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Higher Hölder regularity for nonlocal parabolic equations with irregular kernels

SUN-SIG BYUN, HYOJIN KIM AND KYEONGBAE KIM

Abstract. We study a nonlocal parabolic equation with an irregular kernel coefficient to estab-
lish higher Hölder regularity under an appropriate higher integrablilty on the nonhomogeneous
terms and a minimal regularity assumption on the kernel coefficient.

1. Introduction

1.1. Overview and Main results. In this paper, we study the following parabolic nonlocal
equations

∂tu+ LΦ
Au = f in Ω× (0, T ), (1.1)

where

LΦ
Au(x, t) := p. v.

ˆ

Rn

Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))
A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dy, (x, t) ∈ ΩT ,

for some s ∈ (0, 1). Here, Ω ⊂ R
n (n ≥ 2) is a bounded domain, A : R2n × R → R is a kernel

coefficient satisfying
{

A(x, y, t) = A(y, x, t) a.e. (x, y, t) ∈ R2n ×R

λ−1 ≤ A(x, y, t) ≤ λ for some constant λ ≥ 1,
(1.2)

and Φ : R → R is a measurable function with Φ(0) = 0 such that
{

(Φ(ξ)− Φ(ξ′))(ξ − ξ′) ≥ λ−1|ξ − ξ′|2
|Φ(ξ)−Φ(ξ′)| ≤ λ|ξ − ξ′| for any ξ, ξ′ ∈ R,

(1.3)

where λ is the same number in (1.2). In particular, if A = 1 and Φ(t) = t, then (1.1) reduces
to a nonhomogeneous fractional heat equation ut + (−△)su = f . We denote by L0(λ) ≡
L0(λ;R

2n × R) to mean a class of measurable kernel coefficients satisfying (1.2). Throughout
this paper, we always assume that A satisfies (1.2) and Φ satisfies (1.3).

Recently there has been a huge amount of research on nonlocal equations. For the elliptic
case, Kassmann [24] proved Hölder continuity of a weak solution to a fractional Laplace equation
with zero boundary condition. Di Castro, Kuusi and Palatucci [14] proved Hölder continuity for
a fractional p-Laplace equation. Moreover, they first introduced a tail space to consider nonzero
boundary data. We refer to [6, 7, 12, 24, 39] for Hölder regularity, to [2, 3, 19, 28, 32, 34–38] for
higher Sobolev regularity, and to [27] for a potential estimate. In the parabolic case, Caffarelli,
Chan and Vasseur [8] proved Hölder regularity for a fractional parabolic equation with linear
growth. We refer to [1, 17,20,25,30,31,40,41,44] for various regularity results.

Now we turn to higher Hölder regularity. Brasco, Lindgren and Schikorra [4] proved higher
Hölder regularity for a fractional p-Laplace equation with the nonhomogeneous term in the
super-quadratic case. Brasco, Lindgren and Strömqvist [5] extended the argument used to a
parabolic fractional p-Laplace equation. It is notable that Nowak [33] considered a fractional
equation with linear growth and an irregular kernel coefficient to obtain similar results in [4].
We would like to mention the recent and interesting work [42] in which a similar result as in
the present paper is obtained when A is constant and Φ(ξ) = |ξ|p−2ξ for p ≥ 2. For a further
higher Hölder regularity, we refer to [9, 10,18,21] and references therein.
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The aim of this paper is two-fold. One is to establish a local boundedness of a weak solution
to (1.1) when the nonhomogeneous term f satisfies (1.4). The other is to obtain the higher
Hölder regularity of a weak solution to (1.1) under a suitable regularity assumption on the
kernel coefficient A. As usual, a solution to (1.1) is defined in the weak sense as below. See the
next section for a precise description of the related function spaces.

Definition. (Local weak solution) Let f ∈ Lq,r
loc(ΩT ) = Lr

loc

(

0, T ;Lq
loc(Ω)

)

, where q and r are

any positive numbers such that q, r ≥ 1 and n
2qs +

1
r ≤ 1 + n

4s . We say that

u ∈ L2
loc

(

0, T ;W s,2
loc (Ω)

)

∩ L∞
loc

(

0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)
)

∩ Cloc

(

0, T ;L2
loc(Ω)

)

is a local weak subsolution(supersolution) to (1.1) if
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Ω
−u∂tφdx dt+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))(φ(x, t) − φ(y, t))
A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

≤ (≥)

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Ω
fφ dx dt−

ˆ

Ω
uφdx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=t2

t=t1

for all nonnegative functions φ ∈ L2(I;W s,2(Ω)) ∩W 1,2
(

I;L2(Ω)
)

with spatial support com-
pactly embedded in Ω and I := [t1, t2] ⋐ (0, T ). In particular, we say that u is a local weak
solution to (1.1) if u is both a local subsolution and a local supersolution to (1.1).

Note that L2([t1, t2];W
s,2(Ω))∩W 1,2

(

[t1, t2];L
2(Ω)

)

is embedded in Lr̂([t1, t2];L
q̂(Ω)) for some

positive numbers q̂ and r̂ such that q̂, r̂ ≥ 1 and n
2q̂s +

1
r̂ = n

4s , see Lemma 2.5, to find
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Ω
|fφ| <∞.

Existence and uniqueness of a weak solution (1.1) with appropriate initial and boundary con-
ditions will be discussed in Appendix A.

Now we introduce our main results. The first one is the local boundedness for a local weak
subsolution to (1.1) with the following assumption of f ,

f ∈ Lq,r
loc(ΩT ) with

n

2qs
+

1

r
< 1. (1.4)

Theorem 1.1. (Local boundedness) Suppose that u is a local weak subsolution to (1.1) with
(1.4). Then there is a constant c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ) such that

sup
z∈Qρ0/2

(z0)
u(z) ≤ c

[(

−
¨

Qρ0(z0)
u2(x, t) dx dt

) 1
2

+Tail∞
(

u, z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0

)

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0(z0))

]

,

whenever Qρ0(z0) ≡ Bρ0(x0)× (t0 − ρ2s0 , t0] ⋐ ΩT .

Remark 1. We first notice that (1.4) is an appropriate condition to get the local boundedness
(see [30]). In addition, we observe that in the limiting case of s→ 1, (1.4) is a suitable condition
to get the local boundedness for the local case when s = 1 (see [29, Chapter 3]).

The second one is the higher Hölder regularity. Here, we introduce a new kernel class for the
desired result. We say that Ã ∈ L1(λ; Ω× Ω× (0, T )) if Ã ∈ L0(λ; Ω× Ω× (0, T )) and there is
a measurable function a : Rn × (0, T ) → R such that

Ã(x, y, t) = a(x− y, t), (x, y, t) ∈ Ω× Ω× (0, T ).

Theorem 1.2. Let u be a local weak solution to (1.1) with (1.4) and let α be a positive number
such that

α < min

{

2s −
(

n

q
+

2s

r

)

, 1

}

. (1.5)
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Then there is a constant δ = δ(n, s, q, r, λ, α) > 0 such that if for any z̃ ∈ ΩT , there exist

sufficiently small ρz̃ > 0 and Ãz̃ ∈ L1

(

λ;Bρz̃ (x̃)×Bρz̃(x̃)× [t̃− ρ2sz̃ , t̃]
)

with

‖Ãz̃ −A‖L∞(Bρz̃
(x̃)×Bρz̃

(x̃)×[t̃−ρ2sz̃ ,t̃]) ≤ δ, (1.6)

then we have u ∈ C
α, α

2s
loc (ΩT ). In particular, for any Qρ0(z0) ⋐ ΩT , we have

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Qρ0/2
(z0))

≤ c

(

ρ
−n+2s

2
0 ‖u‖L2(Qρ0(z0))

+Tail∞
(

u, z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0

)

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0 (z0))

)

,

for some constant c ≡ c
(

n, s, q, r, λ, α, {ρz}z∈Qρ0/2
(z0)

)

.

Remark 2. The condition (1.5) is natural to obtain Hölder continuity. When s = 1, (1.5) is
exactly the same as the condition to get the Hölder continuity of weak solutions to local parabolic
problems. See [16, Chpater 2] for more details. In addition, if f is autonomous, then (1.5) is
sharp. In this case, (1.5) becomes f ∈ Lq

loc(Ω) with q >
n
2s and a particular class of solutions is

given by stationary solutions to the corresponding elliptic problem of (1.1). From [27, Corollary
1.2], we deduce that if q ≤ n

2s , then it does not satisfy the continuity criterion. Hence, it verifies
that (1.5) is an optimal condition to obtain the Hölder regularity of a weak solution to (1.1)
when the right-hand side is given by an autonomous function.

Remark 3. We give some comments of the assumption (1.6) on the kernel coefficient A.

(1) We clearly point out that any continuous kernel coefficient A satisfies (1.6). To be
specific, we consider

A1(x, y, t) = K1,1(x, y, t) +χ|x−y|≥ǫK1,2(x, y, t) (1.7)

for ǫ > 0, where K1,1 ∈ L0(λ/2) is continuous, K1,2 ∈ L0(λ/2) is merely measurable for
some λ ≥ 2. Let us fix δ > 0. Then for any z̃ = (x̃, t̃) ∈ ΩT , there is a sufficiently small
ρz̃ ∈ (0, ǫ) such that

‖A1(x, y, t) −A1(x̃, x̃, t̃)‖L∞(Bρz̃
(x̃)×Bρz̃

(x̃)×[t̃−ρ2sz̃ ,t̃]) ≤ δ.

Taking

Ã1,z̃(x, y, t) = A(x̃, x̃, t̃) for (x, y, t) ∈ Bρz̃ (x̃)×Bρz̃(x̃)× [t̃− ρ2sz̃ , t̃],

we see that Ã1,z̃ ∈ L1

(

λ;Bρz̃(x̃)×Bρz̃(x̃)× [t̃− ρ2sz̃ , t̃]
)

and A satisfies (1.6). Fur-
thermore, we observe that any continuous function satisfies the assumption by taking
K1,2 = 0 in (1.7). Generally, if the kernel coefficient A1 is continuous only near the
diagonal, then the assumption holds. Moreover, if A1 is Hölder continuous, then we
can remove the dependence on {ρz}z∈Qρ0/2

(z0) of a universal constant c determined in

Theorem 1.2. See Corollary 5.3.

(2) We note that the kernel coefficient A need not be continuous near the diagonal. Let us

consider a function A2(x, y, t) = K2,1(x, y, t)K2,2(x, y, t), where K2,1(x, y, t) ∈ L0(
√
λ)

is continuous near the diagonal and K2,2(x, y, t) ∈ L1(
√
λ; Ω×Ω× (0, T ))∩L0(

√
λ). Let

us fix δ > 0. Then for any z̃ = (x̃, t̃) ∈ ΩT , there is a sufficiently small ρz̃ ∈ (0, ǫ) such
that

‖A2(x, y, t) −A2(x̃, x̃, t̃)‖L∞(Bρz̃
(x̃)×Bρz̃

(x̃)×[t̃−ρ2sz̃ ,t̃]) ≤
δ√
λ
.

Similarly, we take

Ã2,z̃(x, y, t) = K2,1(x̃, x̃, t̃)K2,2(x, y, t) for (x, y, t) ∈ Bρz̃(x̃)×Bρz̃(x̃)× [t̃− ρ2sz̃ , t̃]

to find that Ã2,z̃ ∈ L1

(

λ;Bρz̃(x̃)×Bρz̃(x̃)× [t̃− ρ2sz̃ , t̃]
)

and A2 satisfies (1.6).
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(3) The assumption (1.6) naturally appears in the literature when a perturbation argument
is used, as follows from [33].

Remark 4. We here compare a nonlocal case with a local case. For the local parabolic problem

∂tv − div (B(x, t)Dv) = f in Q1

when B(x, t) is a continuous coefficient and f ∈ Lq,r(Q1) with
n
2q +

1
r < 1, we note that v ∈ C

β,β
2

loc

for every β ∈
(

0,min
{

2−
(

n
q + 2

r

)

, 1
})

. See [43] for the case B ≡ 1. For a general case B 6≡ 1,

a freezing argument as in [23, Theorem 3.8] leads to the desired result. Based on this observation
for the local case, it might be expected for the nonlocal case that a weak solution to (1.1) has

at most C
α,α

2
loc regularity for every α ∈

(

0,min
{

2s−
(

n
q + 2

r

)

, s
})

. However, we observe that

the regularity of u is better than this expectation. Indeed, Theorem 1.2 asserts that it exceeds

C
s, s

2
loc regularity when 2s−

(

n
q + 2

r

)

> s. This phenomenon is first observed in [4] for the elliptic
case.

1.2. Plan of the paper. Our approach to proving the local boundedness is based on [29,
Chapter 2] alongside a suitable modification for the fractional Sobolev space and the nonzero
tail term. For the higher Hölder regularity, we use a notion of discrete fractional derivatives
in [4,5,33] to prove the almost Lipschitz regularity of a weak solution to a homogeneous equation
(4.2) below, and an approximation technique as in [9, 33] to transfer its regularity to a weak
solution of (1.1) with (1.4) and (1.6).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 deals with the notations, embeddings between
function spaces, technical lemma, and Hölder regularity for the homogeneous problem. In
Section 3, we give Caccioppoli-type inequality of 3.2 to prove the local boundedness and Hölder
regularity of (1.1) with (1.4). In Section 4, we improve Hölder regularity for the homogeneous
problem with the kernel coefficient which is invariant under the translation in only spatial
direction. Finally, in Section 5, we obtain the higher Hölder regularity for (1.1) with (1.6).
In Appendix A, we give the existence for the initial and boundary value problem with the
inhomogeneous term f ∈ Lq,r, where n

2sq +
1
r ≤ 1 + n

4s .

2. Preliminaries and Notations

Throughout the paper, we write c by a general positive constant, possibly changing from line
to line. In particular, we give the relevant dependencies on parameters using parentheses, i.e.,
c ≡ c(n, s, α). We now introduce some geometric and function notations.

(1) The standard Lebesgue measures in R
n and R are denoted by dx and dt. A usual point

in R
n × R is z = (x, t).

(2) We denote the open ball in R
n with center x0 and radius ρ > 0 by Bρ(x0). In particular

if the center is obvious, we omit the center.
(3) We shall use Qρ,τ (z0) ≡ Bρ(x0)× (t0 − τ, t0] for z0 = (x0, t0) ∈ R

n ×R and τ > 0. Also
we write Qρ(z0) ≡ Qρ,ρ2s(z0).

(4) For any Qρ,τ (z0), we define a parabolic boundary of Qρ,τ (z0) by

∂PQρ,τ (z0) = Bρ(x0)× {t = t0 − τ} ∪ ∂Bρ(x0)× [t0 − τ, t0].

(5) Given a measurable set K ⊂ R
n, |K| means the volume of K with respect to the

Lebesgue measure in R
n.

(6) Given a measurable set K ⊂ R
n+1 and a measurable function f : K → R,

fK =
1

|K|

¨

K
f dx dt = −

¨

K
f dx dt

is the average of f over K. In particular, we denote

fB(t) = −
ˆ

B
f(x, t) dx, t ∈ R,

where B ⊂ R
n.
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(7) Given a measurable function f : Rn+1 → R and h ∈ R
n, we define

fh(x, t) = f(x+ h, t), δhf(x, t) = fh(x, t)− f(x, t) and δ2hf = δh(δhf).

(8) p′ is denoted by the Hölder conjugate of p ∈ [1,∞].

We now describe relevant function spaces. Let u : Ω → R be a measurable function. For
s ∈ (0, 1) and p ∈ [1,∞), we define a seminorm

[u]W s,p(Ω) =

(
ˆ

Ω

ˆ

Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|p
|x− y|n+sp

dx dy

)
1
p

and the fractional Sobolev space

W s,p(Ω) = {u ∈ Lp(Ω) ; [u]W s,p(Ω) <∞}.
In particular, we say that u is in W s,p

0 (Ω) if u is in W s,p(Rn) and u ≡ 0 in R
n \ Ω a.e.

