dg,u)(t,x)(y) = (Drxm,u)(t,2)(0,y) (resp. the
partial derivative satisfying for all (t,2) € O x U and all y,z € H; that (Dg u)(t,2)(y)(2) =
(D, w)(t,2)(0,4)(0,2)), and we call a set B C Hy Hy-bounded if sup{||z||s,: 2 € B} < o0
and H,-closed if By, = B, and we call the function f Hy-bounded if f(O) is Hy-bounded.
Furthermore, we denote by I': (0,00) — (0,00) the Gamma function, that is, the function
satisfying for all z € (0, 00) that I'(z) = fooo t*~le~t dt. For an R-vector space V, and a mapping
||| : V' — [0, oo] which satisfies for all v, w € V', A € R that (|jv]| =0 < v =0), [|Av| = || ||v]],
and ||v + w|| < ||v||4 ||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 7 € [0, 1], and a set A C (0, 00) we denote by [-|qr.aar i+ Ilorar gy I llor g -
Il erar gy © M(M, E) — [0, 00] the mappings satisfying for all f € M(M, E) that

(18) |f|C’V‘,A(M7||||) - Sup({w 61, 62 6 M7 d(el, 62) G A} U {0}) G [O, OO],

(1.9) [Fler o = Fleros oy € 10,00,

(1.10) I llcquyy = sap(llf(e)ll - e € M} U{0}) € [0, o0,

(1.11) A lleraryy = Wl + 1 ler g € 105 0€]

and we denote by C"(M, ||-||) the set satisfying that

(1.12) C'(M, |I-II) = {f € C(M, E): (| fller gy < o0}

For a measure space (€2, F, u), an extendedly normed vector space (V ||-||), and real numbers
p € [0,00), ¢ € (0,00) we denote by L°(y; ||-||) the set given by

(1.13) LG 1) = {f e M(, V): fis (F, |-||)-strongly measurable},

we denote by [|[| o) : L ||I-]l) — [0, oc] the mapping which satisfies for all f € L°(u;||-]|)
that

4
(1.14) HfHLq(u;”.”) = {/Q 1 (@) dw)} € [0, oc],
we denote by L(u;||-||) the set given by

(1.15) L (s ||-1) = {f e L |I)) - ”fHLq(M;H'H) < OO}

In addition, for a real Hilbert space H = (H, (-, "), || - ||x), a subset A C H, and a function
f: A= RU{—00,00} we call an element z € A a strict H-maximum of f, if x is a global
maximum of f and if for all (x,,)nen € A with lim,,, f(x,) = f(x) it holds that lim,,_,« ||z, —
z||g = 0. For the rest of this section fix real Hilbert spaces H = (H,(-,")g,| - ||#) and
X = (X, {,)x, | - |lx) satisfying that X C H, X is embedded continuously in H, and X is
dense in H with respect to the || - ||g-norm and fix the dual spaces H' = (H',| - ||n) and
X' = (X",|| - [[x+). Then we denote by (-, )gu: Hx H — R and by (-, ) u: H x H - R
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the functions satisfying for all z € H and y € H' that (y, 2)p g = (x,y)p.pr = y(z), by Spw =
{B € LH,H'): (Va,y € H: (x,By)um = (y,Bx)yn)} the set of all bounded symmetric
linear operators from H into H', and by ®: H' x H' — L(H, H’) the operator satisfying for all
x € H and all y1, yo € H' that

(1.16) (11 @ y2)(@) = (T, y1) 1 - Yo
Moreover, we denote by Iy: H — H' the function from H to H' satisfying for all x, y € H that
(117) <-[Hxay>H’,H = <x7y>Ha

by -: Smm X Smm — Smm the multiplication operator satisfying for all A, B € Sy that
A-B= Al;'B, and by Ex g D(Ex ) € X’ — H' the extension operator satisfying that

(118) D(EX’,H’> = {I - X' (E'C - (0, OO)I ‘v’y e X: <ZL’,y>X/7X < C||y||H)}
and satisfying that for all 2 € D(Ex ) and all y € X it holds that
(1.19) (Exiow (z),y)m o = (z,9)x7 x-

Note that X C H implies that for all y € H’ it holds that y|x € X’ and thus we have for
all A € Sy that (Alx)|x € Sxx and it holds for all y € H' and all x € X C H that
(x,y|x)xx = (x,y) g . Furthermore, for all B,C' € Sxx we write B < C in the following if
for all z € X it holds that (z, Bz)x x < (z,Cz)x x. Moreover, for a set W C X we call a
function F: W x R x H' X Sxx» — R degenerate elliptic (see, e.g., (FO) in Ishii [16]) if for all
reW,reR,pe H and all A, B € Sxx with A > B we have F(x,r,p, A) < F(z,r,p, B).
In addition, for a set O C H, a dense subset W C O, and a function u: O — RU{—00, 00} we
denote by ul¥ : O — R U {—00,00} and by uff : O — R U {—00, 00} the functions satisfying
for all € O that

(1.20) uy (v) = limsup{u(y): y € W, o —yllu < <}

and that
(1.21) ulf () = liminf{u(y): y € W, 1o~ yllu < c).






CHAPTER 2

Main properties of viscosity solutions

The classical notion of viscosity solutions introduced in Crandall & Lions [6] (see also
Crandall, Ishii & Lions []) 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 [I1] 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) € {—o0, 00}
of) the definition of the semijets (see, e.g., Section 2 in Ishii [10]).

Definition 2.1 (Second-order semijets). Let H = (H, (-,)u, || - ||z) 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 C H be an open set and let u: O — R U {—00,00} be a function. Then
we denote by Jﬁ7+u, Jfl_u, jﬁ[#u, jfm_u: O — P(H' x Spm) the functions satisfying for all
z € O withu(z) ¢ R that (J& u)(z) = (J& ,u)(x) = (J2_u)(z) = (J2_u)(z) =0 and for all
x € O with u(x) € R that

(2.1)
(Jiu)(z) = {(p, A) € H' x Sy : limsup (u(y)fu(x)%p’yf@H/’Hf§<y7I’A(y7I)>H’H'> < O} ,

2
oy o =

(2, Py An)nexn € O X H' X Sy :
(V€ N: (po, Ay) € (Jfou)(wy)) and
limn_wo(Has - anH + |u(x) - u(xn)|

+lp = pallar + |A = AnllLsr)) =0

—u(2)—(py—2) 11— (y—2 —x /
(Jiz,—u)(z) = {(P, A) € H' X Sy : liminf <u(y) Sl Y e A T ) A > > 0}7

2
O3y—zx ly—ll%r

(J2 u)(x) =1 (p,A) € H' x Spw:

(2, Py An)nexn € O X H' X Sy :
(V7 € N: (pn, A,) € (J3_u)(n)) and
+lp = pallar + |A = AnllLsr)) =0

(J2_u)(z) = (p,A) € H' x Sp:

Remark 2.2. Note that Jg , and JAH%LJF are monotone in the second argument and that jH?LJr 18
closed under limits. The corresponding statements holds for Jﬂ?ﬂv_ resp. jﬁL_. Moreover, for every
function u: O — RU{—o00, 00} it holds that J& _u = —JZ , (—u) and that J2_u = —J3  (—u).

11
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2.2. Setting

Throughout this chapter the following setting is frequently used. Let H = (H, (-, Y g, || - || #)
and X = (X, (-, ) x, || - [|x) be real separable Hilbert spaces with the property that X C H, that
X is embedded continuously in H, and that X is dense in H with respect to the || - || z-norm, let
H = (H',||-||g) and X' = (X', ||-||x/) be the dual spaces, let O C H be an open set, let W C O
be a subset satisfying that W is dense in O with respect to the ||- || g-norm, let h: O — RU{occ}
be a with respect to the || - ||z-norm lower semicontinuous function with the property that
hlx € C3(X NO,R) and that W = {y € X N O: (Dx(h|x))(y) € D(Exw), (J&_h)(y) # 0},
let U be the set satisfying that Y = O x R x H' x Sy and let VW be the set satisfying that
W:WX]RXH/XSHH/.

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 x R x H’ X Sxx — R
and u: O — R U {—o00,00}, and for 6 € (0,00), we will denote by uﬁ:gz, uHM O—RU
{—00, 0} the functions satisfying for all x € O that

(2.2) s (@) = (u+Sh) ()
and that
(2.3) ugh (x) = (u— oh)y (x),

by Fﬁix,&,m Faxsn: W — R, the functions satisfying for all (z,r,p, B) € W that

(2.4) Fyysp(x,mp, B) = F(z,r+06h(x), p+06 By w ((Dx(h|x))(x)), (Blx)|x +6(Dz (h]x))(x))
and that

(2.5) Fyxsp(®,mp, B) = F(x,r=0h(x), p—0 Exr w ((Dx(h]x))(2)), (B|x)|x —0(D%(h|x))(x)),
by dﬁg‘zu, dH?;lu U? — [0, 00] the functions satisfying for all (£,m) = ((z,r,p, B), (y,5,q,C))
€ U? that

(2.6)
. lz =yl VIr— s/ Vilp—qllm VB = Cllam) V lufsy,(z) WUE&%(Q)!
+
dy'snau(§m) = quHzSh( z), “ﬁ&h( )ER
W
00 quH,é,h( x) or uH(Sh( )¢ R
and that
(2.7)
. |z —yllu VIr—sVip—dqlw VB = Cllrem Vvlvuﬁ’gvh( ) — ug'sh(v)]
dig'snu(&5m) = if ug'sp, (7)), UHM( JER
W
o0 if uH,&,h('r) or uﬂ-]l,é,h( )¢ R
by Fif x5 nar Fiixona: U = RU{—00,00} the functions satisfying for all & € U that
(2.8) Fﬁx,a,h,u(f) = lalf{)“nf {FHX6h(77): new, dl}_ﬂ,’m,u(&n) < 5}
and that
(2.9) Faxsna(§) = g{}sup {Fﬁ,x,a,h( )in €W, dHéhu(€>77) < 5}-

Remark 2.4. By construction, Fyy s, (resp. Fyx s,.,) s lower (resp. upper) semicontinuous
with respect to the disctance function d]}_ﬂ’g‘z . (Tesp. dﬁ’g W)
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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 x R X
H' x Sxx» — R be a degenerate elliptic function. A function u: O — R U {—oc} 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,

§ € (0,00), and all ¢ € CH(O,R) with ¢ > u]}_ﬂm and ¢(z) = UHM( x) that
(2.10) Fiix s (@ 0(2). (Di 9)(2), (Dfy 6)(2)) < 0.

Similarly, a function u: O — RU{oo} 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 ¢ € C3(O,R) with ¢ < uﬁgg and
0(x) = ugg gy, (x) that

(2.11) Fix s, 8(2), (Da 6)(2), (D 6)(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 uw € Cy(O,R) and if u is a viscosity solution (resp. subsolution, supersolution) relative to
(re H—-0eR,HH).

Remark 2.6. With the additional assumption that h is convex and that {x € H: (Jg _)(z)
# (0} C X we get the Definition 2.3 in Ishii [10].

Remark 2.7. For continuous F and with X < H and h < 0 we get the “classical” definition

of wviscosity solution (see, e.g., Section 2 in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [5] and also Definition 1.2
in Appendiz C in Peng [25]).

The following elementary lemma for viscosity solutions slightly generalizes, e.g., Lemma 4.2
in in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [11]. 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 xR x H xSxx» — R be a degenerate elliptic function, and let u: O — R be a viscosity
solution of ' > 0 relative to (h,H,X). Then the function F:W xR x H x Sxx» = R
satisfying for all (x,r,p,A) € W x R x H' x Sxx that F(z,r,p, A) = —F(z,—r,—p,—A) is
degenerate elliptic and the function O > x — —u(x) € R is a viscosity solution of F<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 (Jg , u)(x) of a function u: O — RU{—00, 00}
at a point x € O is the set of tuples of first and second order derivatives at x of C?-functions
lying above u and touching w in x.

LEMMA 2.9 (Properties of semijets). Let H = (H, (-, Yu, || - ||z) be a real Hilbert space and
let ' = (H', || - ||r) be its dual space, let O C H be an open set, and let u: O — RU{—o0, 00}
be locally bounded from above (resp. below). Then we have for all x € O with u(z) € R that

(2 u)(@) = { (D1 9)(2), (DE 6)(x)) € H' X S
. (¢ € CA(O, R) with u(x) = ¢(x) and u < ¢)}
= {((Du6)(@), (DR 6)(x)) € H' x Sy
(¢ € CH(O,R) and u— ¢ has a local mazimum at ) |

(2.12)
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(resp. that
(2 -w)(@) = { (Duo)(@), (D} @)()) € H' x Sugw
- (¢ € CA(O, R) with u(z) = ¢(z) and u > ¢)}
= {((Duo)(@), (D} 0)(x)) € H' X Sum
. (¢ € C4(O,R) and u — ¢ has a local minimum at ) }).

(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 [11]).

Corollary 2.10 (Characterizations of viscosity solutions). Assume the setting in Section 2.2,
let F: W xR x H x Sxx» — R be a degenerate elliptic function, and let u: O — R U {—o0}
be locally bounded from above. Then the following three assertions are equivalent:
e 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)),
o for every x € O, § € (0,00) with UH5h< ) ER, and every ¢ € {1 € C{(O,R): z is a

local mazimum of (uHM ¥): O — RU{—o0}} it holds that

Fif s 5 (2, g 5, (), (Di 6) (2), (D 6)(x)) <0,
o for every x € O, § € (0,00), and every (p, A) € (Jﬁ,JruﬁjgzL)(x) it holds that

7
Fﬁx,&,h,u(xa uH,é,h(I)vp7 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 [11]). It
follows immediately from Corollary 2.10, Remark 2.4, and the fact that for all x € O with
ug'n () € {—00, 00} it holds that (J3  ugi)(z) = 0.
Corollary 2.11 (Alternative characterizations of viscosity solutions). Assume the setting in
Section 2.2, let F: W xR x H' X Sxx» — R be a degenerate elliptic function, and let u: O —
R U {—o0} 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, § € (0,00), and every (p, A) € (JIELJFUI;H:%)(:E)
that Fﬁr’x,é’h,u(x, u]}_ﬁ”m(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, (-, -)u,| - |lu) be a real Hilbert space, let O C H be an open and
convez set, let h: O — RU{—o00, 00} be a with respect to the || - || g-norm lower semicontinuous
and convex function, and let x € O and (x,)nen C O satisfy that w — lim,, o x, = x. Then it

holds that liminf,, . h(z,) > h(z).

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.12. Without loss of generality we assume that liminf, . h(z,) =
lim,, o h(z,) (else take a subsequence). Next notice that the uniform convergence principle
implies that (z,,),en € O is H-bounded and thus the Banach-Saks Theorem implies that there
exists a subsequence (n;)jen € N satisfying that limy_, ]{, ZN Z,, = x. Moreover, the

J
assumption that O is convex ensures that for all N € N it holds that + Z j=1%n; € O and
combining this with the assumption that A is convex and lower semlcontmuous Wlth respect to

the || - ||g-norm shows then that

N—oo N—o0 j—o0 n—00

N N
, 1 .1 o
(2.14) h(z) < lim h <N jEZl xnj> < lim N E h(zyn;) = lim h(z,,;) = liminf A(z,),
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which completes the proof of Lemma 2.12. O

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

Proposition 2.13 (Points with nonempty semijet are dense for convex, semicontinuous func-
tions). Let H = (H, (-, Yy, || - ||lz) be a real Hilbert space, let H' = (H',|| - ||g) be its dual
space, let O C H be an open and convex set, and let h: O — R U {oc} be a with respect to the
| - |[z-norm lower semicontinuous and conver function. Then {y € O: (Ji _h)(y) # 0} is a
dense subset of O with respect to the || - || g-norm.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.13. If O = (), then the assertion is trivial. So for the rest of
the proof, we assume that O # ). In addition, for the rest of the proof fix # € O and denote by
K C H the set satisfying that K = {y € O: ||y — ||z < (disty(z, H\O)/2) A 1}. Furthermore,

for every a € (0,00) let (LEgzn))ne]N C K be a sequence with the property that

(2.15) lim (h(:r;g‘)) + ang”) —||3) = in}f((h(:c) + al|lz — 2|3).
n—o00 S

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 @ € (0,00) there
exists a §, € K and a sequence (n$)jen € N such that w — lim;_,, xﬁ,”j) = 9. This together
with (2.15), Lemma 2.12, and the fact that the functions O > z — h(z)+al|lz—2[|% € RU{oo},
a € (0,00), are convex and lower semicontinuous with respect to the || - ||y-norm shows that

for all a € (0,00) it holds that

tim b))+ allag” = 2l = hlga) + allge — 2% = inf (h(z) + alle — #[3)
(2.16) () o5
= tim ST) + all e8P - 57
J—00
Thus, for every a € (0,00), J, is the minimum of the function K 3 z — h(z) + o||lz — 2||% €
R U {oc} and we hence have for all z € K that

h(x) > h(ga) + ollja — &5 — aflz — 2|
(2.17)
= h(fa) + a((Jo = %) = (2 = &), (Jo = 2) + (x = 2))m
= h(fa) — T = o, 200 — 28 + 2 — o) i = h(fa) — 202 = Jo o — L) ir — |0 — 2|7
Moreover, since h is convex and lower semicontinuous with respect to the || - || z-norm, Lemma
2.12 shows that it is also bounded from below on the weakly compact set K. Thus it holds that

inf,cx h(z) > —oo and this yields that for all a € (0,00) and all r € (0,1 A distg(z, H\O)/2)
it holds that

(inf A()) + g — 2% < hlfa) + allfa — #ll3 = inf (h(z) +allz - 2l%)

(2.18) < _ A2 < 2
< ;1612 (h(z) + allz — 2||7) < ;gg (h(z) + ar?).

lz—&[ g <r lz—&[ g <r

Dividing now by a and taking the limits o — oo and r — 0 we get

. lnfxeK h(x) ~ A 112 o . A~ A2
lim (T + o = 2[5 ) = lim (|[ga — 2[/7)
(2.19) h
< lim lim  inf (_(x) +7“2) =0.
rl0 a—oo  z€0 «

lle—2[|3 <r
This yields that lim, o Jo = . Thus choosing a € (0, 00) big enough we get that g, is an inner
point of K and combining this with (2.17) shows that (—2aJg(jo — ), —20dy) € (JE _h)(Ja)-
Thus, since & was arbitrary, we obtain that {y € O: (Jg_h)(y) # 0} is a dense subset of O
with respect to the || - ||g-norm and this completes the proof of Proposition 2.13. O
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Proposition 2.14. Assume the setting in Section 2.2, and let © € X N O and (p,A) €
(J&_h)(x). Then it holds that (Dx(h|x))(x) € D(Ex ), that Ex mw((Dx(hlx))(z)) = p,
and that (Alx)|x < (D3(hlx))(x).

PrROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.14. Since X is embedded continuously and densely in H and
(p,A) € (Ji_h)(z) we have that liminfonxsy—e hw)—h(e) =) i A=) =) i > 0.

This yields that i
- (Dx(hlx))(2) = plx,y — 2)x x
ONX3y—z lz —yll%
N 3 (DR (hlx)) (@) = (Alx)[x)(y — 2).y — ) x
(2.20) o lz —yll% »
— limint ( (W) —h@) = py—2)pu— Ay —2)y =) hy) — h(z)
ONXsy—z ||I—y||§c ||x—y||§(
= {(Dx(hlx)(@),y — 2)xx — 5((DE(Alx)) (@) (y — 2),y — x)XcX) >0
lz —yll% T

Hence by choosing y = = + te we get for all e € X with |le||x = 1 that

Dx(h x) — €) s

o) iyt (PRI D2 a1 g) 0 (Al )y ) 20
and thus it holds for all e € X with [[e[|x =1 that ((Dx(h|x))(x) — p|x,€)x x = 0 and that
((D%(h|x))(z))e — (Ae)|x, e}y, x = 0. Combining this with the fact that X is dense in H then
shows that (Dx(h|x))(z) = p|x and that (Alx)|x < (D%(h|x))(x). In addition, (Dx(h|x))(z) =
p|X implies that for all Yy < X it holds that |<(Dx(h|x))( ) y>X’,X| = |<p, y>H’,H| S ||p||H/ . ||y||H
and therefore (Dx(h|x))(x) € D(Ex w). This completes the proof of Proposition 2.14. O

The next proposition ensures that A 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 € C(O, (0,00)). Then V'h is lower
semicontinuous with respect to the || - ||u-norm and it holds that (Vh)|x € C%(X NO,R) and
that {y € XN O: (Dx(Vh)|x)(y) € D(Ex w), (J]}QH’_(Vh))(y) £ 0} =W.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.15. First note that the lower semicontinuity of A with respect
to the || - [|[g-norm together with hlx € C%(X N O,R) and with V € C%(0, (0,00)) ensures
that Vh is lower semicontinuous with respect to the || - |[g-norm, that (Vh)|x € C3(X N
O,R), and that {z € ON X: (Dx((Vh)|x))(2) € D(Exm)} = {z € O ﬂX (Dx(h|x))(2) €
D(EX/ m)}. Next, Lemma 2.9 implies that for every z € {y € O: (J&_h)(y) # 0} there
exists a ¢, € C%(O,R) such that ¢.(z) = h(z) and that ¢, < h. Thus we have for every
z€{y € O: (Jg_h)(y) # 0} that V(2)¢.(2) = V(2)h(z) and that V¢, < Vh and this implies
that ((Du(¢:V))(2), (Df(¢:V))(2)) € (J& _(Vh))(2). Hence we get that {z € O: (Jg _h)(z) #
0} € {z € O: (J§_(Vh))(2) # 0}. Analogously it follows that {z € O: (Ji_(Vh))(z) # 0} C
{z € O: (Ji_h)(z) # 0} and this together with {z € X NO: (Dx((Vh)|x))(z) € D(Ex m)} =
{z€e XNO: (Dx(h|lx))(2) € D(Ex mw)} shows that

(2.22) {y € XNO: (Dx((VR)|x)(y) € D(Bw ), (JE_(VR)(y) # 0} =W.
This completes the proof of Proposition 2.15. U
Next we show that classical solutions are also viscosity solutions, cf. Ishii [10].

LEMMA 2.16 (Classical solutions are viscosity solutions). Assume the setting in Section 2.2,

assume that {y € O: (Jg_h)(y) # 0} € X, let F: W x R x H' x Sxx» = R be a degenerate
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elliptic function, and let uw € CH(O,R) be a classical subsolution of ' = 0, i.e., suppose that
for all x € W it holds that

(2.23) F(a, (), (Daw)(@), (D3 w)()]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 # (). In addition, note that the assumption that A is lower semicontinuous
with respect to the || - ||g-norm, and u is continuous with respect to the || - |g-norm implies that
for all § € (0, 00) it holds that u — dh is upper semicontinuous with respect to the || - ||g-norm,

and thus it holds for all § € (0,00) and all z € W that u]}_ﬂm(a:) = (u— (5h)]g/(a:) = u(x)—oh(x).
Moreover, since u € C5 (O, R) we get for all # € H and all 6 € (0, 00) that

(2.21) S, (@) = (2, u)() — (J2,, (u— 6h)) ).

This together with the assumption that W is dense in O with respect to the || - || g-norm
and with O # ) shows that for all § € (0,00) it holds that {y € O: (Jg  (u — dh))(y) #
0y 2 {y € O: 0(Jg_(h)(y) # 0} 2 W # 0. In the next step fix § € (0,00), z € {y €
O: (Ji . (u—=0h))(y) # 0}, and (p, A) € (Jg  (u—0h))(z). Then (2.24) implies that ((Dgu)(z)—
p, (Dfu)(z)—A) € 6(Jg _h)(x) and thus the assumption {y € O: (Jg _h)(y) # 0} C X implies
that x € X. Furthermore, it follows from Proposition 2.14 that

(Dx(hlx))(z) € D(Exw), (Duu)(z) —p=0Exmw((Dx(h|x))(z)), and that
(D u)(z) — A)[x)[x < 8(Dx(hlx))(2).

This shows that € W. Combining this with (2.8), the fact that ugﬂg‘;l(x) = u(x) — dh(x),

the assumption that F'is degenerate elliptic, the assumption that W C X, and the assumption
that u is a classical subsolution of F' = 0, shows that

Fﬁ,x,a,h,u(% uu&,’g,vh(x),p, A) < Fﬁ,x,é,h(x? (u—dh)(z),p, A)
= F(x, (u—0h)(x) + 6h(z),p + 6 B ((Dx(h]x)) (@), (Alx)|x + 3(Dx(hlx))(x))
= F(z,u, (Duu)(@), (Alx)|x + 6(Dx(h|x))(x))
< F(x,u(x), (Dyu)(z), (D u)(@)]x)|x) < 0.

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. O

(2.25)

(2.26)

The next lemma connects the definition of the viscosity solution given above with the
definition given in Crandall, Ishii & Lions [7].

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
(2.27)
h(y) = h(z) = {(Dx(hlx)) (@), y — 2)x x = 3{(DE(h[x))(@)(y — 2).y —2)x x|

lz = yli%

lim inf {

e—0

yex, Hy—xHHSE}zo,

let F: W xR x H' xSxx — R be a degenerate elliptic function such that for all 6 € (0,00) it
holds that Fﬁx,s,h 18 lower semicontinuous with respect to dﬁ:gf;w and that for allz € W, p € H’,
re€ R, A€ Sxx and all (An)nen € Suw satisfying for all & € X that lim, o ||An(E)|x —
A(&)||x = 0 it holds that

(228> limsupF(x,r,p, (An|X)|X) > F(C(],T,p,A)7

n—0o0
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and let u € Cy(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: ((D%(h|x))(x))(y) € D(Ex m)} is dense in X with
respect to the || - || x-norm and all (p, A) € (Jg _,u)(x) it holds that F(z,u(x),p, (Alx)|x) < 0.

PrROOF OF LEMMA 2.17. As before note hat the assumption that A is lower semicontinuous
with respect to the || - ||g-norm and u is continuous with respect to the || - ||g-norm implies that
for all 6 € (0,00) it holds that w — dh is upper semicontinuous with respect to the || - ||g-

norm and thus it holds for all x € W and for all § € (0,00) that uﬁm(:c) = (u— (5h)]g/(:z:) =
u(z) — dh(x). Moreover, without loss of generality we can assume that there exist an z € W
and (p,A) € (Jg,u)(zx) such that the set {y € X: ((D%(h|x))(x))(y) € D(Exw)} 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 (p, A) € (J&_h)(x) and Proposition 2.14 then implies that

Ex w ((Dx(h|x))(z)) = p and that (Alx)|x < (D%(h|x))(z). Furthermore, it follows that the
operator {y € X: (D3(hx)@)(5) € D)} > = — I Bxe ((D31)@)(2)) —
Iy 1[1(2) € H is self-adjoint and nonnegative and thus there exists a sequence (A,)nen € Spm
satisfying for all £ € {y € X: ((D(h|x))(z))(y) € D(FEx m)} that

(2:29) lim Aué = I B ( (D3 (1)) (@) (€)) = L A(€)

n—oo

and satisfying for all £ € {y € X: (D%(h|x))(z))(y) € D(Ex w)} and all n € N that
(A, O n < (g Brow (DR (h]x))(@)] = I A)E, )

= ((Bx w[(D3(h]x))(@)] = A)E, &) o = (D (h]x))(2))€ — (AE)|x, &) x x
(take e.g. A,, = fon AdE) where E denotes a projection-valued measure associated to the opera-
tor {y € X+ (DU(h]))(@)(y) € D(Exesw)} 3 2 = I Brso (D3(h1x)) () () ~ T A(e) €
H (see, e.g., Ch. 6 85 in Kato [20] ) ). In addition, (2.30) together with the assumption that

the set {y € X: (DZ(h|x))(z))(y) € D(Ex w)} is dense in X with respect to the || - || x-norm
implies that for all £ € X and all n € N it holds that

(2.31) (T And)|x, &) x = (Aa&, &) < ((DE(hlx))(2))€ — (A x, E)xr x.
This together with (2.27) shows then that for all n € N it holds that

(2.30)

(2.32)
lim inf h(y) — h(x) — (Bx w (Dx(hlx))(2)), y — )
e—0 ly — |}
1 121 HAR —X),Y —T)g' g
(AT A||;(g:p||§j y =2, ry € X, ||?J—I||H§6}
> liminf { h(y) — h(z) — ((Dx(h|x))(x),y — z)xr x — 3((DZ(h]x))(2)(y — 2),y — 2)x/ x
a0 ly — =% .

y e X, ||y—x||H§5}ZO.

Combining this with the assumption that X is continuously embedded in H shows for all n € N
that (Ex s ((Dx(h|x))(x)), A+ IuAy,) € (J§_h)(x). Furthermore, (2.29) implies that for all
Eef{ye X: (Di(h|x))(x))(y) € D(Ex gr)} it holds that

(2.33) lim | (FeAn8)|x — (Dx(h1x))(x)) (€) + (AE))Ix]lx = 0.

Moreover, Lemma 3.2.4 in Zimmer [30] and (2.31) implies that for all n € N it holds that
(T (Anlx ) x ey < (D% (R1x)) (@)l Lexxry + 1(Alx) x|y and this together with (2.33)



2.5. AN APPROXIMATION RESULT FOR VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS 19

yields that for all £ € X and all £ € {y € X: ((D2(h|x))(z))(y) € D(Ex s)} it holds that
lim[|(7eAn8)|x — ((Dx(hlx))(x)) (€) + (AE)) x 1 x

< Tim (Il(FeAnd)lx = (D3RI @) (E) + (AE) |l

(A (€ = )l — (DR () (€ = €) + (A€ = )l )

< 1€ = &llx - @NDZ (A1) @) e + 2|!(Alx)\xHL<X,x')) < 0.

Combining this with the assumption that {y € X: ((D%(h|x))(x))(y) € D(Ex m)} is dense in
X with respect to the || - || x-norm then shows that for all £ € X it holds that

(2.35) Tim [[(TeAu€)lx — ((D3(]x)) () (€) + (A©)xllxr = 0.

In addition, it follows from the fact that for all 6 € (0,00) it holds that (Jg | (u — 6h))(z) 2
(J2  u)(z)—6(JZ_h)(z), the fact that (Ex s ((Dx(h|x))(z)), A+ IgA,) € (J&_h)(x), and the
fact that (p, A) € (Jg ,u)(z) that for all § € (0,00) it holds that (p — 0 Ex s ((Dx(h|x))(2)),
A-§(A+IyA,)) € (J&  (u—0h))(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
d € (0,00) it holds that Fyy 5, (, uﬁ:(%(as),p — 0Bw mw ((Dx(h|x))(x)), A= 6(A+ InA,)) <O0.
Combining this with (2.8), (2.28), (2.31), the assumption that for all 6 € (0,00) it holds that
Fﬁ %61 18 lower semicontinuous with respect to d]ﬁ,’&,w and with the fact that for all 6 € (0, 00)
and all x € W it holds that uﬁ_ﬂm(x) = u(x) — dh(x) shows that for all § € (0, 00) it holds that

0> Timsup (Bl 55, (2 5 (2), 0 = 0 B (Dbl )) (@), A = (A + L A,))

n—oo

(36) (Fitonle, (w—0)(@), p = 8B 30 (Dx(hlx))(x)), A = (A + InA,)))

= limsup <F(I,U(Jr),p, (Alx)|x — 6((Alx)|x + (Tadalx)|x) + 5(D§(h|X))(x))>

n—oo
> F(:U,u(x),p, (A’X)‘X)7
which completes the proof of lemma 2.17. 0

(2.34)

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 u, € Cg(O,R),
n € Ny, be bounded on H-bounded subsets of O, let F,,: W x R x H' x Sxx» = R, n € Ny, be
degenerate elliptic functions, assume that for all (x,, 7y, Dn, An)nen, € U and all 6 € (0, 00) with
lim,, oo diﬂ:g};z,uo((xo’ 70, P0s Ao)s (Tny Ty Dny An)) = 0 and with lim SuPn—wo(Fn)ﬁ,x,&,h,uO(xm Trs Dns
A,) <0 it holds that

(2.37) (FO)E 5.6 1.0 (%0 70, Doy Ao) < Hmsup (Fo) x5 o (Tns Ty Py An),

n—oo

that for all T € O there exists an Rz € (0,00) such that

(2.38) lim limsup sup |un (z) — up(z)| = 0,
fimro0 oo wefyeo: ly-alln<he, bl (1<K}

and that

(2.39) sup sup (un(z) — un(z0)) < 00,

neN ze{yeO: |ly—2||p<Rz}
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and assume for every n € N that u, is a viscosity subsolution of F,, = 0 relative to (h,H,X).
Then ug is a viscosity subsolution of Fy = 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 # (). Then the proof is divided into two steps. Step 1: For the rest of Step
1 fix g € O, 0 € (0,00), and r € [0, 1] such that r = min(l, R, 2dlstH(:130,H\O)). Moreover,
assume that there exist a ¢ € C(O,R), such that ¢ is bounded on H-bounded subsets of O
and such that zg is a strict H-maximum of (uo)]}_ﬂjgzl — ¢. We obtain from the assumption that
for all n € Ny it holds that u, € Cy(O,R) that for all n € Ny it holds that

(2.40) ()i = (t — Oh)y = un — ShY.

This together with (2.6) and the continuity of u,, with respect to the || - ||g-norm ensures that
for all n € Ny dﬂ:%,un induce the same topology as dﬁ:g}z’o. Since O C H is an open set and
O # (0, we have that r € (0,1]. In addition, the fact that {y € H: ||y — xo||lz < 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: ||z||lg < r}isalso an RNP set (for the definition see page 3 in Stegall [33]) and this
together with boundedness of the function ¢ and of the functions u,, n € N, on H-bounded
subsets of O, the assumption that A is bounded from below on H-bounded subsets of O, upper
semicontinuity with respect to the || - ||g-norm of the function —¢ and of the functions (Un)ﬁ:g;”
n € N, and with the theorem starting on page 4 in Stegall [33] proves that for all n € N
there exists a p, € H and a sequence z,, € {y € H: |ly — xo|lg < r} C O, n € N, of vectors

such that [|p, ||z < - and such that for all n € N it holds that z,, is a strict H-maximum of

{lyeH: ly—axo|lg<r}dz— (un)ﬁ%(x) —¢(x) + (@, pn)g € RU{—00}. Thus (2.40) implies
that for all n € N it holds that

Un(@n) = Shyy () = &(x0) = (un) s (@n) = (@0) + (Tns o) — (s Do)

(u )H&h(x(]) ¢(wo) + (o, Pu) i — (Tns Po) 1

> up(wo) — Ohyy (w0) — ¢(w0) — ([lzollar + 1l ) pall

> wp (o) — S () — o) — Hreltt

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

v

(2.41)

\%

(2.42)
sup (5h]g/<xn)) S sup (un(xn) - un(ZEo) + 5@}‘?{([[’0) -+ ¢(I0) — ¢($n) + 2“$O\T\LH+1>
neN neN
< Sgﬂ%<un(xn) — un(T0)) + Ot (0) + (o) — (xe{yeo:ﬁ{zqu} d(x)) + 2||zo||m + 1 < oo.

Next we prove that the sequence (z,),en converges to zp. Therefore note, that we get from
(2.40) and from the fact that z, is a strict H-maximum of {y € H: ||y — zo||lg < r} >z —

()i (¥) — 6(x) + (2, pu)s € RU{—00} that

Ju
= (w0)isn (®n) = (un)igsn (Tn) + (tn)i'sn(Tn) = G(wn) + (T, Pa)ir — (@n, Pu)ir
> () — 5&1}1%/(%1) — U (Tn) + 5QH (zn) + (u )th(xo) ¢(x0) + (20, Py — (T, Pu)E
(Tn) — un(zn) + (Un)ﬁ[,’m(xo) — ¢(w0) + (To,Pn) i — (T, Pu) 1
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Moreover, observe that from (2.43), (2.38), (2.42), (2.40), and from the facts that for alln € N
it holds that x,,, xo € {y € H: ||y — xo||lz < r}, that r < 1, and that ||p, ||z < & it follows that

(2.44) > liminf (“0(%) — () + (un)ig'sn(T0) — S(w0) + (w0, p) i — <%‘n,pn>H>
. - W ]. - W
2 lim | (uo)ssp(20) = é(x0) = —(1+2ollr) | = (wo)wsn(zo) — &(o).
Thus the fact that zg is a strict H-maximum of (uO)H s.n — ¢ together with (2.44) and with the
continuity of ¢ with respect to the || - [|g-norm implies that lim,_, |zn, — xol|x = 0 and that
: - W - W
(2.45) 7}520(“”)]1—]1,5,/1(:6”) = (UO)H,(S,h<x0)'
The continuity of uy with respect to the | - [|g-norm, of Dy¢: O — H' with respect to the || - ||u
and the || - | gr-norm and of DZ¢: O — Sy with respect to the || - || and the || - || ,mr)-norm

together with the fact that Vn € N: ||p, ||z < £ hence implies that
lim dH 8.h.uo ((mn: (un)iﬂ:m(xn>7 (DH¢) (wn) + Dn, (D]I2-H¢) (.Tn)),

(2.46) "7
(w0, (1) 3 (v0), (D) (o), (DF6) (o)) ) = 0.

In addition, lim,, . ||z, —xo||z = 0 and the fact that for every n € N it holds that z,, is a strict
H-maximum of {y € H: ||y — xo||lg <7} 2 2 — (un)]}_ﬂ(%(x) — o) + (z,pn)g € RU {—o0}
show that there exists a natural number ng € N such that for all n € {ng,no + 1,...} it
holds that ||z, — zo||lg < r and that z, € O is a local maximum of the function O > = —

(un)ﬁ(%(x) — ¢(z) + (z,pn)m € RU{—00}. Hence, it follows from Corollary 2.10, the fact

that for all n € Ny it holds that d{ﬂ”gzw” induce the same topology as dﬁ:gzﬁ, and from the
assumption that for all n € N it holds that wu, is a viscosity subsolution of F;,, = 0 that for all
n € {ng,no + 1,...} it holds that

(Fu)ii 5.0 (s (n)izisn (), (Dui) (@0) + po, (DES) (20))
(2.47) = (Fa)fissno(@ns (n)msn (@), (D) (@n) + po, (DES) (20))
= (F)iix s nn (Tns (un)igsn(@n), (Dud)(xn) + pn, (D) (z,)) < 0.
Assumption (2.37), Equation (2.46), and Inequality (2.47) therefore yield that
(Fo)d 5.0 (T05 (U0) 5557 (0), (Do) (w0), (DE) (o))
< 1imsup (F)i s (7 ()5 (20), (Ds0) (@) + P (DF0) () ) < 0.

n—oo

(2.48)

We thus have proved that for all § € (0,00), z € O, and all ¢ € {¢p € C%(O,R): z is a strict
H-maximum of ((uo)ﬁ:gz —1): O — R and 1 is bounded on H-bounded subsets of O} it holds
that

(2.49) (Fo)t.5.1,u0 (%05 (10) g5 (0): (Dsrd) (o), (D) (o)) < 0.
Step 2: For the rest of Step 2 fix g € O, § € (0,00), and ¢ € CH(O,R) such that ¢(zq) =

(uo)ﬁ:gz(xo) and ¢ > (ug)g’ %(mo) Next denote by ¢: O — R the function satisfying for all
z € O that ¢(x) = ¢(x)+]||x —x0||%. Note that ¢ € Cy(O, R) implies that ¢ is locally bounded.
Therefore there exists an open set O C O such that Ty € O and such that ¢ is bounded on
O. Moreover, it follows from the definition of ¢ and ¢ that z, is a strict H-maximum of the
function ((uo)]}}:gz —$): O — R. Step 1 can thus be applied with O + O, ¢ + ¢|5 and with
ug < Up|s to obtain

(2.50) (Fo) .51, (%0 (10) g5 (0): (Dsxd) (o), (D) (o)) < 0.
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This and Corollary 2.10 show that ug is a viscosity subsolution of Fy = 0 relative to (h, H, X).
The proof of Lemma 2.18 is thus completed. U

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 A € (0,00), let H = (H,{-,Yu, || - ||) be a real Hilbert space, let Hy C H
be a with respect to the || - ||g-norm closed linear subset of H, let g € Cyyu(H x H,R) satisfy
forallz,y,z € H, x1 € Hy, and allt € R that
tg(x,y) = g(tr,y) = gy, tx), g(z +y,2) = g(z,2) +9(y, 2), g(x,2) =0,
gz, 21) = M|z,
and let Hy C H be the set satisfying that Hy = {x € H: (Vxq € Hy: g(x,21) = 0)}. Then Hy is

a with respect to the || - || g-norm closed linear subset of H, satisfying that Hy N Hy = {0} and
thCLtH1+H2 =H.

(2.51)

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.20. Note that (2.51) ensures that g|p, xm, is a scalar product on H,

and that H; is also closed with respect to the norm induced by ¢|p, «m,. Therefore there exists
an orthonormal basis 24 C (Hy, g(+, -)) such that for all a, 5 € 2 it holds that g(a, 8) = 1143(8).
Moreover we have for every x € H and every finite set 28 C 2 that

Z(g(xva))2 == Z(g(x704))2 +2 Z g(.%, a)g(x,ﬁ)g(a,ﬂ)

(2 52) acB acB a,BeB
= gla,2) = g(v =Y glw.a)a,z = > glw,)a) < gle, ).
aEB aEB

This shows that for all z € H it holds that > o (g(z,a))? < co and, since H; is closed with
respect to the norm induced by g|w,x#,, it follows that > o g(z,a)a € H;. In addition, it
holds for all x € H and all § € 2 that

(2.53) g(ﬂf =) gz, a)a, ﬁ) =g(x,B) — g(z, 8)9(83,8) = 0.
ac

Combining this with the fact that for all # € H it holds that x = (z — Y o 9(z,@)a) +
Y oca 9(7, a)a shows that Hy + Hy = 0. Furthermore, Hy N Hy = {0} follows directly from the
definition of H, and the fact that for all z; € H; it holds that g(x1,z1) > M|z1]|%. Finally let
(xgn))neN C H, be a Cauchy sequence with respect to the || - ||z-norm. Since H is a Hilbert
space we get that there exists an (¥ € H such that lim,, ||x§n) — 20| = 0. Moreover, we
obtain from H; + Hy = H that there exists x§°) € H,; and xgo) € Hj such that SCSO) + xgo) =200,
Combining this with (2.51), the definition of Hs, and the continuity of g yields that

( ) 0= h_>m g(xén) _ x(0)7$gn) _ LL’(O)) _ h_)m g((xgn) _ [B;O)) _ :L_EO)’ (xgn) _ xéO)) _ wgD))
2.54 n—oo n—oo
. n 0 n 0 0 0 0
= lim (g((e" —2f”), (2" —2§”)) + g(at”, 21")) = All2t” [
Hence we have that asgo) = 0 and thus that 2(© = $§0) € H,. This proves that H is closed with
respect to the || - || g-norm and therefore finishes the proof of Lemma 2.20. O

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, (-, ), || ||lg) and V= (V, (-, v, || - ||v)
be real Hilbert spaces, let H' = (H', || - ||m) and V' = (V' || - |lv+) be their dual spaces, let O C H
and U C 'V be open sets, and let u € M(U,R) and f € Ci(0,U). Then
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i) for all o € O, (p,A) € H' x Sum satisfying that for all A € (0,00) there exist p € V'
and (A, B) € Sy X Sywr such that (p, A) € (J§ u)(f(x0)), B > _)\IHWI{JQT((DH,VJC)(CL“O))
and that for all x1,xo € H it holds that

(0, (Duy f)(@o)z)vrv = (B, 1) w1 and that
(255)  (A((Dgyf)(zo)x1), (DH,Vf)(xO)x2>V/’V + (p, ((Dy f) (o)) (1)) (x >V/
+ (x1, Bro)gm = <$17A332>H,H’;
it holds that
(2.56) (5. 4) € (i + (wo ))(wo),
and B B

i) for all X € (0,00), 29 € O, (p,A) € H' x Suw satisfying that (p,A) € (Jg,(uo
f))(xo) and that (Dyy f)(zo): H — V is surjective, there exist B € Sy and (p, A) €
(J5  u)(f(wo)) such that B > _AIHWIgr((DH,vf)(wo)) and that for all x1,z9 € H it holds
that

(p, (Derv f)(zo)r1) vy = (P, v1) mr.m and that
(257)  (A((Duyf)(wo)1), (Duyf)(wo)z2)y,  + (0, ((Dvf)(x0)) (21)) (22))
+ (1, Bro) g = <5U171‘~15€2>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 # (. We start with the first part of the assertion. Therefore fix zo € O
and (p, A) € H' x Sy such that for every A € (0,00) there exist (px, Ax) € V' x Sy and
By € Sy such that (px, Ay) € (J5 ,u)(f(x0)), Bx > _)‘IHngr((Dva)(:co)) and such that for all
21,2 € H it holds that

(P, Duy f)(o)z1)v v = (P, 1) 1 and that
(2.58)  (Ax((Duyf)(wo)z1), (Duy f)(@o)z2)y, v + (o, (D f)(xo)) (1)) (@2))y,
+ (21, Brxxo) mwr = <$17A$2>H,H’-

Next denote by H; the set satisfying that H; = ker((Dyy[f)(zo)). From f € Ci(0,U) it
follows that there exists an ro € M(O, U) such that

(2.59) T L 0]

0325 Tz — w0,
and that for all z € O it holds that

(2.60) f(z) = f(xo) = ((DH,Vf)(xo))(f’? — o) + %(((DHQ-H,V]E)(:UO))(:E - $0))(5U — x0) + 7ra(z).
Furthermore, we denote by r; € M(O, U) the function satisfying for all x € O that
(2.61) ri(x) = ro(x) + 3 ((Digyf)(x0)) (x — 20)) (x — o).

Then we get from (2.58), (2.60), from (2.61), and from the fact that YA € (0,00): By >
— Mgy that for all A € (0,00) it holds that

u(f(x)) = u(f(wo)) = (& — xo) . — 5{x — w0, Alx — 20)) pr.1r
= u(f(x)) = u(f(x0)) — (P, (Day f)(w0)) (x — 0))vrv — 5((x — w0), Ba(x — 20)) 11,117
— 5(((Duvf) (o)) (x = w0), AN ((Div f) (20)) (2 = 20) )y,
(2.62)
— %<p/\7 (((DH%H,Vf)(xO))(x - xo))(x - x0)>V’,V
< u(f(2)) = u(f(wo)) = (pas f(x) — flwo) = ra(2))y, \, + 3 7H, (2 — o) |7
- %<f($) — f(wo) — ri(z), Ax(f(z) — f(x0) — 7“1(95))>V’V,
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< u(f(@)) = ulf(@0)) = (o, f(2) = flo))vry = 3(f(x) = f(z0), Ax(f(2) = f(20)))y:y0
+ (pas ra(@))vrw 4 (i), An(f(z) — fﬂco >MV/—%< ( ) Axri(@))vyr + 5z — zol %

This together with (2.59), the fact that limps, ., In@lv. = 0, and the assumption that for all

llz—zo|| &

A € (0,00) it holds that (px, Ax) € (J5 ,u)(f(z0)) shows that for all A € (0, 00) it holds that

I u(f(r)) —u(f(xo)) — (P, x — $0>H’,H - %(-73 — Zo, A(ZE - $o)>H,H'
1m sup

O3x—x0 ”I _ZL‘OH%{

< limsup ((W () = u(f(20) = (pr, f(x) = f(w0)) vy

1f () = f o)},

O3z—x
~ 3{f(@) = flzo), A(f () v\ f (@) = f@o) I3 n A
1 () = f (o) Hv H-?J - onH 2
< 1 u(y) — u(f(z0)) = (px,y = f@o))vrv — 58y — fl@o), Ax(y — f(@0))) v,y
< limsup
U3y~ f(x0) ly = f(=zo)ll}
(2.63)
A A
: H(DH,Vf)(xO)H%(H,V)> + 9 < 9"
Letting A | 0 then implies that
(2.64) Timsup u(f (@) = u(f(zo)) = (p.x — zo) 1 — 5{x — w0, A(x — 20)) v <lim? =0
0330 |z — xol% ALO 2

Thus we obtain that (j, A) € (Ji4(uo f))(xo) which completes the proof of the first part.

For the second part of the assertion fix A € (0,00), 2o € O, and (p, A) € H' x Spg such
that (p,A) € (Jg,(uo f))(x), and that (Deyf)(zo): H — V is surjective. Next denote
by 2, C H; an orthonormal basis of (Hi, (-, )ml|uz, [ - [|#lm), by B1 € H an orthonormal

basis of H satisfying that 2, C By, by Hy C H the set satisfying that Hy = spany(B,\20 )y
and by H, Hy the Hilbert spaces satisfying that Hy = (Hi, (-, ) |gyxmy, || - ||# |m,) and that
Hy = (Ha, (-, )i | Hyx s ||| 1 |11, )- From this definition, the fact that H; = ker((Dgv f)(z0), and
from the fact that (Dgvf)(zo): H — V issurjective it follows that H1NHy = {0}, Hi+Hs = H,
H, L H,, and that (Dgvf)(zo)|u,: Ha — V is bijective. Moreover, denote by F': Hy x Hy — V
the function satisfying for all x; € H; and all zo € Hy that F(z1,x2) = f(xg + x1 + x2). Note
that Hy 3 2o = ((Duy i, vF)(0,0)) (0, 22) = ((Duvf)(zo))(z2) € 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 O; C H; of 0 and a function h € C§;, y,(O1, Hs) such that h(0) = 0, that
for all ; € Oy it holds that

(2.65) f(xo) = F(0,0) = F(z1,h(x1)) = f(xo + 21 + h(xy)),
that for all z; € H; it holds that
(2.66) — ((Duvf)(zo))(z1) = (Drvf)(20)) (((Dm, m,7)(0)) (1)),

and that for all x1, 2, € O; it holds that
— (((P2y)(@0)) (21 + (Dot 1) (0)) (1)) ) (31 + (D 5. 2) (0)) (1))

= (D) (@) ) (DR, s, (0)) (1)) (1) ).

In addition, (2.66) together with the fact that Hy = ker((Dmvf)(zo) and that (Dg, m,h)(0) €
L(H,, H,) shows that for all z; € H; it holds that ((Du, m,h)(0))(z1) € Hy N H, and combining

(2.67)
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this with the fact that H; N Hy = {0} yields then

Furthermore, we obtain from (2.67) and from (2.68) that for all x;,#; € H; it holds that
(2.69) (D3 £) (o)) (@) (1) = (D) (o)) (D, s h)(0)) (w0)) (E0))

and this with the fact that (Dmpvf)(zo)|m, is bijective shows that for all z1,%; € H; it holds
that

270) (D3 sP)(0) (20))(@1) = ~(Du ) wo)lm) ™ ( (D) (o) (21)) (31) )

Moreover, (2.68) together with (2.70), with 2(0) = 0, and with h € C}, g, (O1, H>) implies that

(2.71) i @)l

O1321—0 HIE1HH

=0

and that there exists a function 7y € M(O;, Hy) such that limp, 5., 0 Ir2(z)ll — () and that for

all , € Oy it holds that ol
1
@72)  h(w) = =5 (D) @o) i) (D f)(@e) @1)) (@1)) + Falan).
In addition, (2.71) yields that
| lod f1 i H £ {0)
273) oo e + a0l {o it # = {0},

Combining now (2.65), (2.71), (2.72), (2.73), the fact that limo, s, o 22 — 0 and the fact
that (p, A) € (Jg 4 (uo f))(zo) shows then

0> limsup u(f(r)) —u(f(xo)) — (D, ”— $0>H’,|f; — 3z — 2o, A(z — 20)) i
O3zx—xo T — Zol||lg
(U(f(xo + 21 + h(21))) — u(f(20)) — (P, 21 + W(z1)) 1
|21 + h(z1)]|
${x1 + h(x), Az, + h(xl))>H’H/)
|21 + h(z)|13

> lim sup
013x21—0

(2.74)

= limsup
0O135x21—0

((U(f(l“o)) —u(f(z0)) — Lay + h(xr), Aay + h(21)))

ENv

1l

B <]37 Ty — %((DH,foxO”HQ)il((((DHZ-]I,VJC)(‘TO))(xl))<x1>> + fQ(x1)>H’,H>

E
e+ h(m)!l%)
(—@, 20) e+ (B, 5D ) @o) ) ™ (DR ) w0)) (@) (1) ) )

e

H'H

= limsup
013x21—0

B %(xlaf‘i(xl»H,H/)

1%
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Thus we get for every x; € Hy with ||z1||g = 1 that
(2.75)

H'H

0 > limsup
£0

(—@, o) . + (P 3 (Day ) o)) (((Dhyf) (o)) (1)) (t21) ) )

HIlH%{

B %(tﬂ?l, A(txﬁ)H,Hf)
£z

H'H

~ limsup (M) + 3 (5D o)) (D) o) (@) (1)) )

tl0 t 2

- %<x1’A<x1)>H,H’

and this shows that for every z; € Hy with ||z1||g = 1 it holds that —(p,z1)p y = 0 and
that (w1, A(wn)) s — (B (Davf)(@o)lw) ™ ((Dhyf)(@o)) (@) (@) = 0. Therefore
we obtain that for all z; € H; it holds that 7

(2.76) (P, =0
and that
(2.77) (w1, A1) — <I57 ((Day f)(wo)lm,) ™" ((((Dﬁwf)(xo))(xl))(ilh)) >H/,H =0

Next denote by p € V' the function satisfying for all x; € H that

(2.78) (0, (Day f)(xo)x1)viv = (D, 1) b7 1

by g: M(V,V’) x H x H — R the function satisfying for all C' € M(V,V’) and all 21, x5 € H
that

9(C, 21, 19) = <331,A372 HH — <C( f)(-i'?o)iﬂl) (DH,Vf>($O)$2>V/’V
—(p, ((( D%H,foxo))(xl)) ©2) )y + M 21, 22) 1

and by S C Sy the set satisfying that

(2.80) S={CeSyy:(Vre H: g(C,z,x) > 0)}.

(2.79)

Note that (2.76) together with the fact that (Dgvf)(xo): H — V is surjective ensures that
p is well defined and note that we have for all C' € Syy and all xq,29, 23,24 € H that
9(Cy 1 + 9,25 + x4) = g(C, 1, 23) + 9(C, 21, 24) + 9(C, 22, 23) + g(C, 22, 24). In addition we
get from (2.77), (2.78), (2.79) and the fact that H; = ker((Dgvf)(xo)) that for all z; € H;
and all C' € M(V,V’) it holds that

(2.81) 9(Cray, 1) > M |7

Furthermore, it follows from the fact that (Dwyvf)(zo)|m, is bijective that for all zy € Hj it
holds that
| )(@2)|lv
|
|

(

= |I( #12) " v g | (D ) (o) ) ™ | 2w,y | (D f) (0)) (02) v
> |( 1) v g | (D ) (0) ) ™ (D ) () |, ) (22)) ||

= [I((Dav ) (@o) )™ | Lo oy 122 -

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 H; L H, that for all z; €

Hy, @3 € Hy, R,A € (0,00) with R = |[A]|ygaw) + |[pllv[|(Dff)(@o) | vy and with
_ 2 .
AI((Dew £) (o)1) | v gy = % + R it holds that

g(=Aly,x1 + z2, 21 + x3) = g(—Aly, x1,21) + 29(—Aly, 21, 22) + g(—Aly, o, x3)

Zo

(2.82) i

)
)
)
)
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= <$1, A$1>H,H’ - <p, (((D%H,Vf)(mo))($1))($1)>V,,V + 2<9C1, 1211’2>H,H'
- 2(p, (((Dﬁ,vf)(fco))(Il))(l’z)%@v + (22, Ava) i + A(Dav f) (20) 22, (Duy f)(wo)22),,
—(p. (D f)(w0)) (22)) (x2) )y, 1, + Al |7
(2.83)
> (w1, Awyyir = (B, (Do) (@) 1) ™ (DR (o)) (@) (1)) )

— 2l [|allz2 | (| Al Ly + ol (D f) (o)l LanLeyy)
- ||$2||H(||A||L(H,H') + HPHV'H(DH,vf)(Io)||L(H,IL(H,V)))
+ A (D ) (0) L) ™ oy sy 122117 + Al [[

H'H

R 2 —1-2 R 2
> A(llzalln = Fllealla) -+ (AP @)la) ik = 5 = B ) ol = 0.

This together with H; + H, = H shows that S # (). Moreover, let P C S be a totally
ordered subset. We denote by Cp € M(V,V’) the function satisfying for all y;, yo € V' that

(Cry1,y2)viy = i(supCGP“C(yl +12), 1 +y2)vv) — Subeep((C(y1 — ¥2), y1 — y2)vr,v)). Note,
that we get from (2.79) and from (2.80) that for all C' € S and all z € H it holds that

<C( Dva>(ZL‘0)$) (Dva ZTo x>V’,V
< (x,Az)y g — {p, ((DEv./)( xo))(:v))(x»wy + Nz, )

Combining this with the surjectivity of (Dyvf)(xo): H — V ensures that Cp is well defined.
Moreover, (2.79) together with (2.80) and with P C S shows for all z € H that

(2.85) 9(Cp,x, ) = int g(C,z,x) > 0.

(2.84)

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((Duyf)(xo)x), (DH,Vf)(ﬂﬁo)@V,y < (Cp((Duyf)(wo)z), (DH,Vf)(l'O)$>V/7V
< (&, Az) = (0, (D f)(@0)) (@) (@) + Mg, 2, 2)a
and thus the assumption that (Dyvf)(xo): H — V is surjective implies that

(2.87) sup (Cry, y)vv| < oo.

ye{geV: [|gllv <1}
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 ¥, ¥y, and 73 € V and denote for
every i € {1,2,3,4,5,6} by (Ci,)nex C P sequences satisfying that

(2.88)

(2.86)

hjﬂ (¥, + 7y +73), (Cl,n)@1 +Y, + ?73))1/,V’ = gug«yl + Yy +73), C(U1 + 72 +y3)>V,V’a
n oo c

(2.89)
Jim (@ = T2 = T): (Con) 1 = T2 = To)hviv = SUp((@ = T2 = Us). OO = U2~ W)
(2.90) Jim (@ + ), (Can) @+ 92))vrr = 5UD{(T1 +52). OO + Ta)hwiv
(2.91) Jim (@ = 2). (Can) @1 = Ta))vvr = sub{(@ — T2), CT: — To))v,
(2.92) M (71 +Fa): (Con) 1+ To))vvr = b (71 + Ta), C01 + Ta) v
(2.93)

and that lim (7, — ¥3), (CG,n)@l - ?73)>MV’ = gug«yl —73), C(W, —U3))vvr-
n—oo c
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Furthermore, denote by (Cop)nexn € P the sequence satisfying for all n € N that Cp,, =
max{C;,: i € {1,2,3,4,5,6}}. Note that the fact that P is totally ordered ensures that
(Con)nen is well defined. In addition, we have

lim inf (1 + Fo + Fs), (Con) (U1 + Ta + Ta))viv
> i (5 + T + 7). (Cran) @1 + o+ Ta))viv
= gufli((% + Yy +73), C(H1 + U2 + Ts)) v

(S

> limsup((y; + 7o +¥3), (Cow) @y + o +U3)) vy

n—oo

(2.94)

and thus supcep((Y1 + Yo + ¥3), C(U1 + Yo + Us))vivr = limyoseo{(¥1 + U + Ys3), (Con) (@1 +
Uy + Us3))vivr. The corresponding equations follows for (C; )nen, @ € {2,3,4,5,6} analogously.
Therefore we obtain that

471, Cp(Yy +7s)) v

= SuP((@l + Ty +73), 0@1 +Ys +ys)>V,V’) —sup(((J; — ¥ — @3)7 CW, — 7y — @3)>V,V’)
CeP CeP

- nh_{{}o(«% + Yy + 53)7 CO,n@l +Ys +@3)>V,V’ - <@1 — Yy — @3)7 Co,n@l — Yy — y3)>V,V’)
= 7111_{1(310(4@17 Con Ty +7s))vv) = 7111_{130(4@1’ ConTa) vy + 41, Conls)vv')

(2.95)
= 7111_{1()10((@1 +%s), Con (W1 +U2))viv — ((H1 — ¥2)s Con(U1 — Vo)) vive

+ (W1 +¥3), ConU1 +Us))vv — (U1 — U3), Con(U1 — U3))vivr)

= 2};1}3(((@1 +7,), C(Uy + 7)) viv) — g}éllg(«@l =), C(U — Ya))viv)

+ S ({(F1 + 8s), OO +Ts)hviv) = sup({(F1 = ), €01 = Fs)hvv)

= 47y, Cpls) vy + 4Ty, Crz) vy

Since Y, Ys, 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 ]:12 CH
the set satisfying that Hy = {2, € H: (Vo; € Hy: g(A,21,75) = 0}. Then we obtain from
(2.81) and from Lemma 2.20 that H, is a with respect to the ||- || z-norm closed linear subspace
such that H; N Hy = {0} and such that H; + H, = H. Combining this with the fact that
H; = ker((Duyvf)(w0)) and the fact that (Duyf)(zo) is surjective yields that (Duyf)(z0)|z,
is bijective. Next we show that for all z € H, it holds that g(A, z,z) = 0. Therefore denote for
every y € Hy by Ay € Syv the function satisfying for all x;, 2, € H that

9(A, 21,y) - g(A, 29, y)

(2.96) <Ay(DH,Vf) (330)(231), (DH,Vf)(x(J)(m?»V'V = g(A, Y, y) +1

Note that it follows from the fact that H, = ker((Dgvf)(z0)), the fact that for all y € H,
and all x € H; it holds that g(A,z,y) = 0, and from the fact that (Dgvf)(xo) is surjective
that for every y € Hy it holds that A, is well defined. Moreover, we get with (2.79), (2.96),
the fact that H; = ker((Dmyv f)(zo)), the fact that for all x € Hy and all z € Hy it holds that
g(A,z,z) = 0 and with the fact for all € H it holds that g(A,z,z) > 0 that for all z; € H,
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and all 29,y € H, it holds that
g(A+ Ay, 1+ X9, 71 + T3)
= g(A, 21 + 23,71 + 22) — (A (Darv f) (o) (1 + 2), (Dy f) (o) (w1 + 72) )y v
= g(A, 1, 1) + g(A, w2, 22) — (Ay(Diw f) (o) (w2), (D f) (o) (2) v v

207 ) B 9(A, x9,y) - g(A, 22, 79)
9(A, w1, 1) + g(A, 3, 72) 9(A,y,y) +1
9(A, 2, 29) - g(A,y,y)
N _
> (A w1, 1) + g(A, 22, 9) 9(A,y,y) +1

> g(A,z, 1) + g(A, z2, 22) — g(A, 22, 22) > 0.

Thus we get for all y € H, that A + Ay € S and this with the fact that for all y € H, it holds
that Ay > 0 and the fact that A € S is a maximal element shows for every y € H, that fly = 0.
Taking now #; = x5 = y in (2.96) yields for all y € H, that g(A,y,y) = 0. Next note that
the fact that (Deyvf)(7o)lg,: H, — V is bijective together with the inverse function theorem

implies that there exist a relative to {zo} 4+ Hy open set Oy C O N ({20} + Hy) and an open set
U, C U such that zy € O, and that (f|o,)™" € C 5(Us, O2). Therefore we have that

. ) : 1(flon) " (y) = (flos) " (f (o)) I
|1 Dvu(flo,) (f(xo))HL(V,H)zUig;j}-]go) TSI

. 2
> Jim sup | — ol

O23z—x0 ”f(fﬂ) - f(xU)H%/

Again denote by r1,ry € 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

im su ra(2) ri(z)
éﬁwg <Hf(x) — f(zo)ll¥ ) - f(xo)\lv)

(2.98)

< i ro(x) - ||DV,H(f|O2)71(f(:L’0>)||%(V,]HI) ri(z) - ||DV,H(f|Oz)71(f($O))||L(V,H)
< limsup 5 +
02320 [l — zoll% | — zol|
(2.99)
=0.

Furthermore, the fact that f|o,: Oz — Uy is bijective, (2.60), (2.61), (2.99), (2.78), (2.79), the
fact that for all z € Oy it holds that x —x¢ € Hy and thus g(A,z — zg, 2 — 20) = 0, (2.98), and
(5, A) € (2., (uo f)(zo) yields that

: u(y)—u(f (20)—(Py—F (@)1, =  (4=1 (20). AW—F (20))) vy
M sup ( Tv=T@o)llZ )
Sy—f(zo)
o u(y)—u(f (@0))~(p.y—F (@0)) v v~ (41 (20). Al—F @0))) v
= Jmsup ( Ty=F @)% )
23y—f(z0)
. u(f (@) —~u(f (20)) ~ (b (@)= F (20)) 1.y — 1 (F (2)— F(w0) S (2) = F (0))) v,
= hmsup( - ’ )
0252320 T7(@)—F@o)l
_ lim sup (u<f<x>>u<f<wo>><p,(<DH,vf>(xo>)<mo) +1 (02,0 @0) (2=20)) (2=0)+72(2)) , ,
O23x—x0 ”f( ) ( )HV

{((Pav N @) a=w0)+n @ A(((Pav ) @0)) @=r0) 411 (@) ) )
(2.100) - [F@ =@l . )

w(f@)=u(f@o)~(p, ((Dirv (o) ) e—20)+3 ((D ) (@0)) (2=20)) (2=20)) ,,
7@ Tl

= limsup
O23x—x0
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L ((Puvh) o)) @—20),4( (v (@0)) 2=20)) )., .,
- 7@~ @)%

— limsup (u(f(ﬂs))—u(f(wo))—<ﬁa(m—ro)>H/,H+ég(A,(m—xo),(z—mo))—é((z—ﬂ:o)w‘i(r—xo)m,m

2
O23x—x0 Il xOHH

A
2|wglxﬂglmofq>

I1f(z)—f(zo)l3

< limsup

Os50rsn llo =20l 7 @)= f@o)lIT

(u(f(x))—u(f(xo))—<ﬁ,<x—xo)>H/,H—;<(:c—xo>,A<x—xo>>H,H/ lz=zoll% )<o

This shows that (p, A) € (J§_ u)(f(xo)). Moreover, let B € Sy be the function satisfying
for all xy,20 € H that (z1, Bro)gm = g(A,x1,22) — A(Wﬁlml,@}H. Then we have that
B > —/\[Hng and it follows from (2.79) that for all x1, 29 € H it holds that

(A((Day f)(@o)zr), (Daw f)(wo)w2)y, v + (P ((Digwf)(x0)) (1)) (w2))y0 1 + (@1, Bra)mm
(2.101)
= <ZE1, A$Q>H7Hl.

