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1 Introduction
In this work, we consider solutions u=¢(¢, r,w) to the following system in dimension N > 1

utﬁs _ —6_1 (5_1(u+’€ . u—,e) +a (6_2t,W)) ]Du+’€]
(1.1) on (0,+00); x RY
u; " = 4! (e’:?fl(u*E —u %) +a (8’2t,w)) | Du™*|

with initial data for each w € Q2
(1.2) w0, z,w) = u (0, 7,w) = ug(z) for ze&RY

Our goal is to study the stochastic homogenization of this system as € goes to zero. This
model is strongly inspired from the modeling of the dynamics of the population of densities
of two types of dislocations + and —. In dimension N = 1, this model is a simplification of a
physical model for dislocations given in Groma, Balogh [6], inspired from [5] for a derivation
of several models of dislocations dynamics. The periodic homogenization in dimension N = 1
has been done in [1]. See also [4] for an analysis for ¢ = 1 of a similar deterministic system
in dimension N = 1 with a further non-local term which has been dropped in our model here.

Probabilistic setting
We assume that (2, F,P) is a given probability space and that for each s € R, 75 : Q — )
there is a measure preserving transformation which is a group, i.e. satisfies 79 = Idq and

Te 0Ty = Teyy forall s, €R

Here we assume that
a:RxQ—=R

*In the absence of further informations, the first author thinks it is fair to cosign this work, which was
mainly done in collaboration during an invitation in 2007 at Austin University, Texas.



is stationary, i.e. for all t € R and s € R we have
a(t + s,w) = a(t,sw) forall weN

We also assume that the family of transformations {7}, g is ergodic, i.e. if there exists a
set A € F such that 7,A = A for all s € R, then P(A) =0 or 1.

We make the following assumption:

(A) there exists a constant Cj such that for each w € Q we have
a(-,w) is continuous and |a(t,w)| < Cy forall ¢t e€R.

It can be checked that system (1.1) is quasi-monotone in the sense of Ishii, Koike [7],
which will ensure the existence and uniqueness of the solution. Then our main result is

Theorem 1.1 (Time homogenization)
Assume (A) and that the initial data satisfies ug € W20 (RY) with Dug and D*uq bounded

loc

on RY. Assume moreover that there exists 6 > 0 such that the initial data satisfies with

= (r1,...,xN_1)

(1.3)  wo(a,zn +h) —up(a’,2x) > 6k forall he[0,+00), (2/,zn) € RV xR

Then for each w € Q, there exists a unique solution (u**,u™*%) of (1.1)-(1.2). Moreover
there exists a continuous and non-negative function H : (0, +00) — [0,400) such that almost
surely in w € 2, we have

uFE (e w) =’ in L2 ([0, 4+00) x RY)

where u® is the unique (viscosity) solution of the infinite Laplacian diffusion equation

Du Dy

ud = H(|DUO’) |D 0| 2,0. |Du0| on (0, +OO)t X Riv
(1.4)

uw =uy on {0}, xRY
We have o

H(q) =2q E ({2(t,q, )}2) which is independent on t
with

¢
g =g [ e Vas,w)ds

(1.5) -

t
At qw) = — / e~200-5) (20(s, q,) + als,w)) ds

—00

Moreoveiff is Lispchitz continuous locally in (0, +00).
Finally H > 0 if and only if almost surely a is not constant.



Notice that the theory for limit equation (1.4) is covered by [2], and can be applied to

show the existence and uniqueness of the solution .

One possible meaning of this result is the following. When a = 0, the two components
of the solution are at the equilibrium when they are equal. When a is a constant, the two
components of the solution are basically translated in opposite directions of some quantity
depending on a. When a oscillates in time with mean value zero, the effective behaviour
at the first order is just an oscillation around the equilibrium position. Now, because the
two components do not come back exactly at the same position when their gradient is not
constant, this creates a diffucion effect at the second order, which is exactly the result of the
theorem, with the correct rescaling in ¢, in order to detect this effect.

