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Abstract

In this paper we derive a Hamilton-Jacobi equation with obstacle from a discrete

linear integro-differential model in population dynamics, with exponentially decay-

ing mutation kernel. The fact that the kernel has exponential decay leads to a modifi-

cation of the classical Hamilton-Jacobi equation obtained previously from continuous

models in [3]. We consider a population parameterized by a scaling parameter K

and composed of individuals characterized by a quantitative trait, subject to selection

and mutation. In the regime of large population K → +∞, small mutations and large

time we prove that the WKB transformation of the density converges to the unique

viscosity solution of a Hamilton-Jacobi equation with obstacle.

Keywords: Integro-differential equation, Hamilton-Jacobi equation, viscosity solution,

population dynamics.

1 Introduction

The study of eco-evolutionary dynamics of populations structured by quatitative traits

and subject to selection and mutation, has been extensively developed in several works.

Two approaches have emerged: deterministic models represented by partial differential

equations (PDEs) (see [11, 3, 15, 12]), and stochastic individual-based models (see [7, 8,

10]). A classical deterministic model, given by a non-local integro-differential equation
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introduced in [3], assumes that in a population structured by quantitative trait x, the

phenotypic density n(t,x), at time t satisfies



∂tn(t,x) = R(x,I(t))n(t,x) +
∫
Rd
p(y,I(t))G(y − x)n(t,y)dy, ∀(t,x) ∈ (0,+∞)×R,

I(t) =
∫
Rd
n(t,y)dy ∀t > 0,

n(0, .) = n0(.),

(1)

where R and p are respectively the growth rate and mutation rate, which depend on traits

and the total size I(t), and G is a probability kernel of mutation effects. A well-know

approach to study these models is to perform an asymptotic analysis of the problem in

the regime of small mutation steps (see, for instance, [3, 15]). In the regime of small

mutation variance of order ε2 where ε is a small parameter, G(.) is replaced by 1
εG(

.
ε ) to

account of small mutations. Moreover, the large time scale is rescaled as t→ t
ε . Then, the

above model, without competition satisfies


∂tnε(t,x) =

1
εR(x)nε(t,x) +

1
ε

∫
Rd
p(y)1εG

(
y−x
ε

)
n(t,y)dy, ∀(t,x) ∈ (0,+∞)×R,

nε(0, .) = n0ε (.)
(2)

The Hopf-cole transformation uε(t,x) = ε lognε(t,x), yields in the limit ε → 0, a dy-

namic described by the following Hamilton-Jacobi equation


∂tu(t,x) = R(x) + p(x)

∫
Rd
G(y)e∇u(t,x).ydy, (t,x) ∈ (0,+∞)×R,

u(0, .) = u0(.).
(3)

The analysis of [3] is conducted under a mutation kernel with finite exponential moments

for any order. Similar results have been obtained in models where mutations are mod-

eled by a diffusion term (see [3, 15]). However, when we consider a kernel which does

not decay faster than exponential, Equation (3) may not be well-defined. Biologically it is

interesting to consider a kernel with slow decay, since it allows to take into account large

mutation jumps with a high rate. Few works have studied kernels with slow decay, for

example fractional diffusion in [14, 13], or a fat-tailed kernel in [5].

In this work, we study a discrete linear version of (2) with vanishing discretization

step and with an exponentially decaying mutation kernel. Our main goal is to prove that

in a limit combining small mutations and discretization step, we obtain the convergence

of the discrete model to a Hamilton-Jacobi equation with obstacle. In this work, we focus
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on the non-finite nature of the Hamiltonian and the discrete aspect. To treat the case

where the growth rate may depend on the total population size I , one has to deal with

further technical difficulties. In particular the limit of I is not necessarily continuous but

only of bounded variation. One then has to deal with the notion of viscosity solutions for

discontinuous Hamilton-Jacobi equations (see [13]).

The main difficulty in this work is that the Hamiltonian

H(x,p) = −R(x)− p(x)
∫

R

G(y)ep.ydy, (4)

can be infinite. Another difficulty arises from the limited knowledge of the equation

only on a grid. To prove the convergence of the WKB transformation of the density, we

combine the method of semi-relaxed limits (see [1, 4]) with Lipschitz estimates in space.

The methods based on semi-relaxed limits and Lipschitz estimates are often used alter-

natively and in classical works one of the methods is usually sufficient. Here we combine

the two methods. We use the semi-relaxed limits to overcome the difficulty coming from

the Hamiltonian with infinite values, and the Lipschitz estimates in x to deal with the dis-

crete aspect of the problem. The method used here is closely related to the works [13, 6].

Here, we explain the motivation to consider a discrete model. The derivation of

Hamilton-Jacobi equations from individual-based models is generally carried out in two

steps: the first one is to derive deterministic integro-differential equations from individual-

based models in the limit of a large population [7, 8], the second is to derive Hamilton-

Jacobi equations from integro-differential models in the regime of a small mutation vari-

ance [3, 15]. Recently, a direct derivation of theHamilton-Jacobi equation from an individual-

based model has been obtained in the limit of large population in [9] from a model on a

discrete gride. Our motivation is the same as in this reference, so we use a similar scaling

and descritization.

Thus, this work can be considered as a first step towards deriving a Hamilton-Jacobi

equation with obstacle from an individual-based model.

In section 2, we describe the discrete model, the parameter scaling, and we state our

main result. The remaining of this paper is dedicated to the proof of this result, we refer

to the end of section 2 for a detailed plan of the proof.
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2 Model and main result

2.1 The model

We consider a population parameterized by a carrying capacity K ∈N, consisting of indi-

viduals characterized by a trait which belongs toR, subject to selection and mutation. We

consider a parameter δK → 0 as K → +∞. The trait space with δK discretization is given

by: XK := {iδK , i ∈ Z}. We consider a discrete version in XK of the selection-mutation

model (2) without scalings, (nKi (t))i∈Z where nKi (t) is the population density at time t and

trait iδK , such that

d

dt
nKi (t) = R(iδK )n

K
i (t) +

∑

j∈Z

p(jδK )δKG((j − i)δK )n
K
j (t). (5)

The growth rate of individuals with trait iδK is denoted by R(iδK ) and is assumed to

depend only on trait. The term with the sum models mutations: an individual with trait

jδK mutates at a rate p(jδK ), and the probability of mutation to trait iδK is δKG((j − i)δK ),

where G(·) is a probability density function representing mutation effects.

Our purpose is to perform an asymptotic analysis of (5). We discuss now our choice of

scalings applied to (5). To consider small mutation effects, we assume that the standard

deviation of mutations is of the order 1
logK . To take into account this assumption, we

investigate a rescaling introduced in [9], where we reduce the magnitude of mutations.

To this end we replace G(.) by logKG(. logK).We shall introduce also a change of variable

in time, given by t 7→ t logK , which accelerates the dynamics and allows us to observe the

effects of the accumulation of small mutations. We assume that

δK ≪
1

logK
,

so that the trait discretization step allows to observe mutations with sizes of the order of
1

logK . Then hK := δK logK → 0 as K → +∞.We obtain the following rescaled problem:



1
logK

d
dtn

K
i (t logK) = R(iδK )n

K
i (t logK) +

∑
l∈Z p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )n

K
l+i(t logK), ∀(t, i) ∈ (0,+∞)×Z

nKi (0) = n
K,0(iδK ),

(6)

where nK,0 is the initial density.

Following earlier works [3, 15, 9], we perform the classical Hopf-Cole transformation on

4



a logarithmic scale

uKi (t) =
log(nKi (tlogK))

logK
.

It is easier to study the asymptotic behaviour of uK instead of nK . Therefore the density

of the subpopulation characterized by trait iδK can be expressed as follows:

nKi (t logK) = K
uKi (t).