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

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 N O: (Dx(h|x))(y) €
D(Exm)} ={y € XNO: (Jg_h)(y) # 0}, that for all x € O N X it holds that hy () =
h(z), and that for all v € O\X it holds that h(z) = oo, let V. = (V, (-, )v,]| - |lv) be a
real Hilbert space, let V' = (V' || - ||m) be its dual space, let f € Cuy(O,V) satisfy that
flx € C3y(ONX, V) and that for all zg € XNO it holds that (Dx v (f|x))(zo) € Crv(X,V) and
that (Dx.v(f|x))(zo): X — V is surjective, denote for every x € X by K+ the orthogonal set of
ker((Dxv(f|x))(x)) satisfying that K = {y € X: (Vv € ker((Dgv(f[x))(x)): (y,v)x = 0)},
let F: W xR x H x Sgx — R and F: f(O) x R x V' x Syy — R be degenerate elliptic
functions such that for allzgo € W, r € R, p € H', A € Sxx, p e V', A€ Sy, and all
(Ax)ac(0,00) € Smmr, with

(2.102)
Vo, € Xt (p, (Dxvf)(zo)z)vv = Plx, z1)x x and with
Vay, 2y € X2 (A((Dxwf)(wo)a1), (Dxw f)(xo)wa)y,, o + (0, (Dxwf) (o)) (1)) (@2)) 0y,
= (xl,Ax2>X7X/

it holds that

(2103) F(f(x0)7r7p7A) :F<x0,T,ﬁ,A>,
that
(2.104) liminf F (o, 7, 5, (Ax]x)x - My ) < limsup F(zo, 7, , (Ax|x)|x),
o Al0
and that
(2.105) limsup F (0,7, p, (Axlx)|x + My, ) > lixg inf F(z0, 7, 5, (Axlx)1x),
AL0 ‘
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assume that F is continuous with respect to the |||y xrxv'x vy -norm and let u € Cy(f(O),R)
be a classical viscosity solution ofF = 0. Then uo f is a viscosity solution of F' = 0 relative to
(h, H, X).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.22. If {z € O: (Jg ,(uo f)ﬁg‘;l)(:p) # (0} = (), then the asser-
tion is trivial. So for the rest of the proof, we assume that {z € O: (Jﬁ#uof)ﬁ:(%)(x) #0} #0.
Fix 5 € O, (p,A) € H' X Suw, 6 € (0,00) such that (p, A) € (Jg 4 (uo f)ﬁ:gz)(:co). Note that
the continuity with respect to the || - |[g-norm of u and f together with the assumption that for
all 2 € X N O it holds that by (z) = h(z) shows that

(2.106) (wo gt =(uo f—6h)y =uo f—ohl =uo f—5h.

Furthermore, the assumption that for all x € O\X it holds that h(z) = oo implies that
o € O N X and this together with the assumption that X is embedded continuously in H
and the assumption that (5, A) € (J3 , (uwo f)z'sy)(xo) ensures that (p|x, (Alx)|x) € (J3, (uo
flx — dh|x))(xo). Moreover, the assumption that hlx € C%(X N O,R) yields that (p|x +
§(Dx(h|x)) (o), (Alx)|x + 0(Dx(hlx))(x0)) € (JF  (uo f]X)N)(xO) Thus Lemma 2.21 (with
H«+ X, U + f(O), p + plx + 0(Dx(h|x))(xg), and with A + (Alx)|x + 0(Dx(h|x))(x0))
implies that for every A € (0,00) there exist By € Sxx and (p, Ay) € (J5 ,u)(f(x0)) such that
B, > —)\wal)gxlo and that for all z;, 25 € X it holds that

(2.107)

(p, (Dxv (flx))(@o)z1)vr v = (Plx + (Dx(h]x))(x0), 21) x,x and that

(AN((Dxw (fx))(o)w1), (Dxew (F1x))(xo)a2)y, y + (ps ((Dw (F1x)) (o)) (1)) (2)) 0
(2.108)

+ (21, Bara) x x0 = (21, ((Alx)]x + 6(D3(lx))(20)) z2)x.x.

Note that (2.107) ensures that p does not depend on A. Moreover, we get from (2.107) and the
assumption (Dxv(f|x))(zo) € Cuv(X,V) that (Dx(h|x))(z0) € D(Ex m) and thus it holds
that xy € W. Combining now xy € W, (2.8), (2.4), the fact that for all A € (0, c0) it holds that
B, > /\]XWK L and the assumption that F is degenerate elliptic, the assumption that for all

reW,reR, q € H', and all (Ax)xe(0,00) € Smmr it holds that liminfy o F(x,7, ¢, (Ax]|x)|x —
My ) < limsupy g F(x r,q, (Ax|x)|x) yields that

(2.109)

Fﬁxahuof(%’(uo ) 5h($0) A) < Fﬁrxah(%au(f(ﬂf ) —5h(170)7157121)
= F (0, u(f(20)) = 0h(x0) + 0h(wo), b + 0 By s (D (Bl x)) (20)), (Alx)x + (D (hlx))(x0))
< lim inf F' (2o, u(f(20)), § + 6 By (D (hlx)) (2 0)): (Alx)|x + (D (hlx)) (o) — By

— )\Ixﬂ'KJ_ )
< fim sup F (o, u(f(20)), 5+ § By g ((Dx(hx)) (20)), (Alx)|x + 6(D%(hlx)) (o) — Ba).

Therefore it follows from (2.103), (2.107), (2.108), the assumption that u is a classical viscosity
subsolution of F' = 0, the fact that for all A € (0,00) it holds that (p, Ax) € (J5 ,u)(f(z0)),

and from the continuity of F' that
(2.110)

Fﬁx,é,h,uof(xm (u © f)ﬁ:g;z<x0)aﬁv A)
< 1iH;¢S&JUP F (w0, u(f(20)), p + 0 Exr i (Dx(hlx))(x0)), (Alx)|x + 6(D3(h|x))(x0) — By)

= 1irrifbup F(f (o), u(f(x0)),p, Ax) = 1irr;¢%up Fyw1,00(f(20), u( f(20)), p, Ar) < 0
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Thus Corollary 2.10 shows that w o 7y is a viscosity subsolution of F' = 0 relative to (h, H, X).
In the same way, it can be shown that u o 7y, is a viscosity supersolution of F' = 0 relative to
(h, H, X) and we thereby obtain that womy is a viscosity solution of F' = 0 relative to (h, H, X).
This completes the proof of Proposition 2.22. 0

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, (-, )y, || - [[v) be a real Hilbert
space, let V! = (V',|| - |w) be its dual space, let f € Ciy(O,V), satisfy for all zp € O
that (Dgvf)(xo): X — V is surjective, denote for every x € H by K the orthogonal set
of ker((Duv f)(z)) satisfying that K = {y € H: (Vv € ker((Dyyvf)(z)): (y,v)g = 0)}, let
F:OxRx H xSyw — R and F: f(O) x R x V' x Sy — R be degenerate elliptic
functions such that for all zg € O, r € R, p € H', A € Suww, p € V', A € Sy, and all
(Ax)re(0,00) € Sumr, with
Vl‘l € H: <p, (D]HLVf)(IO)CEl)V’,V = <ﬁ|X7x1>H’,H and with

Vay, 22 € H: (A((Duyvf)(wo)r1), (Duyv.f)(wo)x2)y,  + (s (Dizwf)(20)) (21)) (22))y0
(2.111)
= <x1,f~1m2>H7Hl
it holds that

F(f(l’o),’f’,p, A) - F(ZE(),’I“,ﬁ, A),

(2.112) liminf F (2,7, p, Ay — Mgmh, ) < limsup F(x,r, B, Ay),
L0 zo L0
and that  limsup F(z,r,p, Ay + My, ) > liminf F(z,r,p, Ay),
A0 0 AlL0
let F be continuous with respect to the || - ||vxrxvixrvvn-norm and let u € Cy(f(O),R) be a

classical viscosity solution of F' = 0. Then uwo f is a classical viscosity solution of F = 0.

PRrROOF. The proof follows directly from Proposition 2.22 (with X < H and h < 0). O



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 [11] to separable Hilbert spaces. Moreover, in contrast to Theorem 6.1 in Ishii [10] 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 [11] and Section 6 in Ishii [10].

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 € (0,00), let
H = (H, {9y, | - ||lg) and X = (X, {-,")x, | - ||x) be real separable Hilbert spaces such that
X C H, X is embedded continuously in H, and X is dense in H with respect to the || - || g-
norm, let B = (H',| - i), X' = (X, (bl )y (R x HY = (R x HY, |- ery)
(R x X) = (R x X), || lrxxy), and (R x H)*)" = ((R x H)*)", || - l(mxsy2y) be the
corresponding dual spaces, let O C H be an open set, let O,, C O, n € N be the H- bounded and
H-closed sets satisfying for all n € N that, O, = {z € O: distg(z, H\O) > % and ||z|, < n},
and denote for all n € N by O% = O\O,, the complement of O,, in O, let W C (0,T') x O satisfy
that W is dense in (0,7) x O with respect to the || - ||rxg-norm, let h: [0,7] x O — [0, <]
be a with respect to the || - [|[rxg-norm lower semicontinuous function with the property that
hloryxx € Chyx((0,T) x (X NO)) and that W = {z € (0,T) x (X NO): (Dx(h|or)xx))(2) €
D(Ex), (S h)(2) # 0.

3.2. Notation

Assume the setting in Section 3.1 and let G: W x R x H' x Sxx» — R then we will in the
following always consider the function F': W xR x (R x H)" X Spxx,mxxy — R satisfying for all

((t,z),7, (q,p), A, A) € WxRx (Rx H) XSpyx.(rxxy XSxx with Vy € X: Ay = 70 A(0, y)
that

(31) F((ta ZE), T, ((Lp): A) = Iilq - G((t7 17), D, A)7
and the corresponding equation
F((t7 I)’ u(t’ ‘T): (DRXHU)(t’ ZE), ((D%xHuxtv $)|IR><X)|IR><X)

(32) — Du(t,x) — G((t,), u(t, x), (Du)(t, x), (DZu)(t,2)|x)|x) = 0.

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 x R x H' x Sxx» — R is here called
degenerate elliptic if for all (t,z) € W, r € R, p € H and all A,B € Sxx with A < B
it holds that G((¢,x),r,p,A) < G((t,z),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 § € (0,00) we will denote
by dﬂ:g}z,u, dﬁ:gz,u: ((0,7) x O x R x H" x Sgm)* — [0,00] the functions satisfying for all
& n) = ((t,x,rp B),(v,y,8,4C)) € ((0,T) x Ox R x H x Sgg)?* that

(

[z =ylla VIt =l VIr—s|VIp—qla VB = Cl L
\/|UE’KH,M(@ T) — UE’:[]I/-H,ML(U? y)|
(3.3) dﬁjm,u(&n) = if UIE%{,M@#‘?): UIE%LM(U; y) €R
00
\ if ugigon(t ©), Ui sn(0,y) € R
and that
(e —ylluVIt=v|VIr=s[Vp—qlw VIB-Cllrmm
V|U1§’>%H,5,h(ta r) — “]ﬁ%ﬂ,&,h(“a Y|
(3.4) dig'sinul&:m) = if ugemon(t2)s Ui sn(v,y) € R
00
\ if ug ot %), upi sn (0, ) ¢ R

and by G x s Grxon: WXRXH' xSym — R the functions satisfying for all ((¢,2),r,p, A) €
W xR x H x Sy that

Gﬂ,x,a,h((ty x),r,p, A)
(3.5) - G<(t’ @), + Sh(t, x), p + 0 By (Dx(h(t, )| 01)x (xr0))) (L, ),
(Alx)|x + 3(Di(hl o)< (xn0) (1))
and that
GIFH,X,&,h((ta .1'), D, A)
(3.6) = G((t> x)? r— 5h(tv x),p - 5EX’7H' (Dx(h(t, x>|(07T)><(XﬂO)>) (t> x)?
(Alx)|x = 6(D3(Rlomyx(xn0)) (1,2)))

(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 u; 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} N; € N, O; be a
locally compact subset of RN¢, and let for all i € {1,2} u;: O; — [—00,00), let N € N satisfy
that N = Ny + Ny, let O be the set satisfying that O = O; x Oq, let p € Cin(O,R), and
let & = (I1,22) € O be a local mazimum of O > (x1,x2) — ui(x1) + ug(z2) — @(x1,22) € R.
Then for all i € {1,2} and all € > 0 there exists X; € Sy, gy such that (70 Dpn (L), X;) €

(Jpw, wi)(x:) and that

B0 = (HIOR @) 1< (] f, ) < Do) + (DR )
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ProOOF OoF LEMMA 3.1. The proof follows analogously to Theorem 3.2 in Crandall, Ishii
& Lions [0] but instead of the upper semicontinuity in the last inequality (the one after (A.11)
on page 62) we use

(3.8)
w01 =0= (6 0) Ao ) 2 s (4 %) +0)

) n ) . 1 .
= limsup u; (fn + %) = lim sup (M(fn) + ﬁ|Qn|2> = 11(0) > uy(0).
n—oo

n—o0
For us this follows analogously, which completes the proof of Lemma 3.1. O
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, (-, )u,| - |lz) be a real Hilbert space, let V = (V, (-, Yul|vz, || - |ulv) be a finite-
dimensional linear subspace of H, let H' = (H, ||-||gr), (H?) = (H*), |||l m2y), V= (V|- lv1),
(V2 = ((V2), I lvay), be the dual spaces, let uy, us: H — [—00,00) be upper semicontinuous
with respect to the || - ||m-norm, let A € Sz ey, let (Z1, Z2) € H? be a strict H?-mazimum
of H* 3 (z1,22) — wi(z1) + ua(20) — 2{(21, 22), A(21,22)>H27(H2)/ € [—o0,00), denote by Ej,
Ey: H — H? the canonical embeddmgs satisfying for all x € H that Ei(x) = (x,0) and that
Es(x) = (0,z), and let £,0, A € (O, o0) satisfy that

1
59 A2 5 (It AEQWVLHL iy V Ity ABE 1 )

+ ||7T(VL /7T1 AEQW‘/L ||L H H’)

Then there exist operators X, Xo € Sym satisfying that X; = 7Tv' X17rV, Xy = 7rv, X27TV, that

1 Xy 0 H?
(3.10) - (E+||A||L(H2,(H2),))JH2 < ( - ) s( U2 ARE 4 e (xl{5) ARIE) )
and satisfying that for all i € {1,2} it holds that
(3.11)

(7T§H2),A(21,22>,Xi + 7T§H2),AE W‘I/{//W(H AEZTF‘I/{ + 5]]}]177'5 + AI]H[’]T{;J_) c (ij,JruZ)(EZ)

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.2. Let Z;, Ty € V be the elements satisfying that z; = 7ff(z;) and
that T, = n{/(2Z2), let 7, ¥, € V* be the elements satisfying that 7, = (/. (1) and that

Uy = it (Z2), let 2 € H? be the element satisfying that 2 = (zl %) and let B € Sye @2y be the
function satisfying that

(3.12) B— ( (57rv + /\7T ) 7T§H2)/AE2 B W‘I/{/lﬁgm) ABE,rH >
' N ( .

HQ)/AEl — 7TV, 7r2 AE17TV — Iy (ol + )mvl)

Moreover, denote by ®: H? — [—o00,00) the function satisfying for all 2y, 2z, € H that

1
5 <(2’17 22)7 A(Zla 22)>H2,(H2)’7

denote by ¢y, ¢o: H — [—oo, o0) the functions Satisfying for all z € H and all i € {1,2} that

(3.13) (21, 20) = ur(21) + ua(22) —

oi(x) = u(z 2<x HQ)/AE - 7rv,7r VAR, i) >

3.14
o +< BE-E@)),,  + Il @l

denote by a1, Uy: V — [—00, 0] the functions satisfying for all x € V' that

(3.15) iy (x) = sup ¢1(z +y), () = sup ¢a(r +y),
yev+ yev+



36 3. UNIQUENESS OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF PARABOLIC PDES

and denote by ®: V2 — [—o00, 00| the function satisfying for all z;, x5 € V that
(316) (i)(l’l, $2) == 17/1 (Il) —+ ﬂg(l’g) — %<(I1, .732), A(Il, x2)>H2,(H2)"

Furthermore, using the symmetry of B and (3.12) we derive that for every zy, xo € V and for
every y1, y» € V- it holds that

(1 +y1, 02+ y2), B(x1 + Y1, 2 + Y2)) 12,2y
= =@ +y,x)E — 02+ Y2, o) m — M1 + Y1, y1)H — MT2 + Yo, Yo) i

’ / 2y/ H 2\/
— 2<a:1 +y1, (i + W(I{/L)/)ﬂ-gH VAE,(x + ) — mi HI () AEQWV)(:CQ + y2)>HH,

= = Ol — dllwalli — Myl — Ml — 2<x1 +yn, (rfh o™ ABywlls

il Y AEymi! + 7T(vl)/”(H FABym.) (w2 + y2)>H H

— = ol = Skoally = Al — Ayl — <x1,w5fm FABll)

2<y1, (VL ’ﬂ-l AE27TV x2> HA — 2<y1, W(I‘{/L /7Tl AE27TvLy2> HLH

< =0l — 5Hx2HH — Ml = Mllyallr + 2l wi™ AByr{Ls e - 1ysllm 1]l
+ 2|7, S ARy | gy - sl vl
+ 2|l Y AB ||y - Il lla el
Hence we obtain that for every z;, z, € V and for every y;, yo € V1 it holds that

(1 + Y1, 22 + Y2), B(x1 4+ y1, 02 + Y2)) 52,2y

i (HXH) AFEsm ?
H,H/
< - (V& ol — T 2y >||y2|rﬂ>

Vo

|| VL 17T1H ! AEﬂv HL(HIHI
)

s _
|22 7 vl &

2
(318) — ||7T(VJ_)/7T1 AEQWVJ_HL H,H) (Hyl”H - ||y2||H)
||7r ,7T1 AEQW ||%(]HIH’)
) P — |l ABsw |y | ol
H 2
| = (H Y AEym |1 1 H?)
e - EE il m™ AByml ||y | llyall% < 0.

Thus B is negative semi-definite. Moreover, we have for all zy, zo € H that
= ((21,0), (A4 = THRy ARE) (O, )y + 2 ( (2 - S52) B (2= 52))
J(H?)
= _<(2170)7B(0722)> 2 (H2) +2< B >H2 J(H?2) 4<(21—;2)7Bé>

ca{ipn ()
HQ,(HQ)’

= (2. B2) g2 g2y — 2((21,0), B2) g2 ggays + (21, 0), B(21,0)) ooy,
<,§’ B 2>H2,(H2)’ -2 <<O7 22), B 2>H2,(H2)’ + <<O, 22>7 B(O, 22>>H2,(H2)’

HQ,(HQ)/

+
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(319) + %<(2’1, O) + (0, ZQ), B((Zl, 0) + (0, 22))>H2,(H2)’ — <(21, 0), B(O, 22)>H2,(H2)’
- <(2170)’B(2170>>H2 (H2)’ - <(0 ZQ) B(O <2 >H2 (H2)
= <(2 - (21,0)), B(é - Zlv >H2 (H2) + < O Z2>) B('% - (0722))>H2,(H2)’
- %<(2170)7B(217 >H2 \G - §< 0 ZZ B(O 22 >H2 (H2)
= (2 = (21,0)), B(2 = (21,0))) o, oy + (£ = (0,22)), B(2 = (0,22))) 1o 112,
+ 5l Ol + 2l (2ol + g||7TV(ZQ)||H slmve ()13
This implies that for all 1, o € V and all 31,7, € V* it holds that
D(Z1,Z2) > (1 + Y1, 22 + y2)

> CD(J}l + Y1, To + y2) + 2< <2 — (931"‘1‘/15—”2‘"3”2)>7B(2 _ (x1+yléx2+y2)>>H2 ey

= up (1 + 1) + up(wg + y2) + 2< (z - (x“’z—ﬂy))B(Z B w»m (H?)
— % (1 + Y1, 22 + o), Al + Y1, T2 + y2)>H2,(H2)/
— (@1 + y1) + uaa + o) + 2( (5 - )} ps w»m "
— 2{(z1+y1, 22+ 1), (A — w((gj)),/Aw{f;)(xl + Y1, T2 + y2)>H2’(H2),
— L(z1 4+ y1, 22 + o), (nggj)),/Amg;)(:cl + 1, v2 + y2)>H2’(H2),
= uy (w1 + Y1) + uz(v2 + yo) + 2< (2 - WM)B(/& B w)%{? (H2)
(320) = 3{(w1 41,0, (A = 7wl ATIE) (21 + 11, 0)) o
— 10,22 + o), (A — E{iyvag )(0, 29 + y2)>H2 (H2y
— <(:L'1 +11,0), (A — A7TV2 )(0, 22 + Yo >H2 H2Y %<($17$2)7A(x17x2)>H2,(H2)'

:ul(x1+y1)+uz($2+y2)+<(z_($1+yl’ )> < (x1+y1’0)>>H2,(H2)'

(3= O +)). B(2 = (022 +1))) i + Sl + Sl + Sl

H2/ o'
+ Myl = 31+ ), (" AB, — 7l 7" AB ) (21 + )) 2.2y
2\ " /
— (za + 1), (7T§H VAE, — T 7r2H ) AE,mi) (mg + o >H2
- %< 1'171:2) A($1,1‘2)>H2 (HQ)

= ¢1(z1 +y1) + d2(w2 + 42) — (21, 22), A(21,72)) 1o o

H2)/

From (3.20) it follows that 4, and @y are well-defined and that it holds

- o o 1, o
Q(T1,72) = 1 (T1) + U2(T2) — §<($1,$2),A($1,9€2)>H2,(H2)/

(3.21) = sup sup (¢1(T1+y1) + ¢a(T2 + v2) — %((51,@), A(T1,T2)) 2,112y

Y1 EVL yoeV L
1
> $1(T1 +7y) + G2(T2 + ) — §<(flafz), A(T1,T2)) 2 w2y = P(Z1,Z2).
Thus we have that

(3.22) u (T1) = ¢1(Z1), Us(T2) = ¢2(Z2)
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and that (T,,7,) is a global maximum of ®. Lemma 3.1 (with ¢ < ®) implies the existence of
X1, X5 € Sy (which we fix for the rest of the proof) such that it holds that

Xl O (H2 2)/ 2
(3.23) - (2 +|Ixk A!vg}lm,(wy))fwé( 0 XQ)S( mitey Alys +e(miya) Ala)°)
(3.24)
(rfrm™ A, m))lv, K1) € (F L) (@), ((ahims™ " A@1, ) lv, Xz) € (5 1) (T2).

From (3.24) it follows that there exist sequences (71 4)ken, (Tax)ken €V, (&1k)kens (§2.4)ken
C V" and (X1 x)ken, (Xok)ken C Syy (which we fix for the rest of the proof) such that

(325) hm ||l’17k — 51”]{ = O, llm ||.l’27k — TQHH = 0,
k—o0 k—o0
(3.26) ]}1_{20 Uy (1) = Wi (T1), /}LIEO Uo(xa k) = Us(T2),
(3:27) Jim Jléus — (w7 A@L Tl e =0,
(3.28) lim (|6 — (wi m™ A@1, F)) v v =0,
(3.29) ]}gglo | X1 5 — XlHL(V,V) =0, klglgo | Xop — XZHL(V,V) =0,
(3.30) (&1, Xi) € (S5 4 t1)(z1k), (&, Xop) € (J5 4 2) (2,0).

Now denote by X;, Xs € Sy the functions satisfying for all x;, 5 € H that
(Xi(1), 2) o = (Xa (i (1)), 7 (2) v vy

(Xo(1), )i = (Xo(mi (1)), 77 () v v

and for all £ € N denote by X 5, X2 € Sy the functions satisfying for all 21, o € H that
(Xup(@1), 20) i = (Xup(nd (1)), 77 (2))vrv,

(Xop(@1), o) = (Xop(md! (1)), 7 (22)) vy

H2 ’ .
Then (3.32), (3.29), (3.23) and ||z (i%a), A| |l eve,cvayy < 1Al e, ey imply

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33) X1 = nih Xy it Xy = mil Xo it
(3.34) lim || Xy, — Xl p@my =0, lim | X, — Xollp@e) =0
k—o0 k—o0

1 X 0 (H?
(335) - (g + ||A||L(H2,(H2)’)) ]H2 S ( 01 X2 ) S ( V2))’ Aﬂ'vg + 5( (V2 A’]T ) ) .
Moreover, (3.27), (3.28), and the definition of 7%, show for all i € {1,2} that
/ . / 2y — —
(336)  lim &umt! —mlml™ A@ Tl = lim gamt! — miliml" A Tl | = 0.

To conclude the theorem we pull back the expansion implied by (3.30) on 4 or @y to the level
of u; and uy. We will do this only for u; since for iy it follows exactly the same way. From
(3.30) and Lemma 2.9 we deduce for all k € N the existence of ¢}, € CZ(V, R) satisfying for all
x € V that

(3.37)

() < (), er(rir) = w(eir),  (Dyvor)(@ir) =E&n  (Digr) (k) = (Xixlv)lv.
Without loss of generality we may assume that for all £ € N it holds that x4 is a strict V-
maximum of V' 3 x — 4y (z) — pr(x) € [—00, 00) and that for all k¥ € N it holds that ¢ grows
at least not slower than V' 5 x — || Al L@z @2y [|z[|3; € R at infinity in the sense that there
exists an M}, € (0,00) such that for all € H with ||z| g > M} it holds that

1
(3.38) o) 2 5l Al e @2y y el
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otherwise take a function n € C2(V, [0, 1]) satisfying for all z € V with ||z||z < 1 that n(z) =1
and for all € V with ||z||g > 2 that n(z) = 0 and replace ¢, by the function V' 3 2z —
1o — 210)(2ue) + o — 1) + (L= (e — 21,0) (LAl o) 2]y + (or(e))? + 1) € E.
From (3.38) we obtain for all £ € N and all x € H that

- ]1{||7r5(x)||Hsz}90k(Wg('f)) - %HA”L(HQ,(HQ)’) Mz?

IN

- 1{||7r5(a;)||H2Mk}90k(775(I)) - ]1{\\7r5(z)uH<Mk}%||A||L(H2,(H2)’) ||7T5(90)||%{

H2Y
— SN gz gy 7 @)1 < =3 (i (@), mi™" AR (2)) e

_ 1 H'__(H?)
i §<$, V/7T1 AE]_’/TV:L'>HH/

(3.39)

IN

Therefore the fact that (Z;,Zs) is a maximum of ® ensures for all £ € N and all z € H that

1 H2 /
uy () — 5@"7( YAE, — ) n{™) AB w2 s — Lt (@) 20y 21 (T ()
1
= 1Al 2y M;
(3.40) Lo .
<wuy(z) — §<LE,< AE; — 7TV/7Tl AE17TV) VH.H — 2(:1:’ wé’,wl AE17TVSC>HH/

=wu(z) — %((m, 0), A(x,0)) g2 (m2y = @(x,0) — u2(0) < ®(Z1,%Z2) — u2(0).
Thus equation (3.14) and inequality (3.40) imply for all £ € N and all x € H that
(3.41)
¢1(2) — pr(mf (x))
= uy(z) — Yo, (7 AE, — 7B 2T AT ) 2) g + <(2 — (x,0)), B(é(x,O))>

+ 3l @)1 + Sy (@ = et @) 200396 (T (2)) = Lt oy <any 21 (T7 (2)

1 1
J— §HA||L(H2,(H2)’) M]? + §||A||L(H2,(H2)’) M]?

< (21, 72) — ua(0) + 5l (@) |7 + 3llmy (@) + (2, 0), B(w,0)) 2 ey + (2, B 2) e (rrey
— 2(2, B(x, O))H?,(Hz)/ - ]]-{||7r‘1/{(x)HH<Mk}90k(T(\}/I(‘r)) %HAHL H2,(H2)") Mif
< ©(Z1,%2) — u2(0) — sllmy ()7 — Sl (@)F + 1Bl pgwe gy 1217
+ 2[| Bl L2, @2y |2l 2 (|2 ]| — ]l{||7r5(x)HH<Mk}(pk(W\I}I(Jj)) SIAl L@, @m2y) M.
From (3.41) and 0, A > 0 it follows then that for all £ € N it holds that
(3.42) 711i_>r£1o sup {¢1(z) — pp(mlf (z)): v € H, ||z|g > 1} = —oc.
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 u; is upper semicontinuous with respect to the
| - |lg-norm and A, B € Sy mxmy it follows from (3.14) that ¢; is upper semicontinuous with

respect to the || - |[g-norm and this together with the fact that ¢ is continuous with respect
to the || - ||g-norm implies that also H > z — ¢1(x) — ¢k (7 (z)) is upper semicontinuous with
respect to the || - ||g-norm. Furthermore, it follows from the fact that for all r € (0,00) it

holds that {z € H: ||z|lg < r} is convex, H-bounded, and closed that it is weakly compact.
Therefore it follows from page 3 in Stegall [33] that for all » € (0,00) {x € H: ||z||g < r} is
also an RNP set and this together with the theorem starting on page 4 in Stegall [33] implies
that for all » € (0,00), k € N, and all v € (0, 1) there exist p,, € H and 2., 5, € H such that
Dy kel < v and 2,k is & strict H-maximum of

(3.43) {re H: |z||g <7} 21— ¢1(x) — pr(nil(x)) + Dy tors T) . € R
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Furthermore from (3.41) it follows that for all r € (0, 00) and for all £ € N it holds that

(3.44) lim Sup_ sup {61(2) — @u(mif () + Py T prp: @ € H, x|y > 1} = —o0.

Thus for all £ € N there exists an 7 € (0,00) such that for all v € (0,1) and all x € H with
|zl > 7% it holds that

(3.45) $1(x) — ei(my () + Py By < 61(0m) — @i(Oy) — 1.

Moreover, equation (3.42) implies that for all & € N there exists an r € (7, 00) such that for
all x € H with ||z||g > r¢ it holds that

(3.46) ¢1(x) — Sﬁk(ﬁg(f)) < ¢1(rip) — @k(xl,k) — L

Then from (3.46) it follows that for all € V and for all £ € N it holds that
(3.47)

sup [¢1(5€1,k + y) - 901@(1’1,1@)} < ¢1(951,k) - @k(iﬁ,k) —1< sup [¢1($1,k + y) - @k(ﬂfl,k)]

yev+t yeV+
[yl & >7% lyll e <rg
and this ensures that for all £ € N it holds that
(3.48) sup [¢1 (T1 5 +y) — Sﬂk(xl,k)] = sup [¢1($1,k +y) — Spk($1,k)]-
e vevs
ylla<rg

For every v € (0,1) and every k € N denote by p,x, &, € H the elements satisfying that
Pk = Dy, a0d that T, p = & . Then from (3.43) and (3.45) it follows that for all £ € N,
for all v € (0,1), and for all x € H with ||z||g > 7 it holds that

(3.49) O1(x) — (T (@) + Py, W) < 1(0) — o1 (0y) — 1
' < Gy k) = Pr(Ty (By0) + Py T pr o — 1.

Combining (3.43) and (3.49) we get for all k£ € N and all v € (0,1) that &, is also a strict
H-maximum of

(3.50) H>z— ¢1(x) — gok(w{f(a:)) + (Pyis T) g € R
and that
(3.51) sup ||Zyxllm < 7.

~v€(0,1)

Moreover equation (3.15) implies that for all k£ € N and all v € (0, 1) it holds that
U (7 (2,4)) — @u(my (E44)) = sup [$1(a (,4) + )] — @r(a (35.0))
(3.52) eV
> ¢ (finvk) - 9016(7(\1}(52%16))'

Hence for all k € N, v € (0,1), and all y € V+ with ||y||g < ri (3.50) and (3.51) imply that
O1 (k) — pr(myf k)

(@

= 01(8y k) — Pk (0 (B k) + (Dyes Ty ) 11 = (Do By pir.sa

(3.53) > or(T1p + y) Op(1) + Py T1 + Y 1 — Py Toye) 7 H
> ¢1(xrr +y) — or(@ie) — YUlzre + ylla + 12kl 1)

> ¢r(x1k +y) — wr(rir) = Y(|ziellg + 2rk).

o~ o~ o~ o~
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Maximizing over {y € V= : |ly|lz < &} together with (3.15) and (3.48) yields that for all k € N
and for all v € (0,1) it holds that

D1 (B ) — (Tl (B,1)) = Sg/pl [¢1(a:1,k +y) — oul@in) — (el + QTk)]
Yy
llyll<rs
B yseuvll [¢1 (T1k +y) = or(zrr) — Yz klla + 27’1@)}
=W (1) — er(@k) — Y(|z1klla + 2rk).

Thus it follows from (3.52) and (3.54) that for all £ € N it holds that
timinf (i (7 (2,4)) = @l (@0))) = liminf (61(5,0) = or(rf (3,0)) )
¥—0 ¥—0

> Uy (1) — pr(T1k)

and since 1 x is a strict V-maximum of V' >  — @ (x) — v (z) € R we have for all k € N that

(3.55)

(3.56) lim (@ (! (3,4)) = ou(l (@44)) ) = W (@10) = (1)
¥—0
(3.57) lim T (3 ) = 214

From (3.52) and (3.54) it follows then that for all v € (0,1) and all £ € N it holds that

Uy () (1)) — (i (By0)) > 1 (20 0) — k(777 (E91))

> 1 (v1x) — Pr(Tir) — vY(|lzoklla + 2r).
Hence we get with (3.56), (3.57), and with (3.58) that for all £ € N it holds that

(359)  @l@ig) = lim (i (my (#,,))) 2 lim SUp(¢1(&5.4)) = B inf (@1 (2y4)) 2 @ (21)

(3.58)

and this shows that
(3.60) i 61 (8.4 = )
Now with (3.20), (3.22), (3.57), and (3.60) we derive for all £ € N that

D (Z1,Z2) > limsup O(24 4, 22)
y—0

> lim sup (Cb(i'%k,zg)—l—2<<2— W—ZQ)> B (2— M» )
v—0 2 2 HQ,(HQ)/

1
= limsup (¢1(§5mk) + ¢a(Z2) — §<( 5(@7,@7Tz)yA(Wg(fmk)yf2)>m7(m),>
~v—0

(3.61)

_ . 1 _ _
= U1(I1,k) + Ug(T2) — §<($1,k, Ta), A(%,kz, $2)>H27(H2)/-

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

D (Z1,Z2) > lim limsup ®(Z. 4, Z2)
k—oo  ~0

(- o 1 _ _
(3.62) > lim <U1(£E1,k;) + Uy (T2) — §<($1,k, Ta), A1k, 932)>H2,(H2),>

k—o0
o ~ L, _ _ = _
- ul(xl) + UIQ(:EQ) - §<(LU1, 1:2); A(*rla m2)>H2,(H2)’ = (D(Jfl, x2) = ¢(217 22)-
From (3.62) it follows then that
(3.63) lim limsup ®(Z., 4, Z2) = (Z1, Z2).

k—oo  ~0

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

lim gy (1 (Zy4)) = r(1p) = @ (21)
¥—0
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(3.64) L{%(DH(SOW%)(%H = (Dulermi)))(@14) = ELpmif
yg})(D%(@kﬂg))(%k) = (Di(oemi))(w1s) = iy Xyt = Xy

Thus for all k£ € N there exist a C, € (0,1) such that for all v € (0, Cy) it holds that

. . 1
o (T (E0,1)) — i (1) < o
. 1
(3.65) (D (pry ) () = Eramt i < T and that
. 1
(DR oy ) () — Xikll ey < T

From (3.63) it follows now that for all £ € N there exist a 7 € (0, Cy) such that

(366) lim CID(i%kJQ) = @(21722).

k—o0

With the assumption that (Z;,Zs) is a strict H x H-maximum of ¢ we get

(3.67) lim &, 4 =71,

Now (3.66) and (3.67) imply that

u1(Z1) + uz(Z2) — %«El’32)7’4(51’32»}12,(1{2)' = ®(Z1,%Z2) = lim (2, 1, Z2)

k—oo
(368) - kh—>rgo <U1 (i"‘{k,k) + u2(22) - %<(i"7k,k7 52)) A<§7’yk,k7 22>>H2,(H2)’>
= lm <U1(ii“wk,k) +uz(Z2) — 5((%1,72), A(51752)>H27(H2)/>
and thus
(3.69) Tim (3, 1) = 0(Z1).

Moreover, (3.26), (3.34), (3.36), (3.65), and the fact that that Yk € N: v, < C ensure that

Jim (T (T 1)) = Jim (or (T (Ep ) — (k) + W (21k)) = W (T0),

(3.70) kh—>I£lo ((DH(QOng))(:%%,k)) = kh—>I£lo ((DH(QPkﬁg))(f%%,k) - 51,1<;7T5 + §1,k7T5)

H _(HxH) p/— =
= Ty M A(T1,T2),

lim (Dg(prmif) (T ) = Jim (DR (prmi)) () — Xag + Xig) = X1

k—o0

On the other hand we obtain from (3.14) and from (3.50) that for all £ € N it holds that

(Daa(omi)) (k) = Pries (DTN (B 0)) € (T2 1 61) (Bp)
& (Du(ormil) (@) + 7" AB (8 0) — 7l 7™ AE (7l (2,.1))
2\/ N N N N N
- 27T§H ) B(("L‘ka’ O) - Z) - 6IH7T5(I%J€) - )‘]Hﬂ-gi (‘T’Yk,k) = Dy ks (D]IQJI(SOkWXI/{))(xwyk)

3.71) +m VAR — 7T ARl — 2" BE, — 6Iyrl — Aurll) € (J2wn) ()
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Letting k go to infinity we deduce from (3.67) and (3.70) that

2y/

, 2
T (Dgg(pumi)) () +m1 ) Al 0) = mfimi™ " Al (., 0))

— 20" B((dy, 1, 0) = 2) — OLamll (1) — Mgy (1) — Do)
= 7l 7 Az 7)) + 7 Az, 0) — 7B 7T Az, 0) — 7 Bz, —7,)
(3.72) — 0 IyTy — My,
= 2 71 40, 7,) + 7r§H2)’A(zl, 0) + 8 IuT1 + MuT,
+ (AR, — 7l 7 AR, 7MYz, — §IyT, — Mug,

= 7r§H2),A(21,22)

and that
khm (DH( kwv)x% e+ 7T§ 2 AFE, — ‘I/{,lﬁl AE1 T — 27T H2y BE, — 5]15171’5 — )\IHW‘I/{L)
.
=X, + 7TV AR _ gl 7Y AR o 4 95 Iymll + ONIgml, — SIymll — Myr,

(3.73) =X+ 7T1 VAE, — 77! ) AB Tl + 6 Igmil + Mgl

=X, + 7T AE1 — 7rV,/7r1H Y AE17TV + (5]H7TV + /\]HWVL
This together with (3.67), (3.69) and (3.71) shows that

(374) (W%H Y A(Zl, 22) X1 + 7T1 AEl — W‘Ij/,’iTlH ) AElﬂ'V + 5]]}]177-\/ + )\]Hﬂ‘vj_) S (jﬁ7+u1)(21)
which completes the proof of Lemma 3.2.

O

For completeness we also state the result for general C? functions. It follows from Lemma
3.2 and a standard translation technique (see, e.g., First and Second Reduction on page 57 in

Crandall, Tshii & Lions [7])

Corollary 3.3 (Construction of suitable semijets for strict maxima wrt. to a C? function). Let
H=(H{,)u,l - llg), be a real Hilbert space, let V.= (V, (-, ), | - |lx) be a finite-dimensional
linear subspace of B, let B = (H' || |1ar), V' = (V', |- I, (B2Y = ((H2Y, |- ey ), (VY =
(VA1 - lovzy) be the dual spaces, let O,U C H be open sets, let uy: O — [—00,00), us: U —
[—00, 00) be upper semicontinuous with respect to the ||-||m-norm, let ¥ € C4(OxU,R), let (Zy,
Z3) € OXU be a strict H*-mazimum of OXU 3 (21, z2) — uy(21)+uz(22) =¥ (21, 22) € [—00, 00),
denote by Ey, Ey: H — H? the canonical embeddings satisfying for allx € H that E,(z) = (z,0)
and that Ey(x) = (0,x), and let £,, A € (0,00) satisfy that

7 H2/ _ _
A > (Il w T (DRw)(21,22)) Bamth 3
H2Y —
(3.75) Ve m™ (D2 0)(21, Z2)) Bard! H%(H,H/))
|ty ™ (D22 W) (21, 22)) Byt | .

Then there exist operators Xy, Xo € Syw satisfying that X, = 7TV/ X17rv , Xo = 7TV, X27TV,
_ _ X: 0
— (A4 [(D2W) (F1, %) ey e < < G0 >

H2/ _ 2 Hz; .
< ( EVZ)) ((Dg¥)(21,72)) 7772 + 5(7T§v2))f ((sz112‘1’)(21:22))7?52)2) ;

and satisfying for all i € {1,2} that

(3.76)

(= (D) (21,22), X+ 1 (D)1 2,

1
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(3.77) — 7l m Y (DRw) (21, 22)) Berl! + Ol ll + Ml ) € (3 4u) ().

PROOF. Let ¥ € C2,(H?2, R) be the function satisfying for all z € H? that
(3.78)

\II(Z) _ \II(Z + (21,22)) — \11(21,52) — <(DH2\P)(21722)7Z)(H2)’,H27 if z + (21,22) S O x U
—00, if 2+ (Z1,22) ¢ O x U,

let @y, Uy: H — [—00,00) be the function satisfying for all z € H that

(3 79) 4 (Z) _ UI(Z +21) - Ul(zl) - <<DH2\I’>(§1,72> (Z O))(H2 if z +zZ; € O
. 1 —00, i 2 §§ O,

and that

(3.80)  dip(2) = Uz (2 + Z2) — uz(Z2) — (D V) (21, %2), (0, 2)) ey 2, 242 €U
. 2 —0Q0, if 5o 2 ¢ U,

denote by 77 € (0, 1] a real number satisfying that
n< Lg </\ -3 <||7TV' 771H )/((DI%P‘I’)(EI’@))E?W\I/{L “i(H,H’)
(3.81) V™ (DRw) (21, 22)) Barl I )
— iy m ™ (DR ) (21, %) Barls s ).
and denote for every n € [0,00) by A, € Suxm,mxmy the operator satisfying that
(3.82) A, = (DpV)(Z1, %) + .

Then it holds that @;(0) = x(0) = ¥(0,0) = 0, (Dg¥)(0,0) = (0,0), (D2, ¥)(0,0) =
(D7, V)(Z1,%2), and that (0,0) is a strict H*-maximum of H? > (z1,22) — @1(21) + U2(22) —
(21, 2) € [—00,00). Moreover, the fact that ¥ € C2,(O x U, R) shows that for all 5 € [0, o0)
it holds that

lim
H2352—0

|2 ||H2
. (@(z) - <(A,,—T,IH2)Z,Z>(H2),7H2> e

<@<z>—@<0>—<<DHz®><o> 2y — (D39)(0)z, ><H2>f,m>

(3.83)

H2320 121132

Thus for every n € (0,00) there exists an r, € (0,00) such that for all z € (H*)\{0} with
|z HH2 < 2r, it holds that W(z) < (A,z, 2) 2y m2. Now denote for every n € (0,00) by @4,
g, H — [—00,00) the functions satisfying for all ¢ € {1,2} and all z € H that

~ . )
’ —oco if ||2]]3 > 1y,

Then we have for all n € (0,00) that uy,, Uy, are upper semicontinuous with respect to the
n M m
| - |lg-norm and that (0,0) is a strict H*-maximum of

(3.85) H? 3 (21, 20) = i g(21) + liay(22) = (Ay(21, 22), (21, 22)) 2y 122
Moreover, for all n € (0,7] it holds that
= %(uw m AEan ) V Iy m ™ ARl | g

+ |72 VJ- ,7r1 AE27T\/J.||L H,H') +77(1+5)
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H' _(H?
(3 86) Z %(“77\/ (H?) AEQWVJ_”L(HH/) V ||7T(VJ_ /7T1 AEQW‘I/{HL HH’))
+5+ HW(w " ABymf | gwsy + 1
= %(“77 A E27TVL||L @H) v H7T(vi /771 VA LT vz HH/))

— Ity ™ Ay Bl | g

Thus for every n € (0,7] Lemma 3.2 (with A < A,, uy < U1,, ug < oy, (Z1,22) < (0,0))
yields that for every 77 € (0, ﬁ] there exist operators Xi,, Xo, € Sy satisfying that X;, =
7TV/ X1 777TV7 X277 — 7TV/ X2 7]7TV7

1 X O H2 / 2 H2 / 2
(387) — (g + ||An||L(H2,(H2)/)) IHz < ( 6’77 Xgn > < (WEVQ))' Anﬂgz + 6<7T§V2))/ Anﬂ'é]g) > ,
and satisfying for all i € {1 2} that
(3.88) (o Xi+ 7V A E, — VA, Bl 4 6Lt + )\IHWVJ_> € (J2,iii)(0).
In addition, it holds for all n € (0,7] and all 7 € {1,2} that

A - A - A _ 2\/ _ _
(3.89) (J3 @) (0) = (J2_,)(0) = (JF 4u)(Z) — { (v{") (D 0) (21, %2), 0) }.
Combining (3.88) and (3.89) shows then that for all n € (O ﬁ] and all 7 € {1,2} it holds that

( (H?)' (DH2\I/)(21,ZQ) Xm—l—w A E; — 7TV/7T VA Bt 4 Syt —l—/\]Hﬂ'VL)

€ (JHH,-UZ)(EZ)

To conclude the theorem we need to let  go to 0 and ensure that the limits lim, o X,
and lim,_,o X, exists. To this end, note that (3.82) and (3.87) show that (X ,),c7 and
(X2,n)ne(o,m are uniformly ]L(]HI H')-bounded and combining this with the fact that the Banach
space ({A € Sgmw: A = 7l Anl'}, || - || Lwm)) is isomorphic to the finite-dimensional Banach
space (Svv, | - |[Levvr) ylelds that there exist a sequence (1;);en C (0,7] and operators X7,
Xoe{A€Syp: A=ni] A?TV} such that lim;_,oc7; = 0, im,,o0 || X1, — Xi||L@my = 0, and
that lim, oo || X2, — XollL@my = 0. This together with (3.90), the fact that lim, . ||A i

(D32W)(Z1,%2) || (a2, @2y = 0, and the fact that jfﬂ + is closed under limits then completes the
proof of Corollary 3.3. dJ

(3.90)

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 C? function
with suitable 2nd derivative). Let H = (H, (-, )u,|| - |lz) be a real Hilbert space, let V =
(Vo (-, m, ||l - [lg) € H be a finite-dimensional linear subspace of H, let H' = (H',|| - ||m),
VS V), (Y = (Y, - msy), (V) = (V2,11 lway), be the dual spaces, let
O,U C H be open sets, let uy: O — [—00,00), ug: U — [—00,00) be upper semicontinuous with
respect to the || - |[g-norm, let ¥ € CZ, (O x U, R), let (Z1, Z2) € O x U be a strict H2-mazimum
of Hx H > (21,29) — ui(z1) + ua(22) — ¥(z1,22) € [—00,00), denote by Ey, Ey: H — H?
the canonical embeddmgs satisfying for all v € H that El( ) = (x 0) and that Ey(z) = (0,x),
assume that w77 ((DH%IQ\I/)(il,Zg))EQW{f =0, that 7 VL),7T1 ((D]%HQ\IJ)(Zl,@))EgmﬁI =0,

that wlll, " (D3 0)(z1,22)) Earl! = 0, and that 7, mi"™ (D3 0)(21,%2)) Earfl = 0,
and let e, A € (0,00) satisfy that
A > max <H7T{‘I//L)/7T§H )l((DHZ_HQ\I/)(El,EQ))EiW{;ILHL(H’H/))
(391> i€{1,2}
2/
+ |t m T (DR 0) (71, %)) Borit || e m)-



46 3. UNIQUENESS OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF PARABOLIC PDES

Then there exist operators Xy, Xo € Sgm satisfying that X, = mif, Xl Xy = i, XQWV,

1 _ _ X 0
_ (g —+ ||((DI%H2\II)(21’22))||L(H2,(H2)’)) IHz S ( 01 X2 )

2/
< (7l (D2W) (1, 2)mlh + e(nl(h) (D3a®) (21, Z2)mih )2
and satisfying for all i € {1,2} that
(3.93) (7 (De)(20,2)), X+ M) € (J3 ) ().

(3.92)

PROOF OF COROLLARY 3.4. For the rest of the proof let A € (0,00) be the real number
satisfying that

(3.94) A=~ max (|rfl,wl™ (D2W) (21, 22) Bl || ).

1€{1,2}

Then it follows from Corollary 3.3 and from the assumptions that for every ¢ € (0,00) there
exist operators X 5, Xo5 € Sy satisfying that X; ; = Wg,/XLmr{}’, Xos = W‘I}’,/Xg,m{,{,

1 _ X 0
_ (— -+ ||((D]I2-]I2\Ij>(zlaZ2)>HL(H2,(H2)’)) IHz < ( 01,5 X2’6 )

2

H? _ 2 H2) _
< (7 (DR W) 2 + (il (D30) (21, 22)elE)?)
and satisfying that for all ¢ € {1,2} it holds that
(7 (D) (21, 2). Xis + ™ (DEW) (30, 22)

(3.95)

(396) — W‘I/{//W(H Y ((D%QW)(?l,EQ))ElW‘I/{ + 6]]14171'5 + S\IHW‘I/{L> € (jﬁ7+uz)<§z)

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

/

(3.97)  wE (D) EL R Bl = (nfm ™ (DR V) (21, %)) Birl)
that for all ¢ € {1,2} it holds that
(DR 0)(Z1, %)) B — it (DR W) (21, %)) B!
= (nfll + 7l ) (D22 0) (21, 72)) Ea(rnll + nfl) — ol nl™) (D30)(21, %)) B!
= a7 (D) (21, 20)) Eurlly, + 7l n™ (D2aW) (21, %)) Bl
t+all L m (D2 0) (21, 72) ) Bl
(3.98) =l w" (D) (21, 22)) Bl
Thus it follows from (3.98) that for all 7 € {1,2} it holds that
(D2, 0)(21, %)) E; — ol ™ (D2, 0) (21, 22)) Eymell + M,

7

(3.99) 0 (HxH)' )
< lmaeym ((DEeW) (21, Z2)) Eimifs |y Tnmif s + Mmify < Mami.

Combining this with (3.96) and with the fact that JH’ + is monotone in the second argument
then shows for all 7 € {1,2} and all § € (0,00) that

(3.100) (7 (Dur0)(z1, %)), Xis + 8lrl! + Nl ) € (J3 Lu)(2).

To this end, note that (3.92) shows that (X14)sc(0,00) and (X2,4)se(0,00) are uniformly ]L(]HI H')-
bounded and combining this with the fact that the Banach space ({A € Sy : A = 7, Anll}, |-
|| mr)) is isomorphic to the finite-dimensional Banach space (Sv,v, || - ||v,v ) yields that there
exist a sequence (0;);en C (0,00) and operators X, Xo € {A € Sy : A= my, Aw‘g} such that
llm,_mo 52 = 0, llmz_mo ||X175i — Xl”L(H,H’) = 0, and that hmz_mo ||X2,5i - XQHL HH) = = 0. This



3.4. UNIQUENESS OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF NONLINEAR 2ND ORDER PDES 47

together with the fact that jﬁl 4 is closed under limits then completes the proof of Corollary
3.4. O

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 [I1] (which assumed
finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and used the classical notion of viscosity solutions) and in
contrast to Theorem 6.1 in Ishii [I6] 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 € (0,00) there ezists a Ag € (0,00)
such that for allt € (0,T) and all x € X N O with ||z||g < R it holds that

(3.101) ﬁh(t, x)

< . .
ot = AR ]’L(t,CL’>

Moreover, let G1,Gy: W x R x H' x Sxx — R be degenerate elliptic functions and let
uy,ug: [0,7] x O — R U {—oc0} be bounded from above on every R x H-bounded subset of
[0,T] x O such that for every i € {1,2} it holds that us|o,r)xo is a viscosity subsolution of
(3.102) Sui(t, x) — Gi((t, x), ui(t, ), (Daw;) (¢, ), (Dus) (t,2)[x)|x) =0

for (t,z) € (0,T)x0O relative to (h, RxH, R xX). Furthermore, assume that for all R € (0, 00),
d €(0,1], and all i € {1,2} it holds that

lg% [Sup{|(Gi)ﬂ7X75,h((ta ;E),?”,p, A) - (Gi>ﬂ,X76,h((t7 SL’),T’, q, A)| (t,l‘) S VV7 re IR;
(3.103) p,q € H', A€ Sup, max{h(t,z),||x||u,[rl, [pla, Al @} < R,

lp = gqllar <&, (Giiixn((t,2),7,p,A) = —R}| =0,

assume that there exist an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces Hy C Hy C
... € H and a function m: (0,00) x (0,7) x O x R x H' x (0,1] — (0,00) satisfying for all
Re (0,00),t€ (0,T),2€ O, reR,pe H,§ € (0,1], and all i € {1,2} that UF_,Hy is
dense in H with respect to the || - ||g-norm and that

Aim [sup{(Gi)ii x5 ((T.6), v, p, A+ OZIHWHL) — (G s ((1,),v,p, A)r a € (0, R),
veR, (,§) eW, pe H, AcSuw, M7, &) <R, |Allrmm <R,
=7 Vilz=&laVir—vIVip—pla <m(R,t 7 p,0),
(Gi)ﬁ,x,a,h((ﬂ §),v,p,A) > _R}] <0,

assume that there exist sequences (Bn)n@N C (0,00) and (5n)n€1N € (0, 1] such that lim,,_,, 9, =
0 and such that for all i € {1,2} and all (£, 2™, r™ A™) cx € W x R x Suw, sat-

isfying that w — hmn_m(tg ) 2y € [0,T) x O, that lim,_,« (\/ﬁ||x§") - :pgn)HH) = 0, that

limn_,oo( Bt — ™ |> =0, that lim,, o (6, (R, 21) + h(t5Y, 25M))) = 0, that lim,, .,

2 lrl(n) > 0, that sup,en Sy |r(n | < oo, and that for all R € (0,00) and all (zin))neN,

(zé"))n@N C {2z € H: |z||lg < R} with limsup,_,. S22 (2 (m) A(n in)>H7H/ < limsup,,_,_(3[|z\"
™)112)) it holds that

(3.104)

(3.105) lim sup

n—o0

P )

Z(Gi)Jr 5. <(t§n) J](n)> r(n),nIH(Ign) —xé"),),nAgn)>
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assume that for all R € (0,00) it holds that

2
l:gll;ﬁ)lsup { Z (ti,x;): (t1, 1), (t2,we) € W, h(ty,z1) V h(t2, 22) < R,
(3.106) =

|z1 — xol|lg <7, t1 Vig < 8} <0,

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

(3.107) lim sup ui(t,z) <0.
=0 (¢ ) e([0,T]x O )NW

Then for all T € (0,T) and all R € (0,00) it holds that

2
lgigllg{gsup { Euz(tz,xz) (t1,21), (ta,0) € W, t; Via < T,
K2

(3.108)
h(ti,x1) V h(ta, 22) < R, |1 — 22|lp <7, |t —t2] < 6} <0.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.5. If O = (), then the assertion is trivial. So for the rest of the proof,
we assume that O # (). We will show that for all g € (0,1] and all R € (0, 00) it holds that

2
17}%11&}&)1311P { Z; <Uz(t%$z) - ﬁ) (b, @), (ta, 22) €W,

(3.109)
h(ti,z1) V h(ta, 22) < R, ||z — 22|lw <7y [t — o] < E} <0.

Letting 1 — 0 then will yield that for all T € (0,7) and all R € (0,00) it holds that

lim1 i(tis i) (th, ty, W, t;Vity <T,
:falsfals‘lp{z“ 7): (1,0 (,m2) € W, 1V

(3.110)
h(ti,21) V h(tz,x2) < R, ||x1 — 22|lp <7, |t —to] < 5} <0.

For the rest of the proof we thus fix p € (0,1]. In a first step of this proof, we modify the
problem. More precisely, denote by W,,, n € N, the sets satisfying for all n € N that W, =
([0,T] x O,)NW, by W¢ n € N, the sets satisfying for all n € N that W<¢ = ([0,T] x OS)NW,
by 1, s: [0,T] x O — [ 00 oo) the functions satisfying for all i € {1, 2} t € [0,7], and all
x € O that u;(t,z) = u;(t,z) — (T 5> and by G1,Ga: W x R x H' x Sxx» — R the functions

satisfying for all 7 € {1,2} and all (( x),r,p,A) € W xR x H x Sy x/ that
(3.111) G ((t,2),7,p, A) = GZ-((t,m),r + o s A) ~ k.

Then it holds for every i € {1,2} that @;,r)xo is a viscosity subsolution of
(3.112) Dt x) — Gy((t, @), (¢, @), (Dui) (¢, x), (D& (¢, x)) = 0

for (t,z) € (0,T) x O relative to (h, R x H, R x X). It remains to prove that for all R € (0, c0)
it holds that

2
ligllelglsup { ZluZ ti,x;): (t,x1), (t, z2) € W, h(ty,x1) V h(te,x2) < R,

(3.113)
||$1 —ZEQHH S r, |t1 —t2| S 8} S 0.
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Aiming at a contradiction, let Sy € (—o0, 00] be the extended real number satisfying that

2
Sp = lim lim lim sup { Zﬂi(tl,xl): (t1,21), (t2, x2) € W,
i=1

R—oo0 r]0 €]0
(3.114)

h(ti,x1) V h(ta, z2) < R, ||x1 — 22|lm <7y [t1 —ta] < 8}

and assume that Sy € (0,00]. Assumption (3.107) then implies that there exists a natural
number ng € N such that W,,_; is non-empty and such that for all z € W _; it holds that

(3.115) i (2) V i2(2) < ui(2) V us(z) < min(1, 20).

Denote now by K the set satisfying K = O,, that and note that the functions u;, us are
bounded from above on the R x H-bounded set [0,7] x K. Thus there exists an L € (0, 00)
such that for all z € [0,7] x K it holds that

(3.116) Uy (z) V ua(z) < ui(z) Vue(z) < L.

Combining this with (3.115) proves that Sy < oo and we thus get Sy € (0,00). For several
n € N and suitable p, € ((R x H)?) and 3, € (0,00) we will apply Corollary 3.4 (with
O« (0,T)x0, e+ L U« ((0,T) x0)? 3 ((t1,21), (t2, 22)) — nllzy — za||% + Bults — ta]* +
(P, ((t1, 21), (t2, 2))) (mx 12y (Rxm)2 € R)) below. For this we now check the assumptions of
Corollary 3.4. Denote by n: ([0,7] x K)? x [0,00) — [—00,00) the function satisfying for
all 21,2, € [0,T] x K and all § € [0,00) that 1(z1,22,0) = Y7, (@) gmsn(zi). Note that
we obtain from (3.116) that (ﬁl)ﬁ’XL 5 and (QQ)HZL’XM}L are bounded from above on the set
[0,7] x K and thus we have for every a,3,d € (0,00) that the function ([0,7] x K)? >
((t1, 1), (t2,22)) = n(((t1,21), (2, 32)), 0) — &]|@1 — 2|2 — Z]t1 — to|* € [—00,00) is bounded
from above. Furthermore, it follows from Lemma 5.1.4 in Kato [20], the Banach-Saks Theorem,
and from the fact that [0,7] x K is convex, R x H-bounded, and R x H-closed that it is weakly
compact. Therefore it follows from page 3 in Stegall [33] that [0,7] x K is also an RNP
set and this together with the theorem starting on page 4 in Stegall [33] implies that for all

«, 57 Y, (S (07 OO) there exists A Pa,By,8 = ((Ql,a,b’,'y,&apl,a,ﬁ,'yﬁ)? (QZ,a,,B,'y,éapZa,ﬁ;y,é)) € ((RXH)2),
satisfying for all o, 3,7,6 € (0,00) that ||pa,s..sll(mxm)2y <7 and that

([0,7] x K)* 3 ((t1,21), (ta, 22)) = n(((tr, 1), (L2, 22)),6) — &llwr — x|

(3.117)
- §|t1 - t2|2 + <pa,6,7,67 ((tla 1’1), (tz’x2))>((IR><H)2)’,(IR><H)2 S [_007 OO)

attains a strict H-maximum

Sep.b = sup (n(((t1,x1), (t2,22)),0) — Z|lz1 — a3
(3.118) ((tlvl’l)v(tmﬂcz))E([O,T]XKP

_ §|t1 - t2|2 —+ <pa757%5, ((tl, 1‘1), (t27x2))>((]R><H)2)I’(R><H)2> < 00

in a point z(®#79) = ((tY"ﬂ”"”,xﬁ“’m‘”), ( ga’ﬁmé),x;a’ﬁ’%é))) € ([0,7] x K)?. In addition,
from (3.114) and from Sy < oo it follows that for all €,r € (0,00) and all [ € (0, oo] there exist
(tres Tire)s (Stre, Yire) € Woand Ry € (0,00) such that @ ({,re, Tre) + Ua(Stres Yire) = So — L,
that h<tl,r,€axl,r,a) Vv h(sl,r,myl,r,a) S Rl7 that ||$l,7",€ - yl,r,eHjZL[ S r, and that |tl,r,€ - 3l,r,€|2 S g.
Furthermore, it follows from (3.115) and from the definition of O, that for all ¢ € (0,00),

r e (0, m), and all [ € (0, %) it holds that z;,., v, € K. Combining this with the

fact that for all x € K it holds that ||z|# < no we get that for all [ € (0,%), a € [ng, 00),
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g e (0,00), 1€ (O, Qﬂ, )€ (O, }%], v € (0,1], and all € € (0, %l] it holds that

Seins = sup (n(((t,2). (5,9)),6) = $llz = w3y — &It — s
((t2).(s.)) e(0.T1x K2

+ (Pt (62, (590) ) ey e
W W N
(ul - 5h)]]-]1 (tl,r,sa xl,r,a) + (u2 - 5h)]]-]1 (Sl,r,aa yl,r,s) - §Hxl,r,s - yl,r,sH%{
- §|tl,r,s - Sl,r,s|2 + <pa,ﬁ,'y,5> ((tl,r,ea xl,r,5>7 (Sl,r,ea yl,r,s)) >((R><H)2)’,(]R><H)2

ar

2 ﬁl (tl,r,aa xl,r,s) - (5h(tl,r,s7 ml,r,s) + 712(51,1”,57 yl,r,s) - 6h(51,r,57 yl,r,a) —

- % - 7” ((tl,r,e, xl,r,e)v (81%5’ yl’r’g)) H(RXH)Q

> Sy — 1 =24 R =3 =35 =20 (ng+T) =Sy — - (5+2(no +T)).

V

(3.119) =

Now denote for all €, 7, R € (0,00) by Q;.,r € W7 the set satisfying that

Ql,a,r,R = {((t>$)a (57 y)) € Wio: ’t - 8‘2 <g, ”3j - y”lzLI <, h(t>$) \ h(S,y) < R,
(3.120)
2N 82> 5},
by Qo.r © W7 the set satisfying that

Doern={((L2),(5,9)) € W2,: |t = s <, [lo = yly <7, h(t,2) v hs,) < R,

(3.121)
2 NS < 5},
by Q3..,r C W7 the set satisfying that
(3.122) Qerr={(t,2),(s,9)) € W [t — s> > ¢},
by Qu.rr C W7 the set satisfying that
(3123) urn = {((6.2), (5,)) € W2 o —yly > v}

and by Qs., r C W the set satisfying that
(3124) Q57€,7",R = {((t,l’), (87 y)) S W’r?o: h(tv iL’) \% h(S, 3/) > R} .

From (3.118), the fact that for all ¢, r, R € (0, 00) it holds that | J}_, Qi ,r = W2 | the fact that
norm and scalar product are continuous, from the density of W € O, and from the definition
of n it follows that for all o, 3, v, d, &, r, R € (0,00) it holds that

Sa,/m,azmax{ sup {n(((t,x),(s,y)),é) — =yl = Lt — s
(3125) ((t,a:),(s,y)) EQi,s,r,R

(P (062, (59)) gy e 18 € (12,34, 5}}.

