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NONLOCAL ERGODIC CONTROL PROBLEM IN R?
ANUP BISWAS AND ERWIN TOPP

ABSTRACT. We study the existence-uniqueness of solution (u,A) to the ergodic Hamilton-Jacobi
equation
(=A)*u+ H(z,Vu) = f — X in R%,

and u > 0, where s € (%, 1). We show that the critical A = A\*, defined as the infimum of all A
attaining a non-negative supersolution, attains a nonnegative solution u. Under suitable conditions,
it is also shown that A* is the supremum of all A for which a non-positive subsolution is possible.
Moreover, uniqueness of the solution u, corresponding to A, is also established. Furthermore,
we provide a probabilistic characterization that determines the uniqueness of the pair (u, A") in
the class of all solution pair (u,\) with w > 0. Our proof technique involves both analytic and
probabilistic methods in combination with a new local Lipschitz estimate obtained in this article.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we are interested in the study of ergodic problems for viscous Hamilton-Jacobi
equations in the Euclidean space R% with fractional Laplacian. The model problem takes the form

1
(—A)u + E|w|m =f—X inR% (1.1)

where s € (1/2,1), m > 1, A € R, f € C(R?) and Vu denotes the gradient of u. For an adequately

regular function v : RY — R, (—A)*u denotes the fractional Laplacian of order 2s, which is explicitly
defined as

(—=A)*u(z) = —cqP.V. /Rd(u(x +y) — u(z)|y| "2 dy,

where P.V. stands for the Cauchy principal value, and cq , = %

constant making (—A)® — —A in an adequate functional framework, see [26].

We provide existence of an eigenpair (u, A) solving the problem (1), and qualitative properties
of the solutions in the context of viscosity solution’s theory. The main assumption here is the
coercivity of the source term f, which allows us to deal with the lack of compactness of the state
variable in ([IJ).

In the periodic setting (namely, when f is Z%periodic), problem (II) have been addressed
in [8 [l 10], involving more general nonlocal operators I with the form

—Tu(z) = —P.V. /Rd(u(a; +2) —u(x))K(z)dz, (1.2)

is a well-known normalizing

where K : R\ {0} — R, is a symmetric function (the kernel) satisfying nowadays standard
integrability conditions at the origin, and a growth conditions at infinity. The fractional Laplacian
corresponds to the particular case K (z) = cg,q|2|7(+2%).

Periodicity induces robust compactness properties to the equation, which in addition to a priori
regularity estimates and strong maximum principle lead to uniqueness for the eigenvalue A, and

uniqueness, up to an additive constant, for the eigenfunction u (in the sequel, we will refer to
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this property as uniqueness of the ergodic problem). The method used there follow the classical
arguments of Lions, Papanicopoau & Varadhan [34], and do not differ substantially among the case
of dominant diffusion (2s > m) and/or the gradient dominant case (2s < m). In [36], the author
addresses the problem in the non-periodic setting for nonlocal Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type equations
with an exponentially decaying nonlocal kernel. Compactness is a consequence of the confining
influence of the drift term and the exponential decay of the nonlocal kernel. This allows to get
uniqueness of the eigenpair as in the periodic case.

Similar ergodic problems have been extensively studied for the second-order analogue of (L)),
namely the problem

1
—Aut —|vu[" = f -\ in RY. (1.3)

The existence and uniqueness for the ergodic problem (3] in the periodic case is provided
in Barles & Souganidis [6]. In the non-periodic case, the very first work treating the case of
quadratic Hamiltonian was done by Bensoussan & Freshe [I5]. In both references, the results
are obtained using analytic methods. Ichihara [30] [32] uses probabilistic methods and the optimal
control perspective of the problem to obtain the uniqueness of the ergodic problem in the class
of nonnegative solutions. Some other important works on this topic include Cirant [24], Barles &
Meireles [I1], Arapostathis, Biswas & Caffarelli [3], Arapostathis, Biswas & Roychowshury [4]. It
is also worth to mention the application of stationary ergodic problems to the study of large time
behavior for solutions of associated parabolic equations, see for instance [0, 29, 40, 31 12 T3] in the
local case, and the mentioned works [8] [0 [10] in the nonlocal setting.

Other than the periodic setting, nonlocal ergodic problems in R? have been considered in quite
restricted settings. In addition to the mentioned article [30], Brindle & Chasseigne [19] consider
a problem similar to ours, but for the nonlocal operator of dispersal type (that is, K in (L2) is
continuous, bounded and compactly supported). In particular, none of these references deal with
the relevant case of the fractional Laplacian.

Now we present the assumptions that allow us to get our main result. For introductory purposes
we present it in the context of problem (1), and later the actual results are presented in a greater
generality.

As we mentioned above, our results rely on the coercivity of the source term f € C(R?), namely

(F1) There exists C' > 0 and v < m(2s — 1) such that |f(z)] < C(1+ |z|7) for all x € R?.

(F2) f is coercive, that is,
lim f(z)= +o0.

|z| =00
As we will see later, coercivity condition helpful to obtain unbounded solutions. As well
known, the solutions must be restricted to a class ad-hoc to the s-fractional operator. For this, we
denote wy(y) = (1 + |y|9t2%)~! and look for viscosity solutions u belonging to the space L'(ws),
defined as

Lhw,) = {u € LL,(RY) / fu(y)lws(y)dy < o0}.
Rd

We also denote by Cy (R?) (resp. C_(R%)) the set of nonnegative (resp. nonpositive) functions
in C(RY). Our main result is the following

Theorem 1.1. Let s € (1/2,1), m > 1, and let f € C(RY) satisfying[(FIH(F2)} Then, there exists
(u, \*) € C(RY) N L' (ws) x R solving the ergodic problem

1
(—=A)*u+ —|vu|/™ = f— X" R (1.4)
m
The ergodic constant \* meets the characterization formulae

1
N =inf{\ : Jue Cp(RY) N LY(w,) such that (—A)%u + E|Vu|m > f — XNinRY},
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= sup{\ : Ju e C_(RY) N LY(w,) such that (—A)%u + %|Vu|m < f—XinR9}.

The function u is unique up to an additive constant. If f is locally Holder continuous, then u €
C2S+(Rd).

Moreover, if f1, fo satisfy , and if X*(f;) denotes the corresponding critical value in
([T associated to fi, i = 1,2, then for fi < fa we have X*(f1) < A*(f2).

As we mentioned above, Theorem [[LT] is a particular case of a more general result that we state
in full generality in Theorem Bl below. Here C25*(R9) denotes the subset of continuous functions
with the following property: g € C?*T(R%) if and only if for each compact set K there exists an
n > 0 satisfying g € C2+7(X).

Before we proceed, we would like to point out some key features of the above results concerning
the assumptions on f. Condition is pretty standard in the context of an ergodic control
problem, whereas will be used to construct an appropriate supersolution which will serve as
a barrier function. To some extent, condition is optimal for the existence of the solution, see
Theorem B.8 below. More precisely, we show that if the growth of f is bounded from below by
|z[™(25=1) then \* = oo.

In the local setting, one normally assumes f to be locally Lipschitz [3, 1], B0]. One of the
main reasons for this assumption is the use of standard Bernstein estimate, which requires f to be
Lipschitz. On the other hand, our Lipschitz estimate (see Theorem 2] below) works for continuous
f. Furthermore, for s = 1 and m € (1,2) (that is, the subcritical case), the uniqueness of solutions
are proved imposing some restrictions on f (see [3, Condition (A1)], [1I], Section 3.3]). Our results
do not impose any such restriction on f, and therefore, can be used to improve the results for
the local setting. In [19], the authors establish uniqueness of the solution (for their dispersal type
nonlocal kernel) under some growth assumption on the solution and also imposing a set of conditions
on f. In particular, it does not include f that increases slowly to infinity (for example, log x). Also,
unlike [19], we can not treat the nonlocal term as a lower order (or zeroth order) term. For dispersal
type kernels, non-existence of radially increasing solutions for a suitable class of f is obtained by
[19]. Since the nonlocal kernel did not have any singularity, the authors of [19] could transform the
problem to an ode and analyze it to establish non-existence. Our proof of Theorem relies on
comparison principle, and we do not require the supersolution to be radial.

It is important to point out that, unlike the results for second-order problems presented in [11],
we are not able to provide a full uniqueness result for the ergodic constant. In [I1], this is established
as a consequence of the comparison principle among equations with different eigenvalues and the
use of Cole-Hopf transformation (see Proposition 3.2 in [II]). In fact, this idea of exponential
transformation goes back to [I5]. We are not able to reproduce such a technique in the nonlocal
setting. We neither are able to provide examples where the eigenvalue is not unique.

In the remaining of this introduction, we present our second main result. This is motivated by
the relation of (L) to the study of stochastic ergodic control problems where the external noise of
the controlled dynamics is given by a 2s-stable process. More precisely, we consider the controlled
stochastic differential equation

dX; = _Ctdt +dL; fort> 0,

where L denotes a 2s-stable process and ¢ is an admissible control taking values in R?. Given
x € R%, we consider the minimization problem of long-run average cost

1 71 :
inf limsup —E [/ <—|Ct|m + f(Xt)> dt}
() Tooo T ! 0 m/ 7
where m/ is the Holder conjugate of m, and the infimum is taken over all admissible control. Under
appropriate assumptions, it is possible to prove that this limit exists, independent of z, and coincides

with \* in Theorem [I] (see, for instance, the proof of Lemma-3 in the supplement of [IJ).
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Assume that f is locally Holder continuous. Consider a nonnegative, classical solution u to (L.4]).
Notice that in this case, the vector field z + b, () := |Vu(z)|™ 2Vu(x) is locally Hélder continuous.
For z,¢ € R%, let us define

G(,€) = f(2) + €™
and the operator A, as follows
Aup(z) = —(=A)°p(2) = bu(z) - Vip(z), ¢ € C*F(R) N LY (ws).
It is then easily seen from (L4) that

Apu(z) + Gz, by(2)) = —(=A)°u+ min[—¢ - Vu+ G(z,&)] = —(—A)°u — i\Du!m + f ="
£eRd m

Note that the above equation corresponds to a stochastic ergodic control problem with the running
cost function given by G and the controlled dynamics is given by

t
th—/ Cds+ Ly, t>0,
0

where ¢ denotes the control process and L is a 2s-stable process in R%. For our next result, we
are going to exploit this underlying control problem. We restrict ourselves to stationary Markov
controls.

More precisely, by a stationary Markov control, we mean a locally Holder continuous function
¢ : R4 — R%. The associated operator Ac¢ is defined as

Acp(a) = —(=A)p(z) = ((2) - Vo(), ¢ € C*HRT) N L (wy).
The solution X, corresponding to ¢, would be understood in the sense of martingale problem which
we introduce below. Readers may consult Ethier and Kurtz [28] for more details on this topic.
Let Q := D([0,00) : R?) be the space of all right continuous R? valued functions on [0, 00) with
finite left limit, and let X : Q — R% denote the canonical coordinate process, that is,

Xi(w) =w(t) forallw e Q.
By {&:} we denote the filtration of o-algebras generated by X.

Definition 1.1. Let ¢ be a stationary Markovian control and = € R?. A Borel probability measure
P on D(]0, 00) : RY) is said to be a solution to the martingale problem for (A¢, C2°(R?)) with initial
point x if

(i) P(Xo =2) =1,

(ii) for every 1 € C®(R?), we have fg |Acp(Xs)|ds < oo P-almost surely, for all ¢ > 0, and

M = ()~ 0(X0) = [ Acu(X)ds

is (&, P)-martingale.

