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Abstract. We study discretizations of fractional fully nonlinear equations

by powers of discrete Laplacians. Our problems are parabolic and of order
σ ∈ (0, 2) since they involve fractional Laplace operators (−∆)σ/2. They arise

e.g. in control and game theory as dynamic programming equations – HJB

and Isaacs equation – and solutions are non-smooth in general and should be
interpreted as viscosity solutions. Our approximations are realized as finite-

difference quadrature approximations and are 2nd order accurate for all values

of σ. The accuracy of previous approximations of fractional fully nonlinear
equations depend on σ and are worse when σ is close to 2. We show that the

schemes are monotone, consistent, L∞-stable, and convergent using a priori

estimates, viscosity solutions theory, and the method of half-relaxed limits.
We also prove a second order error bound for smooth solutions and present

many numerical examples.

1. Introduction

In this paper we introduce and analyze numerical schemes based on powers of
the discrete Laplacian in the context of nonlocal fully nonlinear equations. Our
equations involve fractional Laplacians, pseudo-differential operators that can be
defined equivalently as Fourier multipliers, singular integral operators, or powers of
the Laplacian [1, 40]: For σ ∈ (0, 2),

−(−∆)
σ
2 ϕ(x) = F−1

[
− |ξ|σϕ̂(ξ)

]
(x)

= lim
r→0

∫
|z|>r

(
ϕ(x+ z)− ϕ(x)

) c

|z|N+σ
dz

=
1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

∫ ∞

0

(
et∆ϕ(x)− ϕ(x)

) dt

t1+
σ
2
,(1.1)

where c =
2σΓ(N+σ

2 )

πN/2|Γ(−σ
2 )| . We discretize this operator by powers of the discrete Lapla-

cian,

∆hϕ(x) =

N∑
k=1

ϕ(x+ hek)− 2ϕ(x) + ϕ(x− hek)

h2
,(1.2)

denoted by −(−∆h)
σ
2 and obtained from (1.1) by replacing ∆ by ∆h [21], cf. (3.1).
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The equations we consider are fully-nonlinear, possibly (strongly) degenerate
equations from optimal control and differential game theory, equations with a large
number of applications in engineering, science, economics, etc. [7, 32, 44, 34]:

ut − F (x, t,Du,−(−∆)
σ
2 u) = 0 in RN × (0, T ] =: QT ,(1.3)

or more generally, Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellmann(HJB)/Isaacs equations

ut − inf
β∈B

sup
α∈A

{
Lα,βu− cα,β(x, t)u+ fα,β(x, t)

}
= 0 in QT ,(1.4)

where A, B are compact sets and Lα,β is the σ ∧ 1 order drift-diffusion operator

Lα,βϕ(x) := −aα,β(x, t)(−∆)
σ
2 ϕ(x) + bα,β(x, t) ·Dϕ(x).

Equation (1.4) is the dynamic programming equation for a finite horizon optimal
stochastic differential game [8, 44, 34], see Section 2.2 for the details.

Equation (1.3) can be degenerate parabolic as we allow F to be non-decreasing
in last variable. The solutions are not smooth in general. Even for nonconvex
uniformly parabolic problems, the solutions could be too irregular for the equation
to hold pointwise. The correct notion of (weak) solution for this type of problems
is viscosity solutions [36, 37, 5]. Wellposedness, regularity, and other properties
of viscosity solutions for nonlocal fully nonlinear PDEs has been intensely studied
in recent years. Regularity in the degenerate case comes from comparison type
of arguments and typically gives preservation of the regularity of the data [37].
Solutions are therefore often no more than Lipschitz continuous, see Section 4.1 for
an example.

There is an extensive literature on numerical methods for local fully nonlinear
equations including finite differences, semi-Lagrangian, finite elements, spectral,
Monte Carlo, and many more, see e.g. [25, 48, 39, 31, 6, 16, 41, 15, 13, 27, 47, 14, 33].
Here there is the added difficulty of discretizing the fractional and nonlocal opera-
tors in a monotone, stable, and consistent way. These operators are singular integral
operators, and can be discretized by quadrature after truncating the singular part
and correcting with a suitable second derivative term [24]. In the setting of nonlocal
Bellman-Isaacs equations, such approximations were introduced in [38, 17, 11] with
further developments, including error estimates, in e.g. [9, 22, 45, 30, 10, 11, 38].
These approximations have fractional order accuracy, depending on the order of
the fractional/nonlocal operator.

The numerical approximations used in this paper are based on powers of discrete
Laplacians. As opposed to the approximations above, they are 2nd order accurate
regardless of the order of the operators. They can also be interpreted as quadrature
rules and represented as an infinite series expansion with explicit weights [20]. These
weights satisfy a discrete version of the Lévy integrability condition. Previously
powers of discrete Laplacians have been used to discretize linear equations [26],
porous medium equations [29], and very recently also certain HJB equations [19].
We also refer to [28] for results on 1d quasilinear equations related to integrated
porous medium equations with fractional pressure. In [19], (optimal fractional)
error bounds for numerical schemes for convex fractional equations are studied.
But in the case of powers of the discrete Laplacian, only very simple non-degenerate
constant coefficient problems were considered, and no numerical experiments were
performed. This paper gives extensions of the schemes and convergence results in
[19] to a very large class of fully nonlinear equations, including non-convex, strongly
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degenerate, and variable coefficients problems. We show that the resulting schemes
are consistent, monotone, stable, and convergent. We do not study error bounds,
but we perform a number of numerical experiments.

To simplify the presentation we introduce the numerical scheme and perform the
detailed convergence analysis for the following version of the problem:

(1.5)
ut − F

(
− (−∆)

σ
2 u

)
= f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ QT ,

u(x, 0) = u0(x), x ∈ RN .

We also focus on explicit schemes using forward Euler time discretizations. Under
suitable CFL conditions, we then show that the schemes are monotone satisfying
a comparison principle and L∞-stable. We use viscosity solutions and the Barles-
Perthame-Souganidis method of half-relaxed limits [6] to show that solutions of the
schemes converge uniformly to solutions of the equation. To do that, we show that
the particular versions of monotonicity and consistency required by [6] are indeed
satified by our schemes. Numerical examples are presented for problem (1.5), in one
and two dimension, for problems with non-smooth and smooth solutions. We also
illustrate numerically the convergence of solutions as σ → 0+ and σ → 2−, showing
that our schemes are stable also with respect to these limits. Later (Section 5) we
explain how to extend the schemes and results to other time-discretisations and
more general problems, including problems with first order/convection terms, and
the Bellman-Isaacs equation (1.3).

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we intro-
duce the notation and assumptions, and give well-posedness results for equation
(1.5). In addition, we discuss the relation between HJB-Isaacs equations and a zero
sum game. In Section 3 we give the analytical results for approximations based
on powers of discrete Laplacians – showing monotonicity, stability, consistency,
and convergence of the schemes. We also prove an error bound showing that the
scheme is 2nd order in h when solutions are smooth enough. Numerical examples
are presented in Section 4, and Section 5 covers extensions of the results for various
cases – other time discretizations, equations involving convection and more general
diffusion terms, and HJB-Isaacs type equations.

