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HIGHER-ORDER BOUNDARY REGULARITY ESTIMATES FOR
NONLOCAL PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

XAVIER ROS-OTON AND HERNAN VIVAS

ABSTRACT. We establish sharp higher-order Holder regularity estimates up to the
boundary for solutions to equations of the form dyu — Lu = f(t,z) in I x 2 where
I C R, Q CR"” and f is Holder continuous. The nonlocal operators L that we
consider are those arising in stochastic processes with jumps, such as the fractional
Laplacian (—A)®, s € (0,1).

Our main result establishes that, if f is C7 is space and C/2% in time, and Q is
a C%7 domain, then u/d® is C**7 up to the boundary in space and u is C'*7/2
up the boundary in time, where d is the distance to 02. This is the first higher
order boundary regularity estimate for nonlocal parabolic equations, and is new
even for the fractional Laplacian in C'>° domains.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we address the boundary regularity for solutions of nonlocal para-
bolic equations of the form
Ou— Lu = f(t,x). (1.1)
Here, L is a nonlocal operator of the form

Lu(t,z) = P.V./ (u(t,z+y) —u(t,z))K(y)dy

n

with K(y) = K(—y),

A A
0< Ty < K(y) < = and K (y) homogeneous.
y n S y n S
Equivalently, L can be written as
L) = [ (ateo o) +uttio =)~ 2ut0) a2

with s € (0,1) and a : S"~! — [\, A], for some ellipticity constants 0 < A < A. In
fact, to prove our higher-order regularity estimates we will also require the kernels
to be regular, see Theorem [L.1] below.

Operators of this form arise naturally in the study of Lévy processes with jumps,
where the infinitesimal generators of stable processes take the form (L2]). These op-
erators have been studied both from the point of view of Probability and Analysis
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and have become quite popular to model very different phenomena in Physics, Fi-
nance, Image processing, or Ecology; see (CT16, MEKO00, and references
therein. The most canonical and important example of such operators is given by
the case where a = ctt on S" ! and L becomes a multiple of the fractional Laplacian

—(=A)*:

L) Cn,s/ u(z +y) +|1;Tf+; y) — 2u(x) .
see AV17, [GalT, [Gol6] and references therein.

The regularity theory for integro-differential elliptic equations started already
in the fifties and sixties, and has experienced a huge development in the last 20
years; see for example [Rol6] and references therein. In particular, an impor-
tant question in this context is to understand the boundary regularity of solu-
tions, which presents many differences and challenges with respect to the case
of local second order equations. Such question has been studied in the works
BKKO0S8, BKK13], [Gr15] RS16, [RS16b, [SW99|, and it is now quite

well understood. For Dirichlet problems of the form

Lu = f inQ
{ w = 0 inRM\Q, (1.3)

with L as above, the main known results of [Gr15l [Gr14, [RS16l [RS16D] establish
that, if d(x) is the distance to 0€2:
(a) If Q is C') then

feL>Q) = u/d°cC" Q) for all e > 0,
(b) If Q is C*Y and a € C*7(S™!), then
feC'(Q) = u/d°cC(Q) for v € (0, s),

whenever 7 + s is not an integer.
(c) If Q is C* and a € C>(S™ 1), then

FeC(Q) = u/d*eCQ)  forally >0,

whenever o + s ¢ Z. In particular, u/d* € C*(2) whenever f € C>(f2).

Part (a) was proved in [RST6] (for any a € L'(S™!)); (b) was established in [RS16D]
in the more general context of fully nonlinear equations; and (c) was established in
[Gr15l, for elliptic pseudodifferential operators satisfying the s-transmission
property. Furthermore, when s + 7 is an integer in (c), more information is given
in in terms of Holder-Zygmund spaces C*. We refer to the expository paper
[Rol7] and to for more details.

In case of parabolic equations, the interior regularity theory has been developed
in the last years, and is now well understood; see [CD14, [CKT5] [FRT6, [JXT15] [SST6]
Selb]. However, in such evolutionary setting, the boundary regularity is not so
well understood. The results of [RS16] were extended to the parabolic setting by
Fernandez-Real and the first author in [FR16], and more recently the case f € L?
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was treated by Grubb in [Gri7]. These results correspond to the case (a) above,
and yield at best an expansion near the boundary of order 2s — ¢ in space and 1 — ¢
in time. No higher order boundary regularity result like those in (b) or (c¢) above is
known in the parabolic setting.

It is important to notice that parabolic estimates for nonlocal equations offer new
specific challenges over elliptic ones. Indeed, this already happens in the setting
of interior regularity, where even solutions to the fractional heat equation J,u +
(—A)*u =0 in By are always C*™ in space but in general not C'! in time.

In the context of boundary regularity, a related counterexample was recently found
by G. Grubb [GrlS]: solutions to dyu + (—A)*u = f in (0,7) x Q, with u = 0 in

(0,7) x Q°, do not satisfy in general u/d* € C57¢(Q2) for any £ > 0, not even when
f and Q2 are C'*°. This is in sharp contrast with the elliptic case, in which solutions

satisfy u/d* € C>=(Q).