Next we introduce a nonlocal tail space. We write L1
2s(R

n) as

L1
2s(R

n) =

{

u ∈ L1
loc(R

n) ;

ˆ

Rn

|u(y)|
(1 + |y|)n+2s

dy <∞
}

.

Then we give a suitable nonlocal tail for a parabolic case. Given u ∈ L∞
(

I;L1
2s(R

n)
)

, we
define

Tail∞(u, z0, ρ, τ) = ess sup
t∈[t0−τ,t0]

ρ2s
ˆ

Rn\Bρ(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|y − x0|n+2s

dy,

for any Bρ(x0) ⊂ R
n and [t0 − τ, t0] ⊂ I where I is a time interval in R. In particular, we write

Tail∞(u; z0, ρ) := ess sup
t∈[t0−ρ2s,t0]

ρ2s
ˆ

Rn\Bρ(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|y − x0|n+2s

dy.

Note that a simple calculation gives that u ∈ L∞(I;L1
2s(R

n)) if and only if

Tail∞(u, x0, ρ, I) <∞
for any Bρ(x0) ⊂ R

n. We next introduce Besov-type spaces to get higher regularity as follows.

Definition. (Besov-type spaces) Let p ∈ [1,∞) and let u : Rn → R be in Lp(Rn). Define two
seminorms by

[u]
Nβ,p

∞ (Rn)
= sup

|h|>0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu

|h|β
∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Rn)

for β ∈ (0, 1]

and

[u]
Bβ,p
∞ (Rn)

= sup
|h|>0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu

|h|β
∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Rn)

for β ∈ (0, 2).

Then we define two Besov-type spaces.

N β,p
∞ (Rn) =

{

u ∈ Lp(Rn) ; [u]
Nβ,p

∞ (Rn)
<∞

}

for β ∈ (0, 1]

and

Bβ,p
∞ (Rn) =

{

u ∈ Lp(Rn) ; [u]
Bβ,p
∞ (Rn)

<∞
}

for β ∈ (0, 2).

Now we present several lemmas that will be used in the remainder of the paper. The first five
results are related to the embeddings. We start with Campanato’s embedding for the fractional
version for s ∈ (0, 1).

We refer to [11,13,22] for a local case.

Lemma 2.1 (Campanato’s embedding). Let p > 1 and s ∈ (0, 1). Let u ∈ Lp(Q2R0(z0)).
Suppose that there is a α ∈ (0, 1) such that for any z ∈ QR0(z0) and ρ > 0 with Qρ(z) ⊂
Q2R0(z0),

−
¨

Qρ(z)
|u− uQρ(z)|p dx dt ≤Mpρpα,
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for some constant M > 0. Then we have u ∈ Cα, α
2s (QR0(z0)). In particular, there is a constant

c ≡ c(n, p, s, α,R0) such that

[u]
Cα, α

2s (QR0
(z0))

≤ c
(

M + ‖u‖L∞(QR0
(z0))

)

,

where

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Q)
:= sup

(x,t),(x′,t′)∈Q
(x,t)6=(x′,t′)

|u(x, t)− u(x′, t′)|
|x− x′|α + |t− t′| α

2s

for any Q ⊂ Q2R0(z0).

Proof. Take z1 ∈ QR0(z0) and 0 < ρ1 < ρ2 ≤ min
{

(

22s − 1
) 1

2s R0, R0

}

so that Qρ2(z1) ⊂
Q2R0(z0). Then we observe that

|uQρ1(z1)
− uQρ2(z1)

|p ≤ cMp

(

ρpα1 + ρpα2

(

ρ2
ρ1

)n+2s
)

.

For any 0 < R ≤ min
{

(

22s − 1
)

1
2s R0, R0

}

with ρ1 = 2−i−1R and ρ2 = 2−iR, we see that

|uQ2−i−1R(z1) − uQ2−iR(z1)| ≤ c2−α(i+1)MRα.

With the standard argument as in [23, Theorem 3.1], we have ‖u‖L∞(QR0
(z0)) <∞ and

|u(z1)− uQρ(z1)| ≤ cMρα for any ρ ≤ min
{

(

22s − 1
)

1
2s R0, R0

}

.

Fix z1, z2 ∈ QR0(z0) with R = max
{

|x1 − x2|, |t1 − t2|
1
2s

}

< min
{

(

22s − 1
)

1
2s R0

2 ,
R0
2

}

, then

we get

Q2R(zi) ⊂ Q2R0(z0) for i = 1, 2.

As in [23, Theorem 3.1], we have the following

|u(z1)− u(z2)| ≤ cMRα ≤ cM
(

|x1 − x2|α + |t1 − t2|
α
2s

)

. (2.1)

On the other hand, we deduce

|u(z1)− u(z2)| ≤ c‖u‖L∞(QR0
(z0))

(

|x1 − x2|α + |t1 − t2|
α
2s

)

, (2.2)

whenever z1, z2 ∈ QR0(z0) with max
{

|x1 − x2|, |t1 − t2|
1
2s

}

> min
{

(

22s − 1
)

1
2s R0

2 ,
R0
2

}

. We

combine (2.1) and (2.2) to complete the proof. �

We write V 2
s (BR × I) ≡ L2(I;W s,2(BR)) ∩ L∞(I;L2(BR)) and its norm is given by

‖u‖V 2
s (BR×I) =

(
ˆ t0

t0−τ
[u(·, t)]2W s,2(BR) dt

)
1
2

+ ess sup
t∈I

‖u(·, t)‖L2(BR).

Then we prove the following embedding which is a essential tool to deal with a nonhomogeneous
term in (1.1). We refer to [16, Chapter 1, Proposition 3.3] for the local case when s = 1.

Lemma 2.2. Let f ∈ V 2
s (BR × I). Suppose that










q̂ ∈
[

2, 2n
n−2s

]

and r̂ ∈ [2,∞] if 2s < n,

q̂ ∈ [2,∞) and r̂ ∈ (4s,∞] if 2s = n,

q̂ ∈ [2,∞] and r̂ ∈ [4s,∞] if n < 2s.

satisfy
n

2q̂s
+

1

r̂
=

n

4s
.

Then there is a constant c ≡ c(n, s, q̂, r̂) such that

‖f‖Lq̂,r̂(BR×I) ≤ cR−s‖f‖L2(I;L2(BR)) + c‖f‖V 2
s (BR×I).
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Moreover if f ∈ L2(I;W s,2
0 (BR)) ∩ L∞(I;L2(BR)), we also have

‖f‖Lq̂,r̂(BR×I) ≤ c

(

(
ˆ t0

t0−τ
[f(·, t)]2W s,2(Rn)

)
1
2

+ ess sup
t∈I

‖f(·, t)‖L2(BR)

)

(2.3)

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s, q̂, r̂).

Proof. If (q̂, r̂) = (2,∞) and (q̂, r̂) =
(

2n
n−2s , 2

)

, then we check the above results directly.

Therefore we may assume that 2 < r̂ <∞. We observe that for α = 2
r̂ ∈ (0, 1),

α
n− 2s

2n
+ (1− α)

1

2
=

1

q̂
.

Applying scaled version of [17, Lemma 2.1] with p = p2 = 2, p1 = q̂ and θ = α, we have

‖f(·, t)‖Lq̂(BR) ≤ c
(

[f(·, t)]W s,2(BR) +R−s‖f(·, t)‖L2(BR)

)α ‖f(·, t)‖1−α
L2(BR)

a.e. t ∈ I, (2.4)

where c = c(n, s, q̂). Using (2.4) and young’s inequality, we get that

(
ˆ

I
‖f(·, t)‖r̂Lq̂(BR) dt

) 1
r̂

≤ c

(

(
ˆ

I
[f(·, t)]2W s,2(BR) dt

) 1
2

+R−s‖f‖L2(I;L2(BR))

)
2
r̂

× ess sup
t∈I

‖f(·, t)‖1−
2
r̂

L2(BR)

≤ cR−s‖f‖L2(I;L2(BR)) + c‖f‖V 2
s (BR×I)

for some constant c = c(n, s, q̂, r̂). In particular, (2.3) is a direct consequence from [15, Theorem
6.5]. �

Next, we see three Besov-type embeddings without proof.

Lemma 2.3. [4, Lemma 2.6.] Let 0 < β < 1 and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Let u be in Lp(B2R0) for some

R0 > 0. Suppose for some 0 < h0 <
R0
4 , we have

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu

|h|β
∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(BR0+h0
)

<∞.

Then we obtain

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu

|h|β
∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(BR0
)

≤ c

(

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu

|h|β
∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(BR0+h0
)

+ ‖u‖pLp(BR0+h0
)

)

for some c ≡ c(n, p, β, h0).

Lemma 2.4. [4, Lemma 2.8.] Let 0 < β < 1 and 1 ≤ p < ∞ with pβ > n. If u ∈ N β,p
∞ (Rn),

then u ∈ Cα
loc(R

n) for any 0 < α < β − n
p with

|u(x)− u(y)|
|x− y|α ≤ c

(

[u]
Nβ,p

∞ (Rn)

)
pα+n
pβ (

‖u‖Lp(Rn)

)1− pα+n
pβ for any x 6= y in R

n

where c ≡ c(n, p, α, β). In particular, if u ∈ Lp(BR+2h0) with R > 0 and h0 > 0 then for any
α ∈ (0, β − n

p ), there is a constant c ≡ c(n, p, α, β,M,N,R, h0) such that

|u(x)− u(y)|
|x− y|α ≤ c, for any x 6= y ∈ BR

2
,

provided that

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu

|h|β
∥

∥

∥

∥

Lp(BR+h0
)

≤M and ‖u‖Lp(BR+h0
) ≤ N, for M and N > 0.

Remark 5. Using a cutoff function with the first statement, we can prove the second statement.
See in [4, Theorem 4.2.].
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Lemma 2.5. [3, Proposition 2.6.] Let s ∈ (0, 1). We have two embeddings.

(1) Suppose u ∈W s,2(Rn). Then we get

sup
|h|>0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu

|h|s
∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(Rn)

≤ c(n, s)[u]2W s,2(Rn)

(2) Suppose u ∈ W s,2
loc (Ω) where Ω ⊂ R

n is open set and BR ⋐ Ω with h0 <
dist(BR,∂Ω)

2 .
Then we deduce

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu

|h|s
∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(BR)

≤ c(s, n,R, h0)
(

[u]2W s,2(BR+h0
) + ‖u‖2L2(BR+h0

)

)

For a local boundedness of a weak solution (1.1) with (1.4), we need the following technical
lemma.

Lemma 2.6. [16, Chapter 1, Lemma 4.2] Let M, b > 1 and κ, δ > 0 be given. For each h ∈ N,

Yh+1 ≤Mbh(Y 1+δ
h + Z1+κ

h Y δ
h )

Zh+1 ≤Mbh(Yh + Z1+κ
h ).

If Y0 + Z1+κ
0 ≤ (2M)−

1+κ
σ b−

1+κ
σ2 where σ = min{κ, δ}, then

lim
h→∞

Yh = lim
h→∞

Zh = 0.

Before ending this section, we give the Hölder regularity of a homogeneous equation to transfer
the regularity to a weak solution to (1.1) with (1.4). In [1,17,31], the Hölder continuity is proved
when Φ(t) = t. In a similar way, we can prove the Hölder continuity when Φ satisfies (1.3) with
some minor modifications. Therefore we get the following Hölder estimate.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that

u ∈ L2
(

(−1, 0];W s,2(B1)
)

∩ L∞
(

(−1, 0];L1
2s(R

n)
)

∩ C
(

(−1, 0];L2(B1)
)

is a local weak solution to
∂tu+ LΦ

Au = 0 in Q1.

Then we have that u is in C
β, β

2s
loc (Q1) for some β = β(n, s, λ). In particular, we obtain for any

0 < ρ ≤ R
2 with QR(z0) ⋐ Q1

osc
Qρ(z0)

u ≤ c
( ρ

R

)β
[

(

−
¨

QR

|u|2 dx dt
)

1
2

+Tail∞

(

u;x0,
R

2
, t0 −R2s, t0

)

]

and

−
¨

Qρ(z0)
|u− uQρ(z0)|2 dx dt ≤ c

( ρ

R

)2β
[(

−
¨

QR

|u|2 dx dt
)

+Tail2∞

(

u;x0,
R

2
, t0 −R2s, t0

)]

,

where c ≡ c(n, s, λ).

3. Local boundedness and Hölder regularity for inhomogeneous equation

Let ζ : R → R be a smooth even function with supp ζ ⊂ (−1
2 ,

1
2) and

´

R
ζ = 1. For any

locally integrable function u : Ω× (0, T ) → R, we define

uǫ(x, t) := −
ˆ t+ ǫ

2

t− ǫ
2

ζ

(

t− σ

ǫ

)

u(x, σ)dσ = −
ˆ 1

2

− 1
2

ζ(σ)u(x, t− ǫσ)dσ, (x, t) ∈ ΩT

for 0 < ǫ < min{t, T − t}. We check the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.1. (Property of mollification) Let X be a seperable Banach space and 1 ≤ p <∞.

(1) Suppose u ∈ C([0, T ];X). Then for each t ∈ (0, T ),

uǫ(·, t) → u(·, t) in X

as ǫ tends to 0.
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(2) Suppose u ∈ Lp(0, T ;X). Then

uǫ → u in Lp
loc(0, T ;X)

as ǫ tends to 0.

First, we give a Caccioppoli-type estimate, Lemma 3.2, for (1.1) with (1.4). Let us consider
a parameter κ ∈

(

0, 2sn
)

so that

0 <
n

2qs
+

1

r
= 1− n

2s
κ < 1. (3.1)

Let us also consider two parameters q̂ := 2(1 + κ)q′ and r̂ := 2(1 + κ)r′ to see that

n

2q̂s
+

1

r̂
=

n

4s
, q̂ ∈

[

2,
2n

n− 2s

]

and r̂ ∈ [2,∞]. (3.2)

If a function u belongs to L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω)), then for x0 ∈ Ω, ρ > 0, k ≥ 0, and t ∈ (0, T ), we
define

E(t;x0, ρ, k) = {x ∈ Bρ(x0) ;u(x, t) > k} and w+ = (u− k)+, (3.3)

where Bρ(x0) ⊂ Ω.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that u is a local weak subsolution to (1.1) with (1.4). Then for any
QR,T2(z0) ⋐ ΩT with 0 < ρ < R and 0 < T1 < T2 < R2s, there exists a constant c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ)
such that

ˆ t0

t0−T1

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|w+(x, t)− w+(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt+ ess sup
t∈[t0−T1,t0]

ˆ

Bρ(x0)
w2
+(x, t) dx

≤ c

(

R2(1−s)

(R− ρ)2
+

1

T2 − T1

)

ˆ t0

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+ dx dt

+ c

(

Rn+2s

(R− ρ)n+2s
ess sup

t∈[t0−T2,t0]

ˆ

Rn\Bρ(x0)

w+(y, t)

|x0 − y|n+2s
dy

)

× ‖w+‖L1(QR,T2
(z0))

+ ck2R−nκ

(
ˆ t0

t0−T2

|E(t;x0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)

2(1+κ)
r̂

,

whenever k ≥ ‖f‖Lq,r(QR,T2
(z0))R

nκ.