Furthermore, we get from (3.106), (3.114), from Sy € R and from W,,, C W that for all | €
(0,00] and all R € (0, 00) there exist 7 g, &, € (0,00) such that sup{a, (¢, x) + ua(s,y): (¢, z),
(s,y) € Wy, h(t,x) V h(s,y) < R, |z —yll} < Tir, |t —s|* < &r} < Sp+ 1 and that
sup{a(t,z) + d2(s,y): (t,x),(s,y) € Wy, h(t,z) V h(s,y) < R, ||z —y||% < g, ?Vs* <
4¢; g} < 1. Thus we obtain from the fact that for all (t,z) € W,, it holds that ||z||z < no
and the fact that for all (¢,z) € (0,7) x O it holds that h(t,z) > 0 that for all [ € (0, o0,
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5, R,a, B € (0,00), and all v € (0,{] it holds that

sup {n(((t.2), (5.9)),8) = 3l — yllfy — Bt = s

() (s9)) €12, gy o
+ (Pasrs, ((t,2), (5,9)) >((IR><H)2)’,(IR><H)2}
< sup {n(((t.2), (5,)),0) + 7| ((t.2), (5:9)) | gpye: (E2): (5.) € W,
At,2) V (s, y) < R, Nl =yl < Fun, 6= s> < 2}
<So+1-(1+2(ng+T)).

Moreover, we get from the fact that for all (t,z) € W, it holds that ||z| g < ng, from the fact
that for all (t,z) € (0,7) x O it holds that h(t,z) > 0 and from the fact that for all ¢, s € (0,T")
it holds that t?V s? = ((tVs) — (tAs)+ (tAs))? < 2(t —s)* +2(t* A s?) that for all [ € (0, 0],
5, R,a, 8 € (0,00), and all v € (0,1] it holds that

sup {n(((t2), (5.9)).6) = 3l = il — 51t = sf*
((t@)v(&y))GQ2,él’R,fl’R,R

+(Papss ((t,2), (s, y))>((]R><H)2)’,(]R><H)2}
< sup {n(((tw), (5,9)),0) + [ ((t,2), (5,0 oot (£:2), (5,9) € Wy,

h(t,2)V h(s,y) < R, & =yl < Fop, |t — 8|2 < &gy 2A % < a,R}

(3.126)

(3.127)

< sup {’lh(t,:l?) +as(s,y) +20- (ng+T): (t,x),(s,y) € Wy, h(t,z)V h(s,y) <R,
|z —yl3 < g, 2V s® < 451,12}
<U-(1+2(ng+T)).

In addition, (3.116), the fact that for all (¢,x) € W,,, it holds that ||z||g < ng and the fact that
for all (t,z) € (0,7") x O it holds that h(t,z) > 0 implies that for all I € (0, 00], J, R, o € (0, 00),
B € [z%,00) and all y € (0,1] it holds that

sup {77(((75,53)7(573/))75) _%Hx_yH%{_g‘t_S’Q
() (59)) €932, gy e

+ (Paps: ((£:2), (s, y>)>((R><H)2)’,(1R><H)2}
(3.128) < sup {n(((t,2). (5,9)),0) = 51t = s + | (. 2), (5:9)) | gy
(1,2), (5,) € Way, |t = 5 > 210
< sup {21 — S + 9| (6 2), (5) | sy (6:2): (5:) € Wa |
<21 (ng+T).
Similarly we have for all [ € (0,00], 4,8, R € (0,00), a € [%, 00), and all v € (0,1] that

sup {n(((t,2),(5,9)),8) = 3lle = yllfy - &1t — P
((taw)7(57y)) €. p.7 p.R

+ (Paginss (62, (5:9)) (goryey i

(3'129) < sup {n(((tv LE), (S,y)),O) - %HIL‘ - yH%{ + 7” ((tv $), (3’ y)) H(]RXH)Q :
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(t,2), (5,y) € Wa, llz = yl% = Fin }
< sup {2L - %fl,R + 7” ((t,.’L‘), (37 y)) H(]RXH)2: <t7$)7 <3>y) € Wno}

and finally we obtain with (3.116), the fact that for all (¢,z) € W,,, it holds that ||z||g < no,
and with the lower semicontinuity of A with respect to the || - ||rxm-norm that for all I € (0, o],

o, B,0 € (0,00), R € [£,00), and all v € (0,1] it holds that

sup {n(((t.2), (5,9)),8) = 3l =yl — 5lt = s

((t.2).(s)) €9 2, iy ot
 (Pasons (1), (59))) ey iy |
(3130) < sup {n(((t.2), (5,)),0) = 8(h(t, 2) + b, 1) + 7] ((82), (5,9) | gy
(t,2), (5,y) € Way, h(t,2)V h(s,y) > R}
< sup {22 = 20R + 5]/ ((4,2), (5.9) | e (1), (5:) € Wy |
<9 (ng+T).

Combining (3.125), (3.126), (3.127), (3.128), (3.129), and (3.130) then results for all [ € (0, oo,
d€(0,00), R€ [§,00), @€ [3E,00), B € [55,00), and all v € (0,] in

(3.131) Saﬁ,%g < So+ l(l + 2(n0 + T))

In addition (3.119) yields for all [ € (0, m), a € [no, oo), )€ (O, RLJ’ g € (0,00), and
all v € (0,(] that

(3.132) I(142(no+T)) <22 < Sy —1(5+2(no+7T)) < Saprs-

Combining this with (3.125), (3.127), (3.128), (3.129), (3.130), and the fact that for all «, S,
v, § € (0,00) it holds that

«, 0,7, o] CM,B, 76 CY,B, 76 Cl,ﬁ, 76 CY,B, 75

Sagas = NP0, 0) = il — @t Py = G0 — PO
(3.133) s
+ <pa,5,7,5, >(]R><H )2)/ (R H)?2

shows that for all [l € (O S—) RG[ ) a € [4L Vng, 00 ) d€ (07%]756 [%700)’

’ 2(5+2(n0+T

77777

(3.134) (1t§°“5”“”)2 A (TN >8R > 0,

Moreover, from (3.103) it follows that for all R € (0, 00) and all 6 € (0, 1], there exists a constant
Crs € (0,00) such that for all (t,x) € W, r € R, p,q € H, A € Syw, and all i € {1,2}
satisfying that max{h(t, x), ||| @, |r], ||p| &, ||A||L(HH/)} < R, (G Jiixan (2),7,p, A) > =R,
and satisfying that ||p — ¢||gr < 4Cgs it holds that

(3.135) ‘(Gi)ﬂ,x,ah ((¢,2),r,p, A) — (Gi)ﬁ,x,é,h ((t,2),rq, A) | < %-

) (’Va)ae(() o) = (Oa 00]7 by (g(a))aG(0,00) - ([0’ T] X
K)?, by (t)ac00) (857 )ac000) € [0, 7], by (1,25 )ac(000) € K2 bY (Pa)ac(o) C (R %
H)Z) (ql,ou q2,a)a€(0,oo) C (R/)27 by (pl,a>a€(0 00) 9 (pQ a)aG(O 00) - H and by (Sa)ae(o,oo) - R the
sequences satisfying for all o € (0,00) that [, = inf{l € [, 00): a < él} that 6, = inf({d €

Next denote by (laa e, Bas Ka)aE(O,oo) - (07 OO]



3.4. UNIQUENESS OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF NONLINEAR 2ND ORDER PDES 53

[g[oq,oo): YU {1}), that 5, = ~— VaVv BM V 10 (@ )B(a—l)v%7 that

_Tz 2L61 Cl5,, 2Log
Ka:(i)v(l(;a.(5+4(n0+T))+§+L)\/(2a-n0+§+15a)
V(4o + 2B, + 1)V (2415, + 1+ Ay),

that v, = l5, A Ck, 5., that 2(® = z(@farada) " that tﬁ“) = tﬁa’ﬁa’%"‘;a), that tga) = tga’ﬁ“’%’é"‘),
that xga) = x§a7ﬁaﬁa76a)7 that xga) = xgaﬂaﬁa’éa)? that p, = Pa,Bava 600 that Pra = PLa,Bava,bas
that P2,a = P2,0,8a,7a,0a that 41,0 = Q1,0,80,7a,0a > that 42,0 = 42,080 70,00 and that

~ \— W « « ~ \—,W « o « «a [e%
Sa = () g s, n (™, 28Y) + <uz>mm A, 250y — 22t — 2|13
= IR = 7P + (b

(11"
Furthermore denote for every n € N by ¥,,: ((0, ) 0)? — R the function satisfying for all
n € N and all ((t1,21), (f2,22)) € ((0,T) x O)? that

(3.138)
‘Ifn((th 1), (t27l‘2)) = 3l — To||7 + %"\h — to|* + (pn, (11, 71), (L2, 22)) ) (Rx H)2) (Rx H)?-

Note that (3.119), (3.131), and the fact that lim,_,o, 0, = lims_gls = 0 imply that lim, ., S,
= Sp. Moreover the set ([0, 7] x K)? is closed, (R x H)?-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 (n;)jex € N and a point 2 = ((£1, 1), (f2, £2)) €
([0,7] x K)? such that w — lim;_,,, 2™) = 2. Clearly, @;(T,z) = —oo for all z € K and
all i € {1,2} implies that for all & € (0,00) it holds that £* ¢* € [0,7). In addition,
observe that if (¢1,%,) € [0,7]%\[0,T — £)2, then (3.116), lim,_,o So = S, the fact that for
all (t,x) € [0,T] x O it holds that h(t,z) > 0, the fact that for all & € (0,00) it holds that
|Pall(rx )2y < ls, and the fact that lim,_,o l5, = 0 imply that

0<Sy= lim S, —th

a—0o0

(3.136)

(3.137) a
), (57, 25 (w2 (mxcnyz-

g (77(%(’”* bu,) = ™) = a2 = e — 45

Jj—o0

+ (pn]-,é(nj)>((RxH)2y,(RxH)2>

(3.139) < limsup (77 (g(”j), 0) + l(snj . Hg(”j)H(RxH)Q>
Jj—00
2
< ; — lim inf r £
< (2_; Le[i%)mu (2) ) im in (T_tgn]) +T_t;n]>)

<2L-2L=0

and this contradiction shows that (fl,fg) € 0,T— -2%]2 Now denote by (N,)nexn € N the
natural numbers satisfying for all n € N that

(3.140)
N, = max {inf {N € N: sup {(Gi)ﬁyx,(gmh((r, &), v,p, A+ 3OJH7T§#)

1€{1,2}

- (Gi)ﬁ,Xﬁn,h((T? 6)7 v, p, A) m e {N7N + ]-7 c '}7 a € (07 K’n/?))’ Ve ]R"

(,) €W, pe H', A€ Suw, ||[Allmm) < Kn, M7, &) < Ky,

[t — 7V |2 = €l V) g, n (8, 2M) = vV 0 (@ — 257 = pll
S m(KN7t(n)7I(n)7 (ui>I?R’>I</I]§-]L§n7h(t( g (n)) n‘[ ( ( 'ri(%n)z> 0 )?

(3 (2 ? ’L

1
(Gi)ﬁ,x,én,h((ﬂ f),]/, P, A) Z —Kn} S E}}



54 3. UNIQUENESS OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS OF PARABOLIC PDES

Note that (3.104) ensures that (N, )nexn € N is well defined. Moreover, denote by (B)nen €

Bn
Sk xm,(rxmy the operators satisfying for all n € N that B, = ( "OI]R IO ) , by Ny the set
H
with the property that Ny = {n € N: z, € ((0,T) x K)?, I5, < o0, 6, < 1, t!" v {" <

T—4£—4 5-1N{n; € N: j € N}, and by El, Ey: RxH — (IR x H)? the operator satlsfymg for
all z E ]RX H that Fi(z) = (z 0) and that F(z) = (0, z). Note that lim,_ 0o = lims_0l5 = 0,
limg o0 S = So, limMn oo 5= = 0, (f1,82) € [0,7 = 37)%, (3.115), and (3.134) ensure that
#Ny = oo. Furthermore, observe that for all n € N and all closed linear subspaces V' C H it
holds that

(RxH) ((RxH)2) ((

T(Rxv) T Digsiny2¥n) (71, 22)) B 351
__(®RxHY ((RxH)?) [ nB, —nB, Rx H
= 7T(]R><V)/ 1 < _an TLB ) Ezﬂ-(]RXxV)L
= 7T(1RxV)'< n ")W(]RXV) 7T(leV) 0 —nly (Rx V)L
_ _6n[R -0 0 =0
B 0 —riinlyrll, )
and that
(RxH) (RxH)2) 2 > =
T(mrxv)Lty ™ ((D(RxH)qu”x'Zl’Z2DE17T(]RXV) HL(IRXH,(IRXH)’)
(RxH) (Rx H)?) nB, —nbB, ) RxH
= || 1y ( _ Eym 1
(RxV)L) nB, nB, B L moc, Ry
. (RxH)' RxH
(3.142) = ”((va)iy”B"”(RXVVHL(RXm,mxHy)

(RxH)' ( ﬁn]]R 0 )ﬂ_IRXH

= (RxV)LY 0 nly (RxV)+ L(RXH,(RxH)")
( 0 Bulr - 0 0 )
— o -
0 (Vl)/n‘lﬂ'ﬂw\/l L(RxH,(RxH)")

Analogously it follows for all n € N and all closed linear subspaces V' C H that

RxH)' RxH)?)
m ) Y (Dl ) (1, 72)) Ean &l
RxH)' Rx H)2)
(3.143) — W(((]Rxxv))l)’ %( x H)?) ((D(]RxHP‘I' )z 2))E17Tg:5
RxH)' RxH)2)
= 7T(((]R><><V))l)/7ré( ) ((D(]RXH)?\II )(Z1,%0)) Bamr 51 = 0
and that
(RXH)' (RXH)) 2 _ _
(3.144) Hﬂ-( Rx V)L ((D(]RxH)z\Ifn)(Zh 22))E27T(]R><V) HL(IRXH,(IRXH)’)
' _ (RxH)’ RxH)Q)’ 2 -~ = RxH .
HW( RxV)+ (Dl ¥n) (215 22)) Eom g v HL(RXH,(RXH)/) -

Then Corollary 3.4 (with O < (0,7) x O, U < (0,T) x O, V <~ R x Hy,, € ¢ =, X < 3n,
Uy (ﬂl)ﬁ%ﬂﬁmhl(o,ﬂxo, Uy +— (ﬂg)ﬁ’xﬂyamh\(omxo, U <+ ¥, and with the local maximum
point (Z1,%) < 2™) yields that for all n € N there exist linear operators Ag"), Aén) €
SIRXH,(]RXH)’, such that

n RxH)’ n n RxH n
(3.145) AP =i AR LAY = AT R
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<I]R><H<ﬁn(t§n) - tgn))v n(l‘gn) - 'rgn))) + (QI ny D1 n)7 nAgn) + 3n]IR><H 71'1;[[1# )

(3.146) R " W
S (J]%{xH,Jr("NLI)ﬂ;xH,(Sn,h) (ti7,2"),
(3 147) <]]R><IHI (ﬁn(tén) - tﬁ")), n(xén) - xﬁ”))) + (Q2,mp2,n)7 nAg”) + 3nlrxm Wgﬁ )
S (JDQ{XH,+(2~L?)]§{7>I<AI/EH,6n,h) (t;n)v :L,én))’
and that
B, -B, A" o
(3.148) —[n+n ( 5 B ) Trxmy2 < e (n)
—Dn Dn L((RxH)?,((RxH)?2)") 0 nA,

="\ _B, B, "\ =B, B,

Combining this with the fact that for all n € Nj it holds that

B, -B Bn
(3.149) H( ; ) 2B, ) =20
_Bn Bn L(RXH)? (R XH)2Y) L(RxH,(RxH)") n
then implies for all n € A that
B A0 B, +2B2 —B,—2B?
(3.150) (1 +220 ) Tane < | 7 aw ) S\ 2B, ok Bvem )

Moreover, Corollary 2.11 together with (3.146), (3.147), and with and the fact for every i €
{1, 2} it holds that @ o,rxo is a viscosity subsolution of (3 112) relative to (h, R x H, R x X)

then proves that all n € N there exist ((( f(n ),V ™) op ,pln) 91 )) ey S W xR xR x
H' X Srxm,mxmy such that for all i € {1,2} it holds that

|tz(n) - Ti(n)‘ v sz(n) - '(n)HH \% | ;) 1?{%15 h(t(n) xz(n)) - (f‘i)ﬁ%ﬂ,an,h(ﬁ(n),fi(n))|

n) ~\— W (n) n)
(3.151) Y ‘Vl( N (Ui)RXH’(sn’h@ | v ||n2[ a nA’( — 3nlpo ﬂgﬁn ||L(IR><H,(IR><H)/)
V|0, o) — IRxH(ﬂn( — 15", n(@ = 257)) = (Gin, Pin) H(RxH),
C —Bn,o0n W n n n
S[%n/\ et A mU{mtE )= z( " (U”L)IRXHJ h(t( )a 5 ))WIH(OCE xé )Z) On)
and that

o ) ~ . ' n 1
(3'152) []Rlaz( )+6n'%h(7—i( ) f ) (G )HX&n <( 5( ) , 7p§ n) nﬂ-gRXH) Q[Z( )‘H> < —.

n

Furthermore, it follows from (3.151), (3.150), the fact that for all n € A it holds that
Wé]RXH) Bn|H = Iy, the fact that for n € Ny it holds that 5, > n, and from (3.136) that
for all n € Ny and all [ € {1,2} it holds that

(3.153) Inas U gy < [l AT+ Snd Wgﬁn lpEm) +
<n((1+2%") \/3) +3n+%:4n+2ﬁn+% <K,
and that
(3.151) L PR L T P i i M PR
<n((L+25) V3) + 1 =n+26,+ 5 < K.
Moreover, it follows from (3.151), the lower semicontinuity of A with respect to the || - ||rxm-

norm, the fact that for all x € K it holds that |||z < ng, the fact that for all n € Ny it holds
that 8, > n, the fact that for all n € Nj it holds that ||p,||(mxm2y < ¥ < ls,, and from the
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fact that for all a,b, ¢ € H it holds that [|a — b — ¢||3; = 2|lal|3, — 6]|b]|3; — 6||cl|3; + |ia — 2b—
2¢|F + 3o —cll3; = 2lall3; — 6]|b]|3; — 6]|c||3; that for all n € N it holds that

(3.155)

Sn = 77(1(”)’ On) — on( - $2 HH %n t(m - t(n)|2 + <p"’g(n)>((R><H)2)’,(]R><H)2
(Nl)n_a%l,dn,h (tgn)a $§n)) + (QZ)E{XH,%,}Z (t(m <n))
- %Hfgn) - an) - (fln) - xgn)) - (5’32 - an) ||Z

e R e e i Il e ) R A e

< (@), (7. 6") + %E%%@@6W+%—%ﬁ”fym

— |7 — P+ B 4905 (ng + T)

< ()R s, 2 (7 751”)) + (Uz)R’Xn,an/gh(T(”) &") - %”(h(ﬁ(") &) +h(m", &)
—ﬂﬁ”{@%—%wﬂéWE \N>éﬂ2 B rfm) _ (2 4 14
+ 205, (0 + T) + 5| ((H", ), (57 €8)) | e

|
+ <pn/2 Br/2vn /2,60 /2 ((71 751 )(T(n 5§n)))> (Rx H)2) (Rx H)2
< Sn/2,8,/290/2, 5n/2 — S (", ") + h(n", &) — 2l = &7,
§‘7'1 — 7" ‘ + L4315, (no + 7).

Hence we obtain from (3 119), (3. 155), (3.131), and from the fact that for all n € Nj it holds
that [, < co, n > —8— 4, > 8L that for all n € N it holds that

s, Loy ¢ Ly +2L05
So — s, - (5+2(no+T)) <5,
< Suj2pjzon/202 — 2 (€M) + h(r, 7)) — 21l — &3
(3.156) — B 2 g8l (g + T) + 1
< 8o+ 15, (1+5(no + 1)) + 1 — & (n(r™, ") + h(r", &V)) — 2)|el” — &V |13

=& =

Taking now the limit limsup,; 5, ,o, in (3.156) together with the fact that lim, . l5, = 0
shows then

timsup |5 (h(ri”. &) +h(rf" ") + 86" — &7 5 + i — 7P
(3157) Nosdn—o0
< limsup [l5,(6 4+ T(no + 7)) + 2] =0

Nodn—o00
and this yields that
tim (6, (h(r, €07 + b, )] = tim [nllel” - &3]

No>n—oo No>n—o00

= lim [ﬁn\T(n) Tn)|2}:0.

Nodn—ro0

(3.158)

Furthermore, (3.101), (3.151), (3.158), and the fact that for all n € Nj it holds that ||§£")||H vV
||§§n)||H < ng imply that

2

i=1

lim sup
Ni13n—o00
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< limsup (‘]ﬁlal ﬂn(t(n — t ’ ‘f CT /Bn(tén) - tgn))‘
Ni3dn—o0
(3.159) + Angdn - (AT, €7) + (e, &) + 2)
< limsup ([3% + |q1n] + |a2.0] + Angbn - ( ( 51 ) h( 2( n) én))) + %)
Ni3n—o0

< limsup (6% + 29 + Ay O - (h(rl("), &My + h(r", §2n))> + %) =0.
N13n—00

Denote now by N1 C N the set satisfying that N7 = {n € Ny: h(r "), (n)) V h(Ty (n) §2n)) <

5{1, 1t < Lo > 02 =} Then (3.158) together with #Ny = 00 1mp11es that #N7 =

In addition, we get from (3. 102) (3.151), (3.101), (3.136), the fact that for all z € K it holds

that ||z||g < ng, the fact that for alln € M and i € {1, 2} it holds that [I5'g;| < |[pallar < s,

the fact that for all n € A it holds that [\ — ("] < 5% < L, and from the fact that for all

n € Ny and all i € {1,2} it holds that h(r[™, ™) < ;- that for all n € NV} and all i € {1,2} it
holds that

(Gi)ﬁ,x,an,h ((Tz(n)7 gz(n))’ Vi(n) + T_ (n) ) loz(n)a %En))

(3.160) = ~at gy IR of" + b Gh(r" €
> -4 ﬁnmn) - t(n | — 1z Gin] — = — Ay h( ’é”)) > 2 s —1—A,,
> — K,

Moreover, it follows from (3.116), (3.119), (3.137), (3.151), and from the fact that Sy > 0 that
for all n € N; it holds that

—l5 (5+4(TLO+T))———L
< Sy —ls, - (54 2(n0 + 1)) = () ks, (15" 25" = 25, (no +T) = 1
~ \—,W n n n (T n
< Sp — (i) gxga, (857 757) + Sllat™ — 2V + Bl — 157
- <pn7 ((tgn)a :Egn))a (tgn)a xgn)))>((R><H)2)'7(]R><H)2 B %
- W n n
( 1)R><H,6n,h(t( ),mg )) - 5%
<" < (@ @ MYy L<p4i<ly - (5+4 TH+1+L
S (1)RxH6nh<1ax1)+5n— TS5, (5+4(no + ))+n+ .
Similar we get for all n € A that

(3.162) 15, -5+ 4ne+T)) =L —L<f” <ls, - (5+4ne+T))+ L+ + 1L

(3.161)

AN
=g

and this together with the fact that for all n € A it holds that tﬁ” \% té M- 37 and with
(3.136), proves that for all n € Aj it holds that

(3.163)  max

{ie1,2}

S Lo by T s — 4T 1, + AT <

(n)
v+ o

In addition, (3.151), the fact that for all n € N it holds that ||p1 || g + |[penlla < Ck,.6, Nls,,
the fact that for all n € N it holds that 8, > n, and (3.136) show that for all i € {1,2} and
all n € NV it holds that

1 1
H,+—<27’L ng + — +l5n<K

(3.164) 105 o < ml|2f™ = 257, + [lpia] 3.

and that
164" — nlu(e™ — &)
(3.165) <[/ — nla(al™ — 25")

Hl

o+ (@ = 252) —n(&™ = &),
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C
L |
n

o+l = €] e - €7, < T 50,

Then (3.135) (With R+ Ky, 6 6y, (t,2) « (7, 6™ r 0™ + s, D p\™ | and with

A <— B ) o ‘H together with the fact that for all n € A it holds that h(r{™, &™) v

h(r" ,52 N < 51n < K,, the fact that for all n € N it holds that |€\™ ||z V [|€57]| i < no + 1,
(3.163), (3.164), (3.153), (3.160), (3.165), (3.135), and with the fact that for all n € N it holds
that K%L < & implies that for all n € Ny and all i € {1,2} it holds that

n n n n n RxH) «(n
(G €717+ s (€ — ) 27, ) 44
(3.166) '

n n n RxH) n
> (Gl)ﬁ,X,én,h((Tl( )751 ))7V§ : T M(n)’pg )’nﬂ—é - Ql( ’H) 2 _% -1- Ano

Note that (3.151) ensures that for all n € N it holds that

Ity (67" — &) — nlis (a7 — 2§ < nll€” — 27| + nlled” — 257 || n
(3.167) :

< min {m <Kn,t£“>, " (), h<t">,x§">>,nfﬂ<w§">—xé@»,an):z’e{m}}.

Moreover, (3.151), the fact that for all n € A and all i € {1,2} it holds that £ v < T—

m
and the fact that for all n € N; it holds that n > % imply that for all n € N7 and all i € {1,2}
it holds that

(3.168)

-W (n) .(n) (n)
’(ui)]RxH,én,h(ti » L ) + T_l;(m . T_';w)
w () 5 M) _ ) ry ) —putf”
< ‘(UZ)]RXIHM A7) v+ ‘(TNA“))(;—T("))

< Yo (K, 1,2, ()i s, (8 2, (2l = 282, 8,) + 7 — £ B

? Z

< m(Kp, ™, 2™, (ui)ﬂgﬁmh(tﬁ), 2 Ly (2 = 2{),6,).

K3 (2 7

Thus (3.152) and (3.166) together with (3. 140) (3. 101) (3 168), (3.167), (3.154), the fact that
for all n € N; it holds that h(7\™, ¢™ )\/h(72 L&) < & < K, (3.160), (3.136), and with the
fact that for all n € N it holds that = < = proves that for all n € N it holds that

(3.169)

[ 10 On 8h( fz(n))"‘ _fm))g)_

S

IN

1910

(n n RxH) «(n
) 5 T_li_(n)vpz( ),mré g )le( )|H))

3

HX&n

( ( s

(n n n xH) o (n 2
( HX&n < ) f ) T—_%,'M.H (51( ) - :E,_)i>7n7T§R ) Q[Z( )‘H)> +ﬁ
oG

i=1

Mw

=1

) f( )) ()+ (n)anH(é 53 ) (RXH) QLE )‘H

Mw

]HIX&n

=1

4
—3nIH7rHL >) o
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Moreover, (3.163) ensures that sup,,cy Sup;e( 2y <1/i(n) + ﬁ) < oo and (3.151) together with

NI, 5nso0 S = So and with the fact that limu, spoeo (7™, 75" = ({1, 41) shows that

2
: (n) L
Nllalrlzlloo Z (Vi T T—T;n)>

(3.170)

2

o CN-W ) () LA 2
= Nllalﬁoo; ((Ui)RxH,én,h(ti )+ T_if") + E) =S+ T—#ﬁ

and thus we have that lim,,_,~ 2?21 <VZ-(") + T—_%) =Sy+ T—2_“t— > 0. In addition, we get with

(3.151), with (3.150), and with the fact that for all n € N it holds that W(RXH B, |H = Iy

that for all sequences (z§ ))nE]N, (zé ))n@N C H satisfying that sup, ||z1 |l + ||z2 lg < o0

it holds that
(3.171)

Ni3n—o0

2
] n RXH) «(n n
lim sup Z<Zz( ) (Wé : )le( )|H _3[H7Tgﬁn> Zi( )>HH’>

=1
2 (n)|2 n) (2
. n e n 22 7 + =2 [l
< limsup E <zz( ), (W(]RXH) A§ ) )zl( )> +
Ni3n—o00 i1 2 }H H,H' Bn

IN

(RxH)' (RxH)'
: (n) _(n) ™ (B i+ 2(Bnlg)? ) Ty ( B,lg —2(B, |H) )

<z§"),z§">>> )
H2’(H2)/

Ni3dn—oo

. 3y —3ly (n) _(n)
S ./{/l'lnals—l)lp ( 21 ) 2 3IH 3]]}]1 )(21 ) %2 ) e )
n—00 J(H2)
< limsup (32" — Zzn)HH> :
Nidn—o00

Finally (3.159), limp;snoe0(m", 7)) = (i1, 1), (3.169), (3.105) (with (£™)pen < (r.("))n@N,

(1" )new 4 (€ )nex, (" hnew = (4" 4 =257 e, and with (A7 e = (w2, -

31y Wgﬁn)nelN) and (3.171) yield that

2
2 . () o) 2
(3172) 0< m = lim sup (Zl ([ O' + (5 h(Tl 75@' ) + (T_M(n))2 -

N1dn—00 Ti n

2
= s (Z ((Gi)ﬁ,x,émh <(Tz‘(n)afi(n))a’/¢(n) + m,nl (5 53 z) (RXH) ng )’H

Ni13n—o00 i1

4
I

This contradiction implies that So < 0. This proves (3.109) and finishes the proof of Lemma 3.5.
O

<0.

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 € (0,00) there exists a
AR € (0,00) such that for allt € (0,T) and all z € X N O with ||x||g < R it holds that

(3.173) ’%h(t, z)

< AR : h(t,ilf)

Moreover, let uy: [0, T] x O — RU{—0o0} be bounded from above on every R x H-bounded subset
of [0,T] x O, let ug: [0, 7] x O — R U{oo} be bounded from below on every R x H-bounded
subset of [0,T] x O, let G: W x R x H' x Sxx — R be a degenerate elliptic function and
assume that ull(oj)xo s a viscosity subsolution of

(3.174) Su(t,z) — G(t,z,u(t,z), (Dyu)(t, z), (Diu)(t,z)|x)|x) =0

for (t,z) € (0,T) x O relative to (h, R xH, R xX) and that us|o,ryx0 15 a viscosity supersolution
of (3.174) relative to (h,R x H,R x X). Furthermore, assume that for all R € (0,00) and all
d € (0,1] it holds that

lim | sup{|GL 5 (6 2),7. 1, A) = Gl (L 0),m, 0, A (t2) €W, r € R
(3.175) p,a€ H', AcSum, llp—dlw <&, Gigsn(t,z),7,p,A) > —R,
max{h(t,x), |z/lu, [r| [plla, |Al Lo} < R}] =0
and that
lim | sup{|G 5 (1 2),7. 1, A) = G (L 0), o0, A (t,2) €W, r € R
(3.176) pqe H, A€Sumw, lp—qllw <e, Guxsp((t,z),r,p,A) <R,
max{h(t,x), |z/lu, [r| [Pl Al L} < R}] =0,

assume that there exist an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces Hi C Hy C
... € H and a function m: (0,00) x (0,7) x O x R x H x (0,1] — (0,00) satisfying for all
R € (0,00),t€ (0,T), 2€ 0, r€R, pe H', and all § € (0,1] that UF_,Hy is dense in H
with respect to the || - || g-norm, that

]\}E%O [Sup{GﬁX,é,h((Ta 5)7 v, p; A+ O‘]HW[{II]{]) - Gﬁ,X,&h((ﬂ 5)7 v, p, A) HES (Oa R)7

Ve IR) (7—7 6) € W7 1Y € H/a A € SH,H’a h(Ta 5) S R7 HAHL(H,H’) S R7

(3.177)
t—=71|Viz—=&|laVir—vIV]p—pla <m(Rt xrpd),
Gaxsn((1,6),v,p,A) > —R}] <0,
and that
]\}'iinoo [sup{ G 5 ((7:€), 0, A) = Gy 5 (7€), v, 0, A = aIngﬁ): a € (0,R),
(3.178) VER, (1. €W, pe H', A€Suw, h(r,§) <R, Al < R,

t =7l Viz—=&laVir=vIVip—pla <m(Rt 2 p,0),
G];]I,X,&,h<<7-7 g)?”a P A) S R}} S 0,

and assume that there exists a sequence (Bn, Sn)n@N QA(O, 00) X (9, 1] such that lim,,_, 5, =0
and such that for alln € N, ((t,, xn), rn, An) and all ((tn, Tn), Tn, An) € W XR X Sgw satisfying
that w—1lim, o (t,, x,) € [0,T)x O, that lim,, (\/ﬁHxn—a}nHH) =0, that lim,,_, ( Bn|tn—
fl) =0, thatlimy g (5u (At ) +h(in, 20))) = 0, that 0 < limy g (v = 7) < SUp,.ex(ral+
|7n]) < 00, and that for all R € (0,00) and all (2™),ex, (2™ )pen € {2z € H: ||2||g < R} with
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limsup,, . (2™, AWz 5 g — (200 Az gy < limsup,,, . 3|2 — 202, it holds that

lim sup [ngs h((tn, Tn), oy nly (T, — 2, nAn)
(3.179) oo o

~

-Gy ((tAna jn)a 7§n7 nly (il?n - ii?n>, nAn)} < 0.

H,X, 60,k
In addition, assume that for all R € (0,00) it holds that

lim lim sup {ul(t,x) —uy(t,2): (t,x),(t,2) € W, h(t,x) VvV h(t,2) <R,
710 el0

(3.180)
|z — 2|z <, tvfge} <0

and assume that

(3.181) lim sup uy(t,x) V (—ug(t,x)) <0.
=00 (1.2)€([0,T]x O )NW

Then for all T € (0,T) and all R € (0,00) it holds that

hﬁ)llifgsup {ul(t,:c) —uy(t, 2): (t,z),({,2) e W, tVi<T,
(3.182) )

h(t,z) VvV h(t,2) <R, ||z —2||g <7, |t —1 gs} <0.

Next we state a scaling result for viscosity solutions. Lemma 3.7 generalizes Lemma 4.12
in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [11] 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 € Cg x((0,T) x O,(0,00)) be Lipschitz continuous with respect to the
R x H-norm on every R x H-bounded subset of (0,T) x O, let G: W x R x H x Sxx — R
be a degenerate elliptic function, let u: (0,7) x O — R U {—o00,00} be bounded from above
(below) on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,T) x O and be a viscosity subsolution (supersolution)
of (3.174) relative to (Vh, R x H, R x X) and let G: W x R x H' x Sxx — R be a function
satisfying for all ((t,x),r,p,A) € W x R x H' X Sxxs that

G((t,2),r,p, A)
= m G((t,x),rV(t,x),pV(t,x) + 7 (DuV)(t,z), AV(t,z) +p|x @ (DuV)(t,x)|x

2y T
(3.183) + (DaV)(t,2)|x ® plx + r (DAV)(1, x)\X)]X> — Al

Then G is degenerate elliptic and the function @: (0,T) x O — R satisfying for all (t,x) €
(0,T7) x O that u(t,z) = ;j((ttz)) is a viscosity subsolution (supersolution) of
(3.184) gt x) — G((t,x),alt, ), (Dua)(t, x), (DEE)(t, )] x)[x) = 0

for (t,x) € (0,T) x O relative to (h,R x H, R x X).

Proor or LEMMA 3.7. We proof Lemma 3.7 in the case where u is a viscosity subsolution
of (3.174) relative to (Vh,R x H,R x X). The case where u is a viscosity supersolution of
(3.174) relative to (Vh,R x H,R x X) follows analogously. We thus assume in the following
that w is a viscosity subsolution of (3.174) relative to (Vh,R x H,R x X). First note that
Proposition 2.15 shows that VA fulfills the assumption of Definition 2.5. In the next step
assume that there exist a vector (¢,x) € (0,7) x O, a value § € (0,00), and a function ¢ €
C2.1((0,T) x O, R) satisfying that ¢(t,z) = ﬁﬂg’XMh(t,x) and that ¢ > ﬂﬁ%ﬂ’&h(t,x). Then
the function (0,7) x O > (s,y) — ¢(s,%) V(s,y) € R is in Cg,5((0,T7) x O,R) and satisfies

that ¢(t,2) V(t,z) = gl sn(t,2) V(t,x) = (@ —0h)p gt ) V(E,2) = (w—0Vh)p, gt )
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and that ¢ -V > ﬁ];{’:[gﬂv&h V=u- 5hng V=u—- 5thxH. As wu is a viscosity subsolution
of (3.174) relative to (Vh,R x H, R x X), we get that

timin {o+52(VI)(7,€) ~ Ghixsun((7.6).0,0.0): (1,6 €W, v,0 € R, pe H,

(3.185) A Suw, |0 — Z(VO)(t2)| < ey (1.6 v 0. 2),
(t.2.0(t ) V(t.2), (Da(6V)) (¢, ), (DE(6V)) (t,2)) ) <} <.

Moreover, we have that
timinf {62 (VA)(7,€) = Gl aval(T.€).v.p ) (1) €W, vER, p € H,
A € Sy, dgﬁ;gfv,w((f, &, v, p,2),
(t.2,6(t,2) V(t2), (Du(0V)) (t,2), (DE(6V)) (1)) ) <<
(.
6),

= timinf {62 (V1)(7.) = G((7.€).v + V(1. OA(r,€), p + 0V (7,)
+ Ex s (Dx (hl 0.1 x (0nx)))(7,€)) + 0(DuV)(7,€) - h(7, £), (Al x)|x
+3((DEV) (7. O)lx)lx - h(7,€) + V(7,€) - (Dx(hl 0.1y x(002)))(T €)
+0(Dx(hlo1)x(0nx)(7,§) © (DuV)(7, §)|x + 6(DuV)(7,§)|x

® (Dx(hlioryxorx)) (7€) : () €W, VER, p € H', A€ S,
dyona (7600 2), (2, 6(t,2) V(t,2), (DaV) (t,2) - 6(t, 2)
+V(t,2) - (Duo)(t, ), (DEV)(¢t,2) - o(t,2) + V(t, ) - (Df
+ (D) (t,2) @ (DsV) (L) + (DaV)(t, ) @ (Dug) (1, )
— liminf {55 (VA)(,€) = G((7.€),v - V(T,) + V(1. (7€), (DuV)(7,€) - v
+V(7,8) - p+0(DaV)(7,8) - h(7,8) + 0V (T, €) - By ((Dx (el 01)x (0nx)))(7, §)),
(DEV)(T O)lx)lx - v+ V(7,€) - (AUlx)|x + plx @ (DuV)(7,§)|x + (DuV)(1,€)|x

® plx +o(DEV)(1,€)x)|x - (7, €) + 6V (7,€) - (Dx(R]0,)x(0nx)) ) (7 €)
+ 0(Dx (bl (0nx))(7,§) @ (DeV)(7, &) |x + 6(DaV)(T, ) |x

& (DX(h|(O,T)><(OﬂX)))(T7 5)) : (T7 5) S W> Ve R? p e Hl? 2 e SH,H’»

¢)(t, )

(
)<
)

(3.186)
dH (‘S/K/hu <(7-7 gv v, p, Q[)v (ta z, ¢(t7 l’), (DH(b)(tv LC), (D%H¢)(t7 .CL’))) S 8}'
In addition, the Lipschitz continuity of V' with respect to the || - ||gxm-norm on every R x H-

bounded subset of (0,7") x O implies that for all R € (0,00) there exist a Cr € (1,00) such
that for all 21, 20 € {z € (0,T) x O: ||z||[rxz < R} it holds that V(z;) < Cg and that
|V (z1) — V(22)] < Cgl|z1 — 22]|lrxm. This yields that for all R € (0,00) and all 21, 29 € {2 €
(0,7) x O: ||z]lrxz < R} it holds that

(U= 0Vh) g sa(21) — (4 — OV ) gy (22)]

(= 0h) e (20)V (21) — (i — )y (22)V (22)

(t 5h)g/><]}]l(z1) (@ — 0h)gyp(22) |V (21) + | (@ — 5h)§:xH(Zz)| V(21) = V(2)]
< |(@— 6h)

— W
= ) gn(1) — (@ = 1)y, (20)] C + [(@ — OB ()] - 121 = 2l - O

|
(3.187) = |
|

IN
%

S
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Combining this with (3.4) shows that for all R € (0,00), 21, 22 € {z € (0,T)xO: ||z||rxg < R}
r1, 2 € R, p1, p2 € H and all Ay, Ay € Sy it holds that

(3.188)
dl}_ﬁzgfh,u((zlarhphf‘ll)a (2’277‘27]72,142))
< d]}_]lzgf;z,ﬁ((zlarlaplaAl)a (22,72, 2, A2))
W W —W
V (0= R s (21) = (@ = M) gs(22)| C + (@ = Rgsa(z2)] - 121 = 2l - Cie)
< dH&hu((ZthaplaAl)a (22,7"271927142)) v (CR dﬁjm,a((zl,ﬁ,ph/h)a (2277"2,]92,142))
WV _
+ Cr (4 — 5h)R><]H[<Z2)‘ ) dHZ?;L,a((Zl, 1,01, Ar), (22,72, P2, Az)))
_ —W
= CR dﬂzm,ﬁ((zb 1, D1, A1)7 (227 T2, D2, AQ))(‘(U o 6h’)]R><H(ZQ)‘ + 1)

Thus replacing the metric d]}_ﬂ:g;/hm by the metric dﬁ:gfg’ﬂ in (3.186) can only decrease the infi-
mum. This results in

timinf {62 (VA)(7,€) = G((r,€),v - V(7,€) + 0V (7, Oh(r,€), (DaV)(r,€) - v+ V(7.€) - p
+0(DuV)(7, &) - h(7,€) + V(7. €) - Exr i (Dx(hl0,7)x(0nx)))(T, ),
(DAV)(, &)1l v+ V(7€) - (Ax)|x + plx @ (DsV)(7,€)|x + (DaV)(r,€)|x
® plx +3((DFV) (1, &)1x)x - h(7,€) + 0V (7,€) - (D} (lioryx(0nx)) (7€)
+ (D i0ryx(00))) (7€) @ (DV )(7,€)|x + 8(DaV') (7, ) x

® (Dx(hl0,1)x(0nx))) (T, f)) () eW, veR, pe H, A e Symw,

i pon (7670, 2), (12008, 2), (Do) 1, 2), (Do) (t,2) ) ) < e

> lii%inf {5 (VRh)(T,&) — <(7’ §), v+ 0h(7,£), p+ 0 Ex w ((Dx(h|0.1yx (0nx)) ) (T, )

(x)]x + 803 hliryecorn)) (7:)) - V(7€) = v+ 5h(r, ) SV (7, €):
(r,8) e W, veR, pe H, A€ Syw,
dgina (7€ v.0.2), (12,0(t,2), (Dso)(t.2), (Do) (1. )) ) < e}
> T inf {6V(r,©)(GR)(7.€) = Clisn (7€) .0, %) - V(T E): () €W, VER, pe I,
U € S, dgpya (762,02, (0, 6(t, ), (Do)t 2), (Do) (t.2)) ) <}
(3.189)

— o(t, ZB) SV (t, ).

Now (3.185), (3.186) and (3.189) imply
(3.190)

0> 1in%inf{o—+5 (VA)(7,€) = Gy syn(1, ), 0,0, 20): (1,€) €W, v,0 €R, pe H,

‘O- - gt(V(b)(ta x)| <e A€ SH,H/a dI;H:&,Vh,a((T7£7 v, p, 91)7

(t, 2, ¢(t, ) V(t,z), (Du(oV)) (¢, ), (D(6V)) (. x))) < g}
> lii%inf{cSV(T,f)(%h)(T,S) Chysn(1,0),0,0,%) - V(7,6): (1, &) €W, vER, pe H',

2 € Sup, A a (7.6 vp ), (f2,6(t2), (Due)(t, ), (DEo)(t,) ) ) < e}
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+ 5 (Vo) t,x) — o(t,z) GV (t, x)
= lig(l)inf {V(T, &) (o + 5(%@(7’, ) = Guxon (1,6),v,p,2%) - V(1,€): (1,6) €W, v €R,
pEH A Suw, lo—(Lo)(t,x)] <e,

dtha (60020, (1.2,0(1,2), (Do) ¢, ), (DRO)(E,0)) ) < =}
—V(t,z)- (W xR x (R x H) % Suw > (1,€),v, (p1, pa), A)

~ +
S I -Gl W ER)

(t,2,0(t, ), (50)(t,2), (Du)(t, ), (DE) (1, 2)).

This proves inequality (3.190) for all (t,z) € (0,7) x O, § € (0,00), and all ¢ € {¢ €
CL . u((0,T)xO,R): (L, ) = ﬂﬁ’:[gﬂ@h(t, x) and 1 > ﬁﬁ%ﬂ@h(zﬁ, x)}. Therefore, 4 is a viscosity
subsolution of (3.184) and the proof of Lemma 3.7 is completed. O

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 [11] 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 € (0,00) there exists a
Agr € (0,00) such that for allt € (0,T) and all z € X N O with ||z||g < R it holds that

0

(3.191) S h(t,2)| < Ag- hit,z).

Moreover, let uy: [0, T] x O — RU{—o0} be bounded from above on every R x H-bounded subset
of [0,T] x O, let uy: [0, 7] x O = RU{oo} be bounded from below on every R x H-bounded
subset of [0,T] x O, let V € Cg,1([0,T] x O, (1,00)) satisfy that DgV is H'-bounded on every
R x H-bounded subset of [0,T] x O, that 2V is uniformly continuous with respect to the || - ||u-
norm on every R x H-bounded subset of [0,T] x O, and that DV is uniformly continuous with
respect to the || - [|m-norm and the || - || @y -norm on every R x H-bounded subset of [0,T] x O,
let G: W xR x H x Sxx» — R be a degenerate elliptic function and assume that U1|(0,T)xo 18
a viscosity subsolution of

(3.192) Su(t,x) — G((t, z), u(t, z), (Dyu)(t, z), (Dju)(t, z)|x)|x) = 0
for (t,x) € (0,T) x O relative to (Vh, R xH, R x X), that us|or)xo s a viscosity supersolution

of (3.192) relative to (Vh, R x H, R x X), and that for every r € (0,00) it holds that V| .1yxo0
is a classical supersolution of (3.192) i.e., suppose that for all (t,z) € W it holds that

(3193)  (2rV)(t.a) — G((t,2), 1V (t ), (D rV)(t, ), (DRAV)(E ) x)]x) > 0.
Furthermore, assume that for all R € (0,00) and all § € (0,1] it holds that

llﬁr\% [SupﬂGﬁ,X,é,Vh((tx)vT7p7 A) - GE,X,&,Vh((tvx)aracZa B)| (t7fL’) < VV? re Ra
(3-194) D,q € Hla A /B e SH,H’7 max{h(t, SU), HQ:HH7 ’T|, HpHH’7 ||AHL(H,H’)} <R,

lp—dqlla <e, |A- B”L(H,H/) < e, Gﬁ,x,ayh((tax)arapa A) > _R}] =0
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and that
y_{% sup{|Gy x5 vn((t, ), 7,0, A) = Guxsvn((t2), 7, g, B)|: (t,x) € W, r €R,
(3.195) p,q € H', A, B € S, max{h(t, ), |zl ||, [Pl | Al L} < R,
lp—daller < e, |A= Bllrmm) <, Grxsvn((t:2),r,p, A) < R}| =0,

assume that there exist an increasing sequence of finite-dimensional linear subspaces Hy C Hy C
... € H and a function m: (0,00) x (0,7) x O x R x H x (0,1] — (0,00) satisfying for all
R e (0,00),t€ (0,T), 2€ 0, reR, pe H', and all § € (0,1] that U¥_,Hy is dense in H
with respect to the || - || g-norm, that

]\}1_1}1(1)0 [Sup{Gﬁ,X,S,Vh((Ta 6), v, p, A+ a[HWII}[]J\;) - GE,X,&Vh((T> g)a v, p, A) rac (Oa R)7

IS Ru (Ta 5) S W7 pE HI7 A€ SH,H’7 h(Tu f) < R7 ”AHL(H,H’) < R’

(3.196)
t—71|Viz—=&|uaVir—v|Vip—plle <m(R,t z,rp,d),
Gixsvn((1,6),v,p, A) > —R}] <0,
and that
dim [sup{ G xsvn(1,6), v, 0, A) = G s ((T,€), v, 0, A — alegﬁ): a € (0,R),
(3.197) veER, () €W, pe ', A€Suw, N7.&) <R, [Algm) < R,

t =7l Ve =E&laVir=vIVip—plle <m(R iz rp,0),

GHTH,X,(S,Vh((Tv g)v v, p, A) < R}] < 07

and assume that there exists a sequence (S, O )nen C (0,00) % (0, 1] such thatlim,_, §,, = 0 and
such that for all ((tn, Tp), Tn, Ay Bn), ((Fny Zn), P, An, Bn) e WXRXSyw X Sgw, A, € Sumr,
n € N, satisfying that w — lim,_,(t,,z,) € [0,T) x O, that lim,,_, (\/ﬁHxn — :?:n||H) =
0, that lim, oo (VB [ta — tu]) = 0, that lim, oo (8,h(tn, 2,) V Suh(ts, &0)) = 0, that 0 <
liminf, oo (rn — 7)) < SUpen(|7nl + |7n]) < 00, that A, = n(Iy (x, — &) @ (DuV)(tn, zn) +
(DaV)(tn, Tp)@(nlg (T, — Tn))+70 (DEV)(tn, x,), that flp = n(Iy (v, — 3,))R(DuV)(tn, Tn)+
(DaV)(tn, #) @ (0l (2, — 2)) + 70 (DEV ) (En, &), that A, = (r,—70) (DZV)(tn, 2,), and that
for all R € (0,00) and for all (2™),en, Z™)pex C {2z € H: ||2]|g < R} with

(3.198) lim sup ((z("), B2 ™Yy g — (3™, Bné(")>H’H/> < limsup 3|z — 2|12

n—oo n—o0

it holds that

(3.199)
lim sup (m Gﬁ,X,én,Vh ((tna xn)a Tn, n[H (xn - :i'n) V<tn> xn) + Ty (DHV) (tna l'n)v
n—oo
A+ nB,V(ty, m) - i Gﬁ’X75H7Vh((tAn, )y ooy st (T — B) V (Ey )
+ it (D V) (i, ), Ay + 1B, V (i, xn)>)
— 7 — ) (D A
S lim sup G((tna l’n), Tn T'n, (rn Tn)( HV)(tm xn); ( n’X)‘X) ‘

In addition, assume that for all R, R € (0,00) it holds that

li&)llii(r]lsup {ul(t,x) —uy(t, &) (t,2), (£, %) € W, h(t,z)V h(t,2) <R, ||z|x <R,

(3.200)
|z —&||g <, tVEgg} <0
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and assume that

(3.201) lim sup (“1(t’$) v _“2@’9“")) <0.
(tare((

n—00 0.1yx0¢)nw \ V (¢, ) V(t,x)

Then for all T € (0,T) and all R, R € (0,00) it holds that

h{loqhiglsup {ul(t,as) —ug(f, &): (t,x), (&) € W, h(t,z)V h(t,z) <R, ||z|z <R,

(3.202)
F<T, o —du < |t—1] Sa} <0.

PRrROOF OF THEOREM 3.8. First note that Proposition 2.15 shows that (Vh)|r)xo fulfills

the assumption of Definition 2.5. Now let iy, @p: [0,7] X O — R U {—o00, 00} and let G: W x
R x H' x Sxx» — R be the functions with the property that for all (¢,x) € [0,7] x O it holds

that @y (t,z) = 1“}(;”5 and that us(t, z) = 73(('5 2) and for all ((t,z),r,p,A) € W x R x H' X Sxx
it holds that

é(t,a:,r,p,A)
(3.203) = i (b VIE2).pV(2) + 7 (DaV)(E:2). AV () + plx @ (DaV ) (1.2 x

+ (DaV)(t,2)x ® plx + 7 (DAV) ()| ) —r 57

Lemma 3.7 then ensures that G is degenerate elliptic, that ﬂ1|(o,T)xo is a viscosity subsolution

of
(3-204) %u(t, x) - é(t7 Z, u(ta $), (DHU)<t7 l’), ((D]I2-]I u)(ta x)lX)|X) =0

for (t,z) € (0,7") x O relative to (h, R x H, R x X)) and that s|(,r)xo is viscosity supersolution
of (3.204) relative to (h, R x H, R x X). Below we will finish this proof by an application of
Corollary 3.6 with @, @ and G. For this we now check the assumptions of Corollary 3.6.
First, observe that the assumption that D]I2-I[<V|(O,T)><O) is uniformly continuous with respect
to the || - ||z and the | - ||z m)-norm on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,T) x O, that 2V is
uniformly continuous with respect to the || - ||g-norm on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,7") x O,
and that Dy (V|0r)x0) is H'-bounded on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,7") x O imply that
D2(Vo.r)x0) is L(H, H')-bounded on R x H-bounded subsets of (0, 7)x O, that £V is bounded
on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,7") x O, and that V' is Lipschitz continuous with respect to
the || - [|[rxm-norm and therefore also bounded on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,7") x O. This
together with the assumption that u; V —us is bounded from above on R x H-bounded subsets
of (0,7) x O shows that for all R € (0, 00) there exists a Cr € (1,00) such that for all (¢,z),
(1,€) € (0,T) x O with ||z]|g V |||z < R it holds that

(3.205)
V(t,2)| VI(DaV)(t ) VII(DEV) () V15V (E2)] V unt,2) V —ua(t,2) < Ch,
V(t,2) = V(7,] < Crll(t,2) = (7,8 lrxr

Combining this with (3.191) yields then that for all R € (0, 00) and all (¢,z) € (0,T) x (X NO)
with ||z||g < R it holds that

(3.206) |5 (RV)(t, )| < [(Fh)(t,2) - V(t,2)| + [h(t,2) - (FV)(t,2)] < (Ag - Cr + Cr)h(t, 2).
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, 00) it holds that

11?01 11&)1 sup {ﬂl(t,x) —dg(t, 2): (t, ), (t,2) € W, h(t,z)V h(t,2) <R,
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U1<t,l‘) u2(£7 A) PN PN
= — : <
17}%1 151%1 sup { VitD) VD) (t,x),(t,z) € W, h(t,x) V h(t,z) <R,
e —2||lg <r tvfge}
ui(t,z)  ug(t, ) . .~
= — = : <
lﬁﬂ} lglﬁ)l sup { Vo) V(D) (t,x),(t,z) € W, h(t,x) V h(t,z) <R,

Nzl <n, |lz—&llu<r tVi< }

. . Ul(t,ﬂf) uQ(tAa ‘%) AN S
— = : <
(3.207) v 17}{61 151%1 sup { V6o VD) (t,x),(t,z) € W, h(t,x) V h(t,z) < R,

el > n, |z —&lln <r (Vi< }

< hfél hir(x)l sup {ul(t,x) —uy(t,2): (t,2), (t,2) € W, h(t,z) Vv h(t,z) <R,

lzlla <n, llo—@lla <r tVi< }

u(t,z)  w(l, ) .
vlggla%lsup{v(t o ViED) (t ), (t,7) € ((0,T) x Of,_,)) N W}\/O
1t 2) | —ua(d,

<0V (QSup{V(t,x> vV — 3)3) (t,x),(t, %) € ((0,T) x O°_,) mw}) :

Letting n tend to infinity together with (3.201) then shows that for all R € (0, 0c0) it holds that

hﬁ)ﬂlﬁ)lsup {ul(t x) — Uy (t, %) (t, ), (t,2) € W, h(t,z) V h(t,2) <R,

(3.208) |z —dllg <7, tVi< g}

~

<0V lim (2 sup {mgt 2y =20 (¢ ), (,2) € ((0,7) x O5_,) N W}) ~0

n—0o00 (t )

and this shows (3.180). Furthermore, we have for all 6 € (0,00) and all ((¢,z),r,p, A) €
W xR x H x SH,H' that

(3.209)
éﬁ,x,&,h((ta x),r,p, A)

= é((t, x),r+0h(t,x),p+ dEx (Dx(h|(0,T)X(oﬂX))) (t,x), (Alx)|x
+ (D% (hl o1y (0nx) (¢ )

— v (G(( ), Vit @) + 8V (L2) - hlt,2), V(L 2)p + 0V (2, 2)
- B (Dx(hlom)x(0nx))) (8 @) + (1 4 0h(t, 2)) - (DuV)(t,2), V(t,x) - (Alx)]x
+ 0V (t,2) - (D% (hlo.m)x(0nx) (t: 2) + (DuV)(t, )|
® (plx + 6(Dx(hlo,1)x0nx)))(t: x) + (plx + 5(Dx(hl0m)x(0nx))) (¢, 7))

@ (DaV)(t,2)]x + (r + 0h(t,)) - (D v><t,x>|x>|x)) — (r + St ) - ol

= m (Gﬁ,x,a,\m((t’ x),V(t,o)r,V(t,x)p+1r-(DgV)(t,z),V(t,z)- A+ (DgV)(t,x) @ p
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+p& (DaV)(ta) + 7+ (DFV)(L,2)) = (4 0h(t,2)) - GV (E,7)).

Analogously we obtain for all § € (0,00) and all ((¢,z),7,p,A) € W x R x H" x Sy that
(3.210)
G]I;I,X,é,h((ta 33'), D, A)

= m (G]IT]LX,(S,Vh <(t7 I), V(tv SL’)’/‘, V(ta I)p +r- (DHV)(t7 x)? V(t7 I) : A + (DHV) (t, l’) X P
+p @ (DV)(ta) + 7+ (DFV)(E2)) = (r = 0h(t,2)) - GV (L, 7).

In addition, (3.205) yields that for all ((¢,z),r,p,A) € W x R x H' x Sy, § € (0,1] and all
R € (0,00) with h(t,z) V||z|lg V7|V pllar V |AllLmy < R it holds that

h(t,r) < R<4Cr-R, |jz|lg S R<4Cr-R, |V(t,z)r|<Cgr-R<4Cg-R,

IV (¢, z)p+r- (DaV)(t x)|g <20k - R <4Cg- R,

IV(t,z) - A+ (DagV)(t,z) @ p+p @ (DgV)(t,x) + 7 (DFV)(t,2)|| ) < 4CR - R,
(3.211) (r+6h(t,x))- 2V (t,x) > —2Ck - R.

We thus get from (3.194), (3.209), from (3.211), and from the assumption that V' > 1 that for
all 6 € (0,1] and all R € (0,00) it holds that

(3.212)
lim | sup{| G ((1,2), 79, A) = Gl (1,2),7,0, A): (L) €W, 7 €R, prg € H,
A € Suw, max{h(t,z), [|z[lu,|r], [[ple [Alcem} < R, lp—allw <e,
G wsnl(t.2),7,p, A) > —R}]
= lim [Sup {ﬁ G ((t, o), V(t,2)r, V(t,x)p+r- (DuV)(t,z), V(t,z) - A

+ (DyV)(t,r)@p+p @ (DgV)(t,x) +7 - (D3 V)(t, x)) — (r+0h(t,z)) - 2V(t,x)

— Ghsun((62), V(2 V() + 7 (DaV)(t,2), V(E2) - A+ (DaV)(t,2) @1
+q® (DaV)(t,z) + 1 (DLV)(, az’)) + (r + 0h(t,z)) - 2V (¢, :c)‘ L (t,z) €W, r € R,
p.q € H', A€ Sup, maxth(t,), |2lla. . [pl, | Allsgan} < B Ip— gl < <.
o (Gaan (0 2), V), Vi 2)p -+ 7 (D)1 2),
V(t,)- A+ (DgV)(t,x) @ p+p @ (DaV)(t,2) + 7 (DAV)(t, 7))
— (r+0h(t,2)) - GV(t,2)) = —R}]

IN

lim [Sup {IGEX(;Vh((t,fE),T,p, A) = Gy syn((t,2),7,4, B)|: (t,x) €W, r € R, p,q € H,
E—r (i (A

A, B € Sy, max{h(t,z), ||z||a, ||, [Pl | Al c@py ) <4ACRR, [p —qllar < Cre,

HA — BHL(H,H’) < ZCR - &, GIE—E,X,&Vh(@’ l’),?",p, A) > —3CR . R}:| v0=0.

and thus (3.175) is fulfilled. Analogously it follows (3.176). Moreover, the assumption that
D3V is continuous with respect to the || - |[rxg and the | - || g m)-norm ensures that there
exist a function K: (0,00)x (0, T)xOxRx H'x(0,1] — (0,00) such that for all (R, ¢,z,r,p,d) €
(0, 7)xOxRxH' x(0,1], and all (7,¢) € (0,T) x O with [t = 7|V [|{ —z||g < K(R,t,z,7,p,0)
it holds that

(3.213)  [(DEV)(1,€) — (DEV)(t, 2)|| pmmy < m(Cr(2R + 2||p|lz + |7| + 3),t,z, 7, p, 6).

2(r] + 1)
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Now denote by m: (0,00) x (0,7) x O x R x H' x (0,1] — (0, 00) the function satisfying for
all (R, t,z,r,p,d) € (0,00) x (0,T7) x O x R x H x (0,1] that

m(Cr(2R + 2|plla + [r[ +3). ¢, 2,7, p, )
2CRr(2R + 4|pll + 2|7 +7)

Combining then (3.205), (3.213), and (3.214) yields that for all R € (0,00), § € (0,1],
(t,z,r,p,A) € (0, T)x OxRx H x L(H,H'), and all ((1,&),v,p) € W x R x H' satisfying that
lzllg +1< R, h(r,§) <R, Al pw) < R, and that [t — 7|Vl = lla VIr—v|Vp—plla <
m(R,t,x,r,p,dJ) it holds that

(3.215)
HV(Tv f) A+ (DHV)<T7 5) Dp+p& (DHV)(Tv f) +v- (D]%I V)<7-7 5>HL(H,H’)
< Cr- R+ Cr(llpller + 1) + Cr(llplle + 1) + Cr(Ir| + 1) < Cr2R + [r| + 2[|p|lar + 3),
that
(3.216) (4 8h(r,€)) - 2V(7,€) < (Irl + R) - Ci  Ca(R -+ Ir| + 2l +3).
that

(3.214) m(R,t,z,r,p,0) =

ANK(R,t,z,r,p,0) AL

b V() — V(LD < v — 1| V() + o] V() - V(t,2)]
(3217) < m(Rot,z.r.p.8) - Cat (ir] +1) - Call(r.€) — (6, ) e
< (Rt rp.8) - Cl1+ 21| +2) < m(Ca(2R + 2pllw + |rl +3).1,2.7.p.5),
that
(3.218)
V(7,8p+v-(DuV)(,8) = V(t,z)p—r- (DuV)(Et, z) |
< WV(r&) =Vt o) lplw +VE2)p = plla + v - [(DaV)(7,€) — (DaV)(t, @) ar
+[(DuV)(t 2) | ar - v — 7]
< Crll(7,€) — (t. @) lwxa - ([Pl + 1) + Cr - m(R,t, 2,7, p,0)
+ (Ir[+ 1) - Crll(7,€) = (¢, @) |rxr + (R, ¢, 2,7,p,0) - Cr
<2m(R,t,z,7,p,0) - CrRB+ |Ipllar + |r]) < m(Cr(2R + 2||p||ar + |7| + 3),t, z,7,p, ),
that
[(DuV)(7,6) ® p+ p @ (DeV)(,6) = (DuV)(t,2) @ p = p® (DuV)(t, )| gy
< (DY) (7,€) — (DaV)(t, s - ol + 1DV ) e - o — ol
(3219)  + olla - | (DeV)(r. &) — (DaV) ()l + o — plle - DVt ) o
< Crl[(1,8) = (& @) lmxw - (ol + 1) + Cr - (R, L, 2,7, p, )
+ (Iplle +1) - Crll(7,€) = (¢, 2)lxn + (R, T, x,7,p,0) - Cr
< Cr-m(R,t,x,r,p,0)(4]|pllr + 6),

)

and that
V(7€) - A+ v (DR V)(1,6) = V(t,x) - A=r- (D V)(t,2)|| gy
<[V =Vt x)|- ||A||LHHf DG V(@) ey - v =7
(3.220) + vl (DR V)(7,€) = (Dig V)(t, @)l ey

< Crll(7,€) = (6, 2) [lrcrs - | ANl gy + (R, 2,7, p,0) - Cr
+ (Il + 1) I(Dfg V)(7,€) — (Dig V) (t, @) |y
< Cre (R, t,2,7,p,0) (2R + 1) + (|| + 1) - ERCEE2n HEE9.Lenn0)
Combining (3.219), (3.220), and (3.214) proves
(3.221) HV(T, ) - A+ (DgV)(1,8)@p+ p@ (DeV)(1,€) +v - (DEV)(,€)
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—V(t,z)- A= (DaV)(t,2) @ p—p® (DuV)(t,x) = - (DFV)(&,2)|| gy
< V(& - A+ v-(DEV)(r&) = Vit,o) - A=r- (DEV)(t2)|| oy

(DY) (7,8) © p+ p & (DV)(7.€) — (DaV)(t,2) @ p — p @ (DrV) ()| gy

< C - 1it(R, 1,7, p, 6) (2R + 4||p|| v + 7) + 2l L Lornd)

mCrRA2Ipll | +3) tzrpd) | m(CrEEF2lp] prtlr|+3) Lo.rpd)
2 2

<
< m(Cr(2R +2|pllw + |7 +3),t, 2,7, p,0).