Let us mention that stochastic homogenization for similar (but different) Hamilton-Jacobi
equations have been done. We can cite the original work [11], and for instance the question
of correctors is discussed in [8]. Let us also cite [10] for homogenization of Hamilton-Jacobi
equations where stochasticity in time is considered. In our case, we will see that we can
construct true correctors for our homogenization problem, which simplifies the approach.

1.1 Questions and extensions

It would be interesting to get generalization of this result under weaker assumptions, in
particular without assuming the bound from below on the gradient of the initial data in the
direction xy, up to add some other assumptions on a. It would also be interesting to try to
weaken as much as possible the assumptions on a.

We could consider the system:

uF=—e (e (ut —u ) +a (e w)) [ Dute
on (0,+00), x RY
u; = 4e ! (5_0‘(u+’€ —u ) +a (5_2t, w)) | Du™°|

supplemented with initial data (1.2).
Our case corresponds to the value a = 1. It would be interesting to consider the whole range
(v — 00, 1] (and also the limit o — —00).

1.2 Organization of the paper

In Section 2, we recall some useful material for system (1.1), and on the ergodic theorem
and its generalizations. In Section 3, we present the heuristic computation which shows
formally, but quite simply why our homogenization result is expected. In Section 4, we
perform the study of the cell problem. We build correctors and give some properties on the
effective Hamiltonian. In Section 5, we make the proof of our main result of convergence,
i.e. Theorem 1.1.



2 Useful tools

2.1 Known results for the system

As already mentioned in the Introduction, system (1.1) is quasi-monotone in the sense of
Ishii, Koike [7]. In this subsection, we drop the dependence on w which is not relevant, and
set
a(t) = a(t,w)
We recall the definition of a viscosity subsolution for system (1.1), which is an extension
of the one in [2].

Definition 2.1 (Viscosity subsolution for the system)

Given a continuous initial data ug, we say that a couple of upper semi-continuous functions
u= (ut,u") is a subsolution of (1.1)-(1.2) with ¢ = 1, if and olny if for any test function
© € O, if ut — o reaches its mazimum at Py = (ty,x,) (resp. u~ — ¢ reaches its mazimum
at P. = (t_,z_)), then we have

or < —(ut —u +al(ty))| Dyl at Py
(resp. ¢ <+ (ut —u” +a(t))|De| at Po)
Moreover, we require the comparison of the initial data to the initial conditions for each sign
u+(07 ) < o, ui(()? ) < U

Similarly, we define a subsolution for general €. Similarly, we also define the notion of viscos-
ity supersolution for lower semi-continuous functions. A viscosity solution u is then defined
as a function such that its upper semi-continuous envelope is a subsolution and its lower
semi-continuous envelope is a supersolution.

Given two couples of functions v = (v, u™) and v = (vF,v7), we write
u<y <= (u+§v+ and u_gv_)
For the system, we have the following result

Theorem 2.2 (Comparison principle)

Assume the initial data uy as in Theorem 1.1. Let uw = (ut,u™) be a subsolution and
v = (v, v7) be a supersolution for the system (1.1)-(1.2), satisfying for some constant
C>0:

up(x) — Ct < u'(t,x),u (t,x),v"(t,z), v (t,x) < up(x) + Ct for all (t,z) € [0,T)x RY

Then
w(0,") <v(0,") = (u<v on [0,T)xRY)

A version of this Theorem is proven in dimension N = 1 by El Hajj, Forcadel [4]. The
proof of Theorem 2.2 is an easy adaptation of the result of [4], and can be also obtained
directly using classical results of Ishii, Koike [7].

The existence of a solution follows by Perron’s method as it is classical (see also [4]).Then
we deduce the



Corollary 2.3 (Bound from below on the gradient)
Assume the initial data ug as in Theorem 1.1 and that the function a satisfies (A). Then
there exists a unique solution (ut*,u™*°) of (1.1)-(1.2). This solution satisfies

(2.6)
ui’e(t,x/,xN—i-h)—ui’e(t,x/,xN) >6h  forall hel0,+), (t,2',zy) € |0, —i—oo)XRN_lXR
Moreover we have

max4 |Dui75(t, ‘)‘LOO(RN) S ‘DUO‘LOO(RN) = BO

[u™=(t, ) — o | oo rav) < CypBot for all t € [0,+00)

lu= (¢, )| < CyBy(2tBy + 1)
Here the constant Cy is defined in assumption (A).