2. On nonlocal PDEs

In this section we present the assumptions on the nonlocal fully nonlinear equa-
tion (1.5) and give wellposedness and regularity results. In the second part we
explain the connection between the HJB/Isaacs equation (1.4) and a stochastic
differential game.

Let us first introduce some notation. By C,K etc. we mean various constants
which may change from line to line. We let (·)+ := max{0, ·}, | · | denote the
euclidean norm, and also define the norms ∥u∥L∞ = supx |u(x)| and ∥u∥W 1,∞ =

∥u∥L∞ +supx ̸=y
|u(x)−u(y)|

|x−y| . Moreover, Cn(Q) (Cn
b (Q)) for n ∈ N denotes the space

of n times continuously differentiable functions on Q (with bounded derivatives).

2.1. Wellposedness of nonlocal PDEs. We will study viscosity solutions of
equation (1.5) under the following assumptions:

(A1) F (l1)− F (l2) ≤ LF (l1 − l2)
+ for all l1, l2 ∈ R.

(A2) f ∈ Cb(QT ) and u0 ∈ Cb(RN ).
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Assumption (A1) implies that F is both Lipschitz continous (with Lipschitz con-
stant LF ) and nondecreasing. A definition and general theory of viscosity solution
for the nonlocal equations like (1.4) can be found e.g. in [36, 5], but we do not need
this generality here. In particular since there is no local diffusion, we could follow
the simpler (comparison) arguments of [18].

We have the following strong comparison and well-posedness results for (1.5):

Proposition 2.1. Assume (A1) and (A2).

(i) (Comparison) If u ∈ USCb and v ∈ LSCb are bounded viscosity subsolution and
supersolution of (1.5) respectively, then

u ≤ v in RN × [0, T ].

(ii) (Existence and uniqueness) There exists a unique bounded continuous viscosity
solution u of (1.5).

(iii) (L∞-stability) The solution u in (ii) satisfies:

∥u(·, t)∥L∞ ≤ ∥u0∥L∞ + t
(
∥f∥L∞ + |F (0)|

)
.

Proof. We refer to [18, Section 6] for part (i) and (ii) in the case when u0 and f
are BUC. As mentioned there, the parabolic proof is a simple generalization of
the detailed proofs in the elliptic case in [18, Theorem 2.1, 2.3 and Corollary 2.2].
These proofs easily extend to the case when u0 and f are Cb.

1

For (iii), begin by defining

w(x, t) = ∥u0∥L∞(RN ) + t(|F (0)|+ ∥f∥L∞(QT )).

Inserting w into the left-hand side of (1.5), we find that it is a supersolution of the
equation:

wt − F (−(−∆)
σ
2w) = (|F (0)|+ ∥f∥L∞)− F (0) ≥ f,

where we get F (0) in the first equality since w is independent of x. Similarly, −w
is a subsolution of (1.5). Then the result follows by part (i). □

2.2. A differential game related to nonlocal PDEs. The HJB/Isaacs equation
(1.4) is related to a zero sum differential game where players control the following
SDE [1, 23] driven by a σ-stable Levy process of the form

dXs = bαs,βs(Xs, s) ds+

∫
|z|>0

ηαs,βs(Xs− , s)z Ñ(dz, ds), Xt = x,(2.1)

when ηα,β(x, t) = [aα,β(x, t)]
1
σ and Ñ is the compensated Poisson random measure.

The Poisson random measure N(B, t) counts the number of jumps z ∈ B of the
driving process up to time t [1, 44]. For σ-stable processes, E

[
N(dz, dt)

]
= ν(dz)dt

with ν(dz) = c dz
|z|N+σ , where c is as in (1.1), and then the compensated measure

1To do this we need to modify the viscosity solution doubling of variables argument in the
following way: First pass the limit to undo the doubling and then to undo the penalisation of
infinity. The proof still works, because as long as we penalise infinity, we are working on a compact

set, and Cb implies BUC here. UC is only needed to undo the doubling (the first limit). This
order works for HJB/Isaacs type of equations, but in [18] the order of the limits needs to be
opposite because quasi-linear operators are considered.
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Ñ(dx, dt) = N(dz, dt) − ν(dz)dt. Note that by self-similarity of the definition of
the fractional Laplacian and the definition of ηα,β ,

−aα,β(x, t)(−∆)
σ
2 ϕ(x) = p.v.

∫
|z|>0

(
ϕ(x+ ηα,β(x, t)z)− ϕ(x)

) c

|z|N+σ
dz,

and hence the generator of Xs in (2.1) is the operator Lα,β in (1.4) [1, 23].
The game setting is a zero-sum game with two players, separate controls α· and

β· belonging to sets of admissible controls Aad and Bad, and a “cost” function

J(x, t, α·, β·) = E
[ ∫ T

t

e−
∫ s
t
cαr,βr (Xr,r)drfαs,βs(Xs, s) ds

+ e−
∫ T
t

cαr,βr (Xr,r)dru0(XT )
]
,

where c, f , and u0 are the discounting rate, running cost, and terminal cost respec-
tively. The “cost” function is a cost for one player who seeks to minimise it and a
gain for the other who seeks to maximise it. The game can be understood from the
(upper/lower) values of the game defined as

u(x, T − t) = inf
α·∈Aad

sup
β·∈Bad

J(x, t, α·, β·).

In the dynamic programming approach to optimal control and differential games
[8, 44, 34], this function is shown to satisfy the HJB/Isaacs equation (1.4) with
initial data u0.

3. Discretization by powers of discrete Laplacian

In this section we approximate the nonlocal fully nonlinear HJB/Isaacs equation
(1.5) using a forward Euler approximation in time and powers of the discrete Lapla-
cian to approximate the fractional Laplacians. We then show that the resulting
scheme is consistent, monotone, and L∞-stable. Using the method of half-relaxed
limits of Barles-Perthame-Souganidis [6], we then show convergence of the method
toward the viscosity solution of (1.5).

We introduce space and time grids, Gh = hZN = {xj = hj : j ∈ ZN} and

T T
τ = {tn := nτ}Mn=0, for τ = T

M > 0, M ∈ N. The parameters h and τ are then
the distance between the grid points in the two grids.

3.1. Powers of the discrete Laplacian. Let ∆hϕ(x) be the discrete Laplacian,
the 2nd order central finite difference approximation of ∆ϕ defined in (1.2). Then
the powers of the discrete Laplacian [20, 29] is defined as

−(−∆h)
σ
2 ϕ(x) :=

1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

∫ ∞

0

(
et∆hϕ(x)− ϕ(x)

) dt

t1+
σ
2
, σ ∈ (0, 2),(3.1)

where U(t) = et∆hψ is the solution of semi-discrete heat equation

(3.2)
∂tU(x, t) = ∆h U(x, t) for (x, t) ∈ RN × (0,∞),

U(x, 0) = ψ(x) for x ∈ RN .

An explicit formula for et∆hϕ and details related to this approximation can be
found in Section 4.5 of [29].

