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OPTIMAL RATE OF CONVERGENCE IN PERIODIC
HOMOGENIZATION OF VISCOUS HAMILTON-JACOBI
EQUATIONS

JIANLIANG QIAN, TIMO SPREKELER, HUNG V. TRAN, YIFENG YU

ABSTRACT. We study the optimal rate of convergence in periodic homogenization
of the viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equation u§ + H (%, Du®) = eAu® in R™ x (0, 00)
subject to a given initial datum. We prove that [[u® — u|| g ®nxo,r)) < C(1 +
T)y/e for any given T > 0, where u is the viscosity solution of the effective
problem. Moreover, we show that the O(y/¢) rate is optimal for a natural class
of H and a Lipschitz continuous initial datum, both theoretically and through
numerical experiments. It remains an interesting question to investigate whether
the convergence rate can be improved when H is uniformly convex. Finally, we
propose a numerical scheme for the approximation of the effective Hamiltonian
based on a finite element approximation of approximate corrector problems.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Settings. For each € > 0, let u® € C(R™ x [0, 00)) be the viscosity solution to

u§ + H (£, Duf) = eAu? in R™ x (0, 00),

u®(x,0) = g(x) on R™. (1.1)

Here, g € C%*(R") is a given initial datum and H = H(y,p) € Lip,.(R™ x R") is
a given Hamiltonian that is Z"-periodic in its y-variable and satisfies

essinf {|H(y,p)* + (n + 1)DyH(y,p) - p} —> 00 as[p| »o00.  (1.2)
y n

Then, it is known that u® converges to u € C(R" x [0,00)) locally uniformly on
R™ x [0,00) as € — 0T, where u is the viscosity solution to the effective problem

u; + H (Du) =0 in R" x (0, 00),

u(z,0) = g(z) on R"; (1.3)

see [21, [§]. Here, the effective Hamiltonian H € C(R") is determined by H in a
nonlinear way through cell problems. It is worth noting that if H = H(y,p) is
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independent of y, that is, H(y,p) = F(p), then (1.1) becomes the usual vanishing
viscosity problem

{ut + F (Du®) = eAu in R"™ x (0, 00), (1.4)

u(x,0) = g(x) on R”,
in which case we have H = F. Both (I.1)) and (T.4) are basic and fundamentally

important problems in the theory of viscosity solutions.
Introducing the notation T" := R"/Z"™, we now give a precise definition of H.

Definition 1 (Effective Hamiltonian). Assume (A1)-(A2). For each p € R", there
exists a unique constant H(p) € R such that the cell (ergodic) problem

H(y,p+ Dv) = H(p) + Av foryeT" (1.5)

has a continuous viscosity solution v. If needed, we write v =v(y,p) or v = v,(y) to
clearly demonstrate the nonlinear dependence of v on p. In the literature, v(-,p) is
often called a corrector. It is worth mentioning that v(-,p) is unique up to additive
constants.

From now on, we normalize the corrector v so that v(0,p) = 0 for all p € R™.
In fact, v(-,p) € C*(T") and p — v(-, p) is locally Lipschitz. Further, the effective
Hamiltonian H is locally Lipschitz.

Our main goal in this paper is to obtain the optimal rate for the convergence of
u® to u, that is, an optimal bound for ||u® — u||fee@nx ) for any given T > 0 as
¢ — 0T. Heuristically, thanks to the two-scale asymptotic expansion,

u(z,t) = u(z,t) + ev (g, Du(:v,t)) + 0(e?). (1.6)

However, this is just a formal local expansion, and it is not clear at all how to obtain
the optimal global bound in the L*-norm from this.

1.2. Main results. We now describe our main results. Let us introduce the set of
assumptions (A1)—(A3) given by
(A1) H € Lip,,.(R" x R"), and H(-,p) is Z"-periodic for each p € R";

(A2) H satisfies ((1.2));
(Ag) g € Lip (Rn) with HgHCO,l(Rn) < Q.

Theorem 1.1. Assume (A1)—(A3) and fir T > 0. Then, there exists a constant
C > 0 depending only on H, n, and ||g||cormny such that for e € (0,1) there holds

[ = ull e o) < C(1+T)VE,
where u® and u denote the viscosity solutions to (1.1) and (|1.3)), respectively.

The above rate O(4/¢) turns out to be optimal in the sense that there exist
particular choices of H and g satisfying (A1)—(A3) such that the convergence rate is
exactly O(y/¢). Quantitative homogenization for Hamilton-Jacobi equations in the
periodic setting has received quite a lot of attention in the past twenty years. The
convergence rate O(e"?) was obtained for first-order equations first in [5]. In [3], the
authors generalized the method in [5] to get the same convergence rate O(¢”?) for
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the viscous case considered in this paper. For weakly coupled systems of first-order
equations, see [24]. For other related works, see the references in [0, [3, 24]. Of
course, the rate O(c"?) is not known to be optimal in general.

The optimal rate of convergence O(¢) for convex first-order equations was recently
obtained in [34]. Moreover, we expect that for any given uniformly convex H, the
convergence rate is O(¢g) for for generic initial data, which is stronger than the
notion of optimality in this paper. We refer to [16] for the multi-scale setting. For
earlier progress in this direction with nearly optimal rates of convergence, we refer
the reader to [25, B35, 23 6] and the references therein. To date, optimal rates of
convergence for general nonconvex first-order cases have not been established.

To the best of our knowledge, the optimal rate of convergence for periodic ho-
mogenization of viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equations has not been obtained in the
current literature. The rate O(c"?) was obtained in [5, 3] by using the doubling
variable technique, the perturbed test function method [8], and the approximate
cell problems. The usage of the approximate cell problems introduces another pa-
rameter in the analysis, and as a result, the rate O(¢"/*) was the best one can obtain
through this route by optimizing over all parameters.

In this paper, we are able to obtain the O(+/¢) convergence rate by dealing directly
with the correctors. A key point is that after normalizing v(0, p) = 0, we have that
v(-,p) is unique, and p — v(+, p) is locally Lipschitz. It is worth noting that we do
not require convexity of the Hamiltonian in Theorem [I.1]

Here, we will use H(y,p) = F(p) for some choices of nonlinear F' to construct
computable sharp examples. Similar results were known for linear F' in the context
of conservation laws [30]. The connection between scalar conservation laws and
Hamilton-Jacobi equations is well known to experts. Precisely speaking, in one
dimension, if u = u(x,t) is a viscosity solution to u; + F'(u,) = 0, then v = u, is an
entropy solution to v; + (F(v)), = 0. The convergence rate of vanishing viscosity in
scalar conservation laws has been well studied and the convergence rate of O(y/¢)
was known under suitable assumptions [1§].

Theorem 1.2. Let n = 1. Let F € Lip,,.(R) be such that

{F(p)zp for p €10,1],
F(p)<p forp e [-1,0],

and suppose that g(x) = max{1 — |z|,0} for € R. Then, for any e € (0,1) there
holds

e—1
€
Ve Ve
where u® denotes the viscosity solution to (1.4]) and u denotes the viscosity solution

to (1.3) with H = F.

|u€(07 1) - u(07 1)| Z

We would like to point out that the above g can be replaced by a smooth function
(Remark . Also, the proof of Theorem leads to the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3. Let n = 1. Assume that F' € Lip,,.(R) and that F is linear in
(a,b) C R for some given a < b. Then, there exists an initial datum g € Lip (R)
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such that for any ¢ € (0, %) we have that

|uf(0,1) — u(0,1)| > cov/e

for some constant cqg > 0 depending only on F' and g, where u® denotes the viscosity
solution to (L.4) and u denotes the viscosity solution to (1.3)) with H = F.