Proof. Let ǫ > 0 be a sufficiently small number so that J := [t0 − T2 − ǫ, t0 + ǫ] ⋐ (0, T ) and
t0 − T2 + ǫ < t0 − T1+T2

2 − ǫ. We take a nonnegative function η = η(t) ∈ C∞(R) satisfying

η(t) ≡ 1 in t ≥ t0 − T1, η(t) ≡ 0 in t ≤ t0 −
(

T1 + T2
2

)

, ‖η′(t)‖L∞(R) ≤
4

T2 − T1
, (3.4)

and choose a cutoff function ψ = ψ(x) ∈ C∞
c (B(R+ρ)/2(x0)) such that

ψ ≡ 1 in Bρ(x0) and ‖∇ψ‖L∞(Rn) ≤
4

R− ρ
. (3.5)

Define

φǫ(x, t) = (wǫ
+ψ

2η2)ǫ(x, t), (x, t) ∈ BR(x0)× J,

where wǫ
+ is the convolution of w+ with respect to time variable. Note that

φǫ → φ := w+ψ
2η2 in L2

(

J ;W s,2(BR(x0))
)

as ǫ→ 0, (3.6)

by Lemma 3.1. Take φǫ as a test function to find

Iǫ1 + Iǫ2 :=

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
−u∂tφǫ dx dt

+

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))(φǫ(x, t)− φǫ(y, t))
A(x, y, t)

|x− y|n+2s
dx dy dt
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≤
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
fφǫ dx dt−

ˆ

BR(x0)
uφǫ dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ

t=t0−T2

=: Iǫ3 + Iǫ4,

for any τ ∈
[

t0 −
(

T1+T2
2

)

, t0
]

. Now we find the limits of Iǫ1, I
ǫ
2, I

ǫ
3, and I

ǫ
4.

Estimate of Iǫ1. Using Fubini’s theroem, we obtain

Iǫ1 = −
ˆ

BR(x0)
−
ˆ t0−T2+

ǫ
2

t0−T2−
ǫ
2

ˆ σ+ ǫ
2

t0−T2

1

ǫ
u(x, t)ζ ′

(

t− σ

ǫ

)

(

wǫ
+ψ

2η2
)

(x, σ) dt dσ dx

−
ˆ

BR(x0)
−
ˆ τ+ ǫ

2

τ− ǫ
2

ˆ τ

σ− ǫ
2

1

ǫ
u(x, t)ζ ′

(

t− σ

ǫ

)

(

wǫ
+ψ

2η2
)

(x, σ) dt dσ dx

+

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ τ− ǫ
2

t0−T2+
ǫ
2

∂tu
ǫ(x, t)

(

wǫ
+ψ

2η2
)

(x, t) dt dx =: −Iǫ1,1 − Iǫ1,2 + Iǫ1,3.

By using a suitable change of variables, we write Iǫ1,1 the following

Iǫ1,1 =

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ 1
2

− 1
2

ˆ σ+ 1
2

0
u(x, ǫt+ t0 − T2)ζ

′(t− σ)
(

wǫ
+ψ

2η2
)

(x, ǫσ + t0 − T2) dt dσ dx.

Thus, we have

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ1,1 =

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ 1
2

− 1
2

ˆ σ+ 1
2

0
u(x, t0 − T2)φ(x, t0 − T2)ζ

′(t− σ) dt dσ dx

= −
ˆ

BR(x0)
u(x, t0 − T2)φ(x, t0 − T2) dx

by the fact that u,w+ ∈ C(J ;L2(Ω)) with Lemma 3.1. Similarly, we get

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ1,2 =

ˆ

BR(x0)
u(x, τ)φ(x, τ) dx.

For Iǫ1,3, we use an integration by parts, which gives

Iǫ1,3 =

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ τ− ǫ
2

t0−T2+
ǫ
2

∂tw
ǫ
+

(

wǫ
+ψ

2η2
)

dt dx

=

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ τ− ǫ
2

t0−T2+
ǫ
2

∂t

(

wǫ
+(x, t)

2

2

)

ψ2(x)η2(t) dt dx

= −
ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ τ− ǫ
2

t0−T2+
ǫ
2

wǫ
+(x, t)

2

2
ψ2(x)

(

η2(t)
)′
dt dx

+

ˆ

BR(x0)

wǫ
+(x, t)

2

2
ψ2(x)η2(t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ+ ǫ
2

t=t0−T2−
ǫ
2

As in Iǫ1,1, we observe that

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ1,3 = −
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t)ψ

2(x)η(t)η′(t) dt dx +

ˆ

BR(x0)

w2
+(x, t)

2
ψ2(x)η2(t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ

t=t0−T2

.

Combining all the limits of Iǫ1,1, I
ǫ
1,2, and I

ǫ
1,3, we find that

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ1 = −
ˆ t1

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t)ψ

2(x)η(t)η′(t) dt dx+

ˆ

BR(x0)

w2
+(x, t)

2
ψ2(x)η2(t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ

t=t0−T2

−
ˆ

BR(x0)
u(x, t)φ(x, t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ

t=t0−T2

.
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Estimate of Iǫ2. We write Iǫ2 as follows:

Iǫ2 =

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)
Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))(φǫ(x, t)− φǫ(y, t))

A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

+

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)
Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))φǫ(x, t)

A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

−
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)
Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))φǫ(y, t)

A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

=: Iǫ2,1 + Iǫ2,2 − Iǫ2,3.

Using Hölder’s inequality, we observe that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Iǫ2,1 −
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)
Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))(φ(x, t) − φ(y, t))

A(x, y, t)

|x− y|n+2s
dx dy dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ λ2‖u‖
L2
(

J ;W s,2(BR(x0))
)‖φǫ − φ‖

L2
(

J ;W s,2(BR(x0))
).

(3.7)

We next focus on the estimate of Iǫ2,2. Due to the fact that

|y − x| ≥ |y − x0| − |x− x0| ≥
(R− ρ)

2R
|y − x0|, x ∈ B(R+ρ)/2(x0) ⊂ suppψ, y ∈ R

n \BR(x0)

(3.8)
and Hölder’s inequality, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Iǫ2,2 −
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)
Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))φ(x, t)

A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ λ2
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)

|u(x, t)| + |u(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

(φǫ(x, t) − φ(x, t)) dx dy dt

≤ c

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)

|u(x, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

(φǫ(x, t)− φ(x, t)) dx dy dt

+ c

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

(φǫ(x, t)− φ(x, t)) dx dy dt

≤ c(ρ,R)‖u‖
L2
(

J ;L2(BR)(x0))
)‖φǫ − φ‖

L2
(

J ;L2(BR(x0))
)

+ c(ρ,R)Tail∞(u;x0, R, J)‖φǫ − φ‖
L2
(

J ;L2(BR(x0))
).

(3.9)

Similarly, we deduce
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Iǫ2,3 −
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)
Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))φ(y, t)

A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c(ρ,R)‖u‖
L2
(

J ;L2(BR)(x0))
)‖φǫ − φ‖

L2
(

J ;L2(BR(x0))
)

+ c(ρ,R)Tail∞(u;x0, R, J)‖φǫ − φ‖
L2
(

J ;L2(BR(x0))
).

(3.10)

Combining the above estimates (3.7), (3.9), (3.10) and using the fact (3.6), we discover

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ2 =

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))(φ(x, t) − φ(y, t))
A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt.

Estimate of Iǫ3. From Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Iǫ3 −
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
f(x, t)φ(x, t) dx dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖f‖
Lr
(

J ;Lq(BR(x0))
)‖φǫ − φ‖

Lr′
(

J ;Lq′(BR(x0))
)

≤ c‖f‖
Lr
(

J ;Lq(BR(x0))
)‖φǫ − φ‖V s

2 ((BR(x0)×J))
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+ c(R)‖f‖
Lr
(

J ;Lq(BR(x0))
)‖φǫ − φ‖

L2
(

J ;L2(BR(x0))
),

and this estimate with (3.6) yields

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ3 =

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR

f(x, t)φ(x, t) dx dt.

Estimate of Iǫ4. Since u and φ ∈ C(J ;L2(BR)), we deduce

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ4 = −
ˆ

BR(x0)
u(x, t)φ(x, t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ

t=t0−T2

.

We combine all the estimates of Iǫ1, I
ǫ
2, I

ǫ
3, and I

ǫ
4 to see the following

ˆ

BR(x0)

w2
+(x, t)

2
ψ2(x)η2(t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ

t=t0−T2

+

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))(φ(x, t) − φ(y, t))
A(x, y, t)

|x− y|n+2s
dx dy dt

≤
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
f(x, t)φ(x, t) dx dt +

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t)ψ

2(x)η(t)η′(t) dt dx.

From the Caccioppoli-type estimate as in [17, Lemma 3.3], we further investigate the second
term in the left hand-side so that we have

J0 :=

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)

|w+(x, t)ψ(x) − w+(y, t)ψ(y)|2
|x− y|n+2s

η2(t) dx dy dt

+

ˆ

BR(x0)

(w+(x, t)ψ(x)η(t))
2

2
dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=τ

t=t0−T2

≤ c

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)

max{w+(x, t), w+(y, t)}2|ψ(x) − ψ(y)|2η2(t)
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt

+ c

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

Rn\BR(x0)

ˆ

BR(x0)

w+(y, t)

|x− y|n+2s
φ(x, t) dx dy dt

+ c

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
f(x, t)φ(x, t) dx dt

+ c

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t)ψ

2(x)η(t)η′(t) dx dt = J1 + J2 + J3 + J4.

Now we estimate Ji for each i = 0, 1, 2, 3 and 4. Note that J0, J1, J2 and J4 can be estimated
with the help of (3.4), (3.5) and (3.8) as follows:
Estimate of J0.

J0 ≥
ˆ τ

t0−T1

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|w+(x, t)− w+(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt+ ess sup
t∈[t0−T1,τ ]

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

w2
+(x, t)

2
dx

Estimate of J1.

J1 ≤ c
R2(1−s)

(R− ρ)2

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t) dx dt.

Estimate of J2.

J2 ≤
Rn+2s

(R− ρ)n+2s

(

ess sup
t∈[t0−T2,t0]

ˆ

R\Bρ(x0)

w+(y, t)

|x0 − y|n+2s
dy

)

‖w+‖L1(QR,T2
(z0)).

Estimate of J4.

J4 ≤ 2

T2 − τ

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t) dx dt.
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In the case of J3, applying Hölder’s inequality, we have

J3 ≤
ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
|f(x, t)|w+(x, t)ψ(x)η(t) dx dt

≤ ‖f‖Lq,r(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))

∥

∥

∥
χ{u≥k}

∥

∥

∥

Lq̃,r̃(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))
‖w+ψη‖Lq̂,r̂(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))

≤ kR−nκ
∥

∥

∥
χ{u≥k}

∥

∥

∥

Lq̃,r̃(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))
‖w+ψη‖Lq̂,r̂(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))

,

where q̃ = q̂
2κ+1 and r̃ = r̂

2κ+1 . From (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

∥

∥

∥χ{u≥k}

∥

∥

∥

Lq̃,r̃(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))
=

(
ˆ τ

t0−T2

|E(t;x0, R, k)|
r̃
q̃ dt

) 1
r̃

=

(
ˆ τ

t0−T2

|E(t;x0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)
2κ+1

r̂

,

(3.11)

and
(
ˆ τ

t0−T2

|E(t;x0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)
2κ
r̂

≤ c

(
ˆ τ

t0−T2

R
nr̂
q̂ dt

)
2κ
r̂

≤ cR

(

2s+nr̂
q̂

)

2κ
r̂ = cRnκ. (3.12)

Then we use Cauchy’s inequality, (3.11), (3.12), and Lemma 2.2 to get

J3 ≤
k2

4ǫ
R−2nκ

∥

∥

∥
χ{u≥k}

∥

∥

∥

2

Lq̃,r̃(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))
+ ǫ‖w+ψη‖2Lq̂,r̂(BR(x0)×(t0−T2,τ))

≤ k2

4ǫ
R−nκ

(
ˆ τ

t0−T2

|E(t;x0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)
2(1+κ)

r̂

+ cǫ

(

J0 +R−2s

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t) dx dt

)

≤ ck2R−nκ

(
ˆ τ

t0−T2

|E(t;x0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)
2(1+κ)

r̂

+
1

4

(

J0 +R−2s

ˆ τ

t0−T2

ˆ

BR(x0)
w2
+(x, t) dx dt

)

,

by taking ǫ = 1
4c . Since τ ∈

[

t0 −
(

T1+T2
2

)

, t0
]

is arbitrary, we can combine estimates J0, J1, J2, J3
and J4 to complete the proof.

�

Now using Lemma 3.2, we prove the local boundedness for a local weak subsolution to (1.1)
with (1.4).

Proof of Theorem 1.1.
Step 1: Normalization. Define

ũ(x, t) = u
(

ρ0x+ x0, ρ
2s
0 t+ t0

)

, (x, t) ∈ Q1,

Ã(x, y, t) = A
(

ρ0x+ x0, ρ0y + x0, ρ
2s
0 t+ t0

)

, (x, y, t) ∈ R
2n × R,

and

f̃(x, t) = ρ2s0 f
(

ρ0x+ x0, ρ
2s
0 t+ t0

)

, (x, t) ∈ Q1.

Then

ũ ∈ L2
loc

(

−1, 0;W s,2
loc (B1)

)

∩ L∞
loc

(

−1, 0;L1
2s(R

n)
)

∩ Cloc

(

−1, 0;L2
loc(B1)

)

is a local weak subsolution to

∂tũ+ LΦ
Ã
ũ = f̃ in Q1.

Now take k > 0 such that

k > ‖f̃‖Lq,r(Q1) + ess sup
t∈[−1,0]

ˆ

Rn\B 1
2

|ũ(y, t)|
|y|n+2s

dy.
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From the Lemma 3.2, for any 1
2 < ρ < R < 1 and 1

22s
< T1 < T2 ≤ R2s, we have

‖(ũ − k)+‖2V 2
s (Qρ,T1

)

≤ c

(

1

(R− ρ)2
+

1

T2 − T1

)
ˆ 0

−T2

ˆ

BR

(ũ− k)2+ dx dt

+ c

(

1

(R− ρ)n+2s
ess sup
t∈[−T2,0]

ˆ

Rn\Bρ

(ũ− k)+(y, t)

|y|n+2s
dy

)

× ‖(ũ− k)+‖L1(QR,T2
)

+ ck2R−nκ

(
ˆ 0

−T2

|Ẽ(t; 0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)

2(1+κ)
r̂

,

(3.13)

where Ẽ is the level set of ũ as in (3.3). We write the second term on the right hand-side as I
for simplicity. Then, using Cauchy’s inequality and Hölder’s inequality, we have

I ≤ c

(R− ρ)n+2s

¨

QR,T2

k(ũ− k)+ dx dt

≤ c

(R− ρ)n+2s

(

¨

QR,T2

k2χ(ũ(x,t)>k) dx dt+

¨

QR,T2

(ũ− k)2+ dx dt

)

≤ c

(R− ρ)n+2s
k2
(
ˆ 0

−T2

|Ẽ(t; 0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)

2(1+κ)
r̂

+
c

(R− ρ)n+2s

¨

QR,T2

(ũ− k)2+ dx dt,

With (3.13) and the estimate of I, we get

‖(ũ− k)+‖2V 2
s (Qρ,T1

) ≤ c

(

(

1

(R− ρ)n+2s
+

1

T2 − T1

)

‖(ũ− k)+‖2L2(QR,T2
)

+
c

(R − ρ)n+2s
k2
(
ˆ 0

−T2

|Ẽ(t; 0, R, k)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)

2(1+κ)
r̂

)

.

(3.14)

Step 2: Iteration. For any nonnegative integer h, we write

ρh =
1

2
+

1

2h+2
, τh = ρ2sh , ρh =

ρh + ρh+1

2
and Qh = Qρh,τh

Moreover, take

kh = N +N

(

1− 1

2h

)

,

ζh ∈ C∞
c (Bρh), 0 ≤ ζh ≤ 1, ζh ≡ 1 on, ‖Dζh‖∞ ≤ 2h+5,

yh = N−2

ˆ 0

−τh

ˆ

Bρh

(ũ− kh)
2
+ dx dt, zh =

(
ˆ 0

−τh

|Ẽ(t; ρh, kh)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)

2
r̂

,

Λh =

ˆ 0

−τh+1

Ẽ(t; 0, ρh, kh+1) dt,

where N > ‖f̃‖Lq,r(Q1)+ess supt∈[−1,0]

´

Rn\B 1
2

|ũ(y,t)|
|y|n+2s dy will be determined later in (3.18). Note

that for any nonnegative integer h,

τh − τh+1 = 2s

ˆ ρh

ρh+1

t2s−1 dt ≥ s(ρh − ρh+1),

Λh ≤ (kh+1 − kh)
−2N2yh ≤ 22(h+4)yh.