The operator −(−∆h)
σ
2 is a monotone (positive coefficients) operator given by

a series expansion with explicit weights, and these weights satisfy a discrete version
of the Levy integrability condition.
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Lemma 3.1. Let −(−∆h)
σ
2 be defined by (3.1). Then

−(−∆h)
σ
2 ϕ(x) =

∑
j∈ZN\{0}

(
ϕ(x+ xj)− ϕ(x)

)
κσ,h,j,

where

κσ,h,j =
1

hσ
1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

∫ ∞

0

G(j, t)
dt

t1+
σ
2
,

G(j, t) = e−2Nt
∏N

i=1 I|ji|(2t), and Im ≥ 0 is the modified Bessel function of the

first kind and order m ∈ N. Moreover, κσ,h,j ≥ 0 for all j ∈ ZN and there is a
Cσ > 0 such that ∑

j∈ZN\{0}

κσ,h,j =
Cσ

hσ
.

Note that the last part of the lemma (the formula for the sum) seems not to
have been proved before, even though something like this is needed in [29].

Proof. In the one dimensional case, the results follow from [20, Theorem 1.1]. For
the proof of the quadrature representation, see [29, Lemma 4.20].

Note that G ≥ 0 and then also κσ,h,j ≥ 0. For the final result we use from [21,
Section 8.2.] that

∑
j∈ZN G(j, t) = 1 to see that

(3.3)

∑
j∈ZN\{0}

κσ,h,j =
1

hσ
1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

∑
j∈ZN\{0}

∫ ∞

0

G(j, t)
dt

t1+
σ
2

=
1

hσ
1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

∫ ∞

0

(1−G(0, t))
dt

t1+
σ
2
,

where we interchange the sum and integral by Tonelli’s theorem.
We must show that the integral in the above expression converges. To this end,

write ∫ ∞

0

(1−G(0, t))
dt

t1+
σ
2
=

∫ 1

0

(1−G(0, t))
dt

t1+
σ
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=I1

+

∫ ∞

1

(1−G(0, t))
dt

t1+
σ
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=I2

.

I2 clearly converges, since

I2 ≤
∫ ∞

1

1

t1+
σ
2
dt <∞,

for σ ∈ (0, 2).
Showing that I1 converges requires a bit more work. Using the definitions of G

and of modified Bessel functions of the first kind we can write

G(0, t) = e−2Nt
(
1 +

∞∑
m=1

t2m

(m!)2

)N

.

The infinite sum in the above expression is a power series with infinite radius of
convergence. Consequently, G(0, t) is a smooth function on the whole real line. In
particular, G(0, ·) ∈ C1([0, 1]). By the mean value theorem, we then have that

G(0, t)− 1

t
= G′(s) for some s ∈ (0, t),
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where we use that G(0, 0) = 1. Let M = maxs∈[0,1] |G′(s)| (which exists since

G(0, ·) ∈ C1([0, 1])). Consequently,

I1 ≤
∫ 1

0

M

t
σ
2
dt <∞,

for σ ∈ (0, 2).
Since I1 and I2 converges, we have shown that∑

j∈ZN\{0}

κσ,h,j = Cσ
1

hσ
,

for some constant Cσ > 0 and σ ∈ (0, 2). The constant Cσ is strictly greater than
zero since the integrand in (3.3) is positive almost everywhere on the domain of
integration. □

By Lemma 4.22 in [29], −(−∆h)
σ
2 is a second order approximation of −(−∆)

σ
2 :

Lemma 3.2 ([29]). Assume σ ∈ (0, 2) and ϕ ∈ C4
b (RN ). Then∣∣(−∆h)

σ
2 ϕ(x)− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x)

∣∣ ≤ N
10h

2
(
∥D4ϕ∥∞ + 2−σ

2+σ cN∥ϕ∥∞
)
,(3.4)

where cN =
∑N

i=1

∫
RN

∣∣∂(4)zi KN (z, 1)
∣∣ dz and KN (x, t) is the heat kernel in RN .

This is [29, Lemma 4.22] with precise values of the constants. Note that the rate
O(h2) is uniform over σ ∈ (0, 2). We now redo the proof to get explicit values of
the constants.

Proof. By the definition of the fractional Laplacian, we have that∣∣(−∆h)
σ
2 ϕ(x)− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x)

∣∣ ≤ 1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

[ ∫ 1

0

|E(x, t)| dt

t1+
σ
2
+

∫ ∞

1

|E(x, t)| dt

t1+
σ
2

]
,

for E(x, t) := et∆hϕ(x) − et∆ϕ(x). Let τ(x, t) := ∂te
t∆ϕ(x) − ∆he

t∆ϕ(x), and
observe that since et∆hϕ(x) solves the semi-discrete heat equation (3.2),

∂tE = ∆hE − τ.

Since ∆h is monotone and E(x, 0) = 0, comparison holds and leads to the bound

∥E(·, t)∥∞ ≤
∫ t

0

∥τ(·, s)∥∞ ds

(± the right hand side is a super/subsolution). By Taylor expansion,

|τ(x, t)| ≤ h2

12

N∑
i=1

max
x

∣∣∂(4)xi
et∆ϕ(x)

∣∣,
and then by introducing the heat kernel KN we find that,∣∣∂(4)xi

et∆ϕ(x)
∣∣ = ∣∣∣∂(4)xi

∫
RN

ϕ(x− y)KN (y, t) dy
∣∣∣

≤

∥∂4xi
ϕ∥∞

∫
RN KN (y, t) dy

∥ϕ∥∞
∫
RN |∂(4)xi KN (y, t)| dy

≤

∥∂4xi
ϕ∥∞

∥ϕ∥∞ cN
t2 ,



8 INDRANIL CHOWDHURY, ESPEN R. JAKOBSEN, AND ROBIN Ø. LIEN

where cN =
∫
RN

∑N
i=1

∣∣∂(4)zi KN (z, 1)
∣∣ dz and we have used KN ≥ 0,

∫
KNdx = 1,

and self-similarity KN (x, t) = 1
tN/2KN ( x√

t
, 1). For 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, we use the first

bound,

∥E(·, t)∥∞ ≤ th2
N

12
∥D4ϕ∥∞.

When t ≥ 1, we split the integral and use both bounds as follows:

∥E(·, t)∥∞ ≤
∫ 1

0

h2
N

12
∥D4ϕ∥∞ ds+

∫ t

1

h2
N

12
∥ϕ∥∞

cN
s2

ds

= h2
N

12
∥D4ϕ∥∞ + h2

N

12
∥ϕ∥∞cN

(
1− 1

t

)
.

We can now compute the finial estimate:∣∣(−∆h)
σ
2 ϕ(x)− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x)

∣∣
≤ 1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

h2
N

12

[ ∫ 1

0

t∥D4ϕ∥∞
dt

t1+
σ
2
+

∫ ∞

1

(
∥D4ϕ∥∞ + ∥ϕ∥∞cN

(
1− 1

t

)) dt

t1+
σ
2

]
=

1

|Γ(−σ
2 )|

h2
N

12

[
∥D4ϕ∥∞

1

1− σ
2

+
(
∥D4ϕ∥∞ + ∥ϕ∥∞cN

) 2
σ
− ∥ϕ∥∞cN

1

1 + σ
2

]
= h2

N

12|Γ(−σ
2 )|

1
σ
2

(∥D4ϕ∥∞
1− σ

2

+
cN∥ϕ∥∞
1 + σ

2

)
.

Two applications of the identity xΓ(x) = Γ(x+1) implies that −σ
2 (1−

σ
2 )Γ(−

σ
2 ) =

Γ(2 − σ
2 ), and we can conclude by noting that for σ ∈ (0, 2), Γ(2 − σ

2 ) ∈ (0.88, 1)
and hence 12Γ(2− σ

2 ) ≥ 10. □

From Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 it follows that −(−∆h)
σ
2 is a monotone (pos-

itive coefficients) quadrature approximation of −(−∆)
σ
2 satisfying a discrete Levy

condition.

3.2. Numerical approximation of the nonlocal PDE. Approximating time
derivatives by forward Euler and fractional Laplacians by powers of discrete Lapla-
cians (3.1), we get the following explicit scheme:

Un+1
i = Un

i + τ
[
F
(
− (−∆h)

σ
2 Un

i

)
+ fni

]
for i ∈ ZN , n ∈ T T

τ ,

U0
i = u0 for i ∈ ZN ,

(3.5)

where Un
i = u(xi, tn) and f

n
i = f(xi, tn) for xi ∈ Gh and tn ∈ T T

τ .
This scheme is monotone/satisfies a comparison principle under a CFL condition:

τ ≤ 1

LFCσ
hσ, Cσ and LF are given by Lemma 3.1 and (A1).(3.6)

Theorem 3.3 (Comparison). Assume (A1), (3.6), and U, V sub-, supersolutions
of (3.5).2 If U0

j ≤ V 0
j for all j ∈ ZN , then Un

j ≤ V n
j holds for all n ≥ 1 and j ∈ ZN .

2Subsolution means (3.5) is satisfied as an ≤-inequality.
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Proof. Consider the following calculation:

U1
i − V 1

i

= U0
i − V 0

i + τ
(
F
(
− (−∆h)

σ
2 U0

i

)
− F

(
− (−∆h)

σ
2 V 0

i

))
≤ U0

i − V 0
i + τLF

(
− (−∆h)

σ
2

(
U0
i − V 0

i

))+

= U0
i − V 0

i + τLF

( ∑
j∈ZN\{0}

((
U0
i+j − V 0

i+j

)
−

(
U0
i − V 0

i

))
κσ,h,j

)+

Since U0
j − V 0

j ≤ 0, and a+ b+ ≤ (a+ b)+ when a ≤ 0, we get

U1
i − V 1

i

≤ τLF

( ∑
j∈ZN\{0}

(U0
i+j − V 0

i+j)κσ,h,j + (U0
i − V 0

i )
( 1

τLF
−

∑
j∈ZN\{0}

κσ,h,j

))+

≤ 0,

where the last inequality follows from the CFL-condition (3.6), κσ,h,j ≥ 0 (Lemma
3.1), and U0

j − V 0
j ≤ 0. Hence U1

i ≤ V 1
i for all i ∈ ZN . The result follows by

induction. □

From monotoncity/comparison, uniqueness and L∞-stablilty follow:

Theorem 3.4 (Existence, uniqueness, and L∞-stability). Assume (A1), (A2),
and CFL condition (3.6). Then there exists a unique solution U of (3.5) satisfying

∥Un∥L∞ ≤ ∥u0∥L∞ + tn(|F (0)|+ ∥f∥L∞).

Proof. Existence and uniqueness are immediate since the scheme is explicit. To
show the L∞-bound, note that ±W are super/sub solutions of (3.5) when

W (xj, tn) = ∥u0∥L∞ + tn(|F (0)|+ ∥f∥L∞),

since e.g. Wn+1
j −Wn

j −τF
(
(−∆h)

σ
2Wn

j

)
= τ(|F (0)|+∥f∥L∞)−τF (0) ≥ τf(xj, tn).

Then by comparison (Theorem 3.3), −W ≤ U ≤W and the result follows. □

3.3. Convergence of the scheme. We will use the method of half-relaxed limits
[6], and to do that we need to extend the scheme to the whole space and write
it in a particular form so that we can verify the assumptions of the method. Let
Uh : RN × [0, T ] → R denote the solution and

S(h, x, t, Uh(x, t), Uh) = 0 in RN × [0, T ],(3.7)

the scheme on the whole space, where S is defined as

S(h, x, t, r, Uh)(3.8)

=


r−Uh(x,t−τ)

τ − F
(
− (−∆h)

σ
2 Uh(x, t− τ)

)
− f(x, t− τ), t ∈ [τ, T ],

r − u0(x), t ∈ [0, τ).

The scheme (3.7) and solution Uh coinside with the scheme (3.5) and solution U
when restricted to the grid Gh × T T

τ . Note that since τ = o(1) as h→ 0 below, we
have skipped the depedence on τ in S.
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Lemma 3.5 (Existence, uniqueness, and L∞-stability). Assume (A1), (A2), and
CFL condition (3.6). Then there exists a unique solution Uh of (3.7) satisfying

∥Uh(t)∥L∞ ≤ ∥u0∥L∞ + t(|F (0)|+ ∥f∥L∞).

Proof. Since at any point (x, t), Uh is the solution of (3.5) on the grid (x, t)+Gh ×
T T
τ , the result follows from Theorem 3.4. □

Remark 3.6. By comparison, Uh will inherit continuity in x from the data f and
u0. It is also possible to show approximate continuity in time, sup|x|≤R |Uh(t, x)−
Uh(s, x)| ≤ ω̃R(|t− s|+ τ

1
2 ) for some modulus ω̃R.

To show convergence, in addition to L∞-stability, we to show that the scheme
in the form (3.7) is monotone and stable in the sense of Barles-Souganidis [6].

Lemma 3.7 (BS monotone). Assume (A1), (A2), and CFL condition (3.6). The
function S(h, x, t, r, Uh) defined in (3.8) is nondecreasing in r and nonincreasing in
Uh.

Proof. Increasing in r is immediate from the definition. Nonincreasing in Uh follows
from a direct computation using the properties of −(−∆h)

σ
2 , including positivity

and estimates on the weights from Lemma 3.1 combined with the CLF condition
(3.6). The details are essentially given in the proof of comparison Theorem 3.3. □

Lemma 3.8 (BS consistent). Assume (A1), (A2), τ = o(1) as h → 0, and S is
defined in (3.8). If ϕ ∈ C2 ∩ Cb(QT ) and ηh ≥ 0 is such that ηh

τ → 0 as h → 0,

then 3

lim inf
(h,t,x,ξ)→(0,t0,x0,0)

S(h, x, t, ϕ(x, t) + ξ − ηh, ϕ+ ξ) ≥ϕt(x0, t0)− F
(
− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x0, t0)

)
− f(x0, t0), t0 > 0,

min
{
ϕ(x0, 0)− (u0)

∗(x), ϕt(x0, 0)− F
(
− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x0, 0)

)
− f(x0, 0)

}
, t0 = 0.

and

lim sup
(h,t,x,ξ)→(0,t0,x0,0)

S(h, x, t, ϕ(x, t) + ξ − ηh, ϕ+ ξ) ≤ϕt(x0, t0)− F
(
− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x0, t0)

)
− f(x0, t0), t0 > 0,

max
{
ϕ(x0, 0)− (u0)∗(x), ϕt(x0, 0)− F

(
− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x0, 0)

)
− f(x0, 0)

}
, t0 = 0,

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [28, Lemma 5.5], and we only to the
lim sup-case since the lim inf-case is similar. First note that by Lemma 3.4 (and an
approximation argument since ϕ ̸∈ C4

b ), (−∆h)
σ
2 ϕ→ (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ locally uniformly as

h→ 0+ (see also [20, Theorem 1.7]). Assume (h, t, x, ξ) → (0, t0, x0, 0) and consider

I := S(h, x, t, ϕ(x, t) + ξ + ηh, ϕ+ ξ).

We start with the case t0 ∈ (0, T ). For small enough h, both t0, t0 − τ ∈ (τ, T ),
so by (3.8) I becomes

ϕ(x,t)+ξ+ηh−(ϕ(x,t−τ)+ξ)
τ − F

(
− (−∆h)

σ
2 (ϕ(x, t− τ) + ξ)

)
− f(x, t− τ)

= ϕ(x,t)−ϕ(x,t−τ)
τ + ηh

τ − F
(
− (−∆h)

σ
2 ϕ(x, t− τ)

)
− f(x, t− τ).

3(u0)∗(x) = lim inf
y→x

u0(y) and (u0)
∗(x) = lim sup

y→x
u0(y).
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Under our assumptions, we then find that

I
h→0−−−→ ∂tϕ(x, t)− F

(
− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x, t)

)
− f(x, t),

and then that

lim
h→0

I
(t,x,ξ)→(t0,x0,0)−−−−−−−−−−−→ ∂tϕ(x0, t0)− F

(
− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x0, t0)

)
− f(x0, t0).

The result is in fact independent of the order of the limits.
Now let t0 = 0. Then t can approach t0 by points from either [τ, T ) or [0, τ).

Assume first t→ t0 from [τ, T ). As above we then find that

lim
(h,t,x,ξ)→(0,t0,x0,0)

I = ∂tϕ(x0, 0)− F
(
− (−∆)

σ
2 ϕ(x0, 0)

)
− f(x0, 0).

If t→ t0 from [0, τ), we instead find that

lim sup
(h,t,x,ξ)→(0,t0,x0,0)

I = lim sup
(h,t,x,ξ)→(0,t0,x0,0)

ϕ(x, t) + ξ + ηh − u0(x)

= ϕ(x0, 0)− (u0)∗(x0).

Hence lim sup(h,t,x,ξ)→(0,t0,x0,0) I is bounded above by the maximum of the two
cases and the result follows. □

The main result of the paper shows that the scheme is convergent.

Theorem 3.9 (Convergence). Assume (A1), (A2), CFL condition (3.6), and u
and Uh solve (1.5) and (3.7) respectively. Then Uh → u locally uniformly as h→ 0.

Proof. In view of our previous results, the convergence follows in a standard way
from the Barles-Perthame-Souganidis method of half-relaxed limits [6]. We sketch
the proof, starting by introducing the “half-relaxed limits” of Uh:

u(x, t) = lim sup
(y,s,h)→(x,t,0+)

Uh(y, s) and u(x, t) = lim inf
(y,s,h)→(x,t,0+)

Uh(y, s).

By BS stability (Lemma 3.5) u and u are finite and bounded, and then by stability
of viscosity solutions and BS monotonicity and consistency (Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8),
u and u are sub- and supersolutions of (1.5) respectively. See the proof of [28,
Theorem 5.6] for a detailed proof in a case that is close to ours. By the strong
comparison principle for equation (1.5) (Proposition 2.1 (i)) we have that u ≤ u.
By definition, u ≥ u, and hence the limsup and liminf are equal and the limit exists:

lim
(y,s,h)→(x,t,0+)

Uh(y, s) = u(x, t) = u(x, t) := u(x, t),

and the limit u is continuous and a viscosity solution of (1.5) (unique by Proposition
2.1 (ii)). Furthermore, lim suph→0+ Uh ≤ u = u ≤ lim infh→0+ Uh, so Uh → u
pointwise as h → 0. Local uniform convergence follows by the definitions of u and
u, see e.g. [2, Chapter 5, Theorem 1.9]. □

Remark 3.10. In viscosity solution theory, initial and boundary conditions can be
interpreted in a pointwise classical sense or in a generalized sense allowing for loss
of boundary conditions and boundary discontinuities. The first is used in [18] and
Proposition 2.1, while the second is needed for the method of half-relaxed limits
[6]. However, for parabolic problems the two notions of initial conditions coincide
when the initial data is continuous. Then R × {0} is regular in the sense that the
initial condition is continuously attained in every point. See e.g. [4, Theorem 4.7]
(or [28, Lemma 4.2] for a nonlocal case), the proofs are essentially the same.
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Under our assumptions solutions of (1.5) need only be continuous (the problem
may degenerate). Under stronger assumptions, the solution may be more regular
and then it is possible to estimate also the convergence rate of the scheme. We refer
to [19] for many results in this direction and a discussion covering several special
cases of problems (1.5) and (1.4). Even if convergence rates are not a main focus
of this paper, we will give one result showing that in the best possible case, our
scheme is indeed 2nd order in space and first order time.

Theorem 3.11 (Convergence rate). Assume (A1), (A2), u ∈ Cb([0, T ];C
4
b (RN ))∩

C2
b (0, T ;Cb(RN )), CFL condition (3.6), and u and U solve (1.5) and (3.5). Then

(3.9)

sup
i∈ZN

|Un
i − u(xi, tn)|

≤ tnLF

(
cN,σ,1∥D4u(·, tn)∥L∞ + cN,σ,2∥u(·, tn)∥L∞

)
h2 + tn∥utt∥L∞τ.

Remark 3.12. (a) The second order rate in h is confirmed by our numerical
experiments, see Section 4.4. In our computations τ ≤ O(h2) is required to reach
this rate as indicated by (3.9). The scheme still works under the milder CFL-
condition τ ≤ O(hσ) (cf. (3.6)), but then the convergence is slower.

(b) Can u ever be so smooth as in Theorem 3.11? The answer is yes if e.g. F, f, u0
are smooth enough and F ′ ≥ c > 0 (strict ellipticity). A more precise discussion
on this can be found in e.g. [19].

Proof. Let un := u(x, tn), u
n
i := u(xi, tn), etc. Evaluating (1.5) at time tn and

adding and subtracting terms, we find that

(3.10)

un+1 − un

τ
− F (−(−∆h)

σ/2un)

= fn + F (−(−∆)σ/2un)− F (−(−∆h)
σ/2un)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:a

+
un+1 − un

τ
− unt︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:b

.

Note that by (A1) and Theorem 3.2, and by Taylor expansion in time,

|a| ≤ LF

(
cN,σ,1∥D4u(·, tn)∥L∞ + cN,σ,2∥u(·, tn)∥L∞

)
h2 =: A,

|b| ≤ ∥utt∥L∞τ =: B.

Define now w± := u± t(A+B). By (3.10), w± is a super/sub-solution of (3.5):

w±(xi, tn+1)− w±(xi, tn)

τ
− F (−(−∆h)

σ/2w±(xi, tn))

=
un+1
i − uni

τ
− F (−(−∆h)

σ/2uni ) +
tn+1 − tn

τ
(±(A+B))

= fni + (a±A) + (b±B)
≥
≤ fni .

By the discrete comparison principle Theorem 3.3, we then have that

w−(xi, tn) ≤ Un
i ≤ w+(xi, tn).

Rearranging and taking the max over i ∈ ZN gives us (3.9). □
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4. Numerical experiments

In the following numerical experiments we will solve the scheme (3.5) with f = 0,

Un+1
i = Un

i + τFm(−(−∆h)
σ
2 Un

i ), m = 1, 2, 3,

U0
i = gk(xi), k = 1, 2, 3,

(4.1)

where (F1, F2, F3) are

F1(l) = max(0, l), F2(l) = max

(
1

2
l, l

)
, F3(l) = l.

Here F1, F2 are non-smooth, nonlinear and Lipschitz, F3 is linear, smooth and
Lipschitz, and F1 is strongly degenerate, the others non-degenerate. We consider
C1,1, non-smooth (Lipschitz), and C∞ initial conditions:

g1(x) =


3
4 sin(π(x+ 3

2 ))−
1
2 sin(

π
2 (x+ 1)) + 1

4 , x ∈ (−2, 2),

0, x ̸∈ (−2, 2),

g2(x) =


2− |x|, x ∈ (−2,−1] ∪ [1, 2),

2|x| − 1, x ∈ (−1, 1),

0, x ̸∈ (−2, 2),

g3(x) =
1

1 + x2
.

3 2 1 0 1 2 3
1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

3 2 1 0 1 2 3 3 2 1 0 1 2 3

Figure 1. Initial conditions g1 (left), g2 (middle), and g3 (right).

In all experiments we consider 1d fractional Laplacians, since in dimensionN = 1
the formula for the weights simplifies to (cf. [20, Theorem 1.1 a)]):

κσ,h,j =
1

hσ
2σΓ( 1+σ

2 )Γ(|j| − σ
2 )√

π|Γ(−σ
2 )|Γ(|j|+ 1 + σ

2 )
.(4.2)

We can then compute the fractional Laplacian as (cf. Lemma 3.1)

−(−∆h)
σ
2 Un

i =
∑

j∈Z\{i}

κσ,h,i−jU
n
j − Un

i

∑
j∈Z\{0}

κσ,h,j ,(4.3)

truncating the sums at large j to get finite sums. However, without proper handling
of the ratio of gamma-functions, this approach leads to poor numerical convergence.
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A clever solution using asymptotic approximations and the ζ-function is described
by U. Unneberg in [49, Appendix A]:

(−∆h)
σ
2 Uj ≈ LR,σ[U ]j + LR

σ [U ]j , j ∈ Z,(4.4)

where

LR,σ[U ]j :=
2σΓ( 1+σ

2 )

hσ
√
π|Γ(−σ

2 )|
∑

|m|≤R,
m̸=0

(Uj − Uj−m)
Γ(|m| − σ

2 )

Γ(|m|+ 1 + σ
2 )
,

LR
σ [U ]j :=

2σΓ( 1+σ
2 )

hσ
√
π|Γ(−σ

2 )|
2Uj

(
ζ(1 + σ)−

R−1∑
m=1

1

m1+σ

)
.

We also use the (standard) trick of writing
Γ(|m|−σ

2 )

Γ(|m|+1+σ
2 ) = eln(Γ(|m|−σ

2 ))−ln(Γ(|m|+1+σ
2 )),

because we can then use larger R before encountering ∞/∞-type errors. When

σ = 1 we use that the ratio simplifies:
Γ(|m|− 1

2 )

Γ(|m|+1+ 1
2 )

= 1
(|m|+ 1

2 )(|m|− 1
2 )
.

To get a finite computational domain I, we truncate the domain, introducing
artificial 0-Dirichlet exterior conditions on Ic. The relative L∞-error of a numerical
solution U with respect to a reference solution Ũ is

Rel. error =
∥U − Ũ∥L∞(Ierror)

∥Ũ∥L∞(Ierror)

,

where Ierror ⊂ I is a smaller domain chosen to avoid pollution from the artificial
exterior conditions.

4.1. Example 1: A degenerate diffusion equation in 1d. Here we solve (4.1)
with the degenerate nonlinearity F1, with h = 2−5, τ = O(hσ), and I = [−20, 20].

(1a) We first look at a fixed time t = 0.5, two different initial conditions g1, g2, and
three different values of σ ( 12 , 1,

3
2 ), see Figure 2. Compared to initial conditions

(Figure 1), we observe that the positive peaks remain fixed while the negative peak
has diffused/traveled upwards. The solution never becomes smooth in the g2-case.

Remark 4.1. Because of the the nonlinearity F1, the solution can only move/diffuse
when the fractional Laplacian is positive and this only happens if the solution is
“convex enough”. At the positive peaks this is never the case, and the solution is
stuck there.

6 4 2 0 2 4 6
0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
Smooth IC

 = 0.5
 = 1
 = 1.5

6 4 2 0 2 4 6

Nonsmooth IC
 = 0.5
 = 1
 = 1.5

Time = 0.5

Figure 2. Experiment 1a.
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(1b) Now we study the time evolution of problem (4.1) with nonlinearity F1 and
non-smooth initial data g2. We solve the problem at four different times and for
three different values of σ (1, 32 , 2), see Figure 3. As expected, we observe the
strongest diffusion in the most convex regions.

Remark 4.2. Short range diffusion becomes stronger the larger σ is, but for long
range diffusion it is the opposite. Therefore large σ diffuse faster near peaks, but
slower far away. This means that solutions in Figure 3 are not ordered, but rather
they will reverse order far enough from the peaks.

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0
Time = 0

 = 1.0
 = 1.5
 = 2

Time = 0.5
 = 1.0
 = 1.5
 = 2

4 2 0 2 4
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
Time = 1

 = 1.0
 = 1.5
 = 2

4 2 0 2 4

Time = 2
 = 1.0
 = 1.5
 = 2

Nonsmooth IC

Figure 3. Experiment 1b.

4.2. Example 2: A degenerate diffusion equation in 2d. We solve

Un+1
i,j = Un

i,j + τ
[
F1

(
− (−∆x

h)
1
2Un

i,j

)
+ F2

(
− (−∆y

h)
1
2Un

i,j

)]
,

U0
i,j = g1

(√
x2i + y2j

)
,

(4.5)

where (−∆x
h)

1
2 and (−∆y

h)
1
2 denote (1d) 1

2 -Laplacians in the x and y directions
respectively (see Section 5.3 below for the generalization to this class of equations).
The initial condition is the 2d radially symmetric version of g1. We use h = 2−5,
τ = O(hσ), and I = [−20, 20]× [−20, 20]. The solution at t = 1 is shown Figure 4.

In this example no points are stuck and the solution diffuses in the whole domain.
Observe from the red and green curves how the two different nonlinearities in (4.5)
cause the solution to diffuse differently in the x and y directions.

4.3. Example 3: Limits of solutions as σ → 0 and σ → 2. It is well-known
that as σ → 2− and σ → 0+, −(−∆)

σ
2 → ∆ and −(−∆)

σ
2 → −Id, and the

correpsonding solutions of equation (1.5) converge to the solutions of their limiting
equations [18]. We study this convergence numerically when F = F1 and g = g2,
with h = 2−5, τ = O(hσ), I = [−20, 20], and Ierror = [−10, 10]. The solutions at
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x

4
2

0
2

4
y

4
2

0
2

4

z

0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6
0.7

x
420y

5.0 2.50.0 2.5 5.0

z

0.2
0.4
0.6

x
5.02.50.02.55.0y

4 2
0

z

0.2
0.4
0.6

Time = 1

Figure 4. Experiment 2. The figures to the right show the solu-
tion for x ≤ 0 (top) and y ≤ 0 (bottom).

(t = 1, σ → 0) and (t = 1, σ → 2) are shown in Figure 5. We observe (see Table 1)
a linear convergence rate in L∞ with fixed h for both σ → 0 and σ → 2.

3 2 1 0 1 2 3
0.4

0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
Time = 1, 0

 = 1
 = 0.5
 = 0.1
 = 0.01
 = 0

3 2 1 0 1 2 3

Time = 1, 2

 = 1.0
 = 1.5
 = 1.9
 = 1.99
 = 2

Figure 5. Experiment 3.

4.4. Example 4: Convergence rate in h. We study the convergence rate as
h → 0 of the scheme (4.1) for σ = 1 and g = g3 on I = [−5000, 5000]. In Table 2
we list, for different values of h, the relative L∞-errors on Ierror = [−500, 500] at
time t = 1 .

(4a) Linear equation with known exact solution. We reproduce Example 5.1 from
[29], solving (4.1) with F = F3. In Table 2, the relative L∞-errors are with respect
to the exact solution [29]

u(x, t) =
t+ 1

(t+ 1)2 + x2
(4.6)
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σ Rel. error rate
1.00e-1 7.83e-2 –
5.00e-2 3.98e-2 0.98
2.50e-2 1.99e-2 1.00
1.25e-2 9.04e-3 1.14
6.25e-3 3.61e-3 1.32

2− σ Rel. error rate
1.00e-1 6.8e-2 –
5.00e-2 2.96e-2 1.04
2.50e-2 1.46e-2 1.02
1.25e-2 7.24e-3 1.01
6.25e-3 3.61e-3 1.01

Table 1. Experiment 3, σ → 0 (left) and σ → 2 (right). Rela-
tive L∞-errors at time t = 1 with fixed spatial step size h = 2−5.

as reference solution. The results are consistent with the O(h2 + τ) bound of
Theorem 3.11 and the discussion in Remark 3.12.

(4b) Nonlinear equation, numerical reference solution. We solve (4.1) with nonlin-
earity F = F2. In Table 2, the relative L∞-errors are with respect to the numerical
solution with h = 2−7 as reference solution.

F3 (linear) τ = h

h Rel. error rate

2−1 1.20e-1 –
2−2 6.37e-2 0.91
2−3 3.17e-2 1.01
2−4 1.57e-2 1.01
2−5 7.84e-3 1.01
2−6 3.91e-3 1.00

F3 (linear) τ = h2

Rel. error rate

5.91e-2 –
1.39e-2 2.08
3.44e-3 2.02
8.56e-4 2.01
2.14e-4 2.00
5.34e-5 2.00

F2 (nonlinear) τ = h2

Rel. error rate

2.02e-2 –
4.77e-3 2.08
1.17e-3 2.03
2.88e-4 2.02
6.85e-5 2.07
1.37e-5 2.32

Table 2. Experiment 4a (left, middle) and 4b (right), σ = 1.
Relative L∞-errors at time t = 1.

5. Extensions

5.1. On time discretizations. Different time discretizations can be considered
as long as the resulting schemes are monotone. Here we discuss the θ-method and
the corresponding scheme for (1.5):

(5.1) Un+1
i = Un

i + τ
[
F
(
− (1− θ)(−∆h)

σ
2 Un

i − θ(−∆h)
σ
2 Un+1

i

)
+ fni

]
.

This scheme is fully implicit when θ = 1. It is explicit when θ = 0 and then
the scheme coincides with (3.5). For other values, the scheme has both explicit
and implicit terms. The scheme is monotone/L∞-stable under a modified CFL
condition

(1− θ)τ ≤ 1

LFCσ
h2σ, Cσ and LF are given by Lemma 3.1 and (A1).(5.2)

Comparison, L∞-stability, and consistency follow from similar arguments as for
the explicit scheme (3.5), see Theorems 3.3, 3.4 and 3.8. Existence is no longer
immediate, but follows from a fixed point argument (Banach) for each time step
followed by an induction on the time steps – for a detailed proof see e.g. the
arguments for [11, Theorem 3.1]. Convergence then follows as before:
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Theorem 5.1. Assume (A1), (A2), θ ∈ [0, 1], CFL condition (5.10), and u and
Uh solve (1.5) and (5.1) respectively. Then Uh → u locally uniformly as h→ 0.

Remark 5.2. Only the fully implicit schemes θ = 1 have no CFL restriction here,
see (5.2). Here the CFL condition is a condition to be monotone/L∞-stable. For lin-
ear (local) problems the case θ = 1

2 is known as the Cranck-Nicholson scheme. This
scheme is von Neumann stable without any CFL condition, but to have stronger
L∞-stability a CFL condition is also needed.

5.2. Equations with first order term. To explain how first order terms and
convection phenomena modify our schemes and analysis, we consider the equation

(5.3) ut − F
(
− (−∆)

σ
2 u

)
+H(Du) = f(x, t),

where H : RN → R satisfies

(H1) |H(p1)−H(p2)| ≤ LH |p1 − p2| for p1, p2 ∈ RN .

Under assumptions (A1), (A2), (H1), comparison and wellposedness of (5.3) holds
as in Proposition 2.1. The proof remains the same since the results of [18] are very
general and cover this case as well.

There are many ways to discretize the H(Du)-term to get a monotone numeri-
cal scheme for (5.3). Such schemes are often derived from monotone conservative
schemes for scalar conservation laws like e.g. up-wind, Lax-Freidrich, Gudonov or
Enquist-Osher type of schemes [25, 43, 42, 3]. For simplicity we consider an explicit
scheme based on the Lax-Friedrich discretization [25, Section 2]:

(5.4) Un+1
i = Un

i + τ
[
F
(
− (−∆h)

σ
2 Un

i

)
−H(∇cd

h U
n
i ) + h∆H

h U
n
i + fni

]
,

where for k ∈ {1, · · · , n},

∇cd
h U =

(
Dc

h,1U, · · · , Dc
h,nU

)
with Dc

h,kU(x) = U(x+hek)−U(x−hek)
2h ,

∆H
h U =

N∑
k=1

Lk
H

U(x+hek)−2U(x)+U(x−hek)
h2 with Lk

H = ∥∂kH∥L∞

2 .

This scheme is monotone under the CFL condition

τ ≤ 1

2h−1LH + LFCσh−σ
where LH =

N∑
k=1

Lk
H ,(5.5)

LF as in (A1), and Cσ as in Lemma 3.1. A simpler sufficient condition is τ ≤
Cmin{h, hσ} for a C depending on LH and LF .

Under CFL-condition (5.5) (and (A1), (A2), (H1)), comparison for (5.4) holds
as in Theorem 3.3, and then well-posedness and L∞-stability of (5.4) follow as
before without change of proofs. Since H(∇cd

h ϕ) + h∆H
h ϕ → H(∇ϕ) as h → 0 for

smooth functions ϕ, the scheme is consistent and a version of Theorem 3.8 follows.
By the method of half-relaxed limit we then get the following convergence result:

Theorem 5.3. Assume (A1), (A2), (H1), CFL condition (5.5), and u and Uh

solve (5.3) and (5.4) respectively. Then Uh → u locally uniformly to as h→ 0.
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5.3. Equations with more general diffusion terms. More complicated diffu-
sions can be considered, like sums of terms with fractional Laplacians of different
order and dimension. Many extensions are possible, here we just discuss one:

(5.6) ut − F1

(
− (−∆α1)

σ1
2 u

)
− · · · − FP

(
− (−∆αP )

σP
2 u

)
= f(x, t),

where P ∈ N, σk ∈ (0, 2) and ∆αk = αk
1∂

2
1 + · · · + αk

N∂
2
N , αk

j ∈ {0, 1}, for k =

1, . . . , P and j = 1, . . . , N . E.g., ∆
1/2
(0,1,0) = (∂22)

1
2 and ∆

1/3
(1,0,1) = (∂21 + ∂23)

1
3 . Under

assumptions (A1) (for each Fk) and (A2), comparison and wellposedness of (5.6)
holds as in Proposition 2.1 (the results of [18] still applies).

We discretise as before by replacing fractional Laplacians by powers of discrete
Laplacians and using forward Euler in time:

(5.7) Un+1
i = Un

i + τ
[
F1

(
− (−∆α1,h)

σ1
2 Un

i

)
+ · · ·+FP

(
− (−∆αP ,h)

σP
2 Un

i

)
+fni

]
,

This scheme is monotone under a CFL condition, e.g.

τ ≤ min
k=1,...,P

hσk

LFk
Cσ,k

(5.8)

where LFk
is defined in (A1), and Cσ,k is as in Lemma 3.1. Under CFL-condition

(5.8) (and (A1), (A2)), comparison for (5.7) holds as in Theorem 3.3, and then
well-posedness and L∞-stability of (5.4) follow as before without change of proofs.
The scheme is consistent and a version of Theorem 3.8 follows. By the method of
half-relaxed limit we then get the following convergence result:

Theorem 5.4. Assume (A1), (A2), CFL condition (5.8), and u and Uh solve
(5.6) and (5.7) respectively. Then Uh → u locally uniformly to as h→ 0.

5.4. More general equations. Here we discuss how to extend our results to the
nonlocal HJB/Isaacs equations (1.4). In view of e.g. [18, 36]4 sufficient conditions
for strong comparison and well-posedness are given by

(I1) cα,β , aα,β , bα,β , fα,β are continuous in α, β, t, x, and aα,β , cα,β ≥ 0, and

sup
α,β

{
∥(aα,β) 1

σ ∥W 1,∞ , ∥bα,β∥W 1,∞ , ∥cα,β∥L∞ , ∥fα,β∥L∞

}
≤ K.

The assumption on a is best understood by looking at section 2.2. Assumption (I1)
implies that the coefficients of the underlying SDE (2.1) are Lipschitz.

Consider now the following explicit scheme for (1.4),

Un+1
i = Un

i + τ inf
β∈B

sup
α∈A

{
fα,β(xi, tn)− cα,β(xi, tn)U

n
i + Lα,β

h Un
i

}
,(5.9)

where

Lα,β
h Un

i =− aα,β(xi, tn)(−∆h)
σ
2 Un

i

+

N∑
k=1

(
bα,β,+k (xi, tn)D

+
h,kU

n
i + bα,β,−k (xi, tn)D

−
h,kU

n
i

)
,

and D±
h,kϕ(x) =

ϕ(x±hek)−ϕ(x)
h and bα,β = (bα,β1 , · · · , bα,βN ). Here we have used an

upwind approximation of the gradient term.

4The remarks of footnote 1 page 4 still apply.
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The scheme is monotone if for all gridpoints (xi, tn),

τ ≤ 1

h−1
∑N

k=1 |b
α,β
k (xi, tn)|+ aα,β(xi, tn)Cσh−σ + cα,β(xi, tn)

.

By (I1), a sufficient CFL condition is then given by

τ ≤ 1

K
(
Nh−1 + Cσh−σ + 1

) , where K is given by (I1).(5.10)

Under CFL condition (5.10) (and (I1), (A2)), it is straight forward to show com-
parison of the scheme (c.f. Theorem 3.3). L∞-stability then follows by taking
±
(
∥u0∥L∞ + tn supα,β ∥fα,β∥L∞

)
as sub- and supersolutions. Again it is easy to

verify that Lα,β
h ϕ→ Lα,βϕ as h→ 0 for any smooth bounded function ϕ, and con-

sistency a la Theorem 3.8 follow by similar arguments. By the half-relaxed limit
method we then again have a convergence result.

Theorem 5.5. Assume (A2), (I1), CFL condition (5.10), and u and Uh solve
(1.4) and (5.9) respectively. Then Uh → u locally uniformly as h→ 0.

Remark 5.6. Our results also apply when σ depends on α, β. In this case the
differential operator in equation (1.4) is

Lα,βϕ = −aα,β(x, t)(−∆)
1
2σ

α,β

ϕ(x) + bα,β(x, t) ·Dϕ(x),

for σα,β ∈ (0, σ̄] and σ̄ < 2. In this case the CFL condition depends on the maximal
order σ̄ of the fractional Laplacian operators, τ ≤ 1

K(Nh−1+Cσ̄h−σ̄+1) .

Remark 5.7. Another extension is to consider equations involving powers of more
general 2nd order elliptic differential operators L. Such powers are defined form
formula (1.1) by replacing ∆ with L, and the idea is to approximate by replacing
L by a finite difference approximation Lh. Such methods could be analysed in a
similar way as we do here.
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[1] D. Applebaum. Lévy processes and stochastic calculus. Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 116 (2) (2009).

[2] M. Bardi and I. Capuzzo Dolcetta. Optimal control and viscosity solutions of Hamilton-Jacobi-

Bellman equations. Birkauser, 1996.
[3] M. Bardi and S. Osher. The nonconvex multidimensional Riemann problem for Hamilton-

Jacobi equations. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 22 (2) (1991), 344–351.
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