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Abstract

The author presented a stochastic and variational approach to the Lax-Friedrichs
finite difference scheme applied to hyperbolic scalar conservation laws and the cor-
responding Hamilton-Jacobi equations in one-dimensional setting, showing new
results on the stability and convergence of the scheme [8]. In this paper we extend
these results to higher dimensional setting. Our framework enables us to ap-
proximate all of viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations with convex and
superlinear Hamiltonians, the spatial derivatives of the viscosity solutions and the
backward characteristic curves at the same time, within an arbitrary time interval.
The proof is based on stochastic calculus of variations with random walks, a priori
boundedness of minimizers of the variational problems that verifies a CFL type
stability condition, and the law of large numbers realized in the hyperbolic scaling
limit of random walks. Convergence of approximation and the order O(v/Ax) of
the error estimate are interpreted in terms of probability theory.
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1 Introduction

We consider finite difference approximation to viscosity solutions of initial value problems
for Hamilton-Jacobi equations

@) v+ H(x,t,v,) =h inR?x (0,77,
' v(z,0) =v%(z) on RY, %€ Lip,(R?), v°| < R,

where v, = (%, s %), d > 1, h is a given constant and Lip,(R?) is the family of

Lipschitz functions: RY — R with Lipschitz constants bounded by r > 0. Initial data
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is assumed to be bounded by R > 0. We arbitrarily fix the constants 7',r, R. These
problems arise in many fields such as theories of optimal control, dynamical systems
and so on. We would like to approximate not only v but also v, and characteristic
curves at the same time. Our motivation mainly comes from a theory of Hamiltonian
and Lagrangian dynamics called weak KAM theory. The central objects in weak KAM
theory are viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi equations, the spatial derivatives of the
viscosity solutions and their characteristic curves. In numerical analysis of weak KAM
theory, we need a method that enables us to approximate all of these objects at the
same time. This paper presents foundation of a method that meets such requirement.
Our results also clarifies stochastic aspects of finite difference approximation in (1.1),
where the so-called numerical viscosity of the discretized equation is characterized by
random walks on a grid in R? and convergence of approximation is proved through the
law of large numbers realized in random walks. The key ingredient of our arguments
is to introduce a stochastic Lax-Oleinik type operator for discretized Hamilton-Jacobi
equations. The idea is reminiscent of the stochastic and variational approach with the
Brownian motions to the vanishing viscosity method [5]. Our approach also enables
us to prove a new results of the stability and convergence with an error estimate of a
scheme within an arbitrary time interval. The meaning of the order O(v/Az) of the
error estimate is made clear in terms of a limit theorem for random walks. In this
paper, we focus our attention on a specific scheme introduced in Section 2 that is very
simple and practical in applications on computers, which is direct generalization of the
one-dimensional Lax-Friedrichs scheme on staggered grids.

The function H is assumed to satisfy the following (H1)—(H5):

(H1) H(z,t,p):REx R x R - R, C?,
(H2) H,,(x,t,p) is positive definite on R? x R x R?,

(H3) H is uniformly superlinear with respect to p, namely, for each a > 0 there exists
bi(a) € R such that H(z,t,p) > a || p || +bi(a) on RY x R x RY,

H4) H,Hyi, Hyi, Hyipi, Hyini, Hoii are uniformly bounded on R? x R x K for each com-
p P p'p
pact set K C R fori,j=1,....,d

(H5) For the Legendre transform of H(z,t,-), denoted by L, there exists @ > 0 such
that |L,i| < a(l+|L]) on RTx Rx R4 for j =1,...,d.

Here, ||  [|:= /32;(29)? and 2y := 3, 27y’ for ,y € R?. Note that, due to (H1)-(H3),
the function L(x,t,¢&) : RY x R x R? — R is well-defined and is given by

L((E,t,f) = Sup{p ’ 5 - H(%,t,p)}

peR4

We will show properties of L in Section 3. If H is periodic in (x,t), it is called a Tonelli
Hamiltonian ((H4) is automatically satisfied) and is common in weak KAM theory.
Our main purpose is to deal with (1.1) with Tonelli Hamiltonians. However we do not
restrict ourselves to this case, also because such a non-compact problem arises in different
contexts.



There are many results on finite difference approximation of the viscosity solution of
(1.1). The pioneering works are [2] and its generalization [11], where convergence of a
class of finite difference schemes with error estimates of the order O(v/Az) is proved
in an abstract setting, under the assumption that schemes are monotone. In these two
works, the functions H with (H1)—(H5) are not covered and a convergence proof only for
viscosity solutions is available. The main difficulty of finite difference approximation in
(1.1) is to verify stability of schemes, i.e., a priori boundedness of the discrete derivatives
of difference solutions (this yields monotonicity of schemes). A proof of the a priori
boundedness is harder even in the one-dimensional case, if H(x,t,p) is convex and su-
perlinear with respect to p and is not of a separated form like H(z,t,p) = f(p) + g(x,1).
In the one-dimensional case, (1.1) is equivalent to the scalar conservation law

u+ H(x,t,u), =0 in R x (0,7,
. { o+ H ) 0.7]

u(z,0) =u’(z) onR, u’e L>®(R).