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 € (0,7), x € O,r € R, pe H', R € (||z]|g + 1,00) and all § € (0, 1]
it holds that

(3.222)
lim [sup{éﬁ’x’&h((ﬂ &), v,p, A+ aIHWgI#) — éﬁ,x,&,h((ﬂ £, v,p,A): a € (0, R), v e R,

N—o0
(1,6) €W, pe H', AcSym, h(1,§) <R, |Allp@m <R,
t=7|Vz =&l Vir—v[Vip—pllw <m(R Lz, p,0),

G sn((T,€),v,p, A) > —R}]
= lim [sup { ot (Ghova (1. €. V(R0 V(r, O+ v (DaV)(7,€), V(7€)

N—oo

(A+alamly) + (DaV)(r,€) @ p+ p& (DaV)(7,€) + v+ (DFV)(7,€))
— (v + 0h(r,€) - V(7,9)) = vk (Gitmann (1 . V(1. Q0 V(1. E)p
v (DaV)(7,€), V(7,€) - A+ (DaV)(,€) @ p+ p@ (DsV)(7,€) + v (DFV)(7,6))

(V+5h(7 g)) (T g)) Lo (O,R), ve Ra (7-7€> < I/Vu pe Hla A€ SH,H’7
h(r.€) < R, ||A||L(H,H’) SRt =7Viz =&lluViIr—v|Vip—plla < m(Rt,2.7,p,9),

ﬁ(Gﬁ,X,a,m((T’ ),V (r,o)r,V(r,&)p+r- (DgV)(7,8),V(1,&) - A+ (DgV)(1,§) ®@p
+p@ (DuV)(7.8) + 7 (DRV)(1,€)) = (r + 8h(r,€) - §V(r,€)) = —R}|

< lim |:SU.p {ﬁ (GE,X,&V}L((T’ 5)7 v, p, A+ QIHWZIIJ\;) - GE,X,&V}L((’R 5)7 v, p, A)) :

N—oo
o€ (O,CR'R), Ve ]R,, (7—75) € W 1Y € Hla A S SH,H’: h(va) S R7

[ ALy < Cr(2R +2pllar + |r[+3), [t =7V ||z = &llu V V(L 2)r — v
VIVt z)p+r- (DuV)( z) — pllw < m(Cr(2R + 2[|p|lar + || + 3).t, 2,7, p, 0),

Chown (76,00, A) = —Cr2R + 2|pllw + Ir| + 3) }
<0.

Obviously (3.222) then also holds for all t € (0,7), z € O, r € R, p€ H', R € (0,00) and all
d € (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 [, > n since otherwise
we can replace (3, by £, Vn. Now let ((tn,x), n, An), ((fn,ﬁrn),f’n,fln) e WxR x Spw,
n € N, be sequences satisfying that w — lim,, oo (t,, x,) € [0,T) x O, that lim,, (\/ﬁ e, —
Zollg) = 0, that lim, e (VB [tn — £a]) = 0, that lim, e (0n(A(te, 2,) + h(fn, 24))) = 0,
that 0 < limy, o0 (rn, — 7)) < sup,en(|7nl + 7)) < oo, and that for all R € (0,00), and all
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(2™ nen, BM)en € {2 € H: ||2||gz < R} it holds that

(3:223)  Tmsup (0, AWMy — (209, Ay ) < limsup 3]0 — 203

n—oo n—oo

To verify (3.179), we will apply assumption (3.199). For this we denote by ((tn, Xp), I, pn) €
W x R x H, by ((£.,%0),80,Pn,) € W x R x H', by A,,B,,A,,B, € Suw, and by
(T, Dns A n) € R x H' X Sy, n € N, the elements satisfying for all n € N that (tn,xn, r,) =
(tn, Tn, rnV (tn, xy,)), that (tn,xn,rn) (tns Zn, PV (tn, 2)), that B,, = A, that B, = An, and
that

(3.224) £ = (1 — )V (tn, ),

(3.225) Pn = nly (x, — 2,) V(ty, xn) + 10 (DaV)(tn, ),

(3.226) Pn = nly (2, — ) V(tn, &n) + 7 (DaV) (ty, 20),

(3.227) B = (rn — 72) (DEV) (tn, 20),

(3.228) A, =n(ly gxn — 1)) @ (DuV)(tn, zn) + (DuaV)(tn, z,) @ (nly (v, — &,))
+ 70 (DgV) (tn, Tn),

(3.229) A, = ?(IH (xn, —Ai"nA)) ® (DuV )(tn, Zn) + (DuV ) (tn, Zn) @ (nlu (2n — Tn))
+ 7T (D]I%IV)(tm Tn),

(3.230) A, = (ry — 1) (DEV) (tn, 20).

Moreover the assumption V' > 1 together with the fact that lim, oo (V7|20 — Znlla) +
lim,, e (VB |tn — tu]) = 0, the Lipschitz continuity of V with respect to the | - ||grxu-
norm on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,7) x O, and with the fact 0 < lim, o (r, — 7)) <
SUD,en (|rn] + ]f'n|) < oo then imply that

0< lim (r, —7,) inf  V(t )
n—00 (t,)e(0,T)xO

(3.231) < liminf ((r, — 2)V (tn, 2n) — P0(V (Eny &) — V(tn, 22)))
n—o0
= liminf (r,V(t,, z,) — an(fn,;f:n)) = lim inf (rn — f'n) < sup (|r,] + |F0])

= suﬂl\)I (\THHV(tn,xnﬂ + |anV(fn,:%n)]) < 0.
ne

Thus assumption (3.199) shows that

(3.232)
: Gifst.5,vh(En:Xn) Tn.pr,An+nBnV (bnxn)) Gy s vp(EnZn) #n.bn,An+nBnV (En.%n))
lim sup ( V (6n.xn) - V(tn,%n)
n—oo
S lim sup <G((tn@n){/f'auf’zv()*&an)‘X) ) .

n—oo
In addition, (3.209), (3.210), lim,_,e0 6, (A(tn, 2n) V h(tn, 2,)) = 0 the uniform continuity with
respect to the || - [|[gxz-norm of 2V and of V on R x H-bounded subsets of (0,7) x O, the
definition of é’, and lim,, oo 7y, — Tn > (0 hence imply that

(3.233) lim sup (éﬁ,x,an,h((tm T)s Ty 0 I (20 — 25),m Ay)

n—oo

Gl xsn vi(tnsn) 0P, A +nBRV (tn,@n ) — (P +0nh(tn,on) & V (tn,on)

= hmsup( S Vtmn)
n—oo

GH;’XV(;TLYVh((fn,fcn),i'n,f)n,AnJranV(fn,fen)) (Pn—0nh(tn,in)) 2V (in,in)
V (tn,dn)
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V(tn,zn) V(tn,xn) -

5 (A rn—Fn 9 nZn DV (b2 2 x
S hm Sup (G((tn@n):rn,pna(An‘X)|X) _ ( n )8tv(t ’ ) An <6€/‘(/£(zj;n;) 6%/‘(;(5?;’”7)1)>

n—oo

V(t CCn V(tnywn)

2 yIn An -f%n
— Guh(t, 2,) B (E,, 2 R)L>

el
= limsup (= )

n—oo

_|_

G((tmmn)v(rn*fn)V(tnwn):(Tn*fn)(DJHIV)(tn:xn),(Tn*fn)((Dﬁf/)(tnwn)\X)lx)) <0
V(tn,xn) —

as limy, o 7, — 7, > 0 and (1, —7,)V is by assumption for all n € N with r,, — 7, > 0 a classical
supersolution of (3.192). We can thus apply Corollary 3.6 to obtain that for all 7' € (0,7 it
holds that

I%lm 11&)1 hﬁ)l sup {ﬁl(t, x) —dy(t, 2): (t,x),(t,2) € W, t,t <T, h(t,z)V h(t,2) <R,
—00 T &

(3.234)
|z — 2|z <7, |t —1 ge} <0.

In the last step we need to show that (3.234) implies Theorem 3.8. Therefore, note that (3.205)
shows that for all R € (0,00) z, 2 € O and all ¢, £ € (0,T) with ||z||g < R, ||z — 2|z < R, and

. 1 1 .
with m — m 2 0 it holds that

w(t, ) — us(f, 2) < (v%i) (u (t, ) — us (i, j))) VO
ur(t, ) ug(t,2)  wi(t,x)  wuy(t,x)
(8:235) < Con Vit,z) V(Ez) Vo) V(i g:~)> Vo

< (Cm(ﬁl(t,as) (B, 8)) + (V(t}’j) _ V(tl’ @)) VO,

On the other hand, (3.205) implies that for all R € (0,00) , 2 € O and all ¢, t € (0,T) with
|z||g < R, ||z — &)z < R, and with > 0 it holds that

&:
V(t,x)

V(t T V(t z)

uy(t, x) —uy(t, ) < (

(3236) < OQR ( . ( + (;,HA?; _ U2<£, QA?)) vV 0

-
< (02R<a1<t,x> —a(f, 2)) + Csp V(tl, r) V(;, x))) v

Combining this inequalities yields then that for all Re (0,00) z, 2 € Oandallt e (0,T)
with ||z||g < R and with ||z — Z||g < R it holds that

1 1
— — V0.
Vit,z) V(¢ 2) )

Finally we obtain with (3.234), (3.237), and with the fact that { is uniformly continuous with

respect to the || - |gxm-norm on R x H-bounded subsets of (0, T) x O that for all R, R € (0, c0)
and all 7" € (0,7") it holds that

(3.238)

(3.237) uy(t, z) — ug(t, &) < <Cgé(a1(t, x) — 1yt 2)) + Cyp

11{61 11{61 sup {ul(t,x) —uy(t,#): (t, ), (t,2) € W, t,t < T, h(t,z) Vv h(t,2) <R,

el < R, o —dlln <7, |t =4 < }
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1 1

V(t,x) V()

< 17%11;{8811]9{( Lt (t, @) — da(t,2)) + Cyp

>; (t,2), (£.2) € W,

@F)

< T, h(t,2) Vh(E2) <R, ||y <R, |lo —illg <7 |t—ﬂ§5}v0

< (Cm lgiglgfgsup {ﬁl(t,x) —dy(t,#): (t,x),(L,2) € W, t,t <T, h(t,x)V h(t,#) <R,

lallu < R, o —dllw <7, |t =4 < }

1 1 ~ I N
+ C, 5 lim lim su - — (o), (t,z)e W, t,t<T, h(t,z)Vh(t,z) < R,
salimlimsp { oo = o (). 4.0 (t.0) V h(f.2) <
follr < . o= alln <7, 1t~ < }) vo
<0.
This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.8. U

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 [1] (which assumed finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces
and classical viscosity solutions).

Corollary 3.9 (Uniqueness of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov type equations). Let T, 6 €
(0,00), let U = (U, (-, )u, | - lv) and H = (H, (-, "), || - |la) be real separable Hilbert spaces,
let ' = (H',|| - ||u’) be the dual space, let (e;)ien € H be an orthonormal basis of H, let
AN = (—00,0) be a function with lim,_,oo A\, = —00, let A: D(A) C H — H be the linear
operator such that D(A) = {x € H: Y 07 |A\{en, 2)u|* < 0o} and such that for all x € D(A)
it holds that Av = > 07 Ap(en, x) ey, let H, = (Hy, (-, )m | - |g,), 7 € R, be a family of
interpolation spaces associated to —A, (see e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [15]), and let

= (H,|| - llm), r € R, be the corresponding dual spaces. By abuse of notation we will
also denote by A and by || - |u,., v € R, the extended functions A: -, H-; — U~ H-; and

| e, Ujey Hoi — [0,00], r € R satisfying for allr € R, x € H,, and all y € \J;-, H_; that

lylle, ifz € H,
(3.239) Iyl {OO o
and that
(3.240) (A(@) =y) & {msup{[AE) —ylla._,: £ € D(A), [lz —¢&lln. < e} =0),

let O C H be an open and convex set, let O,,0; C O, n € N be the sets satisfying for

all n € N that O, = {z € O: distg(z, H\O) > % and ||z|,; < n}, and that O = O\O,, let

¢ € Crxu((0,7) x O,R), let K:[0,00) — (0,00) be increasing, let w: [0,00) — [0,00) satisfy

that limgow(x) = 0 and that sup,cp o) w(r) < 00, let ay, az, B1, B2 € (0,00), ¥ € [1/2,00),
€ (—=1/2,0], letv: (0,T)x0O =R, F: (0,T)x0O — H_q, and let B: [0,T] xO — HS(U,H,)

satisfy that for all t,t € (0,T) and all x,% € Hayy it holds that

(3.241)  F (o), < K(llzlla,),  1BE ) |laswm,y < K(llela), ot 2)] < K(l|lz]x)

(3'242) HF(t x)HHﬁ 1/2 < K(HxHH)(HxHhﬁan a1 + 1)
(3243) || B(t, ) lErswm,) < K(||IHH)(Hfff||Hﬁ+1/2 o T
(3:240) |F(t,2) = FE ) 1o < Kzl V 16l — 2l e ., + 1t — ),
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(3245) ||B(t,2) — B, )|l aswm < K(lzla Vl2la) (e — 2l ., + 1t =),
(3.246)  |v(t,2) —v(t,2)| < K(llzlF, v 2lZ,) - (e =2l , +wlle =2, , + 1t =),

let || - || pqm,mry: L(H,H) — [0,00] and || - || g, m_,y: L(H,H) — [0, 00] be the extended norms
satisfying for all C e L(H,H) that

B z, CY) o
(3.247) ' Clle@.e ) = ICll L@ m) = sup K. Oy)sr] |,
x,yEH\{O} ||x||Hﬁ||y||Hm

and let V € CH(0, (1,00)), satisfy that DV : H — L(H,H') is uniformly continuous with
respect to the || - ||m and the || - ||, m)-norm on all H-bounded subsets of O, that for all

(t,z) € (0,T) x O N Hyy it holds that
o(t,2) V() + (F(t) + A@), (DaV) (@)
(3.248) (Bt ), 5 (DA V) (@) Bt 2)) sqossey < 0- V().

that for all x, © € Hayy it holds that

(3.249)
L' (DuV)(x)  Iy'(DuV)(2) 2 112 112 112
V@ V@ g < K(llxllar, v ll2ll,) (e = 207, , +wllz =2, ,),
(3.250)
Iy (DaV)(z) _ I3 (DuV)(2) ) A
- - < K(llwlla vAllzlla) - Nl =2,
V(x) V(2) H_, /
(3.251)
115" (DeV) ()|, < K(llella),
and that
(3:252) [0V @), , < K (el
Then there exists at most one with respect to the || - ||rxz-norm continuous function u: [0,T] x

O — R which is bounded on H-bounded subsets of (0,T) x O, which fulfills for all R, R € (0, o0)
that

N ; ool e OalR,
lq}ﬂ)llgﬂ)lsulj {u(t,x) —(t,Z): z,& € HyyNO, t, t€(0,7T), oY e S R,

(3.253)
z||lm < R: |z —2||g <, tvi< g} =0,
which fulfills 1imy, o SUP(; 2)e 0,770 % = 0, and which fulfills that u|omrxo 5 a viscosity

solution of
Su(t,x) —v(t,z)ult,z) — (F(t,z) + A(z), (Dgu)(t, >HH,
- <B(tax>7[ﬁﬂl(<Dﬂ2{ U)(t, 33') B( ) )|H19>HS([U,H19) =0
for (t,z) € (0,T) x O relative to ((0,T) x O > (t,z) — [|z|3, € RU{co}, R x H,R x Hy).

PROOF OF COROLLARY 3.9. First denote for every N € N by Vy = spang({e1,....,en})
the linear span of the first NV basis vectors, by W C (0,7) x O the set satisfying that W =
(0,T)x (H29NO), by G: WxRx H' xSy, 5, — R the function satisfying for all ((¢,z),r,p, C) €
W x Rx H' x SH»&,H% that

(3.255) G((t,x),r,p,C) =v(t,z)r + (F(t,z) + A(zx), )HH, + (B(t, ), ]]}EJC B(t,x)) gsw,my),
by V: [0,7] x O — (1,00) the function satisfying for all (¢,z) € [0,7] x O that
(3.256) V(t,z)=e" V(z),

(3.254)
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and by h: [0,7] x O — R U {oo} the function satisfying for all ¢ € [0,7] and all = € O that

(3.257) it z) = N7l
V(t,x)
Note that we obtain for all (¢,z) € W that
(3.258)
By v (Da, (Vhlgxa,))(t,2)) =2 By g (Inyz) =2+ By g (Hy 3y — (y,2)n, € R)

— 2. By (Hy 3y = (y, (— A)” b €R) =2 [u((—A)*x).

In addition, the assumption that D4 V: H — L(H,H’) is uniformly continuous with respect
to the || - ||lm and the || - || g(m, m)-norm on H-bounded subsets of O implies that D V: H —
L(H,H') is also uniformly continuous with respect to the || - || and the || - || (m)-norm on
H-bounded subsets of O and therefore V' is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the || - ||g-
norm on H-bounded subsets of O. Moreover, for all x € Hy and all xy € Hyy it holds that
=13, = llwollz, + 2(x0, 2 — wo)m, + (¥ — z0, 2 — w0y, > llzolly, + 2(Lu, (x0), ® — 20) 1y m,-
This shows that {y € Hy: (JE_|l - If,)(y) # 0} = {y € Hy: In,(y) € D(Em,m)} = Ha.
Combining this with (3.258) yields that {z € (0,7) x (O N Hy): (Drxu,(hV |rxa,))(2) €
D(ERrxw, Rxw), (Jﬁ_(hf/))(z) # (0} = W and this together with Proposition 2.15 implies that
{Z c (O,T) X (O N Hﬁ): (DIR,XHﬁ(h|R><Hﬂ))(Z) € D<EIR><H:9,R><H’)7 (J[%Lih)(Z) 7£ @} = W. Next
let uy,uy: [0,7] x O — R be two with respect to the || - [|[rxg-norm continuous functions such
that w;, us are bounded on R x H-bounded subsets of [0, 7] x O, such that for all R, R € (0, c0)
and 7 € {1,2} it holds that

lim lim sup {ui(t,x) —(t,#): 2,2 € HyyNO, t,t €(0,T), lelry Y Ll <R,

rl0 &0 ( ) ( )
(3.259)

el < R, o —dlla <7, tvi< } o
W = 0 and such that u; | rxo and us|r)xo are

viscosity solutions of (3.254) relative to (hV,R x H,R x Hy), let Z C N, and let (&;);ez be an
orthonormal basis of U. We show Corollary 3.9 by applying Theorem 3.8 with X <— H and
with V < V. Note that we have for all x € H that

(3.260)

(—A)wlﬁj((H Sy —(x,y)g € IR)|H§) = (—A)w[ﬁﬂ1 (Hﬁ Sy — <(—A)_279:v,y)Hﬁ € lR) =z
:Iﬁl(H Sy — (z,y)y € IR)
and from this it follows that for all (¢,2) € W and all C' € L(H, H’) it holds that

<B(t, 95)7 Iﬁ;«CB(t» ZE) >HS (U,Hy) Z <B t r e,, ;((CB(t’ $)éi)|H0)>H19

such that lim,, e SUPy 2y (0,1)x0¢

= S (=AY B(t, 2)é, (~A) I (CB(t,2)&)|m,) )y
(3.261) <
= Z <B(t, x)é;, <—A)2ﬂ]ﬁ;((03(tv z)éi)|Hﬂ)>H
= Z (t,2)é;, Ig' CB(t, x)é;)y = (B(t, x), Iz CB(t, ©)) gs,m)-

Furthermore, observe that for all € € (0, 00) there exist an M. € R such that for all z € Hyy it
holds that

(3.262) [l ooy VNl g, V2l < elllim,, + Mell]a
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and that
(3.263) lelttossan V 2ligssye s, V ety < ellalligy o + Mol

In addition we get from (3.258), (3.242), the monotonicity of K, and from (3.263) that for all
(t,z) € W and all R,e,0 € (0,00) with ||z||g < R it holds that

(F(t,) + Al), 6 By, s (D, (Vs ) (t, )
2(F(t,x) + A(x), 0l (— A" (2)) .1

= 2(F(t,2),6(=A)* (@) + 2(A(), 6(=A)* (2))

< 201 F(t @)1y o Nl s — 20012015,

< 26 (K(R) - (allay, o o, + Vel = 2l )
<26 (K(R) - @l + Mo - Jalln + Vlalln,,.p, — N2l ,)
< 26 (K(R) (M. - R+1)|2lln,,,, — (1 == KRl , ) -

Moreover, it follows from (3.257), (3.243), the monotonicity of K, (3.263), and from the fact that
for all a,b € R it holds that (a + b)? < 2a* + 2b* that for all (¢,z) € W and all R,¢,6 € (0, 00)
with ||z||g < R it holds that

(3.265)
(Bt @), 015, (Dj, (hV)(t,2)) B(t, ) nsway) = (B(t, @), 61y, 21, B(t,2)) rswie,)
=20 ||B(t7$)||§15(U,H19) < 25K(R)(||95||§{19+1/2_61 +1)
<20 K(R) (Ve lleliy + Mz llellm)? +1) <20 K(R)(2¢ 2, ,, , +2M7 - ll=llf +1)
< 20 K(R)(2¢ |l|%,,, , +2MJz - B* +1).

(3.264)

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)? < 2a® + 2b* imply that for all (t,z) € W, R,e € (0,00), p € H',
and all C' € Sy with ||z||g V ||plla V ||C|learmy < R it holds that

<F(t, x)+ A(x),p>H7H, + <B(t, x), Iﬁﬁl((CB(t, x))|Hﬂ)>HS(U’Hﬁ)
= <F(t, x)+ A(a:),p> + <B(t, x), [ﬁlCB(t,:c»HS(U’H)
< (1)l + 2l ) ol + 1B 2) s wm 1Ol
< Gup(M N Dl s+ 500l ) - R

H,H'

+ sgﬂg(lknl‘”)HB(t, ) s, - B

< (sup (Il ) K (R) (12l 1,4, 5oy + 1)+ Sgﬂg(lknlm_ﬁ) 2 pj0) - B

(3.266) e . ,
+sup (A K (B) (2, +1) - B
< (up(Aa > VK (R) el s + Mellllin + 1) + sup(al ™) Nzl ) - R

+ Sgﬂg(lknl_w)K(R)((\/EIICL’HHM/Q +Mgleln)’ +1)- R

< llery . 12 Sgg(lAnII/Q_”)(€ K(R) +1) +sup(|A,|"*™") K(R) - R(M. R+ 1)

nelN

—29 2 2 p2
+7SLEH1\)I(|)\H| ) K(R) - R (2|, , +2Mz R°+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)? < 2a* + 2b* that for all (t,z) € W and all R,e,6 € (0,00), r € R
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with ||z||g V |r| < R it holds that
v(t,z)(r +dllzll,) < K(R) (R+6(Velallay,.,. + Mzlzln))
< K(R) (R+2¢-0||l,,, , +20 MzR?).

Combining now (3.264), (3.265), (3.266), (3.267) yields that for all (¢,z) € W, R,e,0 € (0, 00),
r,Ki,Ky, Ks € R, p e H', and all C' € Sy with

K, =86 K(R) + 2sup(|\,| ") K(R) - R,
nelN

(3.267)

(3.268) Ky =25 K(R) (M. - R+ 1) +sup(|]\,|Y*) - R (e K(R) + 1),
K3 =26 K(R) (2M?2; - R* + 1) + sup(|A,|*"")K(R) - (M.R + 1)
neN

+sup(|Aa| ") K(R) - R (2M2R?> + 1) + K(R)(R + 20M>_R?),

neN
with § — eK; > 0, and with ||z||g V |r| V ||p|a V ||C||c@my < R it holds that
(3269) G, o ((t2)7p,C) = G(t2),r + Slalfd p + 0Ti(—A)2), (Clir, ), + O15s,)

= v(t, ) (r +dlz||,) + (F(t,x) + A(z), p + 6 Lu((—A)*z))

+ (B(t, x), Iy, ((C B(t, )| m, + 61, B(t, ©))) wsqumy)
— |3, ., ,(20 — e(20 K(R) + 40 K(R) + 2 su§(|>\n|_2”9) K(R)-R+25K(R)))

H.H

+ |2l a1y, (20 K(R) (M- - R+ 1) + sup(|A,[/*77) (e K(R) + R))
+26 K(R) (2M?; - R* + 1) + sup(|Aa|"* ") K(R) - (M.R + 1)
nelN

+sup(|Aa| ™) K(R) - R(2M2R* + 1) + K(R)(R + 20 M2R?)

nelN

< =l . (20 = eF) + |2l - Ko + Ky
K2
< =0zl — O =KDl + 5t5im) + moim + Ks
K2
S o (5||:B||?{19+1/2 + 45—426K1 + K3‘

Therefore we derive that for all R,§ € (0,00) there exist an Lrs € (0,00) such that for all
(t,z) e W,r e R, pe H',and all C' € Syw with ||z||z V|r|V ||p|la V||C|lL@m) < R and with

+ .
GHH (Wh(( ,x),r,p,C) > —R it holds that
(3270) ||ZL’||19+1/2 S LR,(S‘

Moreover, we get from (3.261), (3.242), and from (3.243) that for all (t,z) € W, r € R,
o€ (0,00) D, q € HI, C, ¢e SHJHV with ||C - Q:”L(H,H/) V ||p — QHH/ S ¢ it holds that

G, 5 (62),7.0,C) = Gl o0, (8 2),7,q, @)
< [(F(t, ) + A@),p — @y | + (B(t, 2), Iz, (C = €) B(t,2))|n,)) nsw)]

<lp—alwllFt2) |+ lp — dla | A@)llz + (B¢, 2), Iy (C = €) B(¢, 2)) nswm]
<el|lF(ta)llu +ellzllm +I1C — Ellpem I B @) aswm

3.271) < e(sup(MaE (W 2)l,y +sup(INal 2 21,y
nelN nelN
+ Sgﬂg(lknlw)HB(t, )\ s w.my))
< e(K(|Jz|ln) sgg(lknll/”)(HxHHﬁH/Q_al +1)+ Sgﬂg(!kn\”w)H:cHHMQ

+ K(||zllm) itelg(lknfw)(l +1)).

2l s
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Thus (3.270), (3.271), and the monotonicity of K show that for all §, R € (0, 00) it holds that
(3.272)

lin [sup{|Gf 5 (£2). 79, C) = Gl o, (), 720, )]s (2) €W, 7 € R,

p,q € H/J C7 ¢e SH,H'? max{h(t,x), ||$HH7 ’T|7 ||p||H/7 ||C||L(H»H,)} S R7

Ip—alli <&, IC = €l <& G s (L2),7p,C) = —RY]

< lim [Sup{ (e sup(|An 2 g 12 +1)+Sg}g(\knlm’ﬁ)Hl‘HHM/Q

+ K([lz]m) Sgg(\AnI NNl e, 1) (La) €W,

HSCHHIHU2 < Lps, ||z|lg < R}}

9+1/2

< lim [=sup {K(R) sup(IAl ) (sup (0l ~™) - [l 0 + 1) + sup(Al ) ] 1
el0 nelN nelN nelN
+ K (R) sup(|Aa| ™) (sup(|Xa ") l2]1F,.,, , +1): (t2) € W,
nelN neN

lalliy.e < Lis: | = 0.

which implies (3.194). Analogously it follows (3.195). Next fix R € (0,00), t € (0,7), z € O,
r € R, p € H, and § € (0,1] and denote by M € (0,00) the value satisfying that M =
(Nzllz Vv Ir] vV lpllar vV |Cll oy V R) + 1. In addition, let (7n,&{n)vexn € W, be a sequence
satisfying for all N € N that [|{n||m,,,,, < Lus, that ||z — Eyl|p < disty(x, H\O)/2, and that

]\}E%O(B(TNy En), W‘I;;’_B(TN7 EN)) HS(UH)

(3273) = lim sup [Sup{<B(T7 £)a7T\I/1';]-B<T7 §)>HS(U,H): (T7 5) ew, ||£||H19+1/2 < LM,(S?

N—o0
|z — €&|| i < distu(z, H\O)/2].

Then it follows from the fact that Hyi /2 is compactly embedded in H;/,_g, that the set
{y € O Wllag,re < Lars, llz —yllg < distg(z, H\O)/2} is compact with respect to the
| I, ,_,,-norm and therefore there exist a subsequence (7n,,&n;)ien € (7w, &{n)ven and a

(7,€) € [0,T] x O satisfying that lim;_,« || (T, — 7, En, — é)HRxHUQ-gz = 0. Thus, we have with
(3.257), (3.270), (3.261), (3.273), and with (3.245) that

(3.274)
A}l_f}ll [sup{GHH 5Vh((7', &), v, p,C’—i—a[HWgﬁ) GHEH M/h((T, &),v,p,0): a e (0,R),
IS Ra (Ta 5) € VV, 1Y € H/a C € SH,H’a h(7—7 5) S Ra ||C||L(H,H’) S R7
t=7IVilz=E&luaVIr—vIVip—plla < (dista(z, H\O)/2) V1,
G, 57 (T:6),v,0,C) > —R}]
< limsup [sup{(B(7,¢), alg, ((Tamy, B(7,¢))|n,)) msw,): « € (0,R), (1,€) € W,

N—oo

Iz — €l < (dista(z, H\O)/2), [|€llo41/2 < Lass]
< Rlimsup [sup{(B(7,8), 7y, B(m.))nswmy: (7.6) €W, ||z — |ln < distu(z, H\O)/2,

1€ 12 < Loas)
= RA;LIHOJB(TN,SN), VLB(TN; fN))HS v = R hm <B(TNi7§N¢)7 W\Ijﬁ_B(TngNi»HS(UH)

= R lim ((B(TN“ fNZ.),W‘I%_ (B(7n;,€n,) — B(7,2))) mswn)

1—00
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+(B(Tn;,éN,), T VJ- B(7, )>HS(IU]HI)>

< Rzli\lgo (HB(TNugNi) - (T7‘7:)”HS(U7H)||7T‘I}I]#_B(TNN£Ni)

1B, vl msmllmity BE Dllrswm )

gy | =0,

= lim | R ( > II[B(ﬁfE)]*GjII%z) I1B(7w;,€n;)

1—00 )
J=N;+1

which implies (3.196). Analogously it follows (3.197). To this end we now verify (3.199). For
this l~€t 5n € (07 1]7 ((tna l’n), Tny Pns Cm Q:n>7 ((fna jjn)a fnaﬁm Cna Q:n) € W xR x Hl X SH,H’ X SH,H’;
(Pn, Cn) € H' x Sgwr, n € N, satisfy that w — lim,, oo (£, z,,) € [0,T") x O, that

(3.275) lim (Vn|lwn — @llm) + lim (Vo lt, —£,]) =0
n—00 n—00

(3.276) 6, = inf ({5 € (Yn00): (K1) + 4 +1<(( sup wim ™))+ n—l/Q)‘l/Q} U {1}),

men,00)

(3.277) Jim (6 (h(tn, 2) V h(ty, 2,)) =0 < hggolf( — ) < ;“;25('7”“‘ + |Fu]) < 00,
(3.278) pn = nly (zn — Tn) V(tn, ) + 70 (DaV)(tn, ),

(3.279) pn = nly (xn — Tn) V(En, Zn) + o (DaV)(En, &),

(3.280) pp = (rn — 7n) (DaV)(tn, T2),

Pn
Cly = (I (20 — 22)) @ (DaV ) (bs ) + (DaV) by ) @ (n (0 — 30))
+ 70 (DAV) (t, ),
Cp = n(Ig (x, — #,)) @ (DaV)(En, &n) + (DaV)(En, #0) @ (0l (2, — &)
+ 7 (DEV) (E0, 2,
(3.283) Cp = (1 — 70) (DEV ) (tn, 20),
and that for all R € (0,00), and for all (2(),ex, (2™)en C {2z € H: ||z|l# < R} it holds that

(3.281)

(3.282)

(3.284) lim sup <<z(”), €z g g — (2, @né(")>H7H/> < lim sup 3||2™ — 2%,

n—oo n—00
First note, that the fact that (z,)nen and (Z,)nen are weakly convergent, the fact that

limy, e (V0 |ty —tn|) = limy oo (V72 ||l 20 —Enllr) = 0, and the fact that sup, ey (|7n]+|7n]) < 00
imply that there exists a R € (0, 00) such that for all n € N it holds that

(3.285) allir Vs V 17l V17l V (Vi = al) V (V20 = ll) < B

Furthermore, it follows from the monotonicity of K and from (3.276) that for all n € N with
On(llznll, V lZnll,) < 1 and with 6, < 1 it holds that

(3.286)
~ 2 A
((K(Han%ﬁ Vzal,))” v Kzl V2,

V(B (lzallzr, Vlldnllz, ) (llE, v Hf?nlﬁzﬂ))) ln = 2all, , +w(llzn = 2allz, ,)
< (K + 5+ 1) - ((sup w(m™)) +n™)7 - (( sup w(m™)) +n=7)7

me[n,00) men,o0)
) <Hxn - fin”%{l/2 + ( st )w(m_l/“)) + ( sEp )w(m)) |z, — i’nH?{m)
me|n,o0 me|0,00

< =l (s ™V (sup aolm) -0~ 2l

me[n,00) me|[0,00)
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that

K (llzallz, v llallZ,)

(3.287) < (K(E)P+ & +1)-(( sup wlm™) + 07 ((sup w(m™") +n~"2) "

me[n,oo) me[n,00)
<n'*,
and that
E(lzallzr, V 1all,) - (len = 2allf, , + wlllzn = @l , + 10— )
(3.288) < (0|, — inH%{l/Q +(( sup w(m™ N4 ( sup w(m))

me[n,o0) me[0,00)

2 (|2 — :en||§ll/2 + [t — a]?)).

In addition we get with (3.241), the monotonicity of K, and the fact that lim,_c (6, (h(t,, z2)V
h(tn, &n)) = 0 that

(3.289)
lim sup (5n(v(tn, T )Wty )0 (L, ) WL, :i'n))) < K(R) limsup (5n(h(tn,mn)+h(fn, i’n))) = 0.

Moreover, combining (3.264) and (3.265) together with the fact that lim, . 6, = 0, and the
fact that V > 1, yields for all € € (0, -2+ ) that

» 3K(R)

(3.290)

‘ (F(tn,n)+A@n) 00 By g (Dig (VAR 1)) (bns®n))) pr, g

lim sup ( O

n—oo ot
<B(tn7$n)76"1ﬁﬁl ((D]I?illg (hv))(t"’x") B(tn’xn)) >HS(1U,H79)
_'_ V(tnﬂ:n) >

) —(1-3¢ K(R))|\zn||§lﬁ+1/2+K(R) (M5~R+1)H$n||H,l9+1/2 K(R) (2M%.R2+1)

= hfznjogp (2(571 V (tn,@n) 20, V (tn.n) )
2

. . (25” —(1—3EK(R))(”xn”Hﬁ_,'_l/Q_K(R)‘%) Lo, (K(R))z%JrK(R) (2M\2/E.R2+1))

V (tn,xn) V(tn,zn)

n—oo

"4(1—3¢ K(R))
V (tn,zn)

K(R))2--MeB+D2 L peopy opr2 g2
< hmsup(%n( ) e +)>=0.

n—oo

Analogously it follow that

. <F(£n»in)+A(§3n)75nEﬂf VH/((DH,LQ(Vh|]R4><H19))(£n7£”))>H,H/
lim sup ( e T
(3.291) e

(Blin#n) bnli (D2 (V) (Ensien) Blin i) ) )
V (tn.in)

HS(lU,]HI,g)) <0.

In addition, we get from V > 1 (3.241), (3.246), (3.285), and from the monotonicity of K that
for all n € N it holds that

~

U(tnytn) ). (EnEn) & (tn,zn) (7“ 7 )
V(tn,zn) ™ V(tn,in) ™ V(tn,zn) N ™ n

V(tn,Tn)—V(En,En) A YA \n 1 1
< Vitnan) 7 + ”(tn’xn)rn(f/(tn,xn) o V(fn,;en))‘
(3.292) < ‘v(tn,xn) _ U(£n7j7n)| . |7A’n| + |fn| |U(£n, i"n)| . ‘V(fn,in)—f/(tn,mn)

V (bnin)-V (tn,xn)
< K(ll=lf, v 2%,) - (o =21, , +olle =2, , + 1t =) R
+ R K(R) |V (0, &0) — Vtn, z0)|.
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Moreover, the definition of (p,)nen and (Pn)nen, (3.256), (3.249), (3.252), and (3.285) implies
that for all n € N it holds that

(3293) (A(zn)7pn>H’H/ <A(i”)7ﬁ"l>H,H’ <A(37n)7ﬁn>HyH/

V(tn,wn) V(fn,;%n) V(tn,zn)

B . o . A ) 7 (D V) (tn )
= (A(zn),nluy(zy — &) ) — (A(Z,), nly(xy — 20)) g + <A<In)a V (b ) >H7H,
_{A(z,), I BaVndn)\ (rn=7n) (DV)(tn;n)
<A(x”)’ V (i) >H,H/ <A(x")’ V(tn,zn) >H,H’
) . o\ P (DEV)(En

Pn (DuV)(zn P (DuV)(En
+<A(a:n), (DgV)(@n) _ 7n (DuV)( )>HH’

V(zn) V(jn)

[l 15" (DuV) (@)l

< —nllz, — inH%{uz + [lzn — iﬁ"HHl/? ’ [V (2n)]
A (DuV)(zn)  (DaV)(Zn)
+ Pl lnll | =5 VGn) g,
< —nflzn = Eally, , + B K@) len = 2allm, .

+ R K(||zallfr, VEall,) - Nzallm (len = 2allF, , +w(lan = 2allF, ,))-
Furthermore, we obtain from the definition of (p,)nen and (Pn)nen, and from (3.256) that for
all n € N it holds that
(3.294)

(F(tn,20), ayirar AF (@), Doy F (s To)s Do) g g

V(tn, Tn) V(t, i) V(tn, Tn)
= <F(tn,1‘n),nIH(iUn - an)>HH/ - <F(fn,i'n),nfﬂ($n - if?n)>HH/
nDth7n YA AnDVtAnaAn
b (Bt ), )y (g, 5, D) )
V(tnyz,) /o V(in &) o

(P, GO )y

= (F(tn, ) = Flin, &), 100 = &) + (F(tn, 7). " (gﬁngn))m) T (1;};2)@”) »

4 <F(tn, ) — F(ty, &), %>H,H’

<n||F(tn, xn) — F(gnai'n)HH_uz s — ﬁjnHHuz

7l 17" (DY) (@0) |11,

+ HF(tmxn) - F(gnajn)|’H_1/2 )

V()]
e[S - S

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 € € (0, 00) that

<F<tnaxn)7pn>H,H’ _ <F<£n7i.n)7ﬁn>H,H’ _ <F<tn7‘rn)7ﬁn>H,H’

V(tn, ) V(tn, @) V(tn, )

<nK(R)(||z, — f’%nHHl/zﬂ12 + [tn — fnl) N, — :i‘n||H1/2
+R-K(R)- K(|&nll%,) (1o = Zallm, o, + [tn = ta])

+ R (K (llzallf, VA 2all7,))* (e = 2allk, , + wllzn — 2all,,,))
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(3.295) <nK(R) (ellzn = Zall, , + Melln = Zaller + [tn — Eal) - 120 — Zall i,
+R-K(R)- K(|&nll,) (llan — Enlla, , + M |20 — @nlla + [tn — )
+ R (K (lleallzg, VIEallE,)? (ln = 2allF, , +wllzn — 2l ,))
<nK(R) (ellzn = Zall, p + Melln = Zallir + [tn = Ea]) - 20 — Zall i,
+R-K(R)-n"" (e]|xp — &nlla,,, + (M +1) 2L)
+ R (K ([leallig, V&) (120 = 2allF, , +wllzn = 2all, ,))

Moreover, it follows from (3.256) and from V' > 1 that for all (¢,z) € (0,7) x O it holds that

V(t,z) > 1 and thus we get from (3.261) that for all n € N it holds that

(Bl(tn, zn), I, (((Cr — C) Bltn, wn))|u,) >HS(U,H,9)

(3.296) _
V(tn, )
B <B<£n7 jn); I]I-Eﬁl ((CA’TL B(ﬂ’w i‘n)) |H19) >HS(U,H19)
V(tn, i)
_ (B(tn, ), Iy (Cr — én) B(tn, Tn)) Hs,m) _ <B(£n,i'n),[ﬁlén B(fn,ii“n»HS(lU,H)
f/(tn, Tn) V(fn, )
_ (B(tn, a), <_A)_2nlﬁ1(0n - én) B(t,, xn)>HS(U7H~)
V(tn, Tp)
_ <B(£n7 i'n)7 (_A)_inﬁlén B(fnu i'n»HS(U,HN)
V(t, )
= <B(tn, Tp), (—A)Z“IH1< - Cn _ = AOnA — = Cn ) B(ty, SL‘n)>
V(tn, xn) V(tna xn) V(tn7 mn) HS(U,HK)
N (Bltn,@n) = Bli, &), (—A) I Co (B(tw, ) + B, #0))) s,
V(tn, i)
< 1B s[5 (57 = 5~ 70 )
V<tn7 In) V(tna xn) V(tnu xn) L(HK,H_,{)

+ |B(tn, @n) — Bln, &)l sl 1" Coll po s
: (HB(tnafL‘n)HHS(U,HH) + ||B(tn,55n)||HS(U,HH))-

In addition the definition of C,, n € N, (3.256), (3.247), (3.251), and (3.285) imply that for all
n € N it holds that

(3297)  |g'Collpa, i)
= | Ig" (n(Tx (20 — £0)) ® (DaV)(En, &) + (D V) (En, 20) @ (0l (T — E0))
+ 7 (DFV) (s ) || g
115" (n(Tsx (20 — &0)) @ (DaV) (@) | Lm0
+ | I (DuV) (@0) © (0l (20— #0)) ) £m ) + 170 I (DFV) (@) | Lo
N2y — i, )i - (Ig' (DeV)(@n), y) o] n

IN

= sup
z,yeH\{0} || 22, M|y e
~ -1 ~
n{x, — Tn, ) g - (Ig (DaV ) (Z,), ) g N )
sup 4 Jor Ay (DaV)En)- 001l o ot (D2 () sy
z,ycH\{0} ||93||Hn|’y\|Hn

= 20|20 — Tulla_, - Mg (DeV) (@a)lla, + |7al - [(DEV)(@0) | )
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< 2n(8u§ Vi) 2 |2 = 2, - K (R) + R|(DEV) () | 2ot
me

and the definition of C,, C,, and of C,,, n € N, (3.256), (3.250), (3.285), (3.262), and imply
that for all n € N and all € € (0, 00) it holds that

(3.298)

I_l Cn . én . én
TVt zn) Vi 2a)  Vitn, z,)

A~ D ‘N/ nyTn D V n,Tn ko
= |7z (n(Jx (20 — 30)) @ ¢ %l(,tmn) ) 4! %l(l ) ) ® (nly (2 — &)

L(H,,H_)

(DY)t )
V(tn,xn)
(D2 (Ensin) o\ (D2 (tnsan)

~Tn g(fmicn) — (rn = 7n) g(tn,xn) )HL(HN,H_H)

= |1 (s 200y @ (L1250 — st

(DuV)(zn) (DuV)(@n) S o ((DEV)(zn)  (DEV)(En)
(O - B ) @ (nf (e — ) ) + 7 (B — By ))H £ H)

1 o -1 in Tn 2V (Zn
R ) wH +lal - 1525 = ST s

D2V )(&n
<2nlr —x,llg_, - K(R) ||z, — anHl/g + R H V(:vn o) L V(&n) )HL (H,.,H.,)

<2vn(e - vVnllzn = Tnllm,,, + Mo - Vnllzn, —@nllg) - K(R) |20 — 2nllm, ,
In 2 én
+R ” (DEV)(xn)  (DEV)(@n)

+ 7

A (DaV)(Ens@n) _ (DuV)(En,én) o
- n(IH (In - l’n» ® g(tn Zn) g(tn &) ® <nIH (l’n - In))

< 2nljx = xnlln,

Vian) VEn) ||L(HK,H;)
<2enK(R)- |z, — i'nH%{l +2VnR- K(R) M. ||z, — '%nHH1/2

Tn 2 ﬂcn
+R” DV‘(/:;:)E ) (Dv‘(/ ||L (H,,H. )

Moreover, (3.245), (3.285), the monotonicity of K, and (3.262) yield that for all £ € (0, c0) and
all n € N it holds that

||B<tn7~rn) - B(fn7i'n>||HS(U,HK) S (Sup 1/\)\m|)1/2+ﬁ||B(tn’xn> - B<£m C(A;n)||H,S'([U,]I-]I)

< K(R) - (sup }/isn )5 (|2 — Zallmy s, + [tn = Eal)
me

(3.299) e ) ) )
< K(R)- (sul]lo\I /1Aml) (ellzn = Tnlln,,, + Mcl|Tn — Zallg + [tn — tn])
me

< K(R) - (sup Yixnl) (e |2 — @nlla, + Mo - 25+ [t — 10]).

melN

Hence we obtain from (3.241), (3.296), (3.297), (3.298), and from (3.299) that for all n € N
and all € € (0, 00) it holds that

<B(tm Tn), Iﬁﬁl (((Cn - én) B(tn, -’En))|Ho) >HS(1U,H,9)
V(tn, )
(Bltns @), Iig, ((Co BlEns @) 1,)) sy
V(tn, &)
< (K(R)? (20llen = dull . - K(R) llea = dulla,, + B[ Z05 = 25| )
+2(K(R))? - (sup Yiul) | = &l o,

meN

(205D Yina) ¥ N =l K (R) + RIDRV) @) )
me

(3.300)
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and that
<B(tn, Tn), Iﬁj(((Cn - C'n) B(tn, $n>>|Hﬁ)>HS(U,H79)
V(tn, xn)
B (B(tn, ), Iy, ((C B(tw, )l1,)) s,
V(tn, &)
(3.301) < (K(R))*(2en K(R) - ||zn — @l , + 2V R - K(R) M: ||, — ol ,
+ R P — Cs s, )

+ Q(K(R)) : (Su% 1/|>\m‘)1/2+ﬁ( Hxn - ‘@nHHl/2 + M - \/iﬁ) \/ﬁ
me
. (2\/5(81;% 1/|/\m|)1+2“||wn - j:n||H1/2 : K(R) + \% ||(DH241V)(58n)||L(HK,H’N))'

Furthermore, (3.261), the properties of € and ¢, (3.245), (3.285), the monotonicity of K,
(3.262), and the fact that for all a,b € R it holds that (a + b)? < 2a® + 2b? show that for all
n € N and all € € (0,00) it holds that

n [<B(tn, Tn), ]ﬁ; ((Q:n B(tn, zn)) |H79) >HS(1U,H19)
— <B(fn, .@n), ]_1 ((é:n B(tAn» ‘%n>>|H19)>HS IUIHI@)}

<nd [ (tn, 20) &, I "€ Bltn, ) &), — <B(fn,£n)éi,]ﬁléinB(fn,i:n)éi> }
H
€L

~ 2 A ~ 12 2 A
(3.302) < n Y 3||Bltn,xn) & — Blln, &) é&|;, = 30| B(tn, 2n) — Blln, &) s
€L
<3K(R) n(||lzn — fn||H1/2752 + [ty — 1))’
< 3K (R) - (Vellzn — @allm, , + Mg lon — allir + [tn — 2a])°
< 6en K(R) - [lon — @all3, ,, + 6K(R) (Mz- R+ R)*.

Therefore (3.292), (3.293), (3.295), (3.301), (3.302), (3.286), (3.287), (3.288), (3.285), together
with the fact that V is bounded on R x H- bounded subsets of (0,T) x O, the fact that D3V
is L(H,, H)-bounded on H- bounded subsets of O, the fact that for all n € N it holds that
n'/* < /n+1, and the fact that SUD,e(0,00) W(7) < 00 imply that there exists R; € (1, 00) such
that for all e € (0,%/@ry)) and all n € NN (64(Ry)?, 00) with 6, (||zn |7, V [|2.]%,) < 1 and with
0, < 1 there exist Ry, R3. € (0,00) such that

(3.303)
V(tn,Tn) _ (tnyEn) & + (Al@n)pn) gt (A@n).Pn) g a (F(tn,@n)pr) g (F(tn,&n),bn) g0
V(tn,xn) ™ V(bn,dn) ™ V (tn,an) V (fnydin) V (tn,xn) V (b ydin)
<B(tn,xn),lﬁﬂl ((Cn B(tn,xn))lHﬁ) >HS(U’H19) <B(fn,in)’lﬁ; ((én B(fn@”))mﬁ) >HS(1U,]HI19)

V(tn,on) V (tn,&n)

In [<B(tm Tn), ]ﬁﬁl ((@n B(ty, xn))|Hﬂ)>HS(U,Hg)

(Bl &), Tg (@0 Bl 20 112)) sy | — Fo22 (ra = 7o)

<A(xn)715n>HyH/ <F(tn7$n)7ﬁn>H’H/

V(tnwfn) V(tn,l’n)
— (B tn n Iﬁl< = Cu B tn n )>
< ( y L )7 Hy (V(tn,xn) ( ¥ )> Hy HS(U,Hy)
< =z = @ally, , + 20— Ealld, , B+ Va4 ne) + o — @, Roe(1+ Vi) + R,

A ~ Ro (1 n 2
= —pollw, — &ull,, — (0 (2= Rag) = VR — Ry) (|2n — dullm, . — srosres e —ms)
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2 (1+vn)?
+ (RZ,E) 2(n (1-2R1e)—2y/nR1—2R1) + e
24 2n
< —nllwn = Eallfy,, + (Roe)’ 55~ + R
/2|l HHl/2 (Fae) 2(7 —2Ry) o

< = follan — @all, , + 12(Ree)* + Ry

and this together with the fact that limy, o on(||lznll7, V [|%nl7,) = limy o 6, = 0 yields that

(3.304)
I A /
lim sup imsup | 1,5, —z,2, >z (—E}(tn’xn) T — 13( A"’ai"> P < (?")’pn>HH
L—oo  m—00 Hisz V(tn, zn) V(tn, n) V(tn, )
o <A(§3n)7ﬁn>H,H’ + <F(tm$n)apn>H,H’ B <F(£n7j7n)7 An>H,H’
V(fn,i‘n) f/(tn,xn) f/(fn,in)
n <B(tnva7n)v Iﬁ;((cnB(tmxn))’Hﬁ»HS(U,Hﬂ)
f/(tn,xn)
o <B(£n7'%n)7f]i9l(<én B(£n;£n))|H,9)>HS(U,Hﬁ) . v(tn,xn) (T‘ _ )
V(tn, &) Vitn,zn)

+n [(B(tn, Tp), [ﬁﬂl ((an B(ty, $n))|H19)>HS(U,H19)

— (Bltn, &), I, (€ B(La, jn))|H19)>HS(IU,JH@)} - <A<~xn)7ﬁ">H’H’
Hﬁ> >HS(IU,1HI19))> =0

V(tn, Tn)
F tnrxn ) ~n ! én
— (Y " ) Pud i - <B(tn,xn),IH1<<~— B(tn,xn)>
V(tm .In) V<tm In)
In addition, it follows from (3.292), (3.288), (3.256), the fact that lim, . (v/n||z, — ZnllH) =
My o0 (V0 = En]) = limysoo (6, (|2l 5, V [[80]1,)) = limy—ye0 6, = limy oo w(Y/n) = 0, the
fact that sup,c(p o) w(7) < 0o, and from the fact that V' is Lipschitz continuous with respect
to the || - [[g-norm on H-bounded subsets of O that for all L € (0, 00) it holds that

(3.305)
tn; n £n7 An A tTIJ n A
hm Sup <:n-n||xn—:?:n2 <L < 13( X ) Tn — Ilj( — ai ) Tn — 13< X ) (/r'n — Tn)))
n—00 Hyjo= V(tn7$n> V(tn,l’n) V(tn,l'n)

< limsup <]1|| (K(H:ﬁnzﬂ VI#3,) R - (= 2y, +w(llz = 2, + |~ 1)

)

< limsup <]1n||xn—:en§{1 <L <(n1/4Hxn — fin”?{l/g + (( sup w(m—1/4>>1/2

n—00 - me[n,o0)

4+ R-K(R) ‘V(fn, 2) = V(s )

+ ( sup w(m)) . n? (|2 — fn”?{m + |t, — fnﬁ)) R

me[0,00)
)

Moreover, we get from (3.293), (3.295), (3.286), (3.287), the fact that lim,, oo (V72 ||Xn— 20|l 1) =
0, that limy,0(v/lt, — t,]) = 0, that lim,_,eo (6, ([|znal%, V [|2:]1%,)) = 0, that lim, . 6, =0,
that lim,, . w(!/») = 0, the fact that sup,¢( o) w(z) < 0o, and from the fact that V(z,)nex C
Hy: (impeo [|2nl[ar = 0) A (imsup,, o |20, ,, < 00)) = (limneo |20, ),_,, = 0) that for

+ R-K(R) ‘f/(fn, 2n) = V(b )
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all L € (0,00) it holds that

lim sup (]lnHmn - <L(<A(ipn)7pn>H,H’ _ {A(@n), pT>HH/ _ (A@n): Pu)
n—00 1/2 V(t'rw xn) V<tn7 xn) V(tna xn)
+ <F(tnaxn)apn>H,H’ _ <F(£n7j:n)7ﬁn>H,H’ . <F(tnaxn)7ﬁn>H,H’)>
V(b ) V(hr ) V(b )

< limsup (]lnH:cn—i'nH%{ SL( - onn - £n||%11/2 +R- K(”i’nH%{ﬁ)Hxn - £n||H1/2
n—00 1/2
+ R K (|2l VEalli,) - Nzallm, (len = 2allF, , +wlllan = 2alF, ,))
+n K (R) (|20 = @allm, oo, + 10 = Eal) - lon — 2l

(3306)  +R-K(R)- K(|2all%,) (len =l o, + tn — i)

R (Kol V115,00 o 2l + ol = 21, )

< limsup (llnuznaenn%,lmq( —nllwn = &allfy, , + B0z — dullay,,

n—oo
+ R K(R)n"*(|lxn = @l oy, + [tn = Eal) + (0720 — 20llF,
+(( sup w(m™7)Y2 + ( sup w(m)) ||z, — i‘nHHl/z) 2R

me[n,00) me(0,00)

+ RK(R) (Hx” B j"||H1/27a2 + |tn - £n|) ’ ||$n - in“Hlﬂ)) =0

Furthermore, (3.300), the fact that lim, o (v/72]|Zn — Znllz) = limy e (v/7lt, — 1a]) = 0, the
fact that DgV is uniformly continuous with respect to the || - |lm and the || - || L, m )-norm
on all H-bounded subsets of O, and from the fact that V(2,)nen € Ho: ((limy—oo ||2nl|lg =
0) A (limsup,,_,o [|20llm,,, < o0)) = (limnseo(l[2allm, s, + [[2allr_,) = 0) show that for all
L € (0,00) it holds that

(3.307)

| (Bltn ). Iz ((Co = Co) Bltus2)) i) ) oo sns
lim sup ]lnHZn—fn”%{ < =
1/ V(tnvxn)

n—00 -
_ <B(Ena in): Iﬁ; ((én B(tAm fn))‘Hﬂ)>HS(U7H19) ))
V()

< limsup (]lnzn—fnllif RSt (KQ(R) (2\/ﬁ||$n — Zlla . - K(R) Ve, — 2ol a,

n—oo

D V :cn D2V zn K ~
+ R EEES — CERE|| L )+ 2K2(R) - (sup Yinal) VR [ = Bl

meN
(2500 Yol VA — Bl K (B + = [(DRV) @)t
meN / \/ﬁ e

=0

and (3.302) together with the fact that lim, e (v/7||Zn — Zpllzr) = limy, oo (v/Rltn — £a]) = 0
and with the fact that V(z,)nex C Ho: ((limy—oo [[20]lr = 0) A (limsup,,_, |20lm, , < 00)) =
(lmyse0 |20l ,_,, = 0) shows that for all L € (0,00) it holds that

lim sup <]1||r _xn”Hl/ <L ( |:<B(tn, xn)’ I]I—E; ((Q:n B(tny xn)) |H19) >HS(TU,]H[19)

n—00 -

(3.308) — (Bltn, &), I (&, B(fnajn))|Hﬁ)>HS(U,H0)})>
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< 11H1 sup <]1||:c —$n||2 (3K(R) (\/ﬁ |IfL’n — J?n||H1/27B2 + \/ﬁ|tn — £n|)2)) = 0

n—o0

Combining (3.305), (3.306), (3.307), (3.308) implies that for all L € (0, 00) it holds that
tna n fna n Tn )y Pn !
(3:309) timsup (Lupe, s, <p | Limfn),  WUnda) o (AW, Pl
n—so0 Hy S V(tn, :Bn) V(tn, xn) V(tn, )
. <A(£n>aﬁn>H,H’ 4 <F(tmxn)apn>H,H’ _ <F(tnaxn)a]5n>H,H'
V(£n7f%n) V(tmxn) V('En"%”)
. (Btn, xn), Iy, ((Co Bt 2a))|#1,)) sz,
V(tn, Tn)
<B(£mi'n)a]ﬁ;((0n B(fnyffn))|Hﬁ)>HS(U7Hﬁ) v(tn,xn)( ~ )
- ~ A 7 Tn —Tn
V(tnai’n) V(tmﬂ?n)

Tn [<B(tn, @), I, ((€o Btn, wa))l1,)) rsum,)

<A($n)7ﬁn>H,H/
V(tn, Tn)

_ <B(£n,:%n),Iﬁ;((&nB(fn,az’n))|Hﬂ)>Hs(U’Hﬂ)] _

(E'(tn, Tn)s Pn) g g -1 oh
7 ek (Bitw ). <<V<ti oy 2t ) Hﬁ>>Hs<U,Hﬂ>>>

<0

and this together with (3.304) yields that

lim sup ( U(tn, 7n) ro— V(tn, Z5) 7 (A(@n), pu)am (A(@n), Pn) i

nooo \V(tn,zn) Vb, dn) V(tn, ) V(tn, i)
<F(tn7xn>7pn>H,H’ _ <F(£n7'%n>7ﬁn>H,H’
f/(tn,:cn) f/(fn,:i'n)

<B<t’l’b7 m’l’b)? I}E; ((Cn B(t’rn xn))|Hﬁ)>HS(U,H19)
f/(tn,xn)

B(£n7in)7]71 (én B(fnai‘n))’H

(3310) . < Hﬁ( _ . 19)>HS(U,H79) . E)(tnyxn) (T’n —’f'n)

V(tn, Tn) V(tn, xn)

+n [(B(tn, ), Iy ((€n B(ta, @)|1,)) 5o,

3 5 n A(20), Pr) g g
= (B(tn; &), I, (&5 B(tn’i‘n))‘Hﬂ)>HS(U,Hg):| _ {Ao) Dol

V(tn, Tp)
H19> >HS(IU,IHL9)>

Thus we obtain from (3.261), (3.289), (3.290), (3.291), and from (3.310) that
(3.311)

(F'(tn, @n) s Pn) g g -1 n
_ V(tmi) H <B(tn,xn),JHﬂ(<% B(tn,xn)>

<0.

hglsoljp (V(tnl,:t:n) GE,Hﬁ,én,f/h((t”’ x")’ Ty Pny On + nCnV(t"’ x”))

A ~ ~ A

1 — ;oA A N A
— 5 Cmmyon (Es 20)s s By o+ €V (B, ) )
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o O(tn,@n) (PTnt0nV (tn,2n)h(tn,2zn))  0(Enudn) (Fr—30nV (En,@n) h(En,dn))
- 112n_>5£p ( V(tnsen) B VEnsin)
N (E(tn,2n)+A(@n), (pntn(Diy (V) (tn,2n))) 10
V (tn,xn)
(F(En )+ A(@n),(n—0n (Dizy (W) (Enn)))
N V(i ,dn)
(Bltawn) Iz} ((CuBtnon)liy +60 (D3 (V) (tnn) Bltawn)) )
+ = Hy
(tn,2n)
(Blnn).dz) ((CoBlEndn)lity —0n (DR, (V) En ) Blinin)) ) oo
N V (fnyin)

+n [<B(tn, xn), [ﬁﬂl ((Q:n B(tnv xn))’Hﬁ)>HS(U,H19)

— <B(T§n, j?n>, Iﬁﬁl ((én B(tAnv ‘%n>>|Hﬂ)>HS(U,H19)i|)

S hITlSU_p( V(tn,Tn)(Tn—"n) + (F(tn,zn), Pn>H H! + (A(z )Pn>H H! + <th,3:n 10 B<tn,xn

s 00 V (tn,xn) V(tn,xn) V(tn,an) (tn,zn)’

D s )

G(tnyxnv(rn*'f'n)vﬁnv(én|H19)|H79) >

= hgl—fogp ( V(tn,azn)

This shows assumption (3.199). Furthermore, by assumption, 1@ r)xo is a viscosity subso-
lution of (3.254) relative to (RV,R x H,R x Hy) and usa|or)xo is a viscosity supersolution
of (3.254) relative to (hV,R x H,R x Hy). Moreover, (3.248) shows for every r € (0, 00)

that the function 7V is a classical supersolution of (3.254). In addition, observe that (3.201)

follows from limy, e SUD(t s)ej0.77x0¢ W = 0 and (3.200) follows from (3.259). Con-

sequently, Theorem 3.8 (with 7' < ¢ and with R < ||z||y) implies that for all (¢,z) € W and
all R € (0,00) it holds that

~ ~

0 > lim lim sup {ul(f, 7)) —ug(t, 2): (£,%),(t,2) € W, ¢,

St
IN

L7 f2) <
710 €0 t, h(t,z)V h(l,2) < R,

(3.312) ) o o
12 < ll@lla, |12 —2lla <7 [t —i] <e
2 ul(twr) - Ug(t,l‘)-

Hence, we obtain with the assumption that u; and wuy are continuous with respect to the
| - l|lrx g-norm and the fact that W is dense in [0, 7] x O with respect to the || - [|[grxg-norm that
u; < us. Repeating these arguments with u; and uy interchanged finally shows that us < uy
so that u; = ug. This proves uniqueness and finishes the proof of Corollary 3.9. O

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, (-, ) u, ||-|| ) be a real separable Hilbert
space and W' = (H',||-|| ;) its dual space, let (e;)ien © H be an orthonormal basis of H, let
AN — (—00,0) be a function with lim,_, A\, = —00, let A: D(A) C H — H be the linear
operator such that

(3.313) D(A) = {u €H: > [Nlenv)ul’ < oo}
i=1
and such that for all v € D(A) it holds that

(3.314) Av = Z Aifei, v)m e,
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let H, = (Hy, (-, )y, 5 I-llg ), 7 € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated with —A
(see, e.g., Definition 3.6.50 in Jentzen [15]), and let H, = (Hy, ||-||,) be the corresponding
dual spaces. By abuse of notation we will also denote by A and by || - ||u,, 7 € R the extended
operators A: U=, H-y — Uioy Hoy and || - ||, - Usy H-; — [0,00], 7 € R satisfying for all
reR,z€H,, ye H,_yand all z € | J;°, H_; that

(3.315) (A(z) = y) & (limsup{[|A() — yllm,_,: £ € Hy, Jlo = Ellm, <} =0)
and that

_Jzlle. ifz € H,
(3.316) 2] m, = {OO if2 ¢ H,"

Let ¥ € [l/2,00), K € (=1/2,0], | € [=K,00), let || - L@, m): L(H,H) — [0,00], and || -
| L, i,y L(H,H) — [0,00] be the extended norms satisfying for all C € L(H,H') that

-~ C:z:,y H .H'
(3.317) 115 Clle@ s = IOl L@ my = sup KCz, )] |,
x,yEH\{O} ||I||Hﬁ||y||HK,

let f € C'([0,00), (1,00)) satisfy that f|o.ee) € C*((0,00),(1,00)) and that limyo(tf"(t)) = 0,
and let V: H — R satisfy for all v € H that V(z) = f(1/2||(=A)~'z||%). Then it holds that
V € C4(H,(1,00)), that DZV: H — L(H,H') is uniformly continuous with respect to the
| - |lm and the || - || L@, m)-norm on all H-bounded subsets of H, and that there exist functions
K:[0,00) = (0,00) and w: [0,00) — [0,00) such that K is increasing, such that lim, ow(z) =
0, such that sup,ep o) w(x) < 00, and such that for all x, & € Hyy it holds that

(3.318)

DY) I (DeV)()

V(z) V(z)

< K(ll=llz, v l12lE,) (le = 213, , +wlle - 20, ,).

Hy_y

I (DyV)(z)  Ig'(DuV)(%) ) )
(3.320) 115" (DuV)(@)]| ;< K(ll=llz),
and that
(3.321) |15 (DeV) @), . < Klall%,).

PrOOF. First note that we get from the assumption [ > —& that
— —A _QZQD, /
e L e e - =
x,ye
(=A) 2 (=A)"2,(=A) "W u (A 2z )y gy
3.322 = sup == A ln. = Sup z ’
(3:322) T VT [V o PRt (P 1 7 7
< sup(| A 72 7) < oo.

neN
Thus we obtain that
(3.323) DAYl I ,) € o gy (H. L(EL H))
Combining this with f|(g ) € C*((0,00), (1,00)) shows then that
(3.324) Dg(Vmoy) € Cor,ngm,. i, (H\{0}, L(H, H')).
Next note that we have for all x € H\{0} that

DiV)(z

(3.325) (DaV)()

= ["(/2l(=A) 2 ||T) In((—A) @) @ La((—A) " 2) + (V2 (= A) "alfy) Tu (—A) .
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Moreover, it holds that
V(z) = V(0) = /2 f'(0) - ((—A) "z, z) ]

lim 5
H\{0}52—0 || z||%;
1 _A -l 2\ 0) —1 ! 0) - 2
6 ¢ MOPICASI) - 70 <o) el |
H\{0}52—0 (infrex [Au])! 27,
L@ = f0) = f1(0) - 2]
= I infpen it 0
and this yields that
(3.327) (DEV)(0) = f'(0) I (= A) .

