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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(

√
∆x) 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{

vt + H(x, t, vx) = h in Rd × (0, T ],

v(x, 0) = v0(x) on Rd, v0 ∈ Lipr(Rd), |v0| ≤ R,
(1.1)

where vx = ( ∂v
∂x1 , . . . ,

∂v
∂xd ), d ≥ 1, h is a given constant and Lipr(Rd) is the family of

Lipschitz functions: Rd → 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 T, 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 vx 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 Rd 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(

√
∆x) 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(x, t, p) : Rd × R × Rd → R, C2,

(H2) Hpp(x, t, p) is positive definite on Rd × R × Rd,

(H3) H is uniformly superlinear with respect to p, namely, for each a ≥ 0 there exists
b1(a) ∈ R such that H(x, t, p) ≥ a ‖ p ‖ +b1(a) on Rd × R × Rd,

(H4) H,Hxi , Hpi , Hxixj , Hxipj , Hpipj are uniformly bounded on Rd×R×K for each com-
pact set K ⊂ Rd for i, j = 1, . . . , d

(H5) For the Legendre transform of H(x, t, ·), denoted by L, there exists α > 0 such
that |Lxj | ≤ α(1 + |L|) on Rd × R × Rd for j = 1, . . . , d.

Here, ‖ x ‖:=
√∑

j(x
j)2 and x·y :=

∑
j xjyj for x, y ∈ Rd. Note that, due to (H1)–(H3),

the function L(x, t, ξ) : Rd × R × Rd → R is well-defined and is given by

L(x, t, ξ) = sup
p∈Rd

{p · ξ − H(x, t, p)}.

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.
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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(

√
∆x) 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(x, t, p) = f(p)+ g(x, t).
In the one-dimensional case, (1.1) is equivalent to the scalar conservation law{

ut + H(x, t, u)x = 0 in R × (0, T ],

u(x, 0) = u0(x) on R, u0 ∈ L∞(R).
(1.2)

If u0 = v0
x, the viscosity solution v or entropy solution u is derived from the other and

they satisfy the relation u = vx. 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| → ∞. 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 Z2-
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 ∆x > 0 and ∆t > 0 be discretization parameters for space and time respectively.
Set Geven := {m∆x |m ∈ Z,m = even}, Godd := {m∆x |m ∈ Z,m = odd}, tk := k∆t
for k ∈ N ∪ {0} and

G :=
∪
k≥0

{
((Geven)d × {t2k}) ∪ ((Godd)

d × {t2k+1})
}
,

G̃ :=
∪
k≥0

{
((Godd)

d × {t2k}) ∪ ((Geven)d × {t2k+1})
}
.
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Note that G ∪ G̃ ( (∆xZd) × (∆tZ≥0). Each point of (∆xZd) × (∆tZ≥0) is denoted by
(xm, tk) = (x1

m1 , . . . , xd
md , tk). We sometimes use the notation (xm, tk), (xm+1, tk+1) for

points of G and (xm+1, tk), (xm, tk+1) for points of G̃ with 1 := (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Zd. Let k(T )
be the largest integer such that k(T )∆t ≤ T . For (x, t) ∈ G ∪ G̃, the notation m(x)
denotes the index of x. Let e1, . . . , ed be the standard basis of Rd. Consider the sets

B := {σ1e1 + · · · + σded |σj = ±1, j = 1, . . . , d},
Bi

+ := {σ1e1 + · · · + σded |σi = +1, σj = ±1, j = 1, . . . , d, j 6= i},
Bi

− := {σ1e1 + · · · + σded |σi = −1, σj = ±1, j = 1, . . . , d, j 6= i},
b := ]B = 2d, b̄ := ]Bi

± = 2d−1.

Let v = vk
m+1 denote a function: G̃ 3 (xm+1, tk) 7→ vk

m+1 ∈ R. Introduce the spatial
difference derivatives of vk

m+1 that are defined at each point (xm, tk) ∈ G as

(Dxivk)m :=

(
b̄−1

∑
ω∈Bi

+

vk
m+ω

)
−

(
b̄−1

∑
ω∈Bi

−

vk
m+ω

) 1

2∆x
, i = 1, . . . , d,

(Dxv
k)m :=

(
(Dx1vk)m, . . . , (Dxdvk)m

)
.

Introduce the temporal difference derivative of vk
m+1 as

Dtv
k+1
m :=

{
vk+1

m − b−1
∑
ω∈B

vk
m+ω

}
1

∆t
.

Discretize (1.1) as {
Dtv

k+1
m + H(xm, tk, (Dxv

k)m) = h in G̃,

v0
m+1 = v0(xm+1) on (Godd)

d.
(2.1)

Note that vk+1
m is unknown determined by vk

m+1 as recursion in (2.1). If d = 1, (2.1) is
exactly the same as the one in [8].

We introduce space-time inhomogeneous random walks on G̃, which correspond to
characteristic curves of (1.1). For each point (xn, tl+1) ∈ G̃, we consider the backward
random walks γ within [tl′ , tl+1] which start from xn at tl+1 and move by ω∆x, ω ∈ B
in each backward time step ∆t:

γ = {γk}k=l′,··· ,l+1, γl+1 = xn, γk = γk+1 + ω∆x.