We obtain the following system of ordinary differential equations:



d
dtu

K
i (t) = R(iδK ) +

∑
l∈Z p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e

logK(uKl+i (t)−u
K
i (t)), ∀(t, i) ∈ (0,+∞)×Z

uKi (0) = u
K,0(iδK ).

(7)

2.2 Assumptions

1. We assume that R and p are Lipschitz continuous functions with Lipschitz norms

‖R‖Lip and ‖p‖Lip, and that there exist two constants R and R, and two positive

constants p and p such that for any x ∈ R,

R ≤ R(x) ≤ R and 0 < p ≤ p(x) ≤ p. (8)

2. The kernel G has exponential decay, i.e., G(x) = f (x)e−|x|, such that
∫
R
G(y)dy = 1, G

is a positive continuous function in R, and for all x ∈R

0 <min
x∈R

f (x) ≤ f (x) ≤ sup
x∈R

f (x) <∞, (9)

which implies that

∫

R

G(y)eaydy < +∞ ∀|a| < 1, and
∫

R

G(y)eaydy = +∞ ∀|a| ≥ 1. (10)

An example of Kernel G satisfying Assumption 2 is given by the exponential kernel

G(x) = 1
2e
−|x|.

3. There exist positive constants A and B1 such that, for any i ∈Z and K ≥ 1

uK,0(iδK ) ≤ −A|iδK |+B1. (11)

5



4. There exists a positive constant L < 1 such that, for any i ∈Z and K ≥ 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
uK,0((i +1)δK )− uK,0(iδK )

δK

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ L, (12)

i.e. for any K ≥ 1, uK,0 is L-Lipschitz continous in the discrete trait space XK .

5. The linear interpolation ũK,0 of uK,0, defined as follows: for all x ∈ R, let i ∈ Z be

such that x ∈ [iδK , (i +1)δK ),

ũK,0(x) = uK,0(iδK )(1−
x

δK
+ i) +uK,0((i +1)δK )(

x

δK
− i),

converges locally uniformly to a continuous function u0, as K → +∞.

From Assumption 1 the growth rate is bounded and the mutation rate is bounded from

below by a positive value, ensuring that every individual has a positive probability of

mutating. Moreover, from Assumption 2, we conclude that the sum
∑
l∈Z hKG(lhK ), con-

verges to 1, as K → +∞ (see Lemma 3.1 for a proof), Assumption 3 implies that the initial

population size IK (0) =
∑
i∈Z δKn

K
i (0) is bounded by 2δKKB1 /(1−e−AhK ). Finally, Assump-

tions 4 and 5 imply that u0 is L-Lipschitz continuous.

2.3 Main result

For selection-mutation models, it has been shown in [3, 15, 11] that in the limit, the

dynamics are characterized by a viscosity solution of a Hamilton-Jacobi equation. In this

context, one expects that in the limit K → +∞, a continuous dynamics in a continuous

trait space described by a Hamilton-Jacobi equation is obtained. For this purpose, we

introduce the following affine, continuous interpolation of uKi , on the non-discretized

trait space R. For all x ∈R, let i ∈Z be such that x ∈ [iδK , (i +1)δK ), we define

ũK (t,x) = uKi (t)(1−
x

δK
+ i) +uKi+1(t)(

x

δK
− i). (13)

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions 1-5, let uK = (uKi )i∈Z be the solution of (7) and ũK as in

(13). Then, as K → +∞, ũK converges locally uniformly to the function u ∈ C([0,+∞) ×R),

unique continuous viscosity solution to the following equation


min(∂tu(t,x)−R(x)− p(x)

∫
R
G(y)e∇u(t,x).ydy,1− |∇u(t,x)|) = 0, ∀(t,x) ∈ (0,+∞)×R

u(0, .) = u0(.).
(14)
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This theorem characterizes, in the limit of large population and small mutation vari-

ance, a dynamics described by a Hamilton-Jacobi equation in the viscosity sense. This

equation differs from the equations obtained in previous work (see for example, [3, 9]), as

it includes an additional term due to the fact that the Hamiltonian (4) takes infinite val-

ues when |p| ≥ 1, stemming from the exponential decay of the mutation kernel. Equation

(14) has the form of the classical equation

∂tu(t,x)−R(x)− p(x)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u(t,x).ydy = 0,

for subsolution when |∇u| < 1. For the supersolution, since the Hamiltonian takes infinite

values when |∇u| ≥ 1, this enforces u to satisfy |∇u| ≤ 1.

The remaining of this paper is dedicated to the proof of this result: In Section 3, we

present results regarding the existence, uniqueness, and comparison principle for the

equation (6). In Section 4, we establish the local bound and Lipschitz estimates of the

solutions (7), which are crucial ingredients in proving convergence. Sections 5 and 6 are

dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2.1.

3 Preliminary results

Lemma 3.1. For any a ∈ (−1,1), the sum
∑
l∈Z hKG(hK l)e

ahK |l | converges to
∫
R
G(y)ea|y|dy as

K → +∞, and there exists a finite constant α(a) such that

sup
K≥1

∑

l∈Z

hKG(hK l)e
ahK |l | =: α(a). (15)

Proof. Let a ∈ (−1,1). LetM > 0, by continuity ofG the Riemann sum
∑
|lhK |≤M

hKG(lhK )eahK |l |

converges to
∫
|x|≤M

G(x)ea|x|dx.Moreover, by Assumption 2, we have

∑

|lhK |>M

hKG(lhK )e
ahK |l | ≤ C

∑

|lhK |>M

hKe
−|lhK |eahK |l |

≤ C

∫

|y|≥M
e−(1−a)|y|+o(1)dy

Then

limsup
K→+∞

∑

|lhK |>M

hKG(lhK )e
ahK |l | ≤ C

∫

|y|≥M
e−(1−a)|y|dy.
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We letM tend to infinity, we deduce the convergence of the entire sum
∑
l∈Z hKG(lhK )e

ahK |l |

to
∫
R
G(y)ea|y|dy, as K → +∞.

Theorem 3.2. Under Assumptions 1-3, for all K ≥ 1, there exists a unique solution
nK ∈ C1(R+, ℓ1(Z)) to equation (6) which satisfies, for all t ≥ 0,

‖nK (t)‖ℓ1(Z) ≤ C(t)‖n
K (0)‖ℓ1(Z), (16)

where C(t) = 1+ e(R+pα(0))t logK .

The proof of this theorem is given in appendix A.

Proposition 3.3. Equation (6) satisfies the comparison principle for the class of bounded func-

tions in space with the the natural norm ℓ1(Z). By this we mean that, if v is a bounded subsolu-
tion in space of (6), and w is a bounded supersolution in space of (6) such that v(0, .) ≤ w(0, .),
then we have

v(t, .) ≤w(t, .) ∀t ≥ 0.

Proof. In this proof, we omit the fixed index K, and we consider Equation (6) at time

t/ log(K).

Since Equation (6) is linear, it suffices to show that for any bounded subsolution in space

v of the equation (6) satisfying v(0, ·) ≤ 0, then v(t, ·) ≤ 0 ∀t ≥ 0.

Let v be a bounded subsolution in space of Equation (6) satisfying v(0, ·) ≤ 0.

Define, for (t, i) ∈ [0,+∞) ×Z and for D to be chosen later ṽi(t) := vi(t)e
− 1
2 |i |hK e−Dt. The

function ṽ satisfies the following inequality

1
log(K)

d

dt
ṽi(t) ≤ (−D +R(iδK ))ṽi(t) + e

− 1
2 |i |hK

∑

l∈Z

p((i + l)δK )hKG(lhK )e
1
2 |l+i |hK ṽl+i(t). (17)

Let T > 0, we show that ṽi(t) ≤ 0, ∀t ∈ [0,T ]. Let us assume by contradiction that

M = sup
(t,i)∈[0,T ]×Z

ṽi(t) > 0.

