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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 — +o0, 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.
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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 ¢ satisfies

din(t,x) = R(x,I(t))n(t,x)+ JIde(y,I(t))G(y —x)n(t,y)dy, Y(t,x) € (0,400) xR,
I(t) = [pan(t,y)dy V>0, (1)
n(0,.) = n%(),

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 ¢? where ¢ is a small parameter, G(.) is replaced by %G(;) to
account of small mutations. Moreover, the large time scale is rescaled as t — f Then, the
above model, without competition satisfies

atne(t,x):%R(x)nf(t,x)+%I]de(y)%G(y%x)n(t,y)dy, V(t,x) € (0,+00) X R, )
(

The Hopf-cole transformation u.(t,x) = elogn.(t,x), yields in the limit ¢ — 0, a dy-

namic described by the following Hamilton-Jacobi equation

deu(t,x) = R(x) +p(x)f]Rd G(y)eV”(t'x)'de, (t,x) € (0,400) X R,

3
u(0,.) = u(.). ©)

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



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)LG(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 the Hamilton-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.



2 Model and main result

2.1 The model

We consider a population parameterized by a carrying capacity K € IN, consisting of indi-
viduals characterized by a trait which belongs to IR, subject to selection and mutation. We
consider a parameter g — 0 as K — +oo. The trait space with o discretization is given

by: Xk := {idk, i € Z}. We consider a discrete version in X of the selection-mutation

K
i

model (2) without scalings, (an(t)),-eZ where n; (t) is the population density at time ¢ and

trait 16k, such that

—nf(t) = Rix)n (1) + ) pljox)oxGl(j—i)ox)n (¢) (5)
JEZ

The growth rate of individuals with trait iog is denoted by R(idx) and is assumed to
depend only on trait. The term with the sum models mutations: an individual with trait
jog mutates at a rate p(jog), and the probability of mutation to trait iog is Ox G((j —1)ok),
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 @. 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 log KG(.log K). We shall introduce also a change of variable
in time, given by t — tlog K, which accelerates the dynamics and allows us to observe the

effects of the accumulation of small mutations. We assume that

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

@. Then hg := 6glog K — 0 as K — +co. We obtain the following rescaled problem:

e 4 (tlog K) = R(iox)nf (tlog K) + Y jez p((1 +1)ox)hx G(Ihg )y (tlog K), V(t,1) € (0, +00) x Z

nX(0) = nXO0(>isk),

(6)

K,

where nf9 is the initial density.

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



a logarithmic scale

_ log(nf(tlogK))

uiK(t) log K

It is easier to study the asymptotic behaviour of uX instead of nX. Therefore the density

of the subpopulation characterized by trait iog can be expressed as follows:
nK(tlog K) = K" (),
We obtain the following system of ordinary differential equations:

LuK () = R(i6g) + L jez p((1+ )05 G(Lhy )l 8K W=7, (1, §) € (0, +00) x Z (7)

dt
uX(0) = uX0(isg).

2.2 Assumptions

1. We assume that R and p are Lipschitz continuous functions with Lipschitz norms
IRllLip and |[|pllLip, 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 ™, such that JIR Gy)dy=1,G
is a positive continuous function in IR, and for all x € R

0 <min f(x) < f(x) <sup f(x) < oo, (9)
x€R xeR
which implies that
J G(y)e™dy < +oco V]a| <1, and J G(y)e™dy = +o00 Y|a| > 1. (10)
R R

An example of Kernel G satisfying Assumption 2 is given by the exponential kernel
G(x) = %e"’d.

3. There exist positive constants A and B; such that, foranyie€Z and K > 1

ukO(idx) < —Alidg| + By. (11)



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

ufO((i +1)og) — u*(idg)

<L, 12
5 < (12)

i.e. for any K > 1, u®0 is L-Lipschitz continous in the discrete trait space Xx.

5. The linear interpolation K0 of uK0 defined as follows: for all x € R, let i € Z be
such that x € [i0g, (i + 1)0g),

T0(x) = X 0(i65) (1 = 2= + i)+ uS0((i + 1)3k ) — 1),
61( 5K

converges locally uniformly to a continuous function u°, as K — +oo.

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 ) ;. hx G(lhg), con-
verges to 1, as K — +oo (see Lemma 3.1 for a proof), Assumption 3 implies that the initial
population size IX(0) =Y ._, 5Kn11.<(0) is bounded by 26 K51/(1 —eA"x). Finally, Assump-

tions 4 and 5 imply that u" 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 — +o0, 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 uiK, on the non-discretized

trait space R. For all x € IR, let i € Z be such that x € [idg, (i + 1)0k), we define

i+1

iTK(t,x):ulK(t)(l—éi+i)+uK (t)(éi—i). (13)
K K

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptions 1-5, let uX = (uiK)ieZ be the solution of (7) and uX as in
(13). Then, as K — +oo, X converges locally uniformly to the function u € C([0,+o0) x R),

unique continuous viscosity solution to the following equation

min(d;u(t, x) — R(x) —p(x)J]R G(v)eV“ Y dy, 1 - |Vu(t,x)) =0, ¥(t,x)€ (0,+00) xR

u(0,.) = u®(.).
(14)



