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Higher Holder 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 Holder 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

O+ L% = fin Qx (0,T), (1.1)
where A
t
Chute ) = pov. [ @utet) ~ ulp ) PRy, (o) € O,
R™ -

for some s € (0,1). Here, Q@ C R" (n > 2) is a bounded domain, A : R?” x R — R is a kernel
coefficient satisfying

A('Iayat) = A(y,x’t) a.e. (x?y,t) S R* x R (1 2)
A"t < A(z,y,t) < A for some constant A > 1, '
and ® : R — R is a measurable function with ®(0) = 0 such that
(@(&) —2(E))(E—&) = A= ¢ (13)
|P(&) — ()] < AN§—¢| for any &,& € R, '

where A is the same number in (1.2). In particular, if A =1 and ®(¢) = ¢, then (1.1) reduces
to a nonhomogeneous fractional heat equation w; + (—A)*u = f. We denote by Ly(A) =
Lo(X;R?" x R) to mean a class of measurable kernel coefficients satisfying (1.2). Throughout
this paper, we always assume that A satisfies (1.2) and ¢ satisfies (1.3).

Recently there has been a huge amount of research on nonlocal equations. For the elliptic
case, Kassmann [24] proved Holder continuity of a weak solution to a fractional Laplace equation
with zero boundary condition. Di Castro, Kuusi and Palatucci [14] proved Hélder 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 Holder 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 Hoélder 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 Holder regularity. Brasco, Lindgren and Schikorra [4] proved higher
Hoélder regularity for a fractional p-Laplace equation with the nonhomogeneous term in the
super-quadratic case. Brasco, Lindgren and Stromqvist [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 ®(¢) = |£|P~2¢ for p > 2. For a further
higher Holder 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
o (1.1) when the nonhomogeneous term f satisfies (1.4). The other is to obtain the higher
Holder 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 € L{" (Qp) = Lfoc (0,T; L]

loc

oy 1
any positive numbers such that ¢, > 1 and Zs <1+ g. We say that

(Q)), where ¢ and r are

we L (0, TsWA(Q)) 0 LS. (0,75 L3, (R™)) 1 Cloe (0, T3 L (2))

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

to t2
/tl /—u@tgbdazdt—l—/tl /n /n u(z,t) —u(y,t))(qﬁ(x,t)—qﬁ(y,t))%dxdydt

/ /f(bdxdt—/wbdx

for all nonnegative functions ¢ € L*(I; W*2(Q)) N W2 (I; L*(2)) with spatial support com-
pactly embedded in © and I := [t1,t2] € (0,7). 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 L?([t1, to]; W2(Q)) N W12 ([t1, ta]; LQ(Q)) is embedded in L7 ([ty,t]; L9(S2)) for some
positive numbers ¢ and 7 such that ¢,7 > 1 and 5z —|— = , see Lemma 2.5, to find

/tl /Q|f<i>| < .

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,

t=t1

1
feLE(Qr) with %S +o<L (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(n, s,q,r, ) such that

2
<j§/ u?(x,t) dz dt) + Tailes (u, 205 P0/2 P5°)
Qpo (20)

= (5+2)

2
+ Po ||f||Lq’T(on(ZO)) ’

sup  u(z) <c
ZerO/Q(ZO)

whenever Q,,(20) = By (o) X (to — p&%, to) € Q.

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 Holder regularity. Here, we introduce a new kernel class for the
desired result. We say that A € £L1(\;Q x Q x (0,7)) if A€ Lo(A\;Q x Q% (0,7)) and there is
a measurable function a : R™ x (0,7') — R such that

Az, y,t) = alw —y,t), (z,9,1) €2 x Q2 x (0, 7).