It is also straightforward to generalize Theorem to any dimension in the
corollary below, whose proof is essentially the same as that of Theorem

Corollary 1.4. Let F' € Lip..(R™) be such that

F(se;) =s for s € [0, 1],
F(se1) <s for s € [-1,0],

and suppose that g(x) = max{1— |z],0} for x € R". Then, for anye € (0, ;) there

holds
e—1

\/%e\/g7

where u® denotes the viscosity solution to (1.4]) and u denotes the viscosity solution
to (1.3|) with H = F.

The bound O(v/T) for ||[uf — ul| o (rnx[o/r]) for the vanishing viscosity process of
(1.4) was obtained in [I1], [7, @]. In this situation, we only need to assume that F' is
locally Lipschitz on R™ and ¢ is bounded and Lipschitz on R™ (see e.g., [T, Theorem
5.1]). For the static cases, see [32] [33].

Thus, the results of Theorem and Corollaries 1.3 confirm both the op-
timality of the convergence rate of the vanishing viscosity process of with
optimal conditions, and the optimality of the O(y/¢) bound in Theorem . See
Remark |1} for Theorem with a C? initial condition for each € > 0. Besides, we
provide a generalization of Theorem in Proposition 4.2| in which for each fixed
e € (0, 1), the Hamiltonian F' needs not to be linear in any interval in one dimension
at the price of nonconvexity. Note also that in Corollary F" does not need to be
linear in any open set in multiple dimensions.

Note that all the Hamiltonians in Theorem [1.2] and Corollaries [[.3HI.4] are not
strictly convex and do not have y-dependence (i.e., no homogenization effect is
involved). Hence, it is natural to ask (I) whether the convergence rate can be
improved for strictly /uniformly convex H and (II) how the y-dependence impacts
the convergence rate.

(I) has been investigated in the context of one dimensional conservation laws for
the vanishing viscosity process of . It was proved that the convergence rate can
be improved to O(e|loge|) for uniformly convex F under some technical assump-
tions [31]. In Section [4.3] we demonstrate this fact for the quadratic Hamiltonian
F(p) = 3|p|* in any dimension for general Lipschitz continuous initial data. More
interestingly, we showed that for any C? initial datum ¢, the convergence rate is
O(e) for a.e. (z,t) € R" x (0,00). For strictly but not uniformly convex F', numer-
ical computation shows that the convergence rate could be various fractions. For
instance, for F(p) = }1|p\4 in Example , the rate of convergence for the vanishing

|u®(0,1) — u(0,1)| >
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viscosity process of seems to be O(e%/3). This suggests that there might be a
variety of rates O(e®) for % < s <1 for (1.4]), which is a new phenomenon. It will
be an interesting project to find an example where a convergence rate o € (%, 1)
can be established rigorously.

As for (II), it is quite challenging to conduct a theoretical analysis beyond Theo-
rem when y is present. In this paper, we will focus on numerical computations
to get some rough ideas and inspire interested readers to work on this subject. Our
numerical Examples 10 and |11 show that when H = H(y, p) is strictly convex in p
and smooth in y, the convergence rate is similar to O(e) or O(e|loge|). Meanwhile,
when the regularity in y is merely Lipschitz continuity, the convergence rate seems
to be reduced; see Examples [6] {9

Finally, we discuss the construction of numerical methods for the approximation
of the effective Hamiltonian H. In particular, we provide a simple scheme to approx-
imate H at a fixed point based on a finite element approximation of approximate
corrector problems. For related work on the numerical approximation of effec-
tive Hamiltonians we refer to [II, 12} 4], 15, 20} 26] for first-order Hamilton-Jacobi
equations without viscosity term, and to [I3] [I7] for second-order Hamilton-Jacobi-
Bellman and Isaacs equations.

Organization of the paper. In Section[2] we use a priori estimates to simplify the
settings of the problems. The proof of the bound in Theorem is given in Section
. In Section {4 we consider (1.4)) with various choices of F' and g, and obtain the
optimality of the bound in Theorem [I.I} In particular, this section includes a proof

of Theorem [1.2] Numerical results for both (1.1)) and (1.4) are studied in Section [5|
The approximation of the effective Hamiltonian is studied in Section [6]

2. SETTINGS AND SIMPLIFICATIONS

Assume (A1)—(A3). For ¢ € (0,1), let u® denote the viscosity solution to (1.1)).
Let u denote the viscosity solution to (1.3]). By the comparison principle, we have
that

[[uel| oo x[0,00)) + [ Dl oo x[0,00)) < M (2.1)
for M := Ry + maxy|p|<ro} |H(p)|, where Ry := || Dg|| o0 rn).-
Let us further assume that
|1 1] oo R x[0,00)) + ([ DU || oo (rx[0,00)) < Clo (2.2)

for a constant Cy > M that is independent of €. Note that is satisfied if
g € C*(R") with ||g|]|c2gn) < 0o, using the classical Bernstein method based on
(A1)-(A2). Since g is merely assumed to be in C*'(R") in Theorem [L.1} we will
employ a suitable mollification of g in Section to remove the assumption (2.2)).

Accordingly, values of H(y,p) for |p| > Cy are irrelevant. Indeed, letting & €
C*(R™, [0, 1]) be a cut-off function satisfying

£(p) = 1if |p| < Cp + 1, £(p) = 0if [p| > 2(Co + 1),
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and introducing

H(y,p) == &(p)H(y,p) + (1 — @)|p)*  for (y,p) € T" x R",

we have that H satisfies (A1)-(A2) and u® solves ([.1) with H in place of H.
Therefore, from now on, we can assume that H takes the form of H, that is, H
satisfies

(A4) H(y,p) = |p|* for y € T" and [p| > 2(Cp + 1).
Assumption (A4) helps us simplify the situation quite a bit as follows. For |p| >

2(Cy + 1), it is clear that v(-,p) = 0 and H(p) = |p|>. Hence, we obtain that
p +— v(-,p) is bounded and globally Lipschitz, that is, there exists C' > 0 such that

[oCop)llLeqmy < €5 o p) = v D)l [pemy < Clp —pl - Yp,pe R (2.3)

If a function h : R® — R is Z"-periodic, we can think of h as a function from
T™ to R as well, and vise versa. In this paper, we switch freely between the two
interpretations.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.1]

3.1. Part 1: Proof based on (2.2). Assumptions (Al)—-(A4) are always in force
in this section. Let T' > 0 be fixed. Our goal is to show that there exists a constant
C > 0 depending only on HHHCOJ(TWW), n, and Cy from 1) such that
for any € € (0,1) there holds

[0 = ullp@rxppa) < C(1+T)Ve. (3.1)
The approach here is inspired by that in [33, Theorem 4.40]. We first show that
ut (z,t) —u(z,t) <C(1+T)Ve  VY(z,t) e R x[0,T]. (3.2)

Proof of (3.2). We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 0: We write A := R" x R” x R" x [0,00) X [0,00). For K > 0 to be chosen
and v € (0, %), we introduce the auxiliary function ®; : A — R given by

®(a) == u(x,t) —u(y,s) —ev (g, z\;gy) —w(a) fora=(z,y,2,t s) € A,

where
=yl =P 4= s

w(z,y,z,t,8) = NG + K(t+s)+vV/1+ |z (3.3)

Note that there exist #,7,2 € R™ and ,5 € [0,00) such that ®; has a global
maximum at the point a := (&,9,2,£,8) € A. We fix such a choice of @ and
introduce ® : 4 — R given by

~12
a/ —_
B(a) = 1(a) — 72

Observe that ® has a strict global maximum at the point a.

fora € A.
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Step 1: We show that
E— 2 <Ce,  |a—jl+|i—2<CVe, -3 <CU+K)We  (34)

~

To this end, we first use that ®(a) > ®(&,9,2,¢,5) and (2.3)) to obtain

1-wa L2 x} ) - (20| <eveie-a

Wthh yields |# — 2| < Ce as 74/ <
, and . to find that

/\_/\2 /\_/\2 A A /\_/\
<1—m>'$ WAL < i - >+e[v (”“" o)—(—\/“’)]
< Clz — gl + COVely — 2|
< C|& — |+ Ce™,

Then, we use that ®(a) > &(2,, 4,1, 8),

which yields |2 — ¢| < Cv/. Finally, using ®(a) > ®(2,9, 2,t,1) and (2.1]), we find
i - 3

(1-e)=

which yields |t — 5| < C(1 + K)y/e.