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

dyu(t,x)~Rix)~plx) | Gy =0,
R
for subsolution when |Vu| < 1. For the supersolution, since the Hamiltonian takes infinite

values when |Vu| > 1, this enforces u to satisfy |[Vu| < 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 Y ;. hg G(hg1)e® <!l converges to f]R G(y)ePdy as
K — +o00, and there exists a finite constant a(a) such that

sup ZhKG(hKl)e“th = a(a). (15)
K>1 1eZ

Proor. Leta € (—1,1).Let M > 0, by continuity of G the Riemann sum } ;. |<m hi G(Ihg el

converges to Jlx G(x)e®™dx. Moreover, by Assumption 2, we have

|<M

Z hKG(lhK)e”hK“'SC Z hKe—IlhK|eahK|l|
[Thg|>M [lhg|>M

<C J e (1-albisoll) g
ly=M

Then

limsup Z hy G(1hy e« SCJ e—(l—a)lyldy.
K=too 1 om lyl>=M



We let M tend to infinity, we deduce the convergence of the entire sum Y ;. g G(Ihg)e*x!!

to [, G(v)e™ldy, as K — +oo.

|
Theorem 3.2. Under Assumptions 1-3, for all K > 1, there exists a unique solution
nK € C1(RY,€1(Z)) to equation (6) which satisfies, for all t > 0,
175 (®)llerz) < CEIn(0)lle1 (), (16)

where C(t) = 1 + e(RPa(0))tlog K
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 €*(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,.) Yt>0.

Proor. 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 Vt>0.
Let v be a bounded subsolution in space of Equation (6) satisfying v(0,-) < 0.
Define, for (t,i) € [0,+00) X Z and for D to be chosen later v;(t) := vi(t)e‘%“'hKe‘Dt. The
function v satisfies the following inequality

1 d_

log () a7 (1) < (D + RGo))i(6) + e 2y p((i + Do )hg G(lhg)e? ey, (¢). (17)
lez

Let T > 0, we show that v;(t) <0, Vt€[0,T]. Let us assume by contradiction that

M= sup v(t)>0.
(t,i)e[0,T]xZ

Since v is bounded in space, we deduce that 7 vanishes when |i| — +oo. Thus, the supre-

mum is attained at some point (t(,ij). Since v(0,.) < 0, we conclude that t; > 0. Conse-



quently, we obtain

1
log (K)

%’ﬁ;o(tO) < (—D + R(loéK))M +M ép(((zo + l)éK)hKG(lhK)e%mhK
<(-D+R+pa(1/2))M.

We choose D sufficiently large such that —-D +R+pa(1/2) < 0. This is in contradiction with
tg > 0. [ |

4 Regularity estimates

Lemma 4.1. Let K > 1. Under Assumptions 1-4, we have for any i € Z, and t > 0
—L|idg|+ By + Cot <uf0(idg) + Cot <ulf(t) <u®O>isg) + Cit < —Alidg|+ By +Cit, (18)

where C,, By and C are real constants.

Proor. The proof of the upper bound is a direct application of the comparison principle
proved in Proposition 3.3. Let us show that ¢;(t) := u®(id6x) + C;t, is a supersolution of

the equation (7). Indeed, we have

¢i(t)=Cy and ¢pi(t) - ¢i(t) < Lllok].

We can choose C; = R+ pa(L). Then (t,i) > e!°8K%i() is a bounded supersolution in space

of (6). By comparison principle, we deduce that
nZK(t) < elosKoilh) vyt >,
Then from (11) we conclude that

ulk(t) < ¢i(t) := ulO>idg) + Cit < —Alidg|+ By + Cit, ¥Vt >0.

1

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



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 i6g €
[-N,N], we have

|AguX(t) < C. (19)

K
K U
where Agu; (t) = B T

Proor. 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. Forany t € [0,T], and i € Z, we have

d Ko

R((i+1)og)— R(idk)

1
+— I+i+1)og)h
> @[é”“ )i )hi

Gl )e 8K Wit (1 (00— ) ™ p((1+)5 1 g G L )oK i (040D |
lez

Moreover, we have

”p”Lip

p((I+i+1)ok) = p((I +1)ok) < lIpllipok < Ogp((I+1)ok). (20)

Then

1
- Y U1+ i+ 1)) G(lhg )e'o8K MmO () - 3 p (1 + i)aK)hKG(lhK)elogK(uz’ii“)—”f“))}
K leZ leZ

< lIpllzip ZP((Z + )65 iy Gl )08 K1 (-5, (1)

B leZ
1
+go) i+ i>5K>hKc<th>[elog1<<uﬁi+l<t>—ui’i1<t>> _ eIOgK<”ﬁf‘”‘”"K(t))]
leZ
< ”P'}lfip ZP((Z + i)éK)hKG(lhK)elogK(uﬁ.iﬂ(t)_uilil(t))
= lez

+logK )" pl(1+ )0 Gl )8 hiss O O AufS (1) - Aguf (1))
lez

In the last line we have used the inequality e* —e? < e*(x —p) for all x,p € R.

10



We obtain that

d
(1) < IRl + ”p”L”’X (1 + 1)5k g G )oK (hn (=181 (0)
— lez
+logK )~ pl((1+ )3k Gl )8 X hisa O O AufS (1) - Aguf (1))
lezZ

< ”R”Lip + % ZP((Z + i)éK)hKG(lhK)elogK(uﬁiH(t)_”ilil(t))
E leZ
x (1-log K(uf (1) =, (1))
+1ogK Y p((1+1)8x ) Gl )e!o8 K (hims (117102 1)
leZ

lIpllzi lIpllz:
X [AKulIii(t) + TlpulKH-H(t) — (Aguf()+ T”’uﬁl(t)) :

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

p((i +1+1)og) < 2p((I +1)ok).