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

such that
. n 2s
a<m1n{25— <—+—>,1}. (1.5)
q T
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Then there is a constant § = 6(n,s,q,r,\,a) > 0 such that if for any Z € Qp, there exist
sufficiently small pz > 0 and Az € L1 (X\; B, (%) x By, (Z) x [t — p%,t]) with

14z — All oo (B, (#)x B, @) x[i—p2:.]) < 0 (1.6)

723
then we have u € C’loC

(Qr). In particular, for any Q,,(20) € Qr, we have

n+2s
_nszs . ,
[U]CO"QQS(Q/JO/2(z0))SC<p 0 ° lullz(@uy o)) + Tailos (us 20, 00/2, 95°)

_(ng2s
s(q+r

2
+pg HfHLw(Qm(zo»)’

for some constant ¢ = ¢ <n, S,q, T, A, {pz}ZEQm/g(m)>'

Remark 2. The condition (1.5) is natural to obtain Holder continuity. When s = 1, (1.5) is
exactly the same as the condition to get the Hélder 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 € L] () with ¢ > - 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 ¢ < 5=, then it does not satisfy the continuity criterion. Hence, it verifies
that (1.5) is an optimal condition to obtain the Holder 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

Al(x’ Y, t) = Kl,l(xa Y, t) + X|$_y|2€K172($, Y, t) (17)

for e > 0, where K ; € Ly()\/2) is continuous, Kj 2 € Lo(A/2) is merely measurable for
some A > 2. Let us fix 6 > 0. Then for any Z = (Z,) € Qr, there is a sufficiently small
€ (0,€) such that

HAl(m,y,t) — Al('%"i"t)”L°°(Bps(i)><Bps(:}5)><[ffpés,f]) S 5
Taking
ALg(x,y,t) = A(i,i,f) for (x,y,t) € By, () X B,.(%) x [t~— ,025 t]

we see that A;; € £ (A; Bp. (%) X B, (&) x [t — p%,1]) and A satisfies (1.6). Fur-
thermore, we observe that any continuous function satisfies the assumption by taking
Ky = 0in (1.7). Generally, if the kernel coefficient A; is continuous only near the
diagonal, then the assumption holds. Moreover, if A; is Holder continuous, then we
can remove the dependence on {pZ}ZGon /2(20) of a universal constant ¢ 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 A (z,y,t) = Ko1(z,y,t)Kaa(z,y,t), where Ko(z,y,t) € Lo(v/A)
is continuous near the diagonal and Ko 2(7,y,t) € £1(vVA; Q x Qx (0,7)) N Lo(VN). Let
us fix 6 > 0. Then for any Z = (&,t) € Q, there is a sufficiently small p; € (0,¢) such
that

R 0
Az (x,y,t) — A2(x’x’t)”LOO(Bp2(gE)><Bp ) x [t—p2 ,ﬂ) \/_
Similarly, we take
Apz(m,y,t) = Ko1(8,%,1)Koo(z,y,t) for (z,y,t) € By, (%) x B, (%) x [t — p2*,1]

to find that Ay ; € L1 (\; By, (%) x B, (%) x [t — p2°,1]) and Aj satisfies (1.6).



4 SUN-SIG BYUN, HYOJIN KIM AND KYEONGBAE KIM

(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
O — div (B(z,t)Dv) = f in Q4

8
when B(z,t) is a continuous coefficient and f € L?"(Q1) with %—!—% < 1, we note that v € o

loc
for every 8 € (O,min {2 — (% + %) ,1}). See [43] for the case B = 1. For a general case B # 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 CIO;’CE regularity for every o € <0,min {28 — (% + %) ,s}). However, we observe that

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

loc
case.

C2 regularity when 2s — <§ + %) > s. This phenomenon is first observed in [4] for the elliptic

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 Holder 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 Holder regularity for the homogeneous problem. In
Section 3, we give Caccioppoli-type inequality of 3.2 to prove the local boundedness and Hoélder
regularity of (1.1) with (1.4). In Section 4, we improve Hélder 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 Hélder 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 € L?" where %q + % <1+ 4.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Throughout the paper, we write ¢ 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¢(n, s,a). We now introduce some geometric and function notations.

(1) The standard Lebesgue measures in R™ and R are denoted by dz and dt. A usual point
in R" xR is z = (z,t).

(2) We denote the open ball in R™ with center zg and radius p > 0 by B,(xo). In particular
if the center is obvious, we omit the center.

(3) We shall use @, +(20) = By(xo) x (to — 7, t0] for zo = (x0,t9) € R” x R and 7 > 0. Also
we write Q,(20) = Q,, p25 (20)-

(4) For any @, +(20), we define a parabolic boundary of @, -(20) by

({913@,)77(20) = Bp(.%'o) X {t =19 — T} U 3BP(1‘0) X [to - T, to].