We recall that a real-valued stochastic process {Y; : ¢ > 0} is said to be a martingale with respect
to (&, P) if the following three properties hold

- Y; is §¢ measurable for all £ > 0,

- for each ¢ > 0, we have E[|Y}|] < oo where E denotes the expectation with respect to P,

- for each t > s > 0, we have E[Y;|§;] = Y P-almost surely.
The martingale problem for (A, C2°(R)) with initial point € R? is said to be well-posed if it has
a unique solution, that is, there exists only one probability measure P on D([0,00) : R?) satisfying
properties (i) and (ii) in Definition [[11



NONLOCAL ERGODIC CONTROL PROBLEMS 5

Given a set D, by Tp we denote the first return time to D, that is,
Tp =inf{t >0 : X; ¢ D°}.

Definition 1.2. Let U be the set of all stationary Markov controls ¢ satisfying the following:
(i) The martingale problem for (A, C(R?)) with initial point z € R? is well-posed for all
r € R4,
(ii) For any non-empty compact set B, containing {x € R? : G(z,£) — A\* < 1 for some ¢},
we have ]P’g(’fgg < o0) =1 for all z € B®, where P$ denotes the unique probability measure
solving the martingale problem for (A, C>®(R%)) with initial point z.

Condition (ii) above is nothing but the recurrence property of X with respect to compact sets B
containing the bounded set {x € R? : G(x,&) — A\* < 1 for some £}. In other words, for each ¢ € U
we need the stochastic process X to enter B with probability 1 with respect to ]P’;Cc. This property is
required to control the last term in the display (L5l which is crucial for our uniqueness result in the
next theorem. In fact, using the non-degenerate property of the fractional Laplacian and the strong
Markov property of X (which follows from (i) above) it is possible to show that X is recurrent with
respect to any non-empty open set if it is recurrent with respect to some non-empty compact set B
(see for instance, |2l Theorem 5.1]). Moreover, by Lemma [6.5] which appears in Section [6] we see
that U is non-empty.

Now we can state our next result.

Theorem 1.2. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem [L1l holds, and f is locally Hélder continuous.
Let u be a solution given in Theorem [LIl.
Then, for any ¢ € U and compact set B D {x € R? : G(x,£) — \* < 1 for some £}, we have

u(z) < Eg /OTB(Q(XS,C(Xs)) — N ds| +Eg[u(Xx,)] forx € B, (1.5)

where Eg[] denotes the expectation operator with respect to the probability measure ]P’g.
On the other hand, if there exists a solution (v, \) € C*+(RY) N LY (ws) x R,v > 0, to (L)) and
(v, \) satisfies ([LH), then A = \* and v = u+ ¢ for some constant c.

As before, Theorem [[.2is a particular case of Theorem [6.I] below. Formula (L3 is often referred
to as a stochastic representation of the solution. Note that Theorem provides uniqueness of
the ergodic problem (II)) in the class of all nonnegative solutions u for which (LI) holds. Such a
requirement is not necessary for the second-order problems related to (ILI). As we already men-
tioned, in [I5] [I1] uniqueness is obtained through Cole-Hopf transformation, whereas in [3] [4] this is
a consequence of an occupation measure based approach together with a strong Bernstein estimate.
Both approaches do not seem to be helpful in treating the nonlocal ergodic control problem in hand.

Basic notations and organization of the paper. We start this section with some general
notation. From here and until the end of this article, for r > 0 and z € R? we denote by B, (z)
the ball of radius r and center z. When x = 0 we just write B, = B,(0), and if in addition r = 1
we write B = B1(0). For a € R we adopt the notation a®™ = max{a,0} and ¢~ = min{a, 0},
from which @ = at +a~. Given a set E C R? and a bounded function, v : E — R we denote
0SCpu = supp u — inf g u.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2] we provide more general assumptions on the
nonlocal term and the Hamiltonian, and provide the local Lipschitz estimates for the solutions. In
Section Bl we state our first main result Theorem [[.T] in the general form and provide the proof of
the existence of the eigenpair. In Section [l we prove the characterization of the critical eigenvalue,
and in Section Bl we show the uniqueness up to a constant for the associated eigenfunctions. Finally,
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in Section [l we prove our second main Theorem related to the stochastic characterization of the
critical eigenvalue in a larger generality.

2. A PRIORI LOCAL LIPSCHITZ ESTIMATES
In what follows, we introduce our more general problem, starting with the Hamiltonian H €
C(R? x RY).
(H1) There exists m > 1 such that, for each R > 0 there exists Cyr,g > 0 so that
|H(z,p+4q) = H(y,p)| < Cur |z = yl(1+ [p™) + lal(Ip™ " + g™ )]

for all o,y € Br and p,q € R? with |¢| < R.
(H2) There exists a constant k such that

1
—|p|™ — k < H(z,p) for all z,p € R%.
K

The parameter m encodes the gradient growth of the Hamiltonian. A standard example of H

satisfying is given by

1 m
H(x,p) = —(p,a(x)p)"" +b(x) p @,p R,
where @ : R — R4 p : R? - R? are Lipschitz continuous functions and a is uniformly positive
definite. Note that unlike some of the existing works [3], 4] [IT], B0] we do not assume any convexity
or m-homogeneity in the p variable.
We also consider a slightly more general nonlocal operator, and for this we introduce some extra

notation. For a kernel K : R?\ {0} — R satisfying the ellipticity condition
Ayl =2 < K (y) < Aly|~9) for y € R\ {0}, (2.1)

for some constants 0 < A < A < 400, and given a suitable measurable function u : R — R, we
denote

Tufe) = [ (ula+3) = ula) = x5(0)y - Vula) K )y (22)

where yg denotes the indicator function of the (measurable) set £ C R?. Notice that no simmetry
assumption is imposed on K.

We also require the following notation for the viscosity evaluation: given E,u as before, and
p € R%, we denote

1B (wp.a) = [ (ula+9) = ula) = x5) - DK )y (23)
For simplicity, whenever u is smooth at x, we write
ME(2) = [ (ula+9) = ula) = xpl)y- Vu(@) K (0)dy.

Finally, given u € L'(ws), E C R? measurable, and a > 0, we denote

u(z +y) — u(z)|
H(u, F,a) :==su d
(o Be) =sup [ P
Notice that a — H(u, F,a) is decreasing, and if a < 1, then H(u, E,a) < a~'H(u, E,1). For
a =1, we simply write H(u, E) = H(u, E, 1).
The main result of this section is the following
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Theorem 2.1. Let K satisfying @), a > 0, f € C(R?) and H satisfying . Assume fur-
ther holds when m > 2s + 1. For R > 0, let u € C(R?) N LY (ws) be a viscosity solution to the
problem
au—Iu+ H(z,Vu) — f(z) =0 in Bryo. (2.4)
Then, there exists a constant C'r > 0 such that
lu(z) —u(y)| < Crlx —y| for all x,y € Bg.

The constant Cr can be estimated as follows: let Cy g as in (H1), and consider 31,32 given
in (212), ZI3) below. Then, for each 6y € (0,1) small enough, there exists C' > 0, just depending
on the data, but not on R nor u such that Cr above has the form

m—0,

_1
Cr = COf by max{31, 32} 7%

when m > 2s+ 1, and
1 2s—0p

o 25+1-m—0g 25+1-m—0g
Cr=0CCl Ry 2 (2.5)

when m < 2s + 1.

Before providing the proof of this result, let us briefly comment some previous related contribu-
tions about regularity. We firstly mention that for s < 1/2 and m > 2s, Lipschitz regularity follows
from the classical arguments for eikonal-type problems, as can be seen in [9] [14].

A different approach is required in the case s > 1/2. Using Ishii-Lions method, Barles, Chasseigne,
Ciomaga & Imbert [7] prove Lipschitz regularity for equations with dominating diffusion. The
regularizing effect of the ellipticity requires two main ingredients: the diffusion is of order 2s > 1,
and appropriate regularity on the data to control the effect of the gradient. The borderline case
s = 1/2 is addressed in [23] with the same arguments. In [10], the authors get Lipschitz estimates
for solutions of degenerate elliptic equations with Lipschitz data, following the (viscosity) weak
Bernstein technique introduced in [5]. Here there is no restriction on the order of the nonlocality,
and the regularity basically comes from the superlinear coercivity of the gradient. Other results for
the case s > 1/2 are available for equations with (at most) linear growth on the gradient, see for
instance [18] 20].

Our approach is basically the one presented in [7], but with appropriate modifications to deal with
the unbounded solutions. The (Lipschitz) continuity of the data moderates the effect of the gradient
term in the doubling variables procedure. Roughly speaking, it “subtracts 1 to the exponent" of
the power-type growth of the gradient. This explains why we do not require the extra coercivity
assumption when m < 2s 4 1. We stress on the fact that assumption (H1) could be weakened
(say, assuming Holder continuity on x just as in [7]), but we prefer to keep the Lipschitz assumption
on H for simplicity. The more difficult scenario is when m > 2s (in fact, when m > 2s + 1), where
we combine Ishii-Lions method with apriori Holder estimates from [9]. We recall this for a sake of
completeness.

Proposition 2.2. Assume hypotheses of Theorem 211 hold with m > 2s+1, and denote vo = "7}1;_215

Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for all R > 1 and each viscosity subsolution u €
LY (ws) to Z4), we have

[ul@) ZuWl o1 (AYm 1 osepy, u),

sup
BR+% ‘.Z' - y"YO
where
A=Agp=1+ sup fr —a inf v~ + H(u, Bry2)- (2.6)

Bris Bryo
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Proof. Set 4 = u — infp,, ,u, and notice that @ is nonnegative in Bryo and that oscp, ,u =
0sCpy,,u. It is direct to see, in view of and the invariance under additive constants of I, that
u solves the inequality

1
—Tu+ =|va|™ < k+ f—a inf v~ in Bgya,
K Bpr4o

in the viscosity sense.
Next, consider a smooth cut-off function 7 : R? — [0, 1] satisfying

1 forz e BR+%,
n(z) =

0 forz € B¢ .
R+ %2

Define v = nu. We have that oscp,,,v < oscpg,,u. By linearity we have Iu = Iv + I((1 — n)u),
and therefore we can write

1
—I’U—I—E|VU|m <k+ sup fT—a inf u= + I((1 —n)u) inBRJr%.

Bry2 BRy2

Since n(x +y) = 1 for z € By 13 and |y| < 1/s, it follows that for each # € By, 13 we have
8 8

1((1 - n)a)(x) = /| (e )i ) K )y
y|=>

<CiA <OSCBR+2U + sup / u(z -;—y?d)Jr;Su(a;)]dy)
ly[=>

TEBR+2 %

<CiA <OSCBR+2’LL + 2 % 8d+255{(u, BR+2)> ,

for some C'y > 0 just depending on d, s. Thus, for some constant C5 > 0 just depending on d, s, K
and A we have

1
—Iv+ =|vo[™ < Oy [ 1+ o0scp,,,u+ sup T —a inf u™ + H(u, Bry2) in By, 7,
K Bryo Bprya 1
Thus, denoting A the expression in brackets, we can use the interior Holder estimates of [9,
Theorem 2.2] to conclude that

W < C(AY™ 4+ 08Cpy,,v) forall z,y € B, |v—y|<p,
x—y '
for some C, p > 0 not depending on R.