The aim of this paper is to extend the boundary regularity result (b) above to the
parabolic setting. For this, we develop a parabolic version of the boundary blow-up
methods developed by the first author and Serra in [RS16b]. Our main result gives
an expansion near the boundary of order 2s + 7 in space and 1 + /2s in time, for
v € (0,s), and reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let s € (0,1), and v € (0,s) such that vy + s is not an integer. Let
Q be any C*7 domain, and u(t,z) be any solution of

8tU—Lu = f m _1’0 % BlﬁQ
{ u = 0 in E—l,ngEBl\Q)) (1.4)

with L of the form ([L2). Assume a € CY7(S"1) and f € C’t%,’ﬁ/((—l,O) x Q). Let

Co = llull /s (1 0y sy T Hf”CZfs’”((—LO)Xﬁ)'

Then,
H&funczfsﬁ((_%’o)XﬁﬁBl/Q) + ||u/dsHC;GJW/%’MW((—%,O)XﬁﬂBl/Q) S C'C’O (15)
The constant C' depends only on vy, ||la||c1rsn-1y, 1, s, and the ellipticity constants.

Notice this is an estimate of order 2s + 7 in space and 1 + «/2s in time. This
is precisely the order one expects for this equation. In fact, for the local case (say

when L = A) one actually has u € C**7 and u € Ctlﬂ/ ?. Our estimate (5) extends
for the first time the results of [RS16b] to the parabolic setting (in case of linear
equations). It is new even for the fractional Laplacian in C*° domains. Furthermore,
in view of the above mentioned counterexample of Grubb, our Theorem is sharp (or
almost-sharp) in the sense that it cannot hold for 7 > s.

Notice also that the assumption that u € C/ **((=1,0) x R") is necessary, even for
the interior regularity. Indeed, in [FR16] the first author and Ferndndez-Real showed
that for any € > 0 one can construct a solution to the homogeneous fractional heat
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equation dyu + (—A)*u = 0 in (—1,0) x By which is in C’* ((—1,0) x R") and
not C; " in (—1,0) x Byjs.

As for the regularity assumption on the function a in (I2)) and the domain €,
it is needed in the proof of Proposition 3.3 These are the same assumptions as in
the elliptic case. Indeed, since L(d*) does not vanish identically (something that
does happen in the case of a flat boundary, where we have L(x,)% = 0) we need to
control over [L(d*)]c+. Such an estimate is obtained in terms of the C'*7 norm of a
and the C*7 norm of 2; see Lemma 8.3 in [RSI6D].

As an immediate consequence of Theorem [[.I, we get the following result for the
Dirichlet problem.

Corollary 1.2. Let s € (0,1), and v € (0,s) such that v+ s is not an integer. Let
L be any operator of the form ([L2) and Q be any bounded C*7 domain. Suppose
that u(t, ) is the solution of

ou—Lu = f mnQ T>t>0
u =0 mR"\Q, T>t>0, (1.6)
u(0,:) = wy mQ, t=0,

Assume in addition that a € C*7(S™™1), and denote
Co = ||u0||L2(Q) + Hf”czfsﬁ((oj)xg)'
Then, we have
||8tu||czé2s,’y((to’,r)xﬁ) + ||u/d8||C,51’{02+'Y/28"Y+S((t07T)><§) S CC(), (17)

for any 0 < tg < T where C' depends only on n, s, Q, to, T, ||a|c1r(gn-1y and the
ellipticity constants.

Remark 1.3. Notice that 7 4 s could be bigger than 1 (and is always less than 2).
This calls for some care when defining the Holder seminorm being used, as well as
the full norm. When v + s < 1 there is no issue and the norm is defined as usual,
ie.

jw(t, z) —w(t', 2')|

[w] s+ = sup

Cj?w’sﬂ(fxﬂ) trel [t —1t o 4 | — af |5+
z,x'€
and
”w“oi?’””uxm - HwHL""(Ixﬂ) + [w]c:fwvsw(fxm'

However, when v + s > 1 we need a higher order Holder seminorm.

As in [FRI6], we define in this case
[w] = [w] stv + [Vw] a4s-

sty 25 s
C,2 (IxQ) C, %% (Ix9Q) C,

t,x

’7+871(I><Q)

where

[w]cg(fxn) = Sup[w('ax)]ca(l)
e
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and
0 2.1 g = Tl + 90y + 0]

Finally, in Proposition 4.J] we are going to need the case .+ (3 + s possibly bigger
than 2. So in that case, again as in [FR16], we set

— 2
[w]c—g—“ri“,aw“([xm = [8tw]ct—g—f‘:*ifs,a+ﬁfs(lxm+[vw]ct—2—a+€*s,(IXQ)_"[wa]Ctj—‘T:B;%,a+,8+sfz(1><ﬂ)
and
[w]]sp = [wllz=axe) + [Vwllze@xa) + [ D*wllexa) + [w]

5 s+ .
c, 2 T (Ixq) 0,2 T (Ixq)

To prove Theorem [[LT] we extend the ideas from [RS16b] to the parabolic setting.
Namely, we need to develop a parabolic version of the higher order boundary blow-
up (elliptic) methods of [RS16b], and then combine this with appropriate interior
estimates in order to get the fine regularity estimate for u up to the boundary.