Proof of Corollary 2.3
The existence follows from the Perron’s method and the uniqueness from the comparison
principle (Theorem 2.2). Let us consider the solution u=" of (1.1) with initial data ul!
defined by

ul(z) := uo(2’, 2x + h) — 6h
From (1.3), we know that

ug > g

From the comparison principle, we deduce that
(27) u:l:,a,h > ute

On the other hand, from the invariance by translation of the system, and the fact that for
any constant K € R, (vt + K,u™° + K) is still a solution, we deduce that

utSM(t, x) = uFe(t, 2’ xn + h) — Oh

Therefore estimate (2.6) follows from (2.7).

Similarly, we get the bound from above on the gradient. The bound on u®* follows from
the fact that (ug 4+ CoBot, ug + CyByt) is a supersolution, and (ug — CoBot, ug — CoByt) is a
subsolution.

Finally, the last estimate on uti “ follows from the equation itself. This ends the proof of the
Corollary.

We also have a localized version of Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 2.4 (Local comparison principle)
Let u = (ut,u™) be a subsolution and v = (vF,v7) be a supersolution for the system (1.1)

in a half cylinder Q,” (Py) with Py = (to, o). Then

sup max(u® —v%) < sup max(u® — vF)
() 0= Qr (o)

where
Q, (Po) := (to—17,t0) x By(20), 0~ Q; (Py) := (Br(zo)x {to — r*}) U (0B, (w0) X [to—17, to])

Proof of Theorem 2.4
This result follows from an adaptation of the comparison principle named Theorem 4.7 in
Ishii, Koike [7].



2.2  On the ergodic theorem

We recall the classical ergodic theorem in its standard form (Theorem 1.14 on page 34 in
[12]; see also Theorem 1.1 on page 89 in [9]).

Theorem 2.5 (Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem)
Let (2, F,P) be a probability space, and T : Q@ — € be a measurable and measure preserving
map, i.e. satisfying

P(T"YA)) =P(A) forall AcF

i) (Convergence of averages) )
Then for any f € LY(Q,P), there exists f € L'(Q,P) such that

—_

n—

fo(w) = % f(TH(w)) —>_>+ f(w)  for P-almost every w €
=0
and
fo—f in LYQ,P)
and

f(T(w)) = f(w) for P-almost every w € Q

ii) (Identification of the limit in the ergodic case)
Assume moreover that T is ergodic, ie satisfies

T(A)=A for AecF implies P(A)=0 or 1

Then f is equal to a constant, ie
flw) = / fdP =:Ep(f) for P-almost every w € <
Q

Using the probabilistic setting of the Introduction, we can then deduce easily from
Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem, the following version, which is more suitable for our framework.

Theorem 2.6 (Ergodic theorem)
Let (Q, F,IP) be a probability space and assume that b(t,w) satisfies assumption (A) and is

stationary with respect to a measure preserving group {7},cp which is ergodic. Then there
exists N1 € F with P(N1) = 0 such that for any w € Q\N7, we have

1 t
(2.8) ;/ b(s,w)ds — E(b) as |t| = +o0
0

where
E(b) = Ep(b(s,-)) 1is independent on s € R

Remark 2.7 We have no rate of convergence in (2.8), and this rate may depend on w.

Precisely, we will use the following technical extension:



Corollary 2.8 (A variant of the ergodic theorem)
Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space and assume that b : R x (0,400) x Q — R is stationary,
1€

b(t + s,q,w) = b(t,q, Tsw)

where the measure preserving group {T:},.p is ergodic. We also assume that for any
q € (0,400), the function b(-,q,-) satisfies assumption (A).