Using that v = w in B and since m > 2s > 1 we arrive at

Ju(@) = Wl o g1/m 4 e

‘Z’—y‘ﬂyo —= u) for all xayEBRa ‘x_y’§,0=

Bpr+2

and using this estimate, a simple analysis yields to the estimate of [u]co(By)- O

Now we are in a position to provide the

Proof of Theorem RI: For 6 € (0,1) to be fixed later, consider the function ¢ : [0, +00) — [0, +00)
defined as ¢(t) = (t — t'19/2) for t € [0,1/2], and @(t) = ¢(1/2) for t > 1/2. Let ¢ : RY — R
be a smooth, bounded function, radially nondecreasing and such that ¢(z) = 0 for |z| < R, and
(z) =1 for |x| > R+ 1/2. In particular, ¢ has bounded first and second derivatives, independent
of R.
For simplicity, denote
M, = oscpp. ,u.
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For L > 0, now define

O(z,y) = Pr(z,y) == u(x) —u(y) — Lol — y|) — My (z), (2.7)
and let
M:= sup @(z,y). (2.8)
z,YEBR+2

We remark that the supremum is attained by continuity. We claim that there exists L > 1 such
that M < 0. This implies the desired local Lipschitz regularity for the solution.
Suppose, on the contrary, that for all L large enough (to be given later on), there exists a solution
u to ([24) so that M > 0. Let (Z,y) € Bry2 X Bprio be point attaining the maximum in (2.8]).
Since M > 0, we have & # g for all L, and from the definition of ¢ it follows that |z| < R+ 1/2.
Furthermore, if we let L large enough to satisfy
Lp(4™") > My, (2.9)
then we also have |z — gy| < 1/4, implying |y| < R + 3/4.
Since ®(z,z) < ®(z,7), we also get
Lo(|7 — g]) < w(T) — u(y) < My.
for all L. In particular, if we set L to satisfy ([23), we must have ¢(|Z — ) > 3|z — g|. Thus, from
the above estimate we obtain
Ljz - 7] < 2(u(@) — u(@)) < 2M,. (2.10)
Now we split the proof in two cases.

Case 1: m > 2s. In this case we will require the estimate in Proposition 22| so we recall A

from (2.6) and that
m — 2s

Yo = m—1

Since the functions ¢ — ﬁ and t — TT_E are increasing in ¢ € (0,1), we will provide a proof for
a t = 0y sufficiently small.
We consider L in ([Z7)) with the form

o1 m—0
L=CC .37, (2.11)

for some C' > 0 which will be taken large just in terms of the data and 6y, with 6y taken suitably
small depending on d, s and m. The constant Cy r appears in (H1), and 3 = max{31, 32}, with

31 = R0(AY™ 4 oscpy, ,u) (2.12)
and
30 = 1—|—Mu+OSCBR+2f—|-j‘f(u, BR+2). (2.13)
By Proposition there exists a constant C' such that
lu(z) —u(y)| < C 31|z —y[?® forall z,y € BR+%. (2.14)

Combining the last estimate together with the first inequality in ([2.I0]), we conclude that
|z —g|'7°0 <203, L7 (2.15)

Set ¢(x,y) = Lyp(|x—y|)+ My (x), which will play the role of a test function touching u at z (for
subsolution’s inequality), and at g (for supersolution’s inequality). We use the viscosity inequalities,
and write, for all § € (0,1/4] that

—I[B(;](QS(, Zj), 3_") - I[Bg] (’LL, qub(j, g)v j) + H(i‘, Lﬁ + Muvw(j)) + ozu(:i) - f(
—1[Bs](=¢(%,-), 9) — I[B§](u, =V, (7, 9), 9) + H(y, Lp) + au(y) — f

)

Kl

Y

0
0

IV IA

—~
<
N~—

9
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ay

where p = ¢'(|Z — y\) —

Subtracting both inequalities we arrive at

H <L+ 1)+ I3+ 14, (216)

?J

where

I = I[Bs](¢(-,9), %) + I[B N Bs|(u, V2 (T, ), T)
Iy = —1[Bs](=¢(@,-),y) — I[BN B§J(u, =Vy&(Z, ), 9)
Is = I[B|(u, z) — I[B|(u, 1),
Iy = a(u(y) —u(z)) + (f(Z) — f(7)),
Hy = H(%,Lp+ M,Vy()) — H(y, Lp).
Now we follow the approach of Barles, Chasseigne, Ciomaga & Imbert [7] to treat the nonlocal

terms. Denote by a = Z — y. For some ¢y € (1, %],770 € (0,1) to be fixed, we define
C =Csymo := {2 € By, : |2 - a| = (1 —mo)lal|z[}.

Using the inequality
®(z,7) =2 ®(7 +2,9) = u(@ + 2) —u(T) < O(T + 2,7) — ¢(7,7),
we obtain
I < I[C U Bs|((:,9),T) + I[BN(CU Bs)|(u, Vad(T,7), T),
and similarly, using ®(z,y) > ®(z,y + z) we get
IZ < _I[C U B5](_¢(j7 ')7 g) - I[B N (C U B5)C](u7 _vy¢(j7 g)a g)
Using that ®(z + 2,7 + z) < ®(z,y) for |z| < 1, we also have
I[B N (C U BJ)C](ua vxgb(‘%a g)a ‘%) - I[B N (C U BJ)C](U7 _vy¢(£7 g)a g)
<M I[B N (CU Bs) (¢, ).
Thus combining the above estimate and the definition of ¢ we conclude that
I + I <I[CU Bs)(Le(| - —yl,2) — I[CU Bs|(—Le(|z — ), 9)
+ M I[B] (¢, ).

Using a second-order Taylor expansion for 1, the last term in the above inequality can be esti-
mated as

1
NB(.3) < 5Dl 1qay) [ PR ()d: < Co,
where Cy > 0 depends only on d, s and A.
At this point, we can send & — 0, and by the smoothness of ¢, we infer that
I + I < LI[C)(¢(| - =yl,Z) + LI[Cl(¢(|Z = -]),y) + MuCs. (2.17)

Since the first two terms in the right-hand side of the above inequality can be estimated in the
same fashion and from which we obtain the same upper bound, we concentrate on the first one. We
follow closely the arguments of [7]. Applying Taylor’s expansion, we note that

1 gla+tzl) o =75 2
I[C -—y|,z) == [ su {72 —{a+tz,z
el - =al.) = 5 [ sup { EEEE o — @97

t|<1
+¢"(la+ tz])(d/—l—\tz,z>2}K(z)dz,
where € = ﬁe, the unit vector along the direction e € R?\ {0}.
We consider &y = d1|a| with 6; € (0,1) to be fixed. Let z € C and ¢ € [—1,1]. Then,
[(@+tz,2)[ = (1 —mno — d1)lallz|.
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Similarly, we also have

(1—01)al <la+tz| < (1+61)lal.
Thus, using the fact that ¢/ > 0 and ¢” < 0 in the above integration, and denoting
L —mng—0d1

= 146

I

we arrive at

1€l (] - —gl,7) < /C sup {a- ﬁ?)% F (1 + 1) YK (2)d

We set 61,19 € (0,1) small enough so that
1—7?
1—0d;

By the definition of ¢, we then conclude that

HEe(l - ~al,) < 5 [ (4l + 280)lal™! 272601 + )l sP K (2)d:
C

< A(no +261), 7% > 1/2.

Finally, we consider 1y = €o|al?, 51 = eg|al’ for some ey > 0 small to be fixed, to arrive at

1)(o(] - —l,7) < 20 =200+ Ol [ =pE
2 C

Thus, for all # € (0, 1), there exists €y = €p(#) small enough such that
1El(ell ~il,a) < 270+ 0)jal' " [ :PK(2)dz,
C

and by the lower bound in the ellipticity condition (Z1I), we conclude that (see [7, Example 1])

11C)(p(] - ~51,7) < —eoNal’ny? 8372,
for some constant ¢y > 0. By the choice of §y,ng, we then obtaln

9(d 1)
IC)(p(| - —l, &) < —églal 2z T2OTNO=8)—1
fo some ¢y > 0 not depending on L. Putting this estimate in (217, we get

I+ 1< _266L|(—1|e(d;1)+2(9+1)(1—8)—1 1+ CyM,,.
It is easy to see that
d
B<2n sw [ fulety) - (o)l < ANK( Bra)
TEBR4o ¢ | | s
and since u(z) — u(y) > 0,

Iy < a(u(y) — u(Z)) + oscpp,, f < oscpg,, f.

Thus, gathering the above estimates, the right-hand side in (ZI0]) can be estimated as
Il + 12 —I—Ig —|—I4 < —259L|C_L|9((d+1)/2+2(1_s))+1_2s + 0332, (218)

for some constant C'5 > 0 depending only on d, s and A, and 39 is given by ([ZI3]).
Since 2s > 1, we can fix § small enough so that the exponent of |a| above is negative. We fix this
6, and denoting 0 = 6((d + 1)/2 + 2(1 — s)) for simplicity, from (ZI5]) we obtain that

0+1 2s f+1—2s 0+1 25 95— Yo— 0

L’a‘eﬂ 2s >LC5 LI N T _05 IR AT
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for some C' depending only on d, s, m, A. Plugging this into ([ZI8) we arrive at

0+1 2s 24— 25—vp—0 —0

L+ T+ T3+ 1 < —2603," 70 L 70+ C33, (2.19)

To estimate the Hamiltonian we use and (2I0) to conclude that
Hy 2 = Crpe2 (L+ L) — g+ (L4+ L™+ (M| V(@) )" 1) M| v9(2)))
— CiCnrea(M L™ + (My)™ + 1),
for some constant Cy > 0. Since by ([Z9) we have

1
L™ M, > —————M™,
(p(4=1))m=t
we get from above that
Hy > —C4CH7R+2(MuLm_1 + 1), (2.20)

for some constant Cy.

Replacing (219) and (Z20) into (IZIIEI) we obtain

0+1 2s 25—y —0

2603 0L o 'VO < C332 + CiChpya (M, L™ +1).
At this point, we notice that

25 — 2s —1
— =m; =m—1,
L= L =0

from which, denoting 6y = we can write the last inequality as

_0
1=

~ ol1l—m-+60p r m—=6g m—1

Codq L < (0332 + C4Ch py2(M,L +1),
for some ¢y > 0. Since max{1l, M, } < 32 we obtain

Go31 MLm= < C5COp pyo3el™ Y,
from which we arrive at R
G L' < C53m 100 pya3s.

Now, fix # small enough such that (see the definition 6)
(d+1)/242(1 —s)
L =0
We choose t = 6 as mentioned before. Then, taking 3 = max{31, 32} we have

GgL' ™% < CsChr pyo3™ "

Oy =10 < 1.

from which

m—6g
L<00;I§° 237,
for some C' > 1 just depending on the data and the choice of 6.

Then, by the choice (ZII)) we arrive at a contradiction by taking C large enough in comparison
to C. For instance, we can let C =2C. Thus, taken C in this way (which also fixes L), we must
have M < 0. In particular,

sup {u(z) —u(y) — Le(lz —y|) — Myp(z)} <0,
z,yEBR42
implying,
u(z) —u(y) < Lo(jlx —y|), forall z,y € Bg.
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Case 2: m < 2s+1. Note that for m € (2s,2s+1), the proof is covered by Case 1, but the proof in

this case does not require Proposition In this case we do not need to use the Holder regularity
as in (ZI4), and therefore from (ZI0) we can infer that

Lz — y| < 2M,,. (2.21)
The choice of L takeing place of (ZI1]) in the previous case this time is

25—0p

1
o =~ 25+1—m—6g 2s+1—m—6g
L=C3, Chpia s

for some C > 0 large enough.