Remark 1.4. Besides its own interest, sharp boundary regularity estimates find usu-
ally applications in free boundary problems; see for example [DS16]. We think that
the ideas introduced in this paper could be used in order to establish the higher
regularity of free boundaries in the obstacle problem for the fractional Laplacian, at

least in case s > 1/2; see [BFRIT].

The paper is organized as follows. We first prove a Liouville-type theorem in
Section 2l Then, in Section [8 we prove the main proposition, namely Proposition
3.3l Finally, in Section 4] we prove Theorem [[.Il and in the Appendix we prove
Proposition [4.11

2. A LIOUVILLE-TYPE THEOREM IN THE HALF SPACE

In this section we prove a Liouville type theorem in the half space for nonlocal
parabolic equations. Let us define first the parabolic cylinders:

Qr(t,x) = (t = r*.t) x B (x),
where B, () is the ball of radius r around x. Moreover, we will denote @,.(0,0) by
Q, and (—r%*,0) x (B, N{x, > 0}) by Q;.

Theorem 2.1. Let s € (0,1), v € (0,s), B € (v,1) andao =s+~v— 3 € (0,s). Let
w satisfy
(O = L)(w(-+71,-+h)=w(-,-)) = 0 in (—00,0) x R%
w = 0 in (—o00,0) x R".
for h € R" h, >0, 7 <0 where L is an operator of the form (L2)) and assume that
w satisfies the growth condition

[/ (20) g/ ) S CRY, R 21
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for some positive constant C'. Then
w(x) = (zn)3(p- 2 +q)
for somep e R" and g e R. Ifa+ 3 <1 then p=0.
Proof. First let h,, =0 and v(t,z) = w(t + 7,2+ h) —w(t,z). Then v satisfies

Ow—Lv = 0 in (—o0,0) x R}
v = 0 in (—o0,0) x R".

Moreover,
[ot, )/ (2n) % |2 @) < CR,

SO
[Vl (@r) < CR™

for R > 1. Then we can apply Theorem 4.11 in [FR16] (note that a + s < 2s) to
get that

v(t,x) = K(x,)%

for some constant K. In particular, this implies that w is constant as a function of
time and

w(t,z+h) —w(t,z) = K(z,)%
for any h such that h,, = 0. Therefore,
w(t,z) = K(x,)%(a- z +b) +U(z,)

for some one dimensional function .
Now, by Lemma 5.5 in [RS16b] and the fact that w is constant in time and solves
the equation we have

L(w(t, -+ h) —w(t,-)) = L+ hy) —9(1)) =0  in RY
for h,, > 0 so ¢ satisfies:

{L<w<-+hn>—w<~>> — 0in R,
Y = 0 in R_.

Moreover, because of the hypothesis on w, 1) has the growth control
[/ (xn) oo qory < CRY, R>1.
so we can apply Lemma 5.3 in [RS16b] to get

Y(zn) = C (xn)j- + 02(1%)1-—'—87
and the result follows. O
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3. MAIN PROPOSITION

In this section we take the main step towards the proof of Theorem [[.I] namely
we prove Proposition B.3l We start with th following technical lemma that allows
us to take limits.

Lemma 3.1. Let s € (0,1) and {Ly,}men be a sequence of operators of the form
([C2). Let {wpm}tmen and { fi}men be sequences of functions satisfying

(O — L) (W (- + hy -+ 7) —wp(+,7) = frn in I x K

in the weak sense for a given bounded interval I C (—00,0] and a bounded domain
K C R". Assume that L,, are given by ([L2) for some a,, : S™' > [\, A] that
converge uniformly to some a. Let L be the operator associated to such a, and
suppose that, for some functions w and f, the following hypotheses hold:

(1) wy, converges to w uniformly in compact sets of (—oo,0] x R™,

(2) fm — [ uniformly on I x K,

(3) supyes Wi (t+ 7,24 h) — w(t, )] < C (1 + |z]|*7) for some e >0, and for

all v € R™.

Then, w satisfies
(O —L)(w(-+h,-+7)—w(,)=finl xK
i the weak sense.

Proof. Using the definition of weak solution we get, for each m and n € C°(I x K):

/ (Wi (- + hy -+ 7) — Wi+, ) (=0 — L) dtdx = fmm dtdz.
IxXK

IxK

Because of the uniform convergence a,, to a we have that (—d; — L,,)n converges to
(=0, — L)n thanks to the dominated convergence theorem. Also, since 7 is compactly
supported we easily find |L,,n(z)| < C(1 + |z|"***)~!, so we just need to prove a
growth condition on the difference quotients that allows us to pass to the limit, i.e.
we want o
for some positive . Because of the previous observation, this ammounts to show
that

}(wm( +h, 4+ 7)) — wn( ))‘ < CO(1+ |z*7°)

but since that is exactly the third assumption, the result follows. O

Next we are going to prove Proposition B3l First, let us give the following defi-
nition:

Definition 3.2. We say that I" is a C*? surface splitting R™ into Q* and Q~ with
norm smaller than 1 if the following holds:

e I' C R" is the graph of a C?7 function with C%" norm less than 1
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e the two disjoint domains QO+ and Q~ partition R™, i.e. R® = QT UQ~ and
QTN =0
e I'=00" =00 and 0 el
e 1(0) = e, where v is the normal vector to I'.
Moreover, we will denote by d(z) any C%7(QF) function that coincides with dist(z, Q™)
in a neighborhood of I' N B, and vanishes outside Bs.