Then there exists N € F with P(N) = 0 such that for any w € Q\N and for any
q € QnN(0,400) and any v € Q, we have

1 t
(2.9) Z/ b(s +~vt,q,w)ds — E(b(s,q,-)) as [t| = +o0
0

where
E(b(s,q,-)) is independent on s € R

Proof of Corollary 2.8
We use a countable set argument. For any fixed ¢ € Q N (0,+00) and v € Q, we can
apply Theorem 2.6 and deduce (after some simple computations splitting the time integral
in several integrals of the type in (2.8)) the convergence for any w € Q\N%? for some set
N7 satisfying

PN®Y) =0
Then defining

N= U
q€QN(0,+00), v€Q

we have P(N) = 0 and we get the result. This ends the proof of the corollary.

3 Heuristics

In this section we perform some formal computations to understand the homogenization
procedure, without any technicalities.

Step 1: Deriving the cell problem

Let us consider the following ansatz in a neighborhood of a point (¢, zo) with tq > 0:

ute(t, m,w) ~ul(t x) £eul (673t —to), ,w) + 2P (72 (t — to), 7, w)
where u! is a corrector at the first order in € and u? is a corrector at the second order.
We will see that this second order corrector is fundamental here to recover the diffusion by
homogenization.

Calling s the variable e 72(t — ty), we get formally with a°(s,w) = a(s + e %tg, w):

up e tul +ul = Fe ! (2u' 4 a°)) [Du’ £ eDut + |

Calling @ a formal limit of a® as € goes to zero (with @ also assummed stationary), this gives
at the order 71

(3.10) uy = — (2u' + @) |Du’|

S

7



and at the order £°

D 0
ud +u? = — (2u1+a) ]DZO| - Du!
Let us set Dy
U
= - Du!
z D] U

Taking the derivative of (3.10) with respect to z, we see that z formally satisfies

0

Du

zs = —2z|Du’| — (2ut +a .

D]~ (20! 47) 0

where we have used the fact that the expression Du(t, ) is asymptotically independent, on
s as € goes to zero. Setting now A = u?, p = Du®, M = D*u’, we get the cell problem

ul = —(2u' +a)q
(3.11) zo=—2qz — (2u' +a) A
Atu?=—(2u' +a)z

where we have denoted »

A=L .y and q=|p|
[p| Pl
Step 2: First computation of the effective Hamiltonian
System (3.11) is now independent on z, and we can solve it for u'(s,w), z(s,w) and u?(s,w),
dropping the z-dependence. We now remark that in the expansion of u™*¢, we have terms
like eut(e72(t — to),w) and e?u'(e™%(t — to),w). Therefore to ensure the homogenization of

the system, we expect the following behaviour of the solutions:

(3.12) —0 p as |s| = 4oo, a.s. in w

We will see in Section 4 that, under our assumptions, we can even choose u! and z bounded.
On the contrary the best behaviour of u?(s,w) for large s will be the one indicated in (3.12).

Using the linearity of A\ in z and of z in A, we see in particular that we have
A=H(q) A
for some coefficient H(q) which is obtained solving (3.11) for A = 1.

The precise computation of the effective Hamiltonian H(g) is done in the next section.

8



4 Existence of correctors and computation of the ef-
fective Hamiltonian

Keeping in mind problem (3.11) for A = 1, we are now considering a function @ : Rx Q@ — R

satisfying (A) which is assumed stationary. We then consider the associated cell problem,

i.e. for any ¢ > 0, we are looking for a constant H(q) := A and functions v, z,w of the
variables (s, q,w) which are solutions on R of

vs=—(2v+4a)q
(4.13) zs =—2qz — (2v+a) with z=u,
Atws=—(2v+a)z

satisfying

v(s,q,w) 0 )

(4.14) A5,0,w) -0 as |s| = +oo, a.s. in w

w(s,q,w) S0
S Y,

We start with the following result

Lemma 4.1 Let a : R x Q — R satisfying (A) and stationary and let ¢ > 0. Then the
unique bounded solution of
vs=—2v+a)g on R
18 .
v(t,q,w) = —q/ e 2955, w)ds

Moreover v is stationary and satisfies

o 0.0)| < Cof2 and E(v) = 3 E(@)

Proof of Lemma 4.1
The proof of the first part of the Lemma is straightforward and is left to the reader. We
now define

V(t) = E(v(t, q,w))
which satisfies

Ve =—(2V + E(a))q
From the stationarity of @ and then of v, we deduce that V' (¢) is independent on ¢, and then

2V + E(a) = 0 which proves the last assertion of the lemma. This ends the proof of the
Lemma.