Following the same arguments as in the previous case, after localization and testing the problem
at points Z,y, we can estimate the nonlocal terms as before to conclude the same estimate (2I8]).
Estimates for Iy and H; follow exactly the same lines as before, and we use ([Z.2I]) to arrive at

ClL2s—€M3+l—2s < 02L|(_1|6+1_2S < 0332OH,R+2Lm_17
for some constants c1,Co,Cs > 0 not depending on L nor R. Then, cancelling terms we arrive at
L2s+1—m—€ S 0M38_1_932CH7R+27

from which we arrive at the result by the choice of C large enough compare to C' in the definition
of L and letting 6 small enough by fixing € small. The proof is now complete. O

Remark 2.1. Theorem 2] provides an upper bound on the gradient of u in terms of f, osc(u)
and H. Typically, for Hamilton-Jacobi equations with superlinear nonlinearity in the gradient, one
uses the classical Bernstein method, introduced by Bernstein in [I06] [I7], to estimate the gradient
term. The main idea of this technique is find an elliptic equation solved by z(x) := n(z)|vu(z)|?, n
is a suitable cut-off function, and then obtain the gradient estimate applying maximum principle.
Hence such gradient estimates are also known as Bernstein estimate in literature. It is also worth
pointing out that Bernstein method often produces optimal bound on the gradient. We may see
[23) as a Bernstein type estimate though our method of proof is very different from the Bernstein
technique. It is quite possible that the estimate may be far from being optimal. On the other hand,
our estimate does not require f to be Lipschitz continuous, which is commonly used in this type of

estimates [20, [30].

As a consequence of Theorem [2.I] we obtain the following regularity result.

Theorem 2.3. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem Rl Then for every 7j € (0,25 — 1), the solution
u of 24) is in Cllo’g. In addition, let us assume that the kernel K defining I is symmetric and for
each R > 0 and k > 0, there exists Cg, > 0 such that

K (2 — 1) = K (2 — 22)| < Croslz|” D |21 — o), (2.22)
for each 1, x5 € Br, and z € R? such that |z — 21|, |z — 29| > k. Let D1 C R be a nonempty open
set and assume u € C(R?) N LY (w,) be a viscosity solution to

au—ITu+ H(xz,Vu) — f(z) =0 in Dy,

with f locally Holder continuous in D1. Then, u € ijjn

(Dy) for somen > 0.

Proof. Since wu is locally Lipschitz by Theorem 21l given any bounded domain D it is easily seen
that
< [ (ula+y) - ulw) -y Vu@)K()dy <C D,
Rd
for some constant C. We also note that the kernel K satisfies the conditions of [37, (A1)-(A4)].
Now the proof of Cllo’g follows from a scaling argument introduced by Serra in [39, Theorem 2.2| in
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combination to the Holder estimate from [37, Theorem 7.2|. See also [I8] Theorem 5.2] for a similar
argument.

Next we prove the C?**7 regularity. Let D, D3 be smooth bounded domains such that D &
Dy @ D3 @ D;. From Theorem 2.1l we see that u is Lipschitz in D3. Consider a smooth cut-off
function x : R? — [0, 1] satisfying xy = 1 in Dy and x = 0 in D§. Define

) = [ aler+)(1 = x(o -+ ) K ()
Thus, letting v = wy, we can write the above equation as
—Iu=F(z):= f(z) — H(z,Vu) — h(x) —au in Djy. (2.23)
Since, u is Lipschitz in Do, we have

sup |F(x)] < oo.
€ Do

Applying [33] Theorem 4.1] we then see that Vu is locally Holder continuous in Ds. Now consider
a smooth domain D’ so that D € D' € Ds. It then follows that f, H(x, Vu(x)) and u are Holder
continuous in D’. By the property of x, we can find x > 0 so that

h(x) = / u(z +y)(1 — x(z +y)) K (y)dy.
ly|>r

We claim that

T — u(z +y)K(y)dy
ly|>r

is Lipschitz in D’. To see this, consider 1,29 € D’ with |z — 9| < 4. Then, for 6 < k/4, in view
of ([222)), we can write

J

u(y + ) K (y)dy — /B u(as +4)K (y)dy

c c
K K

/Bz(:m) W s - / u(2)K (2 — x2)dz

B (w2)

g/ ()| [K (2 — 21) — K (2 — 23)| dz
(Br(21)UBx (22))°
+/ lu(2)| K (2 —:El)dZ—l-/ lu(2)| K (z — z2)dz
By (22)\ B (21) By (21)\Br (22)
< Clzy — x9] lu(z)||2|7 2 dz + € max [u|s ™02 |21 — 24,
|22 /2 2

for some constant C' > 0 depending on A,d,s, D’ and k. This proves the claim on Lipschitz
regularity. Since y is smooth, we have h Lipschitz in D’. Hence F' in ([223]) is Holder continuous in
D’. Thus, applying the regularity result in [38, Theorem 1.3] we see that u € C?**(D) for some
n > 0. O

3. THE GENERAL SET UP. PROOF OF EXISTENCE OF THE EIGENPAIR.

Here and in what follows, we adopt the notation
Lu:=—Iu+ H(x,Vu),
where Tu is given by (22), that is,

Tu(e) = | (ul+3) = ula) = xnl6)y - Vula)) K )y
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We recall f satisfies assumptions We need to restrict a bit assumptions [(H1) in

an uniform fashion as follows
(H1") There exists m > 1 and C' > 0 such that

[H(z,p+q) = H(y,p)| < C [l = y|(1+ [p|™) + lal(p|" " + g™ )]
for all z,y,p,q € R%
(H2’) There exists a constant k such that
1
E]p\m — k< H(x,p) < x(1+p|™) forall z,p e RY

Note that [[HT")|and [[H2")| imply [(H1)| and [[TI2)] respectively, and therefore, the regularity results
developed in Section Plalso hold under the assumptions|(H1’)[{(H2")] We also introduce the following
condition

(H3) There exist positive constants C, b, such that for all ;€ (0,1)
pH (z, =" p) = H(z,p) > (1= p)(bn|p|™ — C)  for all z,p € R”. (3.1)
Since f is coercive and H(x,0) is bounded in view of we can add a suitable constant to f

to assure that

H(x,0) — f(z) <0 inRY (3.2)
The structure of (3.5 allows for this modification.
The main result of this paper in its general form is the following

Theorem 3.1. Let K satisfies 21). Suppose H satisfies|(H1’),|(H2’) and|(H3); and that f satisfies
(FIH(F2)

Then, there exists (u, \*) € C(R?) x R solving the ergodic problem
Lu=f—X\ inR%

The ergodic constant X* meets the characterization formula

N =inf{\ : Ju e Cp(RY) N LY(w,) satisfying Lu > f — X in R}, (3.3)
and u is unique up to an additive constant. Provided x — H(x,p) is periodic, we have
N =sup{\ : Jue C_(RY) N LY (w,) satisfying Lu < f — X in R}, (3.4)

Moreover, if f is locally Hélder continuous and the nonlocal kernel K is symmetric satisfying (2.22)),
then u e C*" (RY). In particular, u is a classical solution.

Note that the Hamiltonian H in Theorem [[LTldoes not depend on a2 whereas Theorem BIlincludes
a class of Hamiltonian depending on z. For the representation ([3.4]) we require H to be periodic
in x, that is, for a period T > 0 we must have H(z,p) = H(z + Te;,p) for all z,p € R? where ¢;
denotes that i-th canonical unit basis vector in R for i = 1,2, ..., d. The proof of (4] is based on
certain approximation argument based on periodic functions which uses the existence result from
[9]. For more detail see Theorem 2] below.

In the next subsection we provide the existence part of Theorem [B11

3.1. Existence for the ergodic problem. We firstly provide an existence result of an eigenpair
(u, \) € C(R*) N L' (ws) x R satisfying

Lu=f—X inR% (3.5)
and u > 0.

The proof of existence of an eigenpair (u, \) is obtained in two main steps, that we can summarize
as follows:
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(7) For a > 0, solve the discounted problem
Lu—f+au=0 in R (3.6)
This is the content of Proposition B4l We denote w,, the solution for this problem.
(i7) We show W, = wq —wq(0) is precompact in uniform norm on compact sets as o — 0, which

leads us to the existence for the ergodic problem (B.5). This is the content of Theorem B.7]
below and covers the existence part in Theorem [B.11

As we shall see below, in both the steps, passage of limits inside the integration are justified using
the barrier function V' constructed in the next lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Assume[(H2) and[(F1)} Let 3 € (1,2s) be such that m(B8 — 1) > =, and consider a
smooth, nonnegative function V' such that V(z) = |z|? for |z| > 1. Then, there exist kg, k1, Ry > 0
such that

LV (x) = f(x) > —KoXBg, + Ki]x™P™D in RY. (3.7)
Proof. We first claim that
IV (z)] < C(1 + |z|°7Y) inR% (3.8)
By the smoothness of V', we have the existence of C; > 0 such that [V (z)] < Cy for all |z| < 4. So
we consider |z| > 4 and note that

[IV(z)] <A s V(z+y)—V(z)—xpy vV (2)||ly| "9 *dy
yI<
+A V(z+y) — |zf = Bxsy - z|z|2||ly| = dy
ly[>2
<Ci+A Hx_|_y’5_ ’33‘6_5XBy'$’33‘B_2Hy‘_d_2sdy
ly[>2
=J

A / Ve +y) o+ ylPllyl =2 dy.
ly|>2

—Js
J1 can be computed as follows (recall that & = z/|x|)

=l [Nl 1 syl
YI> 10T z

[

]

< |22 / 2+ yl° = 1= By y- llyl 2 dy+ Cs
=<|y|<1

o] =

< |a|f2s < Cy(1+ |z)P7h),

Cs + ﬁ/ ly|~ > dy + Cy
p<lyl<1

for some appropriate constants Cy,C5,Cy. To compute J, we note that for |y| < %', we have
_ =l

|z +y| > |z| — %' = 5 > 1. Hence, for |y| < %', we have V(x +y) = |z + y|®. Therefore

= [ Ve el
Y>3

2

<G [ (kO < Colal,
Y>35
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for some constants C5, Cs. Combining these estimates we obtain ([B.8]). Using (3.8) we can write
LV(2) = f(z) > =C(1 + |2"™h) + H(z, vV (2)) = C(1 + |2]")
>—C(1+ 2|’ + C(|z[™P~V — 1) = C(1 + |2]")

> —KoXBpg, + K1|z["Y)

where Ry > 1 is large enough, and kg, K1 are positive constants. ]

3.1.1. Euxistence for the a-discounted problem. Let o > 0. For each n € N, consider the Dirichlet
problem
W,= 0 in B, (3.9)
where B, is the open ball of radius n, centered at the origin.
Problem (3.9) has a unique viscosity solution W,, € C(R%), which can be obtained by Perron’s
method. It is easy to see that the function identically equal to zero is a viscosity subsolution for
the Dirichlet problem, in view of ([8:2]). On the other hand, it is direct to construct a supersolution
to the problem with the form

{/JWn—f—i—aW = 0 in B,,

plz) = min{Ci(n — |z])}, Co},

where 8 € (0, s) and C1,Cy > 0 are suitable constants. In fact, by Lemma 3.1 in [25] or Proposition
4.8 in [27], there exists ¢g > 0 such that —Ip(x) > co(n — |2])?=2¢ for all 2 close to the boundary,
provided f is small enough (depending on the ellipticity constants). Thus, we fix C,Cy large in
terms of n in order ¢ is a (continuous) viscosity supersolution to the problem attaining the boundary
condition.