More precisely, we set the following objects for each (xn, tl+1) ∈ G̃ and l′ ≤ l:

X l+1,k
n := {xm+1 | (xm+1, tk) ∈ G̃, ‖ xm+1 − xn ‖≤‖ 1 ‖ (l + 1 − k)∆x}, k ≤ l + 1,

Gl+1,l′

n :=
∪

l′≤k≤l

(
X l+1,k+1

n × {tk+1}
)
⊂ G̃,

ξ : Gl+1,l′

n 3 (xm, tk+1) 7→ ξk+1
m ∈ ([−(dλ)−1, (dλ)−1])d, λ = ∆t/∆x,

ρ : Gl+1,l′

n × B 3 (xm, tk+1; ω) 7→ ρk+1
m (ω) := b−1(1 − λ(ω · ξk+1

m )) ∈ [0, 1],

γ : {l′, l′ + 1, . . . , l + 1} 3 k 7→ γk ∈ X l+1,k
n , γl+1 = xn, γk = γk+1 + ω∆x, ω ∈ B ,

Ωl+1,l′

n : the family of the above γ.
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We may regard {ρk+1
m (ω)}ω∈B as a transition probability from (xm, tk+1) to each point

belonging to {(xm+ω∆x, tk)}ω∈B. In fact, since Bi
+∪Bi

− = B and {−ω |ω ∈ Bi
+} = Bi

−,
we have

∑
ω∈B ρk+1

m (ω) = 1. We control the transition of our random walks by ξ, which

plays a velocity field-like role in Gl+1,l′
n . We define the density of each path γ ∈ Ωl+1,l′

n as

µ(γ) :=
∏

l′≤k≤l

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ωk+1),

where ωk+1 := (γk − γk+1)/2∆x. The density µ(·) = µ(·; ξ) yields a probability measure
of Ωl+1,l′

n , namely,

prob(A) =
∑
γ∈A

µ(γ; ξ) for A ⊂ Ωl+1,l′
n .

The expectation with respect to this probability measure is denoted by Eµ(·;ξ), namely,
for a random variable f : Ωl+1,l′

n → R,

Eµ(·;ξ)[f(γ)] :=
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,l′
n

µ(γ; ξ)f(γ).

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 ∆ → 0 of the
probability measure of Ωl+1,l′

n 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

v(x, t) = inf
γ∈AC, γ(t)=x

{∫ t

0

L(γ(s), s, γ′(s))ds + v0(γ(0))

}
+ ht,

where AC is the family of absolutely continuous curves γ : [0, t] → Rd (a Lax-Oleinik type
operator for (1.1)). There exists a minimizing curve γ∗ for v(x, t), which is a backward
characteristic curve of v. We say that a point (x, t) ∈ Rd ×R is regular, if vx(x, 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 γ∗ for v(x, t) is unique. Let (x, t) be regular and let γ∗ be
the minimizing curve for v(x, t). Then we have

vx(x, t) =

∫ t

0

Lx(γ
∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0

x(γ
∗(0)),

where v0 is supposed to be semiconcave. Otherwise, v0
x(γ

∗(0)) must be replaced by
Lξ(γ

∗(0), 0, γ∗′(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 λ1 > 0 (depending on T , r and R, but independent of ∆)
for which we have the following statements:
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(1) For any small ∆ = (∆x, ∆t) with λ = ∆t/∆x < λ1, the expectation

El+1
n (ξ) := Eµ(·;ξ)

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
k
m(γk))∆t + v0(γ0)

]
+ htl+1, γ ∈ Ωl+1,0

n

has the infimum denoted by V l+1
n with respect to ξ : Gl+1,0

n → ([−(dλ)−1, (dλ−1)])d

for each n and l with 0 < l + 1 ≤ k(T ) such that (xn, tl+1) ∈ G̃. There exists the
unique minimizing velocity field ξ∗ for the infimum. ξ∗ satisfies ‖ ξ∗ ‖∞≤ (dλ1)

−1.

(2) Define vk
m+1 on G̃ for 0 ≤ k ≤ k(T ) as vk+1

m := V k+1
m and v0

m+1 := v0(xm+1). Then
the minimizing velocity field ξ∗ for V l+1

n satisfies

ξ∗k+1
m = Hp(xm, tk, (Dxv

k)m) (⇔ (Dxv
k)m = Lξ(xm, tk, ξ

∗k+1
m )).

In particular, (Dxv
k)m is uniformly bounded on G̃|0≤k≤k(T ) independently from ∆.

(3) The above vk
m+1 is the solution of (2.1).

(4) Let ξ∗(ω) be the minimizing control for vl+1
n+1+ω for each ω ∈ B and let γ, µ(·; ξ∗(ω))

be the minimizing random walk for vl+1
n+1+ω. Then we have for i = 1, . . . , d,

(Dxivl+1)n+1 ≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bi
−

Eµ(·;ξ∗(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

Lx(γ
k, tk−1, ξ

k
m(γk)(ω)) · ei∆t

+
v0(γ0 + ei · 2∆x) − v0(γ0)

2∆x

]
+ θ∆x,

(Dxivl+1)n+1 ≥ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bi
+

Eµ(·;ξ∗(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

Lx(γ
k, tk−1, ξ

k
m(γk)(ω)) · ei∆t

+
v0(γ0) − v0(γ0 − ei · 2∆x)

2∆x

]
− θ∆x,

where θ > 0 is independent of ∆.

The next theorem is on convergence of approximation.

Theorem 2.2. We take the limit ∆ → 0 under hyperbolic scaling, namely, ∆ → 0
with 0 < λ0 ≤ λ = ∆t/∆x < λ1, where λ1 is from Theorem 2.1. Then the following
statements hold:

(1) Let v be the viscosity solution of (1.1) and let v∆ be the linear interpolation of the
solution vk

m+1 of (2.1). Then there exists β > 0 independent of ∆ for which we
have

‖ v∆ − v ‖C0(Rd×[0,T ])≤ β
√

∆x as ∆ → 0.