The following main result of this section shows that, for the stochastic homogeniza-
tion problem we are looking at, there exist true correctors (contrarily to usual problems in
stochastic homogenization, see [8]).



Proposition 4.2 (Existence of correctors for ¢ > 0)
Given a : R x Q — R satisfying (A) and stationary and ergodic, and for any fized ¢ > 0, the
functions v, z given in (1.5) and

A =2q E(2*(t,q,-)) is independent on t

and

1 t
wltg.0) = 5 (2t 0w) - 20.0.0) =M+ [ 202(5,q.0)ds
0

are solutions of (4.13)-(4.14), with
lu(t,q,w)| < Co/2 and |z(t,q,w)| < Co/q forall teR
Moreover X > 0 if and only if almost surely @ is not constant.

Proof of Proposition 4.2
Step 1: bounds on v, z
Applying Lemma 4.1 first to v, and then to z satisfying
20+7a
q

zg=—(22z+b)qg with b=

we get the result for v and z.

Step 2: checking that z = v,

We then notice that v, solves the equation satisfied by z. Hence we get (at least in the sense
of distributions in ¢q)

(4.15) (2 = vg)(t,q,w) = K(g,w)e®

for some constant K (¢,w). Approximating v, by finite differences allows to see that v, has
also to be stationary. Because z is stationary, we see that the ergodic theorem implies that
K(q,w) has to be zero, in order to avoid a contradiction. This shows that

Vg =2

Step 3: checking (4.13)
For A and w, we simply remark from the second line of (4.13), that the third line of (4.13)

is equivalent to
2
A+ (w—%) = 2¢2°

Because (t,w) — (2(t,q,w) is stationary ergodic, this implies the result for w. Indeed from
the ergodic theorem (Theorem 2.6), we know that

1 t
;/ 2(s,q,w)ds — E(z*) as |t — +oo, as. in w
0

Moreover, because z is bounded, we deduce from the expression of w that

M%O as |s| = 400, as. in w

10



Step 4: characterizing A > 0
Finally, let us deal with the condition A > 0. If A = 0, then E(2%(¢,q,-)) = 0 for each t € R.
This implies in particular that z(0, ¢,w) = 0 almost surely. Therefore we deduce that almost
surely z(t,q,w) = 0 for every t € Q. Now because z is continuous in ¢ (see (1.5)), we deduce
that almost surely

2(t,q,w) =0 forevery teR

Therefore we get from (4.13) that almost surely
a(s,w) = —2v(w)
Now from the ergodic theorem (Theorem 2.6), we deduce that almost surely
v(w) = E(v)
and then almost surely
a(s,w) =E(a) forany seR

Reciprocically, if almost surely @ is constant, then v = —a/2, z = 0 and A = 0.
This ends the proof of the proposition.

Later we will use the following properties.

Proposition 4.3 (Lipschitz-continuity of H and of v, 2) -
Under the notation and the assumptions of Proposition 4.2, we have for H(q) := \ and
q>0:

[H(q)| <2C3/q and [H (q)| < 10C3/q?

Moreover we have
vt q,0)| < Cofg - and |zt q,w)| < 2Co/q?

Proof of Proposition 4.3
The first estimate follows from |z| < Cy/q given in Proposition 4.2. Recall that

zZ =1,

For the second estimate, we set

¢ =z
and taking the derivative with respect to ¢ in the equation satisfied by z (second line in
(4.13)), we see that ¢ satisfies

Cs - _QQC — 4z
Then we have (the unique bounded solution)

t
((s,q,w) = —4/ e 2107) (s, q,w)ds

—0o0

ans then |(] < 2|z|o/q < 2Cy/¢*. Then
/

H (q) = 2E(2?) + 4qE(2z,)

which implies the result. This ends the proof of the proposition.