If u® = 09, the viscosity solution v or entropy solution u is derived from the other and
they satisfy the relation u = v,. Therefore approximation of u implies approximation of
v. Note that the converse is not necessarily true. The pioneering work on finite differ-
ence approximation of (1.2) with a wide class of functions H is [6], where stability and
convergence of the Lax-Friedrichs finite difference scheme are proved within a restricted
time interval based on functional analytic arguments. The restriction depends on the
growth rate of H for |p| — oo. The author recently announced a stochastic and varia-
tional approach to the Lax-Friedrichs scheme [8], where stability and convergence of the
scheme within an arbitrary time interval are available. Furthermore, approximation of
entropy solutions, viscosity solutions and their characteristic curves is available at the
same time. In this paper, we generalize the results in [8] to higher dimensional problems
with the non-compact setting. In the case of dimension greater than one, there is no
equivalence between Hamilton-Jacobi equations and scaler conservation laws. Therefore
we discretize only Hamilton-Jacobi equations and obtain approximation of viscosity so-
lutions, the spatial derivatives of the viscosity solutions and their characteristic curves,
through a proper discretization that yields both of difference viscosity solutions and
their discrete derivatives. The stochastic and variational approach to the Lax-Friedrichs
scheme introduced in [8] is a basic tool for finite difference approximation methods of
time dependent one-dimensional weak KAM theory [9] and selection problems of Z*-
periodic viscosity solutions [10]. The result of the present paper will be a basic tool for
the similar problems in higher dimension.

2 Results

Let Az > 0 and At > 0 be discretization parameters for space and time respectively.
Set Gepen := {mAx|m € Z,m = even}, Gogq := {mAx|m € Z,m = odd}, t;, = kAt
for k e NU{0} and

g = U {((Geven)d X {tar}) U ((Goga)® X {t2k+1})}7

k>0

G = {J {((Goaa)  {t2}) U ((Geven)” x {t2rsa})}.

k>0



Note that G UG C (AzZ?) x (AtZsg). Each point of (AzZ?%) x (AtZsg) is denoted by

(T, k) = (L1, - ,$id,tk)- We sometimes use the notation (x,,, tx), (Tmy1, try1) for

points of G and (Zpi1, ), (Tm, tre1) for points of G with 1 := (1, .., 1) € Z%. Let k(T)
be the largest integer such that k(T)At < T. For (x,t) € G U G, the notation m(x)
denotes the index of x. Let ey,...,e4 be the standard basis of R?. Consider the sets

B :={oie1+---+ogqeq|o; ==£1, j=1,....d},

B:_ ::{0-161+"'+0-d6d|0-i:+170-j::t]-7 jzla"‘7d) j;él}a
B' :={oie; + -+ o4eq4|0i = 1,05 ==+1, j=1,...,d, j #i},
b:=4B=2% b:=4B, =2/"",

Let v = v¥ ., denote a function: G 3 (Zi1,t,) = vF,; € R. Introduce the spatial
difference derivatives of v¥ . ; that are defined at each point (z,,,t) € G as

(Dyiv®) i = (5_1 Z v’;wrw) - (5_1 Z v,’ﬁHw) ﬁ, i=1,....,d,

wEBj_ weBY
(Dmvk)m = ((wak)m, . (Dxdvk)m).

Introduce the temporal difference derivative of v¥ ,; as

1
Dkt = {vfjl —b ) vfw} ~

w€eB

Discretize (1.1) as

(2.1) )

Dk + H(@m, th, (Det®)) = in G,
Vg1 = 0 (Tmp1)  on (Goaa)”.

Note that v% is unknown determined by v¥ . ; as recursion in (2.1). If d = 1, (2.1) is
exactly the same as the one in [§].

We introduce space-time inhomogeneous random walks on G, which correspond to
characteristic curves of (1.1). For each point (x,,t,1) € G, we consider the backward
random walks v within [t;,#;,1] which start from z,, at ¢;,; and move by wAz, w € B
in each backward time step At:

7= {'Vk}k:l’,m,Hla WZH = Tn, vk = 7k+1 + wAz.

More precisely, we set the following objects for each (x,,t,,1) € Gand ' <I:

X i {ia ] (iaoa) € G [ amin =20 11| (41— H)AT), E< 141,
G?Ll’l, = U (Xffl’k“ X {tk-l-l}) - (j,

1 <k<l
G 3 (@, tier) = 671 € ([N (@)Y, A= At/Ax,
p: GHY S B3 (2, trpr;w) = pEH(w) = 6711 — Mw - €5FD) € [0, 1],
v AUV +1, L F 1 S ke AP e XEVR A — g AR = R L A, w e B
QUL the family of the above 7.