(5) Given a measurable set K C R", |K| means the volume of K with respect to the
Lebesgue measure in R".
(6) Given a measurable set K C R"*! and a measurable function f : K — R,

7K:%//dexdt:/§£fdxdt

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

?B(t):][Bf(x?t)dx’ tGR,

where B C R™.
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(7) Given a measurable function f : R"*! — R and h € R", we define

fu(z,t) = f(x + h,t), Onf(x,t) = frn(x,t) — f(z,t) and 52]” = 0n(0nf).

(8) p is denoted by the Holder conjugate of p € [1,00].

We now describe relevant function spaces. Let u :  — R be a measurable function. For
s €(0,1) and p € [1,00), we define a seminorm

1
_ u(z) — u(y)l” g
[u]ywspQ) = </Q o0 Jo — gt dzx dy

and the fractional Sobolev space

WeP(Q) = {u € LP(Q) ; [u]ysr) < o0}
In particular, we say that u is in Wi*(Q) if w is in WSP(R") and © =0 in R™\ Q a.e.
Next we introduce a nonlocal tail space. We write L3 (R™) as

Ly, (R") = {u € L (R"); /Rn % dy < OO} :

Then we give a suitable nonlocal tail for a parabolic case. Given u € L™ (I ; L%S(R”)), we
define
u(y,t)]

Tailo (u, 20, p, T) = esssup p25/ —————dy,
= R™\ B, (o) 1Y — To|"T28

te[tofﬂ',to}

for any B,(x9) C R™ and [tg — 7,tp] C I where I is a time interval in R. In particular, we write
Tailoo (u; 20, p) == esssup ,023/ M dy.
telto—p2 to]  JRM\B,(wo) |Y — To[" T2
Note that a simple calculation gives that u € L>(I; L1 (R™)) if and only if
Tailoo (u, 29, p, I) < 00
for any B,(x9) C R". We next introduce Besov-type spaces to get higher regularity as follows.

Definition. (Besov-type spaces) Let p € [1,00) and let u : R™ — R be in LP(R™). Define two
seminorms by

dpu
[u] j8p gy = SUP || 505 for 5 € (0,1]
Nog? (R™) |h|>0 || Lp(R™)
and )
o u
(U] 16,5 romy = SUD || for g € (0,2).
Bec? (R) |h|>0 || Lr(R")

Then we define two Besov-type spaces.
ng(Rn) = {u c LP(R™) ;[u]Ng,p(Rn) < oo} for 5 € (0,1]

and
B&p(Rn) = {u € LP(R™) ;[u]B&p(Rn) < oo} for g € (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(Q2r,(20))-
Suppose that there is a o € (0,1) such that for any z € Qry(20) and p > 0 with Q,(z) C

Q2R (20),
ﬂ lu — Ty P der dt < MPP,
Qp(2)
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for some constant M > 0. Then we have u € C*2 (Qp,(20)). In particular, there is a constant
¢ =c(n,p,s,a, Ry) such that

)o@y o)) = € (M * ”“"L“(Q%(ZO”) ’

e e, ) ~u(a/, 1)
u(z,t) —u(z',t
U o, = su & or an - .
erti@) = ool wlat o —pjE 179 Qo
(z,t) (=" ,t")

1
Proof. Take z1 € Qpr,(20) and 0 < p; < p2 < min{(225 — 1)%R0,R0} so that Q,,(z1) C
Q2r,(20). Then we observe that

n+2s
_ _ o o [ P2
|uQP1(zl) - uQPz(zl)|p < cMP <p117 + ﬂg <_> ) .

P1
1 4 .
For any 0 < R < min { (223 — 1) 2s Ry, Ro} with p; = 27"'R and py = 27'R, we see that

‘Hszi—lR(zl) - ﬂsziR(zl)’ < cz—a(i+1)MR04_

With the standard argument as in [23, Theorem 3.1], we have ||ul| o (qQp, (z0)) < o© and
1
[u(21) = UQ,(z)| < cMp® for any p < min{(225 — 1) Ry, RO} .