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

d - . 4K _uK
UK () SR+ Y pllI+i + 1)k Gl o8t (118 )
leZ
<R+2) p((i+ 1)k e Gy )elo8 K iy (D=1 (1),
leZ

From these inequalities, we obtain

d K IpllLip

E[AK”i (t)+ p u;i (1)

<C+ ”p“LZP Z 5K hK (lhK)elogK(uﬁiH(t)—uilj_l(t) ( _logK(ul_}_l_}_](t)_uiIil(t)))
i leZ
+logK Zp (1 + 1)0x )y G(I g )e'08 K Wiy (=uis (1)

leZ

”p”sz K ”p”LiP K

X(AKulIii(t)-l_T l+z+1( )_(AKuiK(t)'i_TuiH(t)) ’

where C is a constant independent of K. Since e*(3 — x) < e? for all x € R, we deduce that

11



% AKl/llK(t) + ”p”LiP uK (t)] < C+plOgK ZhKG(lhK)elogK(ulIii*l(t)_uilj'l(t))

i+1
P IeZ
Ipllci IpllLi
X (AKuZKH-(t) + Twuﬁi+l(t) —(Aguf )+ =—Euk (1)),
where the constant C is independent of K. Let us define
oK(1) 1= Ak (ny+ PWe k(e
We obtain
d _ MK- —M»K
%gZK(t) < -C +p10gK ZhKG(lhK)elogK( l+z+1(t) 1+1(t))(gllii(t) _glK(t)) (21)
leZ
Note that from Lemma 4.1 and Assumption (4), we deduce that
C—Cy)t
ul . (1) —ul (1) <LIIog|+(C = Co)t and g(t) <L+ % +C(T).

oreover for a > 0, we have g — a|idg| = —oo as |i| = +o0. Le ,i a maximum
M f 0 h glK 61( Let ta,K a,K
point of giK —aliog| on [0, T] x Z. By contradiction we assume that ¢, g > 0, then

d _ logK(uf; i (tag)-ttk i (ta k)
288 (o) S =C+PlogK ) IcGlllg)e ™ imeet e arenBelgl (1, 5) g (10,x)
leZ
K _uK
<-C+aplogK ZhKG(lhK)elogK(ul”“"(“(ta’m u’“’K“(ta’K))(W + 0, k)0)| = lia,x k)
leZ
<-C+ap ZhKG(lhK)|l|hKeL|”hK+|C1‘C2|T1°gK.
leZ

Therefore, for a small enough we have

d
EgiliK(ta,K) <0.

This contradicts the fact that giK — afiog| is maximal at (¢, g, i, k). We deduce that

. lIpllLi
(t) - 2Ct - alidg| < sup (Aguf (0) + —=Luf, (0)). (22)

i€Z p

”p”Lip K

K

12



Letting a go to zero, and using Lemma 4.1, we conclude that AKul.K is locally uniformly
bounded above by a constant independent of K, which lay depend on the trait iog, but
which grows at most linearly in i5x. In a similar manner, we show that ~AguX is bounded

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

5 Convergence to a viscosity solution

We introduce the following semi-relaxed limits (see [1]): for all t > 0 and x € IR,

u(t,x) := limsup ¥ (s,y) and wu(t,x):= llirgi&fﬁK(s,y).
i) By)=t)

Note that we can define such quantities, as #X 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).

Proor. Step 1: u is a viscosity supersolution of (14) in (0,+oc0) x RR.

Let ¢ € C*((0,+00) x R), and (¢,x) € (0,400) x R a strict global minimum of u — ¢ on
(0,+00)xR. Then (see [1], Lemma 4.2) there exist a subsequence of K, by abuse of notation
still denoted K, and a sequence (g, xx) such that for K large enough, X — ¢ has a global
minimum at (tg,xg) and (tg,xx) — (t,x), as K — +o00 and X (tg, xx) — u(t,x). On the one

hand, since (tg,xx) is a global minimum of #X — ¢, we have
Orp(tx, Xk ) 2 A" (tg, xk). (23)

Moreover, by (13) we deduce that

d K XK . d K XK .
it ) 2 ok (1)1 =35 wi) + ol () GE i), (24)

where ix = Lg—ij. Since the function R is Lipschitz continuous, we have

R(ixog) = R(x) = [IRl|Liplx — ik okl

13



We deduce that when K — +oo

(1= 5+ iR+ 1og) + (55 = iR (ixox) 2 R(x) + (1), (25)

Moreover for any | € Z, we have

upy (be) = (t) = s (be) =05 (b, xi) + 0 (b, xk) = g (1)
> b, (1 +ik)0K)) = Ptk xi) + W (1, X ) = v (k)

> ¢(tg, (I +ix)ok)) — P(tk, xx) — C(x)ok,

where C(x) is the space Lipschitz constant of uX in [x —1,x + 1] given by Proposition 4.2.
Let M > 0. For K large enough, and for any || < L%J, there exists a point {g; € [x—1,x+1]
such that

) ) 1 )
Ot (1 +ig)ox) — P(tx, xx) = (I +ix)ox — xK) I P(tx, XK ) + E((l +ix)ok — xK)* Prx Pt Ex 1)
> 16g I (ti, xx) — Clxg — ixdx| - C'(16k)?
MZ
logzK’

> léKc?x(j)(tK,xK) - CéK — C,

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

log K(ufy; (tx) —uj (tx)) = lhg dxp(tx, xx) +o(1).

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

chitz estimates, we have

log K(uf\; . (tx) =t (tk)) = Thi Oy p (b, xk) +0(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

St xx) = R(x)+o(1)+ ) ((1 =S P+ ik Dog) + (55 = ip((1 +ix)o)
<L ]

hKG(lhK)elhKax(P(tK»xK)-Fo(l).