We may regard {pft1(w)},ecp as a transition probability from (x,,,%,11) to each point

belonging to {(z, +wAx, tg)}wep. In fact, since B, UB" = B and {—w|w € B} = B,
we have Y, pFH(w) = 1. We control the transition of our random walks by &, which
plays a velocity field-like role in GLF'. We define the density of each path v € QUL as

n(y) = H P,]jzﬂlykﬂ)(wkﬂ)a

UV<k<li

where w**1 = (4% — 4*+1) /2Az. The density u(-) = u(+;€) yields a probability measure

of QLY namely,
prob(A) = Z,u(v; §) for A C QLY

veEA

The expectation with respect to this probability measure is denoted by E),..¢), namely,
for a random variable f : QU5 — R,

EyolfM =Y p(r:&f(),

141,10/
yeQyt

We remark that, since our transition probabilities are space-time inhomogeneous, the
well-known law of large numbers and central limit theorem for random walks do not
always hold in our case. The author investigated the asymptotics for A — 0 of the
probability measure of Q" under hyperbolic scaling for the one-dimensional case [7].
We need similar investigation in the current multi-dimensional case.

Let v(x,t) be the viscosity solution of (1.1) (v uniquely exists as a Lipschitz function).
Then v satisfies

t
v(z,t) = inf {/ L(~(s),s,7'(s))ds + UO(V(O))} + ht,
YyEAC, y(t)=x 0

where AC is the family of absolutely continuous curves v : [0,] — R? (a Lax-Oleinik type
operator for (1.1)). There exists a minimizing curve v* for v(x,t), which is a backward
characteristic curve of v. We say that a point (z,t) € R? x R is regular, if v,(,t) exists.
The viscosity solution v of (1.1) is Lipschitz and hence it is differentiable a.e. If (x,t) is
regular, the minimizing curve v* for v(z,t) is unique. Let (x,t) be regular and let v* be
the minimizing curve for v(x,t). Then we have

v, 1) = / Lo(v*(5), 5,77(5))ds + 10(v*(0),

0 0

where v is supposed to be semiconcave. Otherwise, v (v*(0)) must be replaced by
Le(7*(0),0,7*(0)). We refer to [1] and [4] for more on viscosity solutions and calculus
of variations.

Now we state the main results. The first theorem shows a stochastic and variational
representation of difference solutions to (2.1) (a Lax-Oleinik type operator for (2.1)).

Theorem 2.1. There exists \y > 0 (depending on T, r and R, but independent of A)
for which we have the following statements:



(1) For any small A = (Az, At) with A\ = At/Ax < Ay, the expectation

Efj‘l(f) = EH(,E) |: Z L(’ka tk—l? gfn(»},k))At + rUO(’YO) + htH—lv Y € QE‘L—FLO
0<k<I+1

has the infimum denoted by V1 with respect to € : GLY0 — ([—(d\) 71, (dA1)])¢

for each n and | with 0 < 1+ 1 < k(T') such that (z,,t,+1) € G. There ezists the
unique minimizing velocity field £ for the infimum. £ satisfies || €* [|o0o< (dA;) 7.

(2) Define vty on G for 0 <k < k(T) as &t .= VE and 00,1 == 0*(2y1). Then

the minimizing velocity field £* for V*+1 satisfies

f*kﬂ = Hp(a:ma tk, (Dka)m) (& (Dka)m = LE,(Imvtkaf*kJrl))-

m m

In particular, (Do), is uniformly bounded on g~|0§k§km independently from A.
(3) The above v¥ ., is the solution of (2.1).

Let £ (w) be the minimizing control for Vil or each w € B and let v, pu(+; & (w
n+1+4w 2

be the minimizing random walk for vijjrllw. Then we have fori=1,...,d,

(wal“)nﬂ < bt ZEu(w&*(w))[ Z Lm(’Ykatk—hffn(yk)(w))'eiAt
wEB® 0<k<I+1
(7" + e - 2Az) —°(1")
2Az
(D™ pir > b7 Z%(:g*(@)[ > LV thor & (W) - et
weBY. 0<k<I+1
v0(7°) —v°(7° — e - 2Aw)
2Ax

+

}+9AL

+

] — 0Az,
where 6 > 0 is independent of A.

The next theorem is on convergence of approximation.

Theorem 2.2. We take the limit A — 0 under hyperbolic scaling, namely, A — 0
with 0 < A\g < A = At/Ax < Ay, where Ay is from Theorem 2.1. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) Let v be the viscosity solution of (1.1) and let va be the linear interpolation of the
solution vE 1 of (2.1). Then there exists 3 > 0 independent of A for which we
have

| va — v [[comixjom< BVAT  as A — 0.

(2) Let (x,t) € RY x (0,T] be a regular point and v* : [0,t] — R be the minimizing
curve for v(x,t). Let (zn,tis1) € G be a point such that t € [ty — At tiq + At]
and x belongs to the d-cube formed by the points of {x, + wAx},ep. Let ya be
the linear interpolation with ya(t) := x of the random walk ~y derived from the
minimizing control & for v'**. Then we have

ya — 7 uniformly on [0,t] in probability  as A — 0.

In particular, the average of ya converges uniformly to v* on [0,¢].

6



(3) Suppose in addition that v° is semiconcave with a linear modulus. Let ua be the step
function derived from (D,v*),,. Then, for each regular point (z,t) € R x (0,77,
we have

ua(z,t) — vg(z,t)  as A — 0.