< u(g,f) —u(f,8) + K(f—8) < (C+ K)|i — 3|,

By

Step 2: For the case t,5 > 0, we show that

NG ( NG ) < Cye+Cy. (3.5)

Introducing ¢ : R" x [0,00) — R defined by ¢(z,t) := w*(z,t) — (2,9, 2., 8), we
see that u® — ¢ has a global maximum at (2, ). We compute ¢, (#,1) = K + '5_768 and

T Z—9 (T—9)+ (2 —2) T
D Dv + + ,
A0 = (s VE) NE RViearr:
. T i—q n+(n— 1)z
A t)=Av | — 2 .
eAp(Z,1) v(g, \/g)nL nvVe + e A+ )7 + yne
3 21—

Writing yo := £ and py = 7z We can use the viscosity subsolution test, ((1.5)),
(3.4), and local Lipschitz continuity of H to find that

~

f—s _(2-9 L
K H = t H
+ \/g + ( \/E ) §0t<x7 )+ (pO)
< [eAp(@,t) — Av(yo, po)] + [H (Yo, po + Do(yo, po)) — H(yo, Dp(2, 1))]
n+(n—1)|z|? Z—13 T
< 2nye + e <3 +yne +C'|2 —
<V e Y NV e
< Cye+ C;

i.e., (3.5) holds.
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Step 3: For the case ¢, 5 > 0, we show that

K — t% - H (x\;gy) < Cy/e. (3.6)

For a > 0, we introduce the auxiliary function ¥ : R™ x R™ x [0,00) — R given by

B2=¢\  Z—ylP+li-s?  Jy—¢
U(y, &, s) = uly,s) +ev =, + - +K
(ygs) u(y S) EU(E: \/E) 2\/5 206 S
[ =yl + 15— s|?
5 )

+7

Note that there exist y,,&, € R" and s, € [0,00) such that the function ¥ has a
global minimum at the point (ya, &, Sa)-
Step 3.1: We first show that

Yo — €] < Cave, |T—yol SCVI+ave, |t—s.| <CL+K)We (3.7

We use U(Ya, €as Sa) < V(Yas Ya, Sa) and (2.3) to obtain
Yo — &al T Z—Ya T Z—&a

o Sal < = (= < OVElya — &l

2~ |'\& e e e < OVElga = &l

which yields |y, — &o| < Cay/e. Then, using V(yq, &a, $a) < V(Z, 1, Sa), (2.1)), and
(2.3]), we obtain

| — Yo . T -1 T Z2—¢&a 1z — g
= Jal - _ R T h
NG < u(F, 84) — U(Ya, Sa) + € |V -/ v Y + 5
<Oz —yo| + CVelz — & | + Ce
< COZ —ya| + C(1 + a)e,

which yields |# — yo| < Cv/1+ ay/e. Finally, |t — s, < C(1 + K)4/¢ follows from
U (Yas Sas Sa) < V(Yas&asrt), (2.1), and (3.4).

Step 3.2: We now show that, upon passing to a subsequence, there holds
(Yo Ear 8a) — (9,9,58) as a — 0T, (3.8)

In view of , there exists (7, §) € R" x [0, 00) such that, upon passing to a sub-
sequence, (Yo, &a, Sa) = (9,7,5) as o — 07 As (7,7, §) = limg o+ V(Ya, &a, Sa) <
U(yg,7,s) and using that, by (Step 0), the point (g, §) is a strict global minimum of
the map (y,s) — ¥(y,y, s), we find that (7,3) = (7, 3).

Step 3.3: Introducing ¥ : R" x [0, 00) — R defined by ¢ (x,t) := u(x,t) —¥(x, &y, t),
we see that u — 1) has a global minimum at the point (yq, So). We compute

~

t— s,

VE

jj_ya_'_goa_ya

wt(yaasa) = \/E o

— K +9(3 = 54), DY(Ya,8a) = + (0 = Ya)-
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By the viscosity supersolution test, local Lipschitz continuity of H, and (3.7), we
have for any « € (0,1) that

K=o B (T - )
= _¢t(yaa Sa) - ﬁ (D¢<ya73a) - 501 ; ya)

< AU, 5)) ~ 7 (Dblnsa) = =) < e

In view of (3.8]), passing to the limit & — 0% in the above inequality yields ([3.6]).

Step 4: For the case t,5 > 0, we combine (3.5) and (3.6)), use local Lipschitz
continuity of H, and (3.4)), to find that

~

—(2=9\ _ (=3
2K<H|——— ) —H C Cy<(C C
_(\/g> (\/E>+\/E+7_\/E+%
which is a contradiction if v < % e and K = K;+/e for K; > 0 sufficiently large.
Thus, ¢ = 0 or § = 0. In either scenario, using the definition of ®, the fact that

u(+,0) = u(,0), (2.1) and (2.3), we have for any (x,t) € R" x [0, 7] that

d tt) < ®(a) < u(2,f) — —ev | = < Cye.
(2,2, 2,1,1) < (@) < w(, 1) — u(y, 9) w(5>¢g)— v

In view of the definition of @, letting v — 0™ in the above inequality yields
u(x,t) —u(z,t) —ev <£,0> —2K1et < Cye  V(x,t) € R" x [0,T).
€
Finally, by (2.3)), we conclude that

u(z,t) —u(x,t) <C(A1+T)ve  V(x,t) e R" x[0,T].

To complete the proof of (3.1)), it remains to show that
u(z,t) —u(z,t) > -C(1+T)ve  V(z,t) € R* x [0,T]. (3.9)

Proof of (3.9)). For K > 0 to be chosen and v > 0 small, we introduce the auxiliary
function ®; : R™ x R™ x R™ x [0, 00) % [0,00) — R given by

T z—y

a) 777t7 =t 7t_ ) - ) + 777t7 )
1(z,y,2,t,8) == u(x,t) — u(y, s) 81)(8 \/g) w(z,y,2,t,s)

where w is defined as in (3.3)). By following closely and carefully the proof of (3.2,
we obtain the desired result. O
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3.2. Part II: Removal of assumption (2.2)). Let 7' > 0 be fixed, ¢ € (0,1),
and suppose that we are in the situation (A1)-(A3), i.e., (A1)—(A2) hold and ¢ €
CY(R™). Let p € C(R™,[0,00)) be a standard mollifier, i.e.,

[ pardr =1 supp(p) C {w € R al <1} pla) = pl-a) or s € R

We set p° := %p(2) and ¢° := p * g. Then, g° € C*(R") and we have the bounds

l9° = gllz=@n) < Ce,  IDg"||Le(@n) + el D*g%|| ooy < C. (3.10)
Let @® denote the viscosity solution to
{ag + H (%, D) = eA in R™ x (0, 00), (3.11)
uc(x,0) = ¢°(x) on R™,
and let u denote the viscosity solution to
{at+ﬁ(Da):0 in R™ x (0, 00),
u(z,0) = g°(x) on R™.
By and the comparison principle, we have that
[|G° — || Lo (Rr x[0,00)) + [T — ]| Loo (mr x[0,00)) < Ce. (3.12)