(3.15)
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Now we obtain an iterative inequality of yh and zh. Using Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2,
we have

yh+1 ≤ N−2

ˆ 0

−τh+1

ˆ

Bρh

(ũ− kh+1)
2
+ζ

2
h dx dt

≤ N−2‖(ũ− kh+1)+ζh‖2L2(Qρh,τh+1
)

≤ N−2Λ
2s

n+2s

h ‖(ũ− kh+1)+ζh‖2
L
2(1+ 2s

n )(Qρh,τh+1
)

≤ cN−2Λ
2s

n+2s

h

(

‖(ũ− kh+1)+ζh‖2
V 2
s

(

Qρh,τh+1

) + ρ−2s
h ‖(ũ − kh+1)+ζh‖2L2(Qρh,τh+1

)

)

≤ cN−2Λδ
h

(

‖(ũ− kh+1)+‖2
V 2
s

(

Qρh,τh+1

) +N2yh

)

,

where δ = 2s
n+2s . By applying ρ = ρh, R = ρh, T1 = τh+1, T2 = τh and k = kh+1 to (3.14) and

using (3.15) and Lemma 2.2, we observe that the followings

yh+1 ≤ cN−2
(

22(h+4)yh

)δ ((

2h(2s+n) + 2h
)

‖(ũ− kh+1)+‖2L2(Qρh,τh
) + 2h(n+2s)k2h+1z

1+κ
h

)

+ c22(h+4)y1+δ
h

≤ cN−2
(

22(h+4)yh

)δ ((

2h(n+2s) + 2h
)

yhN
2 + 2h(n+2s)k2h+1z

1+κ
h

)

+ c22(h+4)y1+δ
h

≤ c
((

2h(n+4) + 2h+2h
)

y1+δ
h + 2h(n+4)z1+κ

h yδh

)

,

(3.16)
and

(kh+1 − kh)
2zh+1 = (kh+1 − kh)

2

(

ˆ 0

−τh+1

|Ẽ(t; 0, ρh+1, kh+1)|
r̂
q̂ dt

)
2
r̂

≤ c‖(ũ − kh)+‖2Lq̂,r̂(Qρh+1,τh+1
)

≤ c‖(ũ − kh)+ζh‖2Lq̂,r̂(Qρh,τh+1
)

≤ c
(

‖(ũ− kh)+ζh‖2V 2
s (Qρh,τh+1

) + ‖(ũ− kh)+ζh‖2L2(Qρh,τh+1
)

)

≤ c
((

2h(n+2) + 2h
)

‖(ũ − kh)+‖2L2(Qρh,τh+1
) + 2h(n+2s)k2hz

1+κ
h

)

≤ c2h(n+2)N2yh + c2h(n+2)N2z1+κ
h .

(3.17)

From (3.16) and (3.17), we observe that

yh+1 ≤ c
(

2n+4
)h

(y1+δ
h + z1+κ

h yδh),

zh+1 ≤ c
(

2n+4
)h

(yh + z1+κ
h ).

In addition, in light of (3.16) and (3.17) with k0 = N , k−1 = ‖f̃‖Lq,r(Q1)+ess supt∈[−1,0]

´

Rn\B 1
2

|ũ(y,t)|
|y|n+2s dy,

ρ−1 = 1 and τ−1 = 1, we have

y0 ≤
1

N2

¨

Q1

(ũ−N)2+ ≤ 1

N2
‖ũ‖2L2(Q1)

,

z0 ≤
c

(N − k−1)2
(

‖(ũ− k−1)+‖2L2(Q1) + k2−1

)

.

Choose a sufficiently large N such that

N ≥ c
1+κ
σ



‖ũ‖L2(Q1) + ‖f̃‖Lq,r(Q1) + ess sup
t∈[−1,0]

ˆ

Rn\B 1
2

|ũ(y, t)|
|y|n+2s

dy



 , σ = min{δ, κ}, (3.18)
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which implies

y0 ≤ (2c)−
1+κ
σ ×

(

2n+4
)− 1+κ

σ2

z0 ≤ (2c)−
1+κ
σ ×

(

2n+4
)− 1+κ

σ2 .

Applying Lemma 2.6, we have

sup
Q1/2

|ũ(x, t)| ≤ c



‖ũ‖L2(Q1) + ‖f̃‖Lq,r(Q1) + ess sup
t∈[−1,0]

ˆ

Rn\B 1
2

|ũ(y, t)|
|y|n+2s

dy



 ,

By scaling back, we see that

sup
z∈Qρ0/2

(z0)
|u(z)| ≤ c

((

−
¨

Qρ0(z0)
u2(x, t) dx dt

) 1
2

+Tail∞
(

u, z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0

)

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ||f ||Lq,r(Qρ0 (z0))

)

.

�

We next want to assert the Hölder regularity of a local weak solution to (1.1) with (1.4) by
comparing the solution to the homogeneous equation (3.20) below. More precisely, we assert that

there is a constant β̃ ≡ β̃(n, s, q, r, β) such that u ∈ C β̃, β̃
2s (QR0(z0)) for every Q2R0(z0) ⋐ ΩT .

Now, we fix any ρ > 0 and R > 0 so that

0 < ρ < R < min

{

1,
(

22s − 1
)

1
2s
R0

4
,
R0

4

}

(3.19)

and choose a point z̃ ∈ QR0(z0). Note that Q4R(z̃) ⊂ Q2R0(z0) ⋐ ΩT . Throughout this section,
we set

γ = 2nκ,

which is the positive number from (1.4).

Lemma 3.3. Let u be a local weak solution to (1.1) with (1.4) and (3.19). Suppose that

v ∈ L2
(

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃;W s,2(B3R(x̃))
)

∩ L∞
(

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃;L1
2s(R

n)
)

∩ C
([

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃
]

;L2(B3R(x̃))
)

is the local weak solution to
{

∂tv + LΦ
Av = 0 in Q3R(z̃)

v = u on ∂PQ3R(z̃) ∪
(

(Rn \B3R(x̃))×
[

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃
])

.
(3.20)

Then we have the estimates
ˆ t̃

t̃−(3R)2s
[(u− v)(·, t)]2W s,2(Rn) dt+ sup

t∈[t̃−(3R)2s ,t̃]

ˆ

B3R(x̃)
(u− v)2(x, t) dx ≤ cRγ+n‖f‖2Lq,r(Q3R(z̃))

and

−
¨

Q3R(z̃)
(u− v)2 dx dt ≤ cRγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q3R(z̃)),

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ).

Remark 6. The existence of v in (3.20) follows from the Appendix A.

Proof. Let w = u− v to find that

w ∈ L2
(

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃;W s,2
0 (B3R(x̃))

)

∩ C
([

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃
]

;L2(B3R(x̃))
)

and

∂tw + LΦ
Au− LΦ

Av = f in Q3R(z̃).
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By an approximation argument with the mollification in time, we find that
ˆ

B3R(x̃)

w2(x, t1)

2
dx+

ˆ t1

t̃−(3R)2s

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

A(x, y, t)
Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(w(x, t) − w(y, t)) dx dy dt

−
ˆ t1

t̃−(3R)2s

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

A(x, y, t)
Φ(v(x, t) − v(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(w(x, t) − w(y, t)) dx dy dt

=

ˆ t1

t̃−(3R)2s

ˆ

B3R(x̃)
fw dx dt,

where t1 ∈
[

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃
]

. we have the estimate
ˆ t1

t̃−(3R)2s

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

A(x, y, t)
Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t)) − Φ(v(x, t)− v(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(w(x, t) − w(y, t)) dx dy dt

≥ λ−2

ˆ t1

t̃−(3R)2s

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|w(x, t) − w(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt,

which implies

sup
t∈[t̃−(3R)2s ,t̃]

ˆ

B3R(x̃)

w2(x, t)

2
dx+ λ−2

ˆ t̃

t̃−(3R)2s

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|w(x, t) − w(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt

≤
ˆ

Q3R(z̃)
fw dx dt.

Using Hölder’s inequality, Lemma 2.2, and Cauchy’s inequality, we estimate the last term as
follows:
ˆ

Q3R(z̃)
fw dx dt

≤ cR
n+γ
2 ‖f‖Lq,r(Q3R(z̃))

[





ˆ t̃

t̃−(3R)2s
[w(·, t)]2W s,2(Rn) dt+ sup

t∈[t̃−(3R)2s ,t̃]

ˆ

B3R(x̃)
w2(x, t) dx





1
2 ]

≤ cRn+γ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q3R(z̃))

+
λ−2

4

ˆ t̃

t̃−(3R)2s

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|w(x, t) − w(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt+
λ−2

4
sup

t∈[t̃−(3R)2s ,t̃]

ˆ

B3R(x̃)
w2(x, t) dx.

Combining all the estimates together with Lemma 2.2, we get
ˆ t̃

t̃−(3R)2s
[(u− v)(·, t)]W s,2(Rn) dt+ sup

t∈[t̃−(3R)2s ,t̃]

ˆ

B3R(x̃)
(u− v)2(x, t) dx ≤ cRn+γ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q3R(z̃))

(3.21)
and

−
¨

Q3R(z̃)
(u− v)2 dx dt ≤ cRγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q3R(z̃)).

�

Using the local boundedness of u, Lemma 1.1, and Lemma 3.3, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 3.4. (Decay transfer) Under the same conditions and conclusion as in Lemma 3.3,
there holds

−
¨

Qρ

|u− uQρ |2 dx dt

≤ c

(

R

ρ

)n+2s

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q4R(z̃))
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+ c
( ρ

R

)2β (

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q4R(z̃)) + ‖u‖2L∞(Q4R(z̃)) +Tail2∞(u, z̃, 4R)
)

,

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ).

Proof. Using triangle inequality, we have

−
¨

Qρ

|u− uQρ |2 dx dt ≤ c

[

−
¨

Qρ

|u− v|2 dx dt+−
¨

Qρ

|v − vQρ |2 dx dt

+−
¨

Qρ

|uQρ − vQρ |2 dx dt
]

≤ c−
¨

Qρ

|u− v|2 dx dt+ c−
¨

Qρ

|v − vQρ|2 dx dt

=: I1 + I2.

Using Lemma 3.3, we get

I1 ≤ c

(

R

ρ

)n+2s

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q4R).

From Lemma 2.7, we deduce

I2 ≤ c
( ρ

R

)2β
(

−
¨

Q2R

|v|2 dx dt+Tail2∞(v; z̃, R, (2R)2s)

)

.

Set I2,1 := −
˜

Q2R
|v|2 dx dt and I2,2 := Tail2∞(v; z̃, R, (2R)2s). Then we have

I2,1 ≤ 2

(

−
¨

Q2R

|u|2 dx dt
)

+ 2

(

−
¨

Q2R

|u− v|2 dx dt
)

≤ 2

(

−
¨

Q4R

|u|2 dx dt
)

+ cRγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q4R).

Since u− v ≡ 0 in
(

(Rn \B3R(x̃))×
[

t̃− (3R)2s, t̃
])

, it follows from (3.21) that

I2,2 ≤ 2Tail2∞(u− v; z̃, R, (2R)2s) + 2Tail2∞(u; z̃, R, (2R)2s)

≤ c

((

ess sup
t∈[t̃−(2R)2s ,t̃]

−
ˆ

B3R(x̃)
|(u− v)(y, t)| dy

)2

+ ‖u‖2L∞(Q4R) +Tail2∞(u; z̃, 4R)

)

≤ c
(

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q4R) + ‖u‖2L∞(Q4R) +Tail2∞(u; z̃, 4R)
)

.

We combine all the estimates of I2,1 and I2.2 to finish the proof. �

Now we are ready to prove the Hölder regularity.

Lemma 3.5. Under the same conditions and conclusion as in Lemma 3.4, we have u ∈
C β̃, β̃

2s (QR0(z0)) for some β̃ = β̃(n, s, q, r, λ) with the estimate

[u]
Cβ̃,

β̃
2s (QR0

(z0))
≤ c
(

‖f‖Lq,r(Q2R0
(z0)) + ‖u‖L∞(Q2R0

(z0)) +Tail∞(u; z0, 2R0)
)

,

for some constant c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ).

Proof. From Lemma 3.4, we find that for every z̃ ∈ QR0(z0),

−
¨

Qρ(z̃)
|u− uQρ(z̃)|2 dx dt

≤ c

(

R

ρ

)n+2s

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q4R(z̃))

+ c
( ρ

R

)2β (

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q4R(z̃)) + ‖u‖2L∞(Q4R(z̃)) +Tail2∞(u, z̃, 4R)
)
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≤ c

(

R

ρ

)n+2s

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q2R0
(z0))

+ c
( ρ

R

)2β (

(R0)
γ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q2R0

(z0))
+ ‖u‖2L∞(Q2R0

(z0))
+Tail2∞ (u, z̃, 4R)

)

.

We notice that

Tail∞ (u, z̃, 4R) ≤ (4R)2s
ˆ

B2R0
(x0)\B4R(x̃)

‖u‖L∞(Q2R0
(z0))

|y − x̃|n+2s
dy

+ (4R)2s ess sup
t∈[t0−(2R0)2s ,t0]

ˆ

Rn\B2R0
(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|y − x0|n+2s

dy

≤ c‖u‖L∞(Q2R0
(z0)) + cTail∞ (u, z0, 2R0) ,

where we have used the fact that

|y − x̃| ≥ |y − x0| − |x̃− x0| ≥
|y − x0|

2
for any y ∈ R

n \B2R0(x0).

Thus

−
¨

Qρ(z̃)
|u− uQρ(z̃)|2 dx dt

≤ c

(

R

ρ

)n+2s

Rγ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q2R0
(z0))

+ c
( ρ

R

)2β (

(R0)
γ‖f‖2Lq,r(Q2R0

(z0))
+ ‖u‖2L∞(Q2R0

(z0))
+Tail2∞(u; z0, 2R0)

)

.

Now take ρ = R
n+2β+2s+γ
n+2β+2s < R to discover that

1

ρ2β̃
−
¨

Qρ(z̃)
|u− uQρ(z̃)|2 dx dt ≤ c

(

‖f‖2Lq,r(Q2R0
(z0))

+ ‖u‖2L∞(Q2R0
(z0))

+Tail2∞(u;x0, 2R0)
)

,

for β̃ = βγ
n+2s+2β+γ where β is as in Lemma 2.7. The conclusion follows from Lemma 2.1. �

4. Improved Hölder regularity for homogeneous equation with kernel

coefficient invariant under the translation in only spatial direction

In the previous chapter, we have proved the Hölder regularity to (1.1) with (1.4) for some
exponent. For now, we assume the kernel coefficient

Ã ∈ L1(λ;B1 ×B1 × (−1,0)) ∩ L0(λ), (4.1)

to obtain the higher Hölder regularity. We focus on a weak solution

u ∈ L2
(

(−22s, 0];W s,2(B2)
)

∩ L∞
(

(−22s, 0];L1
2s(R

n)
)

∩C
(

(−22s, 0];L2(B2)
)

to the locally normalized problem

∂tu+ LΦ
Ã
u = 0 in Q2. (4.2)

Many of the results and computations in this section are based on those in [4, 5].
First, we start with the following discrete differentiation of the equation, which is an extension

of the one described in [5, Lemma 3.3] as well as a parabolic analogue of the elliptic one
in [33, Prosition 3.1.].

