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Abstract

In this paper, we establish pointwise Schauder estimatesolations of nonlocal fully
nonlinear elliptic equations by perturbative argument&eg ingredient is a recursive Evans-
Krylov theorem for nonlocal fully nonlinear translatiorvariant equations.

1 Introduction

Integro-differential equations, which are usually calleghlocal equations nowadays, appear nat-
urally when studying discontinuous stochastic processa $eries papers of L. Caffarelli and L.
Silvestre B, 7, 8], regularities of solutions of nonlocal fully nonlineatiptic equations such as
Holder estimatesC!+ estimates, Cordes-Nirenberg type estimates and Evarlewityeorem
were established. In this paper, we shall prove Schaudenass for nonlocal fully nonlinear
elliptic equations of the type:

inf { ou(z,y)Kq(x,y) dy} = f(x) in Bs, (1.2)
aE.A R"
wheredu(z,y) = u(zx + y) + u(z — y) — 2u(z), A is an index set, and eadl, is a positive
kernel. We will restrict our attention to symmetric kernelsich satisfy
K(r,y) = K(z,~y). (1.2)

We also assume that the kernels are uniformly elliptic

(2—0)A < K(z.y) < (2—0)A

e < g (1.3)

for some0 < A < A < oo, which is an essential assumption leading to local regzddns.
Finally, we suppose that the kernels &f&away from the origin and satisfy

A

—1,2. (1.4)

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0758v3

We say that a kernek’ € %(\, A, o) if K satisfies {.2) and (1.3), and K € %4 (A A, 0) if K
satisfies 1.2), (1.3) and (L.4). In this paper, all the solutions of nonlocal equationsiargerstood
in the viscosity sense, where the definitions of such saistaan be found ing].

One way to obtain Schauder estimates is that first we prove feigularity for solutions of
translation invariant (or “constant coefficients”) eqoas, and then use perturbative arguments
or approximations. In our case, the regularities for tratish invariant equations should be the
Evans-Krylov theorem for nonlocal fully nonlinear equaticproved in 8], which states that: If,
is a bounded solution of

inf { du(z,y)Kq(y) dy} =0 in Bs,
acA | Jrn

where everyK,(y) € £ (A A, o) with o > oy > 0. Then,u € C7"%(B;) for somea > 0.
Moreover,

[ullgotamyy < Nekllull oo @ny (1.5)
where bothr and N, are positive constants depending onlyramy, A\, A. Note thatoe and N,
do not depend om, and thus, do not blow up as — 2. The result becomes most interesting
wheno is close to2 ando + & > 2. If we leto — 2, then it recovers the theorem of Evans and
Krylov about the regularity of solutions to concave unifdyralliptic PDEs of second order.

Throughout the paper, we will always denateas the one inX.5) without otherwise stated.

In the step of approximations to obtain Schauder estimates=a 0, it usually requires that
the coefficients of the equations, which in our caseffe, y) and f(z), are Holder continuous
atz = 0 in some sense. For the right-hand sjtle), we assumg satisfies the standard Holder
condition that

[F(2) = F(0)] < Myla|* and |f(x)| < M (1.6)

for all x € Bs, whereM is a nonnegative constant.

For the kernelK, one may impose different types of Holder conditions. Hesefocus on the
(most delicate, as explained below) case thata — 2 > ~, > 0, and we will assume the kernels
satisfy

/ K (2,y) — K(0,)| min(ly|?, r2)dy < Ala]*r?~7 1.7)
forall » € (0,1], z € Bs.

Fors € R, [s] denotes the largest integer that is less than or equalsQoir main result is the
following pointwise Schauder estimates for solutionslof). Recall thatx is the one in 1.5).

Theorem 1.1. Assume everi,(z,y) € Z2(\, A, o) satisfie1.7) witha € (0,a),c +a—2 >
Y% > 0andjo + a — 2| > gy > 0. Suppose thaf satisfies(1.6). If « is a bounded viscosity
solution of (1.1), then there exists a polynomi&l(x) of degreo + «] such that forx € By,

u(z) — P(@)] < C ([lullpoe ey + My) 2|77

. _ (1.8)
VI P(0)] < C ([[ull oo @ny + My), §=0,--- [0+ al,
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where(' is a positive constant depending only ®W\, n, &, o, g and~y.

Roughly speaking, Theorefnl states that it and f are ofC“ atx = 0 in the sense ofl(.7)
and (1.6), respectively, then the solutianof (1.1) is precisely ofC7+* atz = 0. Moreover, the
constantC' in (1.8) does not depend an, and hence, does not blow upas- 2.

Various Schauder estimates for solutions of some nonlagall equations were obtained
before by R.F. Bass3], R. Mikulevicius and H. Pragarauska®l], H. Dong and D. Kim [L4],

B. Barrera, A. Figalli and E. Valdinoci2], D. Kriventsov [L8], as well as the authord§]. The
results in P] have applications to nonlocal minimal surfaces. The éqoatconsidered in3
21, 14, 18] are of rough kernels, i.e., without the assumpti@rd), Also in [18], D. Kriventsov
provedC'** estimates for nonlocal fully nonlinear equations with rokgrnels when the order
of the equatiors > 1 by perturbative arguments. Later, J. Se23 [extended this result inlg]
to parabolic equations and used a different method.1™ M. Kassmann, M. Rang and R. W.
Schwab proved Holder regularity results for those nonlecmations whose ellipticity bounds
are strongly directionally dependent. Recently, X. RosrCdnd J. Serra2P] studied boundary
regularity for nonlocal fully nonlinear equations. One ns&g, e.g.,1, 13, 15| for more regularity
results on nonlocal elliptic equations.

For the Holder condition1((7) on the kernels, one can check that it will hold if the kernels
satisfy the pointwise Holder continuous conditidki(x, y) — K (0,y)| < A(2 — o)|z|*|y| =" °.

In the case ob + & < 2, all of our arguments still work except that one needs to ghahe
condition (L.7) to (3.16) or (3.17), since the approximation solutions will be of ord§f ¢; see
Remark3.3and Corollary3.4.

In the case of second order partial differential equatibt¥2u, z) = 0, to show thatu €
C?*e, we usually use second order polynomials) to approximate: (see #, 5]), in which one
implicit convenience is tha¥’?p(x) is a constant function. In the nonlocal case, to proVe
estimates of solutions td (1) for ¢ + o > 2, second order polynomial approximation does not
seem to work directly, since first of all, for a second ordelypomial p(z), it grows too fast at
infinity so thatdp(z,y) K (y) is not integrable; and secondly, in genefg), 6p(z,y) K (y)dy will
not be a constant function for any cut-gftx) of p(x) so that we cannot apply Evans-Krylov
theorem during the approximation and will lose control af #rror. Another common difficulty
in approximation arguments to obtain regularities for noal equations is to control the error
outside of the balls in the iteration, which may result inighglloss of regularity as in/] compared
to second order equations. Instead of polynomials, we pjraximate the genuine solution by
solutions of “constant coefficients” equations, which ispined by i, 20]. In this way, we do not
need to worry about either polynomials or the errors comingfthe infinity. But a new difficulty
arises for fully nonlinear equations (which does not appedhe case of linear equations): the
Evans-Krylov theorem ing] cannot be applied to obtain the uniform estimates for tlypierce
of approximation solutions to those “constant coefficiéetjuations; see also Remask2. This
leads us to establish a recursive Evans-Krylov theorem aofldm2.2to overcome this difficulty.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sect&nwe prove Theoren2.2, a recursive Evans-



Krylov theorem for nonlocal fully nonlinear equations, wheve adapt the proofs ir8] with
delicate decomposition and cut-offs arguments. In Se@&jove will use Theoren2.2and pertur-
bative arguments to prove the Schauder estimates in Thehdenm the Appendix, we recall some
definitions and notions of nonlocal operators froff and establish two approximation lemmas
for our own purposes, which are variants of thatdh [

After we finished our paper, we learned from Joaquim Sertietghaias a prepriné] on esti-
mates for concave nonlocal fully nonlinear elliptic eqaas with rough kernels, where Schauder
estimates are obtained using very different methods.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Professor Luis Silvestre for many ukdiscussions.
We also thank Professor YanYan Li for his interests and esnigncouragement. Tianling Jin was
supported in part by NSF grant DMS-1362525. Jingang Xiong spported in part by the
First Class Postdoctoral Science Foundation of China (Rt2R1520002) and Beijing Municipal
Commission of Education for the Supervisor of Excellent @cal Dissertation (20131002701).

2 Arecursive Evans-Krylov theorem

2.1 Statementsand ideas of the proof

If we re-examine the proof of the nonlocal Evans-Krylov tfegn in [8], we can show the follow-
ing theorem with few modification.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that everl(,(y) € Z2(\, A, o) with2 > o > 0y > 1 and everyb, is a
constant. lfw is a bounded solution of

it { [ sueaKads b =0 B
then,w € C?"%(By), and there holds

[wllgota(py) < Nek([[wllLoe@ny + [nf ba),
where bothy and N, are the same as those (b.5).