On the other hand, in view of (3.10) we have ‘H(f,D “(z)) — eAg* x)‘ C for
x € R", which yields that (x,t) — ¢°(z) + Ct is a supersolutlon to , and
(x,t) — g°(x) — Ct is a subsolution to (3.11)). By the comparison principle,
g () = Ct <u(z,t) < g°(x)+ Ct  V(x,t) € R" x [0,00),
which implies that ||@;(-,0)||L®n) < C. As @ solves a linear parabolic equation,
we find that |G| oo @&nx[0,00)) < C by the maximum principle. Then, by the classical
Bernstein method (see, e.g., [33, Chapter 1]),
172 || Low (e x [0,00)) + [ DT[] oo (R x[0,00)) < C-
Thus, we can assume that (A4) holds, and the proof from Section yields
Finally, combining (3.12)) and - we see that
||U — uf| oo,y < C(1+T)Ve,
which concludes the proof. O

4. OPTIMALITY OF THE BOUND IN THEOREM [L.1]

In this section, we consider the vanishing viscosity problem ([1.4)) with particular
choices of F' and g. For € > 0, let u* denote the viscosity solution to , and
let u denote the viscosity solution to (I.3) with H = F. If F € Lip,,.(R") and
g € Lip (R™), then || Du||peomrxfoo0)) < |[Dg|lLoe@ny. Besides, it was obtained in
[T1], (7, @] that

[uf — ul| oo @rxo.)y < CVTe, (4.1)

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on n, Ry := ||g|Lip &), and || F||Lip (B(0,Ro))-
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Below, we study both Cauchy problems and Dirichlet problems.

4.1. A linear Cauchy problem. We first consider the case that F' is linear in one
dimension.

Proposition 4.1. Let n =1 and assume that H(y,p) = F(p) = p fory,p € R. Let
g € Lip (R) and suppose that g > g( 1) on R and g(x) > x+ 1+ g(—1) for any
€ [=1,0]. Then, for any e € (0,%) there holds
e—1

(0, 1) = u(0, ] = w(0.1) = g(=1) = ==

\/Ea

where u® denotes the viscosity solution to (1.4]) and u denotes the viscosity solution

to (1.3) with H = F.

Proof. In this situation, the problem (|1.4)) becomes

u; + u, = eus, in R x (0, 00),
u(x,0) = g(x) on R,
and the problem (|1.3]) becomes
U+ uy =0 in R x (0, 00), (42)
u(x, 0) =g(x) on R. '

Note that the solution to is given by u(z,t) = g(x —t) for (x,t) € R x [0, 00).
We introduce v° : R x [0, oo) — R given by v*(z,t) := u®(x + t,t). Then, v° solves

v = evs, in R x (0, 00),
ve(z,0) = g(x) on R,

and hence, v° is given by

c 1 & _Iav*y\2
o) = = / e g(y) dy.

This implies that

_Jz—y?

4et —t d .
¢E? gy —t)dy
Using g(x) := g(x) — g(—1) > 0 for all x € R and g(y —1)>yify €0,1], we have
for any € € (0, 1) that

u(x,t) = v (z —t,1)

1
4

u(0,1) —u(0,1) = e%g —1)dy — g(-1)

VET

= e_%f —1)d
EE[M gy —1)dy

2Ve et e — 1\/—
> e =ydy = €.
= /—47T5/0 yay \/7_1'6

Noting that u(0,1) = g(—1) yields the desired result. O
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4.2. Proof of Theorem [1.2| Recall that we consider ( in one dimension, i.e.,

ui + F (u) = eus, in R x (0,00), (43)
u(z,0) = g(x) on R. '
As e — 07, we have that u° — wu locally uniformly on R x [0, 00), where u solves
ur + F(ug) =0 in R x (0,00), (4.4)
u(z,0) = g(x) on R.

Proof of Theorem[1.9. We first show that u(0,1) = 0. As F(0) =0 and g > 0 on
R, the function ¢ = 0 is a subsolution to (4.4)), which yields «(0,1) > 0. In order to
show that also u(0,1) < 0, let us introduce h, h : R — R given by h(z) := 2+ 1 and
h(z) := max{h(z),0} for z € R. Let p € C®(R, [0,00)) be a standard mollifier, i.e.,

/ p(r)dz =1, supp(p) C [-1,1], and p(x)=p(—z) for z € R.
For § € (0,1), let p° := 3p(3) and set h® := p° x h. Note that h® > 0 as h > O
and B > pP «xh = h as h > iL Hence h?® > h > g on R. Besides, 0 < (h°) <

on R which follows from (h°) = p®* b/ and 0 < ' < 1 a.e. on R. Introducmg
Y(x,t) == h(z —t) and ¥°(z,t) := h¥(x —t) for (x,t) € R x [0,00), we have that
Y°(+,0) = h® > g on R and, using that F(p) = p for p € [0, 1],

Uy (2,8) + F(Up(w, 1) = =(B°) (x — t) + F((h)'(x — 1)) = 0,

i.e., 1° is a supersolution to (4.4)). Since 1/° — 1 locally uniformly on R x [0, c0) as
d — 0%, we deduce that 1 is also a supersolution to (4.4]). In particular,

w(0,1) < (0,1) = h(—1) = 0.

(5

Thus, u(0,1) = 0.
Next, we construct a subsolution to 4.3. We set

_lz—y?

=gy —t)dy (4.5)

¢ (1) :

\/ 4ret

and recall from the proof of Proposition [4.1| that ¢5 4+ ¢S = @2, in R x (0, 00) and
»°(+,0) = g on R. Since |¢'| < 1 a.e. on R, we note that |¢5| < 1 in R x (0, 00).
Using that by assumption F(p) < p if |p| < 1, we find that

¢ + F(7) —edhy < @7 + 07 —ed, =0 in R x(0,00).

Therefore, ¢° is a subsolution to (4.3)) and by the comparison principle we have that
u® > ¢°. Hence, for € € (0, 1) there holds

u(0,1) 2 ¢°(0,1) = a

\/_e

where the second inequality follows from Proposition [4.1] applied to ¢°. U
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Remark 1. Fix e € (0,1) and o € (0, &

we replace the initial condition g by
g% = p*xge C7R),
where p® := Lp(<) with p as in the proof of Theorem , then we still have that

,15V€). In the situation of Theorem , if

u(0,1) — u(0,1) >

-1
2\/_
Indeed, as ¢g*(—1) € (0,«) and ¢*(x) > 14x for all z € [-1, —1+2/¢] C [-1, —a),
we have in view of the proof of Proposition that w(0,1) > f/;le\/g and that
u(0,1) = g*(—1) < ;5+/2. Note that we still have g* € Lip (R) with ||¢g%||Leer) < 1
and |[(9°)'[| 2@ < 1.

We now provide a generalization of Theorem [I.2]

Proposition 4.2. Let n =1 and ¢ € (0, %) Let m > 1 be a constant such that

1 e—1
1— —
< 2\/—6\/_
Let F € Lip,..(R) be such that
F(p) = o™ for p €0,1],
F(p)<p forp € [-1,0].