11



Corollary 4.4 (Effect of a time shift on the original «)
For some h € R, let us define
ap(t,w) = a(t + h,w)

Given q > 0, let us call v, z,w, \ the quantities given in Proposition 4.2 associated to @ = a,
and U,Z,w, A\ associated to a = ay. Then we have

o(t,q,w) =v(t+ h,q,w), Z(t,q,w) = z(t+ h,q,w)

and B
A=X=H(q)

Proof of Corollary 4.4
The result comes from the fact that the bounded solutions v, z of the first two equations of
(4.13) are unique.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1 and convergence

In this section we will make the proof of Theorem 1.1, but first start with a preliminary
result to control the initial conditions uniformly in e, before to pass to the limit.

Proposition 5.1 (Barriers for the initial data)
Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, let (u™,u™*) be the solution to (1.1)-(1.2). For
any fized (z,w) € RN x Q, let b(T,x,w) be the solution to the following equation

b (7,2, w) = —(2b(T, z,w) + a(T,w))|Vue(z)| for 7€ (0,400)

(5.16)
b(0,z,w) =0
Then we have
(5.17) up(z) £eb (et z,w) —pt < w* < wg(z) eb (e 2, w) + pt

with
2

C
b(T,z,w)| < Co/2 and p= 270’D2U0|LW(RN)

Proof of Proposition 5.1

We perform the proof in four steps, first estimating some quatities useful in the construction
of a supersolution.

Step 1: Estimate on b

Let g(z) = |Vug(x)|. Then from (1.3), we have

q(x)Z% >§5>0

()

8I’N

and we can compute
b(T,z,w) = —q(x)/ e 2@ =) (5, w)ds
0

12



which implies
[bloe < lafoo/2 < Co/2

Step 2: Estimate on Vb

We now take a derivative of equation (5.16) with respect to z, and get for ¢ = V,b which
satisfies (at least for a.e. x € RY when V,uq is only Lipschitz, and for every z € RY when
we assume moreover that V, ug is C1)

(5.18) ¢ = —2¢|Vug(z)| — (2b + a) V.| Vug(z)]

Setting
Ko = (2[blos + |a]oo) V| Vo (2)]]so

we get

lelr < =2|c||Vug(z)] + Ko for 7€ (0,400)

lel=0 at 7=0
We deduce similarly that

KO CO 2
o < — < D%y 1o
|C| —= 25 —= 5 | u0|L (RNV)

which is then justified for V, uy only Lipschitz, using some approximation argument.
Step 3: Construction of a supersolution
We now consider u = (u™,u™) with

u*(t, 7,w) = ug(z) + b (5_225, x, w) + put

If ug € C?, then from (5.18) we see that Vb is continuous in (7, ) and then u is an admissible
test function. In that case we compute

ui et (e Ut —uT) +a (e w)) [Du
=+ ', + p+ e 1(2b+ a)|Vug(z) £V, 0|
> = (20l + |alo) [ Vablo

>0

where the last inequality is true for our particular choice of . Therefore from the comparison
principle (Theorem 2.2), we deduce that

(5.19) u™* <u* on [0,+00) x RY

In the case where the initial data uy only belongs to W2 (R") without being C?, we simply
approximate this initial data by a smooth one, for which we have estimate (5.19), which
stays true passing to the limit.

Step 4: Construction of a subsolution and conclusion

Similarly, we show that

(L, ,w) = up(x) £eb (e %, x,w) — pt

13



is a subsolution and get the other part of the inequality (5.17). This ends the proof of the
proposition.