In addition, it follows from the assumptions limo¢f”(t) = 0 and [ + £ > 0 that
(3328) timsup {[|£70/20(~A)"2l3) Fa((~4)2) @ La(~A) )|
€l0 R
v € H\(0}, lallu <<}

. 2 e H\{0},

—A)~% (= A2
= limsup{ sup f//(1/2||x||§il) << ) $:y>H <( ) x,z)
=0 LyzeH\{0} 1Yl .M 2| 2.,

el < }

_ —21 _ —K . o —91 . —K
znmsup{f"(l/QHxHi{ ) sup (=A) "o, (A) - (—A) 2, (—A) "2
0 o weeH_ {0} lylla =l

v e IO}, [le]n < }

— Jim sup {f"(l/znxnzg I~ A) (=4l @ € H\0}, Jlzlla < }

el0

< limfoup {f"(V?HfEH?{_l) Suﬂg(\kn\*l*”)H(—A)*’ﬂ?qui v e H\{0}, |lz(lm < 6}
> ne

< timsup {sup(Anl1=) "0/l ) - Vel s @ € H\O), el < £ =0
Combining this with (3.324) and with (3.327) ensures that D§V € Cy p, m)(H, L(H, H')).
In particular the assumption x < 0 verifies that DF V' € Cy rmm)(H, L(H,H')) and therefore
V € Ci(H,R). In addition, note that the fact that DZ(1/2|| - [|%,_,) is constant shows that
Dz (*/2|| - |, is also uniform continuous with respect to the || - || z-norm and the || - || £, m)-
norm and the fact that (f|,cc))” is continuous implies for all r, R € (0,00) that (f]0,c0))" is
uniform continuous on the compact set [r, R|]. Combining this with the fact that the function
H > z — Y2zl , € R is bounded on H-bounded subsets of H yields that DgV is for all
r € (0,00) uniform continuous with respect to the || - ||g-norm and the || - || £, m )-norm on
H-bounded subsets of {x € H: r < ||z||g}. This means that for all e,7, R € (0, 00) there exist
a 0, g such that for all z,y € {z € H: r <||2||g < R} with ||z — y||g < 6, r it holds that

(3.329) I(D&V) (@) — (DEV) (W) |z e, ) < e

On the other hand it follows from (3.323) that for all € € (0, 00) there exist a J. such that for
all z € {z € H: ||z||g <.} it holds that

(3.330) I(D&EV)(z) — (DEV)(0) |y < 5
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and this ensures that for all z,y € {z € H: ||z||g < d.} it holds that

I(DEV) (@) = (DaV) (W) |z e,
< I(DgV)(z) = (PaV)(0)llz .z + 1(DEV)() — (DEV)(0) | . <&
Finally note that we have for all § € (0,00) and all z,y € H with ||z — y|lz < 2 that

(lzllzr < §) v (lylle < 3) v (min{[llla, yllz} > 3)
=((lzlr < ) A (ylla < llzlle + llz = ylla < 6))

V(lylle < 3) A Ulelle < lylle + lle = ylla < 6)) v (min{[lea, [yllz} > 3)
= (max{||zl|z [lyllm} < 6) v (min{|lz]lm, lylla} > 3).
Combining now (3.329), (3.331), (3.332) implies that for all (¢, R) € (0,00)? and all (z,y) € H>
with ||z — y|lg < % Ad.s./o.r and with ||lz]|g V |ly|lz < R it holds that
(3.333) I(DEV)(z) — (DgV) (W)l m) < e
and this verifies that (DgV') is uniform continuous with respect to the ||- ||z and the ||| £, m)-
norm on H-bounded subsets of H. Next note that we have for all x € H that
(3.334) (DaV)(x) = f'(/ll(=A) " 2lf) T (—A)"2).
Moreover, the fact that f’ and f are continuous and the fact that for all R € (0,00) it holds
that [0, R] is compact implies that there exist an increasing function K: [0,00) — (0,00) and
a funftion @: [0,00) = [0, 00) with lim;o@(t) = 0 and with sup;c (g o) @(t) < 0o such that for
all ¢,t € [0,00) it holds that

(3.331)

(3.332)

(3.335) FE - OIS KV [t—il,  fHVIFEI <KD
and such that for all ¢, € [0,2] it holds that
(3.336) 1(5) = F(DI < @]t ).

This implies that for all z, 2 € H with |lz[|3_, Vv [|Z]|7;_, < 2 it holds that
(3.337)
Ol (=A) " ell7) = f O (=A) 23] < olelf, - 1207.,) < tSI[éIZ]W(t Nz = 2lla,)-
€10,

In addition, (3.335) shows that for all 2,2 € H with ||z||3,_, V [|Z]|7_, > 2 and with [|z]|3_, A
|27, < 11it holds that
Ol (=A) alf) = FORI(=A) " 25 )] < (K(lelf) + K(I2)1%,)
< (K(llel7,) + K(l2l7_)) - lle = @l
Furthermore,we get for all z, # € H with with ||z[|}_ A ||Z]|3,_, > 1 that

(3.339)  |f(/2ll(=A)"2llF) — f' LA (=A) 23] < ( sup "G - Ml = 2lla,-

telL =l _, vielE_,]
Combining (3.337), (3.338), and (3.339) shows that for all x,2 € H it holds that
£/ (L2l (=A) 2| F) (—A) e — (Al (=A) "2 F) (—A) |, ,
< (O (=A) " 2l7) — (0= 2l) (= A) > ]|m,_,
L2 (=A) "2 7) (=A) (@ — ),
< |f'Ol(=A)"allF) = £ LTI el
(3.340) HF A2 e = 2l
< (( sup LD + K(ll=l17,) + K217 ) + 1) - 2l

telLllel?_,VIal3_,)

(3.338)
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(||$ - f”?q_l + (]l||a:—5@||§{ §1||95 - j||H_z + sup w (t‘ ||95 - j||H_l)))
l
- te(0,4]

ORI TN e — @l
Moreover, we have for all (z,2) € H*\{(0,0)} that
(3.341)

12l (—A) " a]F) (—A) 'z — f'(/2|(—A)&]1F) (—A) & u,

< [ e+ (- 088 - (A (- 02, A @ - D),
(A (tz 4+ (1= 6)2) + [ OLl(=A) Tt + (1= 0)2)1F) - (—A) (= — &)

g/\

dt

H_x

FrOLI=A) e+ (1= )D)7) - Ite + (1= t)alla, - o — 2],

<A>%m+ufw>>m
[ roaieae + a =023 - (-4 @ -2

< sup. (J‘""(l/?H(—A)*l(?fﬂj +(L=t)a)|5) - te+ 1 =@l - te+ 1 = )@l
te(0,

dt

H_g

N =l 4 L ORIA 4+ (= 0D ) e = )
< s (PO M)l élla

te(o,2ll3,_, VI3, _,)

+ sup (L7 - Nz = 2l
b 2%, VIl ]

In addition, (3.334), the assumption f > 1, and (3.335) imply for all r € (—o0,00) and all
2,7 € H that

Ig'(DuV)(z) Iy'(DuV)(2)

TV T V@
I (=AY al) B (<A) ™) Tg S OI-A) 518 T (~A) %)
UZ[SRETS FOAIC AT "

< PCAIEA lE) (ZA) e — f(/l(=A)"21[E) (-A) "2
B FOLl(=A) " el%)

g 1 B 1
TNEA e | Ty Ty ~ TR A R

< 7Ol (=A) 2 lF) (= A) e = f(/2l(=A)"2l7) (—A) 2|,
12, [F O (=A) 2] F) = FORAI(=A) )]

< I Cl(=A) "2 lE) (= A) e — f(/2l(=A) " E7) (—A) |,
@l Kl Vi) - [ (=A) 2l = 1(=A) 2

< 1F (/2N (=A) " 2|l) (=A) 2 = (2 (=A) 2lF) (—A) a4,
@l KNl v ll2liZ,) - (el + 12l e = 2.

Combining (3.342) (with r < 1 — ) with (3.340), the fact that for all ;s € R and all x € H it
holds that ||| g, < sup,en(|Anl®")||2| ., the fact that 1—9—21 < 9, the fact that —1 < 1/2 < 9,
the fact that f’ is continuous on [0, c0), and with the fact that f” is continuous on [1, 00), verifies
(3.318). Moreover, (3.342) (with 7 <— —k), (3.341), the fact that for all ;s € R and all z € H
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it holds that ||z| g, < sup,en(Anl*"")||2||a,, the fact that —k — 2] < —1 — k < 0 < 1/2, the
fact that —1 < 0 < 1/2, the fact that f’ is continuous on [0, 00), the fact that f” is continuous
on (0,00), and the fact that lim;), f”(¢)t = 0 proves (3.319). In addition, note that we obtain
from (3.334), (3.335), and the monotonicity of K that

|7 aV) @Iy, = 1" el (= A) 2l Fs (=) 22
Gaa3) = POAICA 2B (=) = £l el
< K (el sup(I0, 1) el < Ksup(ra =)ol sup(Aul =) ]

and this together with —I < 0 and with —x — 20 < 0 implies (3.320), Furthermore, (3.334),
(3.335), and the monotonicity of K yield that for all x € H it holds that

3310) 15 (DaV)@)y, = |17 CIA) "2l I ()2,
— £ ORI A B (A2, = 17Ol ) Nl
< K (falfy ) sup(In " 27) g, < B (sup(Aal =)l sup(ral V22 0) s,

Combining this, — — 9 < 0, and /2 — 2] — ¢ < 0 implies (3.321), which finishes the proof of
Remark 3.10. O







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 [11] 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. [1, Section 4].

4.1. Setting

Throughout this chapter the following setting is frequently used. Let H = (H, (-, ) u, |||l z)
and U = (U, (-, -)u, |||l;) be real separable R-Hilbert spaces, let H' = (H',||-||,,) and U’ =
(U, |I|l;») be the corresponding dual spaces, let (e;);en € H be an orthonormal basis of H,
let T € (0,00), let (Q2, F,IP) be a probability space with a normal filtration (F;)icpo,r), let
(Wi)eepo,r be an Idy-cylindrical (Fy)icpo,r)-Wiener process, let A: N — (—00,0) be a function
with lim, o A\, = —00, let A: D(A) C H — H be the linear operator such that

(4.1) D(A) = {'U € H: 2 Xi(es, v)u|” < oo}

and such that for all v € D(A) it holds that
(4.2) Av = Z Ailei, v) e,
i=1

let H, = (H,, (-,-)g s [Illg.), 7 € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated with —A
(see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [18]) and H! = (H/, ||||;;), 7 € R, be the corresponding

dual spaces. Then we can extend the operator A and the norms || - ||x,, r € R, to an operator
A U2 Hoy — Ui Ho; and semi-norms || - ||a,: Uiy H-i — [0,00], r € R, such that for all
re R,z € H,and all y € |J;2;, H_; it holds that

lylla, ifyeH,
4.3 — ,
(4.3) |yl &, {oo ity m

and that
(4.4) (A(z) =y) & (limsup{[|A() — |

0§ € D(A), |z = &llu, < e} =0).

95
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Moreover, let &,: [0,00) — [0,00), r € (0,00), be the functions satisfying for all r € (0, 00)
and all z € [0, 00) that

00 2 n 12
(4.5) &, () = <1 +) M)

(cf. Chapter 7 in Henry [15] and, e.g., Definition 1.3.1 in Jentzen [18]), let v € R, o € [0, 1),
E [07 1/2)7 X E [ﬁ7 1/2)7 F E CHv,H'y—a(H’W H’Y*Ol)7 B E CHW,HS(]U,H,Y,ﬁ)<H’y; HS(U, nyfﬁ)) Satisfy
that for all H,-bounded sets £ C H, it holds that

(4.6) |(F|E)|Cl(E,||'||H77a) + [(Ble)|c

let Ax C {e;,i € N}, N € N, be finite non-empty sets satisfying that Uyen2y = {e;,i € N}
and that Vi,j € N: (2,NA;) = 2A;5,, let Viy C H,, N € Ny, be the sets satisfying that V, = H,
and that for all N € N it holds that Vy = spanyg(An)g, let Vy, N € N, be the real linear
subspaces of H satisfying for all N € N that Vy = (Viv, (-, )i vy xvis ||l vy ), let Py € L(U),
N € Ny, and let XV*: [0,T] x Q@ — H,, N € Ny, z € H,, be (F;)iep,r-adapted stochastic
processes with continuous sample paths satisfying for all N € Ny, ¢ € [0,7], and all z € H,
P-a.s. that

< o0
(Ev“'llHS(U,H,Y_ﬂ)) ’

t t
47) XV =etma+ / e Are P(X V) ds + / (=9 Ax=? BXN) Py AW,
0 0

4.2. Convergence of Galerkin approximations

The following Lemma 4.1 is a minor improvement on Lemma 4.2 in Cox et al. [!] 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. [1] 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 j.1, let p € [2,00),
n e [max{a,Qﬁ}, 1), x,z € Hy, N € Ny, and assume that

(4.8) Elor iy, )+ 1Blova,
Then

- ) < 00.
HS(UH,_g)

sup HXOI — XN
te[0,T]

Lo (P3| )

V27X /p (p—1)

+\/_|| VN(UU_@HHW T JVi-2x

\_/

V2 sup H Idy —W‘I/JN)XO"%

rel07] L@ lr,) VIIX
(4.9) N | BW)(A — Pl aswu
1+ sup ||Xt ’ HLP(]P;”‘HHW) sup 1 y—x)
t€[0,T] vEHy + ||U”H7
TYN2IF Gty )
€y { = T VT = DIBlow, s, ) H%”MU)}

< 0.

PROOF OF LEMMA 4.1. First of all, observe that Lemma 4.1 in Cox et al. [1] ensures that

0,8 Nz
(4.10) sup max{ || Xy | oy, )0 1X0 Lo @i, b < 00
te[0,T
Hence we can apply Proposition 7.1.6 in Jentzen [18] to obtain
(4.11)
0,2
sup | HLP(P;MHQ

t€[0,7]
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T11V3 xR ()|

() - H,_
< %(1_77){ = e /T p(p — 1)‘71"/]3 ﬁB<'>‘%|Cl(H%

¢ ¢
V2 sup HX,?’Z—/ e(t_s)Ang\”r“F(Xg’i)ds—/ et=9)4x BB(XOZ)%dW

te[0,T] 0 0

s, m)}

t t
b [t PO as - X [ et g,
0 N 0 LP(Ps -l z.,)

P3|l )

‘Cl (H~s Il g
< %(1,77 [ = 21 + /Tt~ 77p —1 |7TVV HB %‘Cl(Hn,,

t ¢
. \/§ sup HX]?»»’C _/ e(t_S)AW‘iI;_aF(XS’i) ds _/ e(t s)A w BB(XO x)%dW
0 0

te[0,7)

s, /29}

t
tA_Hy tA,_Hy tA__Hy (t—s)A_Hy—p N
—elm it t+etm i —etmr— [ e Ty B(X") Py AW
0

+/ (t— S)A WBB(XN.I)%d ‘
0

LP (5]l ., )

This shows that

(4.12)

0,2 N,
S X6 = X e

TYV2IFl Gy )

o 77> _
sg(l_m[ L) T — 1) Bl

V2 sup {H(Idy7 —7TVN)XOz

te[0,7)

) ||<%||L(U)]

H’Y?H'”HS(U,H,Y,,,]/Q)

t
+/ e(t s)A w BB(XNI)(%_QN)dWS
0

+ e (mi g — 7lz) || }
Lo (Pl ,) [

The Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequality in Lemma 7.7 in Da Prato & Zabczyk [7] hence
implies that

sup HXM XgmHLP(IP;IHIHV)

te[0,T]
71— nf|F|cl(H el )
S %(1—77) |: 1_7;/ Hy_p —I'- Tl—”]p(]? - 1) |B|C1(H’Y’”HHS(IU]HI /2)) ||‘%||L(U):|
y—n
( ) t€[0,7) VN) Lp(]P%H'”H) H VN( )H y

t
+ sup HB(XSN’EH% — gN]HLP(IP;||'||HS(U,]]—H77X)) \/% sup}/0 (t — 5)—2x ds}

s€[0,7T te[0,T
This and (4.10) complete the proof of Lemma 4.1. O

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. [1] with converging
starting points (without positive rate). The proof follows closely Corollary 4.3 in Cox et al. []
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 j.1, let ¥ € (O,min{l — a,% — 5}),



98 4. EXISTENCE OF VISCOSITY SOLUTIONS

p € [2,00), (vn)Nven, € Hyyo, and assume that limsupy . [|zn — zo|lg, = 0,

(4.14) Sup (lonlle, o) + 1 Floran g, )+ 1Bloru s, ) < %
and that
B(v -
(4.15) limsup | sup IB()( N)HHS(U’H”_X) = 0.
Nesoo  \vel, 1+ [|v]m,

Then it holds that

N N
(4.16) ;gﬂgmggl;]<||F(Xt Mer@iiy, o+ B P @i ysw, ) < o0
and that
(4.17) limsup sup HX?’QEO — XN =

N—oo  tel0,T] L (P31 z.,)

PRrROOF. Fixn € [max{a, 23}, 1) for the rest of the proof and note that we get from Lemma
4.1 that for all N € Ny it holds that

0,x N,z
(4.18) t:g%HXt - X NHLP(IP;lHIHQ

< |V2 sup [aan, ~wpxe Vs (@0 — o),

te[0,T) L2 (Pl z.,)
T1/2=X /p (p—1) N,z |B)(P—Pn)laswm,_)
———~———(1+ sup ||X; "N|lrpy sup ”X}
JT—2x ( i [pe 2o (e IIHV))(%HW 1+[oll )

Tlf’fl\/i|F|cl(H’y -l e

Al ) —
'%”a—n)[ == + /T p(p — 1) | By,

In addition, observe that Lemma 4.1 in Cox et al. [4] and supycy, [|Zn ||z, < oo imply that

3 191z

< 00.

s,

(4.19) sup  sup || X, | oy, ) < 00
NeNo te[0,T) 7

Moreover, we get from xo € H., 4y that Vt € [0,T]: P(X;"™ € H,,y) = 1 and that

0,z
(20 5 Bl X1 ) < o

(see eg. Proposition 7.1.19 in Jentzen [18] and Proposition 7.1.10 in Jentzen [13]). Therefore
it follows from limsupy .. |[*n — @o[|s, = 0, from the definition of Ay, N € N and from
lim supy_,o, AN = —o0 that

H
+ HWVJJ<$O - xN)HHW

(4.21) limsup sup “‘(Id% WVN)XOxO

Nooo te[0.T] Lo (P| |2,

. H 9 0,x0
< —my ) (= @ ’
< s {0,200 ¥ e,

+ [[(zo — JIN)HHW}
< hmsupH (Idy it )(— A)_lHﬁ sup sup H]l 0, XO’IOH
T L Mo W LG ) | | Newefo,ry ! X S NP ® )
1 0,z9
[t L ox € 2| g e Wi X5 )

=0.
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Furthermore, we get from (4.15) that

sup sup (I|B ng”Lp]PH'”HS(UHW,X))>

NeNy t€[0,T]
| B(v)Pn || s,m.,
< (14 sup sup [|X|lzoy,,) | | sup sup P
NeNy t€[0,T) NeNg veH, 1+ ||U||HW
(4.22) < <1+ sup sup || X || zocey >>
NENy te[0,T]
B(v B(v)(HA —
(IO sz B~ ) st
veit, L+ |v[la, NeNg vell, L+ o],

< 0Q.

Combining then (4.15), (4.18), (4.19), and (4.21) shows that

4.23 lim sup sup HXO’IO — XN
(4.23) ' b @)

N—oo t€[0,T]

Finally note that (4.19) verifies that supyen, suprepo.r)(I1F (X)) || oy, )) < oo and this
together with (4.22) and (4.23) completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. O

The proof of the following corollary follows closely Corollary 4.4 in Cox et al. [1] and in
some parts literally.

Corollary 4.3 (LP-Holder-convergence of Galerkin approximations for SPDEs with globally
Lipschitz continuous coefficients). Assume the setting in Section 4.1, let ¥ € (O,min{l —
a, /e — ﬁ}), p € (1Y9,00), (xn)Neno € Hyq, and assume that, limsupy . [|[xn — 2ol|m, = 0,

IB)PNllaswm, g
SUPNelN SupueH7 |: 1+HUHHW :| < o0,
(4.24) Sup (lenllm,,,) + |F’C1(H7,|I~HH,Y_Q) + ’B|01<Hw»H~||Hs<U,HM>) < %
and that
B(v - %

(4.25) limsup | sup IB()F = o) st =0.

N—o00 vEH~ 1+ ||v||H~y
Then for all 6 € [0,9 — 1/p) it holds that
(4.26) sup XN o @ cs oy, ) < O
and that

. 0,z N,x =
(4.27) lim sup [|XB = X5 Lol o 1., ) = O

PrROOF OF COROLLARY 4.3. Throughout this proof denote by n € R the real number
satisfying that n = max{«, 25}. Note that Lemma 4.2 proves that

(4.28) lim sup [sup | X0 — XtN’xNHLp(uD;”AHH )] = 0.
N—oo |te[0,T] !

In the next step note that, e.g., (Corollary 11.3.2 in Jentzen [17]) yields that for all N € Ny,
£ € (0, min{l +~v—n,Y2+~v— 8} — ’y) it holds that

Imin{t,, t, }|mex e 0.0} HXtJII,:cN _ Xt];f,xN

LP(IP;||~HH7)

(4.29) sup =
t1,t2€[0,17, |t1 - t2‘
t17#t2
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9 T (1+y—n—min{y+¥,y+e})
(I—-n—e¢)
V2 T(/2+y=f—min{y+dy+e})
(1—28—2¢)"/?

This and the fact that min{l + v — n,1/2 +~v — f} — v = min{l — max{«a,25},Y2 — 5} =
min{l — a, /2 — f} > > 0 show that

< [lzn|

0o Sup 'y aF NQTN)
mm{’y+19,’y+5} SG 0 T]

LP(IP§||'HHW,7])

+ < Q.

sup HWV” PB(XNEN) Py ‘
s€[0,T]

Le (P “HS(IU]HI ﬁ))

N,xn N,xn

LP (5]l ar.,)
sup  sup 3
NENg t3,t2€[0,T], [ty — to
t1#t2
9 T (1=n=7)
4.30 < sup ||z + | sup sup ||F(XNo) YR
( ) NEpo || NHH o Ne ]IliT)o 86[0% H HLP(IP;”'”H’Y*W) (1 - n- 79)

2 T(1/2-6-9)

" (1—28—29)"*

sup sup ||B(XNev)ap
Neﬂl\?ose[O%}H ) NHLP(P”"I'HS“”’H”"”)]

Therefore Lemma 4.2 and estimate (4.25) ensure that

sup |XNeN
Ne]II\? ‘ |Cﬂ([ovT]vn'“LP(]P;“.HH’Y))
NacN 27(1-n-9)
(4.31) < gup lowlla,,, + | sup sup |[FX IILpoP;u.HM)] ==
B XN:EN P V2T (1/2=8-17) '
+ 1\?2]11\1)0 S:E%] ” ( NHLF Pl rrsu i, m)] (1-28—20)'/% < 00

Combining this with (4.28), the fact that ¢ € (1/p,1], and Corollary 2.11 in Cox et al. [/]
shows that for all § € [0,9 — /p), € € (0,00), and all (dy)nven, € (0,00) satisfying that

limpy 00 ((dN)*'?HXO’@N — XN7$N||LP(IP;H.||CL;<[O’T]’“‘HH’Y))) = 0 and that limy_,. dy = 0 it holds
that

sup |:||X NHLP Pill-lles (o, r

4 )
LI As)
(432> NeN Hy

—(9—6—1/p— 0,z Nz
+ (dy) ( /p €)||X 0 —X NHL”(IP;H'cé([o,T]ﬁ-IHw))] <00

Hence we have for all § € [0,9 — 1/p) that

: 0,xz0 _ yvN,xzn —
(4.33) lim sup (HX X I\LP<P;||~Cs([O,T],.lHWp) 0
and this completes the proof of Corollary 4.3.
O
The next theorem complements Corollary 4.5 in Cox et al. [1] 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. [1].

Theorem 4.4 (Convergence and boundedness of Galerkin projections in probability). Assume
the setting in Section /.1, let R € (0,00), let ¥ € (0,00), let & € [0,1), and assume for all
H,-bounded sets E C H. that

B(v)%
(4.34) sup sup |B(0)PN | nswm, )
Nexuer | 1+ ol
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and that

[HB(@(% - %)HHSW,HW_X)} .

4.35 lim sup su
(4:35) bsup T ol

N—oo veEE

Then it holds that

(436) hZIVH sup sup E|:HXN’I — XO,IHC‘S([O,T],H-HH ) N 1] =0
—00 (JCGH,Y+19 v
el <R
and that
(4.37) limsup sup ]P<||X07x||CO([07T]7”'HH,\{) > N)=0.
N—o0 IEH,Y+19
Izl <R

PRrROOF. First note that the fact that for all » € R and all s € (—oo,r] there exists a
C € (0,00) such that for all u € Hy it holds that ||u|lg, < C||ul/n, ensures that it is enough
to prove the assertion for 9 € (0, min{l — «,1/2 — B}) Therefore assume for the rest of the
proof that ¥ € (0,min{l — «, /2 — 8}). Next denote for all » € R and all M € (0,00) by
érar: Hy — H, the function satisfying for all r € R, M € (0,00), and all v € H, that

M+1 }

L+ olla, )
by Fy: Hy — H,_,, and By : H, — HS(U,H,_gz) the functions satisfying that Fy; = F o ¢,y
and that By = B o ¢,y and by Sy C H, the set satisfying that Sy = {v € H,: ||v||g, <
M + 1}. Note that for all v,w € H, and all M € N it holds that

(4.39)

67,00 (v) = Gy 01 (W) [ 7,
v (14 fJwll ) min{1 + fofla,, M+ 1} —w (1 + ||vfla,) min{1 + fwl[g,, M +1}
(L4 {Jolla,) (T + lwlla,)

(4.38) brm(v) =0 - min{l,

Hy

IN

[o = wllg,
w [(1+ [Jw] ) min{1 + [Jollz,, M + 1} — (14 [[o]|z,) min{1 + Jwl|z,, M + 1}]
(U4 {oll,) (1 + lwlla,)

H,y
< v —wllg,
10 ) mingd + ol M+ 1) = (U ol ming1 + ], M + 1))
(1 +vlla,)
and this implies that for all v,w € H, and all M € N it holds that

(4.40)  |[¢y.01(v) = Sypa(w)ll gy,
llwll, = vl | min{1 + [Jo]le,, M +1}
(1 +[vllm,)
L (Lt lla,) min{1 + [[v]l,, M + 1} — min{1 + |[w]|g,, M + 1}|
(1 +[[vlla,)
lv = wllgr, + [[lwllzz, = lolla, |+ [min{l + (vl M+ 1} = min{1 + [Jwllm,, M + 1}

3llv —wly, -

< o —wlg, +

<
<

Thus it follows that for all M € N it holds that ¢, ar|cim, ), ) < 3. Combining this with

the faCt that fOI' aﬂ M c N lt hOldS that |(F|SM)|C1(SM7H'”H,Y_Q) + |(B|SJM)|Cl(SM7”'”HS(U,H,Y_B)) +
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[Pyl . ) < 09 and the fact that for all M € N it holds that ¢ y(H,) € Sy show that
for all M € N, p € [1,00) it holds that

(441) ‘FM‘CI(H»Y a) + ‘BM|C1(H'Y ) < Q.

e, Il

Hence, for all N € Ny, M € N, and all x € H, there exists an (Ft)te[g r1-adapted stochastic
process L NVM7: [0, T] x Q — H, with continuous sample paths such that for all ¢ € [0,7] it
holds P-a.s. that

t
LN = 7TVN¢”/+19M( )+/ S T Py (M) ds
(4.42) . 0
+ / eI AT B (X VM) oy AW
0

(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)

limsup  sup (IE][||XN’”‘ — X% oy A 1V PIIXO oo m1 1) > N]) > 0.
N—oo z€eH. Y+ R

lallr, , y <R

Then there exist a sequence (zy)nen, € Hyty such that supyey, [|[2n] #,+9 < R and that

(4.44)  limsup (]E[||XN~”CN - XO@N||05([O7TM‘”HW) A1)V ]P[||X0’°"‘N||Co([O7T]’H.||HW) > N}) > 0.

N—oo

Since H,yy is compactly embedded in H, we can assume that limy_,o |20 — 2n|lm, = 0
(otherwise take a subsequence and choose zy accordingly). Next denote for all N € Ny and all
M € N by 7nar: 2 — [0, 7] the function satisfying that

(4.45) TN = {T Lrear Aint{t € [0,T7: || | g, > M}} .

Moreover, note that (4.45) and the fact that supyey ||2n]||y+9 < R ensure that for all N € Ny,
M e NN (R,0), and all t € [0,7T] it holds P-a.s. that

(4'46> (‘%.tN’MwN - etAW\I/{ijN) IL{tSTN,M} = (‘%.tMM’rN - etAW513¢7+19,M($N>> ﬂ{tSTN,M}
t
0
t
+/ e(t s)A v BB ((%'S]V,M,J?N)(@N dWS)IL{t<TN,]u}
0
t
= ([t e Rl s
0
t
o)A _H._ -
+/() 1{5<TN,M}€(t )Aﬂ-vj\vf BBM(‘EZ‘SNJVL N)g’N dWs)]l{t<7N,M}
t
= ([ e pa e s

t
+ / ]]-{S<TN,M} e(t_S)AW‘I/{;_ﬁB('%‘sMMJN)g)N dWs) l{tg‘rN’M}-
0
Thus, we get for all N € Ny and all M € N that

(447) P <Vt € [07 T] : H{RSM}'EZ‘mm{t TNMY 1{R<M}Xm1n{t ™ M}) =1
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(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 € NN (R, 00) and all N € Ny it holds that
(4.48) P(Vt € [0,T]: L Mew XNy )= 1.

min{t,7n,p} ~ * min{t, 7N m}

Combining this with (4.45) shows that for all M € NN (R, 00), m € (0, M], and all N € Ny it
holds P-a.s. that

(4.49) inf ({t € [0,T7: |X,V"|| s, > m}U{T}) = inf ({t € [0, T]: |||, > mPU{T}).
Therefore, we obtain for all N € Ny and M € NN (R, c0) that

te[0,7

P ( sup 254 g, < M)

> P { sup (|2 |m,) + sup (|2 = 20|y, < M)

te[0,T] te[0,7
0,M,x M,z M,z
(4.50) =P t:[%pﬂ(n'%t Ner,) + 1L — LM s g0 11, ) < M)

O,M,CE b ,Z‘ b ,Z‘
> P S 120, < M= 1|0 — O o 0.9 1) < 1)
€|0,

O,l’ ,V1L,T , VLT
=P Sup, X0, < M= 1, | XM — L0 o0y ) < 1) '
e )

Analogously it follows for all N € Ny and M € NN (R, c0) that

P ( sup |20 |, < M>
t€[0,T]
(4.51)

tel0,T

> P ( sup. 1X0 ", < M= 120NN — M0 07 ) < 1) :

Furthermore, the fact that for all z € H, and all M € N it holds that |[¢,a(2)||g, < M +1
together with the assumptions ensures that for all M € N it holds that

— (Sup [ Byt (0) (% ~ %)HM,HH))
o \o 1+ v
(4.52) No et vz,
< lim sup (sup 15()( - '%V)”HS(U’HV")) =0
T Nooo vESNs 1 + ||U||H»y
and that
By (v)A B(v)&A
(4.53) sup | sup [Bu(v) N”HS(U’H”*B) < sup <sup I15() NHHS(UH””) < 0.
NeN \ veH, 1+ ||U||H7 NeN \veSy 1+ ||U||H7
This, (4.41), and Corollary 4.3 then imply for all M € N and all p € (1/v,00) that
: O,M,l‘() _ N,MJ?N —
(4.54) lim sup =4 Z 2@l go 21110, )
and that
: 0,M,xo __ 0,M,x N _
(4.55) lim sup |Z X 2o @i o,z 11,0, )

Thus we get for all M € N that
(4.56) lim (IP (HC%N:M@N = 0Nl s 011y < 1)) 1

N—oo
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and that
(4.57) lim (1P (H&”O’M’” = M5 o111y < 1)) =1L

N—oo

Combining now (4.45), (4.50), (4.56), and the fact that Vw € Q: sup,eo ||Xt0’900(w)||HV < 00
yields that

liminf lim inf P({7x s = T'}) > liminf lim inf P ( sup ||.fl”tN’]V[’IN||H7 < M)
M—oc0 N—oo M—oco N—oo te[0,T]

(4.58) > liminfliminf P < sup HX,:O“TOHH7 <M -1, || gNMeN zo’M’xOHCQ[O’T]’H_”HW) < 1)

M—oo N—oo tG[O,T]
= lim P | sup |X"||p, <M —-1]=1.
M—o0 te[0,T]
Moreover, we derive from (4.51), (4.57), and from the fact that for all w € €2 it holds that

SUD¢e(o,7] | X7 (W), < oo that

(459) h]\fnlgorcl)f P (HXO’:EN||C0([O,T],||-HH,Y < N) Z lim inf lim inf P <||X0’33N||CO([0,T]7||'HH-Y S M>

M—o0 N—oo

M—oo N—oo tE[O T]

= liminf lim inf P < sup Hfl"tO’M’xNHm < M)

M—o0 N—oo te[o T]

> lim inf lim inf PP ( sup (| X, < M =1, 125 = 20 e o,y < 1)

= liminf P | sup || X)™|p, <M —1] =1
M—o0 te[0,T]

and therefore it holds that

(4.60)  limsupP < sup || X7 g, > N) =1—liminf P ( sup || X7 | u, < N) = 0.

N—oo te[0,T] N—roo te[0,T)
Finally we obtain from (4.54), (4.55), (4.58), and from (4.60) that
hm sup E[’lXN7IN — XO@NHC(;([O,T],”-HH ) AN 1]
N—oco R

< lim sup lim sup (E[HXN’”CN — .EZ”N’M’“”NHC(;([O ) N1
Y v

M —o0 N—oo

+ B[l = 20 s oy, ) A
(4.61) + B2 = X s o,y 1,0 A

+ B2 = X0 e o.m 1, ) A 1])

M—oco N—oo te[0,T

< limsup lim sup (]P({TMM <T})+P( sup ||Xt0’IN||H7 > M)) =0,

which together with (4.60) is a contradiction to (4.44). This finishes the proof of Theorem
4.4. U

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 [11] to infinite-dimensional Hilbert
spaces.

Theorem 4.5 (Existence of viscosity solutions of Kolmogorov equations). Assume the setting
in Section /.1, assume that v = 0, and assume for all € € (0,00) and all x € H that
(4.62) limsup sup P(|| X% — X%||; >¢) =0,

y—z  rel0,71)

let aq,p1,0 € (0,00), ¥ € [I/2,00), let ¢ € Cyx(H,R) be bounded on H-bounded sets, let
up: [0,7] x H— R be the function satisfying for all (t,z) € [0,T] x H that

(4.63) uo(t, #) = Blp(X;)],

let V€ C3(H, (1,00)) satisfy that D%V is uniformly continuous with respect to the || - ||z and
the || - ||@my-norm on H-bounded subsets of H, assume for all R € (0,00) that

(4.64) sup  sup  B[V(XV")] < oo,
NEN (t,x)e(0,T)xH
x| <R

assume that lim,_, inf{V(z): = € H, ||z||g > r} = oo, and lim,_, sup {%: x€H, ||z||g >

r} =0, assume that
FlHﬁ+l/27a1 S CH19+1/270¢17H1971/2 (H19+1/2*0417 Hﬁ*1/2) and that
B’H19+1/2—31 € CH19+1/2—51 JHS(U,Hy ) (Hﬁ+1/2*517 HS<U> Hﬁ))a

assume that for all x € Hay there exist v, € (0,00), R, € (0,00) such that for all £ € Hy with
|z — &, < s it holds that

(4.65)

(4.66) IE e < Belll€llttysromn, + 1)
and that
(4.67) 1B sz, < Re(ll€lliny, e, + 1

assume that Ry = Idy, that Py, N € N, are finite-dimensional projections, and assume that
for all H-bounded sets E C H it holds that

| B(v) Pyl aswm._ )}
4.68 sup su 2 <
(468) Nek ek [ ol
and that

B(v - %
(4.69) lim sup sup | Bo)( W) llsws = 0.

N—oo veE L+ ||v]|a
Then it holds that ug is continuous with respect to the | - l|[rRxz-norm, that ug is bounded on
R x H-bounded subsets of (0,T) x H, that for all R € (0,00) it holds that
o . . ll? [E41F
(4.70) P}glgo lrlﬁ)llslﬁ)lsup {uo(t,:c) —(Z): z,& € Hyy, t € (0,¢), Tf)” Y Tg)ﬁ <R,
HﬂHSRJM—ﬂMST}ZQ
that
: ’U()(lf, .CL’)|

4.71 lim sup sup{—:xEH, xllg>rp =0,
( ) r00 4e(ou1] V(l’) H HH
and that u0|(0,T)XH is a viscosity solution of
(4.72)

%u(t, T) — <F(x) + A(x), (Dyu)(t, x)>HH, - 1/2<B(x), Iﬁ;((D%ﬂ w)(t, x) B(x))>HS(U7Hﬂ) =0
for (t,x) € (0,T) x H relative to ((0,T) x H > (t,z) — Y2||z||7;, € [0,00], R x H,R x Hy).
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Proor. We will show this theorem by an application of Lemma 2.18. In the first step we
introduce some notation. Denote by ¢: [0, 00) — [0, 00) the function satisfying for all r € [0, 00)
that

(4.73) o(r) = r-inf ({\V/V(y): y € H, lo(y)| =r}U{r}),
by uy: [0,T] x H — R, N € N, the functions satisfying for all t € [0,T], x € H, and all
N € N, that
(4.74) un(t, ) = Blp(X)],
by W C (0,T) x H the set satisfying that W = (0,7) x Hay, by Fy: ((0,7) x H;) x R x (R x
H)' X Srxm,,mxty)y — R, N € Ny, the functions satisfying for all ((¢,z),r,p,C,C) € ((0,T) x
H)) xR (Rx H)' X Sgxa, (rxH,y X Su, , and all N € No with ¥y € Hy: Cy = 754 0(0,y)
that
F((t,2),1,p,C) = I " 'p — (F(xll, @) + A(rfl, 2), mif " p)

H.H'
(4.75) . - Y ’
—1/2 <B(7TVN ), Iy, C B(my, ac)>

by Fy: ((0,T)x V) x Rx (R x Vy) X Srxvy,mxvyy — R, N € N, the functions satisfying for
all ((t,ﬂ?), r,p, C, C) € ((O,T) X VN) x R % (IR X VN)/ X S]RXVN,(]RXVN)’ X SVNWN and all N € N
with Vy € Vy: Cy = WéRXVN)/C(O,y) that

Fx((t,2),r,p,C) = Ig'm™"™'p - <7T5NF(06) + 7y, A(2), WQRXVN)/P>

HS(UHy)

(4.76) GRE

— o(wth, Ble), [ AC mfl, B(a))

by h: (0,T) x H — [0, 00] the function satisfying for all (¢,z) € (0,7) x H that

HS(UVy)

(4.77) h(t, ) = 3ll=[l%,,
let d € (0,7) satisfy that
(4.78) a+d<l, d+ x <12,

let Z C N, and let (&);cz be an orthonormal basis of U. Note that (4.65) assures that Fly,
N € N is well defined. Moreover, it holds for all j € (0, 00) that the set {x € H: ||z||g, < j}
is compact in H. Thus it follows from the continuity of ¢ that for all 7 € (0,00) it holds that
¢ is uniformly continuous on the set {z € H: x|z, < j} with respect to the || - || z,-norm and
therefore it holds that for all j,0 € (0, 00) there exists an €;5 € (0,1) such that for all z,y € H
with ||z|| g, V ||yllg, < j and with ||z — y||g < €5 it holds that

(4.79) lp(z) —@(y)] < 0.

In addition, note that (4.78) and Theorem 4.4 (with v < d, a <~ a+d, B <+ S+d, x < x +d,
¥« 9 —d, F < F|g,, and with B < B|p,) ensure for all R € (0,00) that

(4.80) limsup sup E[|XN* — XO’“’UHCO([O,T],||.||Hd> A1l =0
N—oo z€Hy
el my <R
and that
(4.81) li]r\?sup sup ]P(||X07x||CO([07T]7”'HHd) >N)=0
—00 z€Hy
)y <R

and therefore we get for all R, e € (0,00) that

(4.82) limsup sup sup P(| X" — X"y, >€) =0
N—00 x€Hy t€[0,T]
||$HH19§R
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and that
(4.83) limsup sup sup P(|| X"z, > j) =0.
j—00 x€Hy t€[0,T)
lzllzy <R

Furthermore, note that (4.82), Fatou’s lemma and (4.64) show that for all R € (0, 00) it holds
that

sup  E[V(X)")]= sup  E[P-lim V(X))
(t,x)e(0,T)x H (tx)e(0T)xH ~ N—
z||g<R z||g<R
(4.84) =z < N [l <
< sup  liminf E[V(X, )] < oo.
(t)e(0,T)xH N0
llzlla <R
Moreover, we get from lim,_,., sup {%: x € H,|z||g > r} = 0 and from the fact that ¢ is

bounded on H-bounded subsets of H that for all 6 € (0, 00) there exist a Cs € (0, 00) such that
for all z € H it holds that

(4.85) lp(2)] < Cs + 6V ()

and this together with (4.64) and with (4.84) ensures that uy, N € Ny, are well-defined. In
the second step we will show (2.38). We derive with the fact that for all j,0 € (0,00) it holds
that ¢;5 < 1, with (4.79) and with (4.85) that for all N € N, j,§ € (0,00), ¢ € (0,T) and all
x € H it holds that

(4.86)
Jux(t,) = uo(t,2)| = |Blp(X,")] — Blp(X*)]]

<E “SD(XtNx) - SO(X?w)‘]l”XtN@

—X?’I\\Hds%]lnxf’%dsy—l]

+E [|g0(XtNx) — 90<X?’I)‘]1||X?’x|mdzjf1] +E [‘SO(XtNZ) - SO(X?’:E)‘]l\\x,fv’%xf“||Hdzej,5]
<0+ E [(205 + OV (XT) + OV (XN o, o j_l}

+ B [(2C5 + V(XY 4+ 0V (XN ey,
<34 205X, > § — 1) + XY — X0 2 ) + 20 [V(X) + V(XP9)]

Combining (4.77), the fact for all » € R and all s € (—oo,r] there exists a C' € (0,00) such
that for all u € Hy it holds that ||ul|g, < C||ullm,, (4.64), (4.84), (4.86), (4.83), and (4.82) then
shows for all R, R € (0,00) that
lim sup sup lun (t, ) — uo(t, z)|
N=oo (ta)e{(sy)e(0.T)xH: ||(s)llrx <R, h(s;y)<R}
< lim sup sup lun(t, ) — uo(t, z)|
N—=oo  (t,x)e{(s,y)€(0,T)xH: ||(s,y) [ rx by <R}

(4.87) < limsup lim sup lim sup sup sup (5 +4C5(P(|XP" g, > 7 — 1)
6—0 j—o0 N—oo ze{yeH: |lyllm, <R} t€[0,T]

+ P(IXN = X0 2 e50)) + 2B V(XY + V(X))
=0.

and this proves (2.38). Furthermore, it follows from (4.85) and from (4.64) that for all (o, ) €
(0,T) x H it holds that

sup  sup  |un(t,x) — un(to, zo)|
NEN (t,2)e(0,T)xH
ol <R
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— s swp|Ble(X)] — Blp(X) )|
NEeN (t,x)e(0,T)xH
lzllz<R

sup sup E [(201 + V(XtN’m) + V(Xt];[’xo))]
NEN (t,2)€(0,T)x H
lzll <R

< sup  sup (201 +E [V(XtNm) + V(Xg’mO)D < 00
NEN (t,2)e(0,T)x H
lzlla<R

and this verifies (2.39). Moreover it follows from (4.62) and the continuity of ¢ that for all
e € (0,00) and all (¢,z) € [0, 7] x H it holds that
(4.89) limsup P(|[(X;") = o(X*)[|n > €) = 0.
(s,:y)—(t,z)
In addition note that we get from (4.73) the fact that ¢ is bounded on H-bounded sets and

from the fact that lim, ., sup { ‘5((?)| cx € H, ||z||p > r} =0 that

lim 47 = lim (Jzinf ({v/V(y): y € H, [e(y)l =r} U{r}))

(4.88)

IN

(4.90) = lim (inf ({ Yy e H, |p(y)| = r} U {ﬁ})) — o

and that

(4.91) Tli_}rglosup {W r€H, |z|g > ’r’}
= tim sup {2t (VP € H, lo()l = o)} O () € B, ol = 1)
< TIHEOSUP{\/V@'\/W: r € H, |z|g Zr} =0.

Thus the fact that ¢ is bounded on H-bounded sets and (4.73) show that there exists a C' €
(0, 00) such that for all z € H it holds that

(4.92) o(le(@)]) <V(z) +C

and therefore it follows from (4.84) that there exist a C' € (0,00) such that for all x € H it
holds that

(4.93) sup  E[p(Jo(XP¥))] < sup  E[V(XY) 4 C] < oo.
(5,9)€(0,T)xH (5,9)€(0,T)xH
lyll e <llzllz+1 lyll e <ll=|lz+1

Combining (4.93) and (4.90) ensures that for all x € H it holds that {o(X%¥): (s,y) € [0,T] x
H, |ly|lg < ||z|lg + 1} is uniformly integrable and combining this and (4.89) proves that
(4.94) limfuo(t, ) — wols, )| < T BlJ(X0) — p(X07)] =0

li
(5,9)— (2, (s,9)—=(t

This verifies that ug € Crym([0,7] x H,R). In the next step we show (2.37). Observe that
similarly as in Theorem 4.16 in Hairer, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [I1] where we can replace the
assumption on V by (4.64) and the time set [0, 00) by [0,T] it follows that for all N € N it
holds that uy|o,mxvy is a classical viscosity solution of

(495> FN((tv ZL’), u<t7 x)? (DRXVN u) (t, l‘)), (DI2R><VN u)(t, ZE)) - 07
for (t,z) € (0,7) x Vi and therefore is also continuous with respect to the || - ||rxv,-norm.
Furthermore, it holds that k| r)xm, € Ch s, ((0,T)x Hy, R). Moreover, we get for all z,y € Hy

that |lz|3, = lvll7, + 20,2 = y)u, + (@ — v, 2 = v)m, > ylE, + 21, (20), * — y)uy ., and
thus we get from Definition 2.1 and from the fact that for all z € Hy and all y € Hyy it holds

that (T, (v), 2) iy, = (Y 2)m, = (=A)*y, 2)n = (Ta((—=A)*y), x)iru that {(t,y) € (0,T) x
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H: (JRX]HI h)(t y) 7& @} {(t y) (O7T) x H: LHI@(Z/) € D(EH%,H’)} = (O,T) X HQIQ =W. In
addition, note that we have for all (¢,2) € W that

E(Rrxiy) (R xH) ((DRxHﬂ(h\RxHﬁ))(t, 56')) = Irxu(0, (—A)*(2)),
(DR, (Plroxr, ) (£, %) = Troca, Moy,

In addition, we obtain from (4.75) that for all N € Ny, (t,z) e W, r € R, p € (R x H)', and
all (Cx)re(0,00) € Srx,rxmy it holds that

(4.97)

(4.96)

hlili%nf <FN((tu ), 7 Dy (Calrcy )[Ry, — Mrci, T E)?f‘iJ_))

= timinf (Ex((t2),7,p: (Calmcrny ) can,) + Y2 Beth ), I M ey w8 Bl o)) sy

< liH; sup Fn ((t, ), 7,0, (Ca|rxHy ) R Hy )-
10

Analogous it follows for all N € No, z € W, r € R, p € (R x H)', and all (Cy)xc(0,00)
SRXH,(]RXH)’ it hold that

lim sup (FN(ZJ“,I% (Crlrxry) IR Hy + AR, T g?fﬁﬁ)
(4.98) Mo
> lirglﬁ)ﬂf En(z,m,p, (Cx|lrxy ) [Rxay)-

Moreover, we derive that for all N € N, (t,z) e W,re R, pe (Rx H), C € Sk, (RxHy)»
pE (]R, X VN)/, and all C' € S]RXVN,(]RXVN)’ with

(4'99) V(t17$1) € R X Hy: <]9, (tlyﬁngl»(RxVN)’,RxVN = <ﬁ|RxHﬁ, (t1,I1)>(RxHﬁ)/,]Rng
and with

V(tl,ill), (tg,.TQ) €R x Hgi
(4.100) o 1% ~
<C(t17 7TVle)v (t2a WVNQ;Q»V&VN = <<t17 xl)v C<t27 x2)>RXH19,(RXH19)’

it holds that

Ey((t,x),7,p,C)

I (Rx H)' H'_(RxH) ~
= I 7t < (mif, ) + A(mif, @), Ty 7T§ p>HH/
): 1,

—1/2< (7TV x), Izt ]RXHﬁ C’(O,B(W‘Ifo))>

= IR <7r5NF<w5N 2) + il A(ll, ), i 5)

(4.101) . 1/QZ< (nf 2)e;, a1 C (0, B(n :U)éi)>

i€

HS(U,Hy)

Hy,H),

—1_(RxVy) H H H H RxVy)'
:IRIﬂ x N)p— <7TVNF(7TVN x)+7TVNA(7TVN l‘),ﬂ'é Vi) p>VN »

- Hao) R
1/2 Z <7TVNB(7T‘I/{N 13)61', WQRX g ¢ (07 7T-‘I}rj\/B(Tr\l/j':\z x)€i>>v v’
i€l N>V N

_1_(RxVy)' RxVy)'
- leg W)y <7T€INF(7T5N ) + mif A(ml x),ﬂé Vi) p>VN .
~1_(RxHy)
— o {wlh, B, 2), Eyym™ 1 C (0, Bl )
= F(W‘I/{Nx,r,p, ).
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Therefore, Proposition 2.22 (with f < W%i{};, H++ RxH V+ RxVy, X+ R xHy) yields

that for all N € N it holds that uy is a viscosity solution of Fi|w xrx HixSy o = 0 relative to

(h,H,Hy). Next observe that the continuity of uy with respect to the || - [|rxg-norm together
with the definition of h shows that for all (¢,z) € (0,7) x H and all § € (0,00) it holds that

(uo)ﬁ:m(t,x) = (u, — 6h)]g/(t,x) = uo(t, ) — &|x||%,- Thus the continuity of uy with respect
to the || - [|[rxm-norm implies that for all (¢, %, )nen, € (0,7) X H and all 6 € (0, 00) with

(4.102) Tim (1o} (f0, 70) = (w0 (bns )| V lto = tal V 1 = wollsr) = 0
it holds that
(4.103)
0= Tim (1) s (tor 70) = (wo)ish (b, 7))
= T}l_{glo (|U0(toaxo) — g“%”%h9 — o (tn, Tp) + %H%H?%D = 1}1_{20 (g|||$0||?1,9 - ||$n||§119’) .

This the fact that for all (z,)nen € H and all zy € Hy it holds that (lirnn_ﬂ>o |zn — xollm, =
0) < (limy e (lzn — 2ollm V| l|zoll3, = lzall3,|) = 0), the continuity of u with respect to the
| - [|rxm-norm, and the continuity of h|qr)xm, With respect to the || - ||grxm,-norm show that
for all (¢, zn)nen C (0,T) x H, (to,x0) € (0,T) x Hy, and all § € (0, 00) it holds that

(1im (1(u0)si (to, 7o) = (o) (s 2a) |V o = tal V llzn = wollar) = 0)

(4.104)
& ( im (= wollu, V [t — ta]) = 0).

Therefore we obtain with (2.7) that for all ((¢,, %), 7n, Pn, Cn)ven, € ((0,7) x H) x R x (R x
H)" X Sgym,mxmy, and all 0 € (0,00) it holds that

(1im g, (o, 20), 70,0, Co), (bns @), T, Py C)) = 0)

n—oo
(4.105) < ((nh_%o (lzn = zollay V [tn — tol V lp0 = Pull @y V [|Co — Cull Lmxm,mxry)) = 0)
A (Io S Hﬁ))
In addition, note that for all £ € (0, c0) there exists an M. € (0, 00) such that for all z € Hy it
holds that

(4.106)
l2lle1y 1o o, < Ellzllyy ), + Mellzll,, and that lzll,  ,  <ell2lf,,,, + Mz,

and this together with (4.66) and with ¥ > 1/2 implies that for all €,§ € (0,00), £ € Hay,
x € Hy, and all p € (R x H)" with ||z — ||y < 7, it holds that

- <F(§) +A(E), mB ) ¢ 6IH(—A)2‘9(£)>

H,H'

> = 01 F ),y 1€l 0y = IF @l ol ey = 10 ol @y + 1€l .,
2 = OUF O tasya €l17ars = SUR MGl E (10 Nl xiry
= (5up Pl )€, Nell iy + 81l
2 = N1z (0130 + (5D Aal =) ol ey )
(4107)  —(sup Al 2NN bty 0l ey + 81EN T, e,

> = Re(ll€lly 400, + DOl oy + (8161]113 A2 1o rx )
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= (0 )€l Nl iy + U
> = Ro(el€lltg o+ Mellllr, + D01, + (S0P A2 0l )
1/2—9 2
= (30 P2 el Nollcny + BEN o,

Moreover, it follows from (4.67) and (4.106) that for all £,6 € (0,00), & € Hay, © € Hy,
€ € Sgxm,rxuy and all ® € Sy with Vy, 2z € H: (2.9y)m,a = ((0,2),€(0 ay)>R><H,(R><H)’ and
with ||z — ]|y < 7, it holds that

— (B(&). Iy, (D + bIm,) B(¢ )>H5UH0

> —0||B(§ )HHS(UH@ (B(), Iy'® B(¢ >HSIUIHI)
> _5HB( )HHS(U,H,;. HB( )HHS U,H) H©||L(HH’)
(4.108) > — 1B swm, (6 + (sup [An]” ) €0 L,y
> = Ra(llelF,., o, + DO+ (sup Aal ) 1€ i, crxny))
> = Ralel€lrg. 0 + Mel€N, + 10+ (sup Al )€ i, )

Therefore, we obtain from (4.107) and from (4.108) that for all €,6 € (0,00), £ € Hay, x € Hy,
veR, ppe (R xH), CC¢c Smrxu),mxuy, ® € Sgw, and all K, Ky, K3 € R satisfying
that ||$ — §||H79 S 1A Ty, that ||p — p”(]RXH)/ S 1, that ||C — Q:HL(IRXH,(RXH)’) S 1, that ‘v’y,z €
HI <Z, @y}HﬁH/ = <(0, Z), @(O, y)>]R><H’(]R><H)/, that

Ki=32R,6+1iR, (ilelg Al 727 (1O b mxrr, (mxmyy + 1),
Ky = R, 5(2161]113 Al (UIpll @y + 1) + 0Re (M(||2]m, + 1) + 1)
(4.109) + (igﬂg Al ) (Ipll ey + 1),
Ks = (Ipllrxmy + 1) + Ro (Mc([|]| 1, +1) + 1)(2161]113 Al 27 (Pl ey +1)
+ 3R (Mo([|#] 1z, +1)* + 1)(6 + (i‘ég Al 2N UIC zrocn mxmy) + 1),

and satisfying that 0 — 2¢K; > 0 it holds that
I p - < () + A©), mS M p + S 1u(~ 4)*(€) )

H.H'
= 2(B(&), Iy, (D + 61u,) B(E)) g,
(4_110) > H§HH1/2+79(5 — &?Kl) - ||£||H1/2+19K2 — I
K2 2 K2
= g”é‘|§11/2+19 + (% — 5K1) (|’§HH1/2+79 o (5 _ 25K1)) - 2((5——225}(1) — K
K2
S Oe|2 2 K.
e

Furthermore, (2.4) and (4.96) yield that for all § € (0,00), £ € Hoy, x € Hy, 7 € (0,7,
veR, pe (RxH), €c Spuumxuy and all ® € Sy with Vy,2 € H: (2,Dy)gn =
((0,2),€(0,y)) g it holds that

(F())EXH,RXH,@,&,}L((T’ §)7 v, p, Q:>
(4.111) = Fo((,€),v + §léll, - p + 0lmxs(0, (—A)*(€)), (€lmocary ) [rxrr, + 0 Irxr, Ty i)
= It n{ ™ = (F(©) + A 7§ p o+ 5 1(~4)7(€) )

H,H'
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—2(B(§), I, (D + 0In,) B (€)>HS(‘U,H19)'

Combining (2.8), (4.105), (4.110), and (4.111) implies then that for all § € (0,00), © € Hy,
reR,pe (R xH), and all C' € Sqrum),rxmy there exist an Ly, ,c € (0,00) such that

(4112) (FO>I§><H,]RXH79,5,]'L,UO <(t’ :L.)’ rp, C)
= liminf {(Fo)f, g rum, on(T:€),v,0,€): € € Hyy, 7€ (0,T), veR, pe (Rx H),

el0

Ce SRXH»(RXH)'7 di&,é,h,uo(((t’]”%nn ) ((T 5) v, p, € S 5}
= liminf {(Fo)f g rui, o0 (7:6), v, 0, €): £ € Hyg, T € (O,T), veR, pe(Rx H),

el0

¢Ce SRXH,(RXH)U ”§||H1/2+g S LézpC;
- W
dIRXH,&h,uO(((t?I)?Tapa ) (( 5) v, p, € S 5}.

Moreover, note that for all (z,,)nex, € H with limsup,,_, |n|m,,,,, < oo and with lim,,,« ||z,
—xol|g = 0 it holds that zy € Hyi12 and that (z,),en converges weakly to xp with re-
spect to the || - ||Hﬂ+1/2—norm. Hence, we derive from the fact that Hy /2o, and Hy,1/2-p,
are compactly embedded in Hyiqo that for all y € Hyii/o and all (z,)pen, € H with
limsup,,_, |70y, ,, < oo and with lim, o ||z, — To[[z = 0 it holds that

+ |<y,$ - $0>H§+1/2|> =0.

Thus we get from (2.8), (4.65), (4.96), (4.113), the lower semicontinuity of H > y — ]|y\|f9+1/2 €
[0,00] with respect to the || - ||[g-norm, and from 1 < ¢ 4 1/2, that for all 6 € (0,00),
((Tn, fn), Un,y Prs Q:n, fDn)n@N CWxRX (]R X H)’ X S(RXH)7(RXH)/ X SH,H’> T € Hg, pE (]R X H)',
C e S(RXH),(RXH)/a and all CN' S SHH/, with

(4.113) lim (on

+ ||:130 -
n—oo

nHHﬂJrl/Z—al n||H19+1/27ﬂ1

(4114) vy) z € H: <(07 CC'), 0(07 y)>]R><H,(]R><H)’ = <y7 éz>H,H’a
(4115) Vy,z € H? Vn € N: <<an>7 Q:ﬂ(oaz»]RXH,(RXH)’ = <y7®nZ>H,H’7
(4.116) lim sup ||& [[941/2 < 00,
n—oo
(4.117) 7}1_{1010 |z = &ulla V lp — pallrxary VIO = €|l Lrxn,mxmyy =0

it holds that
(4-118) T}L%(FO)EXH,RXHﬂ,J,h((Tn’ gn)’ Yns Prs Q:”)
= lim Fy((7, &a)s v + 0l1€l13: pn + Trcsns (0, (= A)* (60)), €0 + O, T (o 11,

= nh_}rgo <[I§17T£]RXH) Pn — < (€n) + A(n), 7 (RXH P+ 6Im(— >2ﬁ(£n)>
— 12 (B(&), I3 (D + 61,) B (5")>HS(UH19))
— Iim (zﬁlwgﬂw)p — (F(E) + A, 7 p)

n—oo

H,H'

~ (P& + A6 (= p), | =S4 F @), (AR E)
— 6 (=AY VA (F(2) = (&), (— A V2(E0)) , + 0 llEll, o
—1/2 <B &), Iy, (9 +01y,) B (§H)>HS(IU Hy) )

> I = (Fa) + A), mf P p) =6 () 2E (), (~A) (@),

2 -0
ol — e (B, O + 01, B@)
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Therefore (4.112) and (4.118) ensure that for all § € (0,00), * € Hyt1/2, p € (R x H),
C e S(RXH),(RXH)/a and all C € SH,H’a with \V/y, z € H: ((O,y), C(O, Z))]RXH,(RXH)’ = (y, CZ>H,H/,
it holds that

(F0>IE><H,R><H19,6 h,ug ((tv I)? D, C)

(4.119) zfﬂglw§mH>’p—< (z) + A(z), 7 p> — 6 ((=A)TV2R (), (— A)H2(2))

H,H' H

+ 5||x||§{19+1/2 - 1/2 <B({E)7 Iﬁ;(é’ + 5]H19) B(m)>HS(UH19) .

In addition, it holds for all x € Hyyq/ that VN € N: W‘Ifo € Hyy and that limy_, ||z —
mih Ty, = 0. Thus (2.8), (2.4), (4.65), (4.96), (4.105), and (4.111) shows for all § €
(0,00), © € Hyp1p2, p € (R x H)!, C € Smxm),mxmy, and all C € Suw, with Vy,z €
H:((0,y),C(0,2)rxn,mxmy = (Y, C’z}H’H/, that

(4120) (FO)EXH,RXHﬁ,d,h,UO(<t7 :C)’ P, C)

. H
< ]\}E}I})O(FO)EXH,RXH%&,FL((L Ty ), 750, C)

= ]\}l_rgo FU((t’ W‘I/{Nx)> T+ 5||7T5N$Hg,p + I]RXHv (07 (_A)M(WV 33)), ¢+ 5I]R><H19 {%?iﬂﬁl )

= Jim (I w™p — (F(rll @) + Al 2), 7§ p + 61(— ) (] 2))

N—oo o
1) <B(W5Nx), Ig (C + 0I,) B(W5N$)>HS(UH )>
9
o _1_(RxHY H H (R HY
- ]\}513)0 (-’R ™ b= <F(7TVNI) + ATy ), p>H,H’

= (A" PE (o), () )+ Ol
— 1/ <B(7T5Nx), Iﬁ;((j + 01w,) B(W5N1)>
= 1w — (F@) + Aa), e ) —

+ 5H‘TH%L9+1/2 - 1/2 <B(SL’), I}Ej(é - 6[H19> B(:C)>HS(UH19) .

z|
Hyi1)2

HS(UHM)
5< 79 1/2F ) ( A)ﬁ+1/2(x)>H

Combining (4.118) and (4.120) yields that for all § € (0,00), © € Hyy1y2, p € (R x H),
C e S(RXH),(RXH)/a and all C' € SH,H’a with Vy, z € H: ((O,y), C(O, Z))]RXH,(RXH)’ = (y, C’Z>H7H/,
it holds that

(FO)EXH7RXH1976J’L7UO(($7 t)a D, C)

(4121) = 7™M p = (P(2) + A@), i p) =6 ((—A) T RE (), (—A) (@),

H,H'
+ ol .., — 2 (B(@), IgH(C + 01s,) B

Furthermore, the fact that for all N € N it holds that Vy is finite-dimensional implies for all
N eN,reR, (xa)nen, € H with lim,,o ||} (2, — 20)||z = 0 that

(4.122) Tim |77 (20 — 20) |, = 0.