Assume that g(z) = max{1 — |z|,0} for x € R. Let u® denote the viscosity solution
to (1.4]) and let u denote the viscosity solution to (1.3|) with H = F. Then,

e—1
2\/Ee\/g'

Proof. First, we note that F(p) < p if |[p| < 1. Thus, by the last part of the proof
of Theorem [I.2] we still have u® > ¢°, and hence,

wmnz¢mm»z%%va (4.6)

|u8(07 1) - U(O’ 1)| Z

where ¢° is defined in ([4.5). Now, let h° = p? x h for § € (0,1) be defined as in
the proof of Theorem We recall that A > h > g and 0 < (h%)’ < 1 on R.
Introducing ((x,t) := h(z —t) + (1 — L)t and

Cx,t) = h(z—t)+ (1 — %) t for (z,t) € R x [0,00),

we claim that ¢° is a supersolution to (4.4). Indeed, we have that (°(-,0) = h? > ¢
on R, and using F(p) = =p™ for p € [0,1] and Bernoulli’s inequality, there holds

Q1)+ F(Qw0) =1 = = (W) (e = 1) + F((R) (x — 1)
Y@-t-1]

(h°)'(z —t))™ — [1+ m((h° >
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Since ¢° — ¢ locally uniformly on R x [0,00) as § — 07, we deduce that ¢ is also a
supersolution to (4.4). Hence, we have that

1 1 e—1
0,1) <¢(0,1) =h(—1 l—-—=1-——X<
w0 (O =h(-1)+1- = 1- < o e
which completes the proof in view of (4.6]). O

It is important to note that in the above proposition, although F' depends on m
and hence ¢, the value ||F||Lip, (r) does not depend on m and e.

4.3. Quadratic Hamiltonian. Next, we consider the case where F' is quadratic
in one dimension. First, we construct an example that complements (4.1)) when T
is very small.

Proposition 4.3. Let n =1 and assume that H(y,p) = F(p) = 1[p|* for y,p € R,
and g(z) = —|z| for x € R. Fore > 0, let u® be the viscosity solution to (1.4]) and
let uw be the viscosity solution to (1.3|). Then, for e € (0,1) and T > 0, there holds

[u® = ul[ Lo @x 1) < CVTE,

and this upper bound O(\V/Te) is sharp in the sense that
u®(0,t) — u(0,t) 2

R Y Y
It is important to note that we also obtain a rigorous asymptotic expansion of
u(0,1) for 0 < t < ¢ in the proof of Proposition . We then give a finer bound of
u® — u in Proposition [£.4] under some appropriate conditions on g.
In this subsection, we assume the setting of Proposition [£.3] Then, the problem
(1.4) reads

w4 s =eus, iR x (0,00),
u®(z,0) = g(z) on R.

We have that u® — u locally uniformly on R x [0,00) as € — 0%, and u solves

{ut+%|ux|220 in R x (0,00),

u(z,0) = g(z) on R. (4.7)

Proof of Proposition[{.3 The bound O(v/Te) was obtained in [11],9]. We only need
to show that this bound is optimal here. As g(z) = —|z| for z € R, we see that the

solution to (4.7)) is given by
t
u(z,t) = —|x| — ) for (z,t) € R x [0, 00).

In particular, u(0,t) = —3% for all t > 0. For ¢ € (0,1), we have the following
representation formula for u® (see, e.g., [L0, Chapter 4])
1

[o¢]
_\x—yl2_9(y)

e~ =t 2 dyl. (4.8)

u(x,t) = —2¢elog [\/m
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In particular, for any ¢t > 0 we have that

2 Vit
u(0,t) = —2€log[ / el }
\/_
2 t e Vit N2
= —2¢log [ el e 7o) 4,
VT /o

V't
2 2Ve 2 t
1+ﬁ/0 fe_S ds] :—5—2slog {1—|—erf( \/—ﬂ
00 1)k 2+

2
erf(z Z 2k 1)

k:

For z = 2‘&<<1 we have that 0 < erf(z) < 1 and

<

t
=—— —2¢l
5 ¢log

Note that we have

log(1 + erf(z)) = log (1+%z+---) :%z+---,

and thus,
t 2 t 2Vt
wE(0,1) = — & VI b2
2 f 2\/‘ 2 r
which gives us the desired result. U

4.3.1. Improvement of convergence rates. It was shown in [31] that if the Hamil-
tonian F' is uniformly convex, i.e., F” > « on R for some constant o > 0, then
the convergence rate of the vanishing viscosity limit can be improved to O(g|loge]|)
when the initial datum satisfies certain technical assumptions. Below we show that
for F(p) = 3|p|?, the rate is almost everywhere O(¢) when the initial datum is C?,
although O(e]logel) could happen at some points. For F(p) = [p[?, we have by
the Hopf-Lax formula (see e.g., [10, 33]) that

u(z,t) = inf { (y)+tL (g) } . where L(v) :=sup {pv — F(p)} = %m?.

yeR peER

In particular, for any (z,t) € R x (0,00) there holds
2 2
u(x,t) — % = inf {g(y) + WE _ ﬁ} , (4.9)

which yields that x — u(z,t) — % is concave for any fixed ¢ > 0. Hence, for any

fixed t > 0, we have that u(-,t) is twice differentiable a.e. on R. For ¢ > 0, we set
Sp:={z € R : u(-,t) is twice differentiable at z}, (4.10)

and note that R\:S; has Lebesgue measure zero. Assume now that g € C?(R). We
know that for each x € S;, there exists a unique y,; € R such that

_ 1 1
u(z,t) = inf {g(y) + ol = yIQ} = 9(We) + 5 lw = vl (4.11)
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and we have that

T — Yy, 1
UI<CL’,t) = g/(y:v,t) - ¢ t’ g”<y$,t) Z _2’

where the first equality in (4.12)) follows from the method of characteristics. We
obtain that u,(z,t) = ¢'(xz — tu,(z,t)) and hence,

Upe (2, 1) = (1 — tuge(2,1)) ¢" (2 — tug(a, 1)) = (1 — tuge (2, 1)) " (Yur)-
In view of (4.12), we deduce that

(4.12)

1

9" (Yut) > 7 (4.13)

We are now in a position to prove the following result:

Proposition 4.4. Let n = 1 and assume that H(y,p) = F(p) = %|p|2 fory,p € R.
Assume that g € Lip(R). Fore € (0,1), let u® denote the viscosity solution to
and let u denote the viscosity solution to (1.3) with H = F. Then, the following
assertions hold true.

(i) For fized (x,t) € R x [0,00), there holds
’ue(xat) o U(l’,t)' < 2€| lOg&"

for e > 0 sufficiently small.
(ii) If we further assume that g € C*(R), then for each fized t > 0 we have that

|u®(z,t) —u(z,t)| < Ce  for a.e. v €R,
where C' = C(x,t) > 0 is independent of € € (0,1).
(iti) If g(x) = —3a? for all x € [-1,1] and g(z) > —32? for all x € R, then
1
(0.1) ~ u(0.1)] > Le/loze]
for e > 0 sufficiently small.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let (z,¢) = (0,1). Introducing h(y) := g(y)+3|y|*
for y € R, we have by (4.8) and (4.9)) that

1 h(y)
u®(0,1) = —2¢clo T2 dy|, u(0,1) = min h = h(y),
(0,1) g { N y] (0,1) = mi (¥)
where 7 € R is a fixed point for which there holds h(’) = ming h. Note that
h(y) h(y)
u®(0,1) — u(0,1) = —2¢log { — dy] : (4.14)

We first prove (i). Since g € Lip(R), there exists M > 0 such that for any y € R
with |y — y| > M there holds h(y) — h(y) > |y — y|*>. For € € (0,1), we have that

ngM Y Y g+M y g 4
ZMZ/ eh”h”dy>/ —A gy = 2 (1—e—“‘z’¥)azBe
§-M §-M A

for some A = A(L,|y|, M) >0 and B = B(A, M) > 0. Moreover,

2 oo
/ - h(w)=h(5) dy </ _luzsl dy < 2/ My dy < Eg
R\(§—M,§+M) R\(@*M,ZHM) M M
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Combining the two inequalities stated above, we find that

00 e 16
Be < / o "YE dy < oM + e

oo

Thus, in view of (4.14)), we obtain that
|u®(0,1) — u(0,1)] < 2¢|loge|

for € > 0 sufficiently small.