14



Moreover, since p is Lipschitz continuous, we have

(1- g—i +ig)p((L+ig +1)ok) + (z—i —ig)p((I +ig)ox) = p(x) = lpllLip (I + 1)k

We deduce that

it xi) = R(x)+0(1)+ ) (p(x) = llpliLip(Il] + 1)5x ) e Gl ) Pxtioxirolt),

<L)
Let us now show that
Jim Z (1] + 1) g G(1hy e OxPlixxx)+oll) — o (26)
—+00
<L)
and that
lim inf Z hy G(Ihy )e/hxdxltoxx)ro(l) 5 J G(y)eV P92 gy, (27)
IETS i

We start by proving (26). Since (tg, xg) converges, there exists b > 0, such that |0, ¢(tx, xg)| <
b. We have

Z (l+1)5KhKG(hKl)ethl”+0<1>ZIOLK Z (Ihg + hg)hg G(Ihy )ebxli+o),

<Ly ] <Ly ]

Since o(1) does not depend on [, the Riemann sum Z|1|<LhMJ(lhK + hy )hg G(Ihy )ebhxlli+o(1)
T h

converges to f|y|<MyG(y)eb|y|dy. Thus ﬁ Z|l|<LhMJ(lhK + hg )hg G(1hg )eb o) converges
- —hg

to zero. Hence (26) is proved.

We now show (27). Since ¢ is a C*™ function, then for any ¢ > 0 and sufficiently large K,

we have

|ax¢(thxK) - ax¢(tfx)| <e

Therefore,

Z hKG(lhK)ehK18x¢(tK,XK)+o(1)Z Z hKG(lhK)ehK’ax¢(t'x)‘€M+0(1),

<L) <L)

This is a Riemann sum which converges to fIyISM G(p)e?x?tX)y=¢M gy By dominated con-

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

3,p(t,) ZR<x>+p<x)LG@>68x¢<ww@.

We now prove that 1 —|V¢(t,x)| > 0. To do so, we require the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. For any (t,x,7) € (0,+00) x R?, we have
u(t,x+y)—u(t,x) <[yl (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 — ¢ is minimal at (¢,x), by Lemma 5.2 we have for all y € R

Pt x+y) - ¢(t,x) <u(t,x +y) - u(t,x) <[y|,

we conclude that
IVo(t,x)| < 1.

Therefore, we have proved that u is a viscosity supersolution of (14) in (0, +o0) x R.
Step 2: Initial condition. By Lemma 4.1 and the uniform convergence of uX? we
deduce that u(0,x) = u%(x) for all x € R. That concludes the proof. |

Proof of Lemma 5.2.

By contradiction, we assume that there exist (¢,x,yg) € (0, +00) x R? and « > 0 such that
u(t,x+yo) - u(t, x) = |yo| + a.
Since u is lower semi-continuous, then there exists y > 0 such that
ut,x+y)zu(t,x+y0)-a/d Vye(@o—r,yo+7)-
We deduce that

u(t,x+vy)—u(t,x)>|y|+5/8a, Yy € Ay := (yg —min(y, a/8),yo + min(y, a/8)). (29)
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Let ¢ € C1((0,+00)xR) be such that (t,x) is a strict global minimum of u—¢ on (0, +c0)xR.
Then, there exists a sequence (tx, xg) such that (tg, xx) is a global minimum of #X — ¢ and
(tg,xg) — (t,x), and u¥(tg,xg) — u(t,x), as K — +co. Therefore, by definition of u, we
have for any y € A and K sufficiently large

WX (tg,igdg +v) > u(t,x+v)—a/4, and —u¥(tg,xx)>—u(t,x)—a/4, (30)
where ix = Lg—ij. By (29)-(30) and the Lipschitz estimates of uX, we obtain
T (t, ik Ok +9) — uf (tk) > [yl + a/8 = C(x)5k, Yy € Ay, (31)

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

Y P+ i)l GlThg ) 8K i BN 5 Ny Tk v/ SlosK Ol
lez (leZ/ 16 Ay)
>p Z hKf(hKl)ea/SlogK+O(hK)
{leZ/ 16k eAp}

Yo + min(y, 0(/8))J B (Lyo —min(y, a/8)J N 1))ea/810gK+O(hK)
J% oK

> 2pmin f(x)(min(y, a/8) + O(hg))log K /8108 K+Olhi)

— x€R

> phymin f (x)|

Proceeding similarly using (31) and the Lipschitz estimates of uX, we obtain the same
bound with ix + 1 instead ig. Since #X — ¢ has a minimum at (tg,xx) with tg > 0, we
deduce that

Frcplti, xic) = 4T (e, x) = R+ 2p min f (x)(min(y, a/8) + O(hg))e* 18K -0,
— X€

wich converges to +co when K — +oo. This is a contradiction with the fact that the se-

quence (tg,xg)g 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 7 is a subsolution
and concluding, using a comparison principle, that = 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.

u(t,.). In addition u(0,.) = u(0,.) = u°(.).

Proposition 5.4. We have for any t > 0 u(t,.) =

This result provides the convergence of #X 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.

Proor. For some technical reason we replace R by R with R(x) = R(x) - (R + p). Then
—(R+p)t is a supersolution of

in(J;u(t,x )eVut)y 1 —|Vu(t,x))) =0, V(tx)€(0,+00) xR
min(dyu( (%) [ Gy = [Vu(t, x))) (t,x) € (0, +00) (32)

u(0,.) = uo(.).