Since v is bounded in space, we deduce that ṽ vanishes when |i | → +∞. Thus, the supre-

mum is attained at some point (t0, i0). Since ṽ(0, .) ≤ 0, we conclude that t0 > 0. Conse-
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quently, we obtain

1
log(K)

d

dt
ṽi0(t0) ≤ (−D +R(i0δK ))M +M

∑

l∈Z

p(((i0 + l)δK )hKG(lhK )e
1
2 |l |hK

≤ (−D +R+ pα(1/2))M.

We chooseD sufficiently large such that −D+R+pα(1/2) < 0. This is in contradiction with

t0 > 0.

4 Regularity estimates

Lemma 4.1. Let K ≥ 1. Under Assumptions 1-4, we have for any i ∈Z, and t ≥ 0

−L|iδK |+B2 +C2t ≤ u
K,0(iδK ) +C2t ≤ u

K
i (t) ≤ u

K,0(iδK ) +C1t ≤ −A|iδK |+B1 +C1t, (18)

where C2,B2 and C1 are real constants.

Proof. The proof of the upper bound is a direct application of the comparison principle

proved in Proposition 3.3. Let us show that φi(t) := uK,0(iδK ) +C1t, is a supersolution of

the equation (7). Indeed, we have

φ′i(t) = C1 and φl+i(t)−φi(t) ≤ L|lδK |.

We can choose C1 = R+ pα(L). Then (t, i) 7→ elogKφi (t) is a bounded supersolution in space

of (6). By comparison principle, we deduce that

nKi (t) ≤ e
logKφi (t), ∀t ≥ 0.

Then from (11) we conclude that

uKi (t) ≤ φi(t) := u
K,0(iδK ) +C1t ≤ −A|iδK |+B1 +C1t, ∀t ≥ 0.

Let us now show the lower bound. From (7), we have

d

dt
uKi (t) ≥ R.

Then, by (12), we deduce that

uKi (t) ≥ Rt +u
K,0(iδK ) ≥ Rt + inf

K≥1
uK,0(0)− L|iδK |.
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Proposition 4.2. Let T > 0, and N ≥ 0. Under Assumptions 1-3, there exists a constant C
which may depend on T and N such that for any K ≥ 1, t ∈ [0,T ] and i ∈ Z such that iδK ∈

[−N,N ], we have
|∆Ku

K
i (t)| ≤ C. (19)

where ∆KuKi (t) =
uKi+1(t)−u

K
i (t)

δK
.

Proof. The calculations in this proof are an adaptation of those in [9, 3]. In this proof, C

is a constant that may change from line to line.

Let T > 0. For any t ∈ [0,T ], and i ∈Z, we have

d

dt
∆Ku

K
i (t) =

R((i +1)δK )−R(iδK)
δK

+
1
δK



∑

l∈Z

p((l + i +1)δK )hK

G(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t)) −

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i (t)−u

K
i (t))


.

Moreover, we have

p((l + i +1)δK )− p((l + i)δK ) ≤ ‖p‖LipδK ≤
‖p‖Lip

p
δKp((l + i)δK ). (20)

Then

1
δK



∑

l∈Z

p((l + i +1)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t)) −

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i (t)−u

K
i (t))




≤
‖p‖Lip

p

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

+
1
δK

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )
[
elogK(u

K
l+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t)) − elogK(u

K
l+i (t)−u

K
i (t))

]

≤
‖p‖Lip

p

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

+ logK
∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

(
∆Ku

K
l+i(t)−∆Ku

K
i (t)

)
.

In the last line we have used the inequality ex − ey ≤ ex(x − y) for all x,y ∈R.
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We obtain that

d

dt
∆Ku

K
i (t) ≤ ‖R‖Lip +

‖p‖Lip

p

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

+ logK
∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

(
∆Ku

K
l+i(t)−∆Ku

K
i (t)

)

≤ ‖R‖Lip +
‖p‖Lip

p

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

×
(
1− logK(uKl+i+1(t)− u

K
i+1(t))

)

+ logK
∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

×


∆Ku

K
l+i(t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKl+i+1(t)−

(
∆Ku

K
i (t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(t)

) .

On the other hand, from (20) we obtain for K sufficiently large

p((i + l +1)δK ) ≤ 2p((l + i)δK ).

We deduce from (7) that for K large enough,

d

dt
uKi+1(t) ≤ R+

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i +1)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

≤ R+2
∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t)).

From these inequalities, we obtain

d

dt


∆Ku

K
i (t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(t)




≤ C +
‖p‖Lip

p

∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t)) ×

(
3− logK(uKl+i+1(t)− u

K
i+1(t))

)

+ logK
∑

l∈Z

p((l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

×


∆Ku

K
l+i(t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKl+i+1(t)−

(
∆Ku

K
i (t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(t)

) ,

where C is a constant independent of K . Since ex(3− x) ≤ e2 for all x ∈R, we deduce that
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d

dt


∆Ku

K
i (t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(t)


 ≤ C + p logK

∑

l∈Z

hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))

×


∆Ku

K
l+i(t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKl+i+1(t)−

(
∆Ku

K
i (t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(t)

) ,

where the constant C is independent of K. Let us define

gKi (t) := ∆Ku
K
i (t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(t)− 2Ct.

We obtain

d

dt
gKi (t) ≤ −C + p logK

∑

l∈Z

hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+i+1(t)−u

K
i+1(t))(gKl+i(t)− g

K
i (t)). (21)

Note that from Lemma 4.1 and Assumption (4), we deduce that

uKl+i+1(t)− u
K
i+1(t) ≤ L|lδK |+ (C1 −C2)t and gKi (t) ≤ L+

(C1 −C2)t
δK

+C(T ).

Moreover for α > 0, we have gKi − α|iδK | → −∞ as |i | → +∞. Let (tα,K , iα,K ) a maximum

point of gKi −α|iδK | on [0,T ]×Z. By contradiction we assume that tα,K > 0, then

d

dt
gKiα,K (tα,K ) ≤ −C + p logK

∑

l∈Z

hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+iα,K+1(tα,K )−u

K
iα,K+1(tα,K ))(gKl+iα,K (tα,K )− g

K
iα,K

(tα,K ))

≤ −C +αp logK
∑

l∈Z

hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+iα,K+1(tα,K )−u

K
iα,K+1(tα,K ))

(
|(l + iα,K )δK )| − |iα,KδK |

)

≤ −C +αp
∑

l∈Z

hKG(lhK )|l |hKe
L|l |hK+|C1−C2|T logK .

Therefore, for α small enough we have

d

dt
gKiα,K (tα,K ) < 0.

This contradicts the fact that gKi −α|iδK | is maximal at (tα,K , iα,K ). We deduce that

∆Ku
K
i (t) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(t)− 2Ct −α|iδK | ≤ sup

i∈Z

(
∆Ku

K
i (0) +

‖p‖Lip

p
uKi+1(0)

)
. (22)
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Letting α go to zero, and using Lemma 4.1, we conclude that ∆Ku
K
i is locally uniformly

bounded above by a constant independent of K, which lay depend on the trait iδK , but

which grows at most linearly in iδK . In a similar manner, we show that −∆Ku
K
i is bounded

above by a constant independent of K which grows at most linearly in iδK .

5 Convergence to a viscosity solution

We introduce the following semi-relaxed limits (see [1]): for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈R,

u(t,x) := limsup
K→+∞
(s,y)→(t,x)

ũK (s,y) and u(t,x) := liminf
K→+∞
(s,y)→(t,x)

ũK (s,y).

Note that we can define such quantities, as ũK is locally uniformly bounded, by Lemma

4.1.

5.1 Viscosity supersolution

Proposition 5.1. Under Assumptions 1-5, the function u is a viscosity supersolution for the

equation (14).

Proof. Step 1: u is a viscosity supersolution of (14) in (0,+∞)×R.