Next we prove (ii). Assume that 0 € S, where S; C R is defined in (4.10]). Then,
¥ = yo.1 (recall (1.11)—(4.12)) is the unique minimum point of » and, using (4.13), we
have that h”(j) = ¢”(y) +1 > 0. Combining with the fact that g € C*(R)NLip (R),
there exists a > 0 such that aly — g*> < h(y) — h(y) < L|ly — y|* for any y € R.
Thus, there exists C' = C(«) > 0 such that

Oﬁs/m

and hence, in view of (4.14)),
|u®(0,1) — u(0,1)] < Ce.

Finally, (iii) follows immediately from (4.14]) in combination with the fact that
due to h > 0 on R, Af_,,) =0, and h(y) = 0, there holds

 hw-h®) L wwn@
/ e 2 dy> / e 2 dy=2.
—00 —1

It is not clear to us whether Proposition holds for other uniformly convex F'.
For strictly but not uniformly convex F (e.g., F(p) = |p|*), the convergence rate
for the vanishing viscosity process might be O(e®) for some exponent a € (3, 1);
see the numerical Example [5] A natural question is whether we will see a similar
convergence rate when the homogenization process is involved for the quadratic
case as numerical Example suggests. Let us briefly demonstrate the technical
difficulty in extending the proof of Proposition [.4] to the homogenization problem.
Consider H(y,p) = 3|p|* + V(y) for a smooth Z"-periodic potential function V.
Then, by the Hopf-Cole transformation, we have that

we(z,t) = —2¢ log {h (g é)} ,

where h = h(z,t) is the solution to the problem
{ht—Ath%Vh:O in R" x (0, 00),

h(y)=h(5) 1
e y2€ ’ dyé 6\/57

U

_g(ex)

h(xz,0) =e 2= on R”.

Therefore, we have that

t gly
u(z,t) = —2elog [/ K <§, g, g> o %Y dy} ,
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where K = K(z,y,t) denotes the fundamental solution corresponding to the oper-
ator 0y — A + %V. Obtaining the convergence rate requires a sharp estimate of the
homogenization of K, which is a highly nontrivial subject. Let us further point out
that the convergence rate might also depend on the regularity of V' as the numerical
Example [] suggests.

4.4. A Dirichlet problem. We are again in one dimension. For € > 0, we consider
the Dirichlet problem

{2(u5)3 =¢e(w)” in (0,00), (4.15)

us(0) = 1.
It is quickly seen that the solution is given by

() = Ve
T+ /e
In particular, we have u® — u = 0 locally uniformly in (0, 00). Of course, there is a
boundary layer of size O(y/¢) at z = 0, but let us ignore this boundary layer in our
discussion here. We observe that for any € € (0, 1) there holds

for x > 0.

(1) ()] = 15 EENE

Thus, once again, we see that the O(y/€) rate occurs naturally here. We record this
in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Fore € (0,1), let u® denote the solution to (4.15). Then, u® — u =10
locally uniformly in (0,00), and there holds

: O
|u(x)—u(m)|—x+\/gzg\/g Vo > 1.

In particular, for any d > 1, the optimal rate for the convergence of u® to u in the

L*>((1,d))-norm is O(y/€).

5. NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR THE VANISHING VISCOSITY PROCESS AND THE
HOMOGENIZATION PROBLEM

5.1. Vanishing viscosity process. We consider (1.4 in one dimension, that is,

up + F (u)) = eus, in R x (0,00), (5.1)
u(z,0) = g(x) on R. '
Recall that, as ¢ — 07, u® — u locally uniformly on R x [0, 00), where u solves
ur+ F (u,) =0 in R x (0,00),
u(z,0) = g(x) on R.

We now verify numerically that, in some particular examples,

lus(-,1) = u(, D[z~ > CVE,
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for some C' > 0 independent of ¢ € (0,1), which confirms again that the bound
O(+y/¢) is optimal in general. To do so, we consider various choices of F' and g and
compute ||u(-,1) — u(+,1)|| = for different values of € > 0.

Let us describe our methodology. We partition a spatial interval [a, b] by a uniform
mesh with mesh size Az and choose adaptive time steps At to march through a
given time interval [0, T]. Accordingly, we discretize equation as follows:

ul o —ul u = 2ut 4+ ul

1 1 1 1

ulth =l — At | F | ) — e | = Gy, i ugy ).
2Ax Az

Monotonicity of the scheme requires that GG is nondecreasing in each of its argu-
ments; consequently, we have

1
e > §AxmaX|F’(p)\, (5.2)
p
Az?
At < ——. 5.3
< 5 (5.3)

The condition (j5.2)) requires a minimum viscosity to be imposed on the numerical
scheme, and the time step has to be chosen according to ([5.3]). To check the effect
of vanishing viscosity, we will set

1
Emin = =—Azmax|F'(p),
2 P

e = 2% fork=09---,1,0,
A2
At = Ccﬂ_x7

2e
where c.g < 1 is the CFL number. We note that it is extremely hard to verify
rigorously the examples considered below.
Example 1. Assume F(p) = |p|”? for p € R, and g(x) = —|x| for v € R. Then,

u(z,t) = —|z| =t  for all (x,t) € R x [0, 00).

Numerical results are shown in Figure (A). We observe that the convergence
rate is O(e) in this example.

Example 2. Assume F(p) = |p|* for p € R, and g(x) = —|z| for z € R. Then,
u(z,t) = —|z| —t  for all (x,t) € R x [0, 00).

Numerical results are shown in Figure (B). We observe that the convergence
rate is O(e) in this example.

Example 3. Assume F(p) = |p| for p € R, and g(x) = max{1l — |z|,0} for x € R.
Then,
u(z,t) = max{1 — |z| —¢,0}  for all (z,t) € R x [0, 00).

Numerical results are shown in Figure (C). We observe that the convergence
rate is O(y/€) in this example.
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Example 4. We consider only on a quadrant U = (—o00,0) x (0,00). Assume
F(p)=p3 forp € R, and g(z) = %5(—9:)3/2 for x < 0. The limiting PDE 1is

u + (ug)® =0 in (—o0,0) x (0,00),

u(0,t) =0 fort € (0,00),

u(z,0) = g(z) for x € (—o0,0].
Then, for 0 <t <1,

3/2
u(z,t) = (—?> (3—2t)""  for all x € (—00,0].

Numerical results are shown in Figure (D). Numerically, we observe that the
convergence rate is O(3/*) in this example.

Example 5. Assume F(p) = }1|p|4 for p € R, and g(x) = M min(|z|, |z — %| — i)

for x € R and some scaling constant M. We choose M € {%, %, 1,2} to perform
our tests. Then, we can use the Hopf-Lax formula to obtain

u(x,t) = inf {g(y) +tL (%) } . where L(v) := sup {pv — F(p)} = Z'“‘%

yeR peR

for (z,t) € Rx (0,00). Numerical results are shown in Figure[5.1] (E). Numerically,
we observe that the convergence rate is O(c”?) in this example.

5.2. A simple homogenization test. Consider (1.1 in one dimension, that is,

uf + H (%,u5) = eul, in R x (0,00),
u(x,0) = g(x) on R.

We take g(x) = min(|z|, |z — 3| — 1) for € R, and we consider six different choices
for the Hamiltonian H. Since the exact solution to the homogenized problem
is unknown, we compute [[uf(-,T) — u”*(-,T)||f=() for some chosen T > 0 and
computational domain €.