(2) Let (x, t) ∈ Rd × (0, T ] be a regular point and γ∗ : [0, t] → Rd be the minimizing
curve for v(x, t). Let (xn, tl+1) ∈ G̃ be a point such that t ∈ [tl+1 − ∆t, tl+1 + ∆t]
and x belongs to the d-cube formed by the points of {xn + ω∆x}ω∈B. Let γ∆ be
the linear interpolation with γ∆(t) := x of the random walk γ derived from the
minimizing control ξ∗ for vl+1

n . Then we have

γ∆ → γ∗ uniformly on [0, t] in probability as ∆ → 0.

In particular, the average of γ∆ converges uniformly to γ∗ on [0, t].
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(3) Suppose in addition that v0 is semiconcave with a linear modulus. Let u∆ be the step
function derived from (Dxv

k)m. Then, for each regular point (x, t) ∈ Rd × (0, T ],
we have

u∆(x, t) → vx(x, t) as ∆ → 0.

In particular, u∆ converges to vx pointwise a.e., and hence, for each compact set
K ⊂ Rd, u∆ converges uniformly to vx on (K × [0, T ]) \Θ as ∆ → 0, where Θ is a
neighborhood of the set of points of singularity of vx 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(x, t, ξ).

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

(L1) L(x, t, ξ) : Rd × R × Rd → R, C2,

(L2) Lξξ(x, t, ξ) is positive definite on Rd × R × Rd,

(L3) L is uniformly superlinear with respect to ξ, namely, for each a ≥ 0 there exists
b2(a) ∈ R such that L(x, t, ξ) ≥ a ‖ ξ ‖ +b2(a) on Rd × R × Rd,

(L4) L, Lxi , Lξi , Lxixj , Lxiξj , Lξiξj are uniformly bounded on Rd×R×K for each compact
set K ⊂ Rd for i, j = 1, . . . , d.

Proof. Fix arbitrary (x, t, ξ) ∈ Rd × R × Rd. Take a >‖ ξ ‖. It follows from (H3) that

ξ · p − H(x, t, p) ≤ ξ · p − (a ‖ p ‖ +b1(a)) ≤ (‖ ξ ‖ −a) ‖ p ‖ −b1(a)

→ −∞ as ‖ p ‖→ +∞.

Hence supp∈Rd{ξ · p − H(x, t, p)} is achieved in a bounded ball of Rd, namely, there
exists p∗ ∈ Rd such that L(x, t, ξ) = ξ · p∗ − H(x, t, p∗) and Hp(x, t, p∗) = ξ. Since
Hp(x, t, p∗) = ξ is invertible with respect to p∗, we have the C1-map p∗ = p(x, t, ξ) such
that Hp(x, t, p(x, t, ξ)) ≡ ξ. Therefore L is of C1. Direct computation yields

Lξ(x, t, ξ) = p(x, t, ξ),

Lξξ(x, t, ξ) = pξ(x, t, ξ) = Hpp(x, t, p(x, t, ξ))−1,

Lx(x, t, ξ) = −Hx(x, t, p(x, t, ξ)),

Lxx(x, t, ξ) = −Hxx(x, t, p(x, t, ξ))

+Hxp(x, t, p(x, t, ξ))Hpp(x, t, p(x, t, ξ))−1Hpx(x, t, p(x, t, ξ)),

Lxξ(x, t, ξ) = −Hxp(x, t, p(x, t, ξ))Hpp(x, t, p(x, t, ξ))−1.

(L1) and (L2) are now clear.
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For each a ≥ 0, consider b2(a) := −maxx∈Rd,t∈R,‖p‖=a H(x, t, p). We have L(x, t, ξ) ≥
ξ · p−H(x, t, p) for all x, t, ξ, p. Take p such that p/ ‖ p ‖= ξ/ ‖ ξ ‖ and ‖ p ‖= a. Then
we see that L(x, t, ξ) ≥ a ‖ ξ ‖ +b2(a), which holds for all x, t, ξ. Now (L3) is clear.

Let K be a compact subset of Rd and let a > maxξ∈K ‖ ξ ‖. Then we have H(x, t, p) ≥
a ‖ p ‖ +b1(a) for all x, t, p. Hence ξ · p − H(x, t, p) ≤‖ ξ ‖‖ p ‖ −(a ‖ p ‖ +b1(a)) <
−b1(a) for all ξ ∈ K and (x, t, p) ∈ Rd × R × Rd. Therefore, with (L3), we obtain
b2(a) ≤ L(x, t, ξ) = ξ · p(x, t, ξ) − H(x, t, p(x, t, ξ)) < −b1(a) on Rd × R × K. Finally we
show the boundedness of p(x, t, ξ) on Rd×R×K, which ends the proof of (L4). Suppose
that there exist (xj, tj, ξj) ∈ Rd ×R×K for which the norm of pj := p(xj, tj, ξj) diverges
as j → ∞. Then it holds that

L(xj, tj, ξj) = ξj · pj − H(xj, tj, pj) ≤‖ ξj ‖‖ pj ‖ −(a ‖ pj ‖ +b1(a))

= (‖ ξj ‖ −a) ‖ pj ‖ −b1(a) → −∞ as j → ∞.

However L is bounded below by b2(a) on Rd ×R×K, and we reach a contradiction.