In particular, ua converges to v, pointwise a.e., and hence, for each compact set
K C R?, ua converges uniformly to v, on (K x[0,T])\ © as A — 0, where © is a
netghborhood of the set of points of singularity of v, with arbitrarily small measure
positive.

Remark. The assumption of semiconcavity in (3) is removed, if d =1 [8].

3 Proof of Results

We state the properties of L(z,t,&).

Lemma 3.1. Let H(x,t,p) satisfy (H1)-(H4) and let L(z,t,&) be the Legendre transform
of H(x,t,-). Then L satisfies the following (L1)-(L4):

(L1) L(z,t,€) : R x R x RY — R, C2,
(L2) Lee(,t,€) is positive definite on R x R x R?,

15 uniformly superlinear with respect to £, namely, for each a > 0 there exists
L3) L 1 ' [ I ith [ h 0 th '
by(a) € R such that L(z,t,€) > a || € || +ba(a) on RE x R x RE,

(L4) L,Lyi, Lgi, Lyigi, Lyici, Leiei are uniformly bounded on R? xR x K for each compact
set K CR? fori,j=1,...,d.

Proof. Fix arbitrary (z,¢,£) € R? x R x R%. Take a >|| £ ||. It follows from (H3) that

§-p—H(zt,p) < &-p—(alpll+bi(a)) < ([N —a) I p ] —bi(a)
— —oo as| pl— +oo.

Hence sup,cga{ - p — H(z,t,p)} is achieved in a bounded ball of R?, namely, there
exists p* € R? such that L(z,t,£) = & - p* — H(z,t,p*) and Hy(x,t,p*) = £ Since
Hy(z,t,p*) = £ is invertible with respect to p*, we have the C*-map p* = p(z,t,&) such
that H,(z,t,p(z,t,£)) = £ Therefore L is of C''. Direct computation yields

Le(x,t,6) = pl,t,8),

Lee(w,t,6) = pe(,t,§) :pr(w,t,p(x,t,{’))_l,
Ly(z,t,§) = —Hy(z,t,p(x,t,8))

Lyo(x,t,8) = —Hpp(z,t,p(x,t,€

pp( ) ,p(l’, tv 5))_1pr(x7 tvp(xv t? g))v

)
+H,p(z, t,p(x,t,€))Hpp(, t
) Hyp (2,8, p(, 1, €))7

LZ&(thvg) = —pr(x,t,p(x,t,é

(L1) and (L2) are now clear.



For each a > 0, consider by(a) := — maX,cpd 1er ||p|=a H (7, t,p). We have L(z,t,§) >
&-p— H(x,t,p) for all z,t,&, p. Take p such that p/ || p||=&/ || £ || and || p ||= a. Then
we see that L(z,t,€) > a || € || +b2(a), which holds for all x,¢,&. Now (L3) is clear.

Let K be a compact subset of R? and let @ > maxec || € ||. Then we have H(z,t,p) >
a | p [l +bi(a) for all x,¢,p. Hence £ p— H(z,t,p) <[ { |l p | —(a || p || +b1(a)) <
—by(a) for all ¢ € K and (z,t,p) € R? x R x R%. Therefore, with (L3), we obtain
bo(a) < L(z,t,&) =& - p(x,t,6) — H(x,t, p(z,t,£)) < —bi(a) on R? x R x K. Finally we
show the boundedness of p(z,t, &) on R x R x K, which ends the proof of (L4). Suppose
that there exist (x;,1;,&;) € RY x R x K for which the norm of p; := p(z;,t;,&;) diverges
as 7 — oo. Then it holds that

L(zjt;,&) = & -pj— H(zjty,py) <& Ml pj | =(a || pj [| +b1(a))
(” gj || —a) ” pj || —b1(a) — —00 as j — 00.

However L is bounded below by by(a) on R? x R x K, and we reach a contradiction. [

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We recall and define the following constants:

OISR @ lesn Lo leSa(+[L),  Lo=mn{_nf L0},
RIXRxR4
a; ;=T max |L(z,t,0)|+ R, as:=a{a;+ R+ (1+2L,)T},
x€R4 teR
A= (d max H,(x,t, o)L,
1= O S | Hp(z,t,p) [loo)
0:=T max |L$7x; (x,t,€)|.

2€R tER ||€]| < (dA1) 1

Let A = (Az, At) be such that Az < 1 and A\ = At/Az < ;. Since L and v° are
bounded below, there exists the infimum V™! of E'F(€) with respect to € : GL10 —
([=(dN)7L, (dA)~1])?. Since GLFHY consists of a finite number of points, there exists a
minimizing control &* for V1. We set vf! .= VEHL 90 = 0%(2,,41). It follows from
the definition of the random walk that for each n and 0 < £ <[ we have

B ENO = Y mnéann{ D LOM b€l
JeQlHLF k<k'<l+1

FBl oy (Elgsa )} At — 1)

1(vk)