(x)>HS(lU,H19) '

Therefore, we get from (2.4), (2.8), (4.65), and from (4.122) that for all N € N, § € (0, 00),
v € H, pe (RxHY, C € Smxmmxuy, and all C' € Spw with Yy, 2 € H: (y,C2) g =
((0,9), C(0, 2)) R, (rxmy it holds that

(4.123) (FN)B—;XH RxHy, Ehuo((t z),r,p,C)

= lginmf{ (FN)Rsrxry 55 ((T:€) v 0, €)1 € € Hag, 7€ (0,T), vER, pe (Rx H),
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¢c SRXH (RxH)’ dI?RXHéhuo(((xat)arap7 ) ((ga ) v, pa S 5}

= timinf {Fx(r, w8, €), v+ O €13, p + (0, (—A) <s>>, €+ O, 7 )
5 € H2197 T E <O7T>7 S IR') pEe (IR X H)lv ¢e S]RXH,(IRXH)’:
d]?{;%]l,é,h,uo(((x? t)7 D, C)? ((57 7—)7 v, p, Q:)) < 6}

= timinf {p) — (F(ni},6) + A@i},8). 7% pa + 6nl% (=47

—12(B(rl ). I ;((’I+6IH0)B(7T5N£)>HSUH 1§ EHay, T E(0,T),

V,,Ole]R,[JQEH,Q:GSHH/ | II(RXH

— RxH
dﬁ’g,é,h,m)((t’m?r?ﬁé ) )p7 ) (7—5 v, p27€ Sé‘}

= leiilolinf {p1 — <F(7TVN§) + A(Wva)an' :02> A + 6||7T‘}/IN€H219+1/2

S (AP E (L €), (AT (L 6,

—2(B(rl ). I ﬁ(¢+5IHv)B(wVN5)>HSUH ) § EHay, T E(0,T),
[ 1 (IR><H

p|l <e,

V;ple]:RapQEHaezesHH’ |

— RxH
dﬁ’g,é,h,m)((t’m?r?ﬁg ) )p7 ) (7—5 v, p27€ Sé‘}

_ RxH)' r _(RxH)

= Ig' e — (Pl o) + Al o), ol i p) itz .
_5< 19 1/2F WVN ) ( A)ﬂ+1/2(7TVN:B)>
YA <B(7TVN;E), IN(C + 61,) B(?TVN:E)>

Combining (4.105), (4.110), and (4.123) yields for all €, € (0,00), ((tn,zn), "N, PN, ON) NeN,
g (]R, X Hﬂ) x R x (]R X H) X S]RXH (RxH) and all Kl,KQ,Kg € R with

p| <e,

H

HS(UHy)

(4.125) ]\}12%0 d]IT]I:(I;,[;LMO(((th o), 70, Po, Co), ((tn,xn), 7N, PN, Cn)) = 0,
(4126) Kl = 2Rx0 ) + Rzo (SU.HI\)I |/\n|_2ﬂ) (HCOHL(]RXH,(]RXH)’) + ].),
ne
Ky = Ry e(sup [\l > ") (Ipoll gy + 1) + 0 Ray (Me(||z0| 11, +1) + 1)
(4.127) e .
+ (sup [Aul =) (llpoll wxzry + 1),
neN
Ks = (Ipoll sy +1) + Ry (Mc(||zoll 1z, + 1) + D (sup [Aal*~") (Ipoll @y + 1)
(4.128) neN

+ Ry (Mz([|zollm, +1)* +1)(6 + (sup Al NI Col o, mxry) + 1),
ne

and with 6 — 2¢ K7 > 0 that

lim sup (FN)IJﬁxH,RxHﬁ,J,h,uo ((tn, zn), 7N, PN, Cn)

N—oo
= lim sup (I;ﬂRXH)'pN — <F(7T5NxN) + A(W\IfoN) 7TV/ WéRXH) pN>
N—o0 HvH/
(4.129) + 5||7T{}ZV:EN||§1,19+1/2 5 {(—A)"~ V2 p( (mif an), (— A)ﬂ+1/2(7TVNxN)>H

1/2< (miyw), 19(0+51Hﬂ)B(W‘ngN>>HS(U,Hﬂ)>
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. S| H 2 K22
> limsup (§||7TVN‘TN”H1/2+19

2K =
N—o00 2(5 — 2€K1) 3) >0

Thus we derive from the lower semicontinuity of H 3>y — |ly[|m,.,,,, € [0,00] with respect to
the || - || z-norm that for all § € (0,00) and all ((ty,zn),7n, PN, CN)Nen, € ((0,7) x H) x R X
(R x H)' x Sgxa,mxey With imy oo x50 (o, @), 70, 0, Co), (tx, o), v, pv, Cv)) = 0
and with lim SupN—)oo(FN)IEXH,RXHﬁ,é,h,uO((tN7 zn), TN, Py, Cn) < 0t holds that

(4'130) ||$0||H19+1/2 < limsup ||7T\£IN$N||H19+1/2 < o0
N—oo

and therefore

(4131) To € Hqg+1/2.
Combining (4.65) (4.105), (4.113), (4.123), (4.121), (4.130), (4.131), the fact that ¥ + 1/2 > 1,
and the lower semicontinuity of H 5 =z — ||x||%,19+1/2 € [0, 00] with respect to the || - ||g-norm

shows that for all ((tny,zn), 7N, PN, CN)NeN,
all § € (0, 00) with

(4132) lim dRXHJhuO(((t()va))TOapOa 00)7 ((tnv'TN)7TNapNa ON)) =0

N—o0

C((0,T)x H) xR x (R x H)" X Sgxm,mxmy and

and with imsupy_, o (FN) R i r iy 600 (EN> T8), 75, Py, Cn) < 0 it holds that
hNHi}o%f ((FO)EXH,IE{XHﬁ,(S,h,uO(<t07 %), o, po, Co)

o (FN)EXH,RXHg,J,h,uo((tN7 xN): N, PN, CN))

= liminf (I WlRXH)/pO - <F(x0) + A(J;O),WSRXH)/pO>

N—o0 H,H'

=6 (=AY F (), (—A)" 2 (o)), + Olloly, .,

— 1/ <B($0)7 [ﬁﬂ (Co +61y,) B($O>>HS(U . I};{lﬂ_ngH) oy

(P an) + Alrfan) ol m™ o)

+8 (A" VPE(ran), (AR (r an)) = Ol e,
(4.133) + 1/ <B(W5Ng;N), I (Cy + 61, B(WVN;CN)>

= liminf ( - <F(x0) — F(zn) + A(xg) — A(JCN),WSRXHYPO>

N—oo

— (Flan) + Alon), 78" (b - pN)>H’H,
= B (A (), (~ APy — ),
— (5< A V- 1/2 xO) - F(xN))> <_A)19+1/2(xN)>H + (5“%’0“%{1”1/2

= Sllel, ., — Y2 (Blwo). I (Co+ d1n,) B(xo))

+ 1> (B(rfi on), 152 (Cy + 01,) B(rll zn))

HS(U,Hy) )

H,H'

HS(U,Hy)
HS(U,Hy) )
— timinf (8203, , - Stk anlly,., ) <O

which shows (2.37). Analogously it follows that for all ((¢ty,zn), 7N, PN, Cn)Nen, € ((0,7T) X
H) xR x (R x H)" X Sgxu,mxumy and all § € (0,00) with

(4.134) ]\}1_{“ dﬁﬁ%ﬂahuo(((toyﬂio)aromo, Co), ((tn, 2N ), 7N, PN, Cn)) = 0
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and with im sup y o0 (FN) R xR xiy 6,800 (EN: ZN); 73, Py, Cn) > 0 it holds that

lim sup ((FO)]RXH RxHy 6, huo ((t0, Z0), 70, Po, Co)
(4.135) N—00

- (FN)I_R,XH,RXHﬂ,(S,h,UO ((th xN)v Ny PN CN)) > 0.

It remains to prove that ug 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, 0c0) it holds that

swp swp uo(t ) < s sup Bfle(X07)]
ze{yeH: |lyla <R} te[0,T] ze{yeH: |lyllu<R} t€[0,T]
(4136) 0,z oT
< sup sup E[C] + V(X,M)] < C1 4+ V(R)e”™ < 0.

ze{yeH: |yl <R} tc[0,T]
Moreover, combining (4.84) and (4.85) yields that for all 6 € (0,00) it holds that

t
lim sup sup{M: x € H, H.CEHHZT}

=00 tc[0,T] V(Qﬂ)
E[|¢
< lim sup sup{ cx € H, ||z||g > 7’}
T ¢0,T]
E[C 5v X”
(4.137) < lim sup Sup{ g + ) cx € H, ||z)|lg > r}
T30 ¢¢[0,T]
C (5V
< lim sup sup{ 5+ H, ||z||g > r}
=0 ¢0,T]
= 67
and thus it holds that
. |U0(t71})|
4.138 lim sup sup{—:er, x Zr}:O.
(4.138) Jm, sup, V) ]| 2

In addition, the continuity of ¢ with respect to the || - || z7-norm on H-bounded subsets of H, the
continuity of uy with respect to the || - ||gx g-norm on R x H-bounded subsets of [0,7] x H, the
fact that for all R € (0,00) it holds that the set {(¢,z) € [0,T] X H: ||z||z, < R} is compact
and the fact that V is bounded on H-bounded subsets of H imply for all R, R € (0, 00) that

(4.139)

o . aly, el
I:i(r)llgglsup {uo(t,x) —p(&): x,2 € Hy, t,1€(0,T), — =V~ - < R,

lzlla < B, o —dllu<r tvi< g}

Wl v 20 < R, izl < R, o — illu < T}

= liiglsup {uo((),x) —@(2): x,& € Hoy,

. [l]|7 217 > .
= lggsup {gp(m) —@(2): z,2 € Hyy, (H)ﬁ % V(f)ﬂ <R, ||z|lg <R, ||z —2|g < r}

=0
and this finishes the proof of Theorem 4.5. U



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, o, 3 € N¢, p € (1,2], s € [0,00), a Lipschitz domain Q C R, and a
suitable family of Hilbert spaces H,, r € R, having the interpolation properties (e.g. Sobolev
spaces, see also Setting 5.1) we establish sufficient conditions for rq,ry, 7,72 € R such that
there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all w € H,, and all v € Hz, N Hy, it holds that

(5.1) I(DRaw) (Djav)]

B @) < Clulla,, [0l a7, + l[ullm, 0], ),

where B, ,(€2) 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 L?-norm, and Corollary 5.13 and Corollary
5.16 combine these results.

Throughout this chapter the following notation is used.

5.1. Notation

Let |- ]: Ui, R? — R be the function satisfying for all d € N\{1}, z € R, and all
(y1,-+ ,ya) € R? that
. d
x ifz>0
5.2 = - d that = il
(5:2) e {_m oy e b=l

For d € N we say that Q C R? is a Lipschitz set if { is either R, the graph above a
Lipschitz function, or a bounded Lipschitz domain. Moreover, for d,n € N the d-dimensional
Lebesgue measure p?, and an Lipschitz set  C R?, we denote by L°(2) the set of all Lebesgue
measurable functions, by IB%;Q(Q), Il €R, pe[l,x], g€ [1,00] 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 I € R and all (p, ) € [1,00]*\{2, 2} that B}, (?) = (B}, (), [ - |5 @)
and that B () = (B35(2), () e |- |, )s by LZ(), p € [1,00], the Banach spaces
satisfying for all p € [1,00]\{2} that LP(Q) = (LP(Q), | - lzr)) = (LP (14, Q), || - | Lo (ue)) and
that L2(Q> = (LQ(Q)ﬂ <'7 '>L2(Q)7 H ) HLZ(Q)) = (LQ(Mda Q)? <'= '>L2(ud,ﬂ)7 || ) HLQ(ud,Q))? by Bi},q(Qv ]Rn)ﬂ
l€R, pe[l,x], g€ [l,o0] the Besov spaces satisfying for all [ € R, p € [1,00], and all
q € [1,00] that B, (Q,R") = @ B (Q), and by L”(Q,R"), p € [1,00], the Banach spaces
satisfying for all p € [1, 00] that LP(2, R") = @}, LP(Q).

5.2. Holder-Sobolev type inequalities

Throughout this subsection the following setting is frequently used.

Setting 5.1. Let d € N, let Q C R? be a Lipschitz domain, let K: R — (0,00), let H, =
(Hey (s || lm), 7 € R, be a family of Hilbert spaces satisfying for all v € [0,00), s € R,
and all t € [s,00) that H, C B3(Q), that the || - ||, -norm is equivalent to the || - || gr ()-norm
on H,, and that H, C Hg and satisfying that for all r,r1,79 € R, s1,59 € [0,1] and for all
x € H, with s1 + so = 1, and with sir + sore = r it holds that

(5.3) [l < (Ko |2, )™ - (B[l 1, )%

117
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Let (H,(-,)u, | - ||#) = Ho, and let H;, = (H,| - ||az), » € R, be the corresponding dual

spaces. By abuse of notation we will also denote by || - ||m,., 7 € R, the extended functions
| la,: Usey Hoi — [0,00], r € R, satisfying for allr € R, x € H,, and ally € J;~, H-; that
(5.4 P A

ify ¢ H,.

LEMMA 5.2. Let d € N, let Q C R? be a Lipschitz domain, let H = (H, (-, ))g, || - ||lz#) be
a separable Hilbert space, let e,, n € N, be an orthonormal basis of H, let \: N — (—o00,0)
be a function with lim, .., A\, = —o0, let A: D(A) C H — H be the linear operator such
that D(A) = {x € H: Y7 [Aplen, 2)u|* < 0o} and such that for all x € D(A) it holds that
Av =37 Alen, ) gen, letHy = (Hy, () o -l ,), t € R, be a family of interpolation spaces
associated with —A (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [15]), let 1 € [0,00), ro € [r1,00),
r € [r,m), a € (0,00), satisfy that H,, C B33 () and that H,, C By (), and let Cy,Cy €
(0,00) satisfy that for all u € H,, it holds that

(5.5) Cillull gy o) < llulla,, < Collull o)
and that for all w € H,, it holds that

(5.6) Cillullgre () < llulla,, < Callullpgrz o
Then there ezist Cs, Cy € (0,00) such that for all w € H, it holds that
(5.7) Callull gy o) < llullm, < Callullpgyo)-

Proor. Throughout this proof we will use the notation in Section 1.3.2 on page 24 in

Triebel [31]. For r € {ry, 72} the assertion is trivial. Therefore assume for the rest of the proof
that r € (r1,r2). Moreover, denote by 6 € (0, 1) the value satisfying that r = (1 — 0)r; + Ors.
Next note that the theorem on page 182 in Triebel [31] yields that
(5-8) (B2 (RY), B3y (R"))s.2 = Bsh(RY).
Combining this with the Theorem on page 25 in Triebel [31] and with the fact that there exist a
linear bounded operator £ € L(B3Y5 (2),B55 (R?)) such that €lpora ) € L(BYY (Q),B37(RY)),
that {|pgy(0) € L(B35(Q), By%(R?)) and that for all u € BSY (€2) it holds that (§(u))|q = u (see,
e.g., Theorem 4.1 in Rychkov [32]) shows that

(5.9)
B35(8) = (B%(]Rd))la (B35 (R?), B33 (R)a2) | € (B55 (), B35(2))a.2
— (€((B55 (), BsZ()e2) )| € ((Bs3 (R, B3 (R)oz)], = (BSRY)le = B5a(%)
and that there exist K, Ks, K3, K4 € (0,00) such that
HUHB;B(Q) < HfUHng Rd) < KleuH 2o (R4),By 2 (R4))g 2

(5.10) < Kollull gy 9),552 900, = Kz”(fu)’QH(B“” Q),BI2 ()0

2

< Koll€ull gy ey g7z may), , < Ksll&ullpgpmey < Kallull gy @

Furthermore, the theorem on page 141 in Triebel [31] ensures that

(5.11) (H,,, H,,)o2 = H,
and that there exist K7, Ky € (0,00) such that for all v € H, it holds that
(5.12) Killullm, < llull,, ., < Kellullm,-

Moreover, it follows from (5.5) and from (5.6) that for all i € {1,2} it holds that Idy, €
L((Hri, () gerss | - g ), Hy,) and that Idp, € L(H,,,B5%) and combining this with (5.10),

2,2
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the theorem on page 25 in Triebel [31] and with (5.12) verifies that there exist K, Ky, K3, K4 €
(0, 00) such that for all u € H, it holds that

Crllull gy ) < OO 1da,, ull gy ), 5572000, < Killullm, my),, < Kollullm,

(5.13)
< K|\ 1dw,, ull(a,, Hoy)en < C2K3”UH(BM1 Q),BLR (Q)o2 = Kyllul| pgy0)-

This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.2. U

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, (-, ))u, || - ||u) be a separable Hilbert
space, let e,, n € N, be an orthonormal basis of H, let \: N — (—00,0) be a function
with lim, oo A, = —o00, let A: D(A) € H — H be the linear operator such that D(A) =
{x € H: 37 | Mlen, x)u* < oo} and such that for all x € D(A) it holds that Av =
Yot Anlens Tymen, let Hy = (Hy, () g, |Illg,), t € R, be a family of interpolation spaces
associated with —A (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [15]). By abuse of notation we will
also denote by A and by || - ||m,, t € R, the extended operators A: \J;2, H_; — ;> H-; and
| le s Uisy H-i — [0,00], t € R, satisfying for allt € R, x € Hy, and all y € \J;2, H_; that

) ylle,  ifye H
(5.14) uwm—{a) Ay
and that
(5.15) (A(z) =y) & (1Eiigsup{||A(§) —Ylm . §€ Hy, |z —&l|m, <} =0).

Let r,ri,my € R, 51,82 € [0,1], satisfy that s; + so = 1, and that s1r1 + sery = 1. Then it holds
for all x € H, that

(5.16) [l < Ml - =/,

PROOF. Observe that (5.16) is trivial for 7 = 5. Moreover it follows from the fact that
H,, N H is dense in H, that it is enough to show the equation for x € H,, N H. Therefore for
the rest of the proof fix € H,, N H and assume that r; < 5. Now denote by S C [0, 1] the
set satisfying that

§={ss€10,1): (31,5 € 0,1, Irs € [r, ml: (Ul < Nl - el - Nl

(5.17)
A (814 82+ 53 = 1) A (8171 + Sara + 5373 = T))>}‘

As s1, s9 are uniquely determined by the equation s;+ss = 1 and the equation s;7r+s97r9 = 7 it
is sufficient to show 0 € S. Note that ||z[|lm, < |lz[|%, -[[z[%,, -[|=|/F, and hence it holds that 1 €
S. This ensures that S # (). Next denote by s € [0, 1] the value satisfying that s = inf S. This
implies that there exist a sequence (s™),ex C S such that lim,,_,o, s™ = s. Moreover, it follows

from the definition of S that there exist sequences (sgn))n@N, (sgn))nelN C [0,1], (r™)nen C

() N n
[r1, 73] such that for all n. € N it holds that |||, < ||z, - H;I:HHTQ lzll3", s sl 4 =1,
and that sg )7”1 + sg )7”2 + 5™ = . By going to subsequences we can assume that there exist

51,89 € [0,1], 73 € [r1,r2] such that limn_,oo(|s§n) — 51|+ |s§n) — G| + [r™ — r3]) = 0. Thus we
get from x € H,, that

. s(n) § s
ol < lim (ol - el - Nl ) =l - el - el
(5.18) S48 +s=lim(s{"” +s+5™) =1, and that
n—oo

S171 + Sarg + sr3 = Lim (sry + sy + s pM)) =
n—oo
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and therefore we obtain that s € S. We will now show that S € S and therefore we will consider
two cases.

1. case: r3 > . First observe that we have that

L= el el - ((—A)s 2, (—A) ) )

T2>S/2—r|quﬁ 557 - (el

H27‘3—?"2 :
In addition, it follows from r3 € | ,T2] that 2rg —ry € [r1, r9]. Furthermore, we obtain that
T = 8171 + 591y 4 sr3 = 5171 + (52 + 5)r2 + 5(2r3 — 1r2) and this shows that 5 € S and thus
verifies the first case.
2. case: r3 < ””2 . We then get that

r1+ra
2

Izl < llelE,, - =], -

(5.19)

<=l Nl - (Nl

ri+ra
2

oy e Ul el = ol ol - (=) () )
< el el - el I2llim, )" = lelE " - 2l - el .

Moreover, the fact that rs € [ry, %372] yields that 2r3 — 71 € [r1,72). In addition, we have that
T = 51711 + 897y + 813 = (51 + 5)r1 + 5219 + 5(2r3 — 71) and this shows that § € S and finishes
the second case.

Combining the two cases then ensures that 5 € S. Hence we derive from the fact that s = inf S
that s < 3 and therefore s = 0. This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.3. 0

LEMMA 5.4 (Interpolation results for Sobolev spaces). Let d € N, let 2 C R? be a Lipschitz
domain. Then there exist a K: R — [0,00) such that for all r,ri,ro € R, s1,s9 € [0,1], and
all u € By ,(S2) with sy + sy = 1, and with 5171 + syro = 7 it holds that

(5.21) [ull 35 0 < (Ko lull gy 0)™ - (B, llull prz )™

PROOF. First denote by £: U2 __ B} () — U2 Bj,(R?) an operator satisfying that for

all r € R it holds that that {|s; ) € L(B (Q),BQ’Q(]RCZ)), and that for all v € U2 BY ()

it holds that (£(u))|q = u (the ex1stence follows from Theorem 4.1 in Rychkov [32]) and by
K: R — [0,00) the function satisfying for all » € R that

(5.22) Ky = [I€ll oes 0 By 00y V 1

Next note that Remark 2 on page 87 in Runst & Sickel [31] (with s < 7, so <= 71, $1 < 79,
0« So, p<2,pg < 2,p1 < 2,9 2, q < 2, ¢ < 2) implies that for all r,r;,r, € R,
51,52 € (0,1), and all u € B3 ,(Q2) with s1 + sy = 1, 71 # 12, and with sy7 + syrp = 7 it holds
that

(5.23)

||UHB5,2(Q) < HSUHBQQ(Rd) < ||§U||E;}2(Rd) ’ ||§U||§;?2(Rd) < (KHHUHB;}Q(Q))Sl : (KMHUHB;?Q(Q))SQ'

Thus, the fact that for all » € R it holds that K, > 1 ensures that for all r,r,79 € R,
s1,52 € [0,1], and all u € Bj,(Q2) with s; + sy = 1 and with s;7; + sory = r it holds that

(5.24) [l ) < (K llull gy 0)™ - (K llull g )
This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.4. O

The next lemma establishes another interpolation result.

LEMMA 5.5 (Another interpolation result). Assume the setting in Section 5.1, let rq1, ra,
T1, T9, S1, So € R satisfy that ro < s; < rq and that 79 = s9 g::g -7 2:2 then it holds for all
u € H,, and all v € Hy s, that

(5.25) [l

i, [0, < 5= K, Ko, [0z, + 5= K [, K5 N[0,
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PROOF. Note that it holds that r 21=2 81 2 241y 1= = gy and thus (5.3) (with 7 < sq, ry < 79,

r1—"r2

To9 4 T9, S1 51 ” , and with sy + ” S1) implies for all u € H,, that

— r1—S1

S1—T2 rn—si
(5.26) e, < (Ko llull ) = (Kl ) 1=

Furthermore, we get from the definition of 7, that

. — 51 . S1— T2 -1 =5 r —T2 -1 =51\ 81— T2
T + 79 =7 +1s -

1 1
(527) rhn—"r2 rhn—r2 rL—7re 81— T2 §1—T2/) T —7T2
. =5 - =5
=7 +S9— 11 = S9.
rn—r rL—7re

21=2) shows for all

Hence (5.3) (with r <= s9, 71 <= T, 73 < To, §1 1=, and with s <
v E Hfl\/er that

(5.28) [0, < (K [0l )= (K |vllag, ) o=re.

Combining (5.26), (5.28) together with the fact that Va,b € (0,00),Vt € [0,1]: a’b'™ < ta +
(1 —t)b yields that for all uw € H,, and all v € Hj,yr, it holds that

(5.29) [oll ez, 1l ez, < (B Null gy, B Nol| 7, ) 7= (B lull a1, K5 0] 7y ) e
< B2 K ul| gy, Keo o)l ay, + S Ko llulla,, K 0|
and this completes the proof of Lemma 5.5. O

The next lemma is a combination of the Holder inequality and the Sobolev inequality.

LEMMA 5.6. Let d € N, let Q C R? be a Lipschitz set, let p € [1,00], let € € (0,00), let

1,79 E R satisfy that 1y Ay > (0V (4 — )) +elqoer(p) and that ry +1ry > d — g + el ((ri A

ra) — 4+ ]—3). Then there exists a real number C € (0,00) such that for all u € By%,(S2) and all
v € By%(Q2) it holds that

(5.30) [uvll o) < Cllull gy, @10l 57 0)-

PROOF. First note that we get from Hélder’s inequality that for all py,py € [1,00] with
o+ - =, forall u € LP(Q) and for all v € LP2(Q) it holds that

p1 p2

(5.31) [wvll o) <l[ullze:@)llv][zr2 (o)

Combining this with the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel
[31] (applied with s < 0, s g — pil + 011 {0} (P1), P < P15 Do < 2, ¢ <= 2, u < 2, and applied
with s < 0, sg g—p%—i—égll{oo}(pg), P < P2, Po < 2, q < 2, u < 2) and Theorem 1 on page 32
(applied with s < %— pil + 6111} (P1), P < 2, ¢ < 2 and applied with s < g— p% +521L{oo}(p2)1,

po < 2, q < 2)) shows that for all d;,0, € (0,00) and all py,py € [2,00] with 11 + piQ =1

there exists a real number C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bd/2 d/p1+611{°°}(p1)(§2) and all
v e Byl Wt )y it holds that

HUH d/2— d/p2+52]1{oo}(p2)

(5.32) luvllzee) < C”u“B;iff’d/“*“ﬂ{oo}<fﬂ”( By @’

We will now divide the proof into 4 cases.
1. case: 1 =0V (- —) Note that the assumption 7 > (0V (4 — —)) + €l (s} (p) then implies

that p # o0o. Moreover we get from the assumption r; + ry > d — 5 +elgoy((r Are) — 4+ %)
and from the assumption 71 Ary > (0V (£ — —)) + el{} (p) that

7"2Zd—%—Féﬂ{o}((Tl/\Tg)—54’5)—7’1Zd-;-(O\/(g—%))—F&Tﬂ{o}(Tl—g+%)

(5.33) d d
=((d=3)N35)+elpe(p) > (d=32)A5) — Laz(p).
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Therefore (5.32) (with p = pV2, - + '_W’ 01 + 1, and with §y rg—((d——) D+1p2(p))
and the fact that for all s € R and all t € ( 00, s| there exists a real number C’ € (0, 00) such
that for all u € B3 ,(€) it holds that [lul|p; ) < Cllul[s;,() (see, e.g., the Proposition on page
29 in Runst & Sickel [31] ) shows that there exist C, Cy € (0,00) such that for all u € B5Y(§2)

and all v € By%(Q) it holds that

[[uv|[ e
S01HUHB:/;—d/@vzwn{w}@)( |v]] 2= D N D) 1 D)
(5.34) - 01||u||B;‘/22‘<<d/p>A(d/2>> ||U||B;l/22 PPN D = (DD 2,00 P)

:CU d/2—((d d/2 v d/2)A(d—d +(ro—((d/2)A(d—d 1-1
1|| ||B2’/2 ((d/p)N(d/ ))(Q)” HBQ;/ IN( /p))+(rog—((d/2)A( /P))( [1,2)(p>)(m

= Cullull ggayz-armmvo g 1Vll pra-a-carania-armmag o o < Collull gy oy 191l sz, -

2. case: (0V (4 — g)) <r < (¢A(d- %)). In this case we get that

(5.35) d > d __d =2Vp
' fn T E-0vE-D) ind
and that
d d d d d
Gagy  LodTn 1 5mGAET) 1 OVGZE)
p d p d p d p 2

Thus (5.32) (with p; + 4, , plz — % -2 + 1, and with d9 < 1), the fact that for all
5Tl
s € Rand all t € (—o0, ]

there exists a real number C' € (0, 00) such that for all u € B3 ,(2)
it holds that ||lul|p ) § Cllullss @) (see, e.g., the Proposition on page 29 in Runst & Sickel
[31]), and the assumption rq 4+ 7y > d — % + elgoy((ri Ame) — &+ %) ensure that there exist
C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u € By%,(€2) and all v € B5%(£2) it holds that

luvllzew) < Crllull paz-arz—ri g 101l garz-ro-carz=rin ) = Crllull gy, 0] pa a0 g

(5.37)

< C2||U||B;}2(Q)||U||B§?2(Q)'

3. case: 1 =4 N (d— ) Note that the assumption r; > (0V (£ — %)) + €100} (p) shows that
p # oo and the assumption ri+re > d— g + el ((ri Ara) — 4+ ;‘—f) that

(5.38)
7"2Zd—%—rl+€1{0}((T1AT2)—g‘i‘%):d—%—(g/\(d—%))—i—gﬂ.{o}((’l”l/\’f’g)—g*'*;—)l)

>d—9—§+elg(ro—§+9) =90 +eclgy(ra—§+9)

a_, d_(d_d

This implies that ry > %l — ;—f and hence it holds that 2 < 2 (2 Pl — %. Furthermore we get
4—7’

from 7"2 (O\/( 9)) +eliaoy(p) that g 7 < 5. Therefore (5.32) (with - « 1 — (272 V 3),

7"2

BRI 350 01 <= 1,02 <= 1), the assumptlon that it holds that ry > (O\/( ))—1—5]1{00}(]9),

the fact that p # oo, and the fact that for all s € R and all ¢t € (—o0, 5] there exists a real
number C' € (0, 00) such that for all u € B3,(€2) it holds that [lul|p; @) < Cllullps, @) (see,

e.g., the Proposition on page 29 in Runst & Sickel [31]) yield that there ex1st C1,Cy € (0,00)
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such that for all u € By%,(€2) and all v € B5%(2) it holds that
luvlize@ < Cullull pagz-carm-warnravarenm g [Vl parz-warn-—ravarenm g,

< C(2||U||Bd/2 d/p+((d/2—(0Vv(d/2— d/P)))V(d/(QP))) ||U|| d/2 (d/2— T2)(Q)

(5.39) _c
= 2||U||B;}/Qz—d/pﬂ«d/p)A(d/znv<d/<2p>>>(Q |l B2 g

= Callull paz-amsammiarm g 101l 52, @) = Collvl a1l 52, 0)-

4. case: r1 > SN (d— %) Then it follows from (5.32) (Wlth <— = — ﬁp and with ps < 2V p),
the assumptlon that r Ary > (0V (4 — —)) +el{x}(p), and from the fact that for all s € R and
all t € (—o0, 5| there exists a real number C € (0,00) such that for all u € B3,(€) it holds that
||u||Bé72(Q) < Cllullps @) (see, e.g., the Proposition on page 29 in Runst & Sickel [31]) that for
all 61,05 € (0, 00) satisfying that 6, = — (A (d— g)) and that 6, = ro— (0V (£ —%))—1-11[1700) (p)
there exist C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u € B5,(2) and all v € By%(Q2) it holds that

|uv]| ey < C'1||UHBd/2—<d/p—<d/w/p>>+611[2,001<p> V]| ar2-ar2at/m)+ssn oy
2,2

Bs o (€)
(5.40) = Cillull -amn@mrag e HUH (OV 420/ ) +(ra=(O¥(d/2= /D)L () )
2 ,2 2 2 ( )
= Cillul B2 ® g ||U| 72— (ra=OV/2=a /o @) S < Gollull gy, o101l 72,0
2 ,2 2 2 (Q) 2,2

Combining the 4 cases then proves Lemma 5.6. U
The next corollary combines Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6.

Corollary 5.7 (Sobolev-Holder inequality for the LP-norm). Assume the setting in Section 5.1,
let p € [1,00], let e € (0,00), let § € [0,00), let o, B € (Ng)%, let 71,72, 71,79 € R satisfy that

(5.41) 2ry + 271 = |af + |B] + d — £ + 20 + 2eT 0 (p),

that
20 - (27’1 —27”2)
al + 0V (Z—9) — 21,

(5.42) 2ry + 21y > 219 + 217 — + 511(0,oo)x[2,oo)((5> »),

that 2r1 > |a| + (0 V (£ — ;)), and that 2ry < |a|+ (0V (4 — %)) — elp9)(p). Then there exists
a real number C' € (0,00) such that for all w € H,, and all v € Hz s, it holds that
(5.43) 1(Dgaw) (D)l rey < Cllulla,, [0l + llullm, 0]l )-

PRroOF. First note that for all sy, 32,5 € R with rg + 71 — 51 — 89 = 6 and with S1 # 1o it
holds that

r —T2 -1 =5 - So T
89 — T 27’1—1—(7”1—7“2) -
(544) 51— T2 S§1— T2 81— T2 §1— T2
- S1+ 82 —T1—T2 - 6(ry —r2)
=7”1+(7“1—7“2) —-1l)=r+r-rn— ——>—"—".
S1— T2 S1 — T2

We will now divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case: 6 = 0. Observe that it holds that ¢ — 2% +elioer(p) > & — g, that 4 — 2% >4 g, that

4_ 4 5 >0, and that 4 — £ 5 > —€lp2)(p). Hence we get that

o] + (8] +d =& = ((Ja| + § = 55 + elia} (p) A (27”1)) + 251{00}( ) =18
(5.45) > |al +d =& = (la| + § = 35 + Lo} (p) + 26Lio(p) = § — 35 + €L{oc} (P)
> ((§ =9 V0)+ el (p),
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that
ol + 18] +d — & = ((Ja] + § — 55 + eLia} (D) A (21)) + 2511{00}( ) — 18]

(5.46) >lal+d—2 = (Ja|+ = £+ el (p) + 26T} (p) = § — £ + €Ty ()

>§ -4
that

((lal +§ = 55 + el () A (21)) = laf = (§ = 55 + Lo () A (21 — |a])
Gar) = ((E-9DV 0) + 1o} (p) A (21 — a])

— (=D V0) + ((Lay @) A (211 = |l = (£ = ) v 0)),

and from the assumption 2r; > |a| 4+ (0 V (£ — 1%)) that

(5.48) ((Ja| + 4 - Qip + el () A (2r)) — |a| = (§ — £ —|— el () A (2r1 — |a]) > & — Iﬁ‘f.
Moreover, the assumption o < |a| 4+ (0V (4 — %)) - 6]1[172) (p) implies that

(5.49) ry <laf + 0V (§ = 9) —elpy(p) < laf + § — 55 + el (p).

Therefore the assumption 2ry > ||+ (0V(4— d)), Lemma 5.6 (with 7y <= 2s1—|a|, ro < 2s9—|f],

and with € « e A (2r; — |a — ((¢ - —) Y O))), the fact that for all » € R it holds that the

|| - || g,-norm is equivalent to the || - ||B2r (@-norm on H,, (5.44) (with 0 + 0), the assumption

2r) > |a|—|—(0v(———)) > 2ry, Lemma 5.5 (with 7y < 7 +7ry—11), the fact that for all 7 € R and
all t € (—o0, 7] there exists a C € (0, 00) such that for all u € H; it holds that ||ul|g, < C||ullm,,
and (5.42) show that for all s1, s, € R with 2s; = (o + £ — 2% + 1o} (p)) A (271)) and with

259 = |a| + || +d— % — 251 + 2el (s} (p) there exist C4, Cy, C3,Cy, C5 € (0,00) such that for
all w € H,, and all v € H; s, it holds that

1(Dgau) (Do) o) < ClHD%duHBg?*W\(Q)HD]f{d/U”Bgzzf\B\

(5:50) < Collull oy g 0l 5222y < Cllula, 1]

()
#,, < Calllulla,, [0l bz, 4y, + lulli, 0] a5, )

H,,
< Cs(lulla,, 0llezz, + Nullm, 10l a7, )-

2. case: § > 0 and 2ry < |a|+ (0 V (4 — %)). We hence get from the assumption 2r; >

la] + 0V (4 - —)) that there exists a real number € € (0,7 — M —(0V (4 —4))) such that

2p
(04 elioy (p) = o (P) — EL4o} () - (211 — 2r2)
la] + (0V (- %)) + 261400y (p) — 212
d - (2ry — 2ry)
o + 0V (5 —5)) — 2

Thus the fact that it holds that (O\/(g—g)) < (ﬂl/\(d—%)), that (Ov(g—;—ol))—l—(gA(d—g)) = d—%,

2

and that ((O\/(%—%)) = g—%) < (p € [2,00]), Lemma 5.6 (with 1 < 251 — |a|, 79 < 259 —| ],

€ <€), the fact that for all r € R it holds that the | - || z,-norm is equivalent to the [| - || gz; ()-
norm on H,, (5.44) (with & ¢ § + elio}(p) — Elpag(p) — El(aey(p)), the fact that 28 <

(5+6]1 [eS) ( )_5]1 ,oo( )_51 [eS) ( ))(QT —2r )
2r1 — || — (0V (4 — )) Lemma 5.5 (with 7y <— ro+71—7) — {laﬁfmv(%[2_%]))1251{;}}(;;_%1 2,

the fact that for all » € R and all t € (—o0, 7] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all
u € H, it holds that ||u|lg, < C|lul|m,, (5.51), and (5.42) ensure that for all s;,s, € R with
251 = |a|—|—(0\/(———))+25]1{00}( ) and with 2s, = [+ (A (d %))—1—25]1[2700](])) there exist
C1,Cy,C5,Cy,C5 € (0 oo) such that for all u € H,, and all v € Hz v, it holds that

(552)  |(Dfar) (D) sy < Call Dt oy 1ot g 1Dt g 151

(5.51)

+ €1 (0,00)x[2,00) (0, P))-
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Hg, vl

< Collul gz o 0l g2y < Cisllullie 1o,

S C4(HUHHT1 ||U|’Hr2+F1—rl—(§+5]1{oo}(p)—§]l[27oo](p)—é]l{oo}(p))~(2r1—2r2)/(|a\+(0\/(d/2—d/p))+2§]l{oo}(p)—2'r2)
+ llulla,, vl )
< Cs([[ullm,, 1ol + lullg,, V] m@;, )-

3. case: § > 0 and 2ry = |aq| + (0 V (4 — %)). Note that it follows from the assumption

2}7;1 > lal+ 0V (4 - —)) that there exists a real number € € (0,7 — ‘O‘l —(Ov(4- ip))) such
that

(6 +€lioy(p) - 28) - (11 —12)

(5.53) ro+T1—T1— < 7y
Moreover, the fact that it holds that (0 V (4 — g)) < (4n(d- %)) and that (0 V (¢ — %)) +
(GA(d-9)=d- ;—f, Lemma 5.6 (with 1 <= 2s1 — ||, ro <= 255 — |(], € + €), the fact that

2 p
for all r € R it holds that the || - ||g,-norm is equivalent to the || - ||BZT o-norm on H,, (5.44)

(with § « & + el{oo}(p) — 2€), the fact that 26 < 2ry —|a| — (0 V (4 — ;)) Lemma 5.5 (with

To = Tog 47T —1T1 — (0e1 oo} () —26)- (1 —72) ), the fact that for all » € R and all ¢ € (—oo, 7] there
exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € H; it holds that ||u|lg, < C||lul|g,, and (5.53) show
that for all 51,5, € R with 2s; = [a| + (0V (§ — ) + 2¢ and with 25, = |8+ (S A (d - 2)) +2¢
there exist C1, Cy, C3, Cy, C5 € (0,00) such that for all u € H,, and all v € Hy, 7, it holds that

(5.54)
||(D%du)(DIBRdU)||LP Q) < 01||D°‘du||B§f21—|a\(Q)||D§dv||357§f\ﬂ\
< G4 i,, < Cu(| o+ =1 —(5+el oy (p)—28)-(r1—r2)/é

62 e
< Cs(|ulla,, ||U||H;2 + llull ., ||v||H;1)-

< Collull g v

n)

) ”Bif&(ﬂ)

Combining the 3 cases then proves Corollary 5.7. O

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-Holder inequality for positive Besov spaces). Assume the setting in
Section 5.1, let p € (1,00), let s € (0,00), let e € (0,00), let § € [0,00), let a, B € (Ng)¢, let
r1,72, 71,79 € R satisfy that

(5.55) 2ry + 271 = 25 + | + 8| +d — & + 25,

that
(5.56)
25 - (2r — 25 — |a] — (0V (4 — 4)))

P+ e1(0,00)x[2,00) (0, 1)),

2 + 27 > 25+ |a| + 8] +d — ¢ -
e Y P A RV

that 2r1 > 2s + |af + (0 V (4 — —)) that 271 > 2s + [B] + (0 V (4 — —)) that r1 > ro, that either
2ry < 25+ |a| + (0 V (4 — 13)) or 0 =0, that either ri > 1o or 6 =0 and that 6 V ((2r; — 2s —
la] — ¢+ %) (27 — 25— |B] — £+ ]‘—j)) > 0. Then there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all
u € H,, and all v € Hy, 5, it holds that

(5.57) (Do) (D)l 5240y < Cllalla, [0llas, + Nl 0], )-



126 5. REGULARITY ESTIMATES

PrRoOOF. First observe that for all s, 82,5 € R with rg +7; — 81 — 89 = 6 and with S1 # T9
it holds that

rL—7Tr2 - =5 - 59 T
S92 — T :7”1+(T1—T2)< -
558 51— T2 §1 — T2 51— T2 S51 — T2
<' ) - 81+$2—’F1—7"2 - S(Tl—’l"g)
:Tl—f—(Tl—Tg) -1 :Tl—I—TQ—Tl——.
S1— T2 §1 — T2

In addition it follows from Theorem 4.1 in Rychkov [32] that there exists a
(5.59) & User Upel,00 B3 2(€2) = User Upelt,o0) Bio(RY)

such that for all § € R and all p € [1,00] it holds that &
extension operator from B3,(€2) to Bj,(R?). Moreover, we get from Lemma 1 on page 345
in Runst & Sickel [31] (with r; <= ga, 72 < q1, p1 < p1, P2 < P2, and ¢ < 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 ¢;, p; € [2,00] and all §; € (0,00), ¢ € {1,2} with 117 =l41l=141

p1 q2 D2 q1

there exist Cy, Cy, C5 € (0, 00) such that for all u € Bd/2+((28 APV d/q1+611{°°}(q1)))(9) and all
v E Bg’/;ﬂ(28_d/p2)v(_d/q2+52]1 oo (a2))) () it holds that

<5.6O) ||uv||B’2”52(Q) - zeBgfz(Ierbg,z\Q:uv HZ”B’Q”SQ(Rd)

B, (@) s a linear and bounded
D,

< n n
d/2+((2s—d/p1)V(—d/qq+611 d/24+((2s—d/po)V(—d/qo+d91
ﬁ632(2 ((2s—d/p1)V(—d/q1+d1 {oo}(m)))(Rd) o= quB / ((2s—d/pa)V(—d/qa+d2 {°°}(Q2)))(1Rd),ﬁ|9:u
| - UHBi;,(Rd)
< n n
d/2+((2s—d/p1)V(—d/q1+81 L1 01 ( d/2+((25—d/p2)V(—d/qa+821 o
~6B22 ((2s=d/p1)V(=d/a1+611 }ql)))(Rd) o= uveBQ/Q ((2s=d/p2)V(=d/az2+521 }qz)))(Rd) Blo=u
Cl(||u||B§;2(IRd)||U||qu(1Rd) + ||U||LQ1(1Rd)||U||B§;2(1Rd))
< .
d/2+((2s—d/p1)V(—d/qq+611 d/2+((2s—d/po)V(—d/qo+d91
ﬁeB2/2 ((2s—d/p1)V(—d/a1+61 {oo}(cn)))(Q) dlo=u veB / ((2s—d/pg)V(—d/az+d2 {°°}(q2)))(Q),§|Q:u

CQ(HUH 23+d/2 d/pq (R9) HUH d/2—d/qa+621 1} (42) 4
By (R%)

+ Hu”Bd/Qfd/tHJf‘Sll{oo}(‘H) p ”UHBgsgd/%d/P?(Rd))
2,2 ’

(R)

< CQ(H%UHster/%d/pl(Rd H%UH d/27d/q2+621{00}(q2)(Rd)

+ ||%u|| d/2 d/q1+611{oo}(q1) ||C5v|| 23+d/2 d/pQ(Rd))

< C3(’|U||B§f2+d/2—d/p1( HUHB:/; d/qz+«521{m}<q2>(m

+ H/U/HB:,/;*d/‘Il‘Hsll{oo}(‘H)(Q) HUHB;SQH/%WPQ (Q))
and this shows that for all ¢;, p; € [2, 00] and all §; € (0, 00), 7 € {1,2}, with % = pi1+qi2 = pig+q%
there exist 01,02,03 € (0,00) such that for all v € H(S*d/(Qpl))V(*d/(2q1)+51l{m}(QI)) and all
U € Hs—d/(2p2))v(~d/(242)+521 (o} (a2)) 1t holds that
||(D]?{du)<D]§dU)”BZfQ(Q)

< (||D%du||B§:s2+d/2—d/pl @ I ngv ||B;1{227d/q2+2521{w}(q2) @

+ ||D%du||Bd/27d/q1+2611{00}(ql)(Q) ||D]/f{dv||B§s2+d/2—d/p2(Q)>
2,2 )

(5.61) < 02(||U||B§:s2+\a|+d/2—d/p1 @ ||U||B\ind/z—d/qﬁzaﬂ{oo}(q2>(Q)

+ ||U||B\2c,x2|+d/2—d/q1+261]1{oo}(ql)(Q) ||U||B§:92+\B\+d/2—d/p2 (Q))
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< C([Julla

o

Hstjal/2+d/a-a/(2p |’H|6|/2+d/4—d/<2q2>+621{oo}<q2)

+ H“"H\a\/2+d/4—d/<2q1>+61n{oo}(q1> 10N He s 19121 a1/ 200) )

We will now divide the proof into 5 cases.
1. case: § = 0,7 = ry. First observe that the assumption 6 V ((2r; — 2s — |a| — 4 + %) (27 —
25 — 8] — ¢+ %)) > ( ensures that

(5.62) 2ry =211 > 25+ |a| +§ — ¢
and that
(5.63) 2/ > 25+ |6 + 4 — 4.

Moreover, (5.55) the assumptions 27 > 2s + 8] + (0 V (£ — ¢)), and the assumptions 2ry =
2r; > 25+|a|+(0\/(———)) show that 2r2 = 2s+|al+ |8+ d———i—25—'r1 <la|+((d ;‘j)/\g)
and that 2/ = 2s+ |o| + |f]| +d — ¢ + 20 —ry < Bl + ((d — ) A 4). Hence there exists

ﬁhﬁ? S (p, ) [2 m] such that

‘G

(5.64) spllyd g,
and that
(5.65) cp Bl 4 g

Thus (5.61) (with py < p1, p2 < P2, — ]; — p_z’ and with q% — % -3 L) and (5.55) yield that

q1

there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all w € H,, and all v € Hj, it holds that

| (D%du)(Dﬂidv) ||B§f2(9)
< C(||ullm

st|al/2+d/4—d/(2p1) ||U||H\B\/2+d/4*d/(2p)+d/(2ﬁ1)

(5.66)

Hs+|m/2+d/4—d/(2zs2>)

+ [l

+ ||u||H\a|/2+d/4*d/(2p)+d/(2i’2) ||U|

= C(HUHHTQ H’U‘ Hoy\a)/2+418]/24d/2—d/(2p)—r9
=2C"|lulln,, [[v]|u

Hsp|al/2+181/2+d/2—d/ (2p)—7, HUHH”)

2. case: § = 0,71 > ry. Again the assumption (5v((2r1—25—]a!—%+%)-(27’1—25—|5]—§+%)) >0
verifies that

(5.67) 2ry > 25 + |af + § — ¢
and that
(5.68) 271 > 25+ [B| + § — &.

In addition, (5.55) and the assumption 27 > 2s + || + (0 V (4 — %)) show that
(5.69) 2ry = 25 + | + [B] +d = 8 +20 =71 < |a| + ((d = D) A §).

Therefore the assumption r1 > r» and the assumption 2r; > 2s+ |a| + (0V (£ — %)) imply that

there exists a py € (p,00) N [2, such that

2p ]
2—p)V0
(5.70) rp<s+lgl4d—sd<r

Moreover, we get from the assumption ry > ro, (5.55), the assumption 2r; > 2s + |a] + (0 V
(4 - ;‘—j)), and from (5.67) that it holds that

(5.71) T 412 — 1 < T,

that

(5.72) 271+ 2ry — 211 =25+ |a| + |8l +d — 2 =21 < B+ ((d =) A )
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and that

(5.73) 271+ 2ry — 211 = 25 + |a| + |B] +d = § —2r < |B] + §.

Combining this with the assumption that 274 > 2s + ]6| + (O V(- d)) and (5.68) yields that
there exists a py € [2,00) such that ps > p, that ﬁiz 5 — =, and that

(5.74) 7’1+r2—r1<s+@+4—4§7ﬁ.

Thus (5.61) (with p; « py, qi — %— =5 D2 < D2, qi — %— p—) Lemma (5.5) (applied
with s; < s+ ‘al +——%, Sg u f—f——+ TR To < T1 + ro — 1 and applied with
sﬂ—s—l—@—l—z 2@ , S2 ‘a|—|———%§+2§2,r1<—r1,r1erl,T2<—f1+r2—r1,F2%r2),

(5.58) (with & « 0), (5.70), (5.74), (5.56), and the fact that for all » € R and all ¢ € (—o0, 7]
there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all w € H, it holds that ||u||y, < C||lu|ly, yields that
there exist C, Cy, C5 € (0, 00) such that for all u € H,, and all v € Hz v, it holds that

I (D%du)(ngv> HBg;;(Q)
< Cr([ful

Hsylal/24d/4-d/(251) ”U”Hlﬁ|/2+d/4—d/<2p)+d/(2ﬁl)

(5.75)

Hs+m|/2+d/4fd/(2ﬁ2))
< Colfull, 0l vy, + il N0l ) < Gl [0l + el 10, )-

+ Hu"H|a\/2+d/47d/(2p)+d/(2ﬁ2)Hv’

3. case § >0, 2ry = 25+ |a| + (0V (£ — %)). Denote by ¢ € 2V p, (272%] the real number
satisfying that
(5.76) G=sup{g € 2Vp, g5l §+9— £+ (5A0) <}

Then it follows from 2r, = 2s+ |a|+ (0V (4 — %)) that ¢ is well defined and that § > 2V p and
from the definition that

(5.77) M d_dy(3n0)<m.

Moreover, we obtain from [ I—l—% 2%“‘5"‘%"‘%—2%—1-2%:fl—i—rg—dandfroms—i—@—i—
d((2—p)VO -

444 OV _ gy By (0v (¢ - L)) <7 that

(5.78) s+l4d_dyd <y

Therefore (5.61) (with p; < 2V p, q% — %—ﬁp, p% +— 5—— q1 < G, 01 < (5A9), and 6 < §),

(5.77), (5.78), the fact that for all » € R and all t € (—oo,r| there exists a C' € (0,00) such

that for all u € H, it holds that |[ull g, < C|lully,, the fact that 2ry = 25+ |a| + (0 V (£ — %)),

and (5.55) verify that there exist Cy,Cs, Cs € (0,00) such that for all v € H,, and all v € Hj,
it holds that

| (D%dU)(Dﬁdv) ||B§f2(9)
< Gy (lullm

s+lal /2+d/4-d/(4v (2p)) HU”H\m/2+d/4—d/(2p>+d/(4v<2p))+61[2m)<p)
(5.79) T ||u||H\a|/2+d/4—d/<2a)+((s/z)Am{w}<a) [ ZApyv—

< CQ(HUHHQ ”U“Hs+\a|/2+|ﬁ|/2+d/2—d/<2p)—r2+6n[2,w)<p) + ||u||H,«2 ”v”Hﬁ)

< Cs(llulle,, 10l ez, + Nulla,, 0]l a;, )-

4. case § >0 and |af + (0V (4 — %)) < 2ry <25+ o+ (0V (¢ - %)). First observe that there
exists an £ € (0, 00) such that

(0 — Elp ooy (p)) (11 — 12) < _ 6(ry — 7o)
s+ +rOvE-—L)-rn" s+E+oOviE-L)-n

(5.80) +el,00) (p).
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Next denote by ¢ € [2V p, @op)v0 ) m5g) the real number satisfying that

(581)  G=sup{lge2Vp, gl G+ 49— £+ (-5 =0V (E-£))rd) <r}
Then we get from 2r, > |af + (0V (£ — —)) that ¢ is well defined and from the definition that

(5:82) Sri-gt (- -0vE-g)rd<n

q

bS]

Furthermore, the fact that |O‘| —i— d ;s + Vj‘ + 3 d_ i + i = 7, + r9 — 0 and the fact that
s + @ +4— 2% 4 APV oy "B| + (Ov(4- p)) < 7 ensure that

4p
(5.83) s+lBl4d_dyd <y
Hence (5.61) (with p; < 2V p, iep—ﬁp plQ <—Il?—— ¢1 < ¢, and 0y < €), Lemma (5.5)

(with s; « s+ < L+ (0v(4- )) 59 2 44 (g—%))+€]1[2700)( ), and 75 < 1), (5.58) (with

60— 8]1[2700)( ) (5.82), (5.83), the fact that for all » € R and all ¢ € (—o0, r| there exists a
C € (0, 00) such that for all w € H; it holds that ||ul|g, < C||u||g,, (5.80) and (5.56) shows that

lof : _ = (613 00y (p))(r1—r2)
for all §; € (0, (ra— 5t —(0V (4— )))/\(5) and all 7 € R withr = 7 +ry—7 — +'a‘+2(0v)(1—2771)) 12
there exist C, Cy, C5 € (0, 00) such that for all u € H,, and all v € Hz s, it holds that
||<D%du)(DﬂidU)”Bgf2(Q)

<Ci(Jlulln

el 24—y av iz |V “Hm|/2+d/4—d/(2p>+d/(4v(2p>>+én[2m) ®)
(5.84) + H”HH\a|/z+d/4—d/<2q>+aln{oo}(q) HUHHs+w/2+d/4—d/<2p>+d/<2q>)
< Co(llullm, vllz, + Nl ollzy + s, 0] 6y, )

< Cs(llull,, Wl + llullm, vlla;,)-

5. case 6 >0 and 2r, < |a|+ (0V (£ — 1—3)) The Assumption s > 0 and p € (1,00) then ensure

that there exists a ¢* € (2 V p, T) such that
(5.85) BiroviE-Ly<bled_ L ostllioviE-42).
Moreover, there exists an € € (0, 00) such that
(0 — Eljg,00)(p))(r1 — 72) o(ry —r
(5.86) I = d ST o d 2 4 +elp.o0) (P)-
s+ +(0\/< 2p))—T2 8+7+(0\/(Z—2—p))—7“2
Combining (5.61) (with p; < 2V p, i — ]13 — ﬁp p% +— ]19 — q%, ¢1 < ¢*, and 0y < €), Lemma
(5.5) (with s; < s —I— ‘al +(0V(4- —)) Sg 4— IB\ +(¢n(g- 2%)) + E1p2,00)(p), T2 7 and with
i stlalpd Lo Bl dd g d e 7), (5.58) (with § ¢ 6 — ELp,)(p) and with

6+ 0), (5.85), the fact that for all r E R and all ¢ € (—oo, 7] there exists a C' € (0,00) such

that for all uw € H, it holds that ||u||p, < C||ul/#,, (5.86), and (5.56) show that for all 7,7 € R

(6—€112,00) (P))(r1—T2) oA B d(r1i—ra)
B (0v(I— )1, and with 7 =7 +1ry — 1 — P
C4,Cy,C3 € (0,00) such that for all u € H,, and all v € Hj, it holds that

”(D%dU)(Df{dU)“Bg;(Q)
< Cr(lll s oy 2t asscasaviemy HUHH,B|/2+d/4,d/<2p)+d/(4v(2p>>+51[2,00)(p)
(5.87) + el #0244 0y 200 110 stﬂ/2+d/4—d/<2p>+d/<2q*>)
< Collullm,, [0l + Nullery, [0 1y, + Nl [0
< Cy(llulla,, [0l ey, + el 1, 0], )-

Combining the 4 cases then finishes the proof of Lemma 5.8. 0

there exist

Withf:fl—i‘Tg—Tl

lollz)
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The next corollary combines Corollary 5.7 and Lemma 5.8.

Corollary 5.9 (Sobolev-Holder inequality for non-negative Besov spaces). Assume the setting
in Section 5.1, let p € (1,2], let s € [0,00), let € € (0,00), let § € [0,00), let o, B € (Np)<, let
r1,79,71, 79 € R satisfy that

(5.88) 27“2+2f1=2S+’a|+|ﬁ|+d—%+25,

that

26 (2r — 25 —a)
25 + || — 21y

(5.89)  2r 427 > 25+ | +[B] +d— ¢ + €L(0,00)x{21((6, 1)),
that 2ry > 2s + |af, that 27y > 2s + |B|, that 1 > ro, that either 2ry < 2s+ |a| or § =0, that
either r1 > ry or 6 = 0 and that 0 V ((2r; — 2s — |¢| —g+%)~(27’1—25— 5] —%l—i-;—f)) > 0.
Then there ezists a C € (0,00) such that for all w € H,, and all v € Hz vz, it holds that

(5.90) I(DRaw) (Dga) | 5250y < Cllallan,, 10y, + Nll,, 1olls,)-

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 € (0,00) such that for all u € L?() it holds that

(5.91) ||U||Bg,2(9) < Cllullzr(0)-

We will now divide the proof into 4 cases.

1. case: s > 0. This follows directly from Lemma 5.8.

2. case: s =0, 2ry > |a|, 3€ € (0,¢]: 2ry < |af — L 2)(p). This follows from Corollary 5.7
(with € < €) and from (5.91).

3. case: s = 0, 2r; < |a|. Then the assumption 2r; > 2s + |a| ensures that 2r; = |af. In
addition 0V ((2ry — 25— |o| — £+ g) (27 —2s— B8] — &+ %)) > 0 yields that (p =2) = (0 > 0)
and thus (5.89) shows that

(5.92)

26 - (2 — 2 —
27y — 8] > 25+ || + |B] +d — ¢ - (2r1 — 25— |a)

25 + |a| — 21y

+ €1 (0,00)x 123 ((0,0)) — 2r1 — | 5]
=d— % + 6]1{2}(]9) > 0.

Therefore, (5.91), Lemma 5.6 (with 71 < 0, ry <= 27, — |B|, u <= Dgqu, and with v < DI’BRdv),
and the fact that for all 7 € R it holds that the || - || z,-norm is equivalent to the || - [| gz, (o)-norm

on H, imply that there exist Cy,Cy, C3,Cy € (0,00) such that for all w € H,, and all v € Hj,
it holds that

(5.93)
1(Dgaw) (D) 59 @) < Cill(Digawt) (Dgav) | oo

<Ol Dt oyt oy | Dt a1 ) < Colll gy oy 101 oz ) < ol o).

4. case: s = 0, Vé € (0,e]: 2ry > |a| — €1 9)(p). The assumption then verifies that there
exists a & € (0,¢] such that 2ry > |a| + el (p) > |of + 4 — %. Furthermore the assumption
5\/((27’1—23—|a|—g+%)-(2f1—23—|ﬁ|—%+%)) > 0 assures that § > 0 or 27 > |ﬁ|—|—§l—g.
Thus (5.91), Lemma 5.6 (with ry < 2ry — |, ry = 27 — [B], € <= min (({6} N (0,00)) U{1}),
u < Dgu, and with v < D%dv), (5.88), and the fact that for all » € R it holds that the || - ||z, -
norm is equivalent to the || - ||B%T2(Q)—norm on H, show that there exist Cy, Cy, C3,Cy € (0, 00)
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such that for all v € H,, and all v € Hj, it holds that
[(D%a) (DLt 10y < Cull(Dfat) (D) ey
69 < CID5al gt gy | Dt lgry-in) < Csllull gyl o)
< Culllull s, vl 25, )-

Combining the 4 cases then finishes the proof of Corollary 5.9. 0J

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,y € [0,00), ¢ € (0,00), a € N,
a1, s € (0,Y2), and let 9 € [Y/2,00) satisfy that || < 1, that v > 4 — 1, and that a; V as <
v — f—f + % Then there ezist a C € (0,00) such that for all u,v € H, it holds that

(5:95) [[u’[l gzreo-1gy < Clullz,.,

(

(5.96) [[(Dgav)ullp2rszo—s < Cllulla, fullm,, o,

(5.97) Jwvll g2y ) < Cllulle, [10/la, 1oy

(598) 1(Dgnvllsgym < | iy eV Vs o= d 2ol
IR 2289 = 1 O |ul Hs (ol /24¢1 144 (d—2]a]) | v] Hypla|/2+21 45 (d—2]al) if 4s > d — 2|al

Moreover if v +v9 —1 > 0 then it holds for all uw € H, that

(5.99) I(Dgaw)ull gzyeo-2qy < Cllulliy,,,

and if 2y —1 >0 and |a| =1 then it hold for all u,v € H., that

(5.100) (D) — (D)ol g vy < Cllllr, + ol = vl

PRrOOF. We will first proof (5.95). Therefore note that v € [0,00) and ¥ € [l/2,00) imply
that 2y + 29 — 1 > 0. Moreover, the assumption v > il — % yields that il — % <y <49
Therefore Corollary 5.9 (with p <= 2, a < 0, 5+ 0,5 < 0, s + v+ V¥ — %, ry < v+ Y,
T1 v+, ry ﬁf—%, To < %—%, u < u, v < u) and the fact that f—f—% < v+ 1 yields that
there exist Cy, Cy € (0, 00) such that for all uw € H, it holds that

(5.101) 2l 22010y < Cullulan o0l o < Collul, .,

Next we will show (5.96). Note that we get from the assumption oy < 1/2 and and from the

assumption |a| < 1 that y+ 9+ 12—y > (v +9 — 3) + % In addition it follows from

o <y—4+1 from |a|Sl,andfromoq<%that%—1+%+0¢1<7<7+19+%—a1.
Hence, Corollary 5.9 (withp<—2,a<—a,6<—0,5<—0,8<—’y—|—19—%,7“1<—7+19—|—%—a1,
f1<—'y+19+%—a1,r2<—%—1+%+a1,f2<—%—1+%|—I—ozl,u<—u,v<—u) and the

assumption oy < v — % +% establishes that there exist Cy, Cy € (0, 00) such that for all u € H,
it holds that

H(D%du)uHB?;Zﬂﬂ(W S OIHUHH’VMHI/?*% ||u||Hd/4*1+|°‘V2+al
< Gollulln,

(5.102)

= Collullu

+9+1/2—aq ||u||Hd/4—1/2+’y—d/4+1/2 y+I+1/2—aq ||’LLH H,-

Next we proof (5.97). Note that it holds that (27 +1—2as) + (y+ 4 — 3+ a) =2y + 2 +
(v— 24+ 1 —ay). Moreover, we have that 2y+ (2y+1—2a2) =27+ %+ (2y— 4 +1—2a,). In
addition, the assumption ay < % assures that 2y + 1 — 2ap > 2v. Furthermore, the assumption
v—241> q, verifies that v > 1+ Cgl — 1+ 2. Thus Corollary 5.9 (with p <= 2, a < 0, 3 < 0,

@2

d 1 d = 1 d_ 1
0 g—g+i— %, e+ 2y—5+1-2a, 8¢ 7,1 <7, "1 V+g—Qo o 5+5— 7+,
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o < 7+ 3 — o) and the fact that v > 2 4+ ¢ — 1 + % show that there exist C1, 5 € (0, 0)
such that for all w,v € H, it holds that
||uv||B§:Y2(Q) S Cl(”uHH'yHUHH-HUQfaQ + ||u||H»y/2+d/871/4+a2/2||,U||H»y+1/27a2)

< Collulla, [[o]l

v+1/2—ag’

(5.103)

We will divide the proof of (5.98) into 2 cases.

1. case 4s > d — 2|a|. We then get that 2(s + % + elpgy(d — 2|al)) + 2(5 + % +4) =
2 + || + &+ (s — 4+ 2 4 261, (d — 2[a])), that s + 2 + ¢ < 25 4 |a], and that s +
g—‘ + el (d —2|af) > 5 + % + g. Therefore, Corollary 5.9 (with p <= 2, a < «a, 5+ 0, 0 +
s—dylolyen,0(d—2lal), e « s—94 124 2:1 1, (d-2|al), s < 5,7 s+ el (d—2]al),
o s+ % + elpugy(d — 2lal), r2 < 5 + ‘%l + 47— 54 % + ¢) and the fact that
s + ‘%‘l + elqugy(d —2lal) > 5 + |Z—‘ + £ yield that there exist Cy, Cs € (0,00) such that for all
u,v € H, it holds that

||(D%du)v||B§f2(Q)
(5.104) < Ci(|lu]
< Colful

+ vl

Hs+\a|/2+e]1{4s}(d72|a\) ||U| Hjoq|a)/a+d/8 Hs+|a\/2+e]l{4s}(d72|a\) |Iu| Hs/2+\a|/4+d/s)

H5+\a|/2+sl{4s}(d72|a\) ||U| Hs+|a\/2+5]l{4s}(d72|a\) :

2. case 4s < d — 2|a|. This shows that %%—%—1—% > s+% and thus Corollary 5.9 (with
P2 a4, B+ 0,00, s¢ s, s+ pd gz oslddy, syl d

Ty < 5+ |Z—‘ + g) verifies that there exist C,Cy € (0,00) such that for all w,v € H, it holds
that

(5.105) |(Dfat)vllagy @) < Cillu

Hg/oy al/atdys ||U| Hsjop al/avd/s:

For the proof of (5.99) we assume that 7 + v — 1 > 0. Observe that the assumption v < % — %

and the assumption that |a| < 1 ensure that ¢ — 2 + |a| < 2y < 2y + 2. Thus Corollary 5.9
(withp<«2, a<+«a, 4+ 0,0+ 0, s« v+ —1,r < v+7, f1%7+19,7‘2<—%—1+|%‘,
Fp— -1+ %, u 4 u, v 4 u) and the fact that ¢ — 2+ |a| < 2y + 24 imply that there exist

C1,C5 € (0,00) such that for all uw € H, it holds that
(5.1006) I(Draw)ull gzor2o-2(qy < Cullulle, o el myyacsioe < Collullm, ol

Next assume that 2y—1 > 0 and that |a| = 1. Then it holds that (2y+1—2as)+(y+4%—14ay) =

2y —1) +1+2%+ (y—2+1— ). Furthermore, we have that 2y + (2y + 1 — 2a») =

2y —1) +1+%+(2y— 2+ 1—2ay). In addition, the assumption as < % verifies that

2y +1—2ay > 2y — 1. Moreover, it follows from the assumption v — f—f + % > o that
’y>%+§—%+%. Thus Corollary 5.9 (Withp<—2,a<—a,ﬂ<—0,5<—%—g—i—}i—%,
4 27y—4 41200, S Y= 3, "1 Y, 1 Y H3—Qo, Ta ¢ F+E—14+L Py 7+3— 0,
u < u, v 4 u—v) and the fact that v > 2 + ¢ — 1 + % show that there exist Cy, Cs € (0, )
such that for all u,v € H, it holds that

[(Dgaw)(u — U)Hng;l(Q)

(5.107) < Crlllulla, [l =0l 4oy + 1l o g jaay e 10 = VllH L goa,)

< Collullm, llu = ol o, -

Furthermore, the assumption ap < % ensures that 2y+1—2as > (2y—1)+1 and the assumption

2
ay < v+ % — 2 ensures that v > ¢ — 1 4 ay. Therefore, Corollary 5.9 (with p < 2, a + 0,

4 172
5<—a,5<—0,s<—7—%, ry 7, T1 <—7+%—Oz2, r2<—%—%—|—a2, f2<—f—f,u<—v,
v < u — v) and the fact that v > il —%—i—ag yield that there exist Cy,Cy € (0,00) such that



5.3. ESTIMATES FOR NEMYTSKIJ OPERATORS ON BESOV SPACES 133

for all w,v € H, it holds that
||UDIOEé{d(u - U)||B§:Y271(Q) S Cl(HUHH'yHu - U||Hd/4 + ||’U||Hd/4—1/2+a2 ||u - U||H'y+1/2,a2)
< Collolla, llu = vlla, o,

Combining (5.107) and (5.108) proves (5.100) and thus finishes the proof of Corollary 5.10. [

(5.108)

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 Q@ C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) C R™, r € [0, 00|,
the ball satisfying that for all r € [0,00] it holds that B(r) = {y € R™: ||y|lgm < r}, let
K € (0,00), p€[0,00], g € [2,00], s € (0,1), € € (0,1 — ), satisfy that pqg > 2 - L(o00)(p), let
b € Craypm (X R™ R), K;: [0,00] x LO(Q,R™) — [0, 0], satisfy that for all x € Q, y € R™,
r € [0,00], and allu € L°(Q,R™) it holds that || Draygmb(z,y)||mixmmy < K(||yllgm +1)7 and
that

1 ifr=20
2r ;
(5.109) Ki(r,u) = IIUI|B:{227d/(7.q>+El 1@ oy T 1 if r € (0, 00)
g gmy) 9T = 0

Then there ezists a C' € (0 o) such that for all uw € L°(Q, R™), it holds that

b(x,u(z)) — b(y, 2
(5.110) //' ||fc |2(;y+d< v)l dzdy < C Ki(p,u) - (|Jul]?

stelpy ooy (@) +d/a +1).
yl By

(,R™)
Proor. We will divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case p = 0. First note that we get from the assumption that for all x €  and all
y € R™ it holds that [[Draxgmb(z,y)||(rexrmy < K(||ly[lgm + 1)?, from the fact that €2 is
bounded, from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25], and from the fact that for all » € R and
all t € (—oo,7] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bj,(Q,R™) it holds that
[ull s ,@rm) < Cllullg,@rm), that there exist C1, Cy € (0, 00) such that for all u € LY, R™)

it holds that
[b(x, u(x)) = by, u(y))|?
/ / ||£E | 254-d dz dy

< [ [ ] ==l

(z =y, u(@) — u(y)), )

HD]RdXRmb”QC(QXB(Hu”LOO(Q,Rm)),‘

(DRrayrmb) (ta:’ + (1 —t)y, tu(x) + (1 — t)u(y)),

(RExR™) REx R™

[(Draxgmd) (t + (1 = )y, tu(@) + (1 = t)u(y)) [Ifgacgmy
(5.111) o
Iz =yl
Hg; y||IRd+”u( ) —uly )Hm)dtdmdy
’x_y”Q(S 1 ||x yH28+d

<Gi(1+ HuHBs @rm) < Ca(1 +[|ull? B O )
— 2
= Gy K40, u) - (HUHBzzen[z,wuqnd/qmm) +1).