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

|v0| ≤ R, ‖ v0
x ‖∞≤ r, ‖ Lx ‖∞≤ α(1 + |L|), L∗ := min{ inf

Rd×R×Rd
L, 0},

α1 := T max
x∈Rd,t∈R

|L(x, t, 0)| + R, α2 := α{α1 + R + (1 + 2L∗)T},

λ1 := (d max
x∈Rd,t∈R,‖p‖≤1+r+α2

‖ Hp(x, t, p) ‖∞)−1,

θ := T max
x∈Rd,t∈R,‖ξ‖≤(dλ1)−1,j

|Lxjxj(x, t, ξ)|.

Let ∆ = (∆x, ∆t) be such that ∆xθ ≤ 1 and λ = ∆t/∆x < λ1. Since L and v0 are
bounded below, there exists the infimum V l+1

n of El+1
n (ξ) with respect to ξ : Gl+1,0

n →
([−(dλ)−1, (dλ)−1])d. Since Gl+1,0

n consists of a finite number of points, there exists a
minimizing control ξ∗ for V l+1

n . We set vk+1
m := V k+1

m , v0
m+1 := v0(xm+1). It follows from

the definition of the random walk that for each n and 0 < k ≤ l we have

El+1
n (ξ) =

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,k

n

µ(γ; ξ|Gl+1,k
n

)
{ ∑

k<k′≤l+1

L(γk′
, tk′−1, ξ

k′

m(γk′ )
)∆t(3.1)

+Ek
m(γk)(ξ|Gk,0

m(γk)

)
}

+ h(tl+1 − tk).

We observe that

E1
n(ξ) = L(xn, t0, ξ

1
n)∆t +

∑
ω∈B

ρ1
n(ω)v0(xn+ω) + ht1

= L(xn, t0, ξ
1
n)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

v0(xn+ω) − ∆t

b∆x

∑
ω∈B

{ d∑
i=1

(ξ1
n)iωi

}
v0(xn+ω) + h∆t

= L(xn, t0, ξ
1
n)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

v0(xn+ω)

− ∆t

b∆x

d∑
i=1

(ξ1
n)i

{ ∑
ω∈Bi

+

ωiv0(xn+ω) +
∑

ω∈Bi
−

ωiv0(xn+ω)
}

+ h∆t
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= L(xn, t0, ξ
1
n)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

v0(xn+ω) − ∆t

b∆x

d∑
i=1

(ξ1
n)i(Dxiv0)n · 2∆x · b̄ + h∆t

= L(xn, t0, ξ
1
n)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

v0(xn+ω) − ξ1
n · (Dxv

0)n∆t + h∆t

= −{ξ1
n · (Dxv

0)n − L(xn, t0, ξ
1
n)}∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

v0(xn+ω) + h∆t

≥ −H(xn, t0, (Dxv
0)n)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

v0(xn+ω) + h∆t

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

ξ1
n = Hp(xn, t0, (Dxv

0)n).

Hence the minimizing control ξ∗ for v1
n = V 1

n = infξ E1
n(ξ) satisfies

ξ∗1
n = Hp(xn, t0, (Dxv

0)n), ‖ ξ∗ ‖∞≤ (dλ1)
−1(3.2)

with

v1
n = −H(xn, t0, (Dxv

0)n)∆t + b−1
∑
ω∈B

v0(xn+ω) + h∆t.(3.3)

We proceed by induction: Suppose that, for some l ≥ 0, the minimizing control ξ∗ for
V l+1

n is uniquely found for each n as

ξ∗k+1
m = Hp(xm, tk, (Dxv

k)m) on Gl+1,0
n , ‖ ξ∗ ‖∞≤ (dλ1)

−1.

This is true for l = 0. In order to see that this is true also for l + 1, we first examine the
bound of (Dxv

l+1)n+1. Set νj(ω) := (ω − 2ej). Then we have Bj
− = {νj(ω) |ω ∈ Bj

+}.
Let ξ∗(ω) denote a minimizer for V l+1

n+1+ω. The variational property yields for ω ∈ Bj
+,

vl+1
n+1+ω − vl+1

n+1+νj(ω) ≤ Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(γk + ej · 2∆x, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω)))∆t

+v0(γ0 + ej · 2∆x)
]
− Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω)))∆t + v0(γ0)

]
.

Hence we obtain

(Dxjvl+1)n+1 ≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

Lxj(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω)))∆t

+
v0(γ0 + ej · 2∆x) − v0(γ0)

2∆x

]
+ θ∆x

≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

Lxj(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω)))∆t

]
+r + θ∆x

≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

α{1 + |L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω)))|}∆t

]
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+r + θ∆x

≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

α{1 + L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω))) + 2|L∗|}∆t

]
+r + θ∆x

= b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

α{1 + L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω))) + 2|L∗|}∆t

+v0(γ0) − v0(γ0)
]

+ r + θ∆x

≤ αb̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

Eµ(·;ξ∗(νj(ω))

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk)(νj(ω)))∆t + v0(γ0)

]
+αT + 2α|L∗|T + αR + r + θ∆x

≤ αb̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

Eµ(·;0)

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, 0)∆t + v0(γ0)
]

+αT + 2α|L∗|T + αR + r + θ∆x

≤ αα1 + αT + 2α|L∗|T + αR + r + 1

= α2 + r + 1

We can show (Dxjvl+1)n+1 ≥ −α2 − r − 1 in a similar way. Therefore we obtain

‖ (Dxv
l+1)n+1 ‖∞≤ 1 + r + α2,

‖ Hp(xn+1, tl+1, (Dxv
l+1)n+1) ‖∞≤ (dλ1)

−1.(3.4)