The recursive Evans-Krylov theorem we are going to showadahowing.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that every, is a constantK,(y) € Z (A, A,0) with2 > o > g9 > 1.
For eachm € N U {0}, let {v,}}" , be a sequence of functions satisfying

j
inf {/ > p U0t 50y (1, Pty K (y) dy+p‘jaba} =0 inB; (2.1)
" =0
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in viscosity sense for all < j < m, whereK{) (z) = p/"+) K, (piz), p € (0,1), a € (0,a).
Suppose thdvy || @n) < 1 for all £ and|inf,c4ba| < 1. Then,u, € C°T%(By), and there
exist constant€’ > 0 and py € (0,1/100), both of which depend only an o, A\, A, @ and «,
such that ifp < py then we have

||U€HC<’+5(B1) < C VvVi= 0, 1, cee M. (22)

The rest of this section will be devoted to proving Theoiéh The regularity ofy;, 1 follows
from the Evans-Krylov theorem ir8]. But if one applies the estimate (1.4) ig] [to v, directly,
one will get theirC° "2 estimates depending dnand p. Our goal is to prove the estimat2.)
which is independent of bothandp.

A constantC' is said to be a universal constant(f only depends om, oy, A\, A, « and &.
Throughout this section, all the constants denoted’agill be universal constants, and it may
vary from lines to lines.

Let M >> 1 be a universal constant which will be fixed later. Replacingy v,/M, we may
assume that

Jvellpoqeny < 1/M and | inf b| < 1/M.

Then our goal is to show that
lvellcotapy <1 VE=0,1,---,m.

The proof is by induction om:. Whenm = 0, then by Theoren2.1, (2.2) holds forM = 2N,y.
We assume that Theore?2 holds up tom = i for somei > 0, and we are going to show that it
holds fori + 1 as well.

It follows from the induction hypothesis and the- 1 equations fony, . . ., v; that

lvellgotaipy <1, VE€=0,1,...,i.
We are going to show

[vit1llcorams,) < 1. (2.3)

To illustrate the idea of our proof, let us first consider taead order fully nonlinear elliptic
equations
. k .
F(D?u) := Iilellfcagj)uij =0 inBs, (2.4)
wherek is an index set, andl/ < (agf)) < Al for all £ € K. By the Evans-Krylov theorem, for
every viscosity solution of (2.4), we have

[ulloz+a(syy < Nekllull Lo (ss)-



Suppose that there exists a sequence of funcfiopg” , satisfying

J
F(ZD2(p—(j—é)(z-i-a)vg(pj—ﬁw))) =0 inBs

=0

in viscosity sense for all < j < m, and||ve|[ ;) < 1/M for all £. Suppose that up tar = i
for somei > 0 there holds

vellc2tapy <1 forallé=0,1,...,m.

We are going to show this holds fot =i + 1 as well. For/ =0, ..., i, we let P, be the second
order Taylor expansion polynomial of atz = 0. Let

)
Dip1 = Vig1 + Zp—(i+1—é)(2+a) (vr — P)(pi*1 1),
=0

Then
G(D%5;11) = F(Dzﬁi“ +Y p? (p_(i+1_€)(2+0‘)Pg(p”l_em))) —0 in Bs.
=0

It is clear thatG(-) is uniformly elliptic and concave. Since,

> D (pmHI0CT) py (1)) is a constant matrix, (2.5)
(=0
and .
F( Z D2 (p—(z’+1—f)(2+a)Pz(pi—i-l—fw))) —0, (2.6)
=0

we haveG(0) = 0. By the Evans-Krylov theorem,

[Di+1lle2va(my) < NekllDitallLo(Bs)-

Since

IS pmEH=0C4) (4, — P (51 2) | oo )
(=0

AN~ (1)) PO

« 3 - a—o

<5 e S{”a
£=0



and
1Y p~ UH=0C ) () — P (0 ) || covapy)
/=0

26N (@) <« P
(0% 2 - a—x

<4-57% ") §1_pd—a’
=0

it follows that

58 _ 51 L
[vit1llcz+a(py) < New (1/M + =" a) + mpa “<1

1 _ pOé—Oé

if we chooseM sufficiently large anghy sufficiently small.

From this proof for the second order case, we see that thésdedecompose, as(v,— FPy)+
Py, and apply Evans-Krylov theorem to the equation d#gr; which iswv;,1 plus those rescaled
(v — ). In this step, we use®(5) and @.6).

In the nonlocal fully nonlinear cas@.@l), we are going to use the same idea of decomposing
ve and studying the equation @f;;. However, there is a difficulty thatP,(z,y)K (y) is not
integrable andfy,, 67 (z,y) K (y)dy will never be a constant for any cut-aff, of P,. Thus, we
are not be able to use the Evans-Krylov theorem prove@]inlfistead, we are going to employ
the proofs in 8] to prove theC'“ "< estimate fow; 1. A delicate part is that we need to decompose
v INn @an appropriate way. We start with some preliminaries eftllowing.

2.2 Preliminaries

For a kernelK (y), we denote

Lu(z) = - du(z, y) K (y) dy,

We will also sayL € £ (\, A, o) (or Zo(\, A, 0)) if K € £ (N A, o) (or £ (A, A, 0)).

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that € C*(By) N L>®(R") and K (y) € % (A, A, ). Then
[Lullc2(p,) < Clllulleas,) + lullLee®n)),

where(' is a positive constant depending only @noy and A.

Proof. Letn € C2°(B3)2) andn = 1in Bs4. Then

Lu = L(nu) + L((1 — n)u).



It is clear that);; (L(nu)) = L(9;;(nu)), from which it follows that

”L(W)HC2(31) < C(H””cﬂ&) + HUHLOO(R"))-

For the second term, we have- n(x) = 0 if € By, and thus
L =)@ = [ (1= n(e+ p)ule+ 9K @)y

=/‘ (1 - 5(y)u(y)K(y — z)dy.
R™\Bj,4

The lemma follows immediately sind€ (y) € 2 (\, A, o). O

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that € C7T*(R"),0 < K(y) < (2 —0o)Aly|™™ 7 and K (y) = K(—y).
Then
[ Lullca®ny < Cllull gotamny,

and (' is a positive constant depending only @noy and A.

Proof. First of all, it is clear that
[Lul| oo rny < Cllullgotan)-

In the following, we are going to estimate th& norm of Lu. We first consider that + o > 2,
which is the most difficult case. Since

Lu(e) =2 [ (ule +9) ~ u(z) -~ Vule)p) K )y
Lu(©) =2 [ (uly) = u(0) - Vu(Ou)K 1)d.

we have that, for = |x|

Lu(z) — L(0)
2

=/<wm+ywﬂmw—vmmw—umn—wm—vwmmw«ww

Br
+ / ((u(z +y) —u(x) = Vu(@)y) — (u(y) — w(0) — Vu(0)y)) K (y)dy
R™\ B,

=1+ I



For I, we have that

v / (" V2u(w)y — y"V2u(0)y) K (y)dy,

T

and thus

11 <2 [ Jullosounlsl”** K )y + fullossagenr™ ™ [ K )y
é (404_1 + A)HU||CU+(¥(R7L)TOC.
For I,, it follows from mean value theorem that

(wla -+ ) — ul@) = Val@)y) = (u(y) - u(0) = Va(O)y)| < [ullorsa ool

Thus,
2| < J[ullgoa@n)l] /MB [T K (y)dy < (1= )~ ullgosa 2]

For the case + a < 2, one can prove them similarly and we omit its proof here. O

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that € C7T%(By) N L>®(R"),0 < K(y) < (2— o)Ay "7, K(y) =
K(—y)and|VK(y)| < Aly|™"=7~1. Then

| Lullca s,y < Cll|ullgota(sy) + llull Lo mn)),
where
Lu = - du(z,y) K (y)dy,
and (' is a positive constant depending only @noy and A.
Proof. Letn € C2°(Bs/) andn = 1in B; /4. Then
Lu = L(nu) + L((1 — n)u).
It follows from Lemma2.4 that

[ L(nu)|lca(m,)y < Clinullcotamny < Cllullcota(py) + 1wl Lo @ny)-

9



For the second term, we have- n(z) = 0 if x € By, and thus

L((1 = nu)(z) = /n(l —n(z +y))u(z +y)K(y)dy = /Rn\B (1= n)u(y)K(y — =)dy.
5/4

The lemma follows immediately sin¢& K (y)| < Aly|"—7~1L. O

Lemma2.6. Letv € CI%(By9) such thaﬂ\chgM(Bl/Q) < 1, andp(z) be the Taylor expansion

polynomial ofv at z = 0 with degree[oc + a]. For everyL € % (), A, o), there existsP €

Cgo(Bl/z) SUCh thatP(ZL') == p(i}) in Bl/41 HPH04(31/2) S C and

LP(0) = Lv(0),
where(' is a positive constant depending only @\, A, oo anda.