Let φ ∈ C∞((0,+∞) × R), and (t,x) ∈ (0,+∞) × R a strict global minimum of u − φ on

(0,+∞)×R. Then (see [1], Lemma 4.2) there exist a subsequence of K, by abuse of notation

still denoted K, and a sequence (tK ,xK ) such that for K large enough, ũK −φ has a global

minimum at (tK ,xK ) and (tK ,xK )→ (t,x), as K → +∞ and ũK (tK ,xK )→ u(t,x). On the one

hand, since (tK ,xK ) is a global minimum of ũK −φ, we have

∂tφ(tK ,xK ) ≥ ∂tũ
K (tK ,xK ). (23)

Moreover, by (13) we deduce that

∂tφ(tK ,xK ) ≥
d

dt
uKiK (tK )(1−

xK
δK

+ iK ) +
d

dt
uKiK+1(tK )(

xK
δK
− iK ), (24)

where iK = ⌊xKδK ⌋. Since the function R is Lipschitz continuous, we have

R(iKδK ) ≥ R(x)− ‖R‖Lip|x − iKδK |.
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We deduce that when K → +∞

(1−
xK
δK

+ iK )R((iK +1)δK ) + (
xK
δK
− iK )R(iKδK ) ≥ R(x) + o(1). (25)

Moreover for any l ∈Z, we have

uKl+iK (tK )− u
K
iK
(tK ) = u

K
l+iK

(tK )− ũ
K (tK ,xK ) + ũ

K (tK ,xK )− u
K
iK
(tK )

≥ φ(tK , (l + iK )δK ))−φ(tK ,xK ) + ũ
K (tK ,xK )− u

K
iK
(tK )

≥ φ(tK , (l + iK )δK ))−φ(tK ,xK )−C(x)δK ,

where C(x) is the space Lipschitz constant of uK in [x − 1,x +1] given by Proposition 4.2.

LetM > 0. For K large enough, and for any |l | ≤ ⌊MhK ⌋, there exists a point ξK,l ∈ [x−1,x+1]

such that

φ(tK , (l + iK )δK )−φ(tK ,xK ) = ((l + iK )δK − xK )∂xφ(tK ,xK ) +
1
2
((l + iK )δK − xK )

2∂xxφ(tK ,ξK,l )

≥ lδK∂xφ(tK ,xK )−C |xK − iKδK | −C
′(lδK )

2

≥ lδK∂xφ(tK ,xK )−CδK −C
′ M

2

log2K
,

where C and C ′ are constants independent of K. Therefore

logK(uKl+iK (tK )− u
K
iK
(tK )) ≥ lhK∂xφ(tK ,xK ) + o(1).

Using similar arguments replacing l by l + 1 in the above inequality and using the Lips-

chitz estimates, we have

logK(uKl+iK+1(tK )− u
K
iK
(tK )) ≥ lhK∂xφ(tK ,xK ) + o(1).

We take the minimum of the o(1) terms in the above inequalities, and using (24)- (25),

and we bound the remainder of the above sum by zero, to obtain

∂tφ(tK ,xK ) ≥ R(x) + o(1) +
∑

|l |≤⌊ MhK
⌋

(
(1−

xK
δK

+ iK )p((l + iK +1)δK ) + (
xK
δK
− iK )p((l + iK )δK )

)

hKG(lhK )e
lhK∂xφ(tK ,xK )+o(1).

14



Moreover, since p is Lipschitz continuous, we have

(1−
xK
δK

+ iK )p((l + iK +1)δK ) + (
xK
δK
− iK )p((l + iK )δK ) ≥ p(x)− ‖p‖Lip(|l |+1)δK .

We deduce that

∂tφ(tK ,xK ) ≥ R(x) + o(1) +
∑

|l |≤⌊ MhK
⌋

(
p(x)− ‖p‖Lip(|l |+1)δK

)
hKG(lhK )e

lhK∂xφ(tK ,xK )+o(1).

Let us now show that

lim
K→+∞

∑

|l |≤⌊ MhK
⌋

(|l |+1)δKhKG(lhK )e
lhK∂xφ(tK ,xK )+o(1) = 0, (26)

and that

liminf
K→+∞

∑

|l |≤⌊ MhK
⌋

hKG(lhK )e
lhK∂xφ(tK ,xK )+o(1) ≥

∫

|y|≤M
G(y)e∇φ(t,x).ydy. (27)

We start by proving (26). Since (tK ,xK ) converges, there exists b > 0, such that |∂xφ(tK ,xK )| ≤

b.We have

∑

|l |≤⌊Mhk
⌋

(l +1)δKhKG(hK l)e
bhK |l |+o(1) =

1
logK

∑

|l |≤⌊Mhk
⌋

(lhK + hK )hKG(lhK )e
bhK |l |+o(1).

Since o(1) does not depend on l, the Riemann sum
∑
|l |≤⌊Mhk

⌋(lhK + hK )hKG(lhK )ebhK |l |+o(1)

converges to
∫
|y|≤M

yG(y)eb|y|dy. Thus 1
logK

∑
|l |≤⌊Mhk

⌋(lhK + hK )hKG(lhK )ebhK |l |+o(1) converges

to zero. Hence (26) is proved.

We now show (27). Since φ is a C∞ function, then for any ε > 0 and sufficiently large K,

we have

|∂xφ(tK ,xK )−∂xφ(t,x)| ≤ ε.

Therefore,

∑

|l |≤⌊ MhK
⌋

hKG(lhK )e
hK l∂xφ(tK ,xK )+o(1) ≥

∑

|l |≤⌊ MhK
⌋

hKG(lhK )e
hK l∂xφ(t,x)−εM+o(1) .

This is a Riemann sum which converges to
∫
|y|≤M

G(y)e∂xφ(t,x)y−εMdy. By dominated con-

vergence, we let ε tend to zero and we deduce (27). From (26) and (27), and letting M
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tend to infinity, we conclude that

∂tφ(t,x) ≥ R(x) + p(x)
∫

R

G(y)e∂xφ(t,x)ydy.

We now prove that 1− |∇φ(t,x)| ≥ 0. To do so, we require the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. For any (t,x,y) ∈ (0,+∞)×R2, we have

u(t,x + y)− u(t,x) ≤ |y|. (28)

i.e u is 1-Lipschitz continuous in space, uniformly in time.

The proof of this lemma will be given after the end of the proof of Proposition 5.1.

Since u −φ is minimal at (t,x), by Lemma 5.2 we have for all y ∈R

φ(t,x + y)−φ(t,x) ≤ u(t,x + y)− u(t,x) ≤ |y|,

we conclude that

|∇φ(t,x)| ≤ 1.

Therefore, we have proved that u is a viscosity supersolution of (14) in (0,+∞)×R.

Step 2: Initial condition. By Lemma 4.1 and the uniform convergence of uK,0 we

deduce that u(0,x) = u0(x) for all x ∈R. That concludes the proof.

Proof of Lemma 5.2.

By contradiction, we assume that there exist (t,x,y0) ∈ (0,+∞)×R2 and α > 0 such that

u(t,x + y0)− u(t,x) ≥ |y0|+α.

Since u is lower semi-continuous, then there exists γ > 0 such that

u(t,x + y) ≥ u(t,x + y0)−α/4 ∀y ∈ (y0 −γ,y0 +γ).

We deduce that

u(t,x + y)− u(t,x) ≥ |y|+5/8α, ∀y ∈ A0 := (y0 −min(γ,α/8),y0 +min(γ,α/8)). (29)
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Let φ ∈ C1((0,+∞)×R) be such that (t,x) is a strict global minimum of u−φ on (0,+∞)×R.