Then we have the following result:

Proposition 3.3. Let s € (0,1), v € (0,s), 5 € (7,1) anda=s+~v— € (0,s).
Let T be any C*7 surface splitting R"™ into QF and Q= with norm smaller than 1.
Let u be any solution of

Ou—Lu = f in(=1,0)x (B NAQT) (3.1)
u = 0 in(—=1,0) x Q~ '
with L an operator of the form (L2). Assume that
[u/ds]cgégs,g((_l’o)xm) <1 and HfHC,Zfs”((—l,O)x(Bmm)) <1 (3.2)
and a € CY7(S™1).
Then for any r > 0
r—a [U/ds — (pr - x4+ QT)} 05423'[3((—7‘23,0)><(BM']Q+)) S C (33)

where C'is a constant depending only onn, s, a, B, ||lal|crvsn-1y, and the ellipticity

constants and p, - © + q, is the least square approzimation of u/d® in (—r**0) X
(B, NQT), i.e.

0
pr'I+qT=afgmin/ / (u/ds—(p-x+q))2da:dt (3.4)
P —r2s Nt
where P is the space of all polynomials of degree at most |+ ] (i.e., p, = 0 if
a+p<1).

Proof. The proof is by contradiction. Assume (B.3]) does not hold. Then there are
sequences [y, uy, Ly and f; satisfying:

[y is a C?7 surface splitting R into Q; and Q. with norm less than 1
Ly, is of the form (L2) and a; € C7(S™1)

[/ di) o r2es (_10ywary < 1 a0d [ fillgprzen y0xminaty <1

uy, is a solution of

Oyur, — Lyuy = fi in (—1,0) x (B1NQy)
w = 0 in(—1,0)x Q.

(3.5)

such that

—a s . _
Sl]ip ililo) r [uk/dk (pr,k T+ qr7k>}05423’6((—T25,O)X(Brﬂﬂ,:r)) oo
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where

0
Drk - &+ Qrg = arg min/ / (up/d, — (p-x + q))* dz dt. (3.6)
P —r2s T-ﬂﬂkf

Define
e N\ —« s , . , .
H(T) = Slljc-p S/U;pr (T ) [uk/dk (pr kTG Jf)} Cf:,/cz P (=()25,0)x (B.n92}H))”

Notice that 6 is a nondecreasing function of r that goes to oo as r — 0. Moreover,
since for any fixed r we have 0(r) < oo we can find a sequence 77, > 1/m, rl, \, 0
and k,, such that

b,
01 /m) > 0(r%,).

N | —

/I \—«a S
(Tm) [ukm/dk}m pT;nyk?m x qr{m7kmi|059/62576((_(r!’n)2570)x(Br;nmgzm)) 2

Let us denote

Um = Ukyys  Dm = Dl ks a0d G = @k,
and ) ) .
J— _+ —
Fm - Tl—‘km? Qm = TTQ;:m’ a’nd dm(I) - TTdk77L(r;le)'
m m m

Notice that I',, converges to {x, = 0}, ﬁ:; converges to R and d3, converges locally

uniformly to (x,)% as m — oo. Further, let us simplify the notation by defining

Fe= (% 0) % (B,NQ)  and @, = (—r*,0) x (B,NQ,,).
We define the blow-up sequence:

(121 102) o (2))° = (- () + )
() 287) |

U (t, ) =

Notice that
[Um]Cf,fs’ﬁ@fm) Z 1/2 (37)
and that

0
/ / Un(p-2z+¢q)dedt =0 (3.8)
—1JBin%,

for all p € R™ and ¢ € R because of the minimization condition (3.0]).
Let us show next that

[Um]cB/ZS,B(QEM) <CR" (3.9)

for 1< R< T% For this need an estimate of the form

[pkm7R7"»lm T = qk'nuRT{m - (pkmﬂ"»lm © T + qk7rl77";11)j|059/52876(@+/ S (R/r;n)ae(/r;n) (310)

Tm R, km

)

which actually amounts to bound |pg g, — pr|. This will be achieved via a dyadic
estimate, i.e. for R = 2% k > 1 (notice that the estimate holds if R € [1,1/r) by
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the definition of v,,). We will also prove here only the case where oo + 8 > 1, the
case a + 8 < 1 is analogous. Let us first estimate the difference when R = 2:

|pk72r — pk7r|7~1—5 - [(pk,2r - pk,r) 'I]Cf:fsﬂ(Q:,k)
re0(r) B reg(r)
o [pk,2’r‘ - r _'_ Qk,2r - pk”‘ s — Qk77‘:|c£é2s’ﬁ(Q::k)
reg(r)
20{9(2/’0) [uk/dz - pk,2fr - r — qk’27]0542s,ﬁ(Q;’4 k)
0(r) (2r)e6(2r)
+ [/ di ~Prr @ qur]cﬁézs"*@iw
reg(r)
< C,

where we have used the definition of § and its monotonicity. Now if R = 2* we have

‘pk,2kr - pk,r| < Z |pk72j7’ - pk72j*1r|

k
S Z 2j 1 a+ﬁ—19(2j—1r)

< ()( )

using that a + 8 — 1 > 0 and this readily implies (310). Now we can apply (B.10)
as follows:

[omlopry,y = m o = “qm”cﬁ/%‘%czrw
< m (U /sy, — (Dhoy, et = T+ C.Ikm,er)]cB/2s ’3(QjmR o)
S St O (o
< CR",

and we get ([B.9)).
When R = 1, (83) implies that the oscillation of v, in Qf is bounded by some

universal constant C'; which in turn implies

[0n — MHLoo @) <C

7‘ R,km,

)
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for some M. This gives, by (3.8)
||Um||Lo<> @) <C.
Finally, the bound on the Holder seminorm (3.9) and the L> bound in Q7 give
a+0
||,Um||LOO(QE,m) S CR . (311)

By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, the previous bounds imply that a subsequence
of {v,,} converges uniformly on compact subsets of (—o0,0) x R" to a uniformly
continuous function v. Let

- um (P )25t ! 2)  d5 () (P - 7+ G
o) e (1) (0] — P ) B @) + )
(r) P6(ry,) (r)*P0(r,)

(3.12)

and w(t,z) = v(t, z)(z,)5.
We claim that w satisfies the hypothesis of the Liouville-type Theorem 2.1l To
see this, note that, by ([33]) (and for fixed h and 7) and the scaling of the equation

(9 = L) () (4 7). 7 (& + ) = (13, 72)
CRGEEICN

i (P 7), @ 4+ 1) = fi ()%t ) Cknlegzenan)
- (rp)e+2=20(r},) = () 0(r,)

in ﬁ; and this last term goes to 0 as m — oo (recall o+ =s5+7).
On the other hand, using Lemma 8.3 in [RS16b] and the definition of d,,, we get

Liey, (3, (z + h) (P - 7 (2 + ) + @) — i, (2) (P - 70,7 4 Qi)
< Cr) 7 (Ipml + [gml)-

So we need to get the appropriate bounds on |p,,| and |g,,|. But with the same proof
as in Proposition 8.2 in [RS16b] we get that, for r € [27%, 277+

‘pk r| + ‘ri jla+B— 1)

C’

which goes to 0 as r \, 0. Hence, recalhng (B12), we have that
(Or — Ly, ) (W (t + 7,2 + h) —wy,(t,z)) — 0

uniformly on compact sets as m — oo. But thanks to Lemma Bl (condition 3
follows easily from (39), (B11) and the definition of o and ), this implies

h(wt+7,x+h) —wt,z)) — Lwlt+71,2+h)—wtz)=0

in R} for h € R, h,, > 0, 7 < 0 and some L of the form (L.2). Also w = 0 in R” by
the uniform convergence.
Moreover, because of (3.9) w also satisfies the growth condition

[U)/(S(In) ]C/J‘/2s /J‘(Q+ < CRa R Z 1
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so we can apply by Theorem R.Iland we get that w(t,x) = (x,)%.(p-z + ¢) for some
p € R" and g € R or, equivalently, v(t,x) = p-x + ¢. This, together with ([B.8]) gives
that v = 0 so passing to the limit in ([B.7]) we get a contradiction. O

The following proposition gives a plane (the same) for all r.
Proposition 3.4. Let o, 5 € (0,1) with o+ 5 # 1 and let v satisfy

sup T_a['u - (pr’ e QT)]CB/Z"’B((_?&S 0)x (BrNQT)) < CO (313)
r>0 tz ’

with p, = 0 if a4+ B < 1, if not assume that |p1| < Cy. Then there exist p € R™ and
q € R such that

p=Ilimp. and ¢q=Ilimg,
r—0 r—0
and for all r > 0
[0 = (P &+ @) || Lo ((=r2e 0)x (Brnoty)) < CCor®P |p| < CCy
where C' depends only on o and (3.
Proof. The proof is the same as in Lemma 7.4 in [RSTI6D]. O

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we prove Theorem [[LT1 We will need the following decay on the
Holder norm (recall the definition of the seminorm in Remark [[3)):

Proposition 4.1. Let s € (0,1), v € (0,s), 5 € (7,1) anda=s+~v— 5 € (0,s).
Let w be a solution of

ow—Lw=f in (=1,0)x Bi(e,)

with e, = (0,...,0,1). Assume that a € C*(S™™1), f € thl;’y((—l,O) X Bi(en))
and

< C’l"a+8

Wl (oo 0y <00, wllzo(@n < CT, (Wl oo g (aryes areny <

for all » > 0. Then, we have

(W] a8 <Cr®
Coa® " (Qrya(—(2r)25 2ren))

and

[w] a+ﬁs+s atBts < C.

Ct,l‘ (Qr/2(_(271)2s727‘en))

We will prove Proposition [£]]in the Appendix. The next proposition, combined
with the interior estimates, will give the proof of Theorem [Tk
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Proposition 4.2. Let s € (0,1), T’ be C*7 surface splitting R™ into QT and Q= and
u be a solution of

{8tu—Lu = f in( 1,8)><Q+031 (4.1)

u = 0 in(—1,0)x Q"

with L of the form (L2). Assume a € CY7(S" 1) and f € f,l;’fy((—l,()) x QT N By)
with v € (0,8) and v+ 2s and v + s not integers. Let
Co = HUHCJ/ZS((—l,O)an) + Hf||c§f“((—1,0)xmmBl)'
Then, diu € C7127((—=1/2,0)x By ) and u/d® € CHLZT2547((=1/2,0)x Q¥ NBy 4)
and
HatuHCZfsﬁ((—%vo)Xm) + Hu/dsHctl’er’Y/QS'HV((—%,O)XQ—+031/4) < CQC,. (42)
The constant C' depends only on vy, ||la||c1rsn-1y, 0, s, and the ellipticity constants.

