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POLICY ITERATION FOR EXPLORATORY HAMILTON-JACOBI-BELLMAN
EQUATIONS

HUNG VINH TRAN, ZHENHUA WANG, YUMING PAUL ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We study the policy iteration algorithm (PIA) for entropy-regularized stochastic con-
trol problems on an infinite time horizon with a large discount rate, focusing on two main scenarios.
First, we analyze PIA with bounded coefficients where the controls applied to the diffusion term
satisfy a smallness condition. We demonstrate the convergence of PIA based on a uniform C*®
estimate for the value sequence generated by PIA, and provide a quantitative convergence analysis
for this scenario. Second, we investigate PIA with unbounded coefficients but no control over the
diffusion term. In this scenario, we first provide the well-posedness of the exploratory Hamilton—
Jacobi—Bellman equation with linear growth coefficients and polynomial growth reward function.
By such a well-posedess result we achieve PIA’s convergence by establishing a quantitative locally
uniform C*® estimates for the generated value sequence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Policy improvement involves updating the current strategy to enhance performance. This itera-
tive process, known as a policy improvement algorithm (PIA, also called policy iteration algorithm),
aims at converging towards an optimal policy through successive refinements. Rooted in Dynamic
Programming, PIA plays an important role in Markov decision processes problems (MDPs) and
reinforcement learning (RL), which could be dated back to Bellman [2] and Howard [15]. The
convergence rate of PIA for an infinite time horizon was investigated in Puterman, Brumelle [25].
For discrete-time MDPs, PIA has been well explored and its convergence has been established un-
der suitable conditions on the model parameters, see e.g., Puterman [24], Sutton, Barto [26], and
Bertsekas [3], among many others.

In the framework of controlled ODEs or deterministic optimal control, the convergence of PIA
has been studied in linear quadratic settings, see Abu-Khalaf, Lewis [1], Vrabie, Pastravanu, Abu-
Khalaf, Lewis [30], and the references therein. Lee and Sutton [20] proved the convergence under
certain regularity and fixed point assumptions. To overcome the ill-posedness of PIA for general
controlled ODEs, Tang, Tran, and Zhang [27] proposed a semi-discrete scheme for the PTA and
showed its general exponential convergence rate. Lee and Kim [21] incorporated a deep operator
network with the scheme in [27] to numerically solve the PTA and the optimal control problems.

For stochastic control problems (without entropy-regularization), Krylov [19] and Puterman [23]
showed that the optimal value is recovered under the PIA for a specific control problem with a
compact space-time domain. Jacka and Mijatovi¢ [17] outlined a list of assumptions leading to
PIA’s convergence towards optimal control, offering illustrative examples. Afterward, Kerimkulov,
Siska, and Szpruch [18] established the convergence and studied the convergence rate by assuming
a certain regularity of the optimal value function and the control does not appear in the diffusion

The work of H. Tran is partially supported by NSF CAREER grant DMS-1843320 and a Vilas Faculty Early-Career
Investigator Award. The work of Y. P. Zhang is partially supported by a start-up grant at Auburn University.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00612v2

2 H. V. TRAN, Z. WANG, Y. P. ZHANG

term. The convergence of PIA was further studied in some problems in mean-field games, see
Cacace, Camilli, Goffi [4], and Camilli, Tang [5].

In the RL literature, it is now well-known that the entropy regularization (also termed the
“softmax” criterion) encourages exploration of the unknown environment through measure-valued
control strategies (i.e., relaxed controls). This approach prevents early settlement to suboptimal
strategies, a problem known as the curse of optimality, for a detailed explanation, see Zhou [34].
With entropy regularization, Wang, Zariphopoulou, and Zhou [31] opened the door to incorporating
continuous-time stochastic control problems into the exploratory framework of RL. The following
so-called ezploratory Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation thereby was introduced and first
studied in a linear-quadratic setting in [31].

pv — WES;?IFU) {/U [b(z, u) - Dv + %tr(aaT(w, u)D*v(x)) + r(z,u) — )\ln(w(u))] m(u) du} =0.
(1.1)

Here, P(U) represents all probability densities on the action space U. Moreover, as the weight A
tends to zero, the optima and optimal relaxed strategy for an exploratory stochastic control problem
converge to the optima and optimal feedback control for the corresponding standard stochastic
control problem, as proved by Tang, Zhang, and Zhou [28]. Such entropy-regularization formulation
has been further extended to various settings, such as mean-variance problems (Wang, Zhou [32]),
stopping problems (Dong [9]), and mean-field games/mean-field controls (Guo, Xu, Zariphopoulou
[14], Firoozi, Jaimungal [12], Frikha, Germain, Lauriere, Pham, Song [13], Wei, Yu [33]).
The PIA for the HJB equation (1.1) can be written as follows in a PDE framework.

Algorithm Policy Iteration Algorithm for (1.1)

Initialization: Take suitable v° € C2.
Iteration: For n € N, do

Set 7(,u) = exp (3b(z,u) - Dv" "1 (z) + 27 tr(ooT (z, u) D" (z)) + (2, u)) '
T [pexp (3b(,u) - Dvl (@) + 27 r(ooT (, u) D20 H(z)) + vz, u)) du

Solve v"(x) for

" - Dv" ll“O'UT:E’LL 2o (2 r(z,u) — An(7"™(u)) | 7" (u) du =
oo = [ o) Do+ G oo (e, w02 @) + () - M ()| 7" =0 (1)

For entropy-regularized PIA, [32] demonstrated its policy improvement property for linear-
quadratic mean-variance problems and shows that optimal solutions can be achieved within two
iterations due to the Gaussian densities of the optimal feedback control in this setting. [9] in-
troduced the PIA for entropy-regularized stopping problems under a finite horizon and proved its
convergence, where the underlying process is a geometric Brownian motion. Notably, the policy
improvement property may fail when seeking Nash equilibrium strategies in a time-inconsistent
stochastic control problem, as discussed in Dai, Dong, and Jia [8]. More recently, Huang, Wang,
and Zhou [16] proved a qualitative convergence result with bounded coefficients when the diffusion
term is not controlled (i.e., when o is independent of u).

Despite these developments, the general convergence of Algorithm 1 remains largely unexplored,
especially when the coefficients b, 0,7 are unbounded and controls appear in the diffusion term.
The first question concerns the well-posedness of PIA: whether the updated control 7™ in (1.2) is
well-defined and whether the elliptic equation (1.3) admits a unique solution. Once this is resolved,
the next goal is to investigate the convergence of the generated sequence {v"}, to the optimal
solution of the entropy-regularized stochastic control, which should solve the HJB equation (1.1).
As indicated in (1.2), entropy regularization makes the policy sequence {n™}, less singular, but it
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introduces second-order derivatives of the value sequences into the entropy of the policy sequence.
This, in turn, makes achieving the compactness of the policy sequence more challenging.

In this paper, we investigate PIA with sufficiently large discounting rates in two scenarios. Firstly,
we study PIA with bounded coefficients, allowing the control to influence the diffusion terms. This
generalization is significant and challenging, as most literature on PIA considers problems with
controls in the source or drift terms, resulting in linear or semilinear partial differential equations.
Specifically, in their iterations, the updated policies are independent of the second-order derivatives
of the solutions. In contrast, in our setting, the limiting equation is fully nonlinear, and the iterated
controls depend also on the second derivatives.