2. case p € (0,00). Note that we get from Holder’s inequality, the fact that €2 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 § € (0,1—s) and all ¢1,¢2 € (2,00) with 1/¢1+1/gs = 1/2
there exist C,Cy, C5 € (0,00) such that for all u € LY(Q,R™) and all v € L°(Q, R™) it holds

that
(@) [fen l(x) = v() 3]
dx dy
/ / ||x ylRt
M@l g0\ o) = v(y) 5 o
(// Hx—y”d 5(11 Qllz— y||q2/2(25+d (d—6g1)2/q1) dz dy
2/
.12 < ([ ”‘%”d””)
lo(z) = v(®) & v
(// |z — y||qzs+dqz/2 dg2(1/2—1/g2)+0q2 dz dy
o o) = o) 4 0 )"
SC&(/QHU@N%de) (/Q o [z y|QQ (1 8)1d dz dy

< CollullLn . mmllv]

Bty @mm S Collellzo @ [0l essiam g g,

In addition, it follows from Hélder’s inequality, the fact that € is bounded, and from the
Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., item (e) in the Theorem on page 327 in Triebel [31]) that for all
§ € (0,1 — s) there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u,v € L°(£2,R™) it holds that

(5.113)
[u(@)|[fem lv(x) — v(y)[[Fm // Nu@)Em [v(z) — v(y) |l
. dz dy dzdy - sup ~
// H:U yllgd [lz =yl & ryen o —yllg®

< [ Loy W @ e e ol

Ot (- lmm) = CHUH%%Q,Rm)|’U||é;’§6+d/2(gyﬁm)-
Similar we obtain that from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] that for all § € (0,1 — s) there
exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € L°(Q, R™) it holds that

[u(@)[[Fm v (@) — v(y)l[Fem
dx dy
// I — y||2s+d

() = v(0) e
<ol P20 4y < i o1

(5.114)

B3 o (Q,R™)

Combining (5.112) (with u < u - |Jul|%.)), (5.113) (with u < u - |Jul/%.), (5.114) (with
U — u- ||u||f)R_ml), the fact that pg > 2 - 19 (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,Cs,C5,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u,v € L°(Q, R™) it holds that

[ [ e DEallo@) — v o
e~ 2

< Cl”“ ||u|| ||Lq Q IRm)||v| B;+51[2’°°>(q>+d/q(g,]}{m)
P2 2
(5.115) < Collllullzm I zoo.my 1] e A 1

2
S C3||u||LI;7q(Q7]Rm) ||U| 2Bs+611[2700)(q)+d/q
2,2

(QR™)

2p 2
S 04HuHB;l(22—d/(pQ)+61{oo}(Q)(QJRm)||v| B;";EH[ZOO)(‘I)‘Fd/q(Q’]Rm)'

Therefore we get from the assumption that for all x € 2 and all y € R™ it holds that
| Drasrmb(z,y)||(Raxmrmy < K(||y|llrm + 1)P, from (5.115), from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea
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[25], from the fact that ¢ > 2, from the fact that € is bounded, from the fact that for all r € R
and all t € (—oo0,7] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bj,(€2, R™) it holds that
[ull s @ rm) < Cllullg,@rm), the fact that pg > 2-1(9«)(p), and from the Sobolev inequality
(see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel [31]) that there exist Cy, Cy, Cs, Cy € (0, 00)
such that for all uw € L°(Q,R™) it holds that

o [ /\bxu”w _Tﬁiﬁd( DF 4,4,

y|

/ / / | — y| T — 25+ <(D]Rd><]Rmb) (tz 4+ (1 — t)y, tu(z) + (1 — t)u(y)),

(z = y,u(@) - uly)) )
<[] / I(Drsnb) (k2 + (1 = 1)y, tu(@) + (1 = )u(0)) ooy

lz =yl

(= - y||]Rd+||u() u() |l dt do dy

< KQ// ([tu(x) + (1 = Hu(y)|lr~ + 1)*

(RExR™) REXR™

s—1)+d
||x — gl
o @) = a0 + (1 = Dol +1%
Iz = yllRa
u(z u(x) — 2 () |72, +1
// oo 41 o) = u) e )i +1) o
\x——yHR 1z = yllga
< 02(1 + ||u||L2p(Q R’"L + ||u|| ;l/22 d/(pq)+€]l{oo}(q)( Rm)||U| B;zalp oo)<q)+d/q( ,Rm)
+ [Jul 21382(9 Remy)
< 03( + HuHLPq Q,R™) + (HUHB;/; d/(pq)+€1{oo}(q)( Q.Rm) + )HU’ B;+s]1[2 ,00) (@ Jrol/q(QIR ))
< 04(”““3;1/22 d/(pq)+£]1{oo}(q)( Rm) + )(||U| B;:;El[Z,oo)(4>+d/q(Q’Rm) + 1)
- 04 K].(p? ) (Hu‘ B;';ﬂlp oo)(Q)+d/q( 7R}n) + 1)

3. case p = 0o. Then, it follows from the fact that €2 is bounded, from Proposition 2.28 in
Mitrea [25], and from the fact that for all » € R and all ¢ € (—oo, r| there exists a C' € (0, 00)
such that for all u € Bj,(€2,R™) it holds that [ullp; @ rm) < Cllullsy,@rm) that there exist

C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all w € L°(£2,R™) it holds that

// |b(z, U|x _— |b§§/+,d v 4,4,
/ / / |23+d <(D]Rd><]Rmb) (U + (1 =ty tu(z) + (1 — t)u(y)),

2
‘ dt dz dy

(2 — y,ulw) — uly))
<[] / (D) (£ + (1 = )y, tul) + (1= u(0)) Py

lz = yllza™

(5.117) (o = yllge + lu(@) = u(y)|gn) dt do dy

(RExR™)" REIXR™

< I Dwrascrrn bl B(full o @ mm ) gt sy
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1 2
1 lu(x) — u(y)[Fen
- + . dt dz dy
/// e — PGl =y B

(14wl 2B§Y2(Q,1Rm))

2
(1 + ||u| B;;ﬂ[z,oo)(Q)—o—d/q(Q’Rm))

2
< Cl| Draxcmbl|ciax Bilull oo a,mm - g egmyr)

2
< Col| DraxcrmblIEaxB(lull oo o mm 1l ligt emyr)

= Cy K (00, u) - (J|ul]?

stelp o) (@)+d/q + 1)
B,

(R™)
and this together with (5.111) and with (5.116) completes the poof of Lemma 5.11. O

The next lemma establish a bound on the L?-norm.

LEMMA 5.12 (Upper bound for the L?-norm of Nemytskij operators). Let d,m € N, let
Q C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) C R™, r € [0,00], the ball satisfying
that for all v € [0,00] it holds that B(r) = {y € R™: ||y|lgm < 1}, let K € (0,00), p € [0, 0],
b€ Craypm(Q2XR™R), Ky: [0,00] x LO(Q,R™) — [0, 00|, satisfy that for allxz € Q, y € R™,
r€[0,00] and all w € L°(Q,R™) it holds that || Draxgmb(x, y)||wixrmy < K(|yllrm + 1)? and
that
2r+2 .
(5.118) K2(7’, u) _ (HUHLQ(Q R™) + ||u| B/~ d/(2r+2)(ﬂ,]Rm)) Zfr € [07 OO)
||DRdXRmb”cmxB(||u||Loo<g,Rm)>,||-H(Rdmm)oHUH%Qm,Rm) ifr =00

Then there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € L°(Q,R™), it holds that
(5.119) / b(x, u(z))|* de < C - Ky(p,u) + 2/ |b(, 0)|? dav.
0 0

Proor. We will divide the proof into 2 cases
1. case p € [0,00). Then it follows from ||[Dgayrmb(z,y)|(rixmmy < K(||yl|rm + 1)? that for
all w € LY(Q,R™) it holds that

/Q|b(ac,u(x))]2dx

(5.120) = /Q‘/O ((Draxrnb) (@, tu(2)), (0,u(2))) gay oy geasmm) 4 + 02, 0) >
§2/Q\/0 [ (Dt b) (@, (@) || oy gy 0(2) [ dt)2+|b(x’0)|2dx

§2K2/Q’/01(1+t|u(x)|)pdt- Hu(x)|\13m‘2dx+2/ﬂ\b(x,0)|2dx.

Thus we derive from the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst &
Sickel [31]) that there exist C,Cy € (0,00) such that for all w € LY(2, R™) it holds that

(5.121)

/be(x,u(x))|2dxg2p+lf(2/ ‘/11+t7’||u(1:)|

<2p+1K2/‘”u || " ||uxHRm‘ dr +2/|b$ 0 |2dZL‘

p+1

2
o dt - Hu(az)HRm‘ dx+2/ b(x,0)*dx

< 2p+2K2/ (@) |[fom + Hux ”Rm d:c—|—2/ |b(x,0)* dx
< Cr(lulBaozm + 160125 ) + 2 / bz, 0)? de

2p+2
< ol + 12 s ) + 2 [ 0
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_Cy - Kolp,u) + 2/ bz, 0)[2 da.
0
2. case p = oo. Then it holds for all u € L°(Q, R™) that

/Q bz, u(2))|? da

2

= /Q‘/O <(D]RdXRmb)<x’tu(x))’(0’u<x))>(Rd><]Rm)',(]Rd><]Rm) dt_{_b(x’()) dz

1 2
0
1 2
5122 <2 [ | [ 1Dsssnbllcenutim o) it 1860 lin 4]+ o, 0)F da
=2 [ Dttt e g 1o 2 [ 1, O

= 2||D1Rdx13mb||20(9xB(||u||Loo(Q,Rm)),n-nmdmm),)HUH%%Q,Rm) + 2/Q |b(z, 0)\2 dz

=2 - Ky(oo,u) + 2/ |b(x,0)|* dx.
Q

Combining the two cases finishes the proof of Lemma 5.12. O
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
Q C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) C R™, r € [0,00], the ball satisfying
that for all r € [0,00] it holds that B(r) = {y € R™: ||y|lgm < 1}, let K € (0,00), s € (0,1),
e €(0,1—3s), p€ 0,00, q € [200], with pg > 2+ L(g00)(p), let b € Craygnm (2 x R™R),
K1, Ky: [0,00] x L°(Q,R™) — [0, 00], satisfy that for all z € Q, y € R™, r € [0,00], and all
u € LO(Q,R™) it holds that || Drayrmb(z, y)||rixrmy < K(|Jyllrm + 1)P, that

1 ifr=20
(5.123) Ki(r,u) = ||“||Z;i{22—d/(rq>+sn{w}(q)mmm) +1 if € (0,00)
[ Draxrmbllc@x Bl oo @.mm). Il gagmy) & 7= 00,
and that
(||u||%2(Q’Rm) + ||U| ZSZE—d/(QT-&-Q)(Q’]Rm)) ifr e [0, OO)

(5.124)  Ky(r,u) = ) ) .
1D Raxmm e Bull oo mm ) g gy ) 1 22002 Rmy 8 7= 00

Then there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all uw € L°(Q,R™), it holds that
(5.125)

16(-, ()]

Proor. This Corollary follows directly from Lemma 5.11, Lemma 5.12, and from Proposi-
tion 2.28 in Mitrea [25]. O

QBS,Q(Q) < CKi(p,u)- (\|u|]z;+2ﬂ[2m>(q)+d/q

1)+ CK C [ |b(x,0)]* de.
oy F D+ C B0 +C [ a0

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 Q C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) C R™,
r € [0, 00], the ball satisfying that for all r € [0, 00] it holds that B(r) = {y € R™: |ly||lgm < 1},
let s € (07 1)7 S (07 1_5)7 P1, P2 € [07 OO]; 41,492,493, 94,95 € [27 OO]; SGtiSfy that 1/Q1+1/q2+1/Q3 =
YV + Ve = Y2, that p1gs > 2 - Liooo)(P1), and that pags > 2 - Lo o) (p2), let K € (0,00),
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be 2 (QxR™R), K € CQx R™ LR™, (R x R™))), K;: [0,00] x LO(Q,R™) x
LY, R™) — [0,00], Ky: [0,00] x LY, R™) — [0, 00|, satisfy that for all p € [0,00], x € £,
y € R™, and all uy,us € L°(Q,R™) it holds that

(5.126) Wl (2, y) = (DRm (R™ 5 2 = Dgaygmb(z, 2) € (R % ]Rm)’)) (y),
that
1 ifp=20
2 2p .
(5.127) Ki(p,u1,us) = 1+ Hui||Bsf22_d/(pq3)+d{°°}@3)(Q,Rm) if p € (0,00) ’
/! - _
“b2”cmxB(Hm||Loo(n,mvnm||Loom,mm>),||~\\L(Rmmdmmy)) if p =00
that
1 ifp=20
2p .
(5.128) Ky(p,uy) = Hul||Bi/22‘d/(pq5)+51{°°}(QS)(Q’Rm) +1 if p € (0,00) :
2 ; _
1DRaxmm bl & B(lu oo mmy gt cgmy) & P = 0
that
(5.129) | Drasrmb(2, y) || ®exmmy < K- (1+ [lyllg=)",
and that
(5.130) 105 (2, Y) || L (maxmemyy < K- (14 [|yl[me )™

Then there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u,u € L°(Q, R™) it holds that
_ _ ~ VY2
[ [ M) U)o )+ U,

l = yllzd
(5.131)  <C'||u— u||B;1,/227d/q1+6]1{00}(q1)(Q’]Rm (H | B;zd/z d/a2+e1 (9 0] «,-{2)(Q Rm) + 1) - Ky (p1,u, )
+C “u - ﬂ| 2B;J;d/2*d/u+€1(2,oo](q4)(Q’]Rm) ’ K2 (p27 u)

PROOF. First denote by 1 € C(Q, R™) the function satisfying for all x € Q that
(5.132) 1(x) = (1,0,---,0).

Next note that Holder’s inequality and the fact that € is bounded verify that for all ¢;, g, €
(2,00) and all t € (s,00) with /g + /g = 1/2 there exists a C' € (0,00) such that all vy, vy €
L°%(Q,R™) it holds that

(5.133)
[ [ Lol e =l
o =yl

// o1 ()| el g
2(d+2s— 2t 2(d+2s—2t)/q
I =yl ™7 Nz = gl
||U1 ||q1 2/q1 ||’U2 2/52
// Hx_y|d+23 2td d ||:L’—y|d+28 2t dl’dy)
. 2/
dy [|vs () dz [|vs ()| 2 dy)
||.I' ||d+2 s— t ||ZL' y||d+2(s—t) R

< CHUlHLcn (Q,R™) HU?Hqu (Q,R™)
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In addition, it holds that for all ¢ € (s,00) there exists a C' € (0,00) such that all vy,vy €
L°(©, R™) it holds that

(5.134)
// [01 () [ V2 () [T 12 — Yl e
|z — y|28+d

4 dy < [0 |2 / / e - da o (y) 2 dy < Cllon oo 02

Analogously it follows that for all g1, € [2,00] and all t € (s,00) with /g + /3 = 1/2 there
exists a C' € (0,00) such that all vy, vy € L%(Q, R™) it holds that

[[o1 ()3 m||?f2( Merllz — ylIR
1z [ [ R 4 dy < O e
Moreover, Holder’s mequahty, the fact that €2 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 ¢1, Gs, Gs € [2,00) with g + /g + 1/g = 1/2 there exist C, Cy, C3 € (0, 00) such that for
all vy, v9,v3 € L%(Q,R™) it holds that

(5.136)
2
[ [ Al i)~ 5 .,
|7 =yl
// [[v1 () | Rm [[v2 ()] fm
(d—
Hl, yH]Rd €41/2)2/q1 H ?/|| €G2/2)2/q2

lvs(x) — vs () [fem

||28+d (d 5q1/2)2/q1 (d 862/2)2/(}2

dx dy

lz =y

|U1 2/‘11 |U2 2/‘52
([, o yud o=yl ol - de o ypisi 4o )

< |U3( )_ UB(y)| Rm™ ded >2/q3
H:L- yH(2s+d (d—2d1/2)2/G1—(d—2G2/2)2/d2)d3 /2 Y

2/q1 /o
([ L ”d T W@l ) ([ f Hd e a(9)][ B dy)
o) = (o) [ Z
// |z — |(25+d1 2/q1—2/42)+2¢)q3/2 dxdg)

use) = es(o) B\
< il 92 e s | / |q3 Wl g ay)

< OQH'UlHLfn (Q,R™) HU2HLQ2 (Q,R™) HU?’”BS+E 4 (AR™)

< C3||Ul||Lq"1 (Q,Rm)HU?HL@ (Q,Rm)||v3| ByhA/2 /i34 (g Rm)’

Analogously to (5.136) and to (5.112) it follows that for all G, g3 € (2,00) with Vg + /g = 1/2
there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all vy, vy, v3 € LY(2,R™) it holds that

[ [ Il i) vl o

Iz — yllgd
v m ||V m
(5.137) < for2eo Rm)// [[va( ||R|:l|_s(y”)2s+d sl dy

< C||Ul||Loo(Q,Rm)||U2||L«iz (Q,Rm)||“3| By HY2 a3t Ry
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In addition, we get from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] that there exists a C' € (0,00) such
that for all vy, vy, v3 € L°(Q,R™) it holds that

// V1 (@) [ |02 (W) [ [[v3(2) — 03 () l[Fem dz dy

|z — |2

5.138 |vs(x) — vs(y) |Rm
(5.138) s|huuim@1RmﬂhaH%w«1Rm)jﬁu[; || |2ﬁdﬁ‘ da dy

€xr —

< OllorllFos i mmy 102l 700 (0 memy 03] 2B§’2(Q,]Rm)'

Finally observe, that (5.133), (5.134) (with ¢ < s + ¢) and the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g.,
item (e) in the Theorem on page 327 in Triebel [34]) show that for all ¢, ¢» € [2,00] with
Vg + /g = 1/2 there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all vy, vy, v3 € LY(£2,R™) it holds that

/ / o2 (@) () e 05 (2) = 5 e o
|z — 2
(5.139) / / L@l llv2 @)l g, g, g 102@) = V3@

lz = yllg™ e PR

< O”U1HL<11 (Q,R™) HU2HLq2 (Q,R™) HU3||QCS+E(Q,||-H]Rm)

< C”“l”m (Q,]Rm)HU2HL‘52(Q,]RM)‘|U3H§3;-§€+d/2(g’ﬁm)‘

Combining (5.136) (with vy < vy ||vy|[%em ), (5.137) (with vy <= vy [lor||Bem ), (5.138) (with v
vi|Jvr||Be), (5.139) (with vy <= vy ||v1][%om ), 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, 00) and all
G, G2, @3 € [2,00] with /g +1/¢ + /g = /2 and with p-§; > 2 there exist Cy, Co, C3,Cy € (0, 00)
such that for all vy, vy, v3 € L%(Q, R™) it holds that

//mluumw@mm—mmamw

lz — ylIg

< Ciller - a2l B 1001 s i
S C2 || HUl, %m qu (R) ||'U2 ||%§2 (Q,R™) HU3| 2 s+d/2—d/<73+511(2 oo](éii)

(5.140) ’ ’ By > o rm)

< C3’|U1 HLqu QR™) ”U?H%‘E(Q,E{m) ”U3|

2
s+d/2—d/d3+el(3 o)(d3)
By 5 @l rm)

< Cylfonl pd/2—d/(pql>+an{oo}<ql>

2
v —d/g G
E2,2 (Qv]Rm) H 2H ;1{22 d/q2+81{00}(q2>

(Q,R™)

' ||U3| 2 s+d/2—d/d3+el (g o) (d3) -
Bs s (&2,R™)

Analogously it follows that for all p € (0, 00) and all Gy, G2, G5 € [2, 00 with Vg + Ve + e = 12
and with p - @ > 2 there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all vy, vs,v3 € LY(Q2, R™) it holds

that
//mlnnmw&@y—MM%M@
lz =yl
(5141) < CH’Ul”B;/?Q d/(pq1)+6]1{oo}(q1)( ||U2||23121’/22—d/§2+€]1{00}(52)(Q,]Rm)
: H/U3|’B;Zd/2—d/§3+51(2,oo](q3)(Q’]Rm)'
Next note that for all z,y € Q and all v, € L°(Q, R™) it holds that
(5.142)

b(x, u(z)) — by, uly)) — bz, a(x)) + by, u(y))
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- / (D) (£ -+ (1~ g, tu(z) + (1~ D)),
(v = 9, u(@) = w()) ommy gan I
[ (Pt 0 1) + 01 D7),
(2 =y @(@) = @(Y))) garmomy goxmn A
/ / b” tr + (1 — t)y, Mu(z) + A1 — t)u(y) + (1 — Nta(z) + (1 — X) (1 — t)a(y))
— (@) + (1= )(u(y) ~ #(v)). (x ~ v, u(x) —uly)) ardt

(RExR™) RAxR™
n /0 (Daaxmnb) (tz + (1 — D)y, ta) + (1 — O)ay)).

(07 u(x) - ﬂ(IL’) - u(y) + a<y))>(RdX]Rm)/7RdXRm dt.

We will now estimate the first term. Therefore we divide the proof into 3 cases.
1. case p; = 0. The assumption (5.130) implies that for all z,y € Q and all u,u € L°(Q,R™)
it holds that

(5.143)
/ / b” tr 4+ (1 — t)y, Mu(z) + M1 — tu(y) + (1 — Nta(z) + (1 — A)(1 —t)a(y))
(u(r) = () + (1= )(uly) — 1), (= ou() —u(@))) AN
/ / W (tz + (1 — )y, Mu(z) + A(1 — Hu(y) + (1 — Nta(z)
=N =0T)] eny
tCu) = () + (1= D uty) — @) g - @~ v, 0(0) — 0©)]| o g AL
< [ an (late) - i@l + (= Outs) ~ 10 )
@ =y, ul@) = w®)]| gar g At

=K ||(z =y, u(@) = u®)|| g, gom /0 (tlu(@) — @(@)|zn + (1 = B)lluly) — a(y)|r-) dt
=5 || =y u(@) — u®)) || gy g (lu(@) = @(@) I + luly) — @(y)l|z-).-

We thus get from (5.143), (5.135) (with vy = u — @, vo < 1, ¢ < 2, G2 < o0, and with
t < 1), from (5.140) (with p <= 1, vy <= u — @, vy < 1, v3 < u, §1 < ¢1, and with ¢, < 0),
from the fact that for all » € R and all t € (—oo,r] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that
for all u € Bj,(€2,R™) it holds that [ullp; crm) < Cllullp;,@rm), and from the fact that
Gs < o that for all ¢ € [2, 00] with /g, + /g, = 1/2 there exist Cy, Cy € (0, 00) such that for all
u,u € LY(2, R™) it holds that

(5.144)

b” tr + (1 — )y, Mu(z) + AL — Huly) + (1 — Nti(z) + (1 — \)(1 — t)ily))

[\

(t(u(@) = a(2)) + (1 = t)(uly) — a(y))), (z — y, u(z) — U(y))> dAdt

(Rd X ]R'm)/JRd xRm

H ||23+d dx dy
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~ ~ 2
K I =y u(@) = u) o (@) — @@) [rn + [luly) — @) [[e-)
S 4 2s+d dx dy
12 =yl Ra
z—y|%a(JJu(z) — @ 2om + lu(y) — Zm
S%Q// Iz — g (lu(e) — A )IIRQM lu(y) — ()= )dxdy
12 = yllga
K lu(z) = w()lfe (lul@) = @@ g + lluly) = @W)Iz-) o
+_ 2s+d vy
1z = yllg
e / e D) = i)l g,
H-’E yH
() = w(y)l[fn]lu(z) = @(z)|kn
+K2// dzdy
v — yllF
< Cl”” - uHL?(Q,Rm) + Cl”“ o uHBd/2—d/q1+61{o@}(q1)(Q Rm) ||U| B;-;d/Q d/dztel (g oo](q3)(Q’Rm)
< C2Hu - a“;;ig?—d/ﬂﬁﬂ{w}(01)(Q7Rm)(H ”B;-;dﬂ d/ag+el (g oo](qQ)( Q.R™) + 1)
= Csl|lu — 1~L||2;1’/227d/q1+51{00}(q1)(Qij) (HU| B;;d/%d/qﬁsn(loo](qg)(Q’]Rm) + 1) - K1 (0, u, ).

2. case p1 € (0,00). We then get from the assumption (5.130) that for all z,y € Q, ¢t € [0,1]
and all u,u € L°(Q,R™) it holds that

(5.145)
/01 <b’2’(t:r; + (1 = t)y, Mu(z) + M1 = t)uly) + (1 = Ata(z) + (1 = A)(1 —t)a(y))
(t(u(z) —a(@)) + (1 = )(uly) —@(y))), (v =y, u(z) - u(y))> dA
<[

(RExR™) REXR™

Vs (tz + (1 — t)y, Mu(z) + M1 — t)u(y)
+ (1= Nt() + (== naw) |,
ftCue) = a(a)) + (1= O uly) — 20) | - | @ = v, 1) = a)]] o D
< /1 (1+ [Xeu() + A1 = Duly) + (1= Mta() + (1= A1 = £)i(y)]| )" dA
) — ) + (1 — 1)) — ) & — 9, 88) — 05 e
</ 5 K (1 X (@) [+ A (1 — 7 ) [

+ (1= AP (@) [+ (1= NP (1= 67 | a(y) [ ) dA
[t (u(e) = @) + (1= D)(uy) = @y || gm - (@ =y, u(@) = a@)] goygn
= S K (pr 4 T [u(@) [+ (1= 07 uw) [ B+ 7 i) [ + (1= ) | (y) |5
t(u(z) = @) + (1= ) (uly) — @@)|| g - || (@ = v, wlz) = @) || g, gon-
In addition, it holds for all z,y €  and all u, @ € L°(Q, R™) that

/0 (pr+ 1+ Ju(@) [ + (1 = O u@)llgn + @) 5 + 1 = )P [ay)l[5)
[t(ul@) = @) + (1 = )(uly) — @(y))|| . At

=< /0 tpr + 1) - lu(z) = a(z)lzm + (1= )(pr + 1) - [Juy) — a(y) [ rm di
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+/0 P (@) [ + @@ 1) - u(z) — @()]|me dt
+/0 (1= )" ([Ju(@)[lgem + 1a(2) []m) - luly) — @(y)[[mm db

+/ (1=t t([lu)gm + Na@)l[gn) - lu(z) — a()]|g- dt
(5.146) 0

= 0 (u(a) — (@)l + uly) — @ly) an)
T g (@)l + @) B - u(e) — @)l
+ iy (@) [ + [a(@) [15) - llu(y) — () e
+ s () B + a5 - ) = @)
T o ) e + 1) 15 - lluly) — @yl

Furthermore it follows from (5.135) (with v; <= u — @, vg « 1, G1 + 2, §2 < oo, and with
t < 1), (5.140) (with p + 1, v; < u — @, v < 1, v3 < u, §; < q1, and with ¢ + ),
from the fact that for all » € R and all ¢ € (—oo,r] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that
for all u € B3,(Q2,R™) it holds that [ullp;,rm) < Cllullp;,@rm), and from the fact that
Gs < qo that for all ¢ € [2,00] with /g, + /g = 1/2 there exist Cy, Cy € (0, 00) such that for all
u,u € L°(Q, R™) it holds that

s [ [l <y>>uRdXRmH(£u< y)”;{f e+ July) = )’
o =yl (lu(e) = 50) Bun + ) — (0) )
<2/ o — gl drdy
Ju(e) = ) () — @) o + ) = (0) o)
+2// 17— yHQS*d dz dy

L[ [l >M< Mo g0
H%’ Z/||
— 2
Ylgr

T —

< ClHU - “HL?(Q,]Rm) + Cillu — UHBd/z—d/qHsn{w}(ql)(Q]R HUHBs+d/2 Y3+ (2,000 (33) () oy
2,2 2,2 ’

e I3 )

< Coflu— a||2Bd/2—d/q1+en{oo}(q1)
2,2

Moreover, we obtain from (5.135) (with vy < u - ||ul/%n" resp. @ - ||a] %17;1, Vg = U — U, 1 < G,

and with ¢ « 1) and from (5.141) (with p < p;, v; < w resp. 4, vy < u — U, V3 U,
G < 3, Go < ¢1, and with @3 < ¢2), that for all ¢ € [2,00] with /g + 1/gs = 1/2 there exist
C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u,a € LY(2,R™) it holds that

(5.148)
// (lu(@) [ + (@) 5 ) - u(z) = @(@) o - || (z =y, ulz) —

)1 e
y”Zs—i-d HRd - dxdy

I =

<2// (@)l + () [[55) - lu(@) = @@) | - e = ylga dedy

|| y| 2s+d
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+2// (lu(@)llgn + la@) ) - u) — i@)|En - [Ju@) = u@)]|gn dedy

o — yllgd
1 1 ~
< Cr([fu- NJullfm 10 @uremy + - @l G o @ memy) - 1o = @l .oy
+ Cl (“u”BZ/;—d/(plq3)+aIl{oo}(qg)(Q Rm) + Hu||B;i/22—d/(p1qs)+ell{oo}(%)(Q’]Rm))

HuH s+d/2-d/qa+el (g o) (a2)

. 12
Hu U/HBd/2—d/q1+51{oo}(91)(QIR 322 (Q,R™)

2,2
2 2
< CQ(““HLTms (Q,R™) + Hquﬁ?lms QRm)) H - UHL@(Q,IRM)

+Cl(|lu” d/2 d/(p1q3)+51{w}(q3)

~ 112
5 o )+ ||“||£/22—d/<p1q3>+en{oo}<q3> )

(R™)

HUH2 s+d/2-d/qz+el (g o) (a2)

. Hu — &HBi/;_d/Q1+61{OO}(Q1)(Q’Rm) BQ’2 ) (Q,]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 ¢» < ¢, and the fact that for all r € R and all ¢t € (—o0, 1]
there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bj,(,R™) it holds that [lul/p;,rm) <

Cllul By ,(,rm) shows that for all g, € [2, 0o] with 1/g +1/q2 = 1/2 there exist C, Cs, C’g € (0,00)
such that for all u,a € L°(Q, R™) it holds that

//(Hu(ﬂi fon T 0(2)[[Fn)? - Ju(z) — a(z)|[fm
aJo |z — yl|2e

Al =y ul@) = ulm) || g 42 dy

2 2 ~
< Ci(llull fras o mmy + 18 oias @ momy) * 1 = Gl 0 em)

2
+ Cl(HUH ?/22 d/(p1q3>+£1{m}(q3)(ﬂyRm) + HUH 5/22 d/(p1q3)+sn{oo}(z13)(ﬂ’]Rm))
. ||U - ﬂ||Bd/2—d/q1+El{w}(q1)(Q ]Rm) ||U| Bs+d/27d/q2+€1(2’oo](QQ)(Q ]Rm)
2,2 ’ 2,2 ’
2 ~ 112
(5'149) S 02<”uH;;/Q—d/(mq?))'*‘ﬂ{oo}(q?»)(Q Rm) + ||U||;;/2—d/(p1q3)+al{oo}(qg)(Q R™)
2,2 2,2 ’
Hu - u”Bd/2 d/q2+€1{oo}(42)( m + CQ(”UH d/2 d/<p1q3)+d{°°}<q5)(ﬂ R™)
2,2 2 2 ’
+ ‘|ﬂ|’Bd/2,d/(plq3)+gn{oo}(qg)(Q ]Rm)) . ||u — /aHBd/Zfd/‘H‘FE]l{OO}(‘H)(Q Rm)
2,2 ? 2,2 '
2
) ||U’| ;Zd/%d/%ﬂl(z,m](‘ﬂ)(g R™)
~ 112
< C’3(Hu|| 5/22 d/(p1Q3)+an{w}(q3)( ) + HUH ?/;—d/(m%)-&-sl{oo}(%)(Q’Rm)>

Ba+d/2 d/a2+e1 (2 00] q2)(Q R + 1).

M= o-srsen o g g * (10

2,2

Analogously it follows that there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u,@ € L°(£2, R™) it holds
that

(5.150)
~ ~ 2
(Ju(@)[[Fm + la(@) 17 )? - luly) = @) [[Fen - [|(2 = ys u(@) = u®)]| gaygn
25+d dz dy
Iz =yl
~ 112
< C(”uH ;1/22 d/(p1q3)+51{oo}(qS)( 7Rm) + ||u||;£/22—d/(p1q3)+51{00}(q3)(Q’]Rm)>

e = ﬂHBj/zzid/QHEl{oo}(ql)(Q,IR’”) ' (HUHZSZWd/”m”*”](”)(a,km) * 1)’
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that
(5.151)
2
() + 1) B )? - ) = ) e - [| (& = 9 02) = 0 (®))[ 2t g
dzd
||CC y| 2s+d Ty
2
< C(||u|| P, ey g o lal; 1) o 00 arm
. ||U, — ,&||B;i,/227d/q1+51{00}(q1)(Q,Rm) . <||U| B;J;d/Z—d/qQJrsl(Qyoo](qz)(Q,]Rm) + 1)’
and that
2
(@) [1Fn + (@) [5n) - 1u(y) — @) - (|2 = 9, (@) = w@) | gen
(5.152) // |z — y|2s+d ——dvdy
2
< O(|lul pd/ 109568 09 o T Il 210543 o ) mm)

s+d/2—d 1 + 1>.
B +d/ /a2te (z’m](qQ)(Q,IRm)

Nu — ﬂ”B;i’/22—d/ql+sIl{oo}(ql)(QVRm) . <||U| o

Combining (5.145), (5.146), (5.147), (5.149), (5.150), (5.151), and (5.152) establishes that there
exist a C' € (0,00) such that for all u,u € L°(©2, R™) it holds that

(5.153)

b" tr + (1 —t)y, Mu(z) + (1 — tu(y) + (1 — Nta(z) + (1 — A (1 —t)a(y))

2
_ 1 ¢ _ _y, > dAdt
t(u(z) —a(z)) + (1 = t)(uly) — a(y))), (= -y, u(z) — u(y)) (R Rm ) R
||2s+d dx dy
< CHU — U/H 5/22 d/q1+51{oo}(q1)( )(HuH2B;+2d/2*d/‘12+81(2,oo](q2)(Q7]Rm) ™ 1)
2 2
+ C(HuH pf/; d/(p1az)+el ooy ( qs)(Q R + HU” ?/22 d/( p1q3)+an{m}<q3>(Q7Rm)

s+d/2—d/qy+el + 1)
/ /a2+e (g,m](qz)(QRm)

R (L o

~ 112
e (||U||B¢2i/22 d/(p1q3)+g]1{oo}(q3)( Rm) —'I— ||u||£g2—d/(p1q3)+sl{w}(q3)(Q’Rm) + 1)

2
s+d/2—d 1 + 1)
B +d/ /a2te (Q,m](qz)( Q,R™)

. ||u — ﬂ”Bd/27d/q1+al{oo}(ql)(QJRm) . (||U| o
+ 1) : Kl(p17u7ﬂ)'

2,2
(Q,]Rm)(||u| B;Zd/Q d/ag+el (g, Oo]((lz)( Q,R™)

= Cllu —al? d/2—d/aq1+el 0y (a1)
32,2

3. case py = co. We then get that for all x,y € Q, R € [0,00], and all u,u € L°(Q2, R™) with
||U||Loo Q,R™) V H’leLoo Q,R™) < R it holds that

(5.154)

/ / b” tx + (1 — t)y, Mu(z) + A(1 — Huly) + (1 — Nti(z) + (1 — A)(1 — t)aly))
u() = (@) + (1= 0)(uly) (), (¢~ yule) —ulw))) AN

by (tz + (1 — t)y, Mu(z) + A(1 — t)u(y) + (1 — Mta(z)

- (1= i) |

L(R™ (RIxR™)')
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leCu(z) = a(2)) + (1 = ) (uly) — @) g - 1z =y (@) = w@)]| g gm A At
< /0 /0 15l BRI gt ) WX - (Elle(@) = @) [ + (1 = 8)||u(y) = (y) | mm)

@ =y, u(@) = u) | g

= ||b/2,||C(QXB(R)vn'HL(Rm’(RdXﬁm)/)) ’ ||(ZU B y’u(a’:) B u(y))H]RdXIRm
1
/0 (tlu(z) = @) [[wm + (1 = )uly) — a(y)w~) dt

= 12015 | cox (= R R, g sy | (2 = ¥ (@) = 0(¥)) || gy

(llu(z) = @@)l[rm + lluly) — @) lz-)-

Hence, (5.154), (5.135) (with vy <= u — @, vo <= 1, §1 < 2, §2 < 00, t < 1), (5.140) (with
p 1,0 < u—1a, ve < 1, v3 < u, G1 < ¢, o  00), the fact that for all » € R and
all t € (—oo,7] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bj,(Q,R™) it holds that
[ullps @ rm) < Cllullpy,@rm) and the fact that g3 < g; assures that for all g3 € [2, 00] with
g +1/3; = 1/2 there exist Cy, Cy € (0, 00) such that for all R € [0, 00] and all u,u € L°(Q, R™)
with ||w||ze@,rm) V [|i]| o @rm) = R it holds that

(5.155)

b” tr+ (1 — )y, Mu(z) + A1 = t)u(y) + (1 — Nta(z) + (1 — N)(1 = t)a(y))

(t(u(z) —a(z)) + (1 = t)(u (y)—ﬁ(y)))a(iﬂ—y,U(J?)—U(y))> drde

(RExR™)" RExR™

” H25+d dx dy

12
< Yallb2llc@x B gy

// Iz =y, u(@) — @) [fo o (1) — @) [rm + [[uly) —ﬂ(y)HRm)zdxdy

lz =yl 5

< allb3 | x B(r) - o (e cmmyn)
|z = yllRa (lu(@) = a(@)[[fm + lluly) = @(y)llE-)
2s+d dxdy
1z = yllga
u\x _u m u 2m+ u _ﬂ/ 2m
/ / ) = w(w) I (1 <u)a: ;”;Hg luy) ~ ) I )d$dy>

" 2 — yllRallu(z) — @(z)||Fm
= [|b; Hc QxB(R), |l gm. (Rdmm)))(// |z — y] =5 dz dy

[ [ Lt —uHJRmyHﬁ;(HZ el g1,

< Cl||b/2/H%(Q><B BRI g, (et xemy) <HU UH%Q(Q,IRM)

+ [Ju— a||235f22*d/q1+81{oo}<‘H>(Q7Rm [ B;Zm d/a3+el g, °°]<q3>(Q,Rm))

< G051 & xnry

(lul?

s+d/2—d/qo+el +1
BQ’Q / /az+e (2,00](412)(97Rm) )

’H'”L(]Rm,(]l'{dx]Rm)’))

Ju— u”B;i,/;*d/‘HvL&l{oo}(‘Il)(Q’]Rm)
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(QR™) (H |B;-;d/2 d/qag+el(g Oo](Q2)( QR™)

= 02||u - a||QBd/2—d/q1+61{oo}(q1) + 1) ' K1(007 U,ﬂ)
2,2

Combining the 3 cases (5.144), (5.153), and (5.155) proves that there exist a C' € (0, 00) such
that for all u,a € L°(Q2, R™) it holds that

(5.156)

b” tz + (1 — )y, Mu(z) + AL — Huly) + (1 — Nti(z) + (1 — N1 — t)ily))

2

(t(u(@) = a(2)) + (1 = t)(uly) — a(y))), (z — y, u(z) - U(y))> dAdt

(RAxR™) RIxR™

H ||2s+d dx dy

< CHU - U’HBd/2—d/q1+sll{oo}(q1) + 1) : Kl(ph U, ﬁ)
2,2

(HUHZ s+d/2—d/qz+el (g o) (a2)
(2,R™) By o ’ (Q,R™)

and this finishes the estimation of the first term in (5.142). Next we will estimate the 2nd term
n (5.142). Therefore we will again divide the proof into 3 cases.

1. case py = 0. Note that assumption (5.129) verifies that for all z,y € Q and all u,a €
L°(©,R™) it holds that

| (Dot + (1= Dtita) + (1= ).

(0, u(z) — @(x) — uly) + @Y))) gaypmy gaxmn A
5157 < [ 1Pwsused) + (1= 0,80 + (1 = 00) sty
(0, () — ) — uly) + () vt
< [ R ute) )~ )+ 1) = ) = i) ~ (at0) = )

Hence we derive from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] and from the fact that for all » € R
and all t € (—oo,7] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bj,(Q,R™) it holds
that [ull gy, rm) < Cllullpy,@mrm) that there exist C1, Cy € (0,00) such that for all u,a €
L°(©2,R™) it holds that

/ / 7 — y||2s+d ‘ /01 <(D]Rdx1Rmb) (tz + (1 — )y, ta(z) + (1 — t)a(y)),

(@) — i) — uly) + () ) aif drdy

(RExR™) RIXR™

s <K / /Hu — i) = (u(y) — i) e

—y H23+d

< Ciflu - UHBQQ(Q,Rm) S C2HU - UHBs+d/27d/q4+sl(z,w]<q4)(Q Rm)
2,2 )

= CQHU — ’l]|’2B;;d/2fd/q4+sl(2yoo](q4)(Qy]Rm) ' K2(07 7:L>

2. case py € (0,00). Assumption (5.129) yields that for all z,y € Q and all u,u € L°(Q, R™)
it holds that

[ (Dbt + (= . i)+ (1 = o).
(07 U(ZE) - ﬂ(ﬁ(]) - u(y) + a(y))>(Rd><Rm)/7Rd><]Rm de

< /0 |(Drasmmb) (tz + (1 — t)y, ti(z) + (1 = t)a(y)) [l maxmemy
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(5.159) (0, ulz) — alr) — u(y) + a(y))lrexmm i

/ K1+ [lta(z) + (1 = t)a(y) =)™ - [Ju(z) — a(z) — u(y) + a(y)||zm dt
< / 32K (1 + [[tu(z)|[gm + [[(1 = t)a(y)l[gn) dt [lu(z) — alz) — u(y) + a(y)|[rm

= 22 K (o + 1+ (@) B + 13 [ () — a2) = (uly) — @)

Moreover, we obtain from Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] and from the fact that for all » € R
and all t € (—oo,7] there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bj,(Q,R™) it holds
that [lul|ps ,rm) < Cllullp,@rm) that there exist C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u, @ €
LY(©2,R™) it holds that

Ju(z) — a(z) — (uly) — a(y)En N
// y|25+d = dmdyg@”“‘““%gz(a,mm)

(5.160)
< Cyllu —all?

s+d/2—d/qq+el .
32’2 / /a4+e (2’“]((14)(Q’Rm)

In addition, (5.140) (with vy <= @, vo <= 1, V3 <= u — U, P < Pa, G1 < G5, G2 < 0O, 3  q4)
implies that there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u,u € L°(2, R™) it holds that

// (la(@) |22 + llaly)|22)Ju(z) — @(z) — (uly) — @(y))||2om de dy

lz = ylizd
2p2 . Ry 2
(5.161) // [a(z) [ lu(z )H i(x )| 2H(th(y) WDz g, g,
r—Yy
< Cllall; 4/2-d/(p295)+51 {0} (45) ||“ — U2 e 4/ay+e1 (3 o0 (24)

BZ 2 (Qa]R B2 2 (Qva)

Combining (5.159), (5.160), and (5.161) thus ensures that there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that
for all u,u € L°(Q, R™) it holds that

/ / ||$ y||25+d‘ /0 <(D13dx1amb) (tx + (1 = )y, ti(z) + (1 — t)ﬂ(y)),

0, u(@) — () = uly) + @(y)) ) garxgomy o 4| dzdy
(5.162)

2
< CHU — u\ B;-;d/2 d/qa+el(n o) (24) (Q,R™) (H ” de/z d/(p2as) +51{°°}(q5)(§27]1{m) + 1)
- CHU - u‘ B;J;d/Q d/astel(g oo)(as) (QR™) K2<p2> )

3. case py = oo. Note that we have for all z,y € Q and all u,u € L°(Q, R™) that
[ (Dt + (1 = . tite) + (1 = i),
(0. () — i) — uy) + 55))) (oo s A
5,163 sAWwMW@w+u4mmm+u—mwwmmw
0, u(z) = a(z) = uly) + a(y))llwexpn dt
< || Drexcrmbllo@x il oo ,mm): I gasgmy) /O [u(z) — a(z) — u(y) + a(y) = dt

= [ Draxgmbllc@x Bl oo @mm) -l gasgmy) * 19(T) = @(z) = (uly) = a(y))|lem-

Therefore Proposition 2.28 in Mitrea [25] and the fact that for allr € R and all ¢ € (—o0, r| there
exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for allu € Bj,(€2, R™) it holds that [ull g, 0,mm) < Cllul

By 5(Q,R™)
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establish that there exist C1,Cy € (0, 00) such that for all u,a € L°(2, R™) it holds that
(5.164)

// ||x—y|2s+d‘/01<(D1Rdxuwb)(t:c+(1—t)y,tﬁ(x)+(1—t>ﬂ(y)),
() @) —uy) Fal)) o

lu(z) — a(z) — (uly) — a(y) [~
< HD]RdX]Rmb”C(QXB ||u||L°°(Q Rm)) 1B ”(]Rdlem)/) / / H yH25+d dz dy

)||U - ““BQQ(Q,RM)

2
dt‘ dz dy

< ClHDRdembHC(QxB(HaHLoom,Rm))

’H.”(]Rdlem)’
2 ~112
< 02||D1RdeRmb||C(QXB(H&HLOO(Q’]Rm)),H-||(]R,1X]Rm),)||u — B;Zd/z d/astel (2 o] q4>(Q Rm)
=Cy U_ﬂ2s+d2fd +el - Ks(o0, ).
|| |3272 /2—d/qq+e (2,00](‘14)(Q7Rm) ( ) )

Combining the 3 cases (5.158), (5.162), and (5.164) shows that there exists a C' € (0, 00) such
that for all u,a € L°(Q, R™) it holds that

/ / 2 — y||25+d ’ /01 <(D]Rd><IRmb) (tx 4+ (1 — t)y, ta(z) + (1 — t)a(y)),

(5.165) (0, u(z) — a(x) — uly) + a(y))> de 2 dz dy

(RExR™) RIxR™

< Cllu—al® B;zd/z /1 2,00) ) () oy - K (pa, ).
Thus (5.142), (5.156), and (5.165) finishes the proof of Lemma 5.14. O

The next lemma shows the Lipschitz continuity of Nemytskij operators on bounded sets in
the L?-norm.

LEMMA 5.15 (Lipschitz continuity wrt. the L?-norm of Nemytskij opertors on bounded
sets). Let d,m € N, let Q@ C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) C R™,
€ [0, 00|, the ball satisfying that for all r € [0,00] it holds that B(r) = {y € R™: ||ly|lgm <
r}, let € € (0,00), p € [0,00], ¢ € [2,00], satisfy that pq > 2 - Lo0)(p), let K € (0,00),
b € Crapm(2 x R™R), K;: [0,00] x LO(Q,R™) x L°(Q,R™) — [0,00], satisfy that for all
re0,00], € Q,y € R™, and all uy,usy € L°(QQ,R™) it holds that

1 ifr=20
2 r .
(5.166)  Ki(r,u1,us) = L+ ||Ui||2;i/227d/<rq>+sn{oo}<q> if r € (0,00)

(@R™)
2 : _
DRt x| & Bul oo o mmy Vil oo e mm) ) 8 7=

and that
(5.167) | (D)@ )| sy < K - (14 [yllzum)?

Then there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u,u € L°(Q,R™) it holds that

b — b, (@) P < Cllu— @l ajgrn Ky (p,u, ).

5168 [ b)) b i) e < C =y )
Proor. 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 and all t € (—o0, 7]

there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u € Bj,(Q2,R™) it holds that ||ul|p; @rm) <
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Cllull g5 ,(,rm) that there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u,@ € L°(Q2, R™) it holds that
(5.169)

(Lw@”@»—waﬂ@m%m

- /Q /0 (Draxgrmb)(z, tu(z) + (1 —t)a(x)), (0,u(r) — @(x))) mixmrmy, 2 =

< ] 1D tua) + (1= i) oy - o) = i) e ]

1 2
= /Q / K- flu(z) — a(z)|lgn dt| dz = K2||U - ﬂHL2 (QR™) = <Clu-— u||Bd/q+an{2}(q>
0

~112 ~
= C ||u - UHB:7/2q+51{2}(Q>(Q7Rm)K1 (07 U, U/)

(R™)

2. case p € (0,00). Hence, it follows from (5.167) that for all u,a € L°(Q,R™) and all z € Q
it holds that

[b(z, u()) = b=, i(x))[*

= /0 (Draxmemd) (2, tu(z) + (1 = t)u(z)), (0, u(r) — @(2))) @exrmy roxpm dt

2

(5.170) < /0H(D]Rdx]Rmb)(xvtu(x)+<1_t)())H rexmrmy - |[u(z) — (f]ﬁ)!lwdt‘2

IN

[ eata) + (0 = @) - o) = o)l ]|

IN

3,,/0 L+ 7 |u(@) [ + (1= )P [[@(2) [[fn dt - [Ju(=) —ﬁ(fc‘)llw)2

lu@)lgm | ll@@)Igm ~
=9(1+ s M )2 - Nu(z) — @)

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 and all t € (—oo, 7] there
exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u € Bj,(€2, R™) it holds that [l Bs ,0,mm) < C||u||Br (QR™)

implies that there exist Cy,Cy, C5,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u,a € LO(Q R™) and all
¢ € [2,00] with _; + ; = 5 it holds that
[ e uta)) = b o)) P s
Q
< [ o+ lhe o e 2 a) — (o) da

u(x a(x me ~
/Qgp-i—l(l 4 flu )H + llad )H]R2 ) ||U(IL‘) —U(%)H%m dz

(p+1) (p+1)

< Ci(flu = allza@mm + (elton oy + M2 [agey) - e = @lsn )

+(
< 02(”“ - ﬂ||L2(Q,1Rm + (Hu“qu Q,R™) + HuHqu Q,R™) ) - Jlu — a“iq’(g,]}{m))
+ (

(5.171) < Cs(|Ju — @l p2o,rm)

~ 112
||u|| d/2 d/(Pa)+el 0y (@) + “u” pd/2—d/(pq)+81{oo}(q)

By (Q,R™) By, (Q.R™)
Nu— ﬂl\ZB:’/szd/qwen{oo}(q'>(Q7Rm))
< 04(||u|’232lf22‘d/(Pq’+€“{oo}(q)(gﬁm) + ||ﬂ||ZIQQ—CI/(M)M{%}<‘1)(97Rm) +1)
lu = ﬂ||2;z’/2q+sn{2}<q>(ﬂ’ﬁm)
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= Cy|ju — al? 4/s- Ki(p,u,u).
H HB;i’/qur 1{2}<q)(Q,IRm) (pa ) )

3. case p = oo. Note that the fact that for all » € R and all t € (—oo,r| there exists a
C € (0,00) such that for all w € Bj,(Q,R™) it holds that |ulp;,rm) < Cllulls;,@rm)

establishes that there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u, @ € LO(Q, R™) it holds that
(5.172)

/Q bz, u()) — ble, @)l dz
- /Q /o (Dpraxpmb) (2, tu(z) + (1 = t)a(x)), (0, u(z) — a(2))) wexmrmy,rixmm dtr dz
< /ﬂ /0 [(Drayrmb) (2, tu(z) + (1 — t)a(z)) || (maxmmy - |u(z) — @(z)||Rm dt‘ do

1 2
S/Q /0 HD]Rdmebl!cmxB(Hunm(Q,Rmvuanm(Q,Rm>>,u~||mdmm),>'HU(JJ)—ﬂ(fE)HRmdt( dx

_ 12 ~ 12 ~
= |lu U”L?(Q,Rm)Kl(OO>UaU) <Cllu UHB;/Qqusn{Q}<q>(Q’Rm)Kl(OoaU> ).

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 dym € N, let @ C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain, denote by B(r) C R™,
r € [0, 00], the ball satisfying that for all r € [0, 00] it holds that B(r) = {y € R™: |ly||lgm < 1},
let s € (0, 1), € c (0, 1-— S), P1,P2 € [0,00], q,q1,92,493,q4, Q5 € [2, OO], satisfy that 1/q1 + l/qz +
Yas = Ya + Yas = 2, that p1gs > 2 - Lo,00)(p1), that pags > 2 - Lo,00)(p2), and that pyq >
2 L(g.0)(p2), let K € (0,00), b€ O L..(2 x R™ R), by € C(2 x R™, L(R™, (R? x R™)")),
K1, K3: [0,00] x L°(,R™) x L°(Q,R™) — [0,00], Ky: [0,00] x L°(,R™) — [0, 00], satisfy
that for allp € [0,00], x € Q, y € R™, uy € L°(Q,R™) and all uy € L°(Q, R™) it holds that

(5.173) b (x,y) = (DRm (R™ 5 2z — Dyaymnb(z,2) € (R x ]Rm)')) (v),
that
1 ifp=0
2 2 .
(5.174) K1 (p,us,up) = { LT 2o [l Bp;i’/;fd/(pwﬂ{w}<q3>(Q’Rm) if p € (0,00)

1712 ; —
105112 B 0 e gy Va2 gy ol o gt emomyy) F P = P

that
1 ifp=20
(5.175) Ks(p,up) = Hul||23?f22_d/(”q5)+61{°°}("5)(Q,Rm) +1 if p € (0,00) :
1Dt bl Bl g lgarmmy) 4 P =
that
(5.176)
1 ifp=20
Ka(p,up,up) = 41T Sl B O e @ oy if p € (0,00) :
15t mm Bl 1 s 0 s Vi ) gty 4 P = 0
that

(5177) H(D]RdX]Rmb)(l',y)H(]RdX]Rm)/ < K- (1 —+ HyHRm)p27
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and that

(5.178) 165G, 5) g ey < K- (1 lgllen)

Then there exists a C € (0,00) such that for all u,a € L°(Q,R™) it holds that
16(,u(-)) = b(, @) B, )

< Cllu— a”i;/;—d/qﬁsn{oo}(ql)(Q’Wl) (flul Z;Ed/Q—d/qz+61(2,oo](42)(Q7Rm) +1) - Ki(pr,u, @)
5.179 - -
( ) +C ||u o u| 2B;:;d/2_d/Q4+51(2,oo](‘14)(Q,Rm) ’ KQ(p2> U)

+Cu— a||235f2q+51{2}<q)(97Rm) - K3(pa, u, ).

PROOF. The proof follows immediately from Lemma 5.14, Lemma 5.15, and from Proposi-
tion 2.28 in Mitrea [25]. O



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,{-,")u, | - ||z#) = L*(0,1) be the L? space, let A: L*(0,1) D D(A) —
L?(0,1) be the Laplace operator with Dirichlet boundary condition i.e. the operator satisfying
that D(A) = {u € B3,(0,1): u(0) = u(1) = 0}, and that for all u € D(A) it holds that
Au) = ", let Hy = (Hy, () g, 5 Il g,), £ € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated
with —A (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in Jentzen [15]). By abuse of notation we will also
denote by A and by || - ||m,, t € R, the exstended operators A: \J;2, H_; — Uy, H-; and
| e s Uisy H-i — [0,00], t € R, satisfying for allt € R, x € Hy, and all y € |J;2, H_; that

) ylle, ifye
(61) Iyl = {OO A
and that
(6.2) (Az) =y) & Uimsup{|AE) — ylla._,: £ € Hy, [lz —&flm <} =0).

Let e, € L*(0,1), k € N, be the eigenfunction of A satisfying for all x € (0,1) and all k € N
that ep(x) = 2sin(krz), let A, € (—00,0), k € N, be the eigenvalues of ey, i.e. the real
number satisfying for all k € N that N\, = —7%k?, let o € (3/1,1), B € [0,Y/2), ¢ € R\{0} let
U= (U,{ vl - llv) be a real separable Hilbert space, let B € Cymswu_,) (H, HS(U,H_g)),
and denote by F: H — H_, the function satisfying for all w € H that F(u) = —£(u?).

LEMMA 6.2. Assume the Setting 6.1 and let r € [0,00). Then there exist Cy,Cy € (0,00)
such that for all uw € H, it holds that

(6.3) Cillull o) < lulla, < Collullpzs .-

PROOF. Note that we obtain from (2.200) on page 54 in Mitrea [25] and from Theorem 1.8
in Necas [20] that for all n € Ny there exist Ky, Ky, K3, K4 € (0,00) such that for all w € H,
it holds that

2n
[l Bz 0,1y < K[l L20,0) + > IDRullz201) < Ka(llullz2a) + DR ull 2(0,1))
=1
(6.4) = Ko(llullg + [|[A"ulla) < Ko(IM] ™" ullm, + ulle,) < Ksllulla, = Kal| DR ull 120,1)
2n
< Ka([[ull 200y + Y IDRull2(0.1)) < Kyl[ull pzny0,1)-
1=1
Combining this and Lemma 5.2 finishes the proof of Lemma 6.2. U
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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 9 € [Y2,00), T,0,51,82 € (0,00), B3 € (0,1),
X € [6,1/2), let KB € L(U,U) be the function satisfying that R = Idy, let Py € L(U,U),
N € N, be finite-dimensional projection, let ¢ € Cy(H,R) have at most polynomial H-growth,
let K: R — (0,00) be increasing, and assume that

(6.5) Bl so- 5, € CHyjayo_p, s Hy) (Hi2100-5,, HS(U, Hy)),
that for all u,v € Hoy it holds that

(6.6) 1B() s <0 (1 + ull?),

(6.7) IB()irswi,) < E(lulm) (el ., , +1),

(6.8) 1B(u) = B)|gswe < K([vlla v llullo)llv = vl ,_,,,
(6.9) | Blot (s, <

and that for all H-bounded sets EE C H it holds that

IIB(U)«%VIIHS(UHB)]
6.10 sup su d
(6.10) o [ N
and that
B Idy -
(6.11) lim sup sup [H (v)(Idy N)HHS(U’H")} =0,
N—ooo veEE L+ ||v||e

let Viy C L*(0,1), N € Ny, be the linear subspaces satisfying that Vo = H and that for all
N € N it holds that Vy = spang({ex: k € {1,...,N}}), let (Q,F,P) be a probability space
with a normal filtration (Fy¢)icory, let (W), be an Idy-cylindrical (Fy)icpo,m- Wiener process
and let XN*: [0,T) x @ — H, N € Ny, u € H, be (Ft)ieo1)-adapted stochastic processes with
continuous sample paths satisfying for all N € No, t € [0,T], and all uw € H that

t t
(6.12) va’“—etAw‘IfNu—i—/ (t=)Anl e P(X) ds+/ (=9 Al B(XN") Py AW,
0 0

and let f: [0, T)x H — R satisfy that for all (t,u) € [0,T]x H it holds that f(t,u) = E[p(X™)].
Then floryxu s the unique viscosity solution of

gif () — (u" = §(u?), (DHf)(t w))y

- <B(“) (( i ), u) )>HS(IU,H79) =0

for (t,u) € (0,T)x H relative to ((0,T) x H 3 (t,u) — Yo|lullf, € [0,00], R x H, R x Hy) which

satisfy that f € Cryu([0,T] x H,R), that f is bounded on R x H-bounded subsets of [0,T] x H,
that f have at most polynomial H-growth, and that for all w € H it holds that f(0,u) = p(u).

(6.13)

PROOF. First note that the existence of XV N € Ny, u € H, follows from Theorem 1.1
and Remark 3.1. in Liu & Rockner [23]. Moreover, the fact that ¢ have at most polynomial
H-growth Veriﬁes that there exists a p € [2,00), which we fix for the rest of the proof, such that

lim, o0 sup{|| iU € H, ||lu|lg > 7"} = 0. Denote by V: H — (1,00) the function satisfying
for all w € H that V(u) = |lull72,) + 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 2a—1 > 3, and from Lemma
6.2 that there exist Cy, Cy, C5 € (0, 00) such that for all w € H,, it holds that

(6.14) [0l ey < Chllw | g2o-1(01) < Collwll sz, < Csllwl|aa-
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Thus there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u,v € H it holds that

|F() = F(0)]n, = sup ( / 0 () dx)

weEH,

(6.15) ~ sup (2 /0 @ — o)) izl d:c)

’LUGH&

< sup (5l 0+ o)l - ) < Clu ol Juct ol

lwllza

and this together with (6.9) shows (4.6) (with v - 0). In addition, we obtain that for all
N € Ny and all v € Hoy N Vy it holds that

(myy F(u), Iy (DaV ) (W) = =l (my = () 1) 2o,

— |juf? /01 wd - ude = %||u||§;2/01<u3)'dx 0,
This together with (6.6) yields that for all N € Ny, u € Hyy N Vi it holds that
(6.17)
(mihy " F(u) + Au, I (DaV) (w) ; + 1/2(my, B(w), Iy} (DFV)(@) 7 ” BW)) s
= pllullf*(Au,u) y + (o = 2) |ullfy* (i, Bw), (=) u (my* B(w), uhi) s,
+ pllullfy (g Blw), (=8) 7 70" B)) g,
< = pllullb 2 lull, , + e = 2)ully* (r, B, w (my, * Buw), w) ) s
+ pllull vy B@) rsw
< p(p = 2)llully 7y B s m + pllulli *Im B swm
<0p(p—Dllullf (1 + ullF)
<20p(p— 1)1+ flully) <20p(p— 1)V (u).

Furthermore, we get from the product-to-sum identity that for all N € N, x € (0,1) and all
¢; € R, 1€ [1, NJNN, it holds that

(6.16)

(F(Z cker))(x) = —c Z 21l ey, ¢y sin(kmx) cos(Imx)

(6.18)
= —c Z Imege - (sin((k — U)mz) + sin((k + )7x))
k=1
and this ensures that for N € N it holds that F'(Vy) C () —, H,. Combining this and Lemma
6.2 shows that for all r, s € [0,00) it holds that
(6.19) Flu, € Chzr, (0,1),35(0, y(Hy, B35(0,1)) & Flu, € Cu,m,(H,, Hy).