Example 6. Assume H(y,p) = %|]o|2 + mingez |y — k| for y,p € R. Numerical
results are shown in Figure (A). The order of convergence seems to be in [%, %]
Example 7. Assume H(y,p) = %|p|4 + mingeyz |y — k| for y,p € R. Numerical
results are shown in Figure (B), and the order of convergence seems to be %

Example 8. Assume H(y,p) = 3|p|* + mingez |y — k> for y,p € R. Numerical
results are shown in Figure (C). We observe the same as for Ezample [6

Example 9. Assume H(y,p) = i\p|4 + mingez |y — k|? for y,p € R. Numerical
results are shown in Figure (D). We observe the same as for Ezample @

Example 10. Assume H(y,p) = %|p|2 + sin(y) for y,p € R. Numerical results are
shown in Fz'gm’e (E), and the order of convergence seems to be close to 1.

Example 11. Assume H(y,p) = %|p|4 + sin(y) for y,p € R. Numerical results are
shown in Fz’gure (F'), and the order of convergence seems to be close to 1.
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——— 0= [-0.1,0.1], Ax = 0.0002
e 0= [-0.1.0.1]. Ax = 0.00002

105 ! 1 !
103 10 103 102 10t

(4) F(p) = |p|? for p € R,
g(x) = —|z| for z € R.

(¢) F(p) = Ip| for p € R,
g(x) = max{l — |z|,0} for z € R.

—4— 2= [-0.1,0.1], Ax = 0.0002
— — —cliosie)
10t
=
T 102
=
1073
104 1 1 1
10 103 102 10t

(8) F(p) =|p|" for p € R,
g(x) = —|z| for z € R.

—— 0= [-0.3.0], Ax n.mm&‘ -
T -

107 104 1073

(D) F(p) = p® for p e R,
g(z) = 22(—2)3/2 for = € (—o0,0].

10°
—a— M =025 0 | 11 ]]‘ Ax = 0.00011
—a— M =05, 2=[-L1L11], Az =0.00011 -
M=10=[-1111], Az = 0.00011 -

—¢— M =2, = [-1LL1J, Ar = 0.00011 -

10t -

E

1107

E

o

10

106 10° 107

1073 102 10 10°

(E) F(p) = glp|* for p € R,
g(z) = Mmin{|z|,|z — 1| — 3} for z € R.

FIGURE 5.1. Illustration of the error |ux,(-,1) — u(-,1)||z=(q) for

Examples .

21



22 J. QIAN, T. SPREKELER, H. V. TRAN, Y. YU
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(A) H(y,p) = %|p|*+mingez|y — k|, y,p € R. (B) H(y,p)=%|p|"+mingez|y — k|, y,p € R.
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ll e 1) — w24
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(¢) H(y,p) = 3|p|*+mingez|y—k|% y,p € R. (D) H(y,p) = %|p|*+mingez|y—k|% y,p € R.
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—— Ax = 640.2/814873
—o— Ao = 6402/ 1620746

o

10t

0.5 ][
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(E) H(y,p) = 3|p|> +sin(y) for y,p € R.

(-,0.5) — w2
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]

0.5)]7-

(-

10 3 ' 1 !
103 102 10t

(F) H(y,p) = 4[p|* + sin(y) for y,p € R.

FIGURE 5.2. Illustration of ||u%, (-, T)—uz/i(-, T)|| Lo () for Examples
6(-11] with initial datum g(x) = min(|z], |z — 5| — 1) for € R. Here,
Q=1[-2,3], T =1for (A)~(D), and @ = [-1}, L] T = 1 for (E)—(F).
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6. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION OF EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIANS

In this section, we would like to gain a better understanding of the effective
Hamiltonian H. Let us recall that for p € R", the value H(p) € R is the unique
constant for which there exists a viscosity solution v(-,p) € C(T™) to

H(y,p+ Dv) = H(p) + Av for y € T".

6.1. Framework. Let us focus on a Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman nonlinearity
H:T'xR" =R,  H(yp) = SuIAD{—b(y,a) p— fly,a)}, (6.1)
ac

where A is a compact metric space, b € C(T" x A;R"), f € C(T" x A), and we
assume that b = b(y, a), f = f(y,«) are Lipschitz continuous in y, uniformly in .
In this setting, H € Lip (T" x R") and H = H(y, p) is convex in p. See [22] and the
references therein for the homogenization of viscous G-equations.

6.2. Approximation of the effective Hamiltonian. Let p € R” be fixed. Our
goal is to approximate the value H(p), and we begin by introducing approximate
correctors.

6.2.1. Approxzimate correctors. For o > 0, introducing the approximate corrector
v? € C(T™) to be the unique viscosity solution to the problem

ov’ + H(y,p+ Dv7) = Av? for y € T", (6.2)

it is known that {—ov7},+0 converges uniformly to the constant H(p) as o — 07;
see [19, Chapter 4].

Lemma 6.1. For o > 0, let v denote the unique viscosity solution to (6.2)). Then,
v € C*(T") for any v € (0,1). Moreover, for any o > 0 there holds

|ov” 4+ H(p)|| ooy < Co,
where C' > 0 is a constant independent of .

Proof. As H € Lip (T™ x R"), we have that v7 € W?2P(T") for any p > 1; see [2].
Hence, Dv? € C%7(T") for any v € (0,1), and hence, H(-, Dv°(-)) € C*?(T"). By
the standard Schauder estimates, we obtain that v7 € C%7(T").

Let v = v(-,p) € C(T™) be a solution to the cell problem (L.5)). Then, the function
v — ||v|| e (rmy — @ is a subsolution to and the function v + ||v|| e (rny — @

is a supersolution to (6.2)). By the comparison principle, we have that

H H
v — ||v]| oo (n —ﬁgvagvﬁLHvHLan _HW®) in T",
) — — ) — —

and hence,
lov” + H(p)l|oe(xn) < 2l[v]|zoexmyo,
which completes the proof. 0
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Therefore, a natural idea is to obtain a numerical approximation of H(p) based
on the fact that

ﬁ(p) = lim (_UUU>7
=0t Jy
where Y := (0,1)", in combination with a numerical approximation vj of v with
lv7 = vf | 1yy = 0 as b — 0 for o fixed. Let us briefly address a possible numerical
approximation for [|b||« small. To ensure strong monotonicity of the finite element
schemes proposed below, we assume that

16113

1

requiring a minimum discount to be imposed for the numerical scheme. Here, we

follow the idea of the small-6 method (see, e.g., [26]) in combination with a finite

element approximation of . We note that the effective Hamiltonian can also be

approximated by the large-T method; see [26], 27] and the references therein. Since

the large-T method and the small-§ method (see, e.g., [26]) are mathematically

equivalent, we just use the small-6 method to illustrate the new formulation for
convenience.

o>

(6.3)

6.2.2. H! (Y)-conforming finite element approzimation of (6.2)). We have that v°

per
is the unique element in H! (Y") such that

per

av?,0) =0 Ve Hy(Y),

per

where a : H! (V) x H! (V) — R is given by

per per

a(w, ) == (Dw, Do) 2y + (SUIA) {=b(-,) - Dw —g(-, @)}, @)r2v) + o (W, ) r2(v)
(oS

with g(-, @) := b(-, @) -p+ f (-, @). Indeed, assuming (6.3), a : H! (Y)xH! (V) — R

per per

(V) and s € (L= 1), writing

40

. . 1
is strongly monotone since for any wup,us € Hper
6u = U — Ug,

a(u, 0,) — a(uz,04) > [|D8ull T2y + o l10ullZy) — (sup [6(:, ) - Du, [0ul) 2y

1
> (1= DAl + (7~ DI ) Wl

> CmHéun%{l(Y)'
It is also quickly checked that we have the Lipschitz property
|a(u1, ©) = alug, )| < Cillur — woll ) llellanyy Y, ug, 0 € Hy (V).
Let Vi, € H!..(Y) be a closed linear subspace of H!, (Y). By the Browder-Minty

per per
theorem and standard conforming Galerkin arguments, there exists a unique vj, € V},

such that
a(vg, (ph) =0 \V/(,Oh & Vh, (64)
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and we have the near-best approximation bound

C
v — vy ||y <—l inf |07 — wp| g1y
wp EVh

Choosing for V}, a Lagrange finite element space over a shape-regular triangulation
Ty of Y with mesh-size h > 0, consistent with the periodicity requirement, leads to
a convergent method under mesh refinement. The discrete nonlinear system can be
solved numerically using Howard’s algorithm (see e.g., [28]).