We observe that

ErlL(g) = L(:L‘n, th At + Z pn xn+w + htl

wEB
A d o
— L(zm, to, EAL + b ; I —ﬁ%{;@;)w}vo(%wwhm
= L(zn, o, frlz)At +b7! Z Uo(xn-i-w)
wEB
At d 1\2 7.0 2,0
— o STEN] Y W) + D W (anre) b+ hA
=1 weBi wEBL



d

At 1\2 0 7

= L to, EDAL DD 0 () = 5 D (6 (Dat) - 20 b4 B

weB i=1
= L(2n, to, E)AL+ 7Y 0 (w4) — &) - (Dar”)n At + RAL

weB
= _{f}i : (Dwvo)n — L(xzy, to, gi)}At +b! Z Uo(xn-i-w) + hAt

weB

> —H(tn, to, (Ds0”)) At + 571 0%(010) + hAL

weB

for any &, where the last inequality becomes an equality if and only if ¢ is given as

f - (In,t0,<D v ) )

Hence the minimizing control £* for v, = VI = inf; E}(¢) satisfies

(3.2) & = Hy(wn, to, (Dov)n), || € oo (dM)7

with

(3.3) vy = —H(2n, to, (Dov®)) AL+ b)Y 00 (w4) + hAL.
weB

We proceed by induction: Suppose that, for some [ > 0, the minimizing control £* for
VI*1 is uniquely found for each n as

E4 = Hy(w th, (D)) on G0, [ € S (dA)

m

This is true for [ = 0. In order to see that this is true also for [ + 1, we first examine the
bound of (Dyv"t),11. Set vj(w) := (w — 2¢;). Then we have B = {y;(w) |w € B1}.
Let £*(w) denote a minimizer for V,fjﬁ +o- The variational property yields for w € BY,

Ui~ Un ) S Eu(-;é*(Vj(W))[ Y LM ey 28t £y (v (w))) At
0<k<i+1

+UO(70 + €; - 2A$’):| - E;L(-;f*(uj(w)) |: Z L(7k7 lk—1, £*I:n(ryk)<1/](w)))At + UO(PYO)] :

0<k<l+1

Hence we obtain

(Dgiv'™ )1 <071 ZE (46 (v [ Z sz(f}’katk—lag*fn(fyk)(yj(w)))At

weB] 0<k<I+1
L0 e - 287) - UO(VO)] +0Az
2Ax

<b ! Z B (v () Z L$j<”)/k,tk,l,f*fn(,},k)(yj((ﬂ)))At}

weBd T0<k<I+1

+
+r + 0Ax

<Y Buewen| D ofl+ \L(v’“,tk_l,£*fn(7k)(vj(W)))|}At]

weB!, C0<k<I+1



+r +0Ax
<Y o] X ol L b1 €% (@) + 2L )

weB’. 0<k<l+1
+r+ 0Ax
=5 Y Bueven| 0 ol LM i, €% (45(w)) + 2L A¢
weBY, 0<k<I+1

+0°(4%) = 10(1°)| + 7 + 642
<abl Y Eu(~;€*(l/j(w))[ Y L0 e, € (@) A+ 0°(7°)
weBl. 0<k<I+1

+aT + 20| LT + aR +r+ 0Ax
<ab™! Z Eu(-;O)[ Z L(v*, ty—1, 0) At + 0°(7°)

weB, 0<k<Il+1

+aT + 2a|L|T + aR + r + 0Ax
<aa;+aT +2a|L|T +aR+r+1
:a2+r+1

We can show (D, ;v'*1), 11 > —as — r — 1 in a similar way. Therefore we obtain

| (Dot g1 o< 1+ 1 + o,
(3.4) | Hp(@n i1, trsrs (Do) nga) o< (dA) 7

We observe that for each n and for any &,

EfAE) = L(wnga,tig, E13) AL+ Z Pt )Eﬁllw(ﬂcl“ 0 )+ hAt

B +14w
we
(3.5) > L(xnsn, tien, §53) At + Z (W), + hAL
weB
= L(wni1, i, ffjfl)At +o7 Z ,Ufj:l*ll+w - infl (D™ )1 At + hAE
weB
(3.6) > —H (i1, tipr, (D™ ) ) AL+ 071Y 0bEL 4 hAL.

weB

It follows from the assumption of induction and the properties of the Legendre transform
that the above inequalities become equalities, if £ = £* is given as

f*k—’—l = Hp(xmatk’ (Dacvk>m+1> on Gijfioa

m

which makes sense due to (3.4). Hence we found a minimizing control £* for

(3.7) b3 = Vil = —H(zasn, e, (Dov™)pgn) AL+ 570 "kl + AL

weB

which satisfies || £* |[< (dA;)~!. Let & be another minimizing control for v/t% different

from &*. If ffjfl #* f*fjﬁl, then (3.6) becomes strict inequality yielding the contradiction
that o573 > oif3. If €43 = &2 then there exists w € B such that g‘Giﬁli s

10



not minimizing control for véfl +o due to the assumption of induction. Therefore (3.5)

becomes strict inequality yielding the contradiction that vf:fl > vﬁjfl

Thus we conclude that the minimizing control £* for inf, Ef;fl(f) is uniquely found
for each n as