Lemma 4.1. Assume that u is a local weak solution to (4.2) with (4.1). Let ψ(x) ∈ C∞
c (BR)

be a nonnegative function and η(t) ∈ C∞(R) a nonnegative function with

η(t) = 0 at t ≤ t1 and η(t) = 1 at t ≥ t2
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where −1 < t1 < t2 < 0 and R < 1. Then for any locally Lipschitz function g : R → R and
h ∈ R

n such that 0 < |h| < 1
4(1−R) , we have

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

(

Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t))− Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))
)

×
(

g(uh(x, t)− u(x, t))ψ(x)2 − g(uh(y, t)− u(y, t))ψ(y)2
)

η(t)
A(x, y, t)

|x− y|n+2s
dx dy dt

= −
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Rn\BR

ˆ

BR

(

Ah(x, y, t)Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t))−A(x, y, t)Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))
)

|x− y|n+2s

×
(

g(uh(x, t)− u(x, t))ψ(x)2η(t)
)

dx dy dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

ˆ

Rn\BR

(

Ah(x, y, t)Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t))−A(x, y, t)Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))
)

|x− y|n+2s

×
(

g(uh(y, t)− u(y, t))ψ(y)2η(t)
)

dx dy dt

−
ˆ

BR

G(δhu(x, t2))ψ
2(x) dx +

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

G(δhu(x, t))ψ
2(x)η′(t) dx dt,

(4.3)

where G(t) =
´ t
0 g(s) ds for any t ∈ R and Ah(x, y, t) = A(x + h, y + h, t) for (x, y, t) ∈

R
n × R

n ×R.

Proof. For convenience, we denote the first three terms in the above equation by J1, J2, and
J3. Take

h0 = dist(suppψ, ∂BR) and ǫ0 =
1

2
min{−t2, t1 + 1, t2 − t1},

and for any 0 < ǫ < ǫ0, define

φǫ(x, t) :=
(

g(uǫh − uǫ)ψ2ηǫ
)ǫ
(x, t) =

(

g (δhu
ǫ)ψ2ηǫ

)ǫ
(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Q1,

where

ηǫ(t) = η

(

t2 − t1
t2 − t1 − ǫ

(

t− t2 +
ǫ

2

)

+ t2

)

, t ∈ R.

Testing to (4.2) with φǫ, we get
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

−u∂tφǫ dx dt

+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))(φǫ(x, t)− φǫ(y, t))
A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

= −
ˆ

BR

u(x, t)φǫ(x, t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=t2

t=t1

.

(4.4)

On the other hand, we take a test function φ−h(x, t) := φ(x− h, t) for 0 < |h| < h0
4 and using a

change of variables, we have
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

−uh∂tφǫ dx dt

+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t))(φǫ(x, t)− φǫ(y, t))
Ah(x, y, t)

|x− y|n+2s
dx dy dt

= −
ˆ

BR

uh(x, t)φǫ(x, t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=t2

t=t1

.

(4.5)
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By subtracting (4.5) from (4.4), we observe that

Iǫ :=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

(−uh + u)∂tφǫ dx dt+

ˆ

BR

(uh(x, t)− u(x, t))φǫ(x, t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=t2

t=t1

= −
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

(

Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))− Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t))
)

× (φǫ(x, t)− φǫ(y, t))
A(x, y, t)

|x − y|n+2s
dx dy dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Rn\BR

ˆ

BR

(

A(x, y, t)Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))−Ah(x, y, t)Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t))
)

|x− y|n+2s

× φǫ(x, t) dx dy dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

ˆ

Rn\BR

(

A(x, y, t)Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))−Ah(x, y, t)Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t))
)

|x− y|n+2s

× φǫ(y, t) dx dy dt

=: −J ǫ
1 − J ǫ

2 − J ǫ
3.

By following as in [5, Lemma 3.3], we find that

lim
ǫ→0

Iǫ =

ˆ

BR

G(δhu(x, t1))ψ
2(x) dx −

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

G(δhu(x, t))ψ
2(x)η′(t) dx dt

We now use the local boundedness result, Lemma 1.1 which implies u ∈ L∞([t1 − ǫ0, t2 + ǫ0]×
BR+2h0) and the locally Lipschitz regularity of g to observe

φǫ(x, t) → g(uh − u)ψ2(x)η(t) in L2([t1 − ǫ0, t2 + ǫ0];W
s,2(BR))

and

φǫ(x, t) → g(uh − u)ψ2(x)η(t) in C([t1 − ǫ0, t2 + ǫ0];L
2(BR)).

Similar arguments performed on the estimate of Iǫ2 in Lemma 3.2 yield that

lim
ǫ→0

J ǫ
i = Ji, for each i = 1, 2, 3.

Combining the each limits of Iǫ, J ǫ
1, J

ǫ
2, and J

ǫ
3, we conclude the proof. �

With the above Lemma 4.1, we see the gaining of integrability and differentiability of a weak
solution u to (4.2) in the following.

Lemma 4.2. Let u be a local weak solution to (4.2) with (4.1) satisfying

‖u‖L∞(Q1) ≤ 1 and Tail∞(u; 0, 1) ≤ 1.

Assume that for some p ≥ 2, θ ∈ R with 0 < 1+θp
p < 1,

ˆ t2

t1

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+θp
p

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp(B1)

dt <∞,

whenever 0 < h0 ≤ 1
10 and −1 < t1 < t2 ≤ 0. Then we have

ˆ t2

t1+τ
sup

0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+2s+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

dt+ sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu(·, t2)
|h|

1+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

≤ c





ˆ t2

t1

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+θp
p

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp(BR+4h0
)

dt+ 1





for some c ≡ c(n, s, λ, p, h0, τ, θ), whenever 4h0 < R ≤ 1− 5h0 and 0 < τ < t2 − t1.
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Proof. We first assume t2 < 0 to use Lemma 4.1. the case t2 = 0 will be considered in Step 4.

Step 1: Discrete differentiation of the equation. Set r = R − 4h0 and fix h ∈ R
n such

that 0 < |h| < h0. Let ψ(x) ∈ C∞
c (BR) be a cut-off function satisfying

0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1, ψ ≡ 1 in Br and ‖∇ψ‖L∞(BR) ≤
2

R− r
=

1

2h0
.

Moreover, let η(t) ∈ C∞(Rn) be a nonnegative function such that

η(t) ≡ 0 in (−∞, t1], η(t) ≡ 1 in [t1 + τ,∞) and ‖η′‖L∞(R) ≤
2

τ
. (4.6)

Set g(t) := |t|p−1t and G(t) := 1
p+1 |t|p+1 for t ∈ R. By using (4.3) in Lemma 4.1 and dividing

both sides by |h|1+θp, we have

I :=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

ˆ

BR

A(x, y, t)
(

Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t)) −Φ(u(x, t) − u(y, t))
)

|h|1+θp|x− y|n+2s

×
[

g(uh(x, t)− u(x, t))ψ2(x)− g(uh(y, t)− u(y, t))ψ2(y)
]

η(t) dx dy dt

= −
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Rn\BR

ˆ

BR

Ah(x, y, t)
(

Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t)) − Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))
)

|h|1+θp|x− y|n+2s

× g(uh(x, t)− u(x, t))ψ2(x)η(t) dx dy dt

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

ˆ

Rn\BR

Ah(x, y, t)
(

Φ(uh(x, t)− uh(y, t)) − Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))
)

|h|1+θp|x− y|n+2s

× g(uh(y, t)− u(y, t))ψ2(y)η(t) dx dy dt

−
ˆ

BR

G(δhu(x, t2))

|h|1+θp
ψ2(x) dx+

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

G(δhu(x, t))

|h|1+θp
ψ2(x)η′(t) dx dt

=: −II − III − IV + V.

Step 2: Estimates of I through V . First, we will estimate I,II and III. Let F1(t), F2(t)
and F3(t) be the integrands of I, II and III with respect to the measure η(t) dt, respectively.
Then for fixed t ∈ [t1, t2], similar calculations as in [33, Proposition 3.1, Step 2 - Step 4] lead to
the following estimates,

F1(t) ≥
1

c

[

|δhu(·, t)|
p−1
2 δhu(·, t)

|h| 1+θp
2

ψ(·)
]2

W s,2(BR)

− c

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p+1

|h|1+θp
dx,

and

|F2(t)|+ |F3(t)| ≤ c

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx.

where c depends only on n, s, λ and h0, but it is independent on t. It follows that

I ≥ 1

c

ˆ t2

t1

[

|δhu(·, t)|
p−1
2 δhu(·, t)

|h| 1+θp
2

ψ(·)
]2

W s,2(BR)

η(t) dt− c

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt,

and

|II|+ |III| ≤ c

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt,

where we have used η ≤ 1. Next, we will derive estimates of IV and V . From the definition of
G and ψ, we get

IV ≥ 1

c

ˆ

Br

|δhu(x, t2)|p+1

|h|1+θp
dx.

Since ‖uh‖L∞(BR×[t1,t2]) ≤ ‖u‖L∞(B1×[−1,0]) ≤ 1 and (4.6), we deduce that

|V | ≤ c

τ

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt.
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Combining all the above estimates, we have

ˆ t2

t1

[

|δhu(·, t)|
p−1
2 δhu(·, t)

|h| 1+θp
2

ψ(·)
]2

W s,2(BR)

η(t) dt+

ˆ

Br

|δhu(x, t2)|p+1

|h|1+θp
dx

≤ c(τ)

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt. (4.7)

We further estimate using the advantage of [33, Proposition 3.1, Step 5] and (4.6),

ˆ t2

t1+τ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+2s+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(Br)

dt ≤ c

ˆ t2

t1

[

|δhu(·, t)|
p−1
2 δhu(·, t)

|h| 1+θp
2

ψ(·)
]2

W s,2(BR)

η(t) dt

+ c

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt.

(4.8)

Moreover, Lemma 2.3 and ‖u‖L∞(Q1) ≤ 1 imply

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR

|δhu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt ≤ c

(

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR+4h0

|δ2hu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt+

ˆ t2

t1

‖u(·, t)‖pLp(BR+4h0
) dt

)

≤ c

(

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

BR+4h0

|δ2hu(x, t)|p
|h|1+θp

dx dt+ 1

)

.

(4.9)
Gathering together the estimates (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9) gives

ˆ t2

t1+τ
sup

0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+2s+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

dt+

ˆ

Br

|δhu(x, t2)|p+1

|h|1+θp
dx

≤ c





ˆ t2

t1

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+θp
p

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp(BR+4h0
)

dt+ 1



 .

(4.10)

Step 4: Case for t2 = 0. Note that c in (4.10) is independent of t1. By the monotone
convergence theorem, we get

lim
t2→0

ˆ t2

t1+τ
sup

0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+2s+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

dt =

ˆ 0

t1+τ
sup

0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+2s+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

dt.

(4.11)
Since for any 0 < |h| < h0, δ

2
hu(x, t) is in C([−1, 0];L2(B1)), we have

lim
t2→0

‖δ2hu(·, t2)− δ2hu(·, 0)‖L2(BR) = 0.

which implies

lim
t2→0

δ2hu(x, t2) = δ2hu(x, 0) a.e. in BR.

Therefore Fatou’s lemma yields
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu(·, 0)
|h|

1+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

≤ lim inf
t2→0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu(·, t2)
|h|

1+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

, 0 < |h| < h0. (4.12)

Taking into account (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12), we conclude

ˆ 0

t1+τ
sup

0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+2s+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)

dt+ sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhu(·, 0)
|h|

1+θp
p+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p+1

Lp+1(BR−4h0
)
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≤ c





ˆ 0

t1

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hu(·, t)
|h|

1+θp
p

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Lp(BR+4h0
)

dt+ 1



 .

�

Now we prove a higher Hölder regularity for (4.2) with respect to the spatial variables.

Lemma 4.3. Let u be a local weak solution to (4.2) with (4.1). Then for any 0 < α <
min{2s, 1},

ess sup
t∈[−(1/2)2s,0]

[u(·, t)]Cα(B1/2) ≤ c

(

‖u‖L∞(Q1) +

(
ˆ 0

−1
[u(·, t)]2W s,2(B1)

dt

)

1
2

+Tail∞(u; 0, 1)

)

,

where c ≡ c(n, s, α, λ).

Proof. Step 1: Normalization. Let

M := ‖u‖L∞(Q1) +

(
ˆ 0

−1
[u(·, t)]2W s,2(B1)

dt

)

1
2

+Tail∞(u; 0, 1)

and set

ũ(x, t) :=
1

M
u(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Q2 and Φ̃(ξ) :=

1

M
Φ(Mξ), ξ ∈ R.

Then ũ is a local weak solution to ∂tũ+ LΦ̃
Ã
ũ = 0 in Q2. In particular, ũ satisfies

‖ũ‖L∞(Q1) ≤ 1,

ˆ 0

−1
[ũ(·, t)]2W s,2(B1)

dt ≤ 1, and Tail∞(ũ; 0, 1) ≤ 1. (4.13)

Step 2: Iteration. Let qi := i + 2 and θi :=
2s(i+1)−1

i+2 for i ≥ 0. Then 1+θiqi
qi

is an increasing

sequence satisfying

1 + 2s+ θiqi
qi + 1

=
1 + θi+1qi+1

qi+1
, s =

1 + θ0q0
q0

≤ 1 + θiqi
qi

< 2s, and lim
i→∞

1 + θiqi
qi

= 2s.

Now fix α ∈ (0,min{2s, 1}). We consider the following two cases.

(Case 1 : s ≤ 1
2). In this case, we can choose iα ∈ N such that

α <
1 + θiαqiα − n

qiα
< 2s ≤ 1. (4.14)

Let

h0 =
1

64iα
(4.15)

and set for any i ≥ 0,

Ri =
7

8
− 4h0(2i+ 1) and Ti = −

(

7

8

)2s

+ 32h0

(

(

7

8

)2s

−
(

3

4

)2s
)

i. (4.16)

Then Ri and Ti have the following relations.

Ri − 4h0 = Ri+1 + 4h0, Ti+1 = Ti + 32h0

(

(

7

8

)2s

−
(

3

4

)2s
)

,

R0 + 4h0 =
7

8
, Riα + 4h0 =

3

4
and Tiα = −1

2

(

(

7

8

)2s

+

(

3

4

)2s
)

.

Note that 7
8 + 4h0 ≤ 1 and δ2hũ = δ2hũ− 2δhũ to find

ˆ 0

T0

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)
|h|

1+θ0q0
q0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

q0

Lq0 (BR0+4h0
)

dt =

ˆ 0

−( 7
8)

2s
sup

0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)
|h|s

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(B7/8)

dt
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≤ c

(
ˆ 0

−1
[ũ(·, t)]2W s,2(B1)

dt+

ˆ 0

−1
‖ũ(·, t)‖2L2(B1)

dt

)

≤ c,

where we have also used Lemma 2.5 and (4.13). Thus Lemma 4.2 implies

ˆ T

Ti+1

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)

|h|
1+θi+1qi+1

qi+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

qi+1

Lqi+1 (BRi−4h0
)

dt+ sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhũ(·, T )

|h|
1+θi+1qi+1

qi+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

qi+1

Lqi+1 (BRi−4h0
)

≤ c







ˆ T

Ti

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)

|h|
1+θiqi

qi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

qi

Lqi (BRi+4h0
)

dt+ 1






,

for all i = 0, . . . , iα−1 and −
(

3
4

)2s ≤ T ≤ 0. After finite steps, we obtain

ess sup
T∈[−(3/4)2s,0]

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δhũ(·, T )

|h|
1+θiα qiα

qiα

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

qiα

Lqiα (B3/4)

≤ c(n, s, λ, α).

Thus Lemma 2.4 with (4.14) yields

ess sup
t∈[−(1/2)2s ,0]

[ũ(·, t)]Cα(B1/2) ≤ c(n, s, λ, α).

(Case 2 : s > 1
2). On the other hand, when 2s > 1, there exists some iα ∈ N such that

1 + θiα−1qiα−1

qiα−1
< 1 ≤ 1 + θiαqiα

qiα
.

Now take γ ∈ (α, 1). Then there exists some jα ∈ N such that

α < γ − n

qiα+jα

. (4.17)

Take

h0 =
1

64(iα + jα)
, (4.18)

and let Ri and Ti be as in (4.16), but we use (4.18) instead of (4.15). Then

R0 + 4h0 =
7

8
, Riα+jα + 4h0 =

3

4
, and Tiα+jα = −1

2

(

(

7

8

)2s

+

(

3

4

)2s
)

.

A similar calculation in Case 1 shows that

ˆ 0

Tiα

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)
|h|γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

qiα

Lqiα (BRiα+4h0
)

dt ≤
ˆ 0

Tiα

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)

|h|
1+θiα qiα

qiα

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

qiα

Lqiα (BRiα+4h0
)

dt ≤ c,

where we have also used γ < 1 ≤ 1+θiαqiα
qiα

. Take θ̃i = γ − 1
qi
, which implies 1+θ̃iqi

qi
= γ ∈ (0, 1).