Then, there exists a sequence (tK ,xK ) such that (tK ,xK ) is a global minimum of ũK −φ and

(tK ,xK ) → (t,x), and ũK (tK ,xK ) → u(t,x), as K → +∞. Therefore, by definition of u, we

have for any y ∈ A0 and K sufficiently large

ũK (tK , iKδK + y) ≥ u(t,x + y)−α/4, and − ũK (tK ,xK ) ≥ −u(t,x)−α/4, (30)

where iK = ⌊xKδK ⌋. By (29)-(30) and the Lipschitz estimates of uK , we obtain

ũK (tK , iKδK + y)− uKiK (tK ) ≥ |y|+α/8−C(x)δK , ∀y ∈ A0, (31)

where C(x) is the Lipschitz constant of uK in [x−1,x+1].Using Assumption (2) we deduce

that

∑

l∈Z

p((l + iK )δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+iK

(tK )−u
K
iK
(tK )) ≥ p

∑

{l∈Z/ lδK∈A0}

hKG(lhK )e
hK |l |+α/8logK+O(hK )

≥ p
∑

{l∈Z/ lδK∈A0}

hK f (hK l)e
α/8logK+O(hK )

≥ phKmin
x∈R

f (x)
(
⌊
y0 +min(γ,α/8))

δK
⌋ − (⌊

y0−min(γ,α/8)
δK

⌋+1)
)
eα/8logK+O(hK )

≥ 2pmin
x∈R

f (x)(min(γ,α/8) +O(hK )) logKe
α/8logK+O(hK ).

Proceeding similarly using (31) and the Lipschitz estimates of uK , we obtain the same

bound with iK + 1 instead iK . Since ũK − φ has a minimum at (tK ,xK ) with tK > 0, we

deduce that

∂tφ(tK ,xK ) ≥ ∂tũ
K (tK ,xK ) ≥ R+2pmin

x∈R
f (x)(min(γ,α/8) +O(hK ))e

α/8logK+O(hK ),

wich converges to +∞ when K → +∞. This is a contradiction with the fact that the se-

quence (tK ,xK )K converges to (t,x). �

5.2 Viscosity subsolution

Proposition 5.3. Under Assumptions 1-5, we have u = u, and that the function u is a viscosity
subsolution for the equation (14).

The classical method of semi-relaxed limits consists of proving that u is a subsolution

and concluding, using a comparison principle, that u = u (see [4, 1]). But, as the Hamilto-

nian (4) can take infinite values, this method cannot be used in the classical way. Here we
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use an alternative method used in [13, 6]. The strategy of this method is to first show the

equality between u and u, then to use the properties of u to show that u is a subsolution.

Proposition 5.4. We have for any t ≥ 0 u(t, .) = u(t, .). In addition u(0, .) = u(0, .) = u0(.).

This result provides the convergence of ũK to a continuous function. To prove this re-

sult, we first regularize the supersolution and modify it to satisfy certain required prop-

erties. Then, we use it as a test function that we compare with u.

Proof. For some technical reason we replace R by R̃ with R̃(x) = R(x) − (R + p). Then

u − (R+ p)t is a supersolution of


min(∂tu(t,x)− R̃(x)− p(x)

∫
R
G(y)e∇u(t,x).y ,1− |∇u(t,x)|) = 0, ∀(t,x) ∈ (0,+∞)×R

u(0, .) = u0(.).
(32)

We start by modifying u − (R + p)t at the initial time in the following way: for any

(t,x) ∈ [0,+∞)×R

u◦(t,x) =



u(t,x)− (R+ p)t t > 0

liminf
s→0
s>0

u(s,x) t = 0.

Note that from Proposition 5.1 and the lower semi-continuity of u, we obtain

u0(x) = u(0,x) ≤ u◦(0,x).

Then, u◦ is a viscosity supersolution of (32) also in t = 0.

We will regularise u◦ in several steps.

Step 1: Lipschitz continuity in time: We perform an inf-convolution to make it also

Lipschitz continuous in time: for γ > 0, we define

u◦.γ (t,x) = inf
s∈R+
{u◦(s,x) +

|t − s|2

γ2 }. (33)

Note that from the lower bound in (18), u◦.γ is well-defined. We show that this infimum

is attained. For fixed (t,x) ∈ (0,+∞)×R, γ > 0, and ε > 0, there exists sε ∈R+ such that

u◦,γ (t,x) ≥ u◦(sε ,x) +
|t − sε |

2

γ2 − ε.
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By (18) and the definition of u◦.γ there exists a constant C(t) such that

|t − sε |
2

γ2 − ε ≤ C(t).

We deduce that (sε)ε is bounded. Then along subsequences, it converges to s0 ≥ 0. More-

over, by lower semi continuity of u◦, we deduce

u◦,γ (t,x) ≥ u◦(s0,x) +
|t − s0|

2

γ2 .

Hence the infimum in (33) is attained. Moreover, by the above inequality we deduce that

s0 tends to t when γ tends to zero. Therefore, by the lower semi continuity of u◦ and (33),

we conclude that u◦,γ converges to u◦ as γ → 0.

We now prove that u◦,γ is a supersolution of (32). Let φ ∈ C1((0,+∞)×R) and let (t0,x0) ∈

(0,+∞)×R a minimum of u◦,γ −φ. Since the infimum in (33) is attained, there exists s0 ≥ 0

such that (t0, s0,x0) is a minimum of the following function

(t, s,x) 7→ u◦(s,x) +
|t − s|2

γ2 −φ(t,x).

Since u◦ is a supersolution of (32) on [0,+∞)×R, we deduce that

2(t0 − s0)
γ2 − R̃(x0)− p(x0)

∫

R

G(y)e∇φ(t0,x0).ydy ≥ 0.

Moreover, since t0 is a minimum point of t 7→ u◦(s0,x0) +
|t−s0|

2

γ2 −φ(t,x0), we deduce that

∂tφ(t0,x0) =
2(t0−s0)
γ2 . Then

∂tφ(t0,x0)− R̃(x0)− p(x0)
∫

R

G(y)e∇φ(t0,x0).ydy ≥ 0.

Moreover, u◦,γ is also 1-Lipschitz in space, we conclude that it is a supersolution of the

equation (32) in (0,+∞)×R.

Step 2: Regularisation to be in the domain of the Hamiltonian: Let us show the µ-

Lipschitz continuous function µu◦,γ for µ ∈ (0,1), is a viscosity supersolution for a per-

turbed equation of (32). By concavity of the Hamiltonian (4) in variable p and the non-
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positivity of R̃, we deduce that the function µu◦,γ satisfies in the viscosity sense

∂tu(t,x) ≥ µR̃(x) + p(x)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u.ydy − (1− µ)p(x)

≥ R̃(x) + p(x)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u.ydy − (1− µ)p.

We deduce that the function µu◦,γ satisfies in the viscosity sense the equation

min(∂tu − R̃(x)− p(x)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u.ydy + (1− µ)p,µ− |∇u|) ≥ 0 in (0,+∞)×R. (34)

Step 3: Lower bound: Since the Hamiltonian is concave with respect to the gradient vari-

able and µu◦,γ is a supersolution to (34), and since any constant is a supersolution to (34),

we deduce that for any constant B, the function uB◦,γ,µ =max(−B,µu◦,γ ) is a supersolution

of (34) (see Appendix B for the proof). Moreover, uB◦,γ,µ is Lipschitz in time and space,

then it is differentiable almost everywhere, and satisfies almost everywhere (34).

Step 4: C1 regularity: Let ρ : R+ ×R→ R
+ be a smooth function with support in the unit

ball such that
∫
R+×R

ρ(t,x)dtdx = 1. We define ρε(., .) =
1
ε2
ρ( .ε ,

.
ε ). Let us define ũ

B
◦,γ,µ,ε , for

any (t,x) ∈ [0,+∞)×R, by

ũB◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) = u
B
◦,γ,µ ∗ ρε(t,x).

By (34) we have

∂tũ
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) ≥ R̃ ∗ ρε(t,x) +

∫

R+×R

ρε(t − s,x − z)p(z)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ(s,z).ydydsdz− p(1− µ).