We observe that for each n and for any ξ,

El+2
n+1(ξ) = L(xn+1, tl+1, ξ

l+2
n+1)∆t +

∑
ω∈B

ρl+2
n+1(ω)El+1

n+1+ω(ξ|Gl+1,0
n+1+ω

) + h∆t

≥ L(xn+1, tl+1, ξ
l+2
n+1)∆t +

∑
ω∈B

ρl+2
n+1(ω)vl+1

n+1+ω + h∆t(3.5)

= L(xn+1, tl+1, ξ
l+2
n+1)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

vl+1
n+1+ω − ξl+2

n+1 · (Dxv
l+1)n+1∆t + h∆t

≥ −H(xn+1, tl+1, (Dxv
l+1)n+1)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

vl+1
n+1+ω + h∆t.(3.6)

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

ξ∗k+1
m = Hp(xm, tk, (Dxv

k)m+1) on Gl+2,0
n+1 ,

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

vl+2
n+1 = V l+2

n+1 = −H(xn+1, tl+1, (Dxv
l+1)n+1)∆t + b−1

∑
ω∈B

vl+1
n+1+ω + h∆t,(3.7)

which satisfies ‖ ξ∗ ‖∞≤ (dλ1)
−1. Let ξ be another minimizing control for vl+2

n+1 different
from ξ∗. If ξl+2

n+1 6= ξ∗l+2
n+1, then (3.6) becomes strict inequality yielding the contradiction

that vl+2
n+1 > vl+2

n+1. If ξl+2
n+1 = ξ∗l+2

n+1, then there exists ω ∈ B such that ξ|Gl+1,0
n+1+ω

is
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not minimizing control for vl+1
n+1+ω due to the assumption of induction. Therefore (3.5)

becomes strict inequality yielding the contradiction that vl+2
n+1 > vl+2

n+1.

Thus we conclude that the minimizing control ξ∗ for infξ El+2
n+1(ξ) is uniquely found

for each n as

ξ∗k+1
m = Hp(xm, tk, (Dxv

k)m) on Gl+2,0
n+1 , ‖ ξ∗ ‖∞≤ (dλ)−1.(3.8)

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). 2

We study scaling limit of our random walks. Let γ̄k be the averaged path of γ, i.e.,

γ̄k :=
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,0
n

µ(γ)γk.

γ̄ satisfies

γ̄k = γ̄k+1 − ξ̄k+1∆t, ξ̄k :=
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,0
n

µ(γ)ξk
m(γk).

In fact we have

γ̄k =
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,0
n

µ(γ)γk =
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,k
n

µ(γ)γk

=
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,k+1
n

∑
ω∈B

µ(γ)ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)(γk+1 + ω∆x)

= γ̄k+1 +
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,k+1
n

∑
ω∈B

µ(γ)b−1{1 − λ(ω · ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)}ω∆x

= γ̄k+1 −
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,k+1
n

∑
ω∈B

µ(γ)b−1(ω · ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)ω∆t

= γ̄k+1 − b−1
∑
ω∈B

(ω · ξ̄k+1)ω∆t,

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

b−1
∑
ω∈B

( d∑
j=1

ωj(ξ̄k+1)j
)
ωi∆t = b−1

∑
ω∈B

(
(ξ̄k+1)i +

∑
j 6=i

ωiωj(ξ̄k+1)j
)
∆t

= (ξ̄k+1)i∆t + b−1
( ∑

ω∈Bi
+

∑
j 6=i

ωiωj(ξ̄k+1)j +
∑

ω∈Bi
−

∑
j 6=i

ωiωj(ξ̄k+1)j
)
∆t

= (ξ̄k+1)i∆t + b−1
( ∑

ω∈Bi
+

∑
j 6=i

ωj(ξ̄k+1)j −
∑

ω∈Bi
−

∑
j 6=i

ωj(ξ̄k+1)j
)
∆t

= (ξ̄k+1)i∆t.

Let η(γ) be a random variable defined for each γ ∈ Ωl+1,0
n as

ηk(γ) = ηk+1(γ) − ξk+1
m(γk+1)

∆t, ηl+1(γ) = xn.

The lemma below is a key to the convergence proof of our difference scheme.
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Lemma 3.2. Set σ̃k
i := Eµ(·;ξ)[(η

k(γ)−γk)i(ηk(γ)−γk)i] and δ̃k
i := Eµ(·;ξ)[|(ηk(γ)−γk)i|]

for i = 1, . . . , d, where (ηk(γ) − γk)i is the i-th component of ηk(γ) − γk. Then we have

(δ̃k
i )2 ≤ σ̃k

i ≤ (tl+1 − tk)
∆x

λ
.

Remark. The standard variance is of O(1) in general for inhomogeneous random walks.
However σ̃k

i and δ̃k
i always tends to 0 for any ξ as ∆ → 0 under hyperbolic scaling. In

the homogeneous case, namely ξ is constant, σ̃k
i is equal to the standard variance.