So far, we have proven the convergence of PIA under the condition that the control has a small
effect on the diffusion. The key step is to obtain a uniform C*® estimate for the solutions in the
iteration (see Theorem 2.1). This result can be viewed as a version of the Evans-Krylov theorem
for PTA. The smallness assumption is essential in the proof of the uniform regularity result, as there
is no obvious regularizing effect from the iteration process. It is unclear whether PIA converges
without the smallness assumption and regardless of uniform regularity. Furthermore, we provide
quantitative results on the convergence in Theorem 3.2 and Remark 3.1. In particular, Remark 3.1
gives an exponential convergence rate for the result in [16] when the diffusion term is not controlled.

The second objective is to investigate PIA with unbounded coefficients in R?, where the controls
only appear in the lower-order terms. In this scenario, we allow the coefficients b and o to exhibit
linear growth in z, and the reward function r to have polynomial growth, encompassing linear
quadratic settings. It is important to note that under such settings, the well-posedness of solutions
to elliptic equations or PTA is not guaranteed without additional conditions. Specifically, p needs
to be large, and our results are optimal in terms of the growth rate of r (see Proposition 4.1
and Remark 4.1). To show the convergence of PIA, we obtain quantitative locally uniform CH®
estimates for the solutions. Here, the analysis is localized, and the estimates must be done carefully
with explicit dependence on the size of the coefficients.

After our paper was finished, we learned that Ma, Wang, and Zhang [22] obtained some very in-
teresting related results independently by using a different approach when the diffusion term is not
controlled. Specifically, the authors employed Feynman-Kac type probabilistic representation for-
mulas for solutions of the iterative PDEs and their derivatives. By this method, they first provided
a simple proof of the convergence result in [16], and then achieved an exponential convergence rate
in the infinite horizon model with a large discount factor (which is essentially the same as Remark
3.1) and in the finite horizon model.

1.1. Model formulation. Denote by |- | the Euclidean norm. For a fixed dimension d € N, we
denote by Bpr(x) the open ball centered at x € R? with radius R, and we simply write Bp for
Bgr(0). We further use 8¢ to denote the set of all symmetric, non-negative definite matrices of size
d. We use [ to denote the identity matrix of size d.

For a multi-index a = (a1, ,am), denote |al; = Y ;" a;. Given a non-empty connected open
set V CR? for k € NU {0} and a € (0,1), we define

Do _ Do
oy e wp 2@ = D)
2,y€V,|z—y|<1,lal1=k |z —y|

o Nwllpee vy = sup [w(z)],
zeV

[wlerqry = sup |Dwllzry,  Iwlierapy = Y ([wleiw) + wleraq)
lal =k 0<j<k

and

Hchk(V) = Z [[w]]cf(\/)a

0<j<k
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and denote by C**(V) the set of all w such that [wller.a(ry < oo. For any vector-valued or
matrix-valued function w = (w;;(z)), we denote

w(@)l = max fwij(z)] - and - jwlze ) = Sup jw(z)].

When V equals to the whole space R?, we simply write

[Wka = [Wlekagay, Wl = Wz ey,  [wlk = [w]erga),
[wllko = lwller.amaey, lwllk = llwllerga,
For any ¢ > 1, we will also use the Sobolev norm || - [[yyx.a(y)-

Fix positive integers d, m, and . Consider an m-dimensional Brownian motion and F = (F;)>0
as the natural filtration generated by (W)i>o, i.e., Ft = 0(W,,0 < s <t) for all t > 0. Let U be
a bounded domain in R’ with its Lebesgue measure |U| € (0,00). Without loss of generality, we
simply assume |U| = 1 throughout the paper. Denote by P(U) the set of all probability density
functions on U. Given a relaxed control m = (m;);>0, which is F-adapted and 7, € P(U) for all
t > 0, we consider the controlled process

o7 = [ 5057wy < ¢ ([ 057 .oy

with Xo = 2 € R? and functions b(z,u) = (b1 (2, u), ..., ba(z,u)) : R x U = R%, o(z) = (045(z))ij :
R? — R¥™™_ The value function under 7 is given by

V(@) = E, [ /0 Tt < /U P (X7 u)my(u) du — A /U In(rmy (1)) () du> dt] .

For any z,p € R, X € 8% and 7 € P(U), define

1
Fr(z,p, X) := / [T(az,u) +b(z,u) -p+ 3 tr(ool (z,u)X) — )\ln(w(u))] 7(u) du. (1.4)
U
and
F(z,p, X) = sup Fr(z,p,X), (1.5)
TePU)
By Dynamic Programming argument, v*(x) := sup, V7 (z) is a viscosity solution to the HJB
equation (1.1), which is now rewritten as
pv — F(z, Dv, D*v) = 0 (1.6)

Given z,p € R4, X € 8%, set

_ exp (%(r(m, u) + b(x,u) - p+ %tr(UJT(a;, u)X))

B Jiyexp (F(r(z, ') + bz, ') - p+ & tr(oo? (z,w) X)) du'’
We claim that 7(u) := I'(z, p, X)(u) is the maximizer of (1.5) (see the variational principle in [10,

Proposition 1.4.2]). Indeed, let ¢(u) be such that [;; ¢(u)du = 0 and 7+e¢ > 0 for all € € (—1,1).
Then ¢ = 0 is a critical point of G(m + €¢) := Fri.4(z,p, X), and the first variation of G satisfies

L'(z,p, X)(u) : (1.7)

2

This holds for all such ¢, so 7(z,u) + b(z,u) - p + 3 tr(oo” (z,u)X) — An(r(u)) is constant in u.
Using that f[;; m(u)du = 1 yields the formula (1.7).
In particular, we have

FEy(x, Dv*, D*v*) = F(x, Dv*, D*v*)  with 7*(x,u) := I'(z, Dv*(x), D*v*(x))(u). (1.8)

/U [r(:n,u) +b(x,u) -p+ ltr(o*ch(x,u)X) — An(w(u))| ¢(u) du = 0.
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Recall the PTA, and 7" defined in (1.2) can be rewritten as
(2, u) =L (z, Dv" " (z), D*" " (x))(u)

= argmax Fy(z, Dv"~(z), D*v" "1 (x)), (1.9)
m()EP)
and (1.3) becomes
pv" — Fyn(z, Dv™, D*u™) = 0. (1.10)

We will require p to be large in both the bounded and unbounded settings, which is essential
for better regularity of the solutions. This is known in the literature, and we refer readers to [29,
Theorem 2.8], which discussed the first-order case.

1.2. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. Sections 2 and 3 are dedi-
cated to the first objective for bounded coefficients where the controls applied to the diffusion term
satisfy a smallness condition. In Section 2, Theorem 2.1 demonstrates the locally uniform C*¢
bound for the sequence {v"},, generated by PIA. Section 3 establishes the convergence of PIA in
Theorem 3.1 and provides a quantitative result in Theorem 3.2 for this scenario. Section 4 studies
the well-posedness of the nonlinear elliptic equation (1.6) for the case of unbounded coefficients.
Section 5 then addresses the well-posedness of PIA and its convergence for the second scenario with
unbounded coefficients where the diffusion term is independent of the control.