(3.8) f*k—H = Hp(xmatkv (Dmvk)m) on Gfmfi()» € lo< (d)‘)_1~

m

By induction, (1) is clear. (2) follows from (3.2) and (3.8). (3) follows from (3.3) and
(3.7). (4) follows from the above calculation for (3.4). O

We study scaling limit of our random walks. Let 4% be the averaged path of 7, i.e.,

7= Y ul

1+1,0
yeQ,

~ satisfies

F_yk = ’_yk+1 - ngrlAtu gk = Z :U’(/y)gsl(’y")

'yeﬂifl’o
In fact we have

Vo= > wr = D we)

EQl+1,0 EQHI,k

= > S R @) (0 + wA)

~eQlFLk+l weB

= ’7k+1 + Z Z :u( 1{1 - ( ktikﬂ )}WAx

yeQlLR+l weB

= 7 - Z Z p(y §k+1k+1)>"‘)At

’yEQl+1 k+1 weB
— 7k+1 b E §k+1 WAt
weB

where the i-th component of the second term on the last line becomes

-1 Z (in'(é'kJrl)])wZAt — Z < £k+1 i Zw W €k+1) )

weB  j=1 jF#i
— (VAL b ( Z waj (ER 1Y 4 Z waj (€51 )
weBl jF weBl j#i
(€k+1 iAL L b ( Z Zw] £k+1 Z ng §k+1 )
wEB’ J#i weBL j#i
— (§k+1)iAt.

Let n(7) be a random variable defined for each y € Q10 as

nk(’)/) k+1( ) §k+1k+1)Ata 77[+1(7) = Tnp-

m(y

The lemma below is a key to the convergence proof of our difference scheme.
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Lemma 3.2. Set 6% 1= E,(.¢)[(n*(7) ="' (n* () —7*)'] and 6F := )[I(?? () =]
fori=1,...,d, where (n*

¢ , By
(7) — %)t is the i-th component of n*(y) —~*. Then we have

Az

(OF)? < 6F < (i — ti) = 1

Remark. The standard variance is of O(1) in general for inhomogeneous random walks.
However ¥ and 6% always tends to 0 for any & as A — 0 under hyperbolic scaling. In
the homogeneous case, namely & is constant, ¥ is equal to the standard variance.

Proof. We observe that

of = D M) =) =)

yeQLThF
i i i 2
= Z () Z Pﬁ%m)(w){(nkﬂ(v) - 7k+1) - (5,?(_711@“)) At —w Ax}
Jealiien web
~ i i12
= Ufﬂ + Z () [ Z p’:ntikﬂ)(w){w + A(f,’le(rik-kl)) } }A$2
’YEQL‘-I»I,IC-I—I wWEB
= Y {2 ) = )
JeQlHLR+
20" () =AY P }Ax
w€eB
Since
Z pfn—z,lykﬂ)(w)wi = Z b_l(l —Aw - gfrj(_ik+1))wi + Z b_1<1 —Aw - gsl—’(—ik-‘—l))wi
weB weB', weB"
= bil{ Z (1 —Aw - ff,;@kﬂ)) - Z (1 — Aw - é-frj(}/k+l))}
wEBi weB!
> (1—A@fnﬁw—AZwﬂ‘@f&W)
weBY J#i
= 3 (1 AN E ) A W€ )) )
L«)GB?F j#i
= b1 Y 2 )’
weBi
= >\(€er<"(:1/€+1)>@7
we obtain
- - i i12
o= Y )| X A @) M)} A
JealfirLeh
= 5£€+1 + Z M(V) [Z pﬁ;z}/k+l)(w){1 + 2)‘Wi<§:;(r71k+1)>i + {A(gs:(rikﬂ))l}2}} Az?
’YEQ!rL+17k+1 wEB

12



= S Y O[T )P ) Y A (@) A2

'YEQ'lyl+17k+1 LUEB
= S Y a1 (A | A
7€an+1,1¢+1
< &4 A%
A
This leads to the assertion. O

We observe the following facts on the viscosity solution v of (1.1):

Lemma 3.3. Let v* : [0,t] — R? be a minimizing curve for v(z,t).

1. The following reqularity properties hold:

Le(y* (1), 7,77(7)) € 9, v(v"(7),7) for 0 < 7 <,
Li(Y (), 7,7 (7)) € 05 v(v*(7),7) for 0 <7 <,

where 0, v (0fv) is the subdifferential (superdifferential). In particular v, (v*(7),T)
exists for 0 <7 <t and is equal to Li(y*(7), 7,7"(7)).

2. 17 (1) < (d\) ™t for 0 < 7 < t, where A\ is given in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

3. If (x,t) is regular, we have for any 0 < 7 <t

v2(2,t) = / Lo (y*(s), 8,77 (s))ds + Lg(y" (1), 7,7 (7))
If v° is semiconcave, Li(v*(0),0,7(0)) = v2(v*(0)).

This lemma is known and is proved in the same manner as the proof of Lemma 3.2 in
[3].
Proof of Theorem 2.2. Hereafter, (31, (2, ... are constants independent of Az, At, x,,, ty.