Proof of Theorem 1.1
Step 1: Construction of an exceptional set N of probability zero
Let us consider a sequence (7 )gen such that

Y # e if K #E

and

Q= {w}

keN

We first apply a variant of the ergodic theorem (i.e. Corollary 2.8) to b(t, q,w) = 2%(t, q,w)
where z(t, q,w) is a solution of (4.13), and get the existence of a set A/ with

PN) =0
such that for any w € Q\N and for any ¢ € Q, we have for any v € Q
1 S
(5.20) —/ 2(5+7s,q,w)ds — E(2%(t,q,-)) as |s| = +o0
s Jo

where
E(2(t,q,-)) is independent on t & R

Step 2: Construction of the half-relaxed limits on Q\N
For any fixed w € Q\N, we define

e—0

u(t,x,w) = limsup* (miaxui’s(t, x,w))

and

e—0

u(t, r,w) = liminf (mi&n ute(t, x,w))

We want to show that for any w € Q\N, the function ¥ is a subsolution of the limit equation
(1.4) (the proof is the same to show that u is a supersolution of (1.4)).
By Proposition 5.1, we already get that

ult,r,w) —up(z)| <
[a(t, z,w) — uo(x)| < pt

and therefore, we only have to check the viscosity inequality at an interior point (i.e. for
positive time).
Let us now fix some w € Q\N and assume that u(-,-,w) is not a subsolution of (1.4).
Because w is fixed, we can now drop the dependence on w everywhere, in order to simplify
the notation, setting:
u(t,x) =u(t,z,w), a(s)=a(s,w)

v(s,q) = v(s,q,w), z(s,q) = 2(s, ¢, w)
for v, z given in (1.5), and for ¢ = |p| which will be precised below.
In particular, reminding (2.6), we have

(5.21)
u(t, o', xn +h) —u(t, 2’ ,vy) > 5h forall he[0,+00), (t,2,oy)€[0,T) xRV xR
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Then there exists a point Py = (tg, z9) and a test function ¢ € C? such that
u<e and u(Py) = ()
(5.22) p—u>0 on 0°Q,(F) forany r >0 small enough

0i(Py) = a+ F(Do(Py), D*p(P,)) with a>0
with
Q; (Ry) := (to—r%, o) x By(x0), 9~Q; (Py) := (By(wo) x {to — r*}) U (8B, (o) x [to—1%, 1))

where F' is the function defined by

F(p, M) =H(p|) = M- L

p| p|

which is continuous for |p| # 0, by Proposition 4.3.
Notice that by (5.21), we necessarily have

|Do(Py) (Py) >6>0

>
83:N

which gives a meaning to the last equation of (5.22).

Step 3: Construction of the perturbed test function
We set

ac(s) ==a(s+ety), v:(s,q) :==v(s+e to,q), 2(s,q) :=z(s+e *t,q)

Reminding Corollary 4.4, and using also the definition of w given in Proposition 4.2, we set

(5.23) we(s,q) = = (2(5.9) — 22(0.)) — sF(q) + / " 9422(5, q)ds

0

DN | —

which satisfies

(5'24) (wa)s(sa Q) = _H(Q) - (2U€(37 Q) + ag(s))zg(s, Q)

For P = (t,x), using the fact that ¢ = |Dp(P)| > §/2 for P € By, (P,) with r small enough,
we define the perturbed test function (in the spirit of [3])

(5.25) e (t, 1) = o(t, r) + cv. (5_2(25 —to), | De(t, :U)]) + 2 Agw. (5_2(75 —tp), qk)

where
B » _ De(P) ey De(P)
Ro=A(R) with A(P)= 52 De(P) - 752

and where ¢ = g(w) is chosen as a rational perturbation of Dy (Fp)
g € QN (0,+00) with g —[Dp(R)|[ <7

in order to avoid any z-dependence of the term of order €2 in the definition of p**.
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Step 4: ¢ is a supersolution of (1.1) in a neighborhood of P,

Because the functions ¢*¢ are smooth enough, it is sufficient to plug this expression into the
equation to check that it is a supersolution. We have with s = e™2(t — ty), ¢ = |Dp(t, z)|:

gpit’s = @ 4+ 871<’UE)3(8, Q) + A0<w€)s(57 Qk)

and
Fe ' (e @™ — p7F) +a(e?t)) | D™

= T (2v:(s, ) + ac(s)) [D(t, ) £ (ve)qg(s, 0) (DI Dp(t, )|

= Fe ' (2u.(s,q) + a-(s)) (g £ eA(t, x)z.(s,q) + O(£?))
where O(g?) is uniform for (¢,x) € Q. (F), because of the bound