2. UNIFORM C?® ESTIMATES FOR BOUNDED EQUATIONS
We first estimate several norms of solutions with explicit dependence on p > 1.

Lemma 2.1. Let p > 1, and let v be a solution to
pv(z) — 7(x) — b(z) - Dv(z) — 27 tr(B(z) D% (x)) = 0.

Assume that ¥ > I4/Co for some Cy > 0. Then there exists an increasing function n : [1,00) —
[1,00) independent of p such that if

17 o, 1BC) lo,as 1E() o0 < A for some A>1 and a € (0,1), (2.1)
we have

Allvlloos P~ E Wlo.ar T2 [W]10r 7 E[W]ar pE[0], [u]2 < (A). (2.2)

Proof. By comparing v with £||7||s/p, we obtain ||v||ce < ||7]|co/p-

To prove (2.2), we apply a scaling argument. Note that w(x) := v(z/,/p) solves

3 b
ey Malyp) 1
P VP 2
It is direct to see that the a-Holder norms of
Ha/yB) b))
p ) \/ﬁ Y
are non-increasing as p > 1 increases, and also that ¥(v/\/p) > 14/Cy is preserved. Thus, the
famous interior Schauder estimates state

[wll2,0 < Callwllo + o7 (-/v/P)l0a) < Ca/p
where C4 only depends on A and the dimension. This implies that

tr(S(z//p)D*w) = 0.

S(x//p)

I e _lia a _1
Vo < Cap T2, 1o <Cap 22, oo <Cap2, []i <Cap~2, [v]2 <Ca.
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Remark 2.1. We note that the bound (2.2) is essentially optimal thanks to the scaling approach.
In particular, the bound [v]a o < C’Ap% cannot be improved in general. Here is another way to see

it. Indeed, (2.2) gives p||v]|o,a < Cap?. Hence, by applying the interior Schauder estimates directly
to v, we get
[vll2.0 < Ca (pllvlloa + I7]l0,0) < Capz.

Recall T'(z,p, X)(u) from (1.7), and define
7(z,u) := T(z, Dv, D*v)(u).
, we assume that there exists Cy > 1 such that uniformly for all v € U,
E(u) 2 1a/Co,  Ir(u)llo,as [10C,w)llo.as 1E(; w)llo,a < Co. (2.3)

We have the following estimates for 7 and the entropy.

Lemma 2.2. Let v satisfy (2.2) with Ay in place of n(A). Assume (2.3), [U| =1, p > 1, and that
there exist ¥o(x) and 9,¢1 € (0,1) such that for M(x,u) := X(z,u) — Xo(z),

sug |M (-, u)||eo < €0, sup[M(',u)]Qa < eq. (2.4)
ue

uelU

Denoting ¥ = oo’

Then there exists C depending only on X\, Cy such that w(z,u) = I'(z, Dv, D?v)(u) satisfies
1
I wlloe < exp [COL+ Ai(p™% +20))]

Wl < (1 + A(pBE a1+ pbe0)) exp [+ Av(p ™ +0))]
< 0(1+A1(p—% +ao)),

H/ ot

[/\/UW(-,u) (- u) du] | <ew [0 (1+ 4105

[NIES

+e1+ p%€0)>:| .

Proof. Let us write
1 1
flz,u) = X <r(:17,u) + b(z,u) - Dv + 3 tr(E(:E,u)D2v)> ,

and
1 1
g(x,u) = 3 <r(m,u) + b(z,u) - Dv+ 3 tr((X(z, u) — Zo(az))D2v)> .
It is easy to see that

o) __eolne)

T exp (o)) ded — Ty exply(e, o)) dud
By the assumptions of (2.3), (2.4) and that (2.2) holds with A; in place of n(A), it follows that

for some C' = C(Cy, \),

m(x,u) = (2.5)

lg(x,u)] < C(1+ p_%Al + e041). (2.6)
Therefore, also using |U| = 1, we get
exp [—C’(l + p_%Al + soAl)} < mw(z,u) < exp [C’(l + p_%Al + 50A1)} (2.7)
Next, note that
_ |exp(g(z,w)) [, exp(g(y, ’)) du' — exp(g(y,w)) [y exp(g(z, v)) du’
(2, u) —w(y, u)| = ;
o) T, oty ) 4

Jyexplgly,v) — g(x, ') du’
Jiy exp(g(y,u')) du’

m(x,u) +

exp(g(z, U)) —exp(g(y, u ))‘
Jorexp(g(y, u')) du/
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Because (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) yield
[9(,W]o.a <A ([Flo.a + [b- Dvlo.a + [£ = Zolo.alv]z + [1Z = Zolleo[v]2.0)

a_1 a (28)
<C <1 + Aip272 + Ajer + Alp2€0)> ,
also using (2.6) and (2.7), we obtain
a_ 1 o
(-, w]o. < (1 + AL (p3TE e+ ,0560)) exp [0(1 A (pTE + ao))] .
By (2.7) again and that 7 is a probability distribution, we get
[ I wlnte, ) du < e <€ (14 A +20).
U
For the last claim, note that
/ m(z,u) Inm(z,u)du — / m(y,u) Inm(y,u) du
U U
< sup |In7(z,u) — In7(y,u)| + sup mly,w) _ 1‘ | In7(y,u)|.
uelU uel | (T, u)
So let us estimate the right-hand side two terms below. Because of (2.5) and (2.8), we get
e, w) ~ (g, u)] = |glw) — gly. )~ In [ erte o) gy
U
<C (1441375 o1+ pieg) ) o — gl
To estimate ‘“Egug ‘ let us assume without loss of generality that m(y,u) > m(z,u). Then since
lg(z,u) — g(y,w)| < [g(, w)oalr —y|* and [U] =1, we find
m(y,u) ‘ _ explg(y,w)] Jy explg(z,u)] du’
(2, u) Jurexplg ( w')] du’ explg(w,u)]
< &Pl W] Jy explgly, ) + lgC wloalr —yl*] du’

Ju explg(y, v)] du’ explg (=, u)]

= exp(g(y,u) — g(z,u)] exp [sup[g(-, w)]o,alr — yl“] -1
uelU

< exp [C (1 + Al(p%_% +e1+ p%&?o))} |z — y|¥,
for all |x — y| < 1. Finally, combining these with (2.7), we obtain

/ (m(z,u) Inm(x,u) — m(y,u) Innw(y,u)) du
U

e

<exp |C (1441375 + &1+ pBeg) )| fo -yl

O
Recall that, by (1.10), v™ satisfies the linear parabolic equation:
pv"(z) — r(z) — b"(x) - Dv"(x) — 27 (2" (z) D*0" (x)) + NH" (z) = 0, (2.9)
where 7™ is given in (1.9), and
/ r(x ,u) du, b (x) == / b(x,u)n" (x,u) du,
v v (2.10)

/UO' (x,u)du,  H"(x) ::/Uln(ﬂ"(a:,u))ﬂn(a;,u) du.
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We can prove the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let o € (0,1), and assume (2.3), (2.4) and |[U| = 1. Then there exists Ay > 1
depending only on ||v°||2,a, Co, A and n from Lemma 2.1 such that if

p > A%/(l_a), EoAlp% <1 and A <1, (2.11)
we have for v™ from PIA,
[[v"|l2 < A1 and p_%[v"]ga <Ay foralln>1.