Thus, the existence of a continuous solution is completed by the following comparison principle:

Lemma 3.3 (Comparison). Let o > 0, f € C(R?) and assume H satisfies [(H1)}, [(H2’) and [(H3),
Let D be a bounded domain with a smooth boundary, and let « > 0. Let u € USC(D) N C(D) N
L (ws) be a viscosity subsolution to

Lu—f+au=0 in D,
and v € LSC(D) N C (D) N LY(ws) be a viscosity supersolution to
Lv—f4+av=0 in D.
If v > u in D¢, then we have v > u in R<.
Proof. By contradiction, suppose that supga(u — v) = supp(u —v) > 0. From the semicontinuity
of u,v we can find zg € D such that
M := (u —v)(zg) = max(u — v) = sup(u — v) > 0.
D Rd
Since u,v € L'(ws), for R > diam(D) + 1 large enough in terms of M, a and the ellipticity
constants, we have the function u = uxp, satisfies
Li—f+au<aM/4 in D,
and U = vxp, satisfies
L0 — f+av>—aM/4 in D,
in the viscosity sense. Thus, without loss of generality we assume that u and v are bounded, and

satisfy the above mentioned inequalities.
Then for € € (0,1) close to 1 we have

sup(eu —v) < (1 — &) sup |u| < (eu — v)(xg). (3.10)
De De
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Letting w, = eu — v it follows from [9, Lemma 3.2| that
(m—1mt |V

—Iw. — C - (= Yo7

+aw. <C(l—¢e)+ (1+€e)aM/4

in the viscosity sense, where C is the constant given by ([BI]) and C is a constant dependending on
H but not on €. From ([BI0) we can find z. € D so that

M, := (eu —v)(z:) = s[gdp(su —v) > 0.

Using the constant function equal to M. as test function for w. at z., we arrive at
awe(z:) < C(1—¢e)+ (14+¢e)aM/4.
Since

€1/‘1(111 we () n;@x(u v) = (u —v)(zg) ,
letting € — 1 in the previous inequality we get
aM < abl/2,
which is a contradiction with the fact that M > 0. O

Now we can prove the existence result for the discounted problem (B.6), which covers the step (7)
mentioned at the beginning of this section. A special attention to be given on the approximation
procedure which we use to obtain the results. Similar argument is going to be useful in subsequent
analysis.

Proposition 3.4. Assume hypotheses of Theorem Bl hold, and for each n let W,, be the unique
viscosity solution to [B9). Then, {Wy,}n converges (up to subsequences) locally uniformly in R to
a function we, € C(R?) solving (B.6)).

Furthermore, 0 < wq < %24V in R<.

Proof. Let W, be a solution to 33) and define V(z) := 2 4+ V(x), where kg is given by ([B.7).
Observe from (B.7)) that

LV — f+aV >0.

Therefore, by the comparison principle Lemma B3] we have W,, < V and W, > 0 in R? for all
n € N. Thus for any compact set B, oscgW,, is uniformly bounded in n. Similarly, we also have

1
sup sup Wil +y) — Wy(x)|—= dy < 00,
n>ng r€B /y|>}1 ‘ "( ) n( )‘ ’y‘d+2s

where ng is chosen large enough so that B € By,,. Thus, by Theorem 1] the sequence {W,, : n > 1}
is uniformly locally Lipschitz. Now we apply Arzela-Ascoli and use a diagonalization process to get
a subsequence {W,,, } converging to w, € C(R?) uniformly on every compact sets. As we already
have 0 < W, < V in whole RY, it implies

0<w, <V in R%

Moreover, we can apply dominated convergence theorem and conclude

k—o0

HWnk - waHLl(ws) —> 0

In the end we use stability of the viscosity solution to ([B.9) to obtain a solution to ([B.6). This
completes the proof. O
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3.1.2. Euistence for the ergodic problem. In this section we show that wq(-) — wq(0) converges to a
solution to the ergodic problem. To do so, we need to find a bounded of this function. We begin
with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let[(H2’) and[(F2) hold. Suppose that o € [0,1] and assume w € C(R%) N L' (ws) with
infga w > —00 is a viscosity supersolution to [B.6). Then w is coercive, that is, lim|g| o w(x) = 00.

Proof. The proof relies on comparison principle. Let 2o € R? and define

Y = pmax{(1 - |z — wo|*), -3},
for some 1 > 1 to be chosen later. It is easily seen that 1) € C?(Ba(xg)) and 1 > —3u. Thus,

|Lp + ap| < p™k,  in B 5(20)
for some k, independent of zg. Let p = p(zo) = [ ming . (z) f1"/™. Since f is coercive, for |z
large, we obtain

LY~ f+ayp <0 in B z(xo),

< —p<w in Bfﬁ(a:o).

Since it is a strict subsolution, the comparison principle applies and we have w > . In particular,
w(zg) > ¥(xg) = p(xzp). Hence, using the definition of u, we get the desired result. O

Next lemma basically contains the expected property mentioned in point (ii) at the beginning of
this section.

Lemma 3.6. Let |(H1'JI(H2’) and [(F1)(F2) hold. For each o € (0,1), let w, in Proposition B4l

and denote

W (x) = we () — we(0).
There exists R > 0 such that

—max @] < Wa(z) < max|@,| + V(z) z€RY, (3.11)
Br Br
where V' is given by Lemma B2 Moreover, we have
sup max |ws| < 0. (3.12)
ac(0,1) Br

Proof. Firstly, since w, > 0, using Lemma[B.5lwe see that w, coercive. Then, let z,, € arg minga wy.
Using ¢ = wq(x4) as a test function for w, at z,, we get

Lo(za) — f(a) + awa(za) 20,
implying
f(xa) — K< f(xa) - H(ZEQ,O) < Olwa($a) < Oéwa(o) < Ko+ V(O),
where we have used Proposition B4 and the fact that wq(24) < wa(0). Since f is coercive, there
exists R > 0 such that z, € Bp for all a. Thus, for all z € R% we can write
wa(x) Z wa(xoc) - wa(o) Z —sup ‘wa“
Br

This gives the Lh.s. inequality of (BI1). To establish the r.h.s., we first observe that

: Wa ()

lim sup
Indeed, taking 0 < 3’ < f satisfying m(8 — 1) > ~, and considering V : R — R smooth,
nonnegative, with V = |z|?" for |z| > 1, the calculation in Lemma follows along the same
lines, and the the argument in Proposition B4 gives |wq| < % 4V for some suitable ;. Thus

=0.
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wq € o(V). In particular, V — w, is coercive. Let z, € argminga(V — w,). We can use p(x) =
V(z) — V(za) + wa(za) as a test function touching w, at z, from above. From (B.1), we then have

0> LV (za) — f(za) + awa(za)
> —kp + k1|20 — a(V(20) — walza)) + aV (2a)
> —Ko + Ki1|za|™0Y — a(V(0) — wa(0)).
Using the fact that V, w, are nonnegative, we arrive at
Ki|za| ™7V < ko + V(0),
which in turn, implies that there exists R > 0 such that z, € Bpg for all a. In particular,
Wo(2) < V(x) = V(za) + wa(za) — wa(0) < V(z) + sup |wg].

R
This gives us the r.h.s. in (BIT).
Next we deal with ([BI2]). Suppose, on the contrary, that there exists a sequence a;, N\, 0 such
that 7, := supp,, |Wa, | — 00 as n — oo. Define

1
vp(x) = T—wan (z) for z € R

We have the following
Claim: The family {v,}, is locally equicontinuous.

Let us first complete the proof assuming the Claim. We write ([B8.6]) as

1 1 1
—Tv, + —H(x, 7, Vv,) — — f(2) + anvp = ——anwa, (0)  in RZ
Tn Tn Tn
Using we then obtain
1 1
—Tv, + &7 g, ™ — L — f(x) + vy + —anwe, (0) <0 in RY, (3.13)
Tn Tn Tn
in the viscosity sense. Moreover, [B.I1]) gives
1
—1<v,<1+=V inR% (3.14)

Tn
From the Claim, we can extract a subsequence of {v,}, that converges locally uniformly to some

v € C(R?) which, in view of ([3.I4)), satisfies
lw| <1 inRY  v(0)=0, and max|v|=1. (3.15)
B

R

Moreover, by Proposition B4l we have {a,wq,, (0)}r, is bounded. Therefore, by stability and (313))

we have v satisfying
|vo| <0 in RY
in the viscosity sense. This implies that v is a constant. In fact, for each zo € R% and all € > 0, the
function . (x) = v(xg) + €lx — x| is a viscosity solution to
|Vu| > e in R\ {z}.

Now, since [[v|s < 1, for each € > 0 there exists R > 0 such that ¢ > v in By U {0}, and since
v is a strict subsolution for the problem for which ¢, is a viscosity supersolution, together with
the convexity of the Hamiltonian p +— |p|, comparison principle holds (here the regularity of the

boundary does not play any role). Hence, v < ¢, in R? for all e. Taking ¢ — 0, we get v(x) < v(zg)
for all 2 € R%. Since z is an arbitrary point, v must be a constant, which contradicts (B.I5). Thus

(BI2) must hold.

We finish the proof of the lemma by providing the
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Proof of the Claim: In the supercritical case, that is m > 2s, the proof follows from the Holder
regularity result of [9]. We provide a unified proof, motivated from [8]. Let

1 1
frn = ——f(x) + anv, + —anw,, (0).
Tn Tn
Then, {f,}n is uniformly bounded on compact sets, and {vy,}, satisfies

1
—Tv, + —H(x,7,V0,) + fn(z) =0 inRY (3.16)
T

n
Also, from ([BI4), {v,} is locally uniformly bounded. Given R > 1, consider a smooth function
¢ : RY — [0, 1] which is radially increasing, satisfying 1) = 0 in Bg and ¢ = 1 in By (0). Let
2
M =2 sup sup |v,| < 4o0.
n  Bpri1

Note that it is enough to show that for each n € (0,1) and for each € € (0,1) there exists L > 0
such that

Un(x) —vp(y) < Llz —y|"+2M (1 —€) + My(x) Vz,y € Bry1, n € N. (3.17)

We can conclude a uniform modulus of continuity for the family {v,}, in Br from above.

Define
@(m,y) = Evn(‘r) - Un(y) - L‘x - y‘n - MTZJ(OC) in BR+1 X BR+1-
It is easily seen that if ®(z,y) < 0in Bryi X Bry1, then we have (3I7). So suppose that

sup P > 0.