We start by modifying u — (R + p)t at the initial time in the following way: for any
(t,x) € [0,+00) xR

u(t,x)—(R+p)t t>0

(1 %) = hmlglfu( x) t=0.
S—
s>0

Note that from Proposition 5.1 and the lower semi-continuity of u, we obtain
1%(x) = 1(0,x) < 1u,(0, ).

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 y > 0, we define

u, (6%) = inf (1, (s,%) + £-sl (33)
Zo.y\*r - seR+ ’ 7/2 ’
Note that from the lower bound in (18), u 1s well-defined. We show that this infimum

is attained. For fixed (t,x) € (0,+00) xR, y > O, and ¢ > 0, there exists s, € R* such that

|t_55|2

oy (bX) 2 1o (s¢,%) + ——
)4
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By (18) and the definition of u, ,, there exists a constant C(t) such that

|t_5£|2
7/2

e < C(t).
We deduce that (s,). is bounded. Then along subsequences, it converges to s, > 0. More-

over, by lower semi continuity of u_, we deduce

|t — so|?
72

Eo,y(t’ x) Z _0(50’ x) +

Hence the infimum in (33) is attained. Moreover, by the above inequality we deduce that
so tends to t when y tends to zero. Therefore, by the lower semi continuity of u_ and (33),
we conclude that 1, , converges to 1, as y — 0.

We now prove that U, isa supersolution of (32). Let ¢ € C!((0,+00) xR) and let (¢, xo) €
(0, +00) xR a minimum of Uy, —¢. Since the infimum in (33) is attained, there exists sy > 0

such that (#(, sy, xo) is @ minimum of the following function

2
bt

(t,5,x) > u_(s,x)+

Since u_ is a supersolution of (32) on [0, +c0) x R, we deduce that

2(tg—s —
T (;/2 o) Rixo) —p<Xo>f]RG(y)ev‘f’“ofm-ydy > 0.

o2
Moreover, since f; is a minimum point of ¢t — u_(sg,xg) + |t;§| — ¢(t,x9), we deduce that

9, (to, o) = @ Then

9,10, x0) — R(xo) — p<x0>f G(y)e #0703 4y > 0,
R

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

u
=0,y
equation (32) in (0, +o0) x IR.

Step 2: Regularisation to be in the domain of the Hamiltonian: Let us show the p-
Lipschitz continuous function pu, ., for u € (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 R, we deduce that the function pu,,, satisfies in the viscosity sense

Byu(t,x) = jR(x) + p(x) f}R Gy)e"¥dy (1 - p)p(x)

> R<x>+p<x>f]RG<y>eW'ydy— (1- pp.

We deduce that the function pu,, , satisfies in the viscosity sense the equation

min(d;u — R(x) —p(x)f G(v)eY"Ydy + (1 — w)p, u—|Vul) > 0 in (0,+00) X R. (34)
R

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

able and pu, ,, is a supersolution to (34), and since any constant is a supersolution to (34),

B
oY
of (34) (see Appendix B for the proof). Moreover,

we deduce that for any constant B, the function u =max(-B, uu, ) is a supersolution

gf’y’ﬂ is Lipschitz in time and space,
then it is differentiable almost everywhere, and satisfies almost everywhere (34).

Step 4: C! regularity: Let p: R* xR — R* be a smooth function with support in the unit
ball such that JIR+><IR p(t,x)dtdx = 1. We define p.(.,.) = e%p(;, z). Let us define Ef’%%s, for
any (t,x) € [0,40c0) X R, by

Eo]‘y]’/l’e(t; X) = EO,')/,’J * pf(t’ x).

By (34) we have

O, (1) Replt, )+ |

pdt=sx=apla) [ G dydsdz g -

R

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

in 0 with radius ¢, we have

O clt,3) > Ri) =R + L) |

Pelt —s,x—2z) J G(y)evﬂgw(s’z)'ydydsdz
R*xR R

ub $,2). —
- IIPIILiPEJ pe(t—s,x— z)J‘ G(y)e Lors™Y dydsdz - p(1 - p).
R*xIR R

By Jensen inequality we have

J pe(t—s,x— z)f Gy)e " “ern®Y dydsdz > f G(y)e Zerwe@X)3 gy
R*xIR R R
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Moreover, we have

J pe(t —5,X— z)f G(y)evﬂg%ﬂ(s’z)'ydydsdz < J‘ G(y)eﬂ|y|dy =: Cy.
R*txR R R

We deduce from these inequalities
o,u" R G(y)e Zerwet¥Y 4y (IR C p
(o, 16 (£%) 2 R(x) + p(x) . (v)e Zorw Y = (IRllLip + CullpllLip)e = P(1 — p).

. —~B . .

Since |Vgo%m| < p, then by the dominated convergence theorem and letting ¢ go to zero,
the above equation is satisfied up to t = 0.

Step 5: Strictly supersolution: Let us define gfl%w for a constant C to be chosen later,
for any (t,x) € [0, +00) x R.

B —~B
Ug oy e(bX) =g, (5X)+ C(1 - p)t.

We choose C, p and ¢ such that —(|[R||z;, + C,llpllzip)e + (C = p)(1 — p) > 0. We obtain

dul, . (£,X)>R(x)+ p(x)f G(y)e oY gy (1, x) € [0, +00) x R, (35)
R
and
IVitg el < i (36)
We now prove that
u<u.