(1): Since v and v are Lipschitz, it is enough to show [viF —v(z,,t,11)] = O(VAxz).
Let v* be a minimizing curve for v(z,,%;11). Consider a control ¢ defined as

E(@my trr1) =7 (teg1)

and the random walk « generated by . Then n(v) is independent of v € Q10 and
satisfies

I 7) V() o< 1Az for 0 <k <I1+1,
| / 7 (5))ds + 27 (0))
{3 L)t o)A+ PO} < e

0<k<I+1

13



It follows from Lemma 3.2 that

< Bue| D LOS bt € )AL+ 00| 4 bt
0<k<I+1
< Bue [ Z L(n* (), t-, ffn(,yk))ﬁt + 00(770(7))} + htyyq + B3V Az
0<k<i+1

< / L(y*(s),5.7"())ds + 0°(v*(0)) + htrsr + Biv/Aw.

Hence we obtain
Ul = 0@, i) < BV Ax,

Let £* be the minimizing control for v!. Consider the linear interpolation of 7(y) within
[0,t,41], denoted by na(y). Then we have

M) (8) = § ey for s € (tior, 1)
t

O(@n, tisn) < / L(na(s), 5,7a(7) (8))dt + v*(na(4)(0)) + htrey for y € QG0
0

0(n, 1) < Bugsen| / L(1a(8), 5,15 (1) (9))dt + 0 (0 (1) ()] + Bt

It follows from Lemma 3.2 that

ot = EM(-;g*) Z L(v*, tr-1,€ o)At 4 0° (’YO)] + hti
T0<k<l+1
> By Z L(nk(V),tk—l,f*fn(w))At"‘UO(UO(W)} + bty — G5V Az
T 0<k<I+1
- t
> Eyen| | Lns0)(6), 050 (5))ds + o2 (2) O)] + it — /BT
LJo

Therefore we obtain

O — (@, i) > —BeV Az

In order to prove (2), we prepare the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. Let v* be the unique minimizer for v(z,t). Define the set T with ¢ > 0
and b >0 as

re = {7" 0,8 =R | e Lip, | 7(t) =7 (1) o< e, [|7(s) o< b,
/0 L(r(s),s,7'(s))ds +v°(r(0)) < /0 L(v*(s), 8,7 (s))ds + v°(v*(0)) + 8.}
Then it holds that as ¢ — 0,

sup || 7 =" [leoqoay— 0, sup || 7" =~ ||r2o.q)— O-
rele relre

This is proved in a similar way to the proof of Lemma 3.4 of [8].
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Lemma 3.5. Let f : [0,t] — R be a Lipschitz function with a Lipschitz constant 6
satisfying f(0) = 0. Then it holds that || f |lcoqo.p< 0 || f lle2q0) +/ I f 2210,

See Lemma 3.5 of [8] for a proof.

(2): Set Q% = {v € QL0 | || va — 7 [leoo < €} for each fixed e > 0. We will
prove that prob(23) — 1 as A — 0. Observe that

(Bugenl

| ya =" H%Q([O,t])]
na(y) ’\%2([0,75])] + 2B, (60| ()= ’\%2([0,75])]-

where the first term on the second line tends to 0 as A — 0 due to Lemma 3.2. We want
to show that the second term also tends to 0 as A — 0. For this purpose, we set

Y 2qo])? < Eugien|
< 2EM('§§*){

QL ={v e Ima) =7 o< e, | ma() =¥ ll2qog< €}

for each € > 0, and show prob(Q3) — 1 as A — 0. It follows from Lemma 3.2 that

Ui = By [ /0 L(na(7)(s), 5,1a(7)'(5))ds +v°(na(1)(0)) | + htiz1 + O(VA).
By (1), we have
ot —w(x,t) = O(WAx)

= B[ || L0a0)(s)5ms6) (9)ds + (1 2)(0)

—{ /0 L(y*(s),5,7"(s))ds + vo(v*(o))}} + At — t) + O(VAx).
Hence we obtain

Eucer [ [ Ls0)(s) 510 (6D + 0°(ns(2)(0)
([ 0657 6ds + 07 0)] = OB

Set

o = {yea / (na(1)(s), 5,7 (7)'())ds + 0°(na (7)(0))

—{/0 L(y*(s), 8,7 (s))ds +v°(v*(0)) } > A;El/4}.

Since v* is a minimizing curve, we have for each =,

= Lna()(s) + 2 — o, 5, ma (7Y (5))ds + 0*(1a (1)(0)
= / $),5.7"(s))ds + (1 (0))}
< / Lna()(s), 5,1 () ())ds + (s (+)(0))
([ 2075576 + 0 O))} + v
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Hence we have O(vAx) > prob(QT)Az'/* — 3; Az, and therefore prob(QF) = O(Az/4).
Since v* is the unique minimizing curve, it follows from Lemma 3.4 that Q4FH0\ QF C QEA
for Az < e, which means that prob(Q3) — 1 as A — 0. Thus we see that, for any
¢’ > 0, there exists 0 > 0 such that if |A| < § we have

Eu(~;§*)[

| va =" llezqog] < €'

Define Q* := {y € Q0| || va — v lz2(o.)> Ve'}. Then we have prob(Q*F+) < /e'.
By Lemma 3.5, we obtain || ya —7* [|co(o) < € with & < O(e?) for all y € QLFL0\ QFF.
We conclude that QLFH0\ QFF C O and prob(Q3) — 1 as A — 0.