Br4+1xBgrt1
Now, by the definition of ¢ and M, we have ®(z,y) < 0 for x € BICngl(O)- Thus, if we set L large
2
enough to satisfy
L(1/4)" > 2M,
then we also have ®(z,y) < 0 for y € B}cﬂ_é(O). Thus, there exists points Z,y € Br41 (for brevity
4
we drop the dependence on n here) so that
sup B(r,y) = B(7,7) > 0.
Br4+1XBRr+1
If Z =y, then
(z, ) < (e = Dvp(Z) < M(1 —¢),
which in turn gives us ([BI7), so we are left with the situation when Z # g. Since ®(z,y) > ®(z, ),
we obtain
L|j - g|77 < 'Un(j) - Un(g) < M, (3'18)
and the choice of L above implies that |Z — 7| < i. Denote by
p=Lnz—g"*@-7), ¢=vy@).
From ([B.I8)), it follows that
n—1 1
lpl = Lajz — g™t > M "0 Ly, (3.19)
Define ¢(z,y) = Lz —y|"+ M (x). Recalling the notation (23] , we use the viscosity inequalities
for vy, solving (BI0) to write, for each § € (0, 1) that
—I[Bs)(6(-§),p + Mg, ) — I[Bf(evn, p + Mg, %) + er, "H(Z, ¢ "1a(p + Mq)) + efu(T) <0,

_I[B5](¢(£7 ')7p7 g) - [[Bg](U7Mp7 g) + Tn_lH(gaTnp) + fn(@) > 0.
(3.20)
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We subtract both inequalities and proceed to estimate the terms arising there. Concerning the
contribution of the Hamiltonian, using [(TI3)] and [(TIT7)] we see that
EH(LZ‘, E_lTn(p + MQ)) - H(:lj, Tnp)
=eH (2, ' (p + Mq)) — H(z, 7 (p + Mq)) + H(Z, 7 (p + Mq)) — H(g, 7p)
2(1 - 6)(bm|7—n(p + MQ)|m - C)
— CH,r1 (’f = gl(L + |mup|™) + |70 Mq|(1 + ‘Tnp’m_l + ‘Tan‘m_l))

But |g| is bounded, meanwhile, by [BI8) and BI9), |p| — oo, |z — y| — 0 as L — +oo. Thus, by
taking L large enough, depending on 1 — ¢, M, R and the data, we conclude that

_ _ 1
EH(f,E lTn(p + Mq)) - H(y7Tnp) > 5(1 - E)me:Ln|p|m - Cev

for some constant C, > 0 not depending on n.
Concerning the contribution of the non local terms, using ®(z,y) > ®(Z + 2,5 + z) in Bry1, we
see that

I[B1 N B](€vn,p + Mg, &) = I[B1 N B§|(vn, p,y) < MI[B1 0 Bf|(¢,¢,7) < CM,
for some C' > 0 not depending on n, nor e. Again, using ([3.14]), we see that
sup [I[B1](u,p, 2)| < C1(1 + Ipl),

2€BRr11

for some constant C7, not depending on n.
Using these estimates and letting 6 — 0, we conclude from the difference of the inequalities

in (3.20) that
1 m— m
5(1 — b p|™ < Ce+ CM + 2| full Lo (Bpyy) + C1(1+ Ip]).

Thus, in view of ([BJ9) and since m > 1, taking L large enough in terms of € and R, we arrive at
a contradiction. Thus T # § is not possible for all large L. This completes the proof of Claim, and
hence the proof of the lemma. O

Now we are in position to provide the following existence result.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose that[(HI’), [[H2) and[(FI}{(F2) hold. Then, there exists a solution (u, \) €
C(R%) x R for BF). Moreover, u is coercive. In addition, if f is locally Holder continuous and K
is symmetric satisfying (Z22), then u € C?5T(RY).

Proof. Let @, as in Lemma[8l Then, by @II), there exists A € R, u : R¢ — R with infga u > —o0,
and a sequence oy, — 0 such that w,, — u € Cioc(RY) N L (ws), and

A= li ar (0).
A Jim ajw . (0)

By stability of the viscosity solution, we have (u, 5\) that solves ([B.3]). This leads to the existence of
a solution.

The function u is coercive by Lemma (B.5]), and C?5* regularity follows from Theorem when
f is locally Holder. O
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3.2. Nonexistence. We finish this section with the following
Theorem 3.8. Let hold and I = —(—A)%. Suppose that for some constants kg, k1 we have
f(@) > kolz|™Z=Y  for |z| > k. (3.21)
Then, there exists no pair (u,\) € (C(R?) N LY(ws)) x R with u > 0 that satisfy
Lu—f+A>0 R
In particular, recalling \* in B3], we have \* = co.
Proof. Since f — A would satisfy a similar lower bound as in (8.21]), we may assume that A = 0. Let
n € (0,1) and |zo| > 1 large enough. Define 6 = £|z|, and
9(w) = w6 — | — wo’)% — 2671 in Bo(o).
Here ¢ = ¢(0,s,d) > 0 is a suitable constant so that (—A)%) = n in Bg(xg). Using we
have in By /s(zo) that
L(@) — (@) < 1+ &+ Kleaum)™s™ (6 — | — )" D2 — mol™ — f(z)
<+ K+ rgn™ 0] — gl Y,
for some constants k2, k3, where we used the fact that || > |2o| — |z —xo| > 3|zo] in B% (xg). Thus,
if we fix n small enough, so that xk227"n™ < %/43, we get
L= f <+ = Do <0 By (xo),

for all |zg| large. Since ¢ < 0 in B§(zg), by the comparison principle we get v > 1. Evaluating at
2

x = mo we have u(zg) > negs(1 — 25)0%% > kylao|? for some constant k4 and all |zo| large. Then

u ¢ L'(ws), which is a contradiction. Then, for each A € R there is no function v € C(R?) N L' (w;)

such that Lu > f — X in R?, from which \* = +0c0. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.1. We do not know if the above nonexistence result is possible under a condition weaker

than ([3:2I]), namely
f(z)

‘x’m@s—l) > 0.

lim sup
|x|—o00

4. CHARACTERIZATION OF A*.
We start with the characterization (B.3]).

Proposition 4.1. Grant the setting of Theorem 3.7, and let X be the constant found there. Then,
A = \* where \* is given by ([B.3)).
Proof. From @3:{[) it follows that A\* < X. Suppose that \* < \. Therefore, by definition, we can
find A € (\*,\) and v € C(R?) N LY (ws),v > 0, satisfying
Lv—f+A>0 inR%

Let (u, \) be the solution obtained in Theorem B2 (with approximating sequence {t, }). Fix

M > 0. Since apw,, — A, we can then find kg € N such that
A < pWe,, (0) — apM  for all k > k.
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We fix any such k > kg, denote oy, by &, and w,, by w. Recall from Theorem [3.4] that there exists
a sequence of {W;} satisfying
LW, — f+aW; =0 in B,

W; =0 in By, (4.1)

such that W, — w,,, in L'(ws) and uniformly on compacts, as [ — co. Moreover, due to (3.2) we
also have W; > 0. Denote by (;(z) = Wi(x) — W;(0) + M. It then follows from (£I]) that

LG(x) = f(x) +ag = —aW;(0) + aM in By,
G=—Wi(0)+M <M in B,
For [ large enough we see that A < aWj(0) — aM. Again, by Lemma B35 v(z) — oo, as |z| — oo.
Thus, for all large [ , v is a strict supsersolution to ([f2]). Thus, by comparison principle Lemma B3]
we have v > (; in R Now letting [ — oo, we obtain we, (z) — wq, (0) + M < v for all k > k.

Letting k — oo we obtain from Theorem B.7] that u + M < v in R?. But u is a fixed function and
M is arbitrary. Therefore, such v can not exist. Hence A = \*. U

(4.2)

In the remaining part of this section, we prove (34]).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that |(H1')|(H2’||(F1){(F2) hold and x — H(x,p) is periodic. Then we
have \* satisfying characterization ([3.4]).

The following easy lemma provides one side of the estimate.
Lemma 4.3. Suppose that for some X\ € R there exists a w € C(R?) N L' (w,) satisfying
Lw<f—X inRY
and supras w < 0o. Then we must have X < \*.
Proof. Since w is bounded from above, we can add an appropriate scalar to w so that w < 0 in R

Now suppose, on the contrary, that A — A\* > § > 0 for some § > 0. Recall the solution u from
Theorem B.7] and Proposition LTl Since u is coercive we have lim, o, u = 0o. We claim that for

any k > 0 we must have u — k > w in R%, which is not possible for k large enough. Therefore, we
must have A < \*.
To establish that claim, fix £ > 0 and define w = u — k. Note that

Lu=f—-XN>f—X+0 inR%
Since w < 0, we can find a bounded domain D satisfying minpe (@ — w) > 0. Now we choose x > 0
small enough so that
Lw—f4+A+rkw<0 inD,

Li—f+A+ru>= inD.

N >

Since 4 € L'(ws), for all N large we have
o
Luny — f+ A+ Kkuy > 1 in D,

where 4y = min{a, N}. Applying the comparison principle Lemma we then have 4y > w in
R?. Letting N — 0o, we conclude that @ > w in R?. This proves the claim. ]

Now we can complete the
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Proof of Theorem 2] Let us denote the right hand side of (84) by A. From Lemma [£3it is evident
that A < A*. So we have to show that A > \*. Without any loss of generality, we may assume that
f >0 and H is 1-periodic in the x variable, that is,
H(xz +e;,p) = H(zx,p) forallz,peRY
and for all canonical unit vectors e; in R
Let g : N — N be a function satisfying the following
e g(k) is strictly increasing to infinity.
e For the cube Q, centered at 0 and side length 2g(k) we have f > k in Q.
Define Fj(z) = min{f(z),k} on Q. By construction, we have Fj = k on 0Qy. We extend F} to
all of R? in a periodic fashion. At this point, we note that both Fj and H are periodic in the z
variable with period 2¢g(k). Applying [9, Proposition 4.2] we can find a unique periodic function wy,
satisfying
Lwyp — Fr 4 0r =0 inRY (4.3)
for some g € R.
Claim 1. 0 < g < \*.
Since, by definition, f > F}, for all k, it follows from (3] that
Lwp—f+0, <0 inR%

Applying Lemma 3] we then have g, < \*. This gives one side of the estimate. Now suppose,
on the contrary, that g < 0. Let z € argming, wy = argmings wg. Applying the definition of
viscosity solution to ([A3]) and using the test function ¢ = wy(z) we get that

0 < Lo(z) — Fip(2) + o = —Fi(2) + or <0,
which is not possible. Hence g, > 0. This concludes the Claim 1.
Claim 2. There exists R > 0, independent of k, such that

minwy, = minwy for all k large.
Br Rd

Since wy, is a periodic and continuous function, it attains its minimum at some point z € R%
Using the test function ¢ = wy(z) we see that
—Fi(2) + ok > Lo(2) — Fi.(2) + o > 0,
which together with Claim 1 lead us to
Fi(2) <o < A"
Thus, for k > \*, we necessarily have Fj(z) = f(z), from which it is easily seen that z belongs
to the compact set {z : f(z) < A*}. This proves Claim 2.