Then since s > 1
2 , we discover

γ < 1 +
qi(γ − 1)

qi + 1
=

2 + θ̃iqi
qi + 1

<
1 + 2s+ θ̃iqi

qi + 1
.

Therefore by applying θ̃i instead of θi to Lemma 4.2, we have

ˆ T

Ti+1

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)
|h|γ

∥

∥

∥

∥

qi+1

Lqi+1 (BRi−4h0
)

dt ≤
ˆ T

Ti+1

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)

|h|
1+2s+θ̃iqi

qi+1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

qi+1

Lqi+1 (BRi−4h0
)

dt
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≤ c







ˆ T

Ti

sup
0<|h|<h0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

δ2hũ(·, t)

|h|
1+θ̃iqi

qi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

qi

Lqi (BRi+4h0
)

dt+ 1






,

for each i = iα, . . . , iα + jα − 1 and for any T ∈ [−
(

3
4

)2s
, 0]. By Lemma 2.4 and (4.17), we

conclude

ess sup
t∈[−(1/2)2s ,0]

[ũ(·, t)]Cα(B1/2) ≤ c.

By scaling back, we complete the proof. �

Next, we will prove a higher Hölder regularity for a solution to (4.2) with respect to time
variable. To this end, we first introduce two lemmas. One is a generalized Poincaré type
inequality from [5, Lemma 6.1].

Lemma 4.4 (Generalized Poincaré type inequality). Let 0 < s < 1 and 1 ≤ p < ∞. For any
u ∈W s,p(Br) and ψ ∈ C∞

c (Br) with ψBr
= 1, there holds

ˆ

Br

|u− (uψ)Br
|p dx ≤ crsp‖ψ‖pL∞(Br)

[u]pW s,p(Br)
,

where c ≡ c(n, s, p).

The other is a gluing lemma regarding a Hölder regularity with respect to time variable.

Lemma 4.5 (Gluing lemma). Let u be a local weak solution to (1.1) in Q1 and let z0 ∈ Q1 and
Qρ,θ(z0) ⋐ Q1. Let Bρ ≡ Bρ(x0) and let ψ(x) ∈ C∞

c (B3ρ/4) be a nonnegative function such that

ψBρ
= 1, ψ ≡ ‖ψ‖L∞(Bρ) in B ρ

2
and ‖∇ψ‖L∞(Rn) ≤

c

ρ
. (4.19)

Then we have

∣

∣

∣
(uψ)Bρ

(T1)− (uψ)Bρ
(T0)

∣

∣

∣
≤ c

θ

ρ
−
ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Bρ

−
ˆ

Bρ

|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s−1

dx dy dt

+ cθ−
ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Rn\Bρ

−
ˆ

B3ρ/4

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dx dy dt,

(4.20)

where c ≡ c(n, s, λ) and t0 − θ < T0 < T1 < t0.

Proof. For a sufficiently small 0 < ǫ < min{T1−T0
4 , 1+T0

2 ,−T1
2 }, we define

ηǫ(t) =































0 in t < T0
t−T0
ǫ in T0 ≤ t < T0 + ǫ

1 in T0 + ǫ ≤ t < T1 − ǫ
T1−t
ǫ in T1 − ǫ ≤ t < T1

0 in t ≥ T1.

By the condition of (4.19), we obtain

‖ψ‖L∞(Rn) = ψB ρ
2

≤ cψBρ
= c.
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Then we can use ψ(x)ηǫ(t) as a test function. By the definition of local weak solution and the
conditions (1.3), we see that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
ˆ T1

T1−ǫ

ˆ

Bρ

uψ dxdt−−
ˆ T0+ǫ

T0

ˆ

Bρ

uψ dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Bρ

uψη′ǫ dxdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c

ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|ψ(x) − ψ(y)| dxdydt

≤ c

ρ

ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Bρ

ˆ

Bρ

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s−1

dxdydt+ c

ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Rn\Bρ

ˆ

Bρ

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

ψ(x) dxdydt,

(4.21)
where we used the fact that |ψ(x) − ψ(y)| ≤ c

ρ |x − y|. Furthermore, the second term on the

right hand side can be estimated by
ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Rn\Bρ

ˆ

Bρ

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

ψ(x) dxdydt ≤ c

ˆ t0

t0−θ

ˆ

Rn\Bρ

ˆ

B3ρ/4

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dxdydt,

(4.22)
where we have used

|x0 − y|
|x− y| ≤ 1 +

|x− x0|
|x− y| ≤ 2 for x ∈ B3ρ/4, y ∈ Bρ.

Since uψ is in C
(

[t0 − θ, t0];L
2(Bρ)

)

,

∣

∣

∣
(uψ)Bρ

(T1)− (uψ)Bρ
(T0)

∣

∣

∣
= lim

ǫ→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
ˆ T1

T1−ǫ
−
ˆ

Bρ

uψ dx dt−−
ˆ T0+ǫ

T0

−
ˆ

Bρ

uψ dx dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (4.23)

Therefore, we combine (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23) to discover (4.20). �

With Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, we are now ready to prove the following time Hölder
regularity.

Lemma 4.6 (Hölder regularity with respect to time). Let u be a local weak solution to (4.2).
Assume

‖u‖L∞(Q1) ≤ 1, Tail∞(u; 0, 1) ≤ 1, and sup
t∈[−(1/2)2s ,0]

[u(·, t)]Cβ(B1/2)
≤ Kβ , (4.24)

for some 0 < β < min{2s, 1} and Kβ > 0. Then there exists c ≡ c(n, s, λ, β,Kβ) such that

|u(x, t)− u(x, τ)| ≤ c|t− τ | β
2s for any (x, t), (x, τ) ∈ Q 1

4
.

Proof. Let z0 = (x0, t0) ∈ Q 1
4
. Then Qρ(z0) ⊂ Q 1

2
for 0 < ρ < min

{

(

22s−1
42s

) 1
2s
, 18

}

. Notice

that

|y|
|y − x0|

≤ 1 +
|x0|

|y − x0|
≤ 2 for y ∈ B1,

to see

ess sup
t∈[−(1/2)2s ,0]

ˆ

Rn\B1/2(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|y − x0|n+2s

dy

≤ ess sup
t∈[−1,0]

ˆ

Rn\B1

|u(y, t)|
|y − x0|n+2s

dy + ess sup
t∈[−1,0]

ˆ

B1\B1/2(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|y − x0|n+2s

dy

≤ cTail∞(u; 0, 1) + 2n+2s|B1| ≤ c.

(4.25)
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Take a nonnegative cutoff function ψ ∈ C∞
c (Bρ(x0)) in Lemma 4.5. Then

−
¨

Qρ(z0)
|u− uQρ(z0)| dx dt ≤ −

¨

Qρ(z0)
|u− (uψ)Bρ(x0)

(t)| dx dt

+−
¨

Qρ(z0)
|(uψ)Bρ(x0)

(t)− (uψ)Qρ(z0)
| dx dt

+−
¨

Qρ(z0)
|(uψ)Qρ(z0)

− uQρ(z0)| dx dt

=: A1 +A2 +A3.

We observe that

A3 = |(uψ)Qρ(z0)
− uQρ(z0)| ≤ −

¨

Qρ(z0)
|u− (uψ)Qρ(z0)

| dx dt

≤ −
¨

Qρ(z0)
|u− (uψ)Bρ(x0)

(t)| dx dt +−
¨

Qρ(z0)
|(uψ)Bρ(x0)

(t)− (uψ)Qρ(z0)
| dx dt

= A1 +A2.

Therefore it is sufficient to estimate A1 and A2.

Estimate A1. Using Hölder inequality, Lemma 4.4 and (4.24), we have

A1 ≤ c

(

ρ2s−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s
−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt

)
1
2

≤ c

(

ρ2s−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s
−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

ˆ

Bρ(x0)

K2
β

|x− y|n+2s−2β
dx dy dt

)
1
2

≤ cρβ.

Estimate A2. From Lemma 4.5, we deduce

A2 ≤ −
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s
−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s
|(uψ)Bρ(x0)

(t)− (uψ)Bρ(x0)
(τ)| dτ dt

≤ sup
T0,T1∈(t0−ρ2s,t0)

|(uψ)Bρ(x0)
(T0)− (uψ)Bρ(x0)

(T1)|

≤ cρ2s−1−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s

ˆ

Bρ(x0)
−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s−1

dx dy dt

+ cρ2s−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s

ˆ

Rn\Bρ(x0)
−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dx dy dt

= A2,1 +A2,2

By (4.24), we see the following

A2,1 ≤ cρ2s−1−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s

ˆ

Bρ(x0)
−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

Kβ

|x− y|n+2s−1−β
dx dy dt ≤ c(n, s, β, λ)Kβρ

β .

We use (4.24) and (4.25) to discover

A2,2 ≤ cρ2s−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s

ˆ

Rn\B1

−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|u(x, t) − u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dx dy dt

+ cρ2s−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s

ˆ

B1\Bρ(x0)
−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|u(x, t)− u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dx dy dt

≤ cρ2s−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s

ˆ

Rn\B1

−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|u(x, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dx dy dt

+ cρ2s−
ˆ t0

t0−ρ2s

ˆ

Rn\B1

−
ˆ

Bρ(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dx dy dt+ cKβρ
β ≤ cρβ.
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Combining the estimates A1 and A2 yields

−
¨

Qρ(z0)
|u− uQρ(z0)| dx dt ≤ cρβ .

With the help of Lemma 2.1, we have

|u(x, t)− u(x, τ)| ≤ c|t− τ | β
2s for any (x, t), (x, τ) ∈ Q 1

4
.

�

5. Higher Hölder regularity by approximation

This section is devoted to prove the main theorem 1.2. We will use an approximation argu-
ment based on the comparison estimate using (4.1) to obtain the higher Hölder regularity for
the inhomogeneous problem (1.1). Throughout this section, we assume that q, r > 1 satisfy

n

2qs
+

1

r
< 1. (5.1)

Lemma 5.1. For any ǫ > 0, there exists a small δ ≡ δ(n, s, q, r, λ, ǫ) > 0 such that for any local
weak solution u to (1.1) in Q4 with

sup
Q4

|u| ≤ 1 and Tail∞(u; 0, 4) ≤ 1,

if there hold

‖A− Ã‖L∞(Rn×Rn×[−42s,0]) ≤ δ and ‖f‖Lq,r(Q4) ≤ δ,

where Ã ∈ L0(λ), then there is a local weak solution v to
{

∂tv + LΦ
Ã
v = 0 in Q2

v = u on ∂PQ2 ∪
(

(Rn \B2)× [−22s, 0]
)

such that

‖u− v‖L∞(Q1) ≤ ǫ.

Proof. We prove this lemma by contradiction. Suppose there exist some ǫ0 > 0, {Ak}∞k=1 ⊂
L0(λ), {Ãk}∞k=1 ⊂ L0(λ), {Φk}∞k=1 with (1.3), {fk}∞k=1 with (5.1) and {uk}∞k=1 such that uk is a
local weak solution to

∂tuk + LΦk
Ak
uk = fk in Q4

with

sup
Q4

|uk| ≤ 1, Tail∞(uk; 0, 4) ≤ 1, (5.2)

‖Ak − Ãk‖L∞(Rn×Rn×[−42s,0]) ≤
1

k
and ‖fk‖Lq,r(Q4) ≤

1

k
, (5.3)

but

‖uk − vk‖L∞(Q1) ≥ ǫ0 (5.4)

for any local weak solution vk to
{

∂tvk + LΦk

Ãk
vk = 0 in Q2

vk = uk on ∂PQ2 ∪
(

(Rn \B2)× [−22s, 0]
)

.

Then wk := uk − vk ∈ L2
(

(

−22s, 0
]

;W s,2
0 (B2)

)

∩ C
([

−22s, 0
]

;L2 (B2)
)

solves

∂twk + LΦk
Ak
uk − LΦk

Ãk
vk = fk in Q2. (5.5)
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For convenience, we write I =
[

−22s, 0
]

. By an approximation argument, we take wk as a test
function for (5.5) to get

ˆ

B2

w2
k(x, t)

2
dx

+

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φk(uk(x, t)− uk(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(wk(x, t)− wk(y, t))Ak(x, y, t) dx dy dt

−
ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φk(vk(x, t)− vk(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(wk(x, t)− wk(y, t))Ãk(x, y, t) dx dy dt

=

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

fkwk dx dt,

(5.6)

where we have used the fact that wk(x,−22s) = 0 for x ∈ B2. Now let us handle the second
and the third terms on the left hand side. Set

I =

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φk(uk(x, t)− uk(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(wk(x, t)− wk(y, t))Ak(x, y, t) dx dy dt,

and

II =

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φk(vk(x, t)− vk(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(wk(x, t)− wk(y, t))Ãk(x, y, t) dx dy dt.

Note that (1.3) implies

[Φk(uk(x, t)− uk(y, t))− Φk(vk(x, t)− vk(y, t))](wk(x, t)− wk(y, t)) ≥
1

c
|wk(x, t) −wk(y, t)|2.

By using the above inequality and (1.3), we get

I − II

=

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φk(uk(x, t)− uk(y, t)) − Φk(vk(x, t)− vk(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(wk(x, t)− wk(y, t))Ãk dx dy dt

+

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φk(uk(x, t) − uk(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(wk(x, t)− wk(y, t))(Ak − Ãk) dx dy dt

≥ 1

c

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|wk(x, t)− wk(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt

−
ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|uk(x, t)− uk(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)− wk(y, t)||Ak − Ãk| dx dy dt.

Putting this inequality into (5.6) and taking essential supremum in I, we have

J := ess sup
t∈I

ˆ

B2

w2
k(x, t) dx +

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|wk(x, t)− wk(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt

≤ c

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

fkwk dx dt

+ c

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

|uk(x, t)− uk(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)− wk(y, t)||Ak − Ãk| dx dy dt

=: cJ1 + cJ2.

Estimate of J1. Using Lemma 2.2, Hölder’s inequality, and Cauchy’s inequality, we have

J1 ≤ c‖fk‖2Lq,r(Q2)
+

1

8
J.

Estimate of J2. From (5.3),

J2 ≤
c

k

[

ˆ

I

ˆ

B3

ˆ

B3

|uk(x, t)− uk(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)− wk(y, t)| dx dy dt
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+

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn\B3

ˆ

B3

|uk(x, t)− uk(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)− wk(y, t)| dx dy dt
]

=:
c

k
(J2,1 + J2,2).

To get estimate of J2,1, we use Hölder inequality and Cauchy inequality so that

J2,1 ≤ c

(
ˆ

I
[uk(·, t)]2W s,2(B3)

dt

) 1
2
(
ˆ

I
[wk(·, t)]2W s,2(B3)

dt

) 1
2

≤ c

ˆ

I
[uk(·, t)]2W s,2(B3)

dt+
J

8
.

Moreover, Lemma 3.2 and (5.2) imply
´

I [uk(·, t)]2W s,2(B3)
dt ≤ c. Thus J2,1 ≤ c+ J/8. Next, we

are going to estimate J2,2. In light of the fact that w = 0 a.e. in (Rn \B2)× I, we observe

J2,2 ≤
ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn\B3

ˆ

B2

|uk(x, t)|+ |uk(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)| dx dy dt

≤
ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn\B3

ˆ

B2

|uk(x, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)| dx dy dt

+

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn\B3

ˆ

B2

|uk(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)| dx dy dt

=: J2,2,1 + J2,2,2.

To get estimate of J2,2,1, we use the assumption supQ3
|uk| ≤ 1 in (5.2) to see

ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn\B3

ˆ

B2

|uk(x, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)| dx dy dt ≤
ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

ˆ

Rn\B3

|wk(x, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

dy dx dt

≤ c

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

ˆ

Rn\B3

|wk(x, t)|
|y|n+2s

dy dx dt

≤ c

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

|wk(x, t)| dx dt,

where we have also used the fact that |y|
|x−y| is bounded above for all x ∈ B2 and y ∈ R

n \ B3.