We note that both ¢y and £ are quantifiable from the proof using Schauder estimates, and &1
can be chosen independently of p. In other words, M (z,u) = X(x,u) — Xo(x) needs to be small for
large p, although it is allowed to have certain oscillations independent of p.

Proof. Let A > 1 to be determined depending only on A and (2.3) and let A; = n(A) > 0. Since
00 € C>*(R?), then we can have that the Holder norms of r1, bt 31 H! are bounded by A, i.e.
(2.1) holds with 7! — AH!, b!, ¥! in place of 7, b, 3. Thus Lemma 2.1 implies that

_a 1l_a _a 1
pllvtfloos 272 [0 0,0 P22 [0 100 P72 [0 200, 20T, [0']2 < AL
Let us assume for induction that for some n > 2, the following holds

o 1 _ « [} 1
Pl oo P20 Noas p27 2 [0" i, o2 0" o, p2 [0 1, [0" ]2 < Ay

We now prove that the above inequalities all hold with v™ in place of v 1.
It follows from Lemma 2.2 and |U| =1 that

17 (Moo < lIr()lloa + [17()lloo Sgg[ﬂ"('au)]o,a
a1 o _1
< <1 +Ai(p27 2 & +P2€0)> exp [0(1 + A1(p™2 +e0) |,
where C' only depending on A and Cj in (2.3). Since A; = n(A), (2.11) and the above yield

7™ (Moo < 4exp(3C) < A/2
if A is sufficiently large compared with C. For the entropy, Lemma 2.2 and (2.11) yield

A/UW"(.,U) In7"(-, u) du

< exp [C’ <1 + A1(p%_% +e1+ ,0%60))] <exp(4C) < A/2
0,

if A is sufficiently large depending only on C. Thus, || — AH"|[o.« < A. Similarly, can we get
18" (Mo I1E"()lo.a < A
Finally, we apply Lemma 2.1 to conclude that

_a 1_a _a 1
plotlloos P20 00 2T 2 [0 10y 072 [0"]2as p2[0"T1,  [0"]2 < 0(A) = Ar
Since the constants C, A, Ay are independent of n, the proof is finished by induction. O

3. CONVERGENCE FOR PIA WITH BOUNDED COEFFICIENTS

3.1. Convergence for uniform C?>“® solutions. Theorem 2.1 has proved that, under certain
conditions, v" from PIA are uniformly C?>®. The following theorem shows that such solutions
converge to the solution v* of (1.6).

Theorem 3.1. Assume (2.3). Let v* solve (1.6) and let v™ be the solution to (1.10) for n € N.
If v™ are uniformly bounded in C>*(R?) for all n € N, then lim, o v"™ = v* as n — oo locally
uniformly in C*>*(RY).
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Proof. Since 7"*! is a maximizer for Fy(z, Dv", D*v™) for each n > 0, it follows from (1.5) and
the equation (1.10) that
pv" — F(z, Dv™, D*v™) = pv™ — Fyni1(x, Dv™, D*v™) < 0.
Thus, the comparison principle yields
o < " <y
We can then take 7 := lim,_,o v". Since v" are uniformly bounded in C>*(R%) for all n, we get

that v" — © as n — oo locally uniformly in C>*(R%), and © € C?(R?).
Note that, for each u € U,

7" (z,u) = T(x, Dv", D*v")(u) — I'(z, D, D*%)(u)  locally uniformly.

By the equations of v™ and the stability of viscosity solutions (under locally uniform convergence),
we get that v is a viscosity to

pv — / [r(z,w)+b(x,u) - Dv+ 2~ tr(ooT () D?v)
U

— Mn(T'(z, Dv, D*v)(u))] T (z, Dv, D*v)(u) du = 0.

In view of the definition of I" in (1.7), this shows that v is a solution to (1.6). By the comparison
principle again, we have v = v*, which finishes the proof. O

3.2. Quantitative convergence results. In this subsection, we estimate the convergence rate of
V™ to v*, allowing some errors. Let 7*(x,u) = I'(x, Dv*, D?v*)(u) be the unique optimal feedback
control, and let

r*(az):/ljr(a;,u)ﬂ*(m,u)du, b*(x):/(]b(a;,u)ﬂ*(a:,u) du,

(3.1)
*(z) = | ool (z,u)m*(z,u) du *(x) = (7" (z,u))m* (z,u) du
E()/U (@, u)m™ (2, u) du, H()/Ul((7))(7)d7
and then (1.6) is reduced to
pv*(z) — r*(z) — b*(z) - Dv*(x) — 27 tr(S* () D%v* (z)) + AH*(z) = 0. (3.2)

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 and also assuming that Xo(-) is Lipschitz
continuous, then there exist pg, C > 0 such that if p > pg, we have for alln > 1 and xg € R",

,0/ " — o2 da +/ D" — o2 dz < C(2" + £2/p).
Bi(zo) Bi(zo)
As a consequence of this, we have for allmn > 1,
ID(" = v*)loo < C(27" +&8/p) 2
and
* Ao 2 L"'LQ
[0 = v [loo < Cp T2 (27" + £5/p) 42 (@427,

Remark 3.1. If o is independent of u, then eg = €1 = 0, so we obtain the exponential convergence
rate for PIA as a corollary of the result. Also, we remark that the smallness of €1 is only used to
guarantee that v € C>*(RY) uniformly for all n > 1.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume that zg = 0. The proof will be divided into three
steps.

Step 1. Recall that, under the assumptions, v™ and v* are uniformly bounded in C*>*(R?) for
all n > 1. Denote M(x,u) = 3(z,u) — Xo(z) and then we have

| M (z,u)| < eo for all x, u.
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As done before, if we write

9" (z,u) = % <r(m,u) + b(x,u) - D™ + %tr(M(:L',u)D%”)) ,
g (x,u) = % (T‘(ZE,’LL) + b(x,u) - Dv* + %tr(M(ZE,’LL)D2’L)*)> ,

then - .
o= R ) el @)

 Jyexp(gn Tz, w) du’”  Jyexp(g(z. ) du’”
In view of (2.9) and (3.2), and setting 0" := v* — v™, we obtain

,05”(:17)—% tr(Xo(z)D*") = )\/U (g" (z, )™ (x,u) — ¢"(z,u)7" (x,u)) du—A(H" (x)—H"(z)). (3.3)
It follows from the proof of (2.6) and the assumption of (2.11) that |¢"],|¢*| < C uniformly for
all n > 1. By (1.9) and the uniform regularity of v™, v*, we get
|7 (z,u) — 7 (x,u)| < C (|Dﬁ”_1| + 60|D217"_1|) .
Let us remark that 1 is not needed here. For simplicity of notation, we denote
En—1:=En1(x) = C (|IDV" | + e0| D*0" 71| ()

with possibly different constant C' in &, from one line to another. Recall (2.10) and (1.9). By the
assumptions, it follows that

|b* =", |r* =", | M* = M"| < E,_.
Thus, there is C' and &,_1 such that for all u € U, |7*(z,u) — 7" (z,u)| < &,—1. Then
9" (@, w)7™ (2, u) — g"(z, u)7" (2, u)l
< g™ (@, W) |7 (z, u) = 7" (2, w)| + [7" (z, w)| |g" (2, u) — " (2, u)] < Enx + En.
To estimate |H"™ — H*|, note that