Now recall the smooth positive function V from (B7) satisfying V(x) = |z|? for || > 1, where
1 < B < 2sand m(8 — 1) > v. By adding a suitable constant we can assume ming, wy, = 0. We
claim that for some R’ > R we have
minwy = 0 < wy(z) < maxwy, + V(z) inR% (4.4)
Bp/ Bpry
The left hand side inequality is obvious from the above construction. So we only prove the right
hand side estimate. Since V — wy, is coercive, it attains its minimum at some point z; € R?. Then,
using V' as test function for wy at zj together with (3.7)), we arrive at

SIET KOXBg, (2k) + f(2k) — Fi(z1) + pr <0,
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and since Fj, < f, and pg > 0, we conclude that for all £k € N we have
1
2] < (koky 1) ™1

Letting R’ the right-hand side of the above inequality we conclude (Z4]).
Now, through minor modifications of the arguments of Lemma it can be shown that
sup max wg < +00.
keN Brs
Therefore, by Theorem 21l we have the family {wy}y is locally equibounded and equi-Lipschitz
continuous. Then, there exists a pair (v, p) € C(R%) N L'(ws) x R such that (up to subsequences
that we do not relabel) wy, — v locally uniformly in R?, and g — 0 as k — oo, and

Lv—f+0=0 inRY

Also, notice that 0 < v in R?. Then, by B3) we have p > A*, and using Claim 1, we get that
0 = A\*. Again, by the definition of Fj and (L3)) we see that wy is a viscosity solution to

Lwp — f+0, <0 inR%

and since wy is bounded above we conclude that g < A for all k. This of course, gives A* < A,
completing the proof. O

5. UNIQUENESS RESULT AND MONOTONICITY OF THE CRITICAL EIGENVALUE

In this section we prove uniqueness of u, obtained in Theorem B.7] up to an addition by a scalar.
As a consequence, we get a monotonicity property for the additive eigenvalue with respect to the
source term f, see Theorem [(.3] below.

Toward these goals we need the following key lemma which shows that the solution w found in
Theorem [3.7] may be regarded as the minimal solution.

Lemma 5.1. Assume hypotheses of Theorem B are in force, and let u be the solution found there.
There exists R > 0 such that, for any function v € C*(RY) N LY (ws) bounded from below, solving the
nequality
Lo—Ff+X >0 inR?
in the viscosity sense, and satisfying u < v in Bg, we have
u<v in R,

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume f > 0 and A* > 0 (see (8:2)). Let R > 0 be such
that mingepe {f(z) — A* — C} > 1 where C is given by (3.I). So R depends only on the data.
Let v be such that © < v in Bgr. Suppose, on the contrary, that « > v at some point in sz, say
xo € Bf. Then, there exists p € (1/2,1) sufficiently close to 1, so that
max(pu — v) < pu(xg) —v(zg) and pu(zg) —v(zg) > 0. (5.1)
Br
Now, by a standard diagonalization method and the proof of Theorem [B.7] we can find a sequence
of (Wy,, ap, ) such that
LWy, — f+a, W, =0 in B,,,
Wy, =0 inBj,
with
lim «,, W, (0) = X", (5.2)

N —r00

lim W,, =u uniformly over compacts, (5.3)
Nj—00
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where W, (z) := Wy, (z) — Wy, (0). We choose ny, large enough so that g € By, . Using (E.1]) and
the above limit, we further choose nj so that

max(uWp, —v) < uWh, (z0) — v(z0), puWh, (20) —v(20) >0, v >0in B (5.4)
Br

ng?

where the last inequality is possible due to Lemma Define Uy, (z) = v + pWy, (0). It is easily
seen that
LBy, — f+ X >0 inRY
and, since Wy, = 0 <wv in By , it follows from (5.4]) that
Ky, i= sup(uWy, — 0p, ) = sup(uW,, — 0y, ) > 0.
Rd -
Furthermore, the above supremum is attained at some point z,, € B, \ Bg. Thus,
67% 2 /’LWnk - "ink in Rda
and equality holds at the point z,,. By Theorem and our hypothesis we have u,v € Cl(Rd)
and therefore, x — H(x, Vu(x)), H(x, Vo(x)) are continuous. Hence we have
—I(0 — pWy,) + H(z, V) — pH (z, p 'YW, ) — (1 — p) f(x) + A* — pay, Wy, >0 in B,,,
in the viscosity sense. This can obtained by mimicking the arguments of [9, Lemma 3.2|. Evaluating
at the point z,, , where Vv(x,,) = pvW,, (xy, ), we obtain
0 < —pH (zn,, VWyy (2n,)) + H(@py, kW Wa, (20,)) + (0 — 1) f(@ny) + A" = pro, W, (2n,)
which, in turn, gives from (B.])
(:u - 1)f(xnk) + A — ,UOanWnk (xnk) > IUH($nky VWnk (xnk)) - H(:Enknuvwnk (‘/Enk))
> —(1—p)C. (5.5)
Now we have two possibilities. Suppose |z,,| — 0o, along some subsequence, as n; — co. Since
Wy, > 0 and f is coercive, we get a contradiction from (G3)). So the other possibility is {zy, } is

a bounded sequence. Without loss of generality, we may assume that x,, — . It follows from the
property of {z,, } that |Z] > R. Using (5.2)) and (5.3) we see that
a"kWnk (xnk) = Gy, Wnk (‘Tnk) + a"kWnk (O) — A"
as ny — 00. Thus, from (B.5) we obtain
(I—pw)(N*+C—f(2)) >0 and |Z| > R.
This is also contradictory to the choice of R. Hence we must have u < v in R?. U

Now we are ready to establish the uniqueness result.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose that [(H1), [(H2°), [[FI}(F2) hold. Let v € C*(RY) N LY(ws) be a non-

negative supersolution satisfying

Lo—f+ X >0 inR%

and u be the solution obtained in Theorem B Then we have v = u + ¢ for some scalar c.

Proof. Let Bpr be the ball given by Lemma 5.1l Define
min(v — u) = c.
Br

Letting v1 = v — ¢, we note that

Lv;— f+ A >0 inRY
and v; touches u in Bp from above. Using Lemma [51] it follows that v; > u in RY Setting

© = v —u we see that
—Tp — H(zx, Vi) + H(z,Vu) >0 in R%
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Since infga ¢ = ming, ¢ = 0, there exists T € Bpg such that ¢(Z) = 0 = V¢(Z). This of course,
implies Vu(z) = Vuy(Z). So applying ¢ = ¢(Z) as the test function at the point & gives
—I[B5](¢,0,2) > 0.
Since § is arbitrary, we must have ¢ = 0, implying v = u + ¢. Hence the proof. O
Now we can complete the

Proof of Theorem Bl The existence of solution follows from Theorem B and E1] whereas (B3.4))
follows from Theorem Uniqueness is given by Theorem in combination with Theorem
g

Applying Lemma [5.1] we have the following

Theorem 5.3. Let fi1, f2 be two continuous function satisfying [[FIJH(F2) Let \*(f;) denote the
critical value in [B3]) corresponding to f;, i =1,2. Then for fi < fo we have X*(f1) < A*(f2).

Proof. Let A} = X*(f;) for i = 1,2. From the definition ([3.3]) it is evident that A} < A5. Suppose,
on the contrary, that AT = AJ. Let u; be the non-negative solution corresponding to A}, that is,

Lu;— fi + X\ =0 inR% (5.6)
for i = 1,2. Since f1 < fs, it then follows that
Lus — fi + A > Lus — fo+ A3 =0 inR%

By Theorem we also have ui,uy € C'(RY). From the proof of Theorem 5.2, we then have
u; = ug + ¢ for some constant c¢. Plugging this information in (5.6) we get f; = f» in R? which
contradicts the hypothesis fi < fo. Thus we must have A7 < A3. Hence the proof. O

6. STOCHASTIC CHARACTERIZATION OF \*

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem [6.Ilwhich is a generalized version of Theorem [I.2]
mentioned in the introduction. In this section, we fix —I = (—A)*, the fractional Laplacian. More
precisely, consider the problem

(=A)u+ H(z,Vu) = f — X inRY, (6.1)

where H satisfies [[HI")| [(T127)] and [(TI3)] We also assume f to be locally Hélder continuous. By
Theorem B0 we see that u € C?*7(RY). We next characterize \* using the underlying stochastic
control problem. To do so, we need the following additional assumption

(H4) For each x € R, p v H(z,p) is strictly convex and continuously differentiable. Also, the
exists £ € C(R? x R?), the Lagrangian, which is bounded from below, strictly convex in the
second variable and satisfies

H(z,p) = sup{p-&—{(2,§)}, =,peR™
£cRe

Notice that H(z,p) = 2 |p|™ satisfies the above assumption with ¢(z,£) = %|£|m,, and m’ the
Hoélder conjugate of m.
Now, consider any non negative, classical solution u to

Lu—f+ N =(=A)u+H(z,Vu) — f+ X =0 inR% (6.2)
Since H is the Fenchel-Legendre transformation of ¢, it is well known that
H(ﬂj‘,p) :é.p_g(x7£) Whereg:va($7p)
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If u is a classical solution to ([62]), Vu is continuous. Letting b, (x) = V,H (z, Vu(z)), we observe
that
H(.’L’, VU) - bu(x) ’ VU(.’L’) - g('x7 bu(‘r)) = Sup{vu : f - €($, f)}
Eerd
Let us define
G(x,&) = f(x) + l(x,§), (6.3)

and the operator A, as follows
Aup(@) = —(—A) (@) - bu(@) - Vo), € C¥HRY N L (wy).
It is then easily seen from (6.2) that
Apu(z) + G(z, by () = —(—A)u + éienﬂgd{—g “Vu+G(z, &)} = A" (6.4)

Thus, we can regard the problem in the context of stochastic ergodic control problem as it is
explained in the introduction, this time with running cost given by G given in (6.3)).

To make this section self-contained, we repeat some of the definitions provided in the introduction.
Let © := D([0,00) : RY) be the space of all right continuous R? valued functions on [0, 00) with
finite left limit, and let X : Q — R% denote the canonical coordinate process, that is,

Xi(w) =w(t) forallw e .

By {&:} we denote the filtration of o-algebras generated by X. Given a set D, by Tp we denote the
first return time to D, that is,
Tp =inf{t >0 : X; ¢ D°}.
Definition 6.1. Let U be the set of all stationary Markov controls ¢ satisfying the following:
(i) The martingale problem for (A, C°(R?)) with initial point z € R? is well-posed for all
x € R? (see Definition [LT]).
(ii) For any non-empty compact set B, containing {x € R? : G(z,£) — \* < 1 for some ¢},
we have ]P’g(’fg < o0) =1 for all z € B°, where P$ denotes the unique probability measure
solving the martingale problem for (A¢, C2°(R%)) with initial point x.

By Lemmas and it follows that U is non-empty. Now we can state our main result of this
section.

Theorem 6.1. Let|(H1'), [(H2), ((H3), |(H4 ) [(F1)R(F2) hold and f is locally Hélder continuous.
Then for any ¢ € W and compact set B D {x € R? : G(z,&) — X\* < 1 for some £}, we have

u(r) < E /f(g(xs,«xs))—x*)ds FES[u(Xey)] fora € B, (6.5)

where u is the solution to 1) with A = X* given by Theorem B}, and ES[] denotes the expectation
operator with respect to the probability measure PS. On the other hand, if there exists a nonnegative,

classical solution v to (1)) for some A € R, and (v, \) satisfies (@0, then we have X\ = \* and

v =1u+ ¢ for some constant c.

In the remaining part of the section we prove Theorem For simplicity, we assume all the
hypotheses of the theorem hold.
First, we prove (6.5) in Lemmas 6.2l and 63 below. Recall the set of control U from Definition [6.11

Lemma 6.2. Consider ( € U and a compact set B satisfying the conditions of Definition [G1I(ii).

Let w,, be the solution we obtain in Theorem B4l Then we have

wn(e) <5 | [ T G(X, (X)) ds |+ Eplewa ()
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for all x € B¢ satisfying Eg[ﬂ < 00, where
T=inf{t >0 : X; € B}.
Proof. Recall the function W, that locally converges to w, and
LWy, — f+aW,, =0 in B,,,
Wy, =0 in By .