Since R and p are Lipschitz continuous functions, and ρε has support in the ball centred

in 0 with radius ε, we have

∂tũ
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) ≥ R̃(x)− ‖R‖Lipε + p(x)

∫

R+×R

ρε(t − s,x − z)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ(s,z).ydydsdz

− ‖p‖Lipε

∫

R+×R

ρε(t − s,x − z)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ(s,z).ydydsdz− p(1− µ).

By Jensen inequality we have

∫

R+×R

ρε(t − s,x − z)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ(s,z).ydydsdz ≥

∫

R

G(y)e∇ũ
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x).ydy.
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Moreover, we have

∫

R+×R

ρε(t − s,x − z)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ(s,z).ydydsdz ≤

∫

R

G(y)eµ|y|dy =: Cµ.

We deduce from these inequalities

∂tũ
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) ≥ R̃(x) + p(x)

∫

R

G(y)e∇ũ
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x).ydy − (‖R‖Lip +Cµ‖p‖Lip)ε − p(1− µ).

Since |∇ũB◦,γ,µ,ε | ≤ µ, then by the dominated convergence theorem and letting t go to zero,

the above equation is satisfied up to t = 0.

Step 5: Strictly supersolution: Let us define uB◦,γ,µ,ε for a constant C to be chosen later,

for any (t,x) ∈ [0,+∞)×R.

uB◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) = ũ
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) +C(1− µ)t.

We choose C,µ and ε such that −(‖R‖Lip +Cµ‖p‖Lip)ε + (C − p)(1− µ) > 0.We obtain

∂tu
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) > R̃(x) + p(x)

∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x).ydy ∀(t,x) ∈ [0,+∞)×R, (35)

and

|∇uB◦,γ,µ,ε | ≤ µ. (36)

We now prove that

u ≤ u.

Let T > 0. We want to prove that the supremum of u − (R + p)t − uB◦ on [0,T ] ×R is non

positive, where uB◦ =max(−B,u◦). By contradiction we assume that

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×R

u(t,x)− (R+ p)t − uB◦ (t,x) = a > 0. (37)

According to the upper bound in (18) and the fact that uB◦ ≥ −B, we deduce that the

supremum is attained at some point (t0,x0) ∈ [0,T ]× F with F a compact set. For γ,ε and

µ small enough, u − (R+ p)t − uB◦,γ,µ,ε takes a positive maximum greater than a/2 at some

point (t,x) ∈ [0,T ] × F, we can take a larger compact set F if necessary. Then (see [1]),

there exists a subsequence of K and a sequence (tK ,xK ) such that ũK − (R + p)t − uB◦,γ,µ,ε
is maximal at (tK ,xK ) and ũK (tK ,xK ) converges to u(t,x) and (tK ,xK ) converges to (t,x), as

K → +∞.
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Case 1: t > 0. Then, for K sufficiently large, we have tK > 0, and we obtain that

∂tu
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,xK ) +R+ p ≤ ∂tũ

K (tK ,xK ) = (1−
xK
δK

+ iK )
d

dt
uKiK (tK ) + (

xK
δK
− iK )

d

dt
uKiK+1(tK ),

where iK = ⌊xKδK ⌋. However, we have when K → +∞

d

dt
uKiK (tK ) = R(iKδK ) +

∑

l∈Z

p((l + iK )δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uKl+iK

(tK )−u
K
iK
(tK ))

≤ R(x) + o(1) +
∑

l∈Z

p((l + iK )δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uB◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,(l+iK )δK )−u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,iKδK ))+o(1).

LetM > 0, we have

∑

|lhK |≤M

p((l + iK )δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uB◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,(l+iK )δK )−u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,iKδK ))+o(1)

≤ (p(x) + o(1))
∑

|lhK |≤M

hKG(lhK )e
hK l∇u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,xK )+o(1).

On the one hand for all η > 0, we have for K sufficiently large

|∇uB◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,xK )−∇u
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x)| ≤ η.

On the other hand,
∑
|lhK |≤M

hKG(lhK )e
hK l∇u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x)+ηhK |l |+o(1) is a Riemann sum that con-

verges to
∫
|y|≤M

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x).y+η|y|dy.Moreover, by Assumption 2, we have

∑

|lhK |>M

p(l + i)δK )hKG(lhK )e
hK l∇u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,xK )+o(1) ≤ Cp

∑

|lhK |>M

e−(1−µ)|lhK |+o(1)dy

≤ Cp

∫

|y|≥M
e−(1−µ)|y|+o(1)dy.

Since |∇uB◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x)| ≤ µ, by the dominated convergence theorem, as η tends to zero,

we conclude that

limsup
K→+∞

∑

l∈Z

p((l + iK )δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uB◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,(l+iK )δK )−u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,iKδK ))+o(1)

≤ p(x)
∫

|y|≤M
G(y)e∇u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x).ydy +Cp

∫

|y|≥M
e−(1−µ)|y|dy.
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We letM go to infinity, we obtain

limsup
K→+∞

∑

l∈Z

p((l + iK )δK )hKG(lhK )e
logK(uB◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,(l+iK )δK )−u

B
◦,γ,µ,ε(tK ,iKδK ))+o(1)

≤ p(x)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x).ydy.

In the same way, we show the same bound on iK +1 instead of iK . We deduce that

∂tu
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x) ≤ R̃(x) + p(x)

∫

R

G(y)e∇u
B
◦,γ,µ,ε(t,x).ydy.

It is a contradiction with (35).

Case 2 t = 0. If there exists a subsequence of tK such that for large enough K, tK = 0, then

ũK (tK ,xK ) = u
K,0(iKδK )(1−

xK
δK

+ iK ) +u
K,0((iK +1)δK )(

xK
δK
− iK ).

Thus u(0,x) = u0(x) ≤ uB◦ (0,x), and then for γ,ε and µ small enough we have

u(0,x)− uB◦,γ,µ,ε(0,x) < a/2,

this is in contradiction with (37). We can assume tK > 0, and treat this case in the same

way of Case 1.

Therefore, we conclude that u(t, .) − (R + p)t ≤ uB◦ (t, .) for all t ≥ 0. We let B go to infinity

we obtain u(t, .)− (R+ p)t ≤ u◦(t, .) for all t ≥ 0, where

u◦(t, .) =



u(t, .)− (R+ p)t t > 0,

liminf
s→0
s>0

u(s, .) t = 0.

We deduce that u(t, .) = u(t, .) for all t > 0. All that remains is to verify the inequality at

zero. We use the second and third inequalities in (18) of Lemma 4.1 and the uniform

convergence of uK,0, we deduce that

u(0,x) = u(0,x) = u0(x).
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5.2.1 Proof of Proposition 5.3

Let φ ∈ C1((0,+∞) × R), and let (t0,x0) ∈ (0,+∞) × R a maximum point of u − φ. If 1 −

|∇φ(t0,x0)| ≤ 0, we deduce that u is a viscosity subsolution of (14) in (t0,x0). We assume

here |∇φ(t0,x0)| < 1. Since u is 1-Lipschitz, without loss of generality we can assume that

|∇φ(t0,x)| < 1, for all x ∈R. In a similar way as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, we show that

∂tφ(t0,x0) ≤ R(x0) + p(x0)
∫

R

G(y)e∇φ(t0,x0).ydy.

We conclude that u is a viscosity subsolution of (14) in (0,+∞) × R. By Lemma 5.4 we

deduce that u is a viscosity subsolution of (14) in [0,+∞)×R. �

6 Uniqueness of the Hamilton-Jacobi limit equation

Theorem 6.1. Under Assumptions 1-2, the equation (14) has a unique continuous viscosity
solution.