In7"(x,u) — In7*(x,u)| = <&n-1,

9" Ha,u) — g*(z,0) - ln/ ed" @) =g @) gyf
U

and, since 7" is strictly positive by the uniform regularity of v™,

™ (z,u)

_1l < * _.n <&, 1.
ﬂ"(az,u) ‘—C|7T ($,’LL) Q (m,u)| <&t

Thus, we obtain

|H" (x) — H*(z)] <

/Uw”(x,u)lnﬂ"(:n,u) du—/ (2, u) In 7 (2, 1) du

U

T (z,u)
<sup|ln7(z,u) — In7*(z,u)| + sup 7—1‘ In7*(z,u)| < &E_1.
sup I 7" (z,0) = In 7, )]+ sup | 22 1 I (o) < €04
Putting these into (3.3) yields
pi" (z) — 27 (2o (2) D) < En1 + En (3.4)

for some C' depending only on the assumptions.

Step 2. Next, let ¢ € [0, 1] be a smooth function on R™ such that for some C' > 0,
o(-)=1on By, |Dé(x)| < Coh(x) for all z € R, o(z)dxr < 0.
R4

Such ¢ exists as one can take a smooth version of min{1, ¢~ 171},
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From (3.4), multiply 9"¢ on both sides of (3.3) and integrate over R™ to get
/ 172 da — = / (S D25 6 da: < / (Ens + E2)7" da. (3.5)
R4 Rd

Since ¥y = ¥o(x) is uniformly Lipschitz continuous and uniformly elliptic, direct computation
yields

—/ tr(SoD*0")0 pdr = » / O, (200" $)50,0" da
Rd

1<i,5<d

= > /axj (L0)ij¢) 0" 0, 0" da + Y /axj (X0)ij 0z, 0" da

1<4,5<d 1<4,5<d
> c/ |Dz7"|2<;5d:1:—0/ 7| DT | dr > c/ |Dz7"|2<;5d:1:—0/ 726 da.
R4 R4 R4 R4

In the first inequality, we used that |[D¢| < C'¢ and uniform ellipticity; and we applied Young’s
inequality in the second inequality. The positive constants ¢, C' depend only on ¢ and the C' norm
of Xy. With this, (3.5) implies that for some positive constants C1,c;,Cy > 0,

p [ o Podnsa [ DifPode <Gy [ [ Pode+Cr [ (€t £ 0" 0ds
Rd Rd Rd R4
By Young’s inequality and that |D?%"~!|,|D?o"| < C, we obtain
(p— Cg)/ 15" |2 ¢ da +c1/ |Dv" |2 dx
R Rd

< Cl/ (|DT"7Y| 4 | DT"|) 5" | da + CClao/ |0"|¢ dz
Rd Rd

C1 C1 302 1/2
_—/ |Dﬁ”|2¢dx+—/ |Dz7"_1|2<;5d:17+—1/ 15" |2 ¢ dx 4 Ceg </ |z7"|2<;5d:1:>
Rd

with C{ = CCy. Let us assume p > 2C5 + 3C’1 /c1, and so
1/2
p/ 5" 2 dz + cl/ |DT" ¢ da < c—l/ | D" 2 ¢ dx + 2C o (/ yu"y2¢dx> . (36)
d 2 R4 Rd
If [pu[0"?¢da > (2C 9)2, (3.6) is reduced to
1
/ |Do" |2 da < —/ |D5" 2 ¢ du.

2 Jpa

Otherwise, [pa [0"[*¢ dx < (20 202, so for both cases we have

(2C150)
pcr

/ D" 2pdz < / Do 2 dar + 2150

It follows that

/ D26 d < / D12 dg 4+ 212

/ | D2 ¢da;+(1+
pc1

(0150)

pc '

2 pC1

<...< 2—”/ |D?°)? ¢ dx +
Rd
Since [[v°]|2 < 0o and [pa |¢(2)|dz < 0o, we proved that there exists C3 > 0 such that for all n > 1,

/ |DT"|*pdx < C3(27™ +€2/p). (3.7)
Rd
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Step 3. Finally, it follows from (3.6) that

1/2
p/ 0" 2pda < Cser (27" + €3 /p) + 2C <0 (/ ]v"\2¢dx> .
R4 Rd
This shows that
,0/ 15" dx < max {2C3¢; (27" —1—63/,0) , (40{60)2/p} ,
Rd

which, combining with (3.7) and the fact that ¢ = 1 in By, finishes the proof of the first claim.
Because sup,, |[v" —v*[|2,o < 00, if |[D(v™ —v*)|(0) = § > 0 for some § > 0, then |D(v" —v*)| > g
in Bs for some ¢ > 0. Therefore ||D(v" — v*)H%Q(Bl) < (27" + &3 /p) from the theorem yields
D" —v%)|(0) < O + e3/p) T =: .

With this, if [v™ — v*|(0) = § > 0 for some ¢’ > 0, then |[v" — v*| > %/ in By /e, N By for some
¢ > 0. We obtain the following pointwise estimate:

1 d
”Un(O) — U*(O)’ < Cp_ﬁ@_" + E%/p) a2 T agay2 )
After shifting the solutions, these finish the proof.

4. UNBOUNDED NON-DEGENERATE ELLIPTIC EQUATIONS

In this section, we study non-degenerate elliptic equations, in which the coefficients might be
unbounded in RY.
Recall that, by (1.8), v*(z) = supep(y V™ () is a viscosity solution to

pv — F(z, Dv, D*v) = 0 = pv — Fy«(2, Dv,D?v)  with 7* = ['(z, Dv*, D*v*).
Plugging in the definition of " in (1.7) into the definition of F; in (1.4) yields the equation

pv— Aln /U exp [% <7’(m, u) + b(w,u) - Dv+ %tr(E(m, u)szu)>]du 0. (4.1)

In this section, we study (4.1) and only assume X > 0. If ;b and ¥ are independent of u, the
equation becomes a linear equation, which includes (1.10).
Recall |U| =1 and ¥(z,u) = o(z,u)o(z,u)T. We make the following assumptions:

r(z,u), b(x,u), o(x,u) are locally uniformly Lipschitz continuous in z, (4.2)
and there exist N > 0 and Ag, A; > 1 such that for all (z,u) € R? x U,

r(z,w)] < A1+ [2Y), [b(z,u)] < Az(1+ J2)), Jo(z,u)] < As(1+ Jz)), (4.3)
where, for X = (z;;) a vector or a matrix, |X| := max; ; |x;;|.