Proof. Let us assume that

<1

”uHc]/QS((—LO)an) + Hf”c;fm((_LO)xmmBl) =5

then we want to show that
Hatu”C,Zfs’”((—%,o)xBl/g) + Hu/ds||Ct17/z2+”’/25’5+‘*((_%,0)><Q_+nBl/4) <C. (4~3)

We will bound each term separately and combine interior estimates with estimates
close to the boundary.

Step 1: spatial regularity. Let (¢, z9) € (—1/2,0) x QF N By u,
2r = dist(zo,I") < 1/4,
we will start with the following estimate:
||U/d5||C7:17{E2+’y/2s,'y+s(Qr(tmmo)) S C (44)

for a universal constant C. Thanks to Lemma 4.8 in [FRI6], ({£4) ammounts to

bound [u/d®] 1/24~/267+s . We will prove the case v+ s > 1 which is more
Cila (Qr(to,z0))

difficult, the case v+ s < 1 follows similarly.
By Propositions and 3.4 we have that for z € I" such that

dist(xg, I") = dist(zo, 2)
there exist [(z) defined by
l(flf) = p(t(b Z) "X+ q(t()v Z)

such that
[t/ d® = 1| Lo (o (to,00)) < CTHP.

and
[w/d” — Z]CEQZS’B(er(to,xo)) =Crt
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(with g € (v,1) and a = s+ — 5 € (0,s)). This implies

lu = | oo (Qa (t0,20)) < O
and
S s+a
[w—d Z]Cfézs’B(er(to,xo)) = Ore
Then, the estimates on Proposition 1] give
—d’l] o Viu—d’l)] ». < Cr®
= T ooy T T Dot 0t = 7

with v =745 —1.
Let (t,x), (¥, 2") € Q,(to,z0). We want to show

lu(t,z)/d*(z) — u(t', z)/d*(z)| < Clt — '
with C' independent of x and
|V (ult, ) /d*(x)) = V(u(t', a") /d*(2')| < C(jt = '] + |z = 2']").

a+p
2s

(4.5)

(4.6)

(4.7)

(4.8)

(4.9)

[#]) follows using (A7) and noting that the only ¢ dependence is by u and that

d® and r® are comparable. More precisely:

ta)/d(z) —ult, 2)/d*(x) < d° — &l . t— ]
u(t,z)/d*(x) —u(t',z)/d*(x) < d7°(x)[u ]C#(Qr(to’wo))l |
< Cd (@)l -]
< Clt—t|%".

For ([A.9) we have
V(u(t,z)/d*(x)) = Vu(t,z)/d*(z) + u(t,x)V(d"*(x)).
Let us write
V(u(t,x)/d*(z)) — V(u(t' 2")/d°(2") = A+ B+C,
with
A - V(u(t,x) — d*(x)l(x)) — V(u(t', ') — d*(2")l(2))
d* ()
(d*(x) = d™*(2")V(u(t', 2") — d*(a")I(2"))
(u(t, z) — d*(z)l(x))Vd™>(x)
—(u(t’,2") = d*(2)l(2")) Vd > (2").
Now, by ([@T) we have
Al < Créd=>(x)(Jt —

since d* and r® are comparable.
Now we need to bound B:

|B| = [(d*(x) — d™*(2"))V (u(t', 2") — d*(")1(2"))].

Q>
[l

%4z —2 ) <Ot —t|% + |z — 2"
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On one hand, we have
|[d=°(x) —d~*(z")| < Cr~®
(see Lemma 5.5 in [RS16]). On the other hand, (£0) and (1) imply
IV (u(t' 2') — d*(2))l(z"))| < CrotrPts=t
hence
IB| < CrotP-t <Ot -t
/|5.

o — o))

since 10 ~ |t — /|2 + |z — @
Finally, by a classical interpolation inequality in Holder spaces,

. . 5
ICl < IV |[oe (B, (w0 [u — d°1 54|z — )P

/
]Cﬁzsﬁ(Qr(to,xo))ﬂt —t

Fllu — d°l| Lo (@, (t0.20) [V @18 (B, (o)) (1T —
< QOrmsTlpetsyB o potBisp—s=B.0 < Copath-l

and we get ([49) and hence (4.
To pass from (4] to bound the second term on the left hand side of (@3] just

notice that we can cover (—1/2,0) x QF N {xg € By : dist(zy, ') < 1/8} by a
universal (dependent on I') number of balls in which (£4) holds and use interior
estimates for the points in (—1/2,0) x Q+t N {xy € By 4 : dist(xo, ') > 1/8}.