Proof. We observe that

σ̃k
i =

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,k

n

µ(γ)(ηk(γ) − γk)i(ηk(γ) − γk)i

=
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,k+1
n

µ(γ)
∑
ω∈B

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)
{
(ηk+1(γ) − γk+1)i − (ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i∆t − ωi∆x

}2

= σ̃k+1
i +

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,k+1

n

µ(γ)
[ ∑

ω∈B

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)
{
ωi + λ(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i
}2

]
∆x2

−
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,k+1
n

µ(γ)
{

2λ(ηk+1(γ) − γk+1)i(ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)i

+2(ηk+1(γ) − γk+1)i
∑
ω∈B

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)ωi
}

∆x

Since∑
ω∈B

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)ωi =
∑

ω∈Bi
+

b−1(1 − λω · ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)ωi +
∑

ω∈Bi
−

b−1(1 − λω · ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)ωi

= b−1
{ ∑

ω∈Bi
+

(1 − λω · ξk+1
m(γk+1)

) −
∑

ω∈Bi
−

(1 − λω · ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)
}

= b−1
{ ∑

ω∈Bi
+

(
1 − λ(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i − λ

∑
j 6=i

ωj(ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)j
)

−
∑

ω∈Bi
+

(
1 − λ(−1)(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i − λ

∑
j 6=i

ωj(ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)j
)}

= b−1
∑

ω∈Bi
+

−2λ(ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)i

= −λ(ξk+1
m(γk+1)

)i,

we obtain

σ̃k
i = σ̃k+1

i +
∑

γ∈Ωl+1,k+1
n

µ(γ)
[ ∑

ω∈B

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)
{
ωi + λ(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i
}2

]
∆x2

= σ̃k+1
i +

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,k+1

n

µ(γ)
[ ∑

ω∈B

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)
{
1 + 2λωi(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i + {λ(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i}2

}]
∆x2
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= σ̃k+1
i +

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,k+1

n

µ(γ)
[
1 + {λ(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i}2 + 2λ(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i

∑
ω∈B

ρk+1
m(γk+1)

(ω)ωi
}

∆x2

= σ̃k+1
i +

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,k+1

n

µ(γ)
[
1 − {λ(ξk+1

m(γk+1)
)i}2

]
∆x2

≤ σ̃k+1
i +

∆x

λ
∆t.

This leads to the assertion.

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

Lemma 3.3. Let γ∗ : [0, t] → Rd be a minimizing curve for v(x, t).

1. The following regularity properties hold:

Lc
ξ(γ

∗(τ), τ, γ∗′(τ)) ∈ ∂−
x v(γ∗(τ), τ) for 0 ≤ τ < t,

Lc
ξ(γ

∗(τ), τ, γ∗′(τ)) ∈ ∂+
x v(γ∗(τ), τ) for 0 < τ ≤ t,

where ∂−
x v (∂+

x v) is the subdifferential (superdifferential). In particular vx(γ
∗(τ), τ)

exists for 0 < τ < t and is equal to Lc
ξ(γ

∗(τ), τ, γ∗′(τ)).

2. |γ∗′(τ)| ≤ (dλ1)
−1 for 0 ≤ τ ≤ t, where λ1 is given in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

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

vx(x, t) =

∫ t

τ

Lc
x(γ

∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + Lc
ξ(γ

∗(τ), τ, γ∗′(τ)).

If v0 is semiconcave, Lc
ξ(γ

∗(0), 0, γ∗′(0)) = v0
x(γ

∗(0)).

This lemma is known and is proved in the same manner as the proof of Lemma 3.2 in
[8].

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Hereafter, β1, β2, . . . are constants independent of ∆x, ∆t, xm, tk.

(1): Since v and v∆ are Lipschitz, it is enough to show |vl+1
n − v(xn, tl+1)| = O(

√
∆x).

Let γ∗ be a minimizing curve for v(xn, tl+1). Consider a control ξ defined as

ξ(xm, tk+1) := γ∗′(tk+1)

and the random walk γ generated by ξ. Then η(γ) is independent of γ ∈ Ωl+1,0
n and

satisfies

‖ ηk(γ) − γ∗(tk) ‖∞≤ β1∆x for 0 ≤ k ≤ l + 1,∣∣∣ ∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0))

−
{ ∑

0<k≤l+1

L(ηk(γ), tk−1, ξ
k
m(γk))∆t + v0(η0(γ))

}∣∣∣ ≤ β2∆x.
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It follows from Lemma 3.2 that

vl+1
n ≤ Eµ(·;ξ)

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
k
m(γk))∆t + v0(γ0)

]
+ htl+1

≤ Eµ(·;ξ)

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(ηk(γ), tk−1, ξ
k
m(γk))∆t + v0(η0(γ))

]
+ htl+1 + β3

√
∆x

≤
∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0)) + htl+1 + β4

√
∆x.

Hence we obtain
vl+1

n − v(xn, tl+1) ≤ β4

√
∆x.

Let ξ∗ be the minimizing control for vl+1
n . Consider the linear interpolation of η(γ) within

[0, tl+1], denoted by η∆(γ). Then we have

η∆(γ)′(s) = ξ∗k
m(γk) for s ∈ (tk−1, tk),

v(xn, tl+1) ≤
∫ t

0

L(η∆(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))dt + v0(η∆(γ)(0)) + htl+1 for γ ∈ Ωl+1,0
n ,

v(xn, tl+1) ≤ Eµ(·;ξ∗)

[ ∫ t

0

L(η∆(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))dt + v0(η∆(γ)(0))
]

+ htl+1.

It follows from Lemma 3.2 that

vl+1
n = Eµ(·;ξ∗)

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk))∆t + v0(γ0)

]
+ htl+1

≥ Eµ(·;ξ∗)

[ ∑
0<k≤l+1

L(ηk(γ), tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk))∆t + v0(η0(γ))

]
+ htl+1 − β5

√
∆x

≥ Eµ(·;ξ∗)

[ ∫ t

0

L(η∆(γ)(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))ds + v0(η∆(γ)(0))
]

+ htl+1 − β6

√
∆x.

Therefore we obtain

vl+1
n − v(xn, tl+1) ≥ −β6

√
∆x.