4.1. Existence and uniqueness. We start with a comparison principle in bounded domains.
Throughout this section, we allow degenerate diffusion, that is, we only require ¥ > 0.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q C R? be a bounded open set, and assume (4.2). Let pu (resp. v) be a bounded
subsolution (resp. supersolution) to

pp— F(z,Dp, D*u) =0 in Q, (4.4)
such that

sup (u(z) —v(x)) < 0.
€02

Then p <wv in .
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Proof. In view of [7, Theorem 3.3|, it suffices to check that the operator pu — F(z,p, X) is proper
and satisfies conditions (3.13) and (3.14) in [7]. By the definition of the operator, we only need to
verify (3.14): there is a function w : [0, 00] — [0, 0] such that w(0+) = 0 and

F(z,a(z —y), Xa) = Fy,a(z — y),Ya) < wlalz =y + |z - y|) (4.5)
whenever z,y € Q, r € R, and X,,Y, € S% are such that
—3a <Hg H(D < <)ga _2/&) < 3a (_Hﬁd _Hgd> (4.6)
Indeed from [7, Example 3.6], (4.6) and the uniform Lipschitz continuity of o(-,u) yield for any
uw e U and z,y € Q,
tr(o(z,u)o’ (z,u)Xa) — tr(o(y,u)o? (y,u)Ys) < Calz — y|?

where C' > 0 only depends on (4.2), A; and R, where R is such that Q C Bgr. Moreover, using
(4.2) yields, for

fulz,p, X) :=7r(x,u) + b(x,u) p+ %tr(E(m,u)X), (4.7)

that

for some C' > 0, and so
1 1
M [ exp | S Aule.ate = ). %) du = xn [ exp |5 o ale - 9,0 du
U A U A
1
< )\ln/ exp <XC(\9€ —y|+ alz — y[2)> du = C(jx — y| + alz — y|?).
U

This and the equation (4.1) show (4.5) with w(z) := C=z. O

Lemma 4.2 (Comparison principle in R?%). Assume (4.2), (4.3) and that

p>4(N +1)(Az + NAs3). (4.8)
Let pi and v be, respectively, a subsolution and a supersolution to (4.1) in R? such that
lim sup MN&(%) <0. (4.9)

Then 1 < v in R%,
Proof. For any £ > 0, define
pe(x) = p(a) — (1 + |z[VH).

We claim that s, is a (viscosity) subsolution to (4.1) in R?. Indeed, if ¢ € C*(R?) is such that
e — ¢ has a local maximum at zp € R%. Then pu — ¢, with ¢, := ¢ + (1 + |z|V*!) has a local
maximum at zg. Using the notation from (4.7) and the assumptions (4.2)—(4.3) implies that

fu(@o, De(w0), D*@(w0)) — fulwo, De(0), D*p(0))
< e(N + 1)|b(xo, u)||zo|™ + (N + 1)N|X(x0, u)||zo|¥
< (N + 1) Az (1 + |zol)|zo| ¥ + (N + )N Az(1 + |zo|)?|zo|
Recall that F(z,p, X) = Aln fU exp[%fu(x,p,X)] du. Since p is a subsolution to (4.1),

pi(o) — F(xo, Dge(x0), D*@e(20)) < 0.
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We obtain at x = xg,
pie — F(20,Dp, D) < p(p — (1 + |zo|N*1)) — F(wo, Dpe, D*;)
+ (N + 1) Aa(1 + |zo|)|wol™ + (N + 1)NAz(1 + |xo])?| o)V
< —ep (1+ [ao™) + (N + 1)(Az + NAz) (1 + |ao])[ao[V .
Hence by (4.8), we get from the above that
pie — F(zo, Dp, D) < 0.

Therefore, for all € > 0, u. is a subsolution to (4.1).
Now by (4.9), there exists R. > 0 such that lim.,o R = co and pu.(x) < v(z) for all |z| > R..
Therefore applying Lemma 4.1 to v, u. with @ = Bp_ yields

pe(x) <w(x) forall x € Bp,_.
Taking ¢ — 0 leads to u < v in R%. O

Proposition 4.1. Under the assumption of Lemma /.2, there exists a unique (viscosity) solution
v to (4.1) such that for all x € R?,

()| < 241071 (1 + |z|2)N/2, (4.10)

Proof. To prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions, in view of the comparison principle, it
suffices to produce a supersolution and a subsolution with a polynomial growth at infinity and
invoke Perron’s method.

By (4.1) and (4.3), for any (z,p, X) € R? x R? x S, we have

F(z,p, X) < A1+ [2)N? 4+ Ay (1 + [2*) 2 [p] + A3(1 + |2]*)|X]. (4.11)

Set ¢(z) := (1+ |z[?)N/2, and then define ji(x) := Agp(z) with Ay := 24 /p. For simplicity, below
we drop (x) from the notations of fi(z), ¢(x). We have from (4.11) and direct computations that

pii — F(x, Dfi, D*i) > pAo(1 + |z|2)N? — A1 (1 + |2)N/? — AgN(Ag + A3(N —1))(1 + |=|?)N/?
> (pAo/2 = Ar)(1 + |2H)N? > 0,
thanks to (4.8). Thus, [ is a supersolution.

Similarly, it can be shown that p := —[i is a subsolution. It is clear that
@) @)
jafvoo [N '

Thus by Perron’s method and Lemma 4.2, we obtain the unique solution v to (4.1) and it satisfies
p < v < fi, which yields (4.10). O

Remark 4.1. The following comments are in order.

1. If we do not assume p to be sufficiently large, then the uniqueness of solutions might fail.
For example (when d = 1) both v = 0 and v = x are solutions to v — xzv, = 0, and both
v=0 and v =12+ 1 are solutions to v — (1 + 2%)vy, = 0.

2. For any fized large p = N(N — 1) with N > 2 an integer, the uniqueness of solutions still
fails in general. To see this, we first construct the following N + 1 numbers: ay = 1,
anN—1 = 2(N—N_1) and define iteratively for k=N —2,...,0,

(k+ Dag41 + (k+2)(k + D)agio
NN —k(k—1)

ap =

Then one can check directly that v = Z]kV:O apx® and v = 0 are both solutions to pv —
Uy — %(1 + :172)vm = 0. This does not contradict Proposition 4.1 because our result claims
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the unique solution among functions that grow as fast as a polynomial of power c\/p for
some possibly small ¢ > 0 (depending on the assumption (4.3)). However, in the example,
/5= VNV -1
Also, we cannot allow exponential growth of solutions (otherwise uniqueness fails). For
instance, both 0 and €* are solutions to v — vy, = 0. These examples show the optimality
of our assumptions on p in terms of N in Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.1.
3. If b(-,u) and o(-,u) are only allowed to have a sublinear growth in x, that is

a0l o)
R—o0 (z,u) € BrxU R

=0,

then the existence and uniqueness of solutions, and the comparison principle hold the same
without having to assume p to be sufficiently large. The proof is similar to the one presented
in the paper. We also refer readers to [28, Theorem 8].

5. CONVERGENCE OF PIA WITH UNBOUNDED COEFFICIENTS

This section concerns the case when o is independent of the control, and the coefficients can be
unbounded.