Since f is locally Holder continuous, we have W,,, € C*%(B,,) by Theorem 231 Choose ny large
enough so that B € B,,,. Set Dy = B,,, \ B. Let W be the unique solution to

.ACVNV—FQ—aVNV:O inDg, and W =0 in B¢ W:WnkinB.

ng?
Existence of viscosity solution follows from [35] Corollary 5.7| whereas regularity and uniqueness are
established in [I8, Theorem 2.3|. Tt is also shown in [I8, Theorem 2.3] that W € C?5*(Dy) N Cy(RY).
Now, note that B B B B
LW —f+aW > AW -G+ aW = 0.
As both W and W, are classical solutions in Dy, we can apply the comparison principle we obtain
that W,, < W in R?. Indeed, since H is continuously differential in the second variable, we note
that
(=AW = W,,) + h(z) - (VIV = VW,,) +a(W =W, ) >0 in Dy,

for some continuous function A in Dy, and (W — Why,) > 0in Df. Thus we can apply comparison
principle. Using [28, Lemma 4.3.2] and Lemma 5] we see that

My = e (X)) — (Xo) — /0 e~ (Aut(Xs) — ar(Xy))ds,

is §-martingale, for 1» € C2°(R%). Let T, be the first exit time from the ball B,(0). Set n large
enough so that B € B,(0). Define 0,, = T A T,. Then 0, denotes the first exit time from the
annulus B, (0) N B¢, that is,

o, =inf{t >0 : X; ¢ B,(0)NB°}.
By optional sampling theorem [28, Theorem 2.2.13| it then follows that

tAOp
My = e (X, ) — (a) — /O e (A(X,) — anp(Xa)) ds

also forms a martingale under P$ with respect to the stopped filtration §pq, . Hence

tAOp
(z) = ES[e o) (X g )] + ES /O e (Acp(X,) — (X)) ds

for all ¥» € C®(R%) and t > 0. By a standard approximation argument, it is easily seen that

r rtAopn
() = ES[e o) p(Xyng, )] + ES /O e (Aep(X,) — anp(Xy)) ds (6.6)

for all ¢ € Cy(RY) N C**(B,(0)NB). Now, for n < ng, if we take 1» = W and then let t — oo,
using the dominated convergence theorem we obtain

W (z) = E§[e 7" W (X,,)] + ES [ /0 " e *G(X,, (X)) ds| .

Again by [2 Lemma 3.7|, Tp, () = Tny, := Tp, (0) 88 7 — ng. Since W =0in By, (0)), we obtain
from above that

W (z) = E [/0 e G(X,, (X)) ds

+ES [E_Q%Wa(X%)l{ank N
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< Egc [/ e G (X, ((Xs))ds| + Eg [e_(ﬁWnk (X%)l{%<1nk}]
0

for # € Dy,. Since G is bounded from below and ES$ [T] < 0o, We obtain the desired result by letting
ng — 00. O

Now to prove (G.0), we only need to consider ( € U satisfying ES [T] < 00, a8 G— A" > 1 in
B¢. Recall from Theorem 3.7 that wa,, — u, as an, — 0 where Wo(2) := wa(2) — wa(0). From
Lemma [6.2] we see that

o) <55 | [ T (G(X o, (X)) — M) ds |+ (A — e (0))a Bl — e

+ E§ e 0 (Xe)]

<E /0 NG C(X0)) = A7) ds| + N — cwa (0)[EoH] + ES e (X,

using the inequality 1 — e™® <z for all z > 0. Letting «,, — 0 to obtain the following result.
Lemma 6.3. Let u be the solution obtained by Theorem B Then it holds that

u(z) <ES [ /0 (G(X,, Du(X.)) — XY ds| + ES[u(Xe)),

for all x € B¢ and ¢ € U.
Now we consider the second part of Theorem Consider a pair (v, A) with v > 0, satisfying
Lv—f+A=0 inR%

From (B3) it follows that A > A* and by Theorem B3] we also have v € C?T(R?). Setting
by(x) = VpH (z, Vo(z)) we observe from (6.4)) that

Ayo(z) + G(z,by(x)) = A in R% (6.7)
In Lemma and we show that b, € U. Let us first show that the martingale problem for
(Ay, C(R?)) with initial value z is indeed well-posed. To this end, we consider the perturbed
operator

Anp(x) = —(=A)°p(x) = 1p,(0)bo(2) - Vo(x) » € CF(RY).

Note that A, = A, on C°(B,(0)). Since 1p, ()b, is bounded, and therefore, lies in the Kato class
Kg2s—1, by [22) Theorem 1.2] the martingale problem corresponding to (A, C2°(R?)) is well-posed
(see also, [21]). Thus, there exists a unique probability measure P" on € that corresponds to the
martingale problem (A, C>°(R%)) with initial point z.

Lemma 6.4. For every x € RY, the martingale problem for (A,, C>°(R%)) with initial point x € RY
18 well-posed.

Proof. By |28, Theorem 4.6.1] we know that the stopped martingale problem for A,, in any open
set U C R? is well-posed. Thus, in view of [28, Theorem 4.6.3| and it is enough to show that

lim P"(o, <t) =0 forallt>0, (6.8)

n—o0
where
op =1inf{t : X; ¢ B,(0) or X;_ ¢ B,(0)}.
For a bounded domain D, by Tp we denote the first exit time from D, that is,
p =inf{t >0 : Xy ¢ D}.
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We note that {Xirc, : ¢ > 0} has the same law under P,, whenever D C B, (0). This follows
from the well-posedness of the martingale problem for A,, [28] Theorem 4.6.1]. Let D C B, (0) and
Y € OX(RY). Then

B(Xe) — P(z) — /0 Ap(X,) ds

forms a martingale under P". By optional sampling theorem [28, Theorem 2.2.13] it then follows
that

$(Xinep) — () — /O " (X, ds

also forms a martingale under P". Since A,, = A, in D, it follows that

B (Xipe) — (x) — /0 P AH(X,) ds

forms a martingale under P" with respect to the stopped filtration §iac,. Hence

E"[(Xinep )] = () +E” [ /0 o Am/}(Xs)]

for all ¢ € C(R%)), where E"[] denotes the expectation operator with respect to the probability
measure P". By a standard approximation argument, it is easily seen that

B0 (Xurep)] = v(0) +E" | [ A (6.9)

for all 1 € Cy(R?) N C?5+(D). Recall from (G.7) that
Avv(y) = A = G(y, Vo(y)).

Since G is coercive, we can find a compact set K and a constant x > 0 so that
Apo(y) < klg(y) inR%

Since v is non-negative, it is also coercive by Lemma Let ¢ : [0,00) be a bounded, increasing
C? concave function satisfying

vr(s)=s forse[0,k], ¢(s)=k+1 forselk+1,00),
and 0 < ¢}, < 1. Then
Avpr(v) = —(=A)"pk(v) = by - Vor(v) < @ (v)(—(=A)*v = by - Dv) < K1k (y).
Choose k large enough so that ¢y (v(x)) = v(z). Now applying (6:9) we obtain
E" [pr (v(Xinep))] < v(@) + Kt
for all D C B, (0). Letting k¥ — oo and applying Fatou’s lemma we then have
E"[v(Xinc, )] < v(z) + K, (6.10)

for all ¢ > 0. Since X is right continuous with finite left limits, it follows that
{on <t} C{1B, , <t}
Using the coercivity of v and taking D = B,,_1 in (G.I0) we obtain
P"(o, <t) <P"(1p, , <t)< [Bi?f o] (Kt 4+ v(z)) = 0, asn — oco.

n—1

This gives us (6.8), completing the proof. O
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Thus, by Lemma [6.4] there exists a unique probability measure PY satisfying the martingale
problem for (A, CZ® (]Rd)) with initial point x. We denote the corresponding expectation operator
by EY[-]. Now we fix a ball B; so that G(z,£) — A > 1 for € Bf. Let T; be the first hitting time
to Bq, that is,

T=inf{t >0 : X; € By}
Below in Lemma [6.5] we show that b, € U.
Lemma 6.5. Let v € C?7(R%) N L' (ws) be a nonnegative solution to (G.1).

Define b,(y) = V,H(y,Vou(y)) and A, is defined as above. Then we have EY[T] < oo for all
x € Bf and

msz;AYm&wm&»—va+Em¢mm (6.11)

for all x € B{. Furthermore, b, € U.

Proof. From Lemma we already know that the martingale problem for (A,, C°(RY)) is well-
posed for any initial condition z € RY. Let T, be the first exit time from the ball B,(0). Define
0n, = TAT,. Then o, denotes the first exit time from the annulus B,,(0) N BS, that is,

o, =inf{t >0 : X; ¢ B,(0) NB{}.
The arguments in Lemma [6.2 then gives (see (6.6))
tAOp
a0 (Xine)| = 00 + B2 | [ () (6.12)
0

for all 1 € Cy(R?) N C%+(B,(0) \ B). Consider the class of concave functions ¢y, from Lemma
and notice that

Avpr(v) < @f(0)(A = G) i RY,
for all k. Applying (6I12]) we thus obtain

(o) = o) 2 Eanlo e )+ Bz [ [ oh0)GXebu0) = 2]
Let k£ — oo and apply Fatou’s lemma to get
0(2) > Ba[o(Xino, )] + Eo [ /O T G(Xa bul(XL)) - )\)] |
Letting ¢ — oo and applying Fatou’s lemma and monotone convergence theorem again we have
(o) 2 Bl )|+ Ex [ [ 0000, - )] o€ Ba0)\

Since v is coercive, and 0, = T1 ATy, letting n — oo in the relation v(z) > E,[v(Xy, )] implies that
P,(t) < 00) = 1. Now we can let n — oo and apply Fatou’s lemma again to obtain

/OT(g(X57bv(Xs)) - )‘)] .

This gives (6.10]). Since (G— ) > 1 in B, we also have EY[T;] < co. Again, by [2, Theorem 5.1], X
is positive recurrent under PY, which in particular, implies that PY(tg < co) = 1 for all B containing
{z €R? : G(z,6) — A\* <1 for some £}. Thus b, € U, completing the proof. O

() > By [v(Xx)] + E;

Now we can complete the proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem [61]. (63]) follows from Lemma [6.2] and To prove the second part, consider a
nonnegative, classical solution v to

Lv—f+A=0 inR%
so that (v, \) satisfies (€3]). In other words, for any compact B, as in Definition [6.1ii), we have

3B

v(e) < ES /;B@(Xs,axs))—x)ds +ES[(Xe,)] fora € B,

for all ¢ € U. Since A > A\* by ([B3)), it follows from above that

T3
o(z) < B / (G(Xs, C(X,)) — M) ds| +ES[u(Xe,)] for o € B (6.13)
0
Now, consider the solution (u,A\*) obtained by Theorem B7l Let b,(z) = V,H (z, Vu(x)). From
Lemma we know that b, € U. Fix a compact set B containing {z € R? : G(z,&) — \* <

1 for some ¢}. Using (6.10)) for the solution pair (u, A*), and (6I3]) and choosing ¢ = b,, we then
have

vy <z | [ (G bu(X2)) — X ds| + EX[u(Xry )],

) 2 B | [T G0 (X0) = 3 ds | + 2N,

for € B¢. Now translate v by adding a constant so that ming(u — v) = 0. Then, from the above
representation, we have u > v in R%. Repeating the arguments of Theorem we see that A = \*
and u = v in R?. This completes the proof. ]
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