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

Lemma 3.4. Let γ∗ be the unique minimizer for v(x, t). Define the set Γε with ε > 0
and b > 0 as

Γε :=
{

r : [0, t] → Rd | r ∈ Lip, ‖ r(t) − γ∗(t) ‖∞≤ ε, ‖ r′(s) ‖∞≤ b,∫ t

0

L(r(s), s, r′(s))ds + v0(r(0)) ≤
∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0)) + ε.
}

Then it holds that as ε → 0,

sup
r∈Γε

‖ r − γ∗ ‖C0([0,t])→ 0, sup
r∈Γε

‖ r′ − γ∗′ ‖L2([0,t])→ 0.

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 θ
satisfying f(0) = 0. Then it holds that ‖ f ‖C0([0,t])≤ θ ‖ f ‖L2([0,t]) +

√
‖ f ‖L2([0,t]).

See Lemma 3.5 of [8] for a proof.

(2): Set Ωε
∆ := {γ ∈ Ωl+1,0

n | ‖ γ∆ − γ∗ ‖C0([0,t])≤ ε} for each fixed ε > 0. We will
prove that prob(Ωε

∆) → 1 as ∆ → 0. Observe that

(Eµ(·;ξ∗)[‖ γ∆ − γ∗ ‖L2([0,t])])
2 ≤ Eµ(·;ξ∗)[‖ γ∆ − γ∗ ‖2

L2([0,t])]

≤ 2Eµ(·;ξ∗)[‖ γ∆ − η∆(γ) ‖2
L2([0,t])] + 2Eµ(·;ξ∗)[‖ η∆(γ) − γ∗ ‖2

L2([0,t])].

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

Ω̃ε
∆ := {γ ∈ Ωl+1,0

n | ‖ η∆(γ) − γ∗ ‖C0([0,t])≤ ε, ‖ η∆(γ)′ − γ∗′ ‖L2([0,t])≤ ε}

for each ε > 0, and show prob(Ω̃ε
∆) → 1 as ∆ → 0. It follows from Lemma 3.2 that

vl+1
n = Eµ(·;ξ∗)

[ ∫ t

0

L(η∆(γ)(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))ds + v0(η∆(γ)(0))
]

+ htl+1 + O(
√

∆x).

By (1), we have

vl+1
n − v(x, t) = O(

√
∆x)

= Eµ(·;ξ∗)

[ ∫ t

0

L(η∆(γ)(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))ds + v0(η∆(γ)(0))

−
{ ∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0))
}]

+ h(tl+1 − t) + O(
√

∆x).

Hence we obtain

Eµ(·;ξ∗)

[ ∫ t

0

L(η∆(γ)(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))ds + v0(η∆(γ)(0))

−
{ ∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0))
}]

= O(
√

∆x).

Set

Ω+ :=
{

γ ∈ Ωl+1,0
n |

∫ t

0

L(η∆(γ)(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))ds + v0(η∆(γ)(0))

−
{∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0))
}
≥ ∆x1/4

}
.

Since γ∗ is a minimizing curve, we have for each γ,

0 ≤
∫ t

0

L(η∆(γ)(s) + x − xn, s, η∆(γ)′(s))ds + v0(η∆(γ)(0))

−
{ ∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0))
}

≤
∫ t

0

L(η∆(γ)(s), s, η∆(γ)′(s))ds + v0(η∆(γ)(0))

−
{ ∫ t

0

L(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0(γ∗(0))
}

+ β7∆x.
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Hence we have O(
√

∆x) ≥ prob(Ω+)∆x1/4 −β7∆x, and therefore prob(Ω+) = O(∆x1/4).
Since γ∗ is the unique minimizing curve, it follows from Lemma 3.4 that Ωl+1,0

n \Ω+ ⊂ Ω̃ε
∆

for ∆x ¿ ε, which means that prob(Ω̃ε
∆) → 1 as ∆ → 0. Thus we see that, for any

ε′ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if |∆| < δ we have

Eµ(·;ξ∗)[‖ γ∆ − γ∗ ‖L2([0,t])] ≤ ε′.

Define Ω++ := {γ ∈ Ωl+1,0
n | ‖ γ∆ − γ∗ ‖L2([0,t])≥

√
ε′}. Then we have prob(Ω++) ≤

√
ε′.

By Lemma 3.5, we obtain ‖ γ∆ − γ∗ ‖C0([0,t])≤ ε with ε′ ≤ O(ε4) for all γ ∈ Ωl+1,0
n \Ω++.

We conclude that Ωl+1,0
n \ Ω++ ⊂ Ωε

∆ and prob(Ωε
∆) → 1 as ∆ → 0.

(3): Let (xn+1, tl+1) be a point such that t ∈ [tl+1 − ∆t, tl+1 + ∆t) and x belongs to
the n-cube formed by the points of {xn+1 + ∆xω}ω∈B. For any τ ∈ [0, min{tl+1, t}], we
have

vx(x, t) =

∫ t

τ

Lx(γ
∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + Lξ(γ

∗(τ), τ, γ∗′(τ)) + h(t − τ),

where γ∗ is the unique minimizing curve for v(x, t). Now v0 is assumed to be semiconcave,
and we have

vx(x, t) =

∫ t

0

Lx(γ
∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))ds + v0

x(γ
∗(0)) + ht.