Let us start with the following interior W?2? estimate. The classical result can be found, for
example, in [6, Chapter 3, Theorem 4.2]). However, it is not sufficient for us as we need to carefully
track the dependence of the constants on the size of the coefficients of the equation.

Let ¥ be a solution to

pi(z) — () — b(z) - Di(z) — 2~ tr (i:(x)p%(a:)) — 0. (5.1)
Lemma 5.1. Assume that p > 1, and for some Co >0, % =567 > ]Id/éo and & is Lipschitz

continuous with constant Cy. Consider the domain Boy (zg) for an arbitrary o € R, Suppose there
erist A1, As, A3 > 1 such that

1F( ) 2o (Batzo)y < A1y D)L (Baae)) < A2s 150|100 (B (20)) < As- (5.2)

Then for any p > d, there exists C' = C(é’o,p, d) > 0 but independent of Ay, Ay, As, p and xg such
that the solution v to (5.1) satisfies

~ ~ ~4+ﬁ
I1D?v|lwrn (B (o)) < C | AL+ (A5 + A3 " + p) vl zoo (By(x0)) | - (5.3)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we only prove the result for xg = 0. Below, we divide the proof
into three steps.
Step 1. We first derive a Sobolev inequality over Br with explicit dependence of constants on
R € (0, %) Since p > d, we can apply Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality to u(z) :=
U(Rx) in B to get
0 —6
IDpllzo(syy < CID?*ull 7oy Il o) + Clittll o (31
where the parameters satisfy
L1, 2
p d “p d”
and C only depends p and d. By Young’s inequality, we have for any ¢ € (0, 1] that
__0
IDpll e (myy < el D?pllpocpyy + Ce™ 7 |1l oo (1),
which implies, for C' only depending on p,d and independent of R,e that

Cad qad
D0l 10(5) < RID* 105y + Ce PR 1+p||UHL°°(BR)- (5.4)
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Step 2. In this step, we derive a uniform Sobolev estimate for a transformed function w(x)
defined below on small balls.
First, since ¥ = 667 and (5.2), there exists ¢ € (0,1) depending on d such that

{i($1)1/2$+$1|$€BC/A3} C By V1 € By. (5.5)

Set R := ¢/ (Ay+ A2)~! for some ¢’ € (0, ¢) to be determined in the proof. Then, by the assumption
that & is Lipschitz continuous, there exists C’ depending only on Cj such that for any 0 < R < R,

5 (i:(xl)l/% n xl) - i(xl)( < O'A2|z| < C"A2R. (5.6)

From now on, fix #; € B; and define w(z) := v(X(z1)Y?z 4 x1). (5.5) yields that & is well-
defined in a neighbourhood of Bj. A direct calculation shows that @ satisfies —3Aw(z) = g(z)
with

g(x) =F <i‘(x1)1/2x + azl) +b (f)(xl)l/Qx + azl) (1) Y2 Du(x)
s ~ (5.7)
v ol ((z(z(:pl)l/% Fa)S(@) " - ]Id> D%a(x)) — pii(a).

Next, for any R € (0, R] and 7 € (0, R), take ¢ € C3°(BR) a cutoff function such that
(<1inBg, ¢(=1inB, and |D*¢|<C(R—n)"" withk=1,2.
Here the constant C' can be taken independent of R and 1. Then w(zx) := w(x)((x) satisfies
27 A(x) = g(x)¢(x) — Dd(x) - D¢(x) — 27 () A () =: §(=).
By classical results for elliptic equations (e.g., [6, Chapter 3, Theorem 3.6]), we have that

I1D*®]| 10 (5r) < CllGl Lo (Br)»
where C' depends only on p,d. Then by the definition of {, the above estimate implies that

ID*®| 1o (5,) < CllgllLo(Br) + C(R = 1) D@ Lo(sg) + C(R =) (@] oo (1) (5.8)
with C' independent of 0 < 7 < R < R. Then (5.6)—(5.8) together yield that
|1 D*@| o5,y < C <Hf||Loo(Bl)|BR|1/p + (1Bl oo () 1 D@ | Lo (B ) + ASRID*®| 1o (5,) + P||w\|LP(BR))
+C(R =)Dl o) + C(R— 1) 2|0l L (5)
<C (Ale/p + Ao || DB 1o () + ASR||D*@|| 1o () + PRd/pH’lDHLoo(BR))

+ C(R=n) " DBl o) + C(R—n) 10| oo ()

(5.9)
where C only depends on Cy,p and d. In particular, it is independent of 0 < n < R < R and
xr1 € Bl. ~

Now, it follows from (5.4) that there exists C' independent of R € (0, R) and ¢ € (0, 1] such that

Cad _q.d
|D|| 1o (y) < ER|D*| 1oy + Ce™ TP R0 ||| oo (8-

Since R < R < (fig + Ag):l, applying the above estimate with € = 1 in the last but one line of
(5.9) and with e = (A + A2)(R —n) < 1 in the last line of (5.9) yields

D2 < Cy(Ay + A2)R| D% cy (AR + (AyR™Y% + pRY) |
| D@ o (B,) < C1(A2 + A3)R||D*0|| 1 (By) + C1 (A1 R? + (Az » + pRP)|[W0| Loo(Br)
~ - q.d B B
+C1L(1+ (A2 + A)R)H2) (R — 0) 2|10 oo ().

where C; > 1 depends only on Cp,p and d.
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Let us now take ¢’ = min{c, 1/(2C1)}, R = d(Ay + A3)~" and Ry := R/2. Thus, for all
Ry < n < R < R, the above inequality yields for some C{ > 0 depending only on Cy, ¢, d, p,
2~ Lo i pd i p-1+8 SIS
D@ r(B,) < §HD 0| r (e + C1 (A1R” + (AR 7y +PR”)HWHLO<>(BE))
+C1(R =)@l p(5,)-
We use [6, Chapter 2, Lemma 4.1] to get for all Ry < n < R < R that

d d

~ O 4. .
ID?®| r(5,) < C <A1R5’ + (A2Ry 7 +pR5)”wHL°"(BzRO)> + C(R —0) 72| o0 (B, )
which yields
- . d 144 d o
anmmﬁgc@u%+mmoP+mw+%»mmw&w> (5.10)

where C only depends on Cp, p,d. For readers’ convenience, we copy [6, Chapter 2, Lemma 4.1]
after the proof.

Step 3. Let us turn back to v. Notice that there exists C' > 1 only depending on Cj such that
S(z1)"V2Bp = {S(z1)"Y%x |2 € Br} C Bgp for all 71 € By. Set rg = Ry/C, and then (5.10)
and w(x) = v(2(z1)"2x + 1) together give that

1/p
D%v ) = / D25(2)|PS(x1) " 2dz < C||D*w
D=0 Lo (B, (21)) ( i(zl)*l/zBm‘ (2)[P2(x1) D0 1o (B, ) (5.11)

- g . —144d 4 9
< 0 (A + (g% prf + 5ol )
where we also used (5.5) in the last inequality, and the constant C' only depends on Co, p, d.

Next, we can take N := (|Vd/ro] + 1)? balls centered at {y1,ys,...,yn} C Bj such that
B, C Uf\il B, (yi). By applying (5.11) to 1 = y1,--- ,yn, we have that

N l/p d d d
- 144 4 _
||D2U||Lp(Bl) < (E HD2U||IL),P(BT.O(%))> < CN/P [Aﬂ“g + (Aarg P+ prg 41 2)HUHL°°(B2)]
i=1

~ ~ —2—d
<0 [t g o1y )il
Recall that o = ¢//C(Ay + A3)~!. By (5.4) again, we obtain
~ ~ ~ o~ 44 2d
ID*0llwin(s,) < C [Al + (A3 + A AT+ Ay 7+ P)HvHLoo(Bz)]

where C' is independent of A, Ay, A3 and p. This finishes the proof by Young’s inequality. O
Let us state Lemma 4.1 from [6, Chapter 2| that was used in the proof of Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. Let o(r) be a bounded nonnegative function defined on the interval [Ro, R1], where
Ry > Rg > 0. Suppose that for any Ry <n < R < Ry, ¢ satisfies

p(n) < Op(R) + -~ +B

A
(R —mn)
where 0, A, B and a are nonnegative constants, § < 1. Then

A

W+B:|, for all Ry <n < R < Ry,

where C' depends only on «, 0.
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Now we study PIA. We make the following assumptions:

(H1) Assume %(-,u) > I;/Co, (4.2), (4.3), and (4.8). Suppose that v° is locally uniformly C%¢
for some a € (0,1) and
]

sup R~ |'U0||C1,a(BR) < 00.
R>1

(H2) U = [0,1]* for some L > 1.
(H3) The maps u — r(z,u) and u — b(z,u) are uniformly Lipschitz continuous. And o = o(x)
is independent of w.

We comment that (H2) can be generalized to a cone test condition [16, Assumption 4.2].

Since o is independent of u, we have a simpler formula for 7#”. Indeed, for n > 1, define

_ exp (3(r(z,u) + b(z,u) - Dv"~1(z))
Jyexp (3 (r(z, v') + bz, ') - Dv*—1(z)) du'’

and 7", b",’H" the same as in (2.10) with the above 7. We then look for v" from the equation:

" (z) — r(z) — b (z) - Dv™(x) — 27 tr(2(x) D% (z)) + AH(x) = 0. (5.13)

7" (x)(u) := T'(z, Dv" " (z))(u) (5.12)

Below we show the well-posedness of (5.13) and thus the PIA, and we use the uniform ellipticity
of the equation to obtain some uniform estimates on on v™ for all n > 0.

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of (H1)-(H3), there exists C' > 0 independent of p such that
for alln > 1 and any R > 0,

plv"roe(myy < CL+RY) and  [|Dv"||ea(sy) < O+ |RIT).

Proof. Let M > 2 be a large constant, so that it satisfies for some C > 1 to be determined
(independent of n, p),

;1;1; R_NHUOHCLQ(BR) <M and M >C(1+1InM).

1 exists, and for all zyp € R? we have

Assume for induction that for some n > 1, v~
D0 g8y (za)) < M (1 + [ao| V). (5.14)
Recall (2.10) and (5.12). We get from (4.3) that

|r"(z)] < sup |r(z,u)| < A;(1+ \m]N) and [b"(z)| < sup |b(x,u)| < As(1 + |z|). (5.15)
uelU uelU

Since U = [0,1]", the cone test condition in [16, Corollary 4.2] is satisfied. Thus, the corollary
yields that there exists C' depending on L, A\, N and other constants in the assumptions such that

KT (2)] = ‘)\ /U In((z, Do (2)))T (z, Do () du
< CQA+In(1+|Dv" H(x)])) < C(In M +In(1 + |z))
where, in the second inequality, we applied the induction hypothesis (5.14). Thus,
r™(z) — MM (z)] < (A1 +2CIn M)(1 + |z|V). (5.16)

Then it follows from (4.8) and Proposition 4.1 (with r™(z)—AH"(x), b" (z) in place of r(z, u), b(x, u))
that there exists a unique solution v™ to (5.13) such that

plv™(z)| < C1(A1 +In M) (1+ |:E|N) vz € RY, (5.17)
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where (7 depends only on L, A\, N and the assumptions. By applying Lemma 5.1 to v" with an
arbitrary p > d, we have for any point zo € R? that,
I w2 (Bagaoy < C |l = N 12w (5, o+
n 4+ n
(P +|[b ||2Loo(B4(xO)) + ||O_||L°°€B4(xo))> [[v ‘|L°°(B4(:c0))]7

Recall p > 4(N + 1)(A2 + N A3) from (4.8). We apply (4.3), (5.15), (5.16) and (5.17) to get

2d

3+ 2d
||Un||W2'p(Bl(IE0)) <C (A1 + IHM) <A2 + A3 P > <1 + |:E0|N+4+ P ) (5.18)

with C' depending only on Cy, p, d (independent of p > 1).
Now, taking p = max{%, 2d} and using (5.18), we apply Sobolev embedding (e.g., [11, Section
5.6.2, Theorem 5]) to get

0" lera (B (zo)) < ClIIV lw2r(Bawe)y < C (A1 +In M) (Ag + A3) (1 + |2o/¥0), (5.19)
where C' is independent of xg, p and n > 1. Hence if M is sufficiently large such that
C (A1 +In M) (As + A3) < M, (5.20)
then
ID0™lea (B, (wo)) < M (1 + |20V F7).
By induction, we finished the proof of (5.14).
Finally, (5.17) finishes the proof of the lemma. O
Corollary 5.1. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.3, then we have
oV <, Vn > 1.
Proof. By Proposition 4.1 and Lemma 5.3
pllv* |z < C(L+RY) VR >0,

for some constant C independent of n and p, and v™ is a subsolution for (4.1). Notice that v" ! being
a subsolution to (5.13) for any n > 1. Thus, with 7" (z) — AH"(z),b"(z) in place of r(z,u), b(x, u)
in (4.4), we apply Lemma 4.2 to (5.13) to get that v™ > v"~! for any n > 1. O

The next goal is to obtain the convergence of v as n — co.

Theorem 5.1. Under the assumptions (H1)—(H3), let v* solve (3.2) with o independent of u, and
let v™ from PIA. Then v™ — v as n — oo locally uniformly in CH* over R?.

Proof. By the uniform local bound of {v"}, in Lemma 4.2, Corollary 5.1 and the Monotone Con-
vergence Theorem, v™ converges locally uniformly to some function, denoted as v.

By Lemma 5.3, v" and # are locally uniformly bounded in C1*. Therefore, we actually have that
v™ — © locally uniformly in C1®. This implies that 7" (x,u) — I'(z, Dv)(u) locally uniformly as
n — oo. By the definition of r™,b™ and the stability of viscosity solutions (under locally uniform
convergence), we get that o is a viscosity to

pv — / [r(az,u) + b(z,u) - Dv+ %tr(aaT(az)DQU) — AIn(T'(z, Dv)(u)) | T'(z, Dv)(u) du = 0.
U

The definition of I' then yields that © is a viscosity solution to (3.2). Thus, by the comparison
principle, ¥ = v*, which finishes the proof. O
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