(3): Let (zpy1,t41) be a point such that ¢ € [t;41 — At, t;41 + At) and = belongs to
the n-cube formed by the points of {x, 11 + Azw}yep. For any 7 € [0, min{t;4,t}], we
have

v (2,) = / Le(v"(s), 8,77 (s))ds + Le(v"(7), 7,7 (7)) + At = 7),

0

where v* is the unique minimizing curve for v(x,t). Now v" is assumed to be semiconcave,

and we have

vali, 1) = / La(7*(3), 5,7(5))ds + 027 (0)) + ht.

Set & (Tm, tit1) := Hp(Tm, tr, (D)) Then we have for each w € Bi,

o = Y, ) [ > LR e, € )AL+ v°<~y°>] + i
,Yegi:_lliu " 0<k<I+1
= Z M(’% 5*) [ Z L(7k7 tk’—la g m( )At + U m( )k(r)):|
yeqlth K (T) E(r)<k<I+1
n+l4v; (w)

+h(tiyr — i)
= > (v +viw) Az )

I+1,k(7)
’YEQTL+1

X[ Z L(/yk+Vj(w)AI7tk_17£*l:n(’yk+ll )az)) A + v ((T)k<r>+y( )Ax)]
k(r)<k<l+1

+h(tiv1 — tien),
where the notation p(y + v;(w)Ax; &), v € Qi:rll’k(ﬂ stands for u(3;&), 4 € Q

with 4 = v 4 vj(w)Az. For each w € B, define a control ¢ on Gﬁ;fl’ow as

I+1,k(T
n+1+u (w)

(T tpos) 1= §(Tm — €5 - 20w, t4q) for k(7)) <k +1<1+1,
Tmo Het1) = 5*(xm,tk+1) for 0 < k+1<k(r).
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Then we have

W <00 O] Y L0t G AL+ 00(1F)| + Aty

veQltho 0<k<I+1
_ . k *k k(T)
69@?1’1(5) k() <k<l+1

+h(tiy1 — i)
= ) ply+wAx C)[ > L WAL b1, 6 ke onr e, 2nm) A
Jel ko) k(r)<k<l+1

k(T
+U7n((,y)k(r)+wa):| + h(tisr — tier))

= > u(7+l/j(w)A’£;5*)[ D L HwAR b1, 6 e an) O

YeQLELR) k(r)<k<i+1

k()
Hence we obtain

I+1 o+
n+14w v

n+14v;(w) %
< ; ;
A < D> (v +v(w) A€

I+1,k(7)
'YEQnJrl

D L (@) AT b1 € ) A

(Y

k(r)<k<l+1
) e
m(v*(M) fwAz) m(yF() +vj(w) Az

2Ax )] } + OsAz,

and therefore with Lemma 3.2,

(Dt ™pgr < 078> > ply +v(w) Az €)

j l+1,k
wEBi 7€Qn+1 2

x{ Z ij(/yk+Vj(w)Axatk:—hg*fn(fyk+yj(w)Ax))At

k(m)<k<i+1
Uk(T) _ k(T)
M) twAz)  Vm(yk) 4 (w)Ax)

2Ax } + OsAz

Y Y et @)Ane)
wGBJ ’yEant_llk(T)
«{ / Lus (18 0y + 25 (@)A0)(5), 5,1 (7 + () Aa) (3))ds

k(7) k(7)

UmT (M +wAz o vm (M 4vi(w) Az
(D +wAz) (7" 44 ( )A)}—I—ﬁm
2Ax

IA
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Take 7 = 0. We obtain

(Dot ™) — v (2, ) 0710 Y ply 4 v(w) Az )

J I+1,k(7)
weBy ’YEQn+1

X [/O {Las(na(y + v (w)Az)(5), 5,087 + (W) A) (5)) = Las (77 (5), 5,77 (5)) }ds

0 0
Un(y04+wAz) — Ym(y04v;(w)Az %
4 (v 4wAz) (Y0+v;(w)Az) —UOJ-(’}/ <S)>} —I—ﬁg\/A_aj’,

2Azx *
where
V0 -0
m(y9+wAzx) m(y9+v;(w)Ax) %
ewtn) om0, (0(s))
1 2Ax
a0 @A+ yey) — (0.
0
Since v” is semiconcave (twice differentiable a.e.), the above equation makes sense and

it holds that

lim vgj (x) = vgj (7*(0)).
2—7(0)

We already know from the proof of (2) that || na(y + vj(w)Az) — v |coqog— 0,
I na(y + v (W)Az) = |l2qoan— 0, | 7a + vj(w)Az — 7" [lcooan— 0 as A — 0 in
probability. Thus we conclude that

lim sup{(ijle)nH — vi(z,1)} < 0.
A—0

Similar reasoning yields

lim igf{(wal“)nH — Vi (w, 1)} > 0.
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