Next note that it follows from Lemma 5.3, Lemma 6.2, and from Corollary 5.10 (5.98) (with
d <1, s < 5+r, and with o < 0) that for all / r € [~1/2,00)\{—1/4} there exists a C' € (0, 00)
such that for all u,v € H(1/24r)v(r/2+3/8) it holds that

(6'20> H(u - v)(u + U)HB;;QT(OJ) < OHU + U”H(1/2+7‘)\/(r/2+3/8) Hu - UHH(1/2+r)v(r/2+3/s)'

Moreover, Lemma 4.9 in Jentzen, Lindner & Pusnik [19] yields that for all r € [—1/2,0] there
exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € H1/24r)v(r/2+3/8) it holds that
(6.21)

1F(u) = F ()|, = || = c(ur’ — vv')||m, = §ll(u* = v*)' [z, < Cll(w = v)(w+0)l| g2 0,1)-
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In addition, for all € [0, 00) there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € Hy o4, it holds
that

[ F'(u) — F(“)Hngz(o,l) = || = c(uu’ — UU/)HngQ(o,l) = </2[|((u —v)(u + U)),HB;TZ(OJ)

6.22
B2 < Ol - o)+ gz

Combining (6.21), (6.22), (6.20), and (6.19) ensures that for all r € [—1/2,00)\{—1/4} it holds
that
(6.23) F|H(r+1/2)v(r/2+3/8) € CH(T+1/2)\/(T/2+3/8)7HT (H(T+1/2)V(T/2+3/8)’ H,)

and combining (6.21), (6.22), (6.23), and Lemma 6.2 establishes that for all r € [-1/2,00) and
all € € (0,00) there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u,v € Hjotrtet g (—y/avir/2+3/8) it
holds that

(6.24) 1 (w) = F(0)]la. < Cl[(w = v)(u+ )] g1 01
In particular we get from (6.23) (with r <— 9 — 1/2) that
(6'25) FlHﬂ € CHﬁaHﬂ—lm(Hﬁ’Hﬁ*l/Q)‘

Combining (6.25), and (6.5) verifies (4.65) (with o < 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, v < 0, a; < 1/8 and
a < 1) that there exist Cy,C; € (0,00) such that for all u € Hy,3/s it holds that

(6.26) £ ()] < Cillu'ull gz 0.y < Collullmllwll o

|H1971/2

and this ensures (4.66) (with ag < /s, r, <= 1 and R, < C(||z||g +1)). In addition, (6.17)
assures that for all N € N and all all (¢,u) € [0,T] x Vy it holds that

(6.27) E[V(XN)] < V(u)e2P@-Dt

which shows (4.64). Moreover, it follows from (5.14) in Cox, Hutzenthaler & Jentzen [3] (with
r <— 3) that there exist C}, Cy € (0, 00) such that for all € € (0,00) it holds that

HXg’m - XB’yH?is(Ip;“.HH)

limsup sup P(|| X" — X%¥||;z > ¢) < limsup sup

(6.28) y—a  rel0,T] y—a  re0,T] g3
< limsup [z -yl - exp (Co(llz[1H + yllF +1)] =0
y—x

and this proves (4.62). Furthermore, note that (6.7) verifies (4.67) (with r, <— 1 and R, <
K(||z||lg + 1)), that (6.10) verifies (4.68), and that (6.11) verifies (4.69). Therefore we derive
from Theorem 4.5 that f € Crym(R x H,R), that f is bounded on R x H-bounded subsets of
(0,T) x H, that for all R € (0,00) it holds that

lim lim lim sup {f(t,U) p(v): u,v € Hag, t € (0,T), [lullg, Vvl <R,

(6.29)
||U||H S R7 ”u - UHH S r, t S 8} - 07

that for all ¢ € [p, 00)

t
(6.30) lim sup sup |{;(—,u)|: ue H, ||ullg >rp =0,
T—00 tG[O,T] ||u||L2(O,1) + 2

and that f|o7)xm is a viscosity solution of

(6.31)
g f(tw) = (Au = §(u?), Iy (Duf)(t,u) ;= (B(w), Iy, (Df f)(t,w) B(w))) s, =0
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for (¢,u) € (0,T) x H relative to ((0,7) x H > (t,u) — Y/2||ullf, € [0,00], R x H,R x Hy). For
the uniqueness we apply Corollary 3.9 (with O <— H, v <— 0, and k < 0). Therefore assume
that ¢ is another viscosity solution of (6.13), which satisfy that g € Crxu([0,7] x H,R), that g
is bounded on R x H-bounded subsets of [0, 7] x H, that g have at most polynomial H-growth,
and that for all uw € H it holds that ¢(0,u) = ¢(u). Thus there exists a ¢ € [p, 00), which we
fix for the rest of the proof, such that

t
(6.32) lim sup sup {M weH, ||ul|lg> 7’} = 0.

700 4210, T ||u||‘£2(071) +2°

Furthermore, the continuity of ¢ with respect to the || - ||g-norm, the continuity of g with
respect to the || - ||rxg-norm, and the fact that for all R € (0, 00) it holds that the set {(¢,x) €

0,7] x H: ||z||g, < R} is compact in H ensure for all R, R € (0,00) that
(6.33)

lim lim su (t,u) — o(@): u, @ € Hay, t,i € (0,T) e ully, v e a3, <R
T R A A 20, HLEC 0D, RV g S

lullw < R, lu—alw <r tvi< g}

2 ~ 112
lal%, ., lal%,

= lgﬂjlsup {g((),u) —(0): u,u € Hyy, Tt 13 Vv [T+ <R, ||lullg <R, [[u—1d|g < r}

2 ~112
lal%, ., llal%,

= lgfglsup {go(u) — (1) : u,u € Hayy, T3 V e as <R, |lulg <R, ||u—1i|g < r}
=0.

Next note that we derive from (6.24) (with r <— 9 — 1, v <= 0, and € < 1/2), Lemma 5.3, and
from (5.95) in Corollary 5.10 (with d <— 1 and 7 < 0) that there exist C;,Cy € (0,00) such
that for all u € Hsyy it holds that

(6.34) 1E ()|, < Cl||u2HB§j9;1(o,1) < C2H“||%m-

Combining this and (6.6) verifies (3.241). In addition, (6.26) and (6.7) imply (3.242) (with
aj < 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, v <= 0, ag < /8, u + u + v, and v < u — v) that there exists
C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u,v € Hay it holds that

(6.35) 1F(u) = F)l[a_,,, < Cill(u+v)(u =)y, < Collu+vllullu —vllm,

and this shows (3.244) (with ay < 1/8). Furthermore, (6.8) verifies (3.245), (6.17) verifies
(3.248), and Remark 3.10 (with & <= 0, [ < 0, and with f + (R > 2 — (22)”* +2 € (1,00)))
verifies (3.249), (3.250), (3.251), and (3.252). Thus Corollary 3.9 (with V'« || - ||% + 2) shows
that f = g which finishes the proof of Corollary 6.3. U

In the next remark we give examples of functions B € Cymswu_,) (H, HS(U,H_z)) satis-
fying the assumptions of Corollary 6.3.

Remark 6.4 (Sufficient condition for B). Assume the Setting 6.1, let C' € (0,00), s € (3/4,00),
let Py € L(Hg, Hy), N € N, be finite-dimensional projections satisfying for all i € N that

(6.36) lim ||(Idg, _%\/>ei”L°°(0,1) =0
N—o0
and that
(6.37) Sup ||=@N€i||%oo(o,1) < CIAl,
NEN

let b € C?([0,1] x R;R) satisfy that for all v € [0,1] and all y € R it holds that
(6.38) [(Drxrd) (@, y) @2y < C,
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let B: H — HS(Hg, H) be the function satisfying for all w € H, v € Hy and all x € (0,1)
that (B(u)v)(z) = b(z,u(zx))v(z). Then B satisfies the condition of Corollary 6.3 with ¥ < 1/2,
B0, By < Y2, By < 12, B3 < 1/2, x « 0, and with U « H; i.e. there ezists a 6 € (0, 00)
and an increasing K: R — (0,00), such that

(6'39) B|H1/2 6 CHl/Q,HS(HS,Hl/Q)(H1/27 HS(HS7 Hl/Q))’

that for all u,v € Hy it holds that

(6.40) 1B () Frsqa, m < 0 (1+ [lullF),

(6.41) 1B()Frs .z, . < B ulm)(lull,,, +1),

(6.42) |1B(w) — B)|lgs@.m < K(|[vllr V [Julla)llw — v,
(6.43) | Blet (1 s ) <

and that for all H-bounded sets EE C H it holds that

| B(v) PN | rs@m H)}
6.44 sup su s <
( ) NG%@GIE) { L+ ||v||g
and that
(6.45) lim sup sup {HB(U) (Id g, _@N)||HS(H5,H):| 0
| N vt 15 ol -

PROOF. Denote by W (0,1) C B;,(0,1) the set satisfying that W5(0,1) = C§°(0,1)5; _91)-

Then Example 4.34 in Lunardi [21] shows that Hy/, = W{(0,1). Hence the fact that Vk €
N: e, € Hy ), proves that for all & € N there exists a sequence (unx)nen € C57(0, 1) such that
for all £ € N it holds that lim,,_, ||ex — un7k||B%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 & Pusnik [19]
establish that there exist C,Cy € (0, 00) such that for all uw € Hy, it holds that

||b(‘au(‘)>||213;,2(0,1)
= (JPrwd)c u0)), (L)) gy sl + 10 0D o)
Al Dl + iy + b 0) o)

< Cof Lt oy + Il ) < 2Ca(lfully , + 1)

46) 2
< Gy ([|I1(Drord) -, ()l ey

and this verifies that for all u € Hy it holds that b(-,u(-)) € Bj,(0,1). Thus we obtain
that for all u € Hy/o there exists a sequence (v,)nen € C*(0,1) such that lim, o [[vn(-) —
b(-,u(-)l 10,1y = 0. Therefore we get from Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31]

that for all k € N and all v € Hy/, there exist sequences (uyi)nen € C5°(0,1) and (v,)pen C
C>(0,1) such that

lm {|b(-, u(-))er(-) = unk()on()ll81,00)

n—oo

Ga7) < T (I(Cu0) = 0a()) ()30 + Nex = wne)onllsg,0)

n—oo

< lim (Hb(’U()) _Un(')HB;Q(o,l)HechB;Q(o1 + Hek—unkHBl (0,1) anHBl 01)) 0

n—oo

and this implies that for all £ € N and all u € H,, it holds that

(6.48) (-, u()er(-) € WE(0, 1) = Hijo.
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Next note that it follows from the fact that V& € N: ||eg||L=(0,1) = V2 and from the fact that
s > 3/4 that there exists a Cy € (0,00) such that for all u € H it holds that

1B () s, m Z 16, u()) Al e ()7 < Z 116G, wC) N A ez 0.1y
(6.49) . -
= 20, w5 Y el =206, w(- D15 (k)™ < Cyllb(, u(-))l[3-
k=1 k=1

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 Cy, Cy, Cs, Cy € (0,00) such that for all u € Hy, it holds that

I Z 1B, u()) el eI,
<CIZ||b |/\k| ()HB;201 SC?Z”b ||35201 |||)‘k|_ 6l<:||2132}’2(0,1)
(6.50) o0
< 032 1B, () Iy o) AR~ ekl , = CallbC, () y o) D 1Al
k=1

= G316, (D) 3y 0 D (TR < Cullb () I3y o
k=1

Analogously we obtain that there exist a C; € (0,00) such that for all ¢ € {0,/2} and all
u,v € H; it holds that

(6.51) 1B(u) = B(v)las @, ) < CLllb(ul-)) = b(, v()) | 534,0,1)-

In addition we deduce from (6.49) and from Lemma 5.12 (with d <— 1, m « 1, and p < 0)
that there exist C1, Cy € (0,00) such that for all uw € H it holds that

(6.52) 1B () Frs, ) < CullbCul)E < Colllully +/ [b(z,0)[” dz)

and this proves (6.40). Moreover, (6.51) and Lemma 5.15 (with d <— 1, m < 1, p + 0, and
q < o0) verify that there exist C,Cy € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € H it holds that

(6.53) 1B(u) = B(v)|las@.m < Cillb(-,u(-) = 0(, v(-))|a < Collu —vllm

and this ensures (6.42) and (6.43). Combining (6.50) and (6.46) shows (6.41). Next note that
it holds for all z € (0,1) and all u,v € H that

(Drxrb) (7, u(x)) — (Drxwb)(z,v(z))
(6.54) = /0 (D3 wb)(z, tu(x) + (1 — t)v(x)) (0, u(z) — v(z))dt

2
S NDRrbllc0,11x (~(lull oo o) VIvl oo ) lull oo @y Vil oo )l e zyry) [ 1) — V().

Moreover, the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., Theorem 1 on page 32 in Runst & Sickel [31]) and
Lemma 6.2 assure that there exist C,Cy € (0, 00) such that for all w € Hy, it holds that

(6.55) [ul| o0,y < Cillullpy,0,0) < Collullsy -

Therefore, (6.38), item (iv) in Lemma 4.3 in Jentzen, Lindner & Pusnik [19], (6.54), and (6.55)
yield that there exist Cy,Cs, C3 € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € Hy ), it holds that

(656> (H <(DRXRb>('7 u())) (17 ul('))>(R2)’,R2 - <(D1R><Rb>('v U('))v (17 Ul('))>(ﬂ12)’7R2 HH)
< (H <(DR><Rb)('7 ’LL()), (07 u/() - v,('>>>(R2)’»]RQ HH
+ [{(Drxrd) (- u(-)) = (Drxwb) (-, v(): (1,0)) w2y w2 || )
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(Cllw' = V'l + [ (Drxrd) (- u(-)) = (Drxrb) (- 0(-)) | wey (L+ [0"¢)D]| ;)
Cr(llu = v, 5 + |1 DRxwbll 0,175 (= Qrull ey Vilel oty lhull e gy VIl 2 ol U g gy
Ju—o] (14 V) H )

<
<

< Ci([lu = vllay, + 1DRurOl o115 (~ullzo o1 Vol 0.1l oe 0.0 Vil oo 0.1 w2 w2y
lw = vl o) (L + [10'[|a))

< Co(llw = vlla, ; + | DRxcrbllcqomx—Calulin, , Vil ) Callulla, Vvl ,)H oz @)
[ —lla,,, (1 + [[0]la,,,))-

In addition, (6.51) assures that there exists a C; € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € Hy, it holds
that

|1B(u) = B(v) | nsqu.m, ) < CilbC,ul-) = b(v())ll By 01
(6.57) = CL(|[{(Drxrb) (- ul-), (L' () meyrz — (Drxrb) (- 0()), (1,0'(-))mey 2|
+1b(, u(-)) = (-, v())ll220,1)) -

Combining (6.57), (6.56), and (6.53) shows (6.39). Furthermore, it holds for all v € H, and all
M,N € N that

(6.58)
I1B(v)(1da, —P) s, m ZHb ) (Ida, —Pv)er () Akl =5
< G, o)A, =P e el ™ 1701
k=1
00 M
< b oIE(C DS 1(ds, —Py)erl Ml 7oy + D 1 (I, =P )erl Al 70 0.1) -
k=M+1 k=1

Furthermore it follows from (6.58), Lemma 5.12 (with d < 1, m < 1, and p < 0), (6.36), the
fact that Yk € N: [lex||~(1) = V2, (6.37), and from the fact that s > 3/4 that there exists a
Ch € (0,00) such that for all H-bounded sets E it holds that

lim sup sup [”B(U)(Ist _g)N)H%{S(HS,H)}

N—oo veEFR
< sup(llb(-,v(-))llif)(ﬂglm limsup (> [[(Ida, —)er| Al [l7=(01))
veEE —0 N—oo k=M1

M

+ lim limsup (Z || (Id g, —%)ek!)\krsnioo(o,l)))

M—=00 N_oo 1

(6.59) <G jgg((“v”?ﬁ/o |b(z, 0)[* dz))

- lim limsup () IAkI‘QS(IlekH%w+St€1§||=%€kllioo(o,1)))

M—oo N0

k=M+1
<Clsup (|[v]|% + / |b(z,0)[*dz)) lim (> (7k) (2 + C(7k)?))
M—>oo Pyt
< sup ((Ilv]13 + / |b(x,0)*dz)) llm ((C+2) Z (mk)~**t) =0
k=M+1

and this verifies (6.45). Finally note that Lemma 5.12 (with d < 1, m < 1, and p < 0), the
assumption Vk € Nt supyey || Pver||Zo oy < C(7k)?, and the fact that s > 3/4 implies that
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there exists a C € (0, 00) such that for all H-bounded sets E it holds that

sup sup | B(0) Py s, ) = sup sup [Z 5,0 () e Al ]
NeNveE NeNveE
< sup su [ b(- Pyvep| A 2. }
Neﬁvep ZH NI Pve A1 (0,1)
(6.60) N
< suplI0C M) - s (32 1l () )
vek NeN
< Oy sup(||v||3 + / |b(x,0)*dx) - ZCW!{: )BT < 0.
veEE
This ensures (6.44) and thus finishes the proof of Remark 6.4. O

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, n € (0,00), let CxE“([0,1]*, R?),

n € Ny, be the set satisfying for all n € Ny that

CrE ([0, 11, R?) = {u € CL([0,1]*,R?): Vi € {j € N§: |j| < n}, Vz € (0,1):

((Dgeu)(x,0) = (Dpau)(z, 1)) A (Dgeu)(0,2) = (Dgeu)(1,2)) },

let H C 1L2((0,1)%,R?) be the set satisfying that H = {u € L*((0,1)?,R?): div(u) = 0}
and H = (H, (., )H, | - ||m) the Hilbert space satisfying that H = (H, (, ) L2((0,0)2,R2) | B2, || -

HL2 n2r2)|u), let & € L*(0,1), k € Z, be the function satisfying for all x € (0,1) and all

k e IN that &(z) = V2sin(2knz), that &(x) = 1, and that € i (z) = /2cos(—2kwx), let

&1 € L*((0,1)%), (k,1) € Z?, be the function satisfying for all (k,1) € Z* and all (z,y) € (0,1)?

that &y = &(x) - &(y), let exy € H, (k1) € Z?, be the function satisfying that

(6.62) €00 = < ; )

and that for all (k,1) € Z*\{(0,0)} it holds that

[&k
— 1 9
(663) €kl = NZENE ( _kg—k,—l ) ;

let egp € H be the function satisfying that

(6.64) G0 = ( (1) ) !

let Ay € (—00,0], (k,l) € Z2, be the real numbers satisfying for all (k,1) € Z* that \y; =
—(2m)*(K*+1?), let ||-||m, - B35((0,1)%,R?) — [0, 00) be the norm satisfying that for all (uy, uz) €
B3,((0,1)*, R?) it holds that ||(ur, u2)l|3, = | Aual|Ta(1y2) + 1AU[[72(0,1)2) + 0lluallFao1y2) +
Mzl Z2(0.1)2y, let Hi C B35((0,1)% R?) be the set satisfying that

(6.61)

(665> Hl = Spally ( U(k,l)EZ2 {ek,l} U {EO,O})H,”H17

let A: H O D(A) — H be the Laplace operator with periodic boundary condition, i.e. the
operator satisfying that D(A) = Hy and that for all (uq,us) € D(A) it holds that A(uy,us) =
(Auy, Aug), let Hy = (Hy, () g, Il g,), t € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated
with n— A (see, e.g., Definition 3.6.30 in [15]). By abuse of notation we will also denote by A
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and by || || m,, t € R, the extended operators A: \J;2y Ho; — U2y H—; and || - ||g,: U2, H-i —
0,00], t € R, satisfying for allt € R, x € Hy, and ally € \J;°, H-; that

) ylle ifyeH
(6:66) |WW&—{ e
and that
(6.67) (Alz) =y) & Uimsup{|A(E) — ylla._,: £ € Hy, [|lz —&flm, <} =0).

Let o € (3/4,1), B € [0,1/2), c € R\{0}, v € [1 —a, V1), let U =12((0,1)%, R?) be the L*-space,
let Z C N, let e,, n € Z, be an orthonormal basis of U, let

(668) B e CH’yyHS(UHA,—ﬁ)(H’Y? HS(U, HW—B))7
denote by

(669) e CH%HA,_Q (H,y, H,y,a)

the function satisfying for all uw € Hy that

(6.70) F(u)(z) = ety OV ((Dpou)u) + nu.

LEMMA 6.6. Assume the Setting 6.5 and let r € [0,00). Then there exist Cy,Cy € (0,00)
such that for all w € H, it holds that

(6.71) ClHUHB?T ((0,1)2,R2) < ulla, < C'2||U||B§T2 (0,1)2,R2)"
ProOF. First note, that it holds for all (uy, us), (vi,v2) € CE57 ([0, 1]2, R?) that

((ur, ug), D (01, v2)) 120172 %)

//ulxy ) (D2 vl)xyd:rdva//uwy ) (D:vs) (2, y) d dy

(6.72) = / u1(0,y)v1(0,y) — ui (1, y)vi(1,y) dy+/ u(0,y)v2(0,y) — uz(1, y)v2(1, y) dy

// 0 ), ) (2, ) d dy — // 0 ), ) (i, y) da dy

= D(10 (u1,u2), (01,U2)>L2((071)27R2)‘

Analogously it follows that for all (u1,us), (v1,v2) € Cg57 ([0, 1], R?) it holds that
(673) <(U1, UQ), D](lgél)(’ljl, U2>>L2((0 1)2R2) = _<D](Ré )(ul, UQ), (Ul, U2)>L2((0,1)2,]R2)-
Therefore we get for all u € C227 ([0, 1]2, R?) that
HAUHL2 (0,1)2,R2) — <<D(2’0) + D(O 2)) (D(2 0 4 D(O )) U)12((0,1)2,R2)
0,2) 1,0) (1,0 0,1) (0,1
— ||D]R2 UHLQ (0 1)2 RZ) + ||D](R2 u||L2((0,1)27R2) + 2<D](R2 )DI(R ) _D( )D](Rg )u> 2((071)2’]1{2)

(2,0 0,2 0,1 1,0 0.1
(6.74) ”D )UHL2 ((0,1)2,R2) T ||D( )U“%? ((0,)2,R2) T 2<D( )D( D D( D', R )u>L2((0 1)2,R2)

= HDW UHL? (0,1)2,R2) T HDW UHL? (0,1)2,R2) T QHDW UHL2( 0,1)2,R2)
> Z HD]R2u”L2((O,1)2,]R2)'
i€NZ |i|=2
Hence, we obtain that for all n € Ny there exists a C' € (0,00) such that for all u €
C2urbeer(10,1]2, R2) it holds that

R2

(6.75) CllA™ ||y = Z ’|D%2UH%2((0,1)2,R2)~

i€N2 |i|=2n
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Combining this and the fact that for all n € N it holds that H, N Cas"7"([0, 12, R?) is dense

in H,, shows that for all n € Ny there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u € H,, it holds that
(6.76) CllA™ul[ g > Z | Dol 22((0,0)2 R2)-
iEN2 |i|=2n

Next note that we obtain from (2.200) on page 54 in Mitrea [25] and from Theorem 1.8 in
Necas [26] that for all n € Ny there exist Cy, Cy, C3, Cy, Cs € (0, 00) such that for all uw € H,, it
holds that

HUHBSZ((OJ)Q,RQ) < Cl Z HDIZ'R2UHL2((0,1)2,]R2)

i€NZ |i|<2n
(6.77) < Co|lullzqonpmrn + Y, IIDketllz(012.12)
i€NZ |i|=2n

< Gs([Julla + [[A™ullm) < Cs(n " lullm, + [lulln,) < Cs(n™™ + Dfulla,

< Cy Z ‘|D]iI{2u||L2((O,1)2,]I{2) < C5||“||B§j§((0,1)2,]1{2).
i€NZ |i|<2n
Combining this and Lemma 5.2 finishes the proof of Lemma 6.6. 0

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 ¥ € [1/2,3/a — ), a1 € (0,7), T, 0, 51, B2 € (0,00),
ps € (0,1), x € [8,Y2), let B € L(U,U) be the function satisfying that Ry = Idy, let Py €
L(U,U), N € N, be finite-dimensional projection, let ¢ € Cy. (H,,R) have at most polynomial
H-growth, let K: R — (0,00) be increasing, and assume that

(6'78> B|H1/2+7+19—/33 € CH1/2+~/+197337HS(U7H7+19)(H1/2+’Y+19—537 HS<U7 H7+19))7
that for all u,v € Hy o it holds that
(6.79) 1B(u) = Bo)|frswm < K (1) - (1+ ullzao,n2.me) v — vll
that for all u,v € H, oy 1t holds that
(6.80) 1B s, 0 < Kl .., 1),
(6.81) 1B(u) = B(v)llaswr,) < K([vlla, Vlulla)lle=2lla,,,,
and that for all H,-bounded sets E C H. it holds that
(6.82) |(B’E)|cl(E,||.||HS(U7H%B>) < oQ,
B(v)%

(6.83) sup sup [H (©)Pvlluswn, < 00,

NeN veE L+ ||v]|&,
and that

B(v)(Idy —%
(6.84) lim sup sup [” QI N)”HS(U’HV—Q} —0,
N—oco veE 1+ ||U||H.Y

let Z3,, N € N, be the sets satisfying for all N € N that Z% = {(I,k) € Z*: |l| + |k| <
N}, let Vy € H,, N € Ny, be the linear subspaces satisfying that Vi, = H, and that for
all N € N it holds that Viy = spang({ex;: (k) € Z3} U {€o0}), let A: H — H be the
operator satisfying for all uw € Hy that Au = Au — nu, let (2, F,P) be a probability space with
a normal filtration (Fy)ico.r), let (Wi)iepr) be an 1dy-cylindrical (Fy)seom- Wiener process and
let XN":[0,T] x @ — H,, N € Ng, u € H,, be (Fy)ep,r-adapted stochastic processes with
continuous sample paths satisfying for all N € Ny, t € [0,T], u € H,, and all € € (0,00) that
t t
(6.85) X" =eMailu+ / eI XN ds + / eI B(X N Py AW,
0 0

N
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and that
(6.86) lim sup sup sup P([|[X)" — X¥||m, > ) =0,
: 6—0  ve€H,||lv—ullp, <6 r€[0,T]
and let f:]0,T] x H, — R satisfy that for all (t,z) € [0,T] x H, it holds that f(t,x) =
Elp(X™)]. Then flomxm, is the unique viscosity solution of
(6.87)
% (t7 u) - <A’LL + F(u)7 [ﬁj(Dqu)(ta u)>HW - <B(u)7 [H‘Ej+,,9 ((ZD%LY f)(ta u) B(u))>HS(U,HW+0) =0

for (t,u) € (0,T)x H, relative to ((0,T)x H, > (t,u) = 2|ullf,,, € [0,00], RxH,, RxH, )
which satisfy that f € Crxm, ([0,T] x Hy,R) that f is bounded on R x H,-bounded subsets of
[0,T] x H,, that f have at most polynomial H-growth, and that for all w € H. it holds that

fQ0,u) = ¢(u).

PROOF. First note that the existence of X™* N € Ny, z € H,, follows from Example
3.3 in Liu & Rockner [23]. In addition, the fact that ¢ have at most polynomial H-growth
demonstrates that there exists a p € [2,00), which we fix for the rest of the proof, such that
lim, _, 0 sup { ”iﬁ?p :u € Hy,|Jullg >r} = 0. Denote by V: H, — (1, 00) the function satisfying
for all w € H, that V(u) = ||u||; +2. Next we will apply Theorem 4.5 (with H <+ H.,) 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 v > 1 — «, and from
Lemma 6.6 that there exist Cy, Cy, Cs, Cy, C5 € (0, 00) such that for all w € H,_, it holds that

(1,0

H||DJR2"LU||L(IR2 RR?) HLl/(%)((Ol = ”HD )wH]R + ||DIR2 w”W”Ll/(?v)((Ol))
(6.88) < Cl(HDRz w”Ll/(?w((o 12,R?) t ||D132 w||L1/(2'Y)((0 1)2, 1R2)>

< 02(||DR2 wHBl ((0,1)2,R2) T HDR2 wHB1 S1((0,0)2, R2)> < C3Hw||32 51((0,1)2,R2)

< C4Hw“B§f;—QV((0,1)2,R2) < C5Hw“Ha—'y'
Moreover, it holds for all v = (uq,0),u©1)) € Hij2, v = (V(1,0),v0,1)) € Hije, and all w =
(U}(l,g), ’LU((]’l)) I~ H1/2 that

- / / Z (Dﬁﬁa)(%y) vg(x, y) we(x,y) dedy

a,BENG |o|=|B]=1

- / / ( ta(@,y) walw,y) Y <D£2vﬁ><x,y>)

(6.89) a€ENG,Jal=1 BENZ |B|=1
T Z ua(z,y) va(2,y) (DR2wa)(x y) dz dy

a,BENE |al=|8|=1

- [ [ Y weutnn Gl dsdy

o, BENG, |a|=|B|=1

= - [ [ {oew@ et .ue),, v

Hence the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the Theorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel [31]), and
Lemma 6.6 show that there exist Cy, Cy, C5 € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € H; it holds that

(6.90)
1F(w) = F(v)|| 1,
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< / / (s}, ) (u(o,) = (Do) ) ol ). 22 ) oy

et Fel,

+llu—vllm, .

— D u(:c,y) >
wES}lIE_W( / / RQw x y))( (xay))7 ||w||ch—'y R2

— e( ((Dgew)(@,9)) (0(, ). £<x’y)7>mdwdy) ol = vl

lwll e, —

= sup ( (DRQU})(m y))( (. y) — v(z,y)), \\5\(\2’37%{2

’u)EHa ¥

+ ol (Drow)( xy)< (). 2y ay) 4ol ol

< sw ( / / el - (e, ) — v, 9)llse(lu(e ) lre + oz y) lxe)
wEHq ¥
Wl lie2s qzdy ) + gl vlla,..
Tl
< sup (Jel][le - ollwe(lallge + ollze)| e ve
= wetln, RETHIR B2 L1ra-20(0,1)2) Tl

+nllu—vlm,_,
< Cifju— U\|L2/<1—2v>((o,1)2,132) ’ (||U||L2/(1—2v>((o,1)2,1R2) + HUHLZ/(l—QW((O,l)?,R?)) +nllu — U||waa
< Cofju — UH3§}((0,1)2,R2) : (HUHB%((OJ){R% + HU’|B§72((0,1)27]R2)) +nllu = vllg,_.,
< Csllu = vlla, - (Jullm, + 0lla,) + 0" = vlla,
= Csllu — v, - (lullm, + Iolla, +0"7%)

and this together with the fact that H; is dense in H, and (6.82) verifies (4.6) (with H < H,
and 7 < 0). Furthermore, we have for all N € Ny and all u € H,,99 N Vi that

(6.91)
_ 2 2 ™2
(= (F(w) — nu), (D, V)W) a1,z = epllullty® (g OV B (Dgew)u), w) r2g0,12 m2)

— cpllully” / / ST (D%eus)(@,y) tale,y) us(e, ) do dy

o, BENG, |a|=|B|=1

i~ / / S (D%)(@,y) uale,y) dr dy

a,BENZ, |a|=|8|=1
@ 5 / / S (s y)? Y (Dfsua)(r,y) dedy = 0.
BENZ,|B|=1 a€NZ |a|=1

Thus it follows from (6.79) (with u <= 0 and v < w) that for all N € Ny, u € H, 09 N Vi it
holds that

(6.92) (my " F(u) + Au, (D, V)(w)) ;1
+2(myy " Blu), I, (DR, V) (u) myy Blu
= pllully *((A+n)u, uy,
+ p(p — Dl (v~ Blu), (—A)™2 " (w2~ B(u), u)

—i—p||u||H_ <7TV13_BB(U)>(_A)_219_27 o ﬁB >Hs (UH,49)

)>HS (UHy49)

H >HS<U,HW+19)
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< —pllulllull, , + pullully + plo = 2l (rvn = Blu),w (my* Bw), w)n) g
+ pllel vy B) rswm

< pullullyy + p(p — 2l Iwvy ™ Bw) s + pllull *llmv " Ba)3swm
< pllullyy +2p(p — D)l (1B (w) = B(O) 35w + 1 BOswm)
< pullullty +2p(p — D)llully > (B ) ull3; + 1BO) s 0.m)
< pn(L+ [fuly) + 4p(p — (K Q) V IBO) 3w ) (1 + lul)
< (p+ 40— (KO V IBO)Eswsm) )V (0).

Next note that for all (k,1), (m,n) € Z*\{(0,0)} it holds that

klE gy Pl
_ 27 ’ ’
(Dr2€r1)emn = V242 ( K261 k1&g e

(6.93) 2
_ 2 1 lkngfk,lgm,n —1 mgk,flgfm,fn
T VERR Vw2 \ KPnég il —LkmE gl m )
that
ElE ri1€00
2 150,
(6.94) (Drzeri)eono = arm ( k&g, —1€0,0 > 7
and that
_ P&k,—i&
. 2 k,—150,0
(6.95) (Drzeri)eo0 = Zizms ( k& 1100 ) '

Moreover, the product to sum identity implies that for all k,[,m € Z it holds that

1
4 / cos(2m k ) cos(2m [ x) cos(2mr mx) dx
0

= 2/ (cos(2mz(k — 1)) + cos(2m x(k +1))) cos(2r m ) d
(6.96) 0
= /0 cos(2mx(k — 1 —m)) + cos(2m z(k — 1 +m))

+cos(2rx(k +1—m)) + cos(2rx(k + 1+ m))dz
= Lyoy(k — 1 —m) + Lyoy(k — 1 +m) + Loy (K +1 —m) + Loy (k + 1 +m).

Analogously it follows that for all k, [, m € Z it holds that
1
(6.97) 4/ sin(2m k x) cos(2m l x) cos(2rmx) dx = 0,
0

1
(6.98) 4/0 sin(2m k x) sin(27 [ x) cos(2mr m x) dx
=Ty (k — 1 —m) + Loy (k — L +m) — Loy (k +1 —m) — Loy (k + 1+ m),
1
(6.99) 4/ sin(27 k x) sin(27 [ ) sin(2r m x) dz = 0.
0

Combining (6.96), (6.97), (6.98), and (6.99) ensures that for all k,l,n € Z with |n| > |k| + |{|
it holds that

(6.100) /01 &(z) &(x) & (z)de = 0.
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Thus we get for all (k,1), (m,n), (r,s) € Z* with (|r| — |k| — |m|) V (|s| = |I| — |n]) > 0 that

1 1
(6.101) /0 /0 i) Emn (2 y) G, y) dirdy = 0.

In addition, we have for all Gpo € R, N € N and all ay; € R, (k,l) € Z3 that

(D]R (50,050,0 + g ak,l%l)) (50,050,0 + g ak,l%l)

(k1)ezZ? (k)ez?,

(6.102) = < Z ak,z(DRek,l)) (50,050,0 + Z ak,lek’l>

(k,)eZ3,\{(0,0)} (k1)eZ,

= Z a.180,0 (Drex.1)€o0 Z Z e 1Gmn (DREK) Emn-

(k,1)eZ2,\{(0,0)} (k,1)€ZZ\{(0,0)} (m,n)€Z?,

Combining (6.93), (6.94), (6.95), (6.101), (6.102) shows that for all N € N, u € Hy, and all
(k,1) € Z* with |k| + |I] > 2N it holds that

(6.103) (Dru)u, exp) 20,02 m2) = 0

and this verifies that for all uw € Hy it holds that F(u) € Hyy. Therefore Lemma (6.6) implies
that for all r, s € [0,00) it holds that

(6'104) F|H7~ € OIBS%TQ((O,I)Q,IRQ),]Bng((O,l)Z,RQ)(Hr7BS,SQ((Oa 1)27]R'2) = F|Hr = OHT,HS(HM Hs)-

Moreover, Lemma 5.4 and (5.98) in Corollary 5.10 (with s < r, d < 2, a + i and H; «+
B3',((0,1)*), t € R) assures that for all » € [0, 00) and all € € (0, 00) there exists a C' € (0, o0)

such that for all v = (U(1,0),u(071)) € B22,T2+1+6]1{0}(T)((0’1)2’R2) and all v = (0(1,0)70(0,1)) c
By O ((0,1)2 R2) it holds that
(6.105)

| F'(u) — F(”)HB%E((O,I)Q,IR?)
S CH(DR2U) u — (DR2U> U“B%’TQ((OJ)Q,]RQ) + 77HU - UHB%E((O,I)Q,]RQ)
< ([[(Drz(u — U))UHBSTQ((O,I)Q,RQ) + [[(Drzv)(u — U)HBS};((OJ)?,W) + [lu — UHng((o,l)?,R?))

< ( Z <||( %2 (u; — Uj))ui“ng((o,lP) + ||(DJiRQUj)(Ui - Ui)||B§j2((o,1)2)>

i,JENG, li|=j|=1

+ [Ju — U||B§j'2((0,1)2,R2))

SC(.. Z <”uj_vjH332“““{0}(’")<<o,1>2>““Z'||352“”5”0}(”((0,1)2)
i JENZ, Jil=|jl=1

T e o)

||U/»L — U; || B§7‘2+1+2€]l{0}(r)

((0,1)?)

+ [|u — UHB§T2+1+26]l{0}(7‘)((0’1)27R2))

S C’(4||u — U||Bzr+1+251{0}(r) (Hu||B2r+l+251{0}(r) -+ HUHBzr+1+251{O}(r)
2,2 2,2 2,2

((0,1)%,R?) ((0,1)%,R?) ((071)2,1112))

+ [|u — UHBj,r2+1+2a]l{0}(r)((071)27R2)>.
Hence (6.105) and (6.104) prove that for all € [0,00) and all € € (0, 00) it holds that

(6.106) Fl,1orer gy € OB jasan gy, o8 (Hrsaj24e1 6,09 Hr)-
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Thus (6.106) (with r < v 4+ 9 — 1/2) the fact that a; < 1/2 and (6.78) verifies (4.65) (with
H « H.,). In addition, it holds for all (u;,us) € H,4y that

6.107
| <D)ﬁizo)uz> ur = (D (un + 1)) (s +12) — (D" wr) wr — (D) iy — (DG uz) 1wy
— (DI(PE’O) (ug + ug)) (ug + ug) — (D](Rzo)ul) Uy + (D](lggl)uQ) Uy — (DIR2 )u2) Us.
Analogously it follows that for all (u;,us) € H,4y it holds that
(6.108) (DL uy) g = (DY (uy +us)) (ug +uz) — (D% ur) ug + (DL us) ug — (D us) s

Thus (6.106) (with r < y4+19—1/2), Lemma 6.6, (6.107), (6.108), Lemma 5.4, (5.96) in Corollary
5.10 (with H, « B35((0,1)%), r € R, d < 2), and the fact that a; < v establishes that there
exist C1, Cy, C5 € (0,00) such that for all u = (uy,u2) € H,4y it holds that

(6.109) \IF(u)\|H7+ﬁ 12 < Cilll(Drew) ull gzyrzo—r o 1y g2y + el pooy2)
(1,0)

< Cl(H( I Duy) U1HB27+20 R (2 UZ)U1|’BQW+20—1((O 1)
+ H(DI(ESQl)ul) u2H32~,+219 o) T H( R? )uz) U2HB%+20 Lo T HUHH—\,+1971/2)
<C (3||(D§éo)u1)u1HB“+” Lo T 3||( s )u2> U2||Bzw+m 1(0,1)2)
(D) | gzprao-1 o 1y2) + (D ) Uzl pzro-10,192)
+ 1(Dfs” (wn + 2) (w2 + uz) | gzys20- g1
+ ||(D1(Ré Ny + uy)) (uy + U2)||B§72+21971((071)2) + lulle, )
<0y (3||u1||B§’v2+219+172a1((0,1)2)HUI||B§72((0,1)2) + 3||“2||357;2“1*2&1((0,1)2)||U2||B§72((0,1)2)
el gz gy 10 sty gy 0l raons=sos G Bl s oy
+ ||lur + U2||B§j;219+1*2a1((071)2)||u1 + U2HB§72((0,1)2)
+ |lug + u2HB§72+219+1—2a1((0’1)2)Hu1 + U2HB§72((0,1)2) + HUHHWMH/%M)
< 02(16||U||B§j;219+1*20‘1((071)23132)||U||B§g((0,1)2,R2) + ||u||Hv+q9+1/2—a1)

< Cs(llull g, ullir, + Nullar oo,
and this proves (4.66) (with H < H, r, < 1, Ry < C5(n" + |||/, + 1)). Moreover, (6.92)
implies that for all N € N and all all (¢,u) € [0,7] x Vy it holds that
(6.110) E[V(XtN“)] < V(u)e(pn+4p(p—1)( (WVIBO)lIFrgp,m )t

which verifies (4.64). In addition, (6.86) proves (4.62), (6.80) proves (4.67) (with H <« H.,,
re < 1, Ry < K(||z||m, +n77)), (6.83) proves (4.68), and (6.84) proves (4.69). Thus Theorem
4.5 yields that f € Crym, (R x H,,R), that f is bounded on R x H,-bounded subsets of

(0,T) x H.,, that for all R € (0,00) it holds that

. 2 2
Jim lim lim sup {f(t,U) — (V) u,v € Hypoy, t€(0,T), |lully,,, Vv, <R,
(6.111)

’MMWSRJW—MMVSntgg}:Q
that for all ¢ € [p, 00) it holds that

t
(6.112) lim sup sup M uwe H, ||ullg, 27, =0,
700 (0,7 Hu” 01)—’_2
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and that f|o7)x ., is a viscosity solution of
% (t,u) — (Au+ F(u), [ﬁj(Dwa)(t, u)>H7
- <B( ] '3+19(<D]%L\/ f)(t’u) B<u))>HS(IU,H7+19) =

for (t,u) € (0,T) x H, relative to ((0, T)x Hy > (t,u) = YV2|ullf,,, € [0, 00}, RXH,, RXH,y).
Next we apply Corollary 3.9 (with H < H.,, O < H,, v < 0, k < —7, a1 < aq, and ay < o)
to show that f is the unique viscosity solution. Therefore assume that ¢ is another viscosity
solution of (6.13), which satisfy that g € Crxm, ([0,7] x H,,R), that g is bounded on R x H,-
bounded subsets of [0,7] x H,, that g have at most polynomial H-growth, and that for all
u € H, it holds that ¢(0,u) = ¢(u). Hence, there exists a g € [p, 00), which we fix for the rest
of the proof, such that

(6.113)

. lg(t, )]
(6.114) lim sup sup {—: uwe Hy, ||ullg >7rp=0.
T 1e0,T] lullf + 2 !
Moreover, the continuity of ¢ with respect to the || - ||z -norm, the continuity of g with respect

to the || - ||rxm,-norm, and the fact that for all R € (0,00) it holds that the set {(¢,z) €
0,T) x Hy: ||z|lm,, < R} is compact in H, yields for all R, R € (0, 00) that

(6.115)

N . =0 ull, O all3,
b lyg sup {g(t’u) — (@) w8 € Hapy, 1,1 € (0.T), —res™ V ez - < B
lulls, < B, flu— il <7 tvi< }
N lul?, lal?, i )
= 17}&)18111) {@(u) — () u, 0 € Hogpr, ||UH§;9I2 Vi ||u||§,ﬂi2 <R, ||lullg, <R, [Ju—1|g, < r}
—0.

Next note that the Sobolev inequality (see, e.g., the T heorem on page 31 in Runst & Sickel
[31]), Lemma 6.6, and Lemma 5.6 (with d < 2, p < 555 +1, w < Dhouj, v < u;, m1 < 291y (r),
T < 14+ 2v10y(r), € <= 2) proves that for all r € [0,1/2) there exist Cy,C; € (0, 00) such that
for all u = (u(1,0), u0,1)) € Hyty and all v = (v(1), U(o,1)) € H.,y it holds that

(6.116)

1Pl

< s ( / / ((Dwe)o ) uCe). F52)  dndy) 4l
weH, r/ R

—sw ([ e X (0w ulen L) o) il
wetr i,jEN Ji=|j|=1

i [|w; | 2/(1-27) (0.1
< ) sw (|c| (Dt wll oy oy - o 20 ) +

.. . . weH,
i,JENG, [i|=]j]=1 "

S Cl Z (HDERQUJ] ||BQ'y]1{0}('r)
2,2

i,JENG, li|=lj|=1

lwll52r (0,12, m2)

U; 142~1 r su (+>
((071)2)” Z||B212 Y {0}( )((0’1)2)> wEfII)r H’LUHHT

_|_ ,',}—1/2—7‘—'}’1{0} (T) ”’LLH H1/2+,y]1{0} (r)

< C?(' | Z | (||uz'||B§22w1{0}<r>((071)2)”%HB;M{OM
G EN3 lil=Ijl=1
S 402(”u‘|231+2"/]1{0}(7")
2,2

* HUHBQEM{O}(”((0,1>2JR2>)

((0»1)2))

((o,1>2,1R2>)'

T + HUHB;%%}(T)
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Thus (6.116) (with 7 <= y+9 —1), Lemma 6.6, (6.105) (with r < y+9—1, € < 7, and v < 0),
the fact that 2y — 1 < 0 and the fact that ¢ > 1/2 yield that there exist C}, Cy, C3 € (0,00)
such that for all v € H,y it holds that

”F(u)||H'y+1971

2
(6.117) < Cl(||U||BSQ\/(27+21971))+2~/]1{0}('y+19—1)((0’1)27132) + ”u”B;,l;(h”ﬁ_l))ﬁﬂ{o}(Wﬁ_l)((0,1)2,]R2))

< Co(llullzyroo o 1yme) + 14l 5220 (001202
< Gsllulla, ., (lull ., + 1)

Combining this and (6.79) (with u < 0) proves (3.241) (with H < H.,, k <= —7v). Moreover, it
follows from Theorem 4 on page 84 in Runst & Sickel [31], the fact that 2y < 1/2, Theorem 2 on
page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31] (with s1 <= 27, s < 1+ 2y — 2y, p < 2, ¢1 < 2, and ¢z < 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 C,Cy € (0, 00) such
that for all u = (U(170)7 U(071)) S Hl/g, V= (U(LU)’ U(()’l)) S Hl/g, and all w = (w(LO), w(071)) € Hl/g
it holds that

/1/1 ((DRZw)<$,?J))(U($,y)),v(:z;,y)>R2dxdy
:// Z (Dgaw;)(x,y) us(2,y) v;(x, y) dz dy

i,§ENG,Jil=j]=1

(6.118) < Z HD]sz]HB 27, 1)2)”7«%”]”3 (0,1)2)

i, ENG,Ji|=]5]=1
<G Z ||wj||}31 22 ((o, 1)2)”“1”31*27 291((0,1)2) ||v]||327 (0,1)2)
i, JEN3 Jil=|j|=1
< 4Gl oo oy me 1l pram =201 g 1y ey 1Vl sz 0,012, m2)
< Collwllay ) Null by oo, 1V, -

Analogously it follows that there exists a C' € (0, 00) such that for all u,v,w € Hy, it holds
that

(6.119) / / <(<wa><x,y>)<u<x,y>>,v<a:,y>>wdxdyscHwHHwHvHHl/WalHuHHW.

Thus the fact that Hy, is dense in Hi,_, and (6.89) establishes that there exists a C' € (0, 00)
such that for all u,v € Hy, it holds that

(6.120)
1) = PO, .
< o ( / [ {(@rsia ) ) — (D)) o) 22 arety)

+ 77”“ - U”H ~1/2

= u(z,y) >
= Su D w :E ulzx, S T —
weHli)m ( / / R y)>( (z.9)) Il / R2

= o{ (DR ) ) ) dwdy) +alu = ol

Tl 5

= su D w Z’ u\zr, — u\T, ’M>
wEHll)/2< // R y))(( v) (z,9)) lwllery sy /R
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T

+ o (Drew)(,9)) (0l ), “feh=tesd’) da dy) +nllu = vl

< C(Hu - UHH1/2+~,7QI HUHHW + Hu - UHH1/2+W7¢11 ”UHH"/ + nal H’LL - U”H1/2+wfa1)

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 < H,, K < —v, | < v, and
f+ (R>z — (20)”2 4+ 2 € (1,00))) ensures (3.249), (3.250), (3.251), and (3.252). Thus
Corollary 3.9 (with H <~ H.,, O <~ H,, v 4 0, K < —7, oy < o, g < o, and V « || -||%,+2)
verifies that g = f which finishes the proof of Corollary 6.7. O

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 ¥ € [1/2,1—7), p1 € (0,7),
let C € (0,00), let Py € L(U,H), N € N, be finite-dimensional projection satisfying for all
n€Z and all N € N that
(6.121) Prvén = Lpn(n) ey,
let bi; € C*([0,1)> x R%R), 4,5 € {1,2}, let b € C([0,1] x R%R**?), satisfy that for all
z e (0,1 y € R? and all i,j € {1,2} it holds that ||(Dgrzxr2bi;)(z,y)||rexrzy < C,
||(D12R2)<R2bij)(a’;7y)HL(]RZX]RZ,(]R2><]R2)/) S C, and that

bi(z,y) bia(z,y)
6.122 b = ’ ’
(6:.122) (@) < ba(.9) bnlr.y) )
let Q € HS(U,H,,y), assume that for allu € H, v € U and all x € (0,1)* it holds that
(B(u)v)(x) = Wéz((o’l)Q’RQ)(b(-,u(-))(Qv)(-))(:p) and assume that for allm € Z, i € {v,9 + v},
and all uw € H; it holds that
(6.123) B(u)é, € H,.

Then B satisfies the condition of Corollary 6.7 with B < v, p1 < b1, B2 < P1, P3 + b1, and
X 7 i.e. there ezists a 6 € (0,00) and an increasing K: R — (0,00), such that

(6.124) Bl jsiio-6, € CHujpiyopy BSUH, 40) (H124040-61, HS(U, Hy 1)),
1

that for all u,v € Hy o it holds that

(6.125) 1B(u) = BO)sws < C lu— ol

and that for all u,v € H, 99 it holds that

(6.126) 1B Brsqo, o < K(lullae, el o,y + D),

(6.127) 1B = BO)luswsy < Kol vl = oll .,

(6.128) |Blot (. sy < O

and that for all H,-bounded sets E C H. it holds that

HB(U>=@NHHS(UH):|
6.129 sup su ;
( ) NE% veg |: 1+ ||U||H’Y
and that
Bv)(Idy — %
(6.130) lim sup sup |B(v)(Idy =) || rsw,m _o
N—oco vEE 1+ HUHH'y

PROOF. Let B(r) C R2, r € [0, cc] be the set satisfying for all r € [0, o] that B(r) = {x €
R?: ||z||gz < r}. Moreover, note that (6.123) and Lemma 6.6 imply that for all i € {0,~,y+9}
there exists a Cy € (0, 00) such that for all u € H; it holds that

HB(u)H%{S(U,Hi) = Z ||B(U)én||%1i < CI(Z ||B(u)én||235f2((o,1)2,132))

nel nel
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< Cr( D DG u()) (QEn) OBz 0.1 m2))
nezl '
(6.131)
~G Y <H< (a0, b u0), @O
nel

+ H<(b21(', u(*)), bz (-, u(-))), (Qén)(-)>Rz||2B%f2<<o,1>2>>'

Therefore Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31] (with s1 < 4, s9 v+ 0, d < 2,
P 2,q1 < 2, o < 2, q < 2) and Lemma 6.6 verify that for all i € {0,~,~ + ¥} there exist
C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u € H; it holds that

”B(U)H%{S(U,H-)
SCHZ((an( u( D5z, 002 + 012G, ) s 002 1Q8nl 5220 (0.1)2, )

nel
(6.132) T (Hbm( a0y + 152D i 0199 1@ o e oy
< Cl Z Hb || Bng (0 1) )2><2 HQenu 2’Y+219((0 1)2 Rg)
nel

< C2||b<'vU('))|’?B§j2((o,1)2))2x2||Q||HS(U7H7+19)'

Analogously we derive that there exists a C € (0, 00) such that for all ¢ € {0,~,v+ 9} and all
u,v € H; it holds that

(6.133) |1B(u) = B(v)|luswm,) < Cull@laswm, ) I0C; ul-)) = b, ()l (52, 0,1)2))272-

Combining (6.133) and Lemma 5.15 (with d < 2, m < 2, p <= 0, ¢ < o0) shows that there
exist C, Cy € (0,00) such that for all u,v € H it holds that

(6.134) 1B(u) — B)|Eswm < Cullb(- ul-)) = b, v()) I r2(0.0)2))2x2
< Collu — all72(0,1)2m2) = Collu —all%

and this verifies (6.125) and (6.128). Furthermore, (6.133), Corollary 5.16 (with m <— 2, d < 2,
S 429, p2 < 0, p1 <= 0, ¢ 4= 00, 1 ¢ 00, g2 < 2, G5 < 00, qu < 2, @5 < 00, € 27y — 2[31),
and Lemma 6.6 establish that there exist Cy, Cy, C3 € (0, 00) such that for all u,v € H,, it holds
that

1B(w) = B(o)|laswi,) < Cillb(- ul-)) = b0 v())ll s2,0,1)2))22

S 02 HU - /U”z 1+2’Y*2B1((0 1)2,]R2 (HUHBQ’Y () 1)2,]R2) + 1)

(6135) + 02 ||U UH2 Q'y ((0,1)2,R2) + Cg ||u — UH%Q((OJ)Q,RQ)

< C3(||U — U||H1/2+y751 (HuHHw 1) + ||u _ UH%L, + ||U . UH%{)
< Callu = vl .y, (el + 1977 4 0)

and this implies (6.127). In addition, note that it holds that

1+94+v-28 (294+2y+1-2B81)(9—y) __ 2y(9
(6.136) 2571 5 T ;9+1 251 =27+ 27219“ 5+ U=+ 21911 ;ﬁl U+

and that
(6.137)
D4~—283 (20429+1-281)(149—7) _ 91 2y (149—7)
272194?1 251 + V219+1 ;,8 =27+ 2721911—251 +14+90 -7+ 2Z9+1—2571 =1+7+7.

Thus Lemma 5.4 (with r <= 9 + 7, 1 < 279, 19 < 20 + 2y + 1 — 20, $1 %,

and with r <~ 1+ 9+, r < 27, 19 < 20+ 2y +1 - 204, 51 ¢ 2139171:22%11:

9=
52 7 35r1-25;
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S 3 ;ifjgﬁl) demonstrates that there exists a C; € (0,00) such that for all u € H, oy it
holds that
(HUHZBWM((O 1)2,R2) + 1) ||U||2 1+19+’Y((0 1)2,R2)
1+19+ 261)/(29+1-28 20+1-28
< O (Il 2 2 S 22, )+ 1)
(H H2(19+7 261)/(29+1— 2,31)” H (1+9—7)/(20+1-p1) )>
0 1)2 ]RZ) 219+2’Y+1 251((0 1)2 ]RQ)
<|| ||2(219+27+1 461)/(2041—2861) || “ 2(20—2y+1)/(20+1—261)
B27((0,1)%,R?) By 2P1((0,1)2 R?)
2(9+7—281)/(29+1—251) (149 20+1-
(6138) (H ” (27 (701 21]R2) v || H 219+2712/(2/31((0 1);)R2)))

S C(1 <(1 + ||U||%§W2((071)27R2))(1 + ||u||233192+2'y+17251((071)27]1{2))

((071)2,132)))
= 200 (1 Il ) L+ 2000000 )

(1 + ||u||32w 0 1)2 RQ))(l + ||U||2B§j92+2—y+1—2ﬁ1

Hence Lemma 5.4, Corollary 5.9 (with H, + B75((0,1)%),7r € R, d = 2,p 2,5 < I +y—1/2,
B Bya 0,7 B2 ry TR 1“9” o = B 5 4 0, u 4 (D%a, pabi) (5 ul)),
and v < u;), the fact that P+ < 1 and Corollary 13 (w1th d<=2,m < 2,b< Dgs p2bi,
s v+, g+ 00, p+ 0) assure that for all « € N§, 8 € NZ with |a] = |3] = 1 there exist
Ch,Cs,C5,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u = (uy, ug) € Hyyog and all i € {1,2} it holds that

o 2
H(DWxRQb)(v“('))(va“i)(')ﬂ (B (0,1)2))22

<G Z (H(Dszszkl) H(B“W( 0,1)2)) HU’LHB”M”((O 1)2 ))

k,le{1,2}

(6.139) <C 3 (g onyemey + 1+ ey, o
kle{1,2} ’ ’
o 2 2
o DR O o) e )
2 2

< O (Il gr 0y oy + )10

S C4<(1 + HU’HBQ“Y (0 1)2’132))<1 + Hqugﬂ;Qw-&-l—Qﬁl ((0’1)27132)))'

Combining this, (6.132), Proposition 2 on page 19 in Runst & Sickel [31], and Corollary
5.13 (with d < 2, m < 2, s < 2y + 29 — 1, ¢ < o0, p + 0) establishes that there exist
C4, Cy, C3,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u = (uy, us) € Hy4g9 it holds that

(6.140)
1B Brswity.) < Cullbl u( D520 01 gy

< CgH Z R (b(-, “('))) "?357;279*1((0,1)2,111))2“

a€NZ |al<1
= Co(|I(DRLSID)(,u()) + (DRI u() (D))
(D) (D) ([ gz g oy + [ (DGO ()

0,0,1,0 0,1 0,0,0,1 0,1
+ (DRI, ul)) (D)) + (DRI u( ) (DG 1) ) [ gzgrars 1y
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2
S RO ARG
= 03(<1 N ”““B” ovre) 1+ ”“”ZS’?”“%((o,1>2,R2>)  lellzgra 1 o e
+ g o2z + 1)
< Ca (0 Null3 )+ ully, )+ el + 3 + 1)
< Call+ ) (1 Il + 02070 72 ully, + 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 ¥ > /2 and Lemma 6.6 yield that for all &€ > 0 there exist
C1,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u € H.y it holds that

(6141) ”'LI,HLOQ((OJ)27R2) S Cl”“|‘3§j92+25((0,1)2;132) S CQHUHHWFE.

Furthermore, it follows from Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31], Corollary 5.13
(with d <= 2, m <= 2, b <= Do pobp, 5 < 27 +20 — 1, g < 00, p < 0), and from Lemma 6.6
that there exist Cy, Cs, C3 € (0, 00) such that for all v = (v1,v2) € Hytop, u = (u1,u2) € Hypoy,
i €{1,2}, « € N}, and all 8 € N2 with |a| = |3] = 1 it holds that

(6.142)
H(Dg{zwa)(-, 0())((Dgavi)(-) = (Do) () H<B§j;+2v—1<<o,1>2>>m

<O Y (IDRecrebi) 0O s g1y 1 Dt = Dol om0
kle{1,2} ' '

2

<Gy Z (((||U‘|QB§192+2W—1((071)27132) + 1) + HUHZBQ,Q((OJ)?,RQ) + / |(D%2><R2bkl)<x7 0)|2 dLL’)

2
kle{1,2} (0,1)
’ HU - uH2 20+27+1-28 2 R2

32,2 ((071) 7R )

<t 3 (Ol ot 1+ ol + [

Db O da) o =l )
kle{1,2} 0.1)

In addition, we obtain from Theorem 2 on page 191 in Runst & Sickel [31], Corollary 5.16 (with
d<2,m < 2,04 Doy gobrs, s 20 +27 =1, g1 < 00, g2 < 2, g3 < 00, q4 < 2, g5 < 00,
q < 00, p1 < 00, pa < 0, € < 2v — 20;), Lemma 6.6, and (6.141) (with € < v — ;) that
there exist Cy, Cy, C3,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u = (uy,u2) € Hypo9, v = (v1,02) € Hqpay,
i € {1,2}, « € Nj, and all 3 € N2 with |a|] = || = 1 it holds that

(6.143) H((D%be-,u(-» ~ (Dfizcnsb) (- 0()) (Do) ()|

2

(B35T2771((0,1)2))2%2

Cr Y. (H Digasegebia) (5 1(+)) = (Dfengebia) (50 a1 010

kle{1,2}

HDWUZ HB”“W 251 (o, 1)2))

<Gy Z ((”“‘””2332“2‘?1((0,1)2,132)(”“HZS%*“1(<o,1>2,R2>+1)
kle{1,2} ’ ’

2 «
1Dk wre DRe 2 bkl (10,1 % BUlull oo 0,192,210 oo 0,192 102 )l (22 82 w2y

+ ||U - U||QB§’192+2’Y*1((071)2’]R2) + ||U’ - v||%2((0,1)27R2)> ||u||QB§,192+2’Y+1251((071)2&{2))
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<o 5 (b, (ol 1)

kle{1,2}

2 [
N Dz xme Die 2Ot | 0,5 B(Cullulli, 45 g VICaIRI o1 g D 2 ez, 2 2y

+llu =l llu— v!l%) HuH?fﬂw/wl)-

Thus we get that there exist Cy,Cy € (0,00) such that for all u = (u1,u2) € Hyqo9, v =
(v1,v9) € Hypa9, 1 € {1,2}, a € N§, and all § € N3 with |a| = || = 1 it holds that

(6'144) ||(D](Il{2><IR2b>(" u())(Dﬂ/B#uZ)() - (D]%2><]R2b)('vU('))(DIﬁP@Ui)(')“?B§g+27—1((071)2))2x2
<[ (D) 1)) = (D) o)) (D) (|

+ [ (D) o) (D)) — (D))

<0 5 (o b, (ol 1)

k,le{1,2}

(B352771((0,1)2))2x2

(B352771((0,1)2))2x2

2 «
N[ DRaxme DRexrabrill oo, 0xB(Callulln oy o g VCallolin 41 o g D w2 e 2 emzy)

+ Hu - U||12LL9+W—1/2 + Hu N U“?{> HUH%IM'WH/Q_LH

+mm&w%m+1+mmz+/ |@%%WmmLmmew—m@ﬂwmw)-

(0,1)

Furthermore, Corollary 5.16 (with d <= 2, m <= 2, b <= Dg» gobri, 5 < 20 + 27 — 1, ¢ < o0,
G2 < 2, q3 ¢ 00, Q4 < 2, @5 < 00, ¢ < 00, P < 00, pg < 0, € < 2y — 25), Lemma 6.6,
and (6.141) (with € «<— v — ;) imply that there exist Cy,Cy, C3 € (0,00) such that for all
u,v € H, 199, « € N, and all 8 € N2 with || = |3] =1 it holds that

o o 2
(6.145) ||(DR2xR2b>('au<')) - (D]RQX]RQb)("U('))H(Bgﬂ;-?'v—l((o’l)z))zm
<G ), (H“ B “”?3522”*”3((0,1)23% (||“||129§?i““<(o,1)2,n{2> +1)
kle{1,2} ’

2 a
' ||‘ZDIR2><]R2 DRZXRZbkl ”C([OJ]XB(HUHLOO((0,1)2,R2)V||U||Loo((0’1)2,R2))7H‘”L(R2XR27(R2X]R2)/))

+ Hu — UHQB§?92+2771((071)27RQ) + Hu - UHiQ((O,l)Q,H@))
<G 3 (=l ., (O, . +1)
k,le{1,2}

2 [
N[ Dra e Diexrabit o0, 0xB(Csllulln, .y o p VOl 410 s 0 22 2 2 ez

= vl + = o))

Therefore (6.133) and Proposition 2 on page 19 in Runst & Sickel [31] yields that there exist
C1,C5 € (0,00) such that for all u = (uy,uz) € Hyjo9, v = (v1,v2) € H, 499 it holds that
(6.146)

1B(0) = B rswstyr,) < CHllbC, u) = b 00 gz e

< G Z [ Dz (b, u(-)) = b(-,v(-))) "?Bgyw—l((o,l)am)ﬁw

a€NZ, |a|<1

— Co([[(DR220) (. u() = (DEAZB) (- v()) + (DY), u() (DR ur) ()
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— (DR (- v() (DG vy >< )+ (DESE0) (- u() (DR ua) ()

— (DRSS (0D DE 02) (V[F g1 pyeyyene + [ (DR B ()

— (DG D) (v () + u&‘ii{%x <->><D§££’u1><>—<D§§é&%ﬁ?b><-,v(-))(Dﬁ&”m)(>
+ (D) (w0 (DR u2) () = (DREGD) (00 (D v2) O {gznsons o1y o

2
1B u()) = B P i1 g ymoce )

Combining this, (6.144), (6.145), the assumption that for all k,{ € {1,2} it holds that by €
C3([0,1]?> x R?%;R), and the fact that for all r € (—o0,9 4+~ — 3] and all u € H, it holds that
ullg, <7777 ullm,, ., proves (6.124). Moreover, (6.121) and (6.141) (with £ < ) show
that there exist C,Cy € (0, 00) such that for all v € H, and all N € N it holds that

1B(0) s~ s < 1000 QUd ~F)E) OlEaonme

nel
= D G vONQen) (T2 0.0282)
neT\[1,N]
2
< 3 G o) hsmeme Qe s e o
neZ\[1,N
(6.147) AL ,
<Ci Z H“b )HHS]RQW HL2 (0,1)2 ”” Qe")(')”RQHLm((OJ)?)
neT\[1,N]
=C1 > b)) IR0y 1QE) (I 0,02 52
nET\[1,N]
< Collb( v ey >, NQénllir,,-
n€eZ\[1,N]

Combining this and Lemma 5.12 (with d < 2, m < 2, p < 0), establishes that there exists a
C1 € (0,00) such that for all H,-bounded sets E' it holds that

limsupsup [[|B(v)(Idy —Py) H%—IS(U,H)}

N—oo wveE
< Cosup([loC-, v( DIz timsup (> Qi )
veEE N—o0 nET\[1,N]
< Cysup ( Z (||v||%2((0,1)’32) + 2/ b (2, 0))? d:c)) lim sup < Z HQénH%@M)
Vel le(1,2) (0,1)? N=oo N e\[L,N]
(6.148)
=0

and this assures (6.130). Finally observe that we derive from (6.134) that there exists a Cy €
(0, 00) such that for all H,-bounded sets £ it holds that

sup sup || B(v) Py ||mswm < sup || B)|aswm)
NeN veE velE

(6.149) < sup (I1B(v) = B(O) || sw,my + 1 BO)|| as,m)
< sup Cr(llvllz + 1BO) | rsw) < oo
ve
This verifies (6.129) and thus finishes the proof of Remark 6.8. O
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