Let T > 0. We want to prove that the supremum of % — (R + p)t — u® on [0, T] x R is non

positive, where u8 = max(~B,u_). By contradiction we assume that

sup ﬁ(t,x)—(R+ﬁ)t—gf(t,x):a>0. (37)
(t,x)€[0,T]xR

According to the upper bound in (18) and the fact that u® > —B, we deduce that the

supremum is attained at some point (¢y,xg) € [0, T| x F with F a compact set. For y,¢ and

u small enough, 7 — (R+p)t —u takes a positive maximum greater than a/2 at some

B

O,')/,IM,E
point (t,x) € [0,T] x F, we can take a larger compact set F if necessary. Then (see [1]),
there exists a subsequence of K and a sequence (tg,xx) such that X — (R + p)t —gfy%w
is maximal at (tg, xx) and @¥(tg, xx) converges to 7(t,x) and (tg, xx) converges to (t,x), as

K — +00.
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Case 1: t > 0. Then, for K sufficiently large, we have tx > 0, and we obtain that

- _ X d Xk .. d
Outtgy, et %) + R P < il (1, x) = (L= 5+ i) yuf (1) + (5= ) gt ()
where ix = L%J' However, we have when K — +o0
. . logK(uX. —uk
aui(fK) = R(ixok) + Zp((l T i )0k Mg G(1hg )e 08K s ()=t (1)
leZ
<R(x)+o(1)+) p((l+ )5k e G(Lg el K W e (A1) =12, (i dr) (1),
leZ

Let M > 0, we have

p((I +ix)ok)hk G(lhK)elogK(EE,y,ﬂ,g(th(l+i1<)51<)—ﬂf,y,ﬂ,g(tK»iKéK))JrO(1)
[lhg|<M
< (p(x)+o(1) Y hxGllhg)e" !V ernsliixzol)

lIhg|<M

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

Vub B
\Vug,, o, (toxg) = Vg, (8 x) <7
ViH Vol

B
On the other hand, Z|lhK|<M hx G(lhK)ehKlvﬂ"'V'P"f(t’x)+'7h’<|ll+o(1) is a Riemann sum that con-

verges to f -y G(p)e Ve et 941l 3y Moreover, by Assumption 2, we have

S P+ i)ox g Gllhg)e" s ernetix o) < ¢} ol gy
|lhg|>M [Thg|>M

Since |Vu? t,x)| < pu, by the dominated convergence theorem, as # tends to zero,

oy pue
we conclude that

limsup ) *p((l+ix)Sx)hx G(lhg)e' "8 Dy et bi)ox) -l (1 o) o(1)
K—+00 1eZ

<o) [ Gty cp [ etonby,
lyl<M ly|>M
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We let M go to infinity, we obtain

llmsup Zp((l+lK)6K)hKG(lhK) IOgK( oyye(tK (Z'HK)aK) oyyg(thiKéK))‘*’o(l)
K—+co IeZ

< p(x) J;R G(}))evlg%m(t"‘)-ljd%

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

uB (%)
(00 SR +p5) | GOy,

It is a contradiction with (35).

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

KO (i + 1)og) (K — ig).

_ Xg
X (tg, x) = uX0(ig o)1 - K vig) +u 5

Ok

Thus %(0,x) = u%(x) < u5(0,x), and then for y, e and u small enough we have

u(0,x) - 0,x)<a/2,

07/}45(

this is in contradiction with (37). We can assume tx > 0, and treat this case in the same
way of Case 1.

Therefore, we conclude that %(t,.) — (R+p)t < u5(t,.) for all ¢t > 0. We let B go to infinity
we obtain #(t,.) - (R+p)t < u(t,.) for all t > 0, where

u(t,.)— (R+p)t t>0,
Uo(b) = liminfu(s,.) t=0.

s—0

We deduce that u(t,.) = u(t,.) for all ¢+ > 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 u%0 we deduce that

7(0,x) = u(0,x) = u°(x).
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5.2.1 Proof of Proposition 5.3

Let ¢ € C!((0,+00) x R), and let (¢y,x) € (0,+c0) x R a maximum point of u — ¢. If 1 -
IV (tg, xo)| < 0, we deduce that u is a viscosity subsolution of (14) in (t,xy). We assume
here [V(ty, xg)| < 1. Since u is 1-Lipschitz, without loss of generality we can assume that

[V(tg,x)| < 1, for all x € R. In a similar way as in the proof of Lemma 5.4, we show that

8t¢(t0,x0) < R(xo) + p(xo)f G(y)evff)(to;xo).ydy.
R
We conclude that % is a viscosity subsolution of (14) in (0,+o0) X R. By Lemma 5.4 we

deduce that u is a viscosity subsolution of (14) in [0,+c0) X 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.

Proor. 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 (¢y,x() of u — yv, we have Du(ty,xg) = uDv(ty, xo). If
|Du(tg, x9)| = 1, we have |Dv(ty, xo)|| = %lDu(tO,x0)| > % > 1, which is in contradiction with
the fact that v is a supersolution. Thus, max(|Du(ty, xq)|,|Dv(tg,xg)|) < 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,.), Vt>0.
Let T > 0. By contradiction, we assume that

M:= sup u(t,x)—v(t,x)>0. (38)
(t,x)€[0,T]xR
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Let p € (0,1) and 77, > 0, we consider the following function defined on [0, T]> x R? by

=yl _Jt-sP

172 172 _C(]'_;M)t_a(lx|2+|y|2)_

lzby,n,a(t,S,X,y):u(t,x)—yv(s,y)_ o

where C is a positive constant to be chosen later. We omit the fixed index y and we denote
by (ty,a-Sy,ar Xy,aViy,a) @ maximum point of ¢, . Such a maximum exists because u and
v are continuous and bounded.