Furthermore, to estimate J2,2,2, we used the assumption Tail∞(uk; 0, 3) ≤ 1 as follows.
ˆ

I

ˆ

Rn\B3

ˆ

B2

|uk(y, t)|
|x− y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)| dx dy dt ≤ c

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

ˆ

Rn\B3

|uk(y, t)|
|y|n+2s

|wk(x, t)| dy dx dt

≤ cTail∞(uk; 0, 3)

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

|wk(x, t)| dx dt

≤ c

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

|wk(x, t)| dx dt.

Thus

J2,2 ≤ c

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

|wk(x, t)| dx dt ≤ c

(
ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

|wk(x, t)|2 dx dt
) 1

2

.

Combining all the above estimates, we have

J =

ˆ

I

ˆ

B2

ˆ

B2

|wk(x, t) −wk(y, t)|2
|x− y|n+2s

dx dy dt+ ess sup
t∈I

ˆ

B2

w2
k(x, t) dx ≤ c

k
. (5.7)

Therefore, we have

lim
k→∞

ess sup
t∈I

ˆ

B2

w2
k(x, t) dx = 0. (5.8)
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By Lemma 3.5, uk and vk are Hölder continuous functions in Q1. In particular, there is a
ρ = ρ(s) > 0 such that for any z0 ∈ Q1, Q2ρ(z0) ⊂ Q2. From Lemma 1.1, (5.2), and (5.7), we
have

‖vk‖L∞(Qρ(z0)) ≤ c





(

−
¨

Q2ρ0 (z0)
v2k dx dt

)
1
2

+Tail∞(vk;x0, ρ/2, t0 − ρ2s, t0)





≤ c





(

−
¨

Q2ρ0 (z0)
u2k dx dt

) 1
2

+

(

−
¨

Q2ρ0 (z0)
w2
k dx dt

) 1
2





+ c
(

Tail∞(uk;x0, ρ/2, t0 − ρ2s, t0) + Tail∞(wk;x0, ρ/2, t0 − ρ2s, t0)
)

≤ c.

Similarly, using Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 3.5, we see that there are constants β = β(n, s, q, r, λ)
and c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ) which are independent of k such that

sup
Q1

|vk(x, t)|+ [vk]
Cβ,

β
2s (Q1)

≤ c,

and

sup
Q1

|uk(x, t)|+ [uk]
Cβ,

β
2s (Q1)

≤ c.

By Arzelá-Ascoli theorem, there exist a subsequence of wkj and a continuous function w in Q1

such that wkj → w in Q1. From (5.8) with the uniqueness of the limit, we have

lim
j→∞

‖wkj‖L∞(Q1)
= 0.

which contradicts (5.4). This completes the proof. �

Now using Lemma 5.1, we obtain the higher Hölder regularity provided that the kernel
coefficient A is sufficiently close to the corresponding kernel coefficient Ã which is invariant
under the translation and the nonhomogeneous term f is sufficiently small in Lq,r.

Lemma 5.2. For any 0 < α < min
{

2s− (nq + 2s
r ), 1

}

, there is a positive δ ≡ δ(n, s, q, r, λ, α) <

1 such that for any local weak solution u to (1.1) in Q4 ⊂ Q5 with

sup
Q4

|u| ≤ 1 and Tail∞(u; 0, 4) ≤ 1, (5.9)

and any Ã ∈ L1(λ;B4 ×B4 × [−42s, 0]), if

‖A− Ã‖L∞(B4×B4×[−42s,0]) ≤ δ and ‖f‖Lq,r(Q4) ≤ δ, (5.10)

then we have u ∈ Cα, α
2s (Q1) with the estimate

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Q1)
≤ c(n, s, q, r, λ, α).

Proof. Step 1: Regularity at the origin. We want to show that there is a sufficiently
small δ > 0 such that under the assumptions as in (5.10), there exist a ≡ a(n, s, q, r, λ, α),
c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ, α) and small ρ < 1

12 satisfying

‖u(x, t) − a‖L∞(Q
ρk

) ≤ cραk, k ≥ 0.

To prove the statement, it is sufficient to show the following.

Claim: There exist a positive ρ ≡ ρ(n, s, q, r, λ, α) < 1
12 , c1 ≡ c1(n, s, q, r, λ, α) and {ai}∞i=−1

with a−1 = 0 such that

sup
Q4

|u(ρix, ρ2sit)− ai| ≤ ραi, |ai − ai−1| ≤ c1ρ
αi, i ≥ 0, (5.11)

and

ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

Rn\B4

|u
(

ρiy, ρ2sit
)

− ai|
ραi|y|n+2s

dy ≤ 1, i ≥ 0. (5.12)
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Proof of the claim. Suppose a constant c1 > 0 is given, which is to be determined later. Let

α̃ = α+min{2s,1}
2 and take a small ρ ≡ ρ(n, s, α, c1) <

1
12 such that

(4ρ)2s + 1 < 22s, ρ2s−α
(

1 + (2c1 + 1)
ωn

2s

)

≤ 1

8
and c1ρ

α̃ ≤ (s− α̃/2)
ρα

8(1 + ωn)
, (5.13)

where wn means the surface area of n-dimensional unit sphere. Take ǫ = s
2(1+ωn)

ρα, then

we find a suitable δ = δ(n, s, q, r, λ, α) as in Lemma 5.1. Now we extend Ã by A outside

B4 ×B4 × [−42s, 0]. Then we get Ã ∈ L1(B4 ×B4 × (−42s, 0)) ∩ L0(λ) and

‖A− Ã‖L∞(Rn×Rn×[−42s,0]) ≤ δ.

Now we construct ai, i ≥ 0, as follows. For i = 0, set a0 = 0. Then (5.9) directly implies (5.11)
and (5.12) . Now suppose that there is ai satisfying (5.11) and (5.12) for i = 0, 1, . . . , k. Set

uk(x, t) :=
u
(

ρkx, ρ2skt
)

− ak

ραk
, fk(x, t) := ρ(2s−α)kf

(

ρkx, ρ2skt
)

, (x, t) ∈ R
n × (−42s, 0],

Ak := A
(

ρkx, ρky, ρ2skt
)

, Ãk := Ã
(

ρkx, ρky, ρ2skt
)

, (x, y, t) ∈ R
n × R

n × R,

and

Φk(ξ) :=
1

ραk
Φ
(

ραkξ
)

, ξ ∈ R.

Then uk is a local weak solution to

∂tuk + LΦk
Ak
uk = fk in Q4

such that
‖uk‖L∞(Q4) ≤ 1 and Tail∞(uk; 0, 4) ≤ 1. (5.14)

Moreover, Ak, Ãk ∈ L0(λ) and fk satisfy

‖Ak − Ãk‖L∞(Rn×Rn×[−42s,0]) ≤ δ,

and

‖fk‖Lq,r(Q4) ≤ ρ
(2s−α)k−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

k‖f‖Lq,r(Q
4ρk

) ≤ δ.

Here we used 2s −
(

n
q + 2s

r

)

> α and ρ < 1. By Lemma 5.1 with ǫ = s
2(1+ωn)

ρα, there exists a

weak solution v to
{

∂tv + LΦk

Ãk
v = 0 in Q2

v = uk on ∂PQ2 ∪
(

(Rn \B2)× [−22s, 0]
)

with
‖uk − v‖L∞(Q1) ≤

s

2(1 + ωn)
ρα. (5.15)

A similar calculation as in (5.7) shows

−
¨

Q2

v2 dx dt ≤ c

[

−
¨

Q2

(uk − v)2 dx dt+−
¨

Q2

u2k dx dt

]

≤ c,

where c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ) is independent on k. Moreover, (5.14) implies

Tail∞(v; 0, 1, [−22s, 0]) ≤ Tail∞(uk; 0, 1, [−22s, 0]) + Tail∞(uk − v; 0, 1, [−22s, 0]) ≤ c,

where c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ) is also independent on k. Then in light of Theorem 1.1, Lemma 4.3
and Lemma 4.6, we can take c1 = c1(n, s, q, r, λ, α), which is independent on k, so that

|v(0, 0)| ≤ c1 and [v]
C

α̃
2 (Q1)

≤ c1. (5.16)

Note that
‖v(x, t) − v(0, 0)‖L∞(Q4ρ) ≤ c1ρ

α̃

to discover

‖uk(x, t)− v(0, 0)‖L∞(Q4ρ) ≤ ‖uk(x, t)− v(x, t)‖L∞(Q4ρ) + ‖v(x, t) − v(0, 0)‖L∞(Q4ρ) ≤ cρα,
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where we have used (5.13) and (5.15). Take ak+1 = ak + v(0, 0)ραk . Then (5.11) also holds for
i = k + 1. Furthermore, we estimate

ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

Rn\B4

∣

∣u
(

ρk+1y, ρ2s(k+1)t
)

− ak+1

∣

∣

ρα(k+1)|y|n+2s
dy

= ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

Rn\B 4
ρ

∣

∣u
(

ρk+1y, ρ2s(k+1)t
)

− ak+1

∣

∣

ρα(k+1)|y|n+2s
dy

+ ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

B 4
ρ
\B 1

ρ

∣

∣u
(

ρk+1y, ρ2s(k+1)t
)

− ak+1

∣

∣

ρα(k+1)|y|n+2s
dy

+ ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

B 1
ρ
\B4

∣

∣u
(

ρk+1y, ρ2s(k+1)t
)

− ak+1

∣

∣

ρα(k+1)|y|n+2s
dy =: I + II + III.

Then using (5.11) for i = k + 1 and (5.12) for i = k, we have

I = ρ2s−α ess sup
t∈[−(4ρ)2s ,0]

ˆ

Rn\B4

∣

∣u
(

ρky, ρ2skt
)

− ak+1

∣

∣

ραk|y|n+2s
dy

≤ ρ2s−α

(

ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

Rn\B4

∣

∣u
(

ρky, ρ2skt
)

− ak
∣

∣

ραk|y|n+2s
dy + ess sup

t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

Rn\B4

|ak − ak+1|
ραk|y|n+2s

dy

)

≤ ρ2s−α
(

1 + c1
ωn

2s

)

,

and

II ≤ ρ2s−α

(

ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

B4\B1

∣

∣u
(

ρky, ρ2skt
)

− ak
∣

∣

ραk|y|n+2s
dy + ess sup

t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

B4\B1

|ak − ak+1|
ραk|y|n+2s

dy

)

≤ ρ2s−α(c1 + 1)
ωn

2s
.

In addition, using (5.13), (5.15) and (5.16), we obtain

III ≤ ρ2s−α

(

ess sup
t∈[−(4ρ)2s ,0]

ˆ

B1\B4ρ

∣

∣u
(

ρky, ρ2skt
)

−
(

ak + ραkv(y, t)
)∣

∣

ραk|y|n+2s
dy

)

+ ρ2s−α

(

ess sup
t∈[−(4ρ)2s ,0]

ˆ

B1\B4ρ

∣

∣ραkv(y, t) − ραkv(0, 0)
∣

∣

ραk|y|n+2s
dy

)

≤ ρ2s−α

(

ess sup
t∈[−(4ρ)2s ,0]

ˆ

B1\B4ρ

|uk(y, t)− v(y, t)|
|y|n+2s

dy + ess sup
t∈[−(4ρ)2s ,0]

ˆ

B1\B4ρ

c1
|y|n+2s−α̃

dy

)

≤ ωn

42s+1(1 + ωn)
+ c1

ρα̃−αωn

2s− α̃
≤ 3

8
.

We combine the estimates I, II, III and (5.13) to find

ess sup
t∈[−42s,0]

ˆ

Rn\B4

∣

∣u
(

ρk+1y, ρ2s(k+1)t
)

− ak+1

∣

∣

ρ(k+1)α|y|n+2s
dy ≤ ρ2s−α

(

1 + (2c1 + 1)
ωn

2s

)

+
3

8
≤ 1.

This completes the proof of the claim.

By (5.11), ai converges to some a ∈ R and

‖u(x, t)− a‖L∞(Qρi)
≤ cραi, i ≥ 0.

This finishes Step 1.

Step 2: Regularity in Q1. Let z0 ∈ Q1. Then Q4ρ(z0) ⋐ Q2 from (5.13). Now set

ũ(x, t) := u
(

ρx+ x0, ρ
2st+ t0

)

, f1(x, t) := ρ2sf
(

ρx+ x0, ρ
2st+ t0

)

, (x, t) ∈ Q4,
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and

A1(x, y, t) := A
(

ρx+ x0, ρy + y0, ρ
2st+ t0

)

, (x, y, t) ∈ R
2n × R.

Then ũ is a local weak solution to

∂tũ+ LΦ
A1
ũ = f1 in Q4.

Moreover, (5.13) implies
sup
Q4

|ũ| ≤ 1 and Tail∞(ũ; 0, 4) ≤ 1.

From the result of Step 1, there is some constant a ∈ R such that

‖ũ(x, t) − a‖L∞(Q
ρk

) ≤ cραk, k ≥ 0,

which implies

‖u(x, t)− a‖L∞(Q
ρk+1(z0)) ≤ cρα(k+1), k ≥ 0. (5.17)

Let (x0, t0), (x1, t1) ∈ Q1. We may assume t0 < t1. Then there is a nonnegative integer k ≥ 0
such that (x0, t0) ∈ Qρk(x1, t1) \Qρk+1(x1, t1), which implies that

ρk+1 < |x0 − x1|+ |t0 − t1|
1
2s ≤ 2ρk. (5.18)

From (5.17), there is a constant a1 ∈ R such that

‖u(x, t) − a1‖L∞(Q
ρk

(x1,t1)) ≤ cραk.

Therefore, we have

|u(x0, t0)− u(x1, t1)| ≤ |u(x0, t0)− a1|+ |a1 − u(x1, t1)| ≤ 2‖u(x, t) − a1‖L∞(Q
ρk

(x1,t1)) ≤ cραk.

We combine the above inequality and (5.18) to see that

|u(x0, t0)− u(x1, t1)| ≤ c
(

|x0 − x1|+ |t0 − t1|
1
2s

)α
. (5.19)

Since we have proved (5.19) for any (x0, t0) and (x1, t1) ∈ Q1, we conclude that u ∈ Cα, α
2s (Q1)

with the estimate
[u]

Cα, α
2s (Q1)

≤ c.

�

Now we are ready to prove the main result.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let δ > 0 be a small number to be determined later, depending on
α. Let Qρ0(z0) ⋐ ΩT . Set

ρ = min







ρ0
32
,
1

8

(

(

3

4

)2s

−
(

1

2

)2s
)

1
2s

ρ0







(5.20)

so that Q4ρ(z̃) ⋐ Q 3ρ0
4

(z0) for any z̃ ∈ Q ρ0
2
(z0). Fix z̃ ∈ Q ρ0

2
(z0). According to the assumption

(1.6), there exist 0 < ρ̃z̃ ≤ min{ρ, ρz̃4 } and Ãz̃ ∈ L1

(

λ;Bρz̃(x̃)×Bρz̃(x̃)× [t̃− ρ2sz̃ , t̃]
)

such that

‖Ãz̃ −A‖L∞(B4ρ̃z̃
(x̃)×B4ρ̃z̃

(x̃)×[t̃−(4ρ̃z̃)
2s,t̃]) ≤ δ.

We write

M0 = ‖u‖L∞(Q4ρ̃z̃
(z̃)) +Tail∞ (u; z̃, 4ρ̃z̃) +

(4ρ̃z̃)
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

δ
‖f‖Lq,r(Q4ρ̃z̃

(z̃))

to define

ũ(x, t) =
u
(

ρ̃z̃x+ x̃, (ρ̃z̃)
2s t+ t̃

)

M0
, f1(x, t) =

(ρ̃z̃)
2s f

(

ρ̃z̃x+ x̃, (ρ̃z̃)
2s t+ t̃

)

M0
, (x, t) ∈ Q4,

A1(x, y, t) = A
(

ρ̃z̃x+ x̃, ρ̃z̃y + x̃, (ρ̃z̃)
2s t+ t̃

)

, (x, y, t) ∈ R
2n × R,
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Ãz̃,1(x, y, t) = Ã
(

ρ̃z̃x+ x̃, ρ̃z̃y + x̃, (ρ̃z̃)
2s t+ t̃

)

, (x, y, t) ∈ R
2n × R,

and

Φ1(ξ) =
Φ(M0ξ)

M0
, ξ ∈ R.