Proof. Letn € C°(By 3) be such that) = 1in By /. Leth(z) € C(By); \ By/3) be such
thath(z) = 1for Byyjpq \ Byjoq and0 < h < 11in Byjy. Let P(z) = n(z)p(z) +t - h(z),
wheret = L(v — np)(0)/Lh(0). Then we are left to show that| < C, which depends only on
n, A\, A, og anda. On one hand, it is clear that

Lh(0) > (2—0)C™ L

On the other hand, sinde(z) — p(z)| < C|z|°** for 2 € By 4, we have

IL(v — np)(0)] = /

lv(y) — p(y)| K (y)dy + / lv(y) —n(y)p(y) | K (y)dy
By

B1/2\B1/4
<c@-o) [ prrrdy e -o)
Bya
<C(2-o0),
from which it follows that|t| < C. O

2.3 Decompositions

We shall adapt the proofs i8] with delicate decomposition and cut-off arguments intidain
Section2.1to prove Theoren2.2 Recall that we are left to sho2.Q).
For a functionu, we denotev,(z) = p~ "+ y(px). Set

R(SL') _ Zp—(i—f)(cr—i-a),ué(pi—ﬁx)'
=0
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1g£{L z—l—l ( )+p—(i+1)aba} —0 in B5/p7

where Li Y is the linear operator with ket € 2 (N A, o). Hence, there exists an
a € A such that . '
0< LE—LH_I)Rp(O) —I—p_(H_l)aba < p&—a‘ (2.7)

Letno(z) = 1in By, andny € C°(B2) be afixed cut-off function. Set

oV 4@

ve(x) = vemo +ve(1 — o) = 0

Let py(z) be the Taylor expansion polynomial @3‘1 ) atz = 0 with degre€o + a]. By Lemma
2.6, there existd” € C°(B) ;) such thatP(z) = pg( )in By g, [ Pell o (By2) < ¢o (auniversal
constant, independent ¢f and

L p,(0) = L0V (0). (2.8)

a a

Set
Vy = (Uél) — Pg) + (Uéz) + Pg) =: Vg(l) + VZ(2)

We have
IV N oo ey + 1V e @ny < o+ 1, VP (0) =0,
V) € Cot(Buy), IV llgmragny + 1V lloras) < 44(co + 1), (2.9)
VY = v —pein By, VP =pein By, [V (@)] < 4%(co + 1))l in R,

DecomposeR(x) as
R(z) = RV (z) + R? (),

where

Zp )(o+a) Zl)(pi_gw)

ZP )(o+a)y, v, )(pi—él,)‘

By change of variables, we have that for each A,

L R(l Zp (i+1—0)a L(Z)V( ))( z+1—£x)7
(2.10)
R(2 Zp (i+1—0)a L(Z)V( ))( z+1—£l,)'
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By (2.7) and @.8), we have

L((_li-l-l)Rgl) (0) =0,

(i+1) i (i+1) i o (2'11)
0< LY R£2)(0) +p—(z+l)aba =L RP(O) +p—(z+l)aba < pio
It follows from Lemma2.4, (2.10), (2.11) and @.9) that
(i+1) p(1 _ 7)) p1 (i+1) p(1
|Lg R;() )(x)\ = |Lg R;() )(x) — Ly Ré )(0)‘
< Zp—(i+l—é)oe|(Lg)vz(l))(pi-i-l—él,) _ (L,(f)‘/'g(l))(o)l
=0
< Clz|® Zp(i-i-l—f)(&—a)uvz(l) ||CU+@(R")
(=0
< C’I“dpa_a Z pé(o‘z—a)
=0
< Cp* z|®  forx € R™ (2.12)

Similarly, it follows from Lemma2.5, (2.10and @.9) that

IL,%HI)RE?)( ) — L(2+1 0)] < Zp (i+1— za| V(2 )p z+1—£$) _ (Lff)Ve(z))(O)l

< Cla|® Zp“+1—£><°‘*—a><||vf>||00+a(31) + 1V oo )

=0
< Cp*%z|* forx € Bs. (2.13)
Thus, by £.11), we have
LY RO () + p 9%, < 0p*=0(|2|® +1)  fora € Bs. (2.14)

Let
Vi1 = Vip1 + RE}).

Hence, the equation o2(1) involving v;. 1 is
inf{ LY (041 + R,) + p~ D%, ) = 0,
which is equivalent to

inf{ L{T) (5341 + RY) + p~ (%, } =0 in Bs. (2.15)
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It follows from (2.12) and @.14) that

(i+1) a—a
Ly " vipa(x) > =C in Bs,
+1(2) P 5 (2.16)

L[(—l+1)1~)i+1(1') > —Cp&_a in Bs,

~

where(C' is a universal positive constant.

24 (C° estimates

Define the maximal operators

Miu(@) =  sup / Sul, ) K (y)dy,
Ke%(MA0) JR?
Miu(z)=  sup Suer,y) K (y)dy.

Ke%(A\Ao) JR?

And one can define the extremal operatdig and M, similarly. Letr); € C°(B4) be a smooth
cut-off function such thay; = 1 in B3. We write .15 as
inf (L8HY 00 + ha(z) + p~ D%, } =0 in Bs, (2.17)
ac

where

ha(x) :=m (ac)Ll(fH)Rg) ().

Lemma 2.7. Let K be a symmetric kernel satisfyifig< K(y) < (2 — o)Aly|™""?. Then for
every bump function such that

IN

n(z) <1 inR7,
n(—z) inR",
0 iINR™\ By,

0
()
()

n
n
we have

M3 ([ Stiste K@) ) = -CF in By

Proof. Let ¢;, be theL! function ¢;, = XR™\ B, /kK (y)n(y), wherex g is the characteristic func-
tion of a sett. For everya € A, we know from @.17) that

LY D01 (2) + ha(z) + p~ %, 20 V€ Bs.
It follows that for allz € By,
0 < (L8841 + ha + p~F0%,) x ¢y (z)
LUt (341 % dp) () + g * dp(2) + p~ T, || g 11+

IN
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It also follows from @.17) that
inf {[| @]l (LG VT4 (@) + ha(2) +p7 %)} =0 V€ By,
This implies that for all: € B 5,
sup L @i+ b = 19412, 1) (@) + sup {ha (@) = 1 6ellzaha(@)} 2 0.

For anyz € Bs/,, anya € A, by using .10 and change of variables we have

2lha * ¢r(x) = [| okl 2y ha ()]

<| S(LETDRD) (z, ) K (y)n(y) dy|
B35\B1
<y plrimie / S(LOVE) (0, o) K (y)n(y) dy
=0 B3 /5\B1 /i,
<D plirtole / SLOVD) (T, ) K10 (y) dy
=0 Byit1-25\Bivi-t
: i+1-0)(c—« 2 —(i+1-
<y pin-ea | IEEOV o2, lyPE 0 () dy
=0 Bypit1—t/s
1) (o—a (2) A2 o)
<Y ptHEO LY, \\02(31/8)/ ez

=0 Bypit1-t

<0 pH=0E= (VI | cag, o + IV oo @) pi 10—

By
/=0
o 2 2 S o
< Co VP ey + IV o) D 72
/=0
< Cvp2—(:|z7

whereK ~(i+1-0 (y) = p=(+1-0(n+0) ¢ (,~(i+1-0y)) and Lemma.3was used since,” (z) =
pe(z) in By 4. Consequently,

MG (Tig1 * dr, — [|onl| £, Dis1)(z) = —Cp*~.

The result follows from Lemma 5 irv] by taking the limit ask — oo. O
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Lemma 2.8. Let K be a symmetric kernel satisfyifig< K(y) < (2 — o)Aly|~""?. Then for
every smooth bump functionsuch that

0<n(z)<1l inR"  n(z)=n(-z) InR"
n(z) =0 inR™\ By, n(z) =1

we have

~ a—o 1 P
M3 (40) [ e ) ay) = =0+ 1) i By

By
Proof. Define
Tv(zx) = . dv(x,y)K(y)dy.
It follows from Lemma2.7 that
M3 (Tiq1)(x) = —Cp®~* in By . (2.18)
Let L be any operator with kernél € % (\, A, o). Forz € B35, we have

L)@ = [ 85K dy = [ 50 =T o) K ) dy

> LTt)@) ~2 [ (1=n(e =) Tole - DK@y @19)

n

Now we estimate the second term in the last inequality. Réwlv; .1 = v; 11 + RE,I). Itis clear
that

[ Toate = )1~ e~ y)K ) dy
= [ venale = 9)T(( = 1o~ DEO)@)dy < Cloille < €/

By change of variables, we have for alke R",

RO ()| = | /B SR (z,4)K () dy|
1
=1 / p (=005 M (1=t ) k=010 (y) dy),

where K —(+1=0) (y) = p=(i+1=0(nt0) f¢ (p=(i+1=0)4))

15



By triangle inequality, we have

1
TR ()]

< ) (i+1— ga|/ 5V( )( i+1-t,, )_5w(1)(0,y))K—(i+1—é)(y) dy|
1=0 L+1 4
Z e ““\/ (0,9) K0 (y) dy|
1=0 pz+1 4

[
<y ! ”CU+&(R")"T‘QP (i+1—6)(a—a)

=0
_ o+a
+Czp—(z+1 a / (2 U)ﬁi’ a
B i1t |y
< COp*” C“(1 +]z|*)  forall x € R™, (2.20)

where we used Lemma4 and @.9) in the second inequality.
It follows that forz € Bys,

cop [ g <o (2.21)
ly|>1/64 Y|

where we used that > oo > 1 > a. Taking the supremum of alk in % (), A, o) in (2.19 and
using @.18, we complete the proof. O

Lemma2.9. We have

i Ao 1 .
LS Vv ()] < (07 + ) N B

Proof. Letn;(x) > 0 be a smooth cutoff function iBy with ; = 1in By. Then

/ LV viam =/ vip LYy < Cllvigal[poe@ny < C/M.
Rn R

16



By (2.16), Léi+1)1)i+1 > —Cp*%in By, we have

i a—a 1
L o] < O ).
1

Let
T, = / Sz, y) K () dy.
By

It is easy to see that

[ vt < [ 1 vl + Clnllis <067+ )
It follows from (2.20 that for allz € R™,
TSR ()] < €20 (1 + |2[%). (2.22)
Sincev; 11 = viy1 + Rﬁ,l), we obtain
[l < o0 5y (2.29)

Let  be the smooth cut-off function in Lemnfa8, and denote(z) := n(:n)T-(”l)@iH(:c). It

follows from Lemma2.8that

~ 1 .
M;v(x) > —C(pa_a + M) In B3/5.

It follows from (2.23 and Theorem 5.1 ir§] thatv < C/(p™“+ ) in B, ;5. Buto = T2 V54,
in By /7, SO we have proved that

i+1) ~ G 1 .
T V50 < C(p* + M) iNBy /2.

By (2.22), we haveT" v, 1 (z) < C(p™* + &) in B 5, and thus,
] a—a 1 :
L via(@) < C(p* 4 22) i By,
We complete the proof together with.(L6). O

Lemma 2.10. There is a universal constaidt such that for every operatak with a symmetric
kernel K satisfying0 < K(y) < (2 — o)A]y|"™7, we have

- 1 .
Lo (@)] < O™+ =) in B,

17



Proof. We will prove the estimate iB; 5, and the general estimate follows from scaling and
translation arguments. By Lemn2a89we have

(i+1) a—o
I La Ui+1HL2(Bl/2) <C(p + M)'

Note that||vii 1] L1 (&r 1/ 4ynte)) < Cllvigi]lLe < C/M. From Theorem 4.3 off], we have
L? estimate for every linear operatarwith kernel K € %(\, A, o),

1

”Lvi+1HL2(Bl/3) <C(p* >+ M)'

We split the integral of.v;, 1 as
Lo = [+ [ SonE@ .
By B

It is clear that
[ sven(e K@ ] < Cllowalle= < €/

By

Hence, we havé.? estimates for the first one

S|
dvi1 (2, y) K (y) dy < O™+ 5p)-

B L2(By3)
It follows from (2.20) that

| 5R£,1)($,y)K(y) dy| < Cp*~ forx € By. (2.24)

B1
By triangle inequality, we have
~ a—o 1
‘ s (2,9) K (y) dy <O+ 1), (2.25)
By

L%(By3)
For a smooth cut-off function(z) € C2°(B3), c(z) = ¢(—x), ande(x) = 1in By /4, we define
v(z) = c(x) : 00i1(z, y) K (y) dy.

1
It follows from the proof of Lemm&.8that M v > —C(1/M + p® %) in By/5. By (2.29 and
Theorem 5.1 in§] we havev < C(1/M + p®~“) in By 5, and thus

[ Boenrle K@)y < CO/M +57) i By
1

18



Since Q.24 holds forz € By, we have that

/B Svig (2,9) K (y) dy < C(L/M + p2%) in By s,

Consequently, .
Lvipr < C(1/M + p*%) in By
Consider the kernel

2 +1) 1
K;=—-K, - —
¢T3 A
and the corresponding linear operafay, where0 < K < (2 — o)A|y|~""?. The kernelK,

satisfies the ellipticity conditiof2 — o)|y| "7 < Ky(y )_g (2 - )(2A/)\)]y\‘" ?. The same
proof as above yields that

Lgviy < C(l/M + p&_a) in Bl/ﬁ-

SinceLf{H)viH is lower bounded byZ.16), we obtain a bound from below fdr in B, /6

A - .
Lvgy = 25 L9 ) — ALguisy > —C(1/M + p*~%) in B 6.

A
Similarly, if we considerk,; = AK(’H) + K, we obtain thatLv;+; < C(1/M + p~%). In
conclusion, we obtained thakv; 1| < C(1/M + p*~*) in By 4. O

The above lemma immediately gives
Coroallary 2.11. M({viﬂ and M v; 4, are bounded by (p*~“ + ﬁ) in By. In particular,

a—o 1
Vil peo (s, ) < C(0" + M)’ (2.26)
and consequently,
~ a—o 1
IVOital[poo B, ) < C0" + M)' (2.27)
Proof. The first conclusion is clear, from whicR.6) also follows immediately since > oy >
1. To prove R.27), we notice thaﬁ/f) = vgl) — P € CIt%(By)9), andV(l) = ( ) poin

By,4 Wherepy, is the Taylor expansion polynomial ofl) atz = 0 with degreelo + a]. Hence,
vV (2)] < Clz[7t5Lin By . Thus, for allz € By 5,

|VR x)| = IVZ —(i+1=0)(o+a V(l)(pi+1‘£g;)|

< CZ —(i+1-£)( cr+a—1)|pi+1—fl,|o+o7—1 < de—a'
Thus, @.27) follows immedlately. O
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Theorem 2.12. We have

(2 B J) a—o 1 H
. < _ .
/Rn |0vi1 (2, y)| e dy < C(p"" + 77) InBy

Proof. Given Lemma2.10and Corollary2.11, it follows from the same proof as that of Theorem
7.41in [8]. O

25 (C77% estimates

For brevity, we write
U = Viy1 and o = Vit1-
in this subsection.

Let » be a bump function as in Lemnfa8 For each measurable sétwith —A = A, we
write

wa(z) = n(z) /B (6 ) — 8(0,)) K a(y) dy,

where

2—0
Kal) = St

Forx € By, by Lemma2.4and change of variables, we have

| : (ORM (z,y) — RN (0,)) K a(y) dy|
1

=) p H0eta) /B @V, (0, p 1 y) — 6V (0, 6 y)) K (y) dyl
/=0 1

_ ’Zp—(i-i-l—é)a/B (5‘/[(1)(pi+1—éw’y) _ 5‘/5(1)(07?4))1(%_1_”@) dy\
0=0

pi+1fl

! —(i+1-0)a 1 i+1-0a) . a
< S om0 YD | ot oy pTIO% g
/=0
< Cp* |z|*. (2.28)

Then it follows from Theoren2.12that
lwa| < C(p**+1/M) in R™ (2.29)

Also, it follows from Lemma2.10as well as 2.20) that

| ; 6u(0,y)Ka(y) dy| < C(p*~* +1/M).
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Together with Lemma&.8, we have
MGwa > —C(p*~*+1/M) in Bs uniformly in A.
As in [8], we define

5 - 2—o0
V) s=swpuate) = o) [ @it - g0, B ay

N~ (z):= Sup —wa(z) =n(x) /B (6u(z,y) — 0u(0,y))” (E/FZ) dy.

Lemma213. Forall z € By, we have

ANT(@) — C 4 1Ml < N*(2) < SN™() + Co* +1/M)al.

=

Proof. For somer € By, leti,(2) = u(x + z). It follows from (2.17) that
M; (it — @)(0) = — sup(ha(x) — ha(0)),  Mj (ita — @)(0) < sup(ha(0) — ha()).

Note that forr € Bs,
ha(ac) L R(Z Zp—(l-‘rl —0)a )V( ))(pi+1—€x)
and thus folpz € By /4

ha(@) = ha(0)] = | S p~ (102 LOV D (o 1-02) — LOV 2 (0))]
/=0

< O3 o OV lloags, ) + IV o o) 1000
=0

o0
Cp' > " p =,
=0

where Lemm&.3was used in the first inequality. Hence, we have

M3 (1 = )(0) > ~Cp'=fa], My (@, — @)(0) < Cp'~?al. (2.30)
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For every kerneK € % (A, A, o), we have
Ll ~0)(0) = | (@) - 5(0,5) K (o) dy
= [ ita.y) = 52(0.) K w) ay

n / (6a, ) — 5(0,)) K (y) dy.
Rn\ By

Now we estimate the second term of right hand sidexzfer B, /4

— [ a0)(K( - axay(y - 2)

- Koy dy — @) —0) [ K@)y

(2.31)
< / ()| K (y — 2) — K ()| dy
R™\B1 4|4

_ 1
s, / K(y)dy + C(p* + —)le|
el Biy12)\B1—|«| M

a—o 1

where in the first inequality we have use2iq7), and in the last we used theW K (y)| < (2 —
o)Aly|~"~?~! and

[@(y)] < [vie [l Lo @y + R ()]

+C Z p—(i-i-l—é)(a-i-a) |V£(1) (pi+l—éy)|
=0

A
Sis

1 : . ) _
E —(i+1-0)(o+a)| i+1-L, jo+a
= M CZ Op ! |pl y|

< — + Cp&_a|y|a+&.

==

Therefore, for every kernél” € % (\, A, o), we have

| i) = sa0) K@ ay < [ @Gle9) = 50(0.9) K ) dy+ C* + .
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Taking the supremum and using.80), we obtain

5 N - ~ ax—o 1
—Cp' x| < MF (G — @) < SIIl(p/B (6a(z,y) — 0u(0,y)) K (y) dy + C(p*~* + 77)l].
1

In particular, if we take the supremum over all kernglss (A, A, o), we still have

~ ~ a—o 1
swp [ (Bia,y) 50,0 K () dy = ~C(5 + 1 )lal
e SKS R B

Y Y

which is equivalent to

1

ANT(z) = AN (2) > —C(p* > + M)|:L’|
The same computation witht; (&, —)(0) < C(p®“+)|z| provides the other inequality.C]

One may conside s = (C(1/M + p®=))~lw4(rz), whereC is the constant inZ.29). For
everye; small, we can choosesmaller so that

forevry setd : |wu| <1 inR",
for evry setd : Mjwa > —¢; in By
AN“(@) ~ alal < N* (@) < SN7(@) + el (2.32)
Note thatw 4 andw 4 share the same Holder exponent.
Lemma2.14. We have for € By 4,

Nt (x) <COA/M + p*~%)|z|*.
Proof. It follows from exactly the same proof of Lemma 9.2 B].| O

Proof of Theoren2.2 Forx € B, 4, we have
| = A)78ig1 (x) — (=A)7*5i11(0)]

=C ‘Nﬂx) — N~ (z) + /R (00i41(2,y) — 00;4+1(0,9)) K (y) dy

n\Bl
< (P el + O+ el
o—Q 1 a
<C(p + M)W )
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where in the first inequality we used Lemi@4d4 Lemma2.13and @.31).
On the other hand, it follows from the computations2r28 and Lemma2.4 that
1

|(=8)7PR{O () = (~8)7PRI(O)] < (o™ + )l

Thus,

—y 1 a
|(=2)7Pvia (@) = (=8)7 v (0)] < C(p" 7 + )|l
It follows from Lemma2.1Q standard translation arguments and Schauder estimates A9 7/?

that )
[vit1lleotaipy < C(P*™* + U

This finishes the proof of Theoreth2 provided thap]~* < 1/(2C) andM > 2C. O

Lastly, let us discuss the caBe< oy < o < 1. In this case, the Evans-Krylov theorem in
[8] does not provide any improvement with respect toHe* estimate in §]. However, we do
not know how to use the incremental quotients method a8]ito[prove our Theoren2.2 But
we still can find some > 0 so that Theoren2.2 holds. Recall that in the proof of Theorea?
above, there are two places where we used 1:

@): In(2.21), we usedr > op > 1 > & so that the integral there is universally bounded;

(ii): In (2.26), we have the gradient estimate for., wheno > oy > 1. This was used in
proving .31 in the proof of Lemma&.13and @.32.

Itis clear that the use in (i) is not essential, since we canrag thatv < og when0 < g9 < o <
1. The use in (ii) is not essential, either, since we can prbeesing the Holder estimates ifi][

that
1

[vit1lles s, ,) < C(P°* + M) (2.33)

instead of 2.26), where € (0, 1) is a constant depending only @nog, A\, A. Consequently, the
statement of Lemma.13becomes

A - A _
KN_(ac) —C(p** +1/M)|z|® < N*(z) < XN_(:U) +C(p**+1/M)|z|® Vze By,
and @.32 becomes

A - B < N+ A 8

KN (x) —e1]z]” < NT(z) < XN () +e1lz|”.

The same proof of Lemma 9.2 i8][will give that there exists somg > 0 depending only on
09, mn, A\, A such that i B
N*(z) <COA/M +p*=)|z|” V€ By,
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and we will choosex = 3 (which might be smaller than the one ih.%) wheno < 1 if one
consider the best possible one due toGHe* estimates ing] even foro very small).
Thus, we can prove that

Theorem 2.15. For o € (0,2) ando € [0y, 2), there exists a constant € (0, 1) depending only
onn, og, A and A so that Theorer2.2 holds.

3 Schauder estimates

In this section, we will prove the Schauder estimates in Térad.l We start with a lemma. It
follows quickly from comparison principles and we omit thegf here.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that everl{,(y) € Z2(\, A, 0) witho > o9 > 0, ¢y is a constant. Let:
be the viscosity solution of

inf / u(z,y)K.(y)dy = co  In By
aE.A R
u=g INR"\ By.
Then there exists a constafitdepending only on\, A, n and o such that

|l oo mry < C(llgllLoo (rr\By) + |c0])-

Proof of Theorem..1 The strategy of the proof is to find a sequence of approximag@utions
which are sulfficiently regular, and the error between theugensolution and the approximation
solutions can be controlled in a desired rate. We divide theffinto four steps.

Step 1 Normalization and rescaling.

Let wq be the viscosity solution of

Towo(e) := inf, /IR Gu(a, ) Ka(0,) dy — F0) =0 in By
wop=wu INR"\ By.
Then by Lemma.1we have that
[[wol oo ®n) < C(l|ullLoe®ny + [1f |20 (55))-

Thus by normalization, we may assume that

[[woll oo (rmy < 1/2, [|ull oo @@n) + 1 fll oo (55) < 1/2.
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For some universal small positive constgnk 1, which will be chosen later in3{15, we
may also assume thgt(z) — f(0)| < ~|z|* and

[ 1Kala) = Ka(0. ) min(l?. 1)y < 5la*s?-7 3.)
foralla € A,r € (0,1], z € Bs. This can be achieved by the scaling fox 1 small that if we
let
Ka(z,y) = "7 K, (sz, sy) € L2(\ A, 0),

u(x) = u(sx), (3.2)
flx) = 57 f(sx),
then we see that

Tu(z) = inf, Loi(x) = f(x) inBs,

where
Laii(x) ::/ Stz y) Koz, y) dy.

It follows that if we choose sufficiently small, then
() — FO)] < MysTT[a|* < Alz|* < 57,

and
/ Rol,y) — Ka(0,y)| min(y%, r)dy < 242>~ < Ala|*r>~

foralla € A,r € (0,1], z € Bs. Thus, we may consider the equationuohstead.
Consequently, it follows from3.1) that (| - || is defined in A.1) in the Appendix)

1T — Io|l« < 257.

Indeed, ifx € B, h € C2(x), |h] e any < M, [h(y) — h(z) — (y — z) - Vh(z)| < L]z - y|?
for everyy € B;(z), we have

1
-1, < Shiz, v)|| Ko (x,y) — K.(0,v)|d
I = doll < swp 3= [ oh Ko ) — Kaf0,9)ldy
< sup / yl?|Ka(z,y) — Ka(0,y +4/ Ko(2,y) — Ko(0,y
a1+M<Bl||| @) K0l 4 [ Kaley) ~ Ka0.9)
< Bylz|* < 254. (3.3)

Step 2 From now on, we denote

p = po as the one in Theore@ 2, which is a universal constant

26



We claim that we can find a sequence of functiapsi = 0, 1,2, - - -, such that for all,

glel_,fc‘\/ Z 5'105(.%’, y)Ka(Oa y)dy = f(O) in B4.pi, (34)
" =0
and
(u—= w)(p'z) =0 forallz e R"\ By, (3.5)
1=0
and
J[wi | oo rny < p7T,
HDwi||LOO(B(4—7—).pi) < C2p(0+0‘_1)’7-—17
D?w; || | < epplota2)i =2 (3.6)
|| L (B(477')-p2) 20 ,
[D2wi]ca+a72(3(4i_r)-pi) < C2p(a—&)i7_—4’
and |
lu =D well oo any < pFOEHD, (3.7)
=0
and '
[u - Z wg]cal (B(4,3.,-),pi) S SClp(o+a_al)iT_47 (38)

=0
wherer is an arbitrary constant if0, 1], «; ande; are positive constants depending onlyrgn\,
A, v anda, andces is the constant in.2).

Then Theoreni.1will follow from this claim and standard arguments. Indewé,have, when
1 <o+a<2andforp™! < |z| < pf,

u(z,0) =Y " we(0,0) = > Vawy(0,0) -
/=0 /=0

< Ju(@,0) = > wel@,0)] + | > we(w,0) = > we(0,0) = > Vawe(0,0) - x|
(=0 (=0 (=0

=0

H1) 0 we(0,0)] 4+ D Vawe(0,0) - x|

l=i+1 l=i+1
7 00 o)
Sp(a-i-a)(i—i-l) +c2‘x’2zp(a+a—2)€_’_ Z p(a+a)€+ ’1“ Z c2p(0+a—1)€
(=0 l=i+1 l=i+1
S C2|;L,|O'+Oc'
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Wheno + o > 2 and forp™! < |z| < pf,

lu(z) — Z we(0) — Z Dwy(0) -z — Z %wTDzwg(O)x]
=0 =0 =0

7

< fu(e) =Y we(@) + 1D welaw) = > we(0) = > Dwe(0) -z — > %xTD2wg(O)x]
=0 =0 /=0 =0

/=0

[ee] o0 [ee]
1 T 2
1 D0 w0+ Y Dwe(0) -2l + 5] Y @' Dlwi(0)al
l=i+1 I=i+1 L=i+1
7 00 00
Sp(a-i-a)(i-i-l) +2C2’w‘a+&zp(a—&)€_’_ Z p(a-l-oz)Z_’_’w‘ Z Czp(a-i-a—l)é
(=0 l=i+1 {=i+1

oo
+ ‘x’2 Z Czp(a+a—2)é
l=i+1

< Cylz|7re.

This proves the estimaté.g).
Now we are left to prove this claim. Before we provide the dletaproof, we would like to
first mention the idea and the structure 8f4)-(3.98):

* Solving 3.4) and @.5) inductively is how we construct this sequence of functi¢as}.
* (3.7) will follow from the approximation lemmas in the appendihere @8.8) will be used.

* (3.6) will follow from (3.7), maximum principles and the recursive Evans-Krylov teeor
Theorem2.2

Step 3 Prove the claim foi = 0.

Let u be a viscosity solution ofl(1). It follows from the Holder estimates ir6], standard
scaling and covering (contributing at most a factorigf) arguments that there exist constants
ay € (0,1),¢1 > 0, depending only om, A, A, vo, @&, such that forr € (0, 1]

7 (JJul oo my + (1 £l oo (B4)) - (3.9)

Let wy be the one in Step 1 and be the constant in2(2). Then by Theoren2.2, standard
scaling, translation and covering arguments that

lullcar(B,_,) < 17

Hw0||L°°(R”) <1, HDonLoo(B4,7) < 627_1>

2 4

) o ) (3.10)
1D wolpoo (B, ) < 2%, [Dwolgora-2(p,_,) < 2T .
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Let us set up to apply the approximation lemma, Lenft in the Appendix. Let = p3 <
p°teandM = 1. Let us fixed a modulus continuity, (r) = r®. Then for theseu,, e, M, there
existn; (small) andR (large) so that LemmaA.1 holds. We can assume that the rescalingBig)(
make the equation hold in a very large ball containi®yg; and|u(z) — u(y)| < wi(jz — y|) for
everyr € Br \ By andy € R™\ By. The latter one can be done due 89. We will choose
v < m/25in (3.19. Then by the rescaling in Step 1, we can conclude from LerArtahat

H’LL - w0||L°°(B4) <e< po—i-a’

and thus,

[ — wo | poo (rny < Ilu — wol|poo(py) < & < P77
(R™) (Ba)

This proves that3.4), (3.5), (3.6) and @.7) hold fori = 0.
Letv(z) = u(z) — wo(z). Sincewy € C7+%, v is a solution of

10y = in;/ 5v(z,y) Ka(z,y) + dwo(z, y) Koz, y)dy — f(0)
ae Rn

— f(z)— f(0) inBy.
Itis clear thatl(*) is elliptic with respect toZy(\, A, o). Moreover, forz € By_o;,
100]: = inf, [ Sun(e)Kue.9)dy — F(0)
= ’31612/11@ S(wo(x,y)) Koz, y)dy — (jgﬁt/n5(wo(w=y))Ka(an)dy\

< sup / 15wo(2, )| | Ka(,y) — Ka(0,9)|dy
ac A JR"?

R\ B,
<A(ca4+4)|z|*777 <~Ad(ca+4) 77 <777, (3.11)

< sup </B e 2|y | Ko(z,y) — Ka(0,y)|dy + 4/ |Ka(z,y) — Ka(O,y)ldy>
ac T

where 8.10 was used in the second inequality, aidl) was used in the third inequality, and
(3.15 was used in the last inequality. It follows from Holderiggites established 6], standard
scaling and covering arguments (contributing at most afaxft4/7) we have

lollcer By ar) < ar T T 4y + 1) < 8err Y,

and thus,
[u — wolcer (By_y,) < 8ci7 4.

This finishes the proof of3(8) for i = 0.
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Step 4 We assume all 0f3.4), (3.5), (3.6), (3.7) and @.8) hold up toi > 0, and we will show
that they all hold fori + 1 as well.

Let

W(x) —(z+1 (o04a) ( wg> H—lx)’
=0

vy = (o+a wy P

and
K(H_l)(l’, y) _ p(n+0)(i+1)K(pi+1ZE p2+1y)

Sincew, € C°T for each?, thenW is a solution of

T — p—(i+1)af(pi+1$) _ p—(i—i-l)af(o) in By,

where
I(H—l)W
= f, / <5W($7y) + ) pm N sy, (g, p”ly)) K (2, y)dy
n é:O

—p e f(0)

= inf/ <5W(x,y)+
(IEA R

_ p—(i+1)af(0).
Itis clear that/ 1) is elliptic with respect taZy(\, A, o). Denote
1+,

pH1=0(+) gy i1ty p””y)) KD (@, y)dy
=0

= inf/ <5v(az,y) —|-Zp—(i-l-l)(a-l-oc)(ng(pi-‘rlx,pz’—i-ly)) KD (0, 4)dy

€A
A=A JR =0

— p~ (e f(0)

_ JQE/R <5v(m,y) + Zp—(i-i-l—é)(a-i-oc)5U£(pi+1—€w7pi-i-l—éy)) K,giJrl)(O,y)dy
=0

- p_(H—l)af(O)v
which is also elliptic with respect t&(\, A, o). Letv; 1 be the solution of
Iéiﬂ)vﬂ_l =0 inBy
Vit1l = W inR" \ By.
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It follows that
[vit1llLoo®ny < [[W][poo@ny < 1. (3.12)

Indeed, we first know from the nonlocal Evan's—Kronv theortmat v, ; € C°T and thus
Ié’“)viﬂ can be calculated point-wisely. Sinq$+1)0 = 0 which follows from @.4), we have
for x € By,

igi/ S (2, y) KD (0, y)dy < I8 Vi () < sup v (2, y) KD (0, y)dy.
a n ae Rn

We also know from then boundary regularity ifj fhatv;.; € C(B,). Suppose that there exists
xog € B4 SO thatviﬂ(xo) = maxpg Vit+1 > |’W”LOO(R7L\B4). Then

sup | 6vip (o, y) KSV(0,y)dy < 0,
acA JR"

which is a contradiction tdé”l)le(xo) = 0. Similarly, we havev; 1(x) > —||[W || poc (rn\By)
for z € By4. This proves 3.12).
Again, by our induction hypothesi8.d), it follows that for allm = 0,1, - - , 4,

i“i/ (Z p (M0 sy (oL, pm‘%) E{™(0,y)dy = p~"f(0) in By,
ae Rn Z_O

It follows from Theoren.2and standard scaling arguments that

|1 Dvig1 [l oo By < com 7,

D031l oo (Ba_,y < Com 2,
[Dzvi_i_l]cgJﬁde(lei‘r) S 627_4.

We want to apply Lemma.2 to the equations off” andv;; so that we havéiV — v; ;1| <
p° T in By.

Firstofall,[W| < 1inR", W = 0inR"\ By, and[W]ce1 (5, _,.,,,) < 8cyprri—omar—4 <
8cip~37~*. Secondly, it follows from similar computations i2.28), and making use of}(6) and
Lemma2.5that 4

(LS Ry)cap,) < Mo Va € A,

wherelM, is a universal constant independent of

i

Lty = / So(a,y) K{T(0,y)dy,  Ry(x) =Y p~CH=0H 0y, (1= Ey),
n —0
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Lastly, we are going to show that we can chogsaufficiently small so that
116D — 15D <y in By (3.13)

and we can apply LemmA.2, wheren; is the one in A.2) with ¢ = p? < p°+*, M, as above,
My =1,My = 861p_3, M3 = co.

Foraz € By, h € C?(x), ||h]| 1o (rn) < M, [h(y) — h(z) — (y — @) - VR(z)| < ¥ |z — y|* for
everyy € B;(x), we have

i i+1
176+ — 1§D

*

<sup | | Sh(z,y)(KIT (2,y) — KITD(0,y))dy|
a,h,z JR"
# 30 sup| [ o T (5, ) (R (0, ) = K0,y
=0 € "

=1 + I.
It follows from the same computations i8.8) that

11| < 257.

Fora € A,(=0,1,--- ;iandforz € By_3.),,, we have, similar to3.11),

| s Swe(p ™, py) (KT (0,y) — KD (2, 4))dy|

< pU(Hl)/ bwe(p™a, ) |[Ka(0,y) — Ka(p'™t 'z, y)|dy

< p7HY / Cap 7t T2y P K (0, y) — Ka(p™ ', y)|dy (3.14)
B

plr
+ p7 / Pl T K, (0,y) — Ka(p e, y)|dy
R7L\Bpl7—
< p(0+a)(i+l)’7(62 —I—4)paé7'_a|ﬂj|a,

where we used3(6) in the second inequality. We choosesuch that

<25 + (2 +4)4 Zp‘ﬁ) v < min(n;/25,12). (3.15)
(=0

It follows that 3.13 holds (here we can choose= 1). By LemmaA.2 we have that

W = visl| Lo @ny = W = viga || Loy <€ < p7F
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Let | |
wi—i—l(l') = p(0+a)(l+1)vi+1(p_(H_l)ﬂj‘).

Thus, we have shown in the above that all&#], (3.5), (3.6), (3.7) hold fori+1. In the following,
we shall show that3.8) hold fori 4+ 1 as well. Let

i+1
V=W-—-vy= (2+1 (o0+4a) ( Z ’LU@) i+l

Thus, forz € By

I(H—l)v
i+1 . . . .
+= inf, /R 6V (2, y) + Y p~ T OF D sy (o7, o) | K (2, y)dy — p~ D2 f(0)
" =0

_ p_(i+1)af(pi+11‘) - p_(i—H)af(O).
Moreover, forz € By_o,,

i+1
[1¢V0] = | inf /R Do D Gy (o L, p ) K (1, y)dy — pm TV £(0))
=0

i+1

_ |;g£l/n Zp—(2+1 (0+a)5w ( i1, pH—ly)]K[gi—l-l) (:L",y)dy
£=0

i+1
_ inf —(i+1)(oc+w) 5 i+1 i+1 (i+1) 0.)d
;gA/nZ welp i, KL (0, )y

i+1

<supd- [ O S (5 gy | K () K (0.9l dy
acA -0 n

<77,
where in the last inequality we have us&l¥) and the choice ofj, in (3.15. Thus, by standard
scaling and covering arguments,
Vet (By_sr) < 817 4.
Hence, 8.8) holds fori + 1.

This finishes the proof of the claim in Step 2. Therefore, tt@pof Theoreml.1lis com-
pleted. O
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Remark 3.2. In the step of approximation, one cannot use

jéi+1)v

= inf, (52)(96, y)+ Y p AT 5y, (0, p"“‘fy)) K{D(0,y)dy — p~ 0 £(0)

Z(i+1)

to approximatel ‘D 1V, since one can check th will not be close tal(“t1), This is the

main reason why we need Theor2r@.

Remark 3.3. Inthe case of > oy > 0 ando + & < 2 — v for someyy > 0, our approximation
solutions{w,} are of onlyC?*® but may not be&>2. Thus, instead of1.7), we need the following
(stronger) assumption oA ,:

/ |Kqo(z,y) — Kq(0, )| min(|y[7F%, 77 )dy < Alz|*r®, (3.16)

which will be used ir{3.11) and(3.14). Then, with the help of Theore2nl5 for |o +a— 1| > o,
a € (0,a)and|o + a — 1] > &y, the same proof shows that the Schauder estirglag holds
under the condition$3.16) and (1.6), where the constar@ there will additionally depend oai.

Letop € (0,2). A unified Holder condition on the kernels for all o € [09,2), which is
slightly stronger than bothl(7) and 3.16), would be

/ K (2,y) — K(0,y)|dy < (2 — 0)Ala|*r— (3.17)
B2r'\Br

forallr > 0,z € Bs.
Combining Theoreni.1and Remarl3.3, we have this corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Letoy € (0,2). There existsx € (0, 1) depending only om, A, A and oy such
that the following statement holds: Assume evER(z,y) € % (A, A, o) satisfies(3.17) with

o € [00,2),a € (0,@),|lc+a—j] >~ >0and|c +«a—j| > ey > 0forj =1,2. Suppose
that f satisfieq(1.6). If u is a bounded viscosity solution ¢1.1), then there exists a polynomial
P(x) of degre€lo + o] such that(1.8) holds forz € By, whereC' in (1.8) is a positive constant
depending only on\, A, n, 09, &, a, £g and-y.

An application of our Schauder estimates is another protdi®following Evans-Krylov type
estimates for viscosity solutions of nonlocal fully nomar parabolic equations:

u(z,t) = égﬁl{/ﬂ%n ou(z,y; t) K, (y) dy} in By x (—2,0], (3.18)

wheredu(z,y;t) = u(x + y,t) + u(x — y,t) — 2u(x,t), A is an index set, and eadki, €

2 (M A, o). These estimates for more general nonlocal parabolic ieqsdtave been established
by H. Chang Lara and G. Davild2]. The definition of viscosity solutions to nonlocal parabol
eqguations and their many properties can be foun@®,ia()].
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Theorem 35. Letu : R™ x [—2,0] — R be a viscosity solution of3.18. Suppose that is
Lipschitz continuous in in (R™ \ Bs) x [~2,0] and | M u(-, —2)||zeo(mny < Co. Then there
existss € (0,1) depending only om, A, A such that foro + 3 — 2 > 49 > 0 we have

luellcs,Byx 1oy + IVaules, (B x-10) (3.19)

< C[Jull oo x(—2,0) + el oo (Rn\ B2y x [~2,0)) + CO);
wherea = vp3/2 and C is a positive constant depending only@n\, A and-.
Proof. It follows from Theorem 6.2 ing] and Theorem 4.1 in1[0] that there exists somg <
(0,1) depending only om, A\, A such that
Va FAUNS C t(Bl X [ 1,0])

In particular, the right hand side d8.0L8 is Holder inx. By the Schauder estimates in Theorem
1.1 (and adjusting if necessary), when + 3 — 2 > vy > 0, we have for alk € [1,0]

V2u(-,t) € CIH02(By).
By Lemma 3.1 on page 78 in9], we have for alle € By,
V2u(z,) € C)HEHI (L1, 0)) € o ((-1,0).

Thus,VZu € Cg(By x [~1,0]), and the estimate3(19) follows from the estimates in Theorem
6.2in[9], Theorem 4.1 mlO] and the Schauder estimates we proved. This finishes thé prab

Note that Example 2.4.1 irLp] shows that the assumption of the Lipschitz continuityuan
(R™\ By) x [—2,0] is necessary to obtain Holder continuity«fin B; x [—1,0]. The estimate
(3.19 is not written in the scaling invariant form for the purpadeconvenience in its proof. The
constantC' in (3.19 does not depend an, and thus, does not blow up as— 2.

One also can replace the condition on the initial dgta—2) in Theorem3.5by the following
global Lipschitz type assumption:

[u]co,l((thtﬂ;[/l(wc)) = sup HU( 7t) U( X 7')|’L1(w0) < 00, (320)

(t—7,t]C(t1,t2] T

WhereHvHD(wa fRn |v(y)| min(1, |y|~"~7)dy.
Theorem 3.6. Letu : R x [—2,0] — R be a viscosity solution of3.18 and satisfy(3.20. Then
there exists3 € (0, 1) depending only on, A, A such that foro + 3 — 2 > vy > 0 we have
lutllca, (B x-10 + IVZullos (8, x[-1.0)
< O(|lull poo e x[—2,00) T [l 01 (11 2] L1 (w0 )) )5
wherea = vp3/2 and C is a positive constant depending only @y, A and-.

Proof. It is the same as the proof of Theoré, except that we use Corollary 7.2 and Corollary
7.4 in [11] instead of Theorem 6.2 irf] and Theorem 4.1 in1[C], O
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A Appendix: approximation lemmas

Our proof of Schauder estimates uses perturbative argsmami we need the following two ap-
proximation lemmas, which are variants of Lemma 7 in [6]. VWdo a few modifications for our
own purposes, and we decide to include them in this appendisampleteness and convenience.

To start with, we recall some definitions and notations aboutocal elliptic operators, which
can be found in§, 7). Let oy € (0,2) be fixed, andv(y) = (1 + |y|*t7°)~1. We sayu €
LYR"™, w) if [gn [u(y)|w(y)dy < co. LetQ be an open subset &f". Let us recall Definition 21
in [7] for nonlocal operators. A nonlocal operatbiin €2 is a rule that assigns a functianto a
valueI(u, z) at every point: €  satisfying the following assumptions:

s I(u,z) is well-defined as long ag € C?(x) andu € L' (R", w);
o If ue C*(Q) N LYR", w), thenI(u,z) is continuous in as a function ofr.

Hereu € C?(z) we mean that there is a quadratic polynomialich that:(y) = p(y)+o(|y—z|?)
for y close tox. An operator is translation invariantif Iu = I(7,u) wherer, is the translation
operatorr,u(z) = u(z — 2).

Given such a nonlocal operatdy one can defined a norfi7|| as in Definition 22 in 7]. We
also define a (weaker) norfiT ||, for our own purpose:

1]« :=sup{[I(u,2)|/(1 + M) : z € Qu € C*(x),[|u] Lo @n) < M,
M (A.1)
uly) —u(z) = (y —2) - Vu(z)| < -z~ y|* for everyy € B (x)}.

We say that a nonlocal operatbis uniformly elliptic with respect taZy(\, A, o), which will be
written as.% (o) for short, if

M;O(o)v(w) <I(u+wv,x)—I(u,z) < M_%(o v(z),

where

_ . Aév(‘ray)—i_ —A(S’U((L',y)_
M) = it Lo(a) = 2= o) [ Sy

Adv(z,y)t — Nv(z,y)~
M}O(U)v(w) = sup Lou(z)= (2_0)/n (z,y) (7,y) dy.

LeZ(o) ly|nte

It is also convenient to define the limit operators wihen> 2 as

M;po(z) v(x) = lim J\/l_%(o v(x)

o—2
MGy @yv(@) = lim MG, v(z).
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It has been explained irv] that M}o(z) is a second order uniformly elliptic operator, whose
ellipticity constants\ and A depend only\, A and the dimensiom. Moreover, M;r/o@)“ <

MT(V2v), whereM*(V2v) is the second order Pucci operator with ellipticity conttanand

A. Similarly, we also have corresponding relationsM@O(z).

Our approximation lemmas will be proved by compactnessraegis, where we need the
concepts of the weak convergence of nonlocal operators fmiben 41 in [7]. We say that a
sequence of nonlocal operatdis— I weakly in{ if, for every zg € €2 and for every function
of the form

o(z) = p(z) i-f |z — o] < 7
u(z) if |z —xg| >,
wherep is a polynomial of degree two ande L' (R",w), we havely (v, z) — I (v, x) uniformly
in Br/2(x0)'
Lemma A.1l. For someos > oy > 0 we consider nonlocal operatorg, I; and I uniformly
elliptic with respect ta% (o). Assume also tha is translation invariant and(0) = 1.

GivenM > 0, a modulus of continuity; ande > 0, there exists); (small, independent af)
and R (large, independent af) so that ifu, v, I, Iy and I, satisfy

Io(v,z) =0, Ii(uw,xz)>—m, ID(u,z)<n inbB
in viscosity sense, and
11y — Toll« <1, |2 = Iolls <muin By,

and

u=v INnR"\ By,
lu(z)| <M inR",
lu(z) —u(y)] <wi(|Jz —y|) foreveryx € Br\ By andy € R"\ By,

then|u —v| < ein Bj.

Proof. It follows from the proof of Lemma ¥in [7] with modifications. We argue by contradic-
tion. Suppose the above lemma was false. Then there wouldduesces, Iék), Ifk”), Iék), Nies
ug, v such thato, — o € [09,2], ;. — 0 and all the assumptions of the lemma are valid, but
suppg, |up — v > €.

Since[ék) is a sequence of uniformly elliptic translation invariamtecators with respect to
Z(oy), by Theorem 42 in7] that we can take a subsequence, which is still denotdéké,sthat

1The statements of Lemma 7 and Lemma 87ihshould be read under the condition tHatis translation invariant
(see R5]), which does not affect their applications if [
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converges weakly to some nonlocal operdtgrandl is also translation invariant, and uniformly
elliptic with respect to the clasgj(o).

It follows from the boundary regularity Theorem 32 if] fhat u; andv, have a modulus of
continuity, uniform ink, in the closed unit balB;. Thus,u;, andwv;, have a uniform (irk) modulus
of continuity onBpg, with R, — co. We can subsequences{afy, } and{v; }, which will be still
denoted aquy} and{vx}, which converges locally uniformly ifR™ to « and v, respectively.
Moreover,u = v in R" \ By, andsupp, |u —v| > €.

In the following, we are going to show that

Ip(u,x) =0 = Ip(v,x) in By, (A.2)

from which we can conclude that= v in By, sincelj is translation invariant. But we know that
supp, |u — v| > . This reaches a contradiction.

The second equality of\;2) follows from Lemma 5 in 7]. The first equality actually follows
almost identically from the proof of Lemma 5 ifi][ we only need to notice that the sequereg }

is uniformly bounded by\/, and thus the conditions thﬁfk) (ug,z) > —np, Iz(k) (ug, ) < np,
Hlfk) — Iék)|]>k — 0 andHIZ(k) — Iék)|]>k — 0 are sufficient to showy(u,z) = 0in By as in the
proof of Lemma5inT]. O

Lemma A.2. For someos > o3 > 0 we consider nonlocal operator), I; and I uniformly
elliptic with respect ta%, (o). Assume also that

toote) = i { [ svte ) alwidy + (o)} in

where eachk, € .% (o) and for some constarit € (0, 1),

[halcs () < Mo and ;Ielﬁl he(z) =0V x € By.
GivenMy, My, Ms, M5 > 0, Ry > 5, 8,v € (0,1), ande > 0, there exists), (small, independent
of o) so that ifu, v, Iy, I; and I satisfy

IO(UMI') = 07 Il(’LL,ZL') > -T2, 12(u733) < 72 in B4>
in viscosity sense, and
11 — Toll« < m2,  |[I2 — o« < M2 in By,

and

u=v INR"\ By,

u=0 ian\BRO,

|’LL| < Ml in an
[U]CV(BR()iT) < MQT_4 V1ée (O, 1),

[vllgotepy,) < M™% V1€ (0,1),
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then|u — v| < ein By.

Proof. This lemma can be proved similarly to LemmAdl. Suppose the above lemma was false.
Then there would be sequences Iék), Ifk), Iék), Nk, Uk, Vg SUCh thatry, — o € [00,2], nx — 0
and all the assumptions of the lemma are valid,sogts |u), — vi| > €.

By our assumptions, it is clear that, up to a subsequemcepnverges locally uniformly in
Bp,. Sinceu;, = 0inR™\ Bp,, it converges almost everywhere to some functian R™. Since
v, IS bounded and has a modulus continuity®y\ By, then by the boundary regularity Theorem
32 in [7], there is another modulus continuity that extends to theed unit ball3,;, and thusyy,

o

converges uniformly i34, as well as irClojﬁ_“(B@ for any arbitrarily small: > 0. Therefore,
vy, converges to some functiane €7~ (B,) almost everywhere i”. Moreover,u = v in
R™\ By, andsupp, [u —v| > ¢.

We are going to show that there exists a subsequen{:éo(@f}, which is still denoted aéék),
that converges weakly i, to some nonlocal operatdg, and/ is uniformly elliptic with respect
to the class%, (o). Then it follows from the proof of4.2) thatu andv solve the same equation
Ip(u,z) = Ip(v,z) = 0in By in viscosity sense. Since e C[‘Ojﬁ_“(&) is a classical solution
andu = v in R™\ By, we haveu = v in By, which is a contradiction.

The proof of that there exists a subsequenc@[é’f)} weakly converges i3, will basically
follow from the proofs of Lemma 6 and Theorem 42 .|

Claim 1: Let ¢ be a function

_ Jp(x) inB,
plo) = {(I)(m) inR"\ B,,

wherer > 0, p(z) is a second order polynomial, adel ¢ L'(R",w). Then there exists a
subsequencé]ékj)} such thatfy, (z) := Iékj)gp(x) converges uniformly i3, /,.

Proof of Claim 1: SinceIO(k)(O) = 0, by uniformly ellipticity, f; is uniformly bounded in
B, /5. We are going to find a uniform modulus of continuity ffrin B, /, so that Claim 1 follows
from Arzela-Ascoli theorem.

RecallT,p(r) = p(z + z). Givenz,y € B, , with [z — y| < /8, we have

fk(x) - fk(y) < M}(Jk)(v - Ty—mvyx) + M(]|l’ - y|67

where the first term has a modulus of continuity depends bant notIO(k) as shown in the proof
of Lemma 6 in [7]. This finishes the proof of Claim 1.

As long as we have Claim 1, it follows from the proof of Theordghidentically that there
exists a subsequence {ifo(k)}, which is still denoted aéék), that converges weakly iB4 to some
nonlocal operatof, andl is uniformly elliptic with respect to the clasg} (o). O
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