Lemma 6.2. We have the following points:
1. %0 = Vyal +tya = Spal = 0 when (1,a) — (0,0).
2. There exists a positive constant Cy such that max(a|x, .| a[y, .[) < Coa%.
3. For n,a sufficiently small, we have 0 <t 4,5, o <T.

The proof of this lemma is given at the end of the proof of the Theorem 6.1.
The point (£, 4, %, o) is @ maximum point of the function

(t,x) — ¢r;,a(tr Sr],a’x’yr],a) = u(t,x) = ¢1(t, Sn,afxfyn,a)f
where

|x_yr],a|2 |t_sr],a|2

P1(tSy00% Y1) = WS Vna) =3 7 Cl= g alil ¢yl + 7
Since u is a viscosity subsolution of (14) we have
min(9f1 (e Sy.00 X Vo) = R(%ya) = P(6ya) f}R G(y)e™>P1(trartnarethald dy
A=V (tyarSyar Xn,ar Ya)l) (39)
=min(C(1 —pu)+ m +hy 0 = R(xy0) = P(Xya) J;R G(y)e(q*lr“””‘xw)'ydy
,1— |q,],a + 2ax,],a|) <0,
where h, , = —2(t"’2;5"’“) and g, 4 = —2(x”’2;y"’“). Moreover (s, 4,9y,a) is @ minimum point of

the function

(S;y) = _¢q,a(tq,a;5'xq,a;y) = ]JU(S,X) - <P2(t17,a;5,x;7,m}2),
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where

|x17,0( _y|2 |t17,a - 5|2 2 2
(PZ(tq,alS;xq,a;y) = u(tq,a;xn,a)_ 172 - 172 _C(l_ﬂ)tq,a_a(lxq,al +yl%)-

T—t,q

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

min(atu—yR(x)—p(x)fIRG@)eW'ydw(l WP~ V) 2 0,

we have

mil’l(at¢2(t”,a, s,],a,xn’a,y,],a) — ﬂR(}/’,],a) — p(}/,]’a) J;R G(y)evy(f)z(tn,a;sq,mxr}:a'%{,a).ydy + (1 _ ﬂ)?
TP |Vy¢2(t17,a’ Sr],a’ xr],af yn,a )|)

:Inhﬂhma—yR@%ﬂ)—p@%ﬂ)J;(ﬂykwmfam%wydy+(1—;OﬁJL—Mma—ZaymA)ZO.

40
We deduce from (40) and point 2 of Lemma 6.2 that o
|q,],a + 20cx,7,a| < |q,7,a - 2ay,],a| +2alx) 0+ Pyl Spt 2C0a%.
Then, for a small enough, we have for some a( > 0 depending on y
|q,7,a + 20cx,7,a| <u+ag<l. (41)
Therefore, from (39)-(40) and (41), we deduce that
C(1= )+ hyq = R(xy0) = p(Xy0) fm G(y)e!tat?®uad¥dy < 0, (42)
and
P = R3a)=Pya) [ GO0y 4 (1= p 2 0, (43)
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(C=p—R)(1 =) < R(xy,0) = R(@y,a) + (P(xy,0) = P(V1,0) J;R G(y)e(qq'aﬂaxq'a)ydy
) [ G e 2y — o2ty
<IRllzipley,a = 9yal +PlLiplxy,a - yq,a|j G(y)eltnat®iual¥ dy

R

+ 2a]_7|x,],a - yn’a|JA IyIG(y)e(qua”“xw)-ydy,
R

Moreover, from (41) we can find a; depending on y and a positif constant D such that
p+a; <1and f]R |y|G(y)e(q'7f“+2“xw)'y < Df]R G(y)el**@)¥ldy. We conclude that

(C-p-R)(1-p) < (IRllLip +IpllLiy fm G(y)erraolWldy + 205D fm G)e M Wl dy)x, o~ vy ol

We let (17,a) go to zero, and we deduce that (C —p — R)(1 — ) < 0. This is a contradiction
for C>p+R. |

Proof of Lemma 6.2.

We have
¢y,q,a(tn,a; Sn,ar Xn,a0 yq,a) 2 711);4,11,0((0' 0,0,0).

Then

|x;1,a - yﬂ,a|2 + |t17,a - 5;1,01|2
n? U

where H = max(||#||,||7]|lo)- Hence, we obtain the points 1 and 2.

05(|x17,a|2+|3/17,a|2)+ <4H, (44)

By definition of (t,,4,S,a, Xyj,ar¥y,a) We deduce that for 7, a small enough t, 4,5, o <T. We
prove now that tyar Sa > 0 for 77, small enough. In fact that, we have for any (¢,x) €
[0,T) xR

o
u(t’x) - l“}(tfx) - C(l - ﬂ)t - 2a|x|2 - ﬁ < 4’;4,11,0((tr],afsr],afxn,a’yr],a)-

Therefore,

u(t,x)— pv(t,x) = C(1 — p)t <liminfliminfu(t, 4, x;4) = pU(Sy,00 Viy.a)-

a—0 -0
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By continuity of u and v, we take the supremum in the above inequality, and obtain

M —(H+CT)(1 - p) <liminfliminfu(t, 4, %,0) = V(Sy,a:Vp,a) + H(1 = p),
a—0 -0
with M defined in (38). If there exists a subsequence of (1, &) such that ¢, , =0, and since
we have u(0,.) <v(0,.). Then

u(O, xq,cx) - v(sq,m yn,a) < U(O; xn,a) - U(Sn,al yq,cx)-

Moreover, from Point 2, for fixed a the sequences (x, ), and (y; ), have along subse-
quence of 7, limits denoted x,, and y,. By (44), we have x, =y, and s, , converges to zero

when 7 goes to zero, and by continuity of v, we deduce that

llzrl_}(l)'lfv(oy xr],a) - v(sr],aw yq,a) <0.
We conclude that
M<(2H+CT)(1-p).