Proof. To prove this result, we prove a comparison principle using a doubling variables

technique (see [1]). A similar uniqueness result for this type of Hamilton-Jacobi equation

with obstacle has been provided in a bounded domain in [6]. Here we give a proof of the

comparison principle for the class of bounded functions. For a general proof see [2].

Informal motivation, as discussed in [6], is that if u is a subsolution and v is a super-

solution, then at a maximum point (t0,x0) of u − µv, we have Du(t0,x0) = µDv(t0,x0). If

|Du(t0,x0)| ≥ 1, we have |Dv(t0,x0)|| =
1
µ |Du(t0,x0)| ≥

1
µ > 1, which is in contradiction with

the fact that v is a supersolution. Thus, max(|Du(t0,x0)|, |Dv(t0,x0)|) < 1, so this problem

reduces to a classical problem. Let us now present a complete proof.

Let u be a bounded continuous viscosity subsolution and v be a bounded continuous

viscosity supersolution, such that u(0, .) ≤ v(0, .).We prove that

u(t, .) ≤ v(t, .), ∀t ≥ 0.

Let T > 0. By contradiction, we assume that

M := sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×R

u(t,x)− v(t,x) > 0. (38)
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Let µ ∈ (0,1) and η,α > 0, we consider the following function defined on [0,T ]2 ×R2 by

ψµ,η,α(t, s,x,y) = u(t,x)− µv(s,y)−
|x − y|2

η2
−
|t − s|2

η2
−C(1− µ)t −α(|x|2 + |y|2)−

α

T − t
,

where C is a positive constant to be chosen later. We omit the fixed index µ and we denote

by (tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α) a maximum point of ψµ,η,α . Such a maximum exists because u and

v are continuous and bounded.

Lemma 6.2. We have the following points:

1. |xη,α − yη,α |+ |tη,α − sη,α | → 0 when (η,α)→ (0,0).

2. There exists a positive constant C0 such thatmax(α|xη,α |,α|yη,α |) ≤ C0α
1
2 .

3. For η,α sufficiently small, we have 0 < tη,α , sη,α < T .

The proof of this lemma is given at the end of the proof of the Theorem 6.1.

The point (tη,α ,xη,α) is a maximum point of the function

(t,x) 7→ ψη,α(t, sη,α ,x,yη,α) = u(t,x)−φ1(t, sη,α ,x,yη,α),

where

φ1(t, sη,α ,x,yη,α) = µv(sη,α ,yη,α) +
|x − yη,α |

2

η2
+
|t − sη,α |

2

η2
+C(1− µ)t +α(|x|2 + |yη,α |

2) +
α

T − t
.

Since u is a viscosity subsolution of (14) we have

min(∂tφ1(tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α)−R(xη,α)− p(xη,α)
∫

R

G(y)e∇xφ1(tη,α ,sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α ).ydy

,1− |∇xφ1(tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α)|)

= min(C(1− µ) +
α

(T − tη,α)2
+ hη,α −R(xη,α)− p(xη,α)

∫

R

G(y)e(qη,α+2αxη,α ).ydy

,1−
∣∣∣qη,α +2αxη,α

∣∣∣) ≤ 0,

(39)

where hη,α =
2(tη,α−sη,α)

η2
and qη,α =

2(xη,α−yη,α )
η2

. Moreover (sη,α ,yη,α) is a minimum point of

the function

(s,y) 7→ −ψη,α(tη,α , s,xη,α ,y) = µv(s,x)−φ2(tη,α , s,xη,α ,y),
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where

φ2(tη,α , s,xη,α ,y) = u(tη,α ,xη,α)−
|xη,α − y|

2

η2
−
|tη,α − s|

2

η2
−C(1−µ)tη,α−α(|xη,α |

2+|y|2)−
α

T − tη,α
.

Since the Hamiltonian (4) is concave, then µv is a supersolution of the equation

min(∂tu − µR(x)− p(x)
∫

R

G(y)e∇u.ydy + (1− µ)p,µ− |∇u|) ≥ 0,

we have

min(∂tφ2(tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α)− µR(yη,α)− p(yη,α)
∫

R

G(y)e∇yφ2(tη,α ,sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α ).ydy + (1− µ)p

,µ− |∇yφ2(tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α)|)

= min(hη,α − µR(yη,α)− p(yη,α)
∫

R

G(y)e(qη,α−2αyη,α ).ydy + (1− µ)p,µ−
∣∣∣qη,α − 2αyη,α

∣∣∣) ≥ 0.

(40)

We deduce from (40) and point 2 of Lemma 6.2 that

∣∣∣qη,α +2αxη,α
∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣qη,α − 2αyη,α
∣∣∣+2α|xη,α + yη,α | ≤ µ+2C0α

1
2 .

Then, for α small enough, we have for some α0 > 0 depending on µ

∣∣∣qη,α +2αxη,α
∣∣∣ ≤ µ+α0 < 1. (41)

Therefore, from (39)-(40) and (41), we deduce that

C(1− µ) + hη,α −R(xη,α)− p(xη,α)
∫

R

G(y)e(qη,α+2αxη,α ).ydy ≤ 0, (42)

and

hη,α − µR(yη,α)− p(yη,α)
∫

R

G(y)e(qη,α−2αyη,α ).ydy + (1− µ)p ≥ 0. (43)
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Thus

(C − p −R)(1− µ) ≤ R(xη,α)−R(yη,α) + (p(xη,α)− p(yη,α))
∫

R

G(y)e(qη,α+2αxη,α ).ydy

+ p(yη,α)
∫

R

G(y)(e(qη,α+2αxη,α ).y − e(qη,α−2αyη,α ).y)dy

≤ ‖R‖Lip |xη,α − yη,α |+ ‖p‖Lip |xη,α − yη,α |
∫

R

G(y)e(qη,α+2αxη,α ).ydy

+2αp|xη,α − yη,α |
∫

R

|y|G(y)e(qη,α+2αxη,α ).ydy.

Moreover, from (41) we can find α1 depending on µ and a positif constant D such that

µ+α1 < 1 and
∫
R
|y|G(y)e(qη,α+2αxη,α ).y ≤D

∫
R
G(y)e(µ+α1)|y|dy.We conclude that

(C−p−R)(1−µ) ≤ (‖R‖Lip+‖p‖Lip

∫

R

G(y)e(µ+α0)|y|dy+2αpD
∫

R

G(y)e(µ+α1)|y|dy)|xη,α −yη,α |.

We let (η,α) go to zero, and we deduce that (C − p −R)(1 − µ) ≤ 0. This is a contradiction

for C > p +R.

Proof of Lemma 6.2.

We have

ψµ,η,α(tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α) ≥ ψµ,η,α(0,0,0,0).

Then

α(|xη,α |
2 + |yη,α |

2) +
|xη,α − yη,α |

2

η2
+
|tη,α − sη,α |

2

η2
≤ 4H, (44)

where H =max(‖u‖∞,‖v‖∞). Hence, we obtain the points 1 and 2.

By definition of (tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α) we deduce that for η,α small enough tη,α , sη,α < T .We

prove now that tη,α , sη,α > 0 for η,α small enough. In fact that, we have for any (t,x) ∈

[0,T )×R

u(t,x)− µv(t,x)−C(1− µ)t − 2α|x|2 −
α

T − t
≤ ψµ,η,α(tη,α , sη,α ,xη,α ,yη,α).

Therefore,

u(t,x)− µv(t,x)−C(1− µ)t ≤ liminf
α→0

liminf
η→0

u(tη,α ,xη,α)− µv(sη,α ,yη,α).
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By continuity of u and v, we take the supremum in the above inequality, and obtain

M − (H +CT )(1− µ) ≤ liminf
α→0

liminf
η→0

u(tη,α ,xη,α)− v(sη,α ,yη,α) +H(1− µ),

withM defined in (38). If there exists a subsequence of (η,α) such that tη,α = 0, and since

we have u(0, .) ≤ v(0, .). Then

u(0,xη,α)− v(sη,α ,yη,α) ≤ v(0,xη,α)− v(sη,α ,yη,α).

Moreover, from Point 2, for fixed α the sequences (xη,α)η and (yη,α)η have along subse-

quence of η, limits denoted xα and yα . By (44), we have xα = yα and sη,α converges to zero

when η goes to zero, and by continuity of v, we deduce that

liminf
η→0

v(0,xη,α)− v(sη,α ,yη,α) ≤ 0.

We conclude that

M ≤ (2H +CT )(1− µ).

This is a contradiction for µ very close to 1. The case when sη,α = 0 can be treated in the

same way. �

7 Proof of Theorem 2.1

From Proposition 5.1,5.3 and Theorem 6.1, we conclude ũK converges to a continuous

function u = u = u, which is the unique continuous viscosity solution of the equation

(14).
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Appendix A

Proof of Theorem 3.2. We define AK = (aKi,j )i,j∈Z the double infinite real matrix where

aKi,j = p(jδK )hKG((j−i)hK ), D
K the double infinite diagonal matrix whose diagonal element

dKi is given by dKi = R(iδK ) for all i ∈Z and we define the infinite vector nK = (nKi )i∈Z.We

rewrite the equation (6) at time t/ logK as follows:

1
logK

d

dt
nK (t) = (DK +AK )nK (t). (45)

Let T > 0.We consider the following subset of C([0,T ], ℓ1(Z)) :

A := {n ∈ C
(
[0,T ], ℓ1(Z)

)
, ‖n(t)‖ℓ1(Z) ≤ C(t)‖n

K (0)‖ℓ1(Z), ∀t ∈ [0,T ]}.

The space C([0,T ], ℓ1(Z)) is a Banach space for the norm

‖n‖L∞([0,T ],ℓ1(Z)) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

∑

i∈Z

|ni(t)|.

Moreover A is a closed subset of C([0,T ], ℓ1(Z)).We define the following mapping:

Φ :A 7→A

n 7→Φ(n),

where Φ(n) is the unique solution of



1
logK

d
dtΦ(n)(t) = (DK +AK )n(t)

Φ(n)(0) = nK (0).

We prove that Φ has a unique fixed point in A. Let us show that Φ is a mapping from A

to A. Indeed, let n ∈ A. Then, we have for any i ∈Z

1
logK

(Φ(n)(t))i =
1

logK
nKi (0) +

∫ t

0
(DK +AK )n(s))ids

=
1

logK
nKi (0) +

∫ t

0

(
R(iδK )ni(s) +

∑

j∈Z

p(jδK )hKG((j − i)hK )nj(s)
)
ds.
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Then

‖Φ(n)(t)‖ℓ1(Z) ≤ ‖n
K (0)‖ℓ1(Z) + logK

∫ t

0

(
R‖n(s)‖ℓ1(Z) + p

∑

i∈Z

∑

j∈Z

hKG((j − i)hK )nj (s)
)
ds

≤ (1 + (R+ pα(0))C(t)t logK)‖nK (0)‖ℓ1(Z),

Therefore, for T small enough, we have 1+ (R+ pα(0))C(t)t logK ≤ C(t). This yields

‖Φ(n)(t)‖ℓ1(Z) ≤ C(T )‖n
K (0)‖ℓ1(Z).

Let us now show that Φ is a contraction.

Let n,m ∈ A, we have for any i ∈Z, and t ∈ [0,T ]

1
logK

‖Φ(n)(t)−Φ(m)(t)‖ℓ1(Z) ≤

∫ t

0

(
R
∑

i∈Z

|ni(s)−mi(s)|+ p
∑

i∈Z

∑

j∈Z

hKG((j − i)hK )

|nj(s)−mj (s)|
)
ds

≤ (R+ pα(0))T ‖n −m‖L∞([0,T ],ℓ1(Z)).

So for T small enough, Φ is a contraction in A. Consequently Φ has a unique fixed point

which is a maximal solution for the equation (6). Moreover

‖nK‖L∞([0,T ],ℓ1(Z)) ≤ C(T )‖n
K (0)‖ℓ1(Z).

By iteration in time, we can deduce that the solution exists globally. �

Appendix B

Lemma 7.1. Let Ω be an open convex subset of R, and let H : R ×Ω → R be a continu-

ous Hamiltonian that is uniformly Lipschitz-continuous in space and concave with respect to
the gradient variable. Let u1 and u1 be two Lipshcitz-continuous in time and space viscosity

supersolutions of the problem
∂tu +H(x,Du) = 0, (46)

such that almost everywhere Dui ∈Ω, for i = 1,2. Then, the function v =max(u1,u2) is also a

viscosity supersolution of (46).

Proof. Let u1 and u1 be two viscosity supersolutions of (46). We prove that v =max(u1,u2)

is also a viscosity supersolution of (46). Using similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma
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5.4, we regularize these solutions using a convolution approximation. We denote by uε1
and uε2 the regularised functions. By the uniform Lipschitz continuity and concavity of

the Hamiltonian, we obtain for i = 1,2 and for all (t,x) ∈ (0,+∞)×R

∂tu
ε
i +H(x,Duεi ) ≥

∫

R+×R

ρε(t − s,x − y)(H(x,Dui(s,y))−H(y,Dui(s,y)))dsdy ≥ o(1), (47)

where ρε a regularized function defined in Step 4 in the proof of Proposition 5.4 and o(1)

is a negligible constant of ε and independent of i. Let us prove show that vε =max(uε1,u
ε
2)

is a viscosity supersolution.

Let (t0,x0) ∈ (0,+∞) ×R and (p,q) ∈ D−vε(t0,x0), where D−vε is the subdifferential of vε

(see [1]). Then, there exists α ∈ [0,1] such that

(p,q) = (α∂tu
ε
1(t0,x0) + (1−α)∂tu

ε
2(t0,x0),αDu

ε
1(t0,x0) + (1−α)Duε2(t0,x0)).

The proof of this property is given after this proof. Then, by the concavity of the Hamil-

tonian, we obtain

p+H(x0,q) ≥ α(∂tu
ε
1(t0,x0)+H(x0,Du

ε
1(t0,x0)))+(1−α)(∂tu

ε
2(t0,x0)+H(x0,Du

ε
2(t0,x0))) ≥ o(1).

Thus, vε is a viscosity supersolution. Therefore, by the stability of viscosity solutions, we

deduce that v is a viscosity supersolution of (46).

We now prove that for f = max(f1, f2), where f1 and f2 are differentiable functions on

R
2, the subdifferential of f satisfies at any point x ∈R2

D−f (x) = Co(Df1(x),Df2(x)), (48)

where Co(Df1(x),Df2(x)) is the convex hull of Df1(x) and Df2(x).

Let x ∈ R
2. The case where the maximum is defined by f1 only or f2 only is obvious,

because if for example f1(x) > f2(x), we have D−f (x) = {Df1(x)}.

Let now assume that f1(x) = f2(x). By contradiction we assume that there exists p ∈D−f (x)

such that p < Co(Df1(x),Df2(x)). Moreover, Co(Df1(x),Df2(x)) is a convex compact set.

Then, by the Hahn-Banach theorem, there exists ξ ∈R2 such that

〈p,ξ〉 > 〈y,ξ〉, ∀y ∈ Co(Df1(x),Df2(x)). (49)
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Let λ > 0, we consider z = x +λξ. Since p ∈D−f (x), we have for λ small enough

f (z)− f (x) ≥ 〈p,z − x〉+ o(‖z− x‖).

We use the Taylor expansion at x +λξ of f1 and f2 and let λ tend to zero and the fact that

f (x) = f1(x) = f2(x), we obtain

max(〈Df1(x),ξ〉,〈Df2(x),ξ〉) ≥ 〈p,ξ〉.

This is in contradiction with (49).
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