Then ũ is a local weak solution to

∂tũ+ LΦ1
A1
ũ = f1 in Q4

with

sup
Q4

|ũ| ≤ 1 and Tail∞(ũ; 0, 4) ≤ 1,

where Φ1 satisfies (1.3). Also we directly check

‖Ãz̃,1 −A1‖L∞(B4×B4×[−42s,0]) ≤ δ and ‖f‖Lq,r(Q4) ≤ δ.

We are now under the assumptions and settings in Lemma 5.2, which implies that there is a
positive constant δ(n, s, q, r, λ, α) such that

[ũ]
Cα, α

2s (Q1)
≤ c(n, s, q, r, λ, α).

Therefore, scaling back, we have

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Qρ̃z̃
(z̃))

≤ c

ρ̃αz̃

(

‖u‖L∞(Q4ρ̃z̃
(z̃)) +Tail∞(u; z̃, 4ρ̃z̃) + (ρ̃z̃)

2s−
(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

‖f‖Lq,r(Q4ρ̃z̃
(z̃))

)

.

Let us see the second term of the right hand side. For fixed t ∈
[

t0 − (34ρ0)
2s, t0

]

,

ˆ

Rn\B4ρ̃z̃
(x̃)

|u(y, t)|
|x̃− y|n+2s

dy ≤
ˆ

Rn\B 3ρ0
4

(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x̃− y|n+2s

dy +

ˆ

B 3ρ0
4

(x0)\B4ρ̃z̃
(x̃)

|u(y, t)|
|x̃− y|n+2s

dy

≤
ˆ

Rn\B 3ρ0
4

(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dy + c‖u‖L∞(Q 3ρ0
4

(z0))ρ̃
−2s
z̃ ,

(5.21)

where we have used

|x̃− y| ≥ |x0 − y| − |x̃− x0|≥c|x0 − y|, y ∈ R
n \Q 3ρ0

4

(z0).

Thus

Tail∞(u; z̃, 4ρ̃z̃) ≤ c‖u‖L∞(Q 3ρ0
4

(z0)) + cρ2s0 ess sup
t∈[t0−( 3

4
ρ0)2s,t0]

ˆ

Rn\B 3ρ0
4

(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dy.

In turn, we use (5.21), Q4ρ̃z̃(z̃) ⋐ Q 3ρ0
4

(z0) and Theorem 1.1 with a simple modification to derive

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Qρ̃z̃
(z̃))

≤ c

ρ̃αz̃

(

‖u‖L∞(Q 3ρ0
4

(z0)) + ρ2s0 ess sup
t∈[t0−( 3

4
ρ0)2s,t0]

ˆ

Rn\B 3ρ0
4

(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dy

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

z̃ ‖f‖Lq,r(Q 3
4 ρ0

(z̃))

)

≤ c

ρ̃αz̃

((

−
¨

Qρ0(z0)
u2(x, t) dx dt

)
1
2

+ ρ2s0 ess sup
t∈[t0−(ρ0)2s,t0]

ˆ

Rn\B ρ0
2
(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dy

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0 (z0))

)

.

(5.22)
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Since Q ρ0
2
(z0) is compact, there is a finite subcover

{

Q ρ̃z̃i
4

(z̃i)

}N

i=1

of Q ρ0
2
(z0) and we choose

ρmin := min
i=1,2,...,N

ρ̃z̃i > 0. (5.23)

Fix z1 = (x1, t1), z2 = (x2, t2) ∈ Q ρ0
2
(z0). Let us assume

max

{

4|x1 − x2|,
(

42s

22s − 1
|t1 − t2|

)
1
2s

}

< ρmin. (5.24)

We note that there exists i such that z1 ∈ Q ρ̃z̃i
4

(z̃i). We are going to show z2 ∈ Q ρ̃z̃i
2

(z̃i). By

(5.24) and (5.23), we have

|x2 − x̃i| ≤ |x2 − x1|+ |x1 − x̃i| <
ρmin

4
+
ρ̃z̃i
4

≤ ρ̃z̃i
2

and

|t2 − t̃i| ≤ |t2 − t1|+ |t1 − t̃i| <
(22s − 1)ρ2smin

42s
+

(

ρ̃z̃i
4

)2s

≤
(

ρ̃z̃i
2

)2s

,

which implies z2 ∈ Q ρ̃z̃i
2

(z̃i). Thus (5.22) yields

|u(z1)− u(z2)|
|x1 − x2|α + |t1 − t2|

α
2s

≤ c

((

−
¨

Qρ0(z0)
u2(x, t) dx dt

)
1
2

+Tail∞(u; z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0 )

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0 (z0))

)

.

(5.25)

On the other hand, if max

{

4|x1 − x2|,
(

42s

22s−1
|t1 − t2|

) 1
2s

}

≥ ρmin, then we deduce that

|u(z1)− u(z2)|
|x1 − x2|α + |t1 − t2|

α
2s

≤ c‖u‖L∞(Q ρ0
2
(z0))

≤ c

((

−
¨

Qρ0(z0)
u2(x, t) dx dt

)
1
2

+Tail∞(u; z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0 )

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0 (z0))

)

.

(5.26)

From (5.25) and (5.26), we see that

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Q ρ0
2
(z0))

≤ c

(

ρ
−n+2s

2
0 ‖u‖L2(Qρ0(z0))

+Tail∞(u; z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0 )

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0(z0))

)

.

Since Qρ0(z0) is chosen arbitrary, we have u ∈ C
α, α

2s
loc (ΩT ). �

In particular, we obtain the following higher Hölder regularity result with a more refined
estimate (5.28) if the kernel coefficient A is Hölder continuous.

Corollary 5.3. Let u be a local weak solution to (1.1) with (1.4). Suppose that a kernel
coefficient A satisfies

|A(x, y, t) −A(x′, y′, t′)|
(

|(x, y) − (x′, y′)|+ |t− t′| 1
2s

)β
≤ L, x, x′, y, y′ ∈ Ω and t, t′ ∈ (0, T ), (5.27)
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for some constants β ∈ (0, 1) and L > 0. Then u ∈ C
α, α

2s
loc (ΩT ) for any α satisfying (1.5). In

particular, there is a sufficiently small ρβ = ρβ(n, s, q, r, λ, α, β, L) such that for any Qρ0(z0) ⋐
ΩT with ρ0 ≤ ρβ , we have

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Qρ0/2
(z0))

≤ c

ρα0

(

ρ
−n+2s

2
0 ‖u‖L2(Qρ0 (z0))

+Tail∞(u; z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0 )

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0(z0))

)

,

(5.28)

where c ≡ c(n, s, q, r, λ, α).

Proof. Fix α ∈
(

0,min
{

2s−
(

n
q + 2s

r

)

, 1
})

. Let δ = δ(n, s, q, r, λ, α) > 0 be determined in

Lemma 5.2. By (5.27), there is a sufficiently small ρβ = ρβ(n, s, q, r, λ, α, β, L) > 0 such that if
(x, y, t), (x′, y′, t′) ∈ Ω×Ω× (0, T ) satisfy

(

|(x, y) − (x′, y′)|+ |t− t′| 1
2s

)

≤ ρβ,

then

|A(x, y, t)−A(x′, y′, t′)| ≤ δ.

We now take Qρ0(z0) ⋐ ΩT with ρ0 ≤ ρβ. Then for any z̃ ∈ Qρ0(z0), we see that

‖Ãz̃ −A‖L∞(B4ρ(x̃)×B4ρ(x̃)×[t̃−(4ρ)2s ,t̃]) ≤ δ,

where the constant ρ > 0 is given in (5.20) and we take

Ãz̃(x, y, t) = A(x̃, x̃, t̃), (x, y, t) ∈ B4ρ(x̃)×B4ρ(x̃)×
[

t̃− (4ρ)2s, t̃
]

as in (1) of Remark 3. Thus, by following the same lines as in the proof of (5.22) with ρ̃z̃ there,
replaced by ρ, we have

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Qρ(z̃))
≤ c

ρα

((

−
¨

Qρ0(z0)
u2 dx dt

)
1
2

+ ρ2s0 ess sup
t∈[t0−(ρ0)2s,t0]

ˆ

Rn\B ρ0
2
(x0)

|u(y, t)|
|x0 − y|n+2s

dy

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0 (z0))

)

for some constant c = c(n, s, q, r, λ, α). Using the definition of ρ given in (5.20), we get

[u]
Cα, α

2s (Qρ(z̃))
≤ c

ρ0α

((

−
¨

Qρ0(z0)
u2 dx dt

)
1
2

+Tail∞(u; z0, ρ0/2, ρ
2s
0 )

+ ρ
2s−

(

n
q
+ 2s

r

)

0 ‖f‖Lq,r(Qρ0(z0))

)

for some constant c = c(n, s, q, r, λ, α). We now use the standard covering argument to conclude
(5.28). �

Appendix A. Existence and uniqueness of an initial and boundary value problem

In this section, we prove the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution to (1.1) with
boundary conditions. When r ≥ 2, this is proved in [5, Appendix A]. Here we extend the
argument to the case r > 1 by regularizing the nonhomogeneous term. To this end, let us
introduce appropriate function spaces. Let Ω and Ω′ be bounded open sets with Ω ⋐ Ω′ ⊂ R

n.
We introduce a space as in [26],

Xs,2
φ (Ω,Ω′) =

{

v ∈W s,2(Ω′) ∩ L1
2s(R

n) ; v = φ on R
n \Ω

}

for φ ∈ L1
2s(R

n).
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Assume that functions u0, f and ζ satisfy the followings,

u0 ∈ L2(Ω),

f ∈ Lq,r(ΩT ) for
n

2qs
+

1

r
≤ 1 +

n

4s
,

ζ ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω′)) ∩ L2(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)) and ∂tζ ∈
(

L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω′)
)∗
.

(A.1)

We say that u ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω′)) ∩ L2(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) is a weak solution to










∂tu+ LΦ
Au = f in Ω× (0, T )

u = ζ on R
n \Ω× [0, T ]

u(·, 0) = u0 on Ω,

(A.2)

if it satisfies the following three conditions:

(1) u(·, t) ∈ Xs,p
ζ(·,t)(Ω,Ω

′) for almost every t ∈ I.
(2) lim

t→0
‖u(·, t) − u0‖L2(Ω) = 0.

(3) For every φ ∈ L2(t1, t2;X
s,2
0 (Ω,Ω′)) ∩ C1([t1, t2];L

2(Ω)), we have

−
ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Ω
u(x, t)∂tφ(x, t) dx dt +

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Rn

ˆ

Rn

Φ(u(x, t)− u(y, t))

|x− y|n+2s
(φ(x, t)− φ(y, t)) dx dy dt

=

ˆ t2

t1

ˆ

Ω
f(x, t)φ(x, t) dx dt −

ˆ

Ω
u(x, t)φ(x, t) dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=t2

t=t1

whenever J := [t1, t2] ⋐ I.

Lemma A.1. Under the assumptions (A.1), there is a unique weak solution

u ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω′)) ∩ L2(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω))

to (A.2). In particular, if ζ ∈ L∞(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)), then u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)).

Proof. Take a sequence {fn}n∈N ⊂ C([0, T ];Lq(Ω)) such that limn→∞ ‖fn − f‖Lq,r(ΩT ) = 0.

Since {fn}n∈N ⊂ L2(0, T ;Lq(Ω)) ⊂ L2
(

0, T ;
(

Xs,2
0 (Ω,Ω′)

)∗)

, we can use [5, Theorem A.3]

and [35, Proposition 4.1] with simple modifications to handle Φ(ξ). Thus we have a unique
weak solution

un ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω′)) ∩ L2(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω))

to










∂tun + LΦ
Aun = fn in Ω× (0, T )

un = ζ on (Rn \Ω)× (0, T )

un(·, 0) = u0 on Ω.

We next show that {un − ζ}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in L2(0, T ;W s,2(Rn)) ∩C([0, T ];L2(Ω)).

Then un − um ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2
0 (Ω)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and

∂t(un − um) + LΦ
Aun − LΦ

Aum = fn − fm in ΩT . (A.3)

Using un − um as a test function to (A.3), we deduce that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ˆ

Ω
(un − um)2(x, t) dx +

ˆ T

0
[(un − um)(·, t)]2W s,2(Rn) dt

≤ c

ˆ T

0

ˆ

Ω
(fn − fm)(un − um) dx dt

for some constant c ≡ c(λ). Then using Lemma 2.2 and Young’s inequality, we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ˆ

Ω
(un − um)2(x, t) dx +

ˆ T

0
[(un − um)(·, t)]2W s,2(Rn) dt ≤ c‖fn − fm‖2Lq,r(ΩT ).
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This implies that {un − ζ}n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in L2(0, T ;W s,2(Rn)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)).
Then we have

ũ = lim
n→∞

un − ζ ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2(Rn)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)).

Since lim
n→∞

un = ũ+ζ ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω′))∩L2(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)) and ũ+ζ = ζ on (Rn \ Ω)×(0, T ),

we have
u = ũ+ ζ ∈ L2(0, T ;W s,2(Ω′)) ∩ L2(0, T ;L1

2s(R
n)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω))

is a weak solution to (A.2). For the uniqueness, let u,v be solutions to (A.2). Then u − v ∈
L2(0, T ;W s,2

0 (Ω)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)) and it satisfies

∂t(u− v) + LΦ
Au− LΦ

Av = 0 in ΩT .

Taking u− v as a test function, we get

sup
t∈[0,T ]

ˆ

Ω
(u− v)2(x, t) dx+

ˆ T

0
[(u− v)(·, t)]2W s,2(Rn) dt ≤ 0,

which implies u and v are same in L2(0, T ;W s,2
0 (Ω)) ∩ C([0, T ];L2(Ω)). In addition, if ζ ∈

L∞(0, T ;L1
2s(R

n)), we discover that

ess sup
t∈(0,T )

ˆ

Rn

|w(y, t)|
1 + |y|n+2s

dy ≤ ess sup
t∈(0,T )

ˆ

Ω

|w(y, t)|
1 + |y|n+2s

dy + ess sup
t∈(0,T )

ˆ

Rn\Ω

|ζ(y, t)|
1 + |y|n+2s

dy <∞,

which yields that
u ∈ L∞(0, T ;L1

2s(R
n)).

�

Data Availability All data generated or analysed during this study are included in this
published article.

Conflict of Interest There is no conflict of interest.
Acknowledgement We would like to thank a referee for the careful reading of the early

version to give valuable comments and constructive suggestions.

References

[1] Karthik Adimurthi, Harsh Prasad, and Vivek Tewary, Local Hö lder regularity for nonlocal parabolic p-laplace
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[11] Sergio Campanato, Equazioni paraboliche del secondo ordine e spazi L2, θ (Ω, δ), Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4)

73 (1966), 55–102.
[12] Matteo Cozzi, Regularity results and Harnack inequalities for minimizers and solutions of nonlocal problems:

a unified approach via fractional De Giorgi classes, J. Funct. Anal. 272 (2017), no. 11, 4762–4837.

[13] G Da Prato, Spazi L(p,θ)(Ω, δ) e loro proprietà, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 69 (1965), 383–392.
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Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 33 (2016), no. 5, 1279–1299.
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[29] O. A. Ladyženskaja, V. A. Solonnikov, and N. N. Ural’ ceva, Linear and quasilinear equations of parabolic

type, Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol. 23, American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I.,
1968, Translated from the Russian by S. Smith.

[30] Tommaso Leonori, Ireneo Peral, Ana Primo, and Fernando Soria, Basic estimates for solutions of a class of

nonlocal elliptic and parabolic equations, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 35 (2015), no. 12, 6031–6068.
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