# + |z —a'|")

Step 2: time regularity. For the time regularity, Proposition 1] gives

[u - dSl] B+a+s ads S C
Ct,:v s et (QQT(t()va))

for any r sufficiently small. Since the function d°l is independent of time, this implies

8 u a+B—s S C
0 ]Ct,:gs FEOTQu(t0,20))
Now recalling that av + 8 = s + 7y, we find
[atu]czézw@r(to,xo)) <C.
Hence,
||atuHC;y’éQs,'y(Qr(t()’mo)) S C (410)
The bound on the first term of the left hand side of ([£3) follows similarly as the
second term followed from (Z.4]). O

Proof of Theorem [l The Theorem follows combining the interior estimates from
[FRI6] with the boundary estimates from the previous Proposition. O

Finally, we can also give the

Proof of Corollary[I.2. The proof is the same as that of Corollary 1.6 in [FRI16] but
we sketch it here for completeness. We can cover €2 with a (finite, universal) number
of balls in which we can apply Proposition to get

H8tu||ctw’a/c2s,'y((1/27l)xﬁ) _'_ ||u/ds||Ctlyfc2+ﬁ/2s,s+'y((1/2’1)X§> S CCl
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with
Cr = lulleraeanyrny T 1 llogrzen @ janxe

so we just need to bound ||ul| 0125 (1 /4,1)xR") properly (after that the result follows
scaling in time). But notice that by Lemma 6.1 in [FR16] with ¢y = || f|| o ((0,1)x9)
and t >ty = 1/4,
el g 31y < © (1074, Mty + 1 g (1))
< C (Ju(0, )2 + 1 l=nyxe)) -
Since we have estimates for ||ull o

(1/4,1)xR™)
are done (recall u = 0 outside (). O

given in terms of ||u||Lm((%’1)XQ) we

5. APPENDIX

In this Appendix we prove Proposition Il The proof will follow the same com-
pactness argument as the boundary regularity. We start with the following Liouville
type result:

Lemma 5.1. Let s € (0,1), 8 € (0,1) and o € (0, s) satisfying o + < 2s. Let w
satisfy
for all h € R™ and 7 < 0. Assume also that

a+Ss
[w]C;%’ﬁ(QR) <CR (5.1)

for all R > 1. Then
w(t,r)=at+r"Ax+p-z+¢q
for some p € R" and a,q € R. Moreover, if a + 3 < s thena =0, ifa+ [+ s <2
then A=0, and if o + 3+ s < 1 then p = 0.
Proof. Let p > 0 and define
w(p™(t + 1), p(z + h)) — w(p*t, pz)
o (or PP+ TohPP)

v(t,z) =
Note that
ov—Lv=0

in Ql a‘nd7 by (Ej:l)a
[Vl (@r) < CR™

for all R > 1 and in particular
[0l L@y < C
Then, by the interior estimates of Theorem 1.3 in [FR16] with can get, for § > a+s

||UHC%CZS’9(Q1/2) <C.
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Hence, the incremental quotients of order 8 of w are uniformly bounded in Cz 428’6.
048
This implies (see [CC95], Lemma 5.6) w € C, 2 %7 and scaling back we get
(W] wtprs g, <[] s < prre
Co® @) S ()

and when we let p — oco we get

w « s - O

| ]Cé;?%i““*ﬁ*s«—oon>an>
This gives the desired result. U

The next proposition is the main tool to prove Proposition .1l

Proposition 5.2. Let s € (0,1), v € (0,s), 5 € (7,1) anda=s+v— € (0,s).
Let w be a solution of
Ow—Lw=f inQ
8
with L an operator of the form ([L2). Assume w € f,;’ﬁ((—oo,O) x R"), a €
CY1(S™ 1) and f € C27(Qy). Then

supr “Clw — (a,t + 2t Az +pr -+ )] s < Clw
r>0 [ ( )]Cﬁﬁ(Qr) [ ]

where

(5.2)

£
Cgs ((—o0,0)xR™)

0
at+a’ Ax+p,rtq = argngn/ / (w—(at+a" Az +p-x+q))*dzdt. (5.3)
—pr2s -

where P is the space of all polynomials of degree at most | (o + 8+ s)/2s] int and
la+B+s|inz (ie,anda, =0ifa+ B <s, A, =0ifa+f+s<2, and p. =0
ifa+fB+s<1).
In particular
[w] atB+s < C’[w]

5 atB+ts —
Ct,z # (Ql/?)

(5.4)

B B .
CP25" ((—o0,0)xR™)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition Assume (5.2) does not hold.
Then there are sequences wy, Ly and f; satisfying:

e [ is of the form (L2) and aj, € CH7(S™1)

o wy € CYP((—00,0) x R™) and f, € C;22°7(Qy)

e w;, is a solution of

Oy — Lywy = fu in Q) (5.5)
such that
sup sup 7 lwg — (a1t + :L’TAr,kZC +Drk T+ an)](jﬁ/Zs,B(Q )y = o0
k. r>0 e '
with

0
arpt+ 3T A g+ prg - T+ gy, = arg n%n/ / (wy, — (at+ 2" Az +p- x4 q))?* dadt.
—7‘25 -
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Define
O(r) := sup sup )T wy, — arzkt%—atzAr/k:E%—pr/k-x+qr/k B .
( ) L T,I>T( ) [ ( ) ’ ’ ) ):Ict?g,ﬁ( T./)

As before, 6 is a nondecreasing function of r that goes to co as r goes to 0. Moreover,
since for any fixed r we have 0(r) < oo, if we take the sequence 1/m there are 7/,
and k,, such that r/ > 1/m and

0(1/m) = S0(ry,).