(5.26) |(ve)q| = [2e| < Co/q < 2Co/d

given in Proposition 4.2. For the last line we have also used the fact that (v.), = z.
Therefore we get

pr S (67 (9P — 07 +a(e7)) | Dt

= @it x) = H(qe) Ao — No(20: (s, gi) + a*(5)) (s, qi) + AL, 2)(20e(s, q) + a*(s)) 2 (s, ¢) + O(e)

=a+o0.(1)+ O(e)

In the second line, we have used equation (5.24) and the first equation of (4.13) satisfied by
ve with a replaced by a.. In the third line, we have set for (t,z) € Q, ():

or(l) = ei(t,x) — pi(F)
+ ﬁ(’DSD(Po)DAUDo) - H(Qk)Ao
+ Ao {(2ve(s, @) +a°(s))2:(s, @) — (2ve(s, q) + a*(s))ze(s, ) }

+ (A, 2) = Ao)(2ve(s, @) + a*(s)) 2 (s, ¢)

To justify the notation o,(1), we use in particular the fact that v. and z. are Lipschitz-
continuous with respect to ¢, uniformly in e (see Proposition 4.3). We deduce that for
(t,x) € Q, (Fy) and ¢ small enough.

e £ (£ (™ — o) Hale ) (D] > af2> 0

and therefore ¢*¢ is a supersolution of (1.1) on Q- (F) for 7 and & small enough.
Step 5: Consequences of the local comparison principle
Now from the local comparison principle (Theorem 2.4), we deduce with the notation

ute(t, ) = e (t, z, W)

that

sup max(u™ — ) < sup  max(utF — pF)

-
o 0-Qr (Po)

16



We now make the
Claim : lim sup |p™° — | =0 for each w € Q\N
o)
Let us first assume that the claim is true (this will be proven in the next step). Then we
deduce that

0=1u(PR) —p(P) < sup max(u— )
9~ Qr (Po)
This is in contradiction with (5.22).
Step 6: Proof of the claim
From the expression (5.25) of ¢ and the fact that |v.| < Cy/2 (see Proposition 4.2), it is
sufficient to show that

2w, (e 2(t —to),qr) = 0 as e—0 uniformly for t € [ty + 7, to]

From the expression (5.23), we recall that

(zf(s, ar) — 22(0, qk)) + 251 (s)

2 e?
ew. (s, q) = B

where

(5.27) 0. = et { =Tt + [ 202s aas)

From the bound (5.26) on |z.|, we see that it is sufficient to show that with s = e72(t — #;)
(5.28) Vo(e72(t —ty)) =0 as e— 0 uniformly for € [to -+, o]

Moreover, we see from (5.27) that there exists a constant C' > 0 (independent on ¢) such
that

(5.29) [9(s) — ()| < Ce?|s’ —s| and .(0) =0
We remark that we can rewrite
— ) Lo
Uels) =T, (5) with 7=

where

B =3 {‘E“Q(O’ )+ / (5415, M}

Now from the ergodic property (5.20), we know that for any v € Q, the term in the bracket
goes to zero as |s| — 400. Therefore we have

_t-h €Q= (¢Ye(e*(t—1to)) >0 as e—0)

1
(5.30) -
Y Lo

Defining
U (t) = ¢ (e72(t — t0))
we can rephrase (5.29)-(5.30) as

(U.(#) — ()] < C|t' —t| and W.(ty) =0
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and
t—t,

to

EQ= (V.(t) >0 as €—0)

This implies that
V. -0 in L. (R)

which gives in particular (5.28). This ends the proof of the claim.
Step 7: Conclusion
From the contradiction obtained in Step 5, we deduce that @ is a subsolution of the limit

equation (1.4). Proceeding similarly, we can show that w is a subsolution. Then the com-
parison principle for the limit equation implies that

<

<
IS

But by construction, we have the reverse inequality. This implies that

0

U=u=1u

IS

where u° is the solution of (1.4). This ends the proof of the Theorem.
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