Introducing the approximate effective Hamiltonian

Tonp) = /Y (—ouf), (6.5)
we then have that
H(p) — Honlp)| < \mp) - /Y (—ov”)

where |[v7 — v7||L1y) — 0 as h — 0 and the first term on the right-hand side is of
order O(c) by Lemma [6.1]

+ U”'UU — /UZHLl(Y)a

6.2.3. Fourth-order-type variational formulation for . If information on second-
order derivatives of v” is desired, it is interesting to see that inspired by argu-
ments based on Cordes-type conditions (see e.g., |4, 13| 28] 29]), we can derive a
fourth-order-type variational formulation for v7, allowing for the construction of
H?-conforming finite element schemes. Introducing 7 := € C(T™ x A, (0,1]),
note that v? is the Y-periodic solution to

Gv?] =0, where Gw]:=sup{y(-,a)(—Aw —b(-,a) - Dw+ ocw — g(-,a))},

aEA

\b|2+4a

and v” is the unique element in H7, (Y') satisfying

a(v”,p) = (G7],00 — Ap)rayy =0 Vo € Hp (V).
Indeed, note that due to we have that a is strongly monotone: For any uq, us €
H(Y), writing 6, := u; — ug and 7 := jg;”g“%: € (0, 1], we have
|G[U1] — G[UQ] — (0‘5u — A5U)|2
< iléi) |_('7('705> - 1)A5u - h/b]('ao‘) - Do, + (’7('70‘) - 1)05u|2

<(1- 77)(|A5u|2 + 20|D5u|2 + 02|5u|2>
almost everywhere (note 2|y — 1| + 570> =2 — 2y <1 — 1), and
1ASulIZ2 vy + 201 DoullZ2iry + o2 10ull72(vy = 000 — AdullZa ()
which in combination yields
i1, 00) = @z, 62) = (1= /1= 1) b = Ad 32y,

Further, a satisfies the Lipschitz property

(w1, @) — @us, )] < (\/1_ +\/’) 06, — A6l 2 low — Al 2.



26 J. QIAN, T. SPREKELER, H. V. TRAN, Y. YU

Let Vi, € HZ,.(Y) be a closed linear subspace of H2,.(Y)). By the Browder-Minty
theorem and standard conforming Galerkin arguments, there exists a unique vj, € V},

such that
d(v,f, (ph) =0 \V/(,Dh & Vh,

and, introducing the norm |||w||| := |jow — Aw|| 2y for w € HZ,.(Y), we have the
near-best approximation bound

VIZn+ve

1—T_7 wneV)
Choosing for V}, an Argyris or HCT finite element space over a shape-regular trian-
gulation T, of Y with mesh-size h > 0, consistent with the periodicity requirement,
leads to a convergent method under mesh refinement. The discrete nonlinear system

Il = o]l < [[[v” = wal]].

can again be solved numerically using Howard’s algorithm. With the observations
of this subsection at hand, one can also construct mixed finite element schemes and
discontinuous Galerkin finite element schemes for (6.2)) similarly to [I3] [17].

6.2.4. Numerical experiments. For our numerical tests, we consider one linear ex-
ample with known effective Hamiltonian and one nonlinear example with unknown
effective Hamiltonian. For both tests, we use the method from Section [6.2.2]

Example 12. Consider H : T?> x R? — R given by withn =2 and A := {0}.
We set b(y,a) == b(y) = (5= cos(2my1),0) and f(y,a) = f(y) = 1+ sin(2my,)
fory = (y1,y2) € T? and a € A. Our goal is to approzimate the value of the
effective Hamiltonian H at the point p := (3,1), and compute the approzimation
error |H(p) — H,1(p)|, where the true value can be explicitly computed as

fol sin(2mt) exp (5 sin(2nt)) dt

H(p)=1
®) fl exp( gz sin(27rs)) ds

In our numerical experiment, we compute H on(p) via . ., where we choose
Vi, to consist of continuous Y -periodic piecewise ajj‘ine functions on a periodic shape-
reqular triangulation Ty, of Y into triangles with vertices {(ih, jh)}1<ij<n where
N =+ e N. We choose 0 =107 fori € [=3,2]NZ and h =277 for j € [1,10]NZ.
The results are shown in Figure[6.1 Numerically, we can observe that the rate O(o)
m Lemma 1 optimal.

Example 13. We consider H : T? x R? — R given by (6.1) with n = 2 and
A:={a e R?:|a] <1}. Wesetb(y,a) = b(y)+a and f(y,a) := f(y) for (y,a) €
T2 x A, where b and f are defined as in Example . Note that H(y,p) = |p| — l;(y)
p— f( ) for (y,p) € T? x R2. Our goal is to approvimate the unknown effective
Hamiltonian H on [—1,1]2. To this end, we approzimate H(p) at all points p in S =
{1, i?’ :l:1 :I:3 +1, il ,0}2, where we chose a ﬁner resolution around the origin.
In our numemcal escpemment we compute H, on(p) via . , where we choose
Vi to consist of continuous Y -periodic piecewise aﬁ‘ine functzons on a periodic shape-
reqular triangulation Ty, of Y into triangles with vertices {(ih, jh)}1<ij<n where N =
% € N. We fized a fine mesh, i.e., h = 271 and produced convergence histories with



OPTIMAL HOMOGENIZATION RATE OF VISCOUS HJ EQUATION 27

o =100 5o =100 a=10 ——¢— [H(p) - Hou(p)| for fixed h = 1/1024
——a=1 —%—o=01 =001 — — — /1000

10 6 ! ! ! 10 6 ! ! 1 1
1073 102 10t 102 107 10° 10t 10? 103
h a

(A) hw |H(p) — Hop(p)| for fixed o (B) o [H(p) — Hyp(p)| for fixed h = 2710

FIGURE 6.1. Approximation of H(p) at p = (3,1) for Example .

10?2

—— [H,u(p) = Hza(p)] for fixed fi = 171024 and p = (=1, =1)
04 — — — /1000

0 \\ AR f'.l ’

i 10° . .

IW 08 10t 10° 10t 102

0 os 1 a

_ (B) 0 = [Hon(p) = Hg p(p)] for h = 2710
(A) pr> Hop(p) for o =274 h =271 and p = (-1,-1).

o
2

FIGURE 6.2. Approximation of H for Example

respect to o at each point p € S. The nonlinear discrete problems were solved using
Howard’s algorithm. For the plot of the numerical effective Hamiltonian we used o =
274 see Figure (A). An exemplary convergence history of |Hyp(p) — ﬁ%,h(pﬂ
with respect to o, for p = (—1,—1), is shown in Figure[6.3 (B) and we observe the
rate O(c), as expected. We note that the scheme performs nicely even beyond .
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