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

n
same way. m

7 Proof of Theorem 2.1

From Proposition 5.1,5.3 and Theorem 6.1, we conclude uk 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 AKX = (a l]), jez the double infinite real matrix where

= p(jdx)hg G((j—i)hk), DX the double infinite diagonal matrix whose diagonal element
diK is given by dZ-K = R(idk) for all i € Z and we define the infinite vector nX = (”zK)ieZ- We
rewrite the equation (6) at time ¢/log K as follows:

1 od g

longt (t) = (DX + AK) K (1) (45)

Let T > 0. We consider the following subset of C([0,T],£!(Z)) :
A= {neC([0,T]EY2)), In(lloz) < COIE Oz, Vtelo,T])
The space C([0, T],£'(Z)) is a Banach space for the norm

Inllze(jo, 71,01 (2)) == sup Zl”i(t)|-
tE[O,T] iceZ

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

d:A— A
n O(n),

where @(n) is the unique solution of

loéK LD (n)(t) = (DK + AX)n(t)
@ (n)(0) = nX(0).

We prove that @ has a unique fixed point in .A. Let us show that ® is a mapping from A
to A. Indeed, let n € A. Then, we have for any i € Z

1 _ 1k F KK .
logK(q) n)(t))-—logKni (0)+J;(D + A" )n(s));ds
1 t
= O+ [ (R8I (s)+ Y plidw Gl e ny(s))ds

jEZ
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Then

t
200z < (Ol z) +log K | (Rln(slz ZZhKG«j—i)hm(s))ds
0 i€Z jeZ
< (1+ (R+pa(0))C(1)tlog K)lIn* (0)ll¢1 (z)
Therefore, for T small enough, we have 1+ (R +pa(0))C(t)tlog K < C(t). This yields

1P (1) (1)ller () < C(THIn" (0)l 1z

Let us now show that @ is a contraction.
Let n,m € A, we have for any i € Z, and t € [0, T']

IO;Kncp(m(t)—cp(m)(t)ngl(z)sf( S s - mo <5 Y Y Gl - i)

ieZ i€Z jeZ

Inj(s) - m]-(s)|)ds
< (R+pa(0))T|ln—mll=o,1), ()

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

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

115 0, 7101 (z)) < CATES (0l 2

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

Appendix B

Lemma 7.1. Let Q) be an open convex subset of R, and let H : Rx Q — R be a continu-
ous Hamiltonian that is uniformly Lipschitz-continuous in space and concave with respect to
the gradient variable. Let uy and u, be two Lipshcitz-continuous in time and space viscosity
supersolutions of the problem

diu+H(x,Du) =0, (46)

such that almost everywhere Du' e Q, for i =1,2. Then, the function v = max(uy,u,) is also a

viscosity supersolution of (46).

Proor. Let u; and u; be two viscosity supersolutions of (46). We prove that v = max(uy,u5;)

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 u]
and u5 the regularised functions. By the uniform Lipschitz continuity and concavity of

the Hamiltonian, we obtain for i = 1,2 and for all (¢,x) € (0,+00) X R

dguf + H(x,Duf) > J pe(t—s,x—y)(H(x,Du'(s,y)) - H(y, Du'(s,p)))dsdy > o(1), (47)
R, xR

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

is a negligible constant of ¢ and independent of i. Let us prove show that v® = max(u{, u3)

is a viscosity supersolution.

Let (tp,x9) € (0,+00) x R and (p,q) € D_v¥(ty,x), where D_v¢ is the subdifferential of v¢

(see [1]). Then, there exists a € [0,1] such that

(P, q) = (adsui(to, xo) + (1 — a)dsu;(to, xo), aDuj(ty, xo) + (1 — a)Duj(ty, x)).

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

tonian, we obtain
p+H(x,q) > a(d,uj(to, xo)+H (xo, Duj(ty, xo)))+(1—a)(du5(tg, xo)+H(xo, Du5(tg, X)) = o(1).

Thus, v¢ 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(fy, f,), where f; and f, are differentiable functions on
IR?, the subdifferential of f satisfies at any point x € R?

D_f(x) = Co(Dfi(x), D fo(x)), (48)

where Co(Df;(x), D f,(x)) is the convex hull of Df;(x) and D f,(x).

Let x € R%. The case where the maximum is defined by f; only or f, only is obvious,
because if for example fi(x) > fo(x), we have D_f(x) = {D f;(x)}.

Let now assume that fi(x) = f,(x). By contradiction we assume that there exists p € D_f(x)
such that p ¢ Co(Df;(x), Df>(x)). Moreover, Co(Df;(x), Df,(x)) is a convex compact set.
Then, by the Hahn-Banach theorem, there exists £ € R? such that

(p,&)>(, &), VyeCo(Dfi(x),Dfa(x)) (49)
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Let A > 0, we consider z=x+ A&. Since p € D_f(x), we have for A small enough

f(2) = fx) 2 {p,z=x) + o(l|z = xI]).

We use the Taylor expansion at x + AE of f; and f, and let A tend to zero and the fact that
f(x) = fi(x) = f2(x), we obtain

max((Df1(x), £),(D f2(x), &) = (p, &).

This is in contradiction with (49). [
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