Set ξ∗(xm, tk+1) := Hp(xm, tk, (Dxv
k)m). Then we have for each ω ∈ Bj

+,

vl+1
n+1+νj(ω) =

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,0

n+1+νj(ω)

µ(γ; ξ∗)
[ ∑

0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk))∆t + v0(γ0)

]
+ htl+1

=
∑

γ∈Ω
l+1,k(τ)
n+1+νj(ω)

µ(γ; ξ∗)
[ ∑

k(τ)<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk))∆t + v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ))

]
+h(tl+1 − tk(τ))

=
∑

γ∈Ω
l+1,k(τ)
n+1

µ(γ + νj(ω)∆x; ξ∗)

×
[ ∑

k(τ)<k≤l+1

L(γk + νj(ω)∆x, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk+νj(ω)∆x))∆t + v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+νj(ω)∆x)

]
+h(tl+1 − tk(τ)),

where the notation µ(γ + νj(ω)∆x; ξ∗), γ ∈ Ω
l+1,k(τ)
n+1 stands for µ(γ̃; ξ), γ̃ ∈ Ω

l+1,k(τ)
n+1+νj(ω)

with γ̃ = γ + νj(ω)∆x. For each ω ∈ Bj
+, define a control ζ on Gl+1,0

n+1+ω as

ζ(xm, tk+1) :=

{
ξ∗(xm − ej · 2∆x, tk+1) for k(τ) < k + 1 ≤ l + 1,
ξ∗(xm, tk+1) for 0 < k + 1 ≤ k(τ).
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Then we have

vl+1
n+1+ω ≤

∑
γ∈Ωl+1,0

n+1+ω

µ(γ; ζ)
[ ∑

0<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ζ
k
m(γk))∆t + v0(γk)

]
+ htl+1

=
∑

γ∈Ω
l+1,k(τ)
n+1+ω

µ(γ; ζ)
[ ∑

k(τ)<k≤l+1

L(γk, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk−ej ·2∆x))∆t + v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ))

]
+h(tl+1 − tk(τ))

=
∑

γ∈Ω
l+1,k(τ)
n+1

µ(γ + ω∆x; ζ)
[ ∑

k(τ)<k≤l+1

L(γk + ω∆x, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk+ω∆x−ej ·2∆x))∆t

+v
k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+ω∆x)

]
+ h(tl+1 − tk(τ))

=
∑

γ∈Ω
l+1,k(τ)
n+1

µ(γ + νj(ω)∆x; ξ∗)
[ ∑

k(τ)<k≤l+1

L(γk + ω∆x, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk+νj(ω)∆x)∆t

+v
k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+ω∆x)

]
+ h(tl+1 − tk(τ))

Hence we obtain

vl+1
n+1+ω − vl+1

n+1+νj(ω)

2∆x
≤

∑
γ∈Ω

l+1,k(τ)
n+1

µ(γ + νj(ω)∆x; ξ∗)

×
{ ∑

k(τ)<k≤l+1

Lxj(γk + νj(ω)∆x, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk+νj(ω)∆x))∆t

+
v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+ω∆x)
− v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+νj(ω)∆x)

2∆x

]}
+ β8∆x,

and therefore with Lemma 3.2,

(Dxjvl+1)n+1 ≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

∑
γ∈Ω

l+1,k(τ)
n+1

µ(γ + νj(ω)∆x; ξ∗)

×
{ ∑

k(τ)<k≤l+1

Lxj(γk + νj(ω)∆x, tk−1, ξ
∗k
m(γk+νj(ω)∆x))∆t

+
v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+ω∆x)
− v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+νj(ω)∆x)

2∆x

}
+ β8∆x

≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

∑
γ∈Ω

l+1,k(τ)
n+1

µ(γ + νj(ω)∆x; ξ∗)

×
{∫ t

τ

Lxj(η∆(γ + νj(ω)∆x)(s), s, η∆(γ + νj(ω)∆x)′(s))ds

+
v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+ω∆x)
− v

k(τ)

m(γk(τ)+νj(ω)∆x)

2∆x

}
+ β9

√
∆x.
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Take τ = 0. We obtain

(Dxjvl+1)n+1 − vxj(x, t) ≤ b̄−1
∑

ω∈Bj
+

∑
γ∈Ω

l+1,k(τ)
n+1

µ(γ + νj(ω)∆x; ξ∗)

×
[ ∫ t

0

{
Lxj(η∆(γ + νj(ω)∆x)(s), s, η∆(γ + νj(ω)∆x)′(s)) − Lxj(γ∗(s), s, γ∗′(s))

}
ds

+
v0

m(γ0+ω∆x) − v0
m(γ0+νj(ω)∆x)

2∆x
− v0

xj(γ∗(s))
]

+ β9

√
∆x,

where

v0
m(γ0+ω∆x) − v0

m(γ0+νj(ω)∆x)

2∆x
− v0

xj(γ∗(s))

=
1

2∆x

∫ 2∆x

0

{v0
xj(γ0 + νj(ω)∆x + yej) − v0

xj(γ∗(0))}dy.

Since v0 is semiconcave (twice differentiable a.e.), the above equation makes sense and
it holds that

lim
x→γ∗(0)

v0
xj(x) = v0

xj(γ∗(0)).

We already know from the proof of (2) that ‖ η∆(γ + νj(ω)∆x) − γ∗ ‖C0([0,t])→ 0,
‖ η∆(γ + νj(ω)∆x)′ − γ∗′ ‖L2([0,t])→ 0, ‖ γ∆ + νj(ω)∆x − γ∗ ‖C0([0,t])→ 0 as ∆ → 0 in
probability. Thus we conclude that

lim sup
∆→0

{(Dxjvl+1)n+1 − vxj(x, t)} ≤ 0.

Similar reasoning yields

lim inf
∆→0

{(Dxjvl+1)n+1 − vxj(x, t)} ≥ 0.

2
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