N | —

(r;n)_a_s[wkm_(ar;n,kmt“‘l'TArgn,kmx‘l‘pr;n,km'I+QT;1,km)]Cfé2s,6(QT4n) > %
Let’s denote
Wy = Wy, Am = Ar ke Pm = Prlp o O = Gty b G = Qrly by
to make the notation cleaner, and further denote
Pt x) = amr 5t + 2T Apxr® + poy - 7T 4 G-
With this notation we define the blow-up sequence

Wy ((10,)%5t, 70, 2) — Py ot )

o) = T G )
Notice that
[vm]cgézs,g(Ql) >1/2 (5.6)
and that
/i/Bvm(at+:cTA:c+p-:c+q)d:cdt:O (5.7)

for all A € R™*" p € R" and a,q € R because of the minimization condition (5.3]).
Next we show that

[Um]cﬂ/Qs,ﬂ(QR) S CROH_S (58)

for any R > 1. As before, this requires an estimate of the form
[Prrtm = Priymleprong,,, ) < 0 )(Rr! )o*e. (5.9)

The only difference between the proof (5.9) and (3.10) is the presence of a quadratic
term so, to keep the presentation clear, let us assume for simplicity that the linear
terms vanish and prove the bound for the quadratic term.

Hence, proceeding dyadically as in Proposition 3.3, we have to show that
< CO(rl ) (Rr! )**e.

T T
[I A2kr,’n,mI - Arin7m$]cf/28,5(QR )
T T
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Let us start with £ = 1 and noticing that

1 T 1 \2-8 1 T T
(r;n)a“@(r;n)‘x (Agpr m — A m)z|(rr)) < AN 2" Agpr i — A,%mx]cﬂzs,g@%)
T
20+2(2r,,) (W — & Aarmlopnsg, )
0(r7,) (2r7,)+=0(2r7,)
1 T
) T Ao,
< C
so that, denoting by || - || is the L* matrix norm, ie. |[M| = supj,, |#" Mz| and

taking supremum over x
||A2T”¢7l7m - AT’;?L7m|| S C(T;rb)a+ﬁ+s_29(7ﬂ;7'l).
But on the other hand,

[:cTAMwm:c — ITA%vmx]cf{fS’B(Qz%) < C| Az, m — Ay ml (! )P

m?

so the result follows in this case. For R = 2% just use a telescopic sum as in
Proposition 3.3
Using (5.9) we have
1
nlezran = Gy gy T el @)
Ra+s
- (Rr! Yotsf(r! ) [1m = PT’,’“m]Cﬂzs’ﬁ(Qmw
Ra+s
= @) T el
Ra+s
Rty e~ Pz, )
ROH_SQ(RT;n) RCH—S ! Ya+s /
S AR AT TR R
S CRa—I—s
and we get (0.8). From (5.8]) the bound
[0 oo (@) < CROHH (5.10)

follows as in Proposition 3.3l

By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, (5.8]) and (BI0) imply that a subsequence of {v,, },,
converges uniformly on compact subsets of (—oo0,0) x R™ to a uniformly continu-
ous function v. Let’s check that v satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma Bl As in
Proposition we have

(O — L, )(p(t + 7,2+ h) —vy(t,z)) — 0
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as m — oo (notice that the quadratic term can only appear when s > 1/2 and in
this case the operator is well defined on linear functions and vanishes identically).
So, again using Lemma [3.]]

(O — L)(v(t+T1,24+h)—v(t,x) =0

for some L of the form (LZ). Finally, because of (58], v also satisfies the growth
condition of Lemma 51l Hence

v(t,x) =at + 2" Ax +p-x+q,

and by (5.7) we obtain v = 0. But passing to the limit in (5.6]) we get a contradiction,
so (B.2) holds. The fact that (5.2) implies (5.4) is quite standard. O

Proof of Proposition[{.1 Fix r > 0 and consider the following rescaling of w:
1

w(t,2) =

w(r?t, ro).
Then w will satisfy
| D] Loo ((—00,0)xRr) < 00 and [|@||pe(qr) < C RP+s.

Let now 7 be a cut-off function in space that vanishes outside Bj(e,). More precisely,
let n € CF(Bi(en)) with n = 1 in Bssg(e,). Notice that wn satisfies an equation
like the one in Proposition Indeed, because a € C'7(S"1) we have that,

8tu777 — L1IM7 = f in (—1, O) X B3/4(6n)

and hence (5.4) gives (recall @ = @wn in By s)

W) aspis < Clw ,
| ]Ct,}i+ O (“1,0)x By jalen)) | ]ct%"*«—lvo)wl(en))

and in particular also

'IIJ a+p8 . < C 'lb
| ]ct,?' T (=1,00x By ja (en)) [

Rescaling this estimate back we get

[w]

atfts g < T_a_so[w] I =
Coa® TP (<r20,0)x B, ja(en) CE P ((-1,0)xBr (en))
and
W] aps < r*Cluw] < Cr—opste = O,

8
JotB ) 2]
G 25 (—125 0)x B, 2 (en)) C2 P (=1,0)x B, (en))

as wanted. O
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