Fix 21,29 € QRO(ZO) with R = max{\xl — 1‘2‘, ’tl — t2‘2_18} < min{(225 — 1) 2s RT, %} , then
we get
Q2r(2i) C Q2r,(20) for i =1,2.
As in [23, Theorem 3.1], we have the following
lu(z1) —u(z2)| < eMR* < cM <\x1 — x|+ |t; — tg‘%) . (2.1)
On the other hand, we deduce
[u(21) = u(z2)| < cllull o @uyeop (121 = 22l + 11 = t2] ), (2.2)

1
whenever z1,29 € Qr,(z0) with max{]wl — 9|, |t1 — tz‘%} > min{(225 — 1) Lo &}. We
combine (2.1) and (2.2) to complete the proof. O

We write V2(Bg x I) = L*(I; W*2?(Bgr)) N L>=(I; L*(Bg)) and its norm is given by

1
to 2
Hqug(BRxI) = (/t [U('at)]%/vsﬂ(BR) dt) + esiesjup Hu('at)HL2(BR)-

0—T
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 € V2(Br x I). Suppose that

QG{Q 2”] and 7€ [2,00] if2s<n,

' n—2s
g € [2,00) and T € (4s,00] if 2s =mn,
g € [2,00] and T € [4s,00] if n < 2s.
satisfy
n 1 n
2s ¢ s

Then there is a constant ¢ = c(n, s, q,7) such that

[ fllLarBrxry < RPN flle2r;2r)) + el fllveBrxi)-
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Moreover if f € L*(I; WOS’Q(BR)) N L>(I; L?(BR)), we also have

to %
1 fllLar(Brxr) < ¢ <</t [f('at)]%/[/572([[§")> + esieslup Hf('at)”LQ(BR)> (2.3)

0—T

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, s,q,T).

Proof. If (¢,7) = (2,00) and (4,7) = <n2—1125’2>’ then we check the above results directly.
Therefore we may assume that 2 < # < co. We observe that for o = % € (0,1),
n —2s 1 1
1—a)- =-.
on TUT3 =7
Applying scaled version of [17, Lemma 2.1] with p = ps = 2, p; = § and 0 = «, we have

1F O Loy < e ([FC w2y + BN 0 20) I G 2, ae tel, (24)
where ¢ = ¢(n, s,¢). Using (2.4) and young’s inequality, we get that

(67

(/IHf(vt)Hi@(BR) dt>r <c ((/I[f('vt)]%/vsv?(BR) dt) +RstHL2(1;L2(BR))>

1-2
x esssup || f(-,t g
5D /(D) 2y

< R fll2 ey + el fllveBrxn

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, ¢, 7). In particular, (2.3) is a direct consequence from [15, Theorem
6.5]. O

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

Lemma 2.3. [/, Lemma 2.6.] Let 0 < f <1 and 1 < p < co. Let u be in LP(Bag,) for some

Ry > 0. Suppose for some 0 < hy < %, we have
5,21u
sup || o5 < 0.
0<‘h|<h0 ’h‘ LP(BRO+hO)
Then we obtain
opu 5,21u
sup ||o== <c| sup || + |lul®
0<|h|<ho ‘h’ﬁ LP(BR,) <O<h|<h0 ’h‘ﬁ LP(Bry hy) L?(BRry+hg)

for some ¢ = c(n,p, 5, ho).

Lemma 2.4. [/, Lemma 2.8.] Let 0 < 3 < 1 and 1 < p < oo with pB > n. If u € NEP(R™),

then u € C2 (R") for any 0 < a < 3 — % with
pa+n
u(z) — u(y | pactn |
% <c ([U]NQP(Rn) v (||UHLP(Rn)) pB for any x # vy in R"

where ¢ = ¢(n,p, o, B). In particular, if u € LP(Bgyon,) with R > 0 and ho > 0 then for any
a€ (0,80 — %), there is a constant ¢ = ¢(n,p,«, 8, M, N, R, hy) such that

u(z) = u(y)]

<e¢, foranyzx#y€E Br,
|z —yl|* 2

provided that

5hu

sup W <N, for M and N > 0.

<M and ||uHLp(
0<|h|<ho

BRrhg)
LP(BRr+ng)

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 € W2(R™). Then we get

Sy *
i

sup

< c(n, 5)[“]12/Vs,2(Rn)
|h|>0

L2(R™)

(2) Suppose u € VVIZCZ(Q) where @ C R™ is open set and Br €  with hy < w.
Then we deduce

opu 2
sup W

0<|h|<ho

< c(s,m, R, ho) ([u]3s. + [Ju|?2
(B < W2(BRyng) L (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 k,6 > 0 be given. For each h € N,
Vig1 < MUY, 4+ Z1Ty)
Zny1 < MYy, + Z1F).

ko _ 1tk
If Yo+ 2™ < (2M)71%b 5 where o = min{x,d}, then
lim Y, = lim Z, =0.
R T Dt
Before ending this section, we give the Holder regularity of a homogeneous equation to transfer
the regularity to a weak solution to (1.1) with (1.4). In [1,17,31], the Holder continuity is proved

when ®(¢) = t. In a similar way, we can prove the Holder continuity when ® satisfies (1.3) with
some minor modifications. Therefore we get the following Holder estimate.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that
u € L? ((=1,0; W5(By)) N L= ((~1,0]; L3, (R™)) N C ((—1,0]; L*(By))

1s a local weak solution to
oru + Efgu =0 in Q.

8
Then we have that u is in C{Z’CQS

0 < p <& with Qr(z0) € Q1

1
)|, ) e (s 00
osc u<c|—= ul“drdt| + Taily | w;xg, —,t0 — R*°,t
Qp(20) (R) [ QR| | 0 9 0 0
and

U 2 P 26 2 .19 R 95
B drdt <c(— dx dt Tail ‘20, —.to — R**.t
/]Qp(zo) ’u UQP(ZO)’ * =€ (R) [WR ‘u’ €z > + laily <u7m0, 97 0 s O>:| ;

where ¢ = ¢(n, s, \).

(Q1) for some 8= p(n,s,\). In particular, we obtain for any

3. LOCAL BOUNDEDNESS AND HOLDER REGULARITY FOR INHOMOGENEOUS EQUATION

Let ¢ : R — R be a smooth even function with supp({ C (—%, %) and [p ¢ = 1. For any
locally integrable function u : Q2 x (0,7) — R, we define

€

u(z,t) = ]{it% ¢ (?) u(z,0)do = ][_i C(o)u(x,t —eo)do, (z,t) € Qp

for 0 < € < 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 < oo.
(1) Suppose u € C([0,T]; X). Then for each t € (0,T),
u(,t) = u(-,t) in X

as € tends to 0.
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(2) Suppose u € LP(0,T;X). Then

€ . p
ut —u leOC

(0,T; X)
as € tends to 0.
First, we give a Caccioppoli-type estimate, Lemma 3.2, for (1.1) with (1.4). Let us consider
a parameter K € (07 %) so that
n 1 n
0< —+-=1—-—kr<1 3.1
2qs * T 25'% (3.1)

Let us also consider two parameters ¢ := 2(1 + k)¢’ and 7 := 2(1 + k)r’ to see that

2%s 7 ds "n-2s
If a function u belongs to L2(0,T; W*2(Q)), then for zp € Q, p > 0, k>0, and t € (0,7, we
define

1 2
" = (je[z ”} and 7 € [2,00]. (3.2)

E(t;20,0,k) = {# € Bylo) su(w,t) > k) and wy = (u— k), (3.3)
where B,(zg) C €.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that u is a local weak subsolution to (1.1) with (1.4). Then for any
Qr1,(20) € Qr with0 < p < Rand 0 < Ty < Ty < R*, there exists a constant ¢ = c(n, s,q,7,\)
such that

fo t) — t)?
/ / / o+ (@, ?) Z}:Z(Sy’ ) dedydt + esssup / w (z,t) dx
to—T1 Bp(xo) Bp(l‘o) ’1’ - y‘ tE[to—Tl,to} Bp(ano)

R2(1—s) 1 /to / )
<ec + w? dx dt
((R —p)? To—=T1) Jio-1, JBr(wo) *

Rnt2s wy (y,1t)
+c| 5s———5 esssup / —"dy | x [Jwy ||
<(R —p)rtee t€[to—Tz,to] / R™\ By (x0) |z — y|nH2s (@13 (20))
2(1+k)

T

to #
+ ck?* R (/ |E(t; zo, R, k)| dt) :
to—T5

whenever k 2 || fl[Lar(@p 1, (z0) B™"
Proof. Let € > 0 be a sufficiently small number so that J := [tg — T — €,tg + €] € (0,7) and
to—Tor+e<ty— # — e. We take a nonnegative function n = n(t) € C*°(R) satisfying
Ty + Ty , 4
—_— )|l oo m) < 3.4

3 ) e Ol < g (34)
and choose a cutoff function ¢ = i (x) € C2°(B(r4p)/2(70)) such that

4

nt)=1 int>tg—T1, n(t)=0 int§t0—<

Define
de(z,t) = (wj_i/)znz)g(:c,t), (z,t) € Br(zg) % J,
where w9 is the convolution of w, with respect to time variable. Note that

pe — ¢ == wip’n® in L?(J; W*?(Bg(z0))) as € — 0, (3.6)
by Lemma 3.1. Take ¢, as a test function to find

IT+ 15 = / / —u0ipe dx dt
to—T> J Br(zo)
Az, y,t)

+/tO_T2/n/n‘1>(U(:C,t)—U(y,t))(gbe(x,t)—gbe(y,t))md:cdydt
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g/ / f(bedxdt—/ upe dx
to—T> J Br(xo) Br(z0)

for any 7 € [to - (%) ,to]. Now we find the limits of I7, I§, IS, and Ij.

Estimate of I{. Using Fubini’s theroem, we obtain

to—Te+3 ro+3q t—o
/ ][ / —u(z,t)¢’ <—> (wj_¢2772)(:c,0) dt do dz
Br(xzg)Jto—To—< — € €

T+ — / t——O' €, 12 2
_/BR(xo)]{-—g /g_é GU(x,t)C < € ) (w+¢ n )(%0') dt do dx

-
+ / / ’ Opus(x,t) (wj_¢2772)(3:, t)ydtdr = —Ij, — I{ o + I} 5.
Br(zo0) Jto—T2+5

By using a suitable change of variables, we write [{ ; the following

t=1
. € €
t=to—To

o431
Ii, = /B ( / ) /0 ’ u(x, et + tg —TQ)C/(t—O')(’LUi’l]ZJQUQ)(QT,EO'—'—tO —Ty) dt do dx.
r(z0) 2

Thus, we have

lim [T, = / / / u(x, tog — To)p(x,tg — To)('(t — o) dt do dx
e—0 BR 1.0 %

= —/ u(z,to — T2)p(w, to — Tp) du
Br(zo)
by the fact that u,w, € C(J; L?(Q)) with Lemma 3.1. Similarly, we get
lim I7, / u(z, 7)o(z, 7) do.
e—0 1,2 Br(z0)

For I 5, we use an integration by parts, which gives
5
I3 = / / Oyw' (wi¢2n2) dt dz
Br(zo) Jto—T2+5
T—5 we z,t 2
= / / Oy (L)> V2 (x)n?(t) dt d
BR(:BQ) t07T2+§ 2

T—5 we(z,t 2
= / / %)1#2(3:) (n*(t))" dt dx
Br(zo) Jto—T2+5

t=r+5

wi(x’t)z 2 2
+A¥@w——5——w<mnuwm

t=to—T2— %

As in If ;, we observe that

t=1
T 2 t
it == [ [ wdeow@noroiad s [ 002020 i
=0 to—T% J Br(zo) Br(zo) 2 t—to
Combining all the limits of If ;, If 5, and I 5, we find that
t=T1
t1 2 t
lim IS = / / w? (z, )2 (@)n(t)y (t) dt do + / W@ 2 ) da
=0 to—T2 J Br(wo Br(zo) 2 t=to

t=1

— / u(z,t)p(x,t) dz
Br(zo)

t=to—To
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Estimate of I5. We write I§ as follows:

Az, y,t)
Iy = /t . /B( /B( B(u(r, 1) — uly, 1) e, 1) = 0uly ) derdy

+ / / / @(u(w,w—u(y,t»qzse(:c,t)%dxdydt
to—To "\Br(zo) Y Br(zo) ‘ - ‘

x )
-] / ule, ) — uly, )6y, ) oD gy ay
to—T> J Br(zo) J R*"\Bg( $()) ‘ ’
=1y, + 159 — 133

Using Hélder’s inequality, we observe that

Iil - /toTz /BR(mo) /BR(mo) q)(U(x’ t) N U(y, t))(gb(x’ t) N ¢(?/ t))m da dy dt (3‘7)

< X2 fuf

L2 (J;Ws2(BR(0))) lpe = &1l .. (7;Ws2(Bg(20)))”
We next focus on the estimate of I5,. Due to the fact that

(R —p)
2R

ly — x| > |y — xo| — |x — xo| > ly —z0l, @ € B(ryp)2(z0) Csupp?, y € R™\ Br(xo)

(3.8)

and Holder’s inequality, we have
I35 — /t:T2 /RR\BR(:BO) /BR(:BO) O (u(z,t) - u(y,t))é(m,t)% dzx dy dt
[ i Jory T o) ot ) ey
/to T2 /R"\BR (o) /BR(;,;O |x(|)u—(x |7;)l2s (Pe(2,t) — P(,1)) dz dy dt (3.9)

< C(,O, )HUHLQ (J;LQ(BR)(ZBO))) HQSE ¢||L2 (J;LQ(BR(il?O)))
+ C(p, R) Talloo (u, Zo, Ra J)que -

¢||L2 (J;LQ(BR(QJO))) ’

Similarly, we deduce

A )
i /t n /BR o) /Rn\BR oy T O e dydt'

< c(p, )HUHL (J L2(Br)(x0)) ) Ipe — ¢”L2 (J L2(BR(J:0)))
+ C(p, R) Talloo (u, Zo, R? J)H¢E -

(3.10)

¢HL2 (J;L2(BR(IQ))) °
Combining the above estimates (3.7), (3.9), (3.10) and using the fact (3.6), we discover

e A(z,y,t)
imrs= [ [ ] @)~ u0)(60) — oty ) P dedy

e—0

Estimate of /5. From Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2, we get

g-[ [ faiswndd
to—T» J Br(zo)

Uy sznaon) 19 = 9l (s Baeoy)

< C||f||LT(J L9(Br(xo))) [¢e — Bllvs ((Br(zo)x))
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+ C(R)HfHLr (Jqu(BR(‘TO))) H¢E - ¢||L2 (J,LQ(BR(:B()))) b
and this estimate with (3.6) yields

lim 7§ —/ f(z, t)p(x, t) da dt.
to—T> J Bgr

e—0

Estimate of I$. Since u and ¢ € C(J; L?(Bg)), we deduce

t=1

hr% I; = —/ u(z, t)o(z,t) de
N Br (1‘0) t=to—To
We combine all the estimates of If, I5, I3, and Ij to see the following
2
t
[ e i
Br(zo) 2

t=1

t=to—"T5

’ Az, y,t
+/tO_T2/n/n<I>(u(m,t) — u(y,t))(o(z, ) _(b(y’t))\x(—TTj’”)% da dy dt

= /tOTT2 /BR(JUO) fe,)gle, £) dr dt + /toTTz /BR(mo) wi(m, t)q’z)Q (x)n(t)n/(t) dt dzx.

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

T B 2
to—T> J Br(zo) Y Br(zo) ’1’ - y‘

(wy(z, lﬁ)l/f( )n(t)?
" /BR (xo0) ‘

X

t=to—To

max{w+(35,t),w+(y,t)}2\w(x)—w(y)\%f(t)d o
/to —T /BR(xO) /BR(QCO |z — y|nt2s xdy dt

/ / %wg, t) da dy dt
0—T5 Rn\BR(l'O BR x() ’1'— ’

t

—l—c/ / f(z, t)p(z,t) dedt
to—T2 J Br(xo)

+ c/ / w (z, ) (2)n(t)n' (t) de dt = Jy + Jo + J3 + Js.
to—T J Br(zo

Now we estimate J; for each ¢ = 0,1,2,3 and 4. Note that Jy, J1,Jo and Jy can be estimated
with the help of (3.4), (3.5) and (3.8) as follows:
Estimate of Jj.

t) t)[? 2 (x,t
Jo > / / / v+ (@, ZU:Q(Sy, ) dr dy dt + esssup / wi (@ )dx
to—T1 7/ By(zo) J Bp(zo) |$—y| teto—T1,7) v By(z0) 2
Estimate of J;.
2(1—s)
J1 < c / / (x,t) dx dt.
to—T» BR(:L“O
Estimate of Js.

RN H2s w+(y t)
Jy < ————-| esssup / ————dy | |wi]| 1 20))-
(R—p)nts <te[to—Tg,t0] R\B,(zo) [T0 — y["T2* I @Qrim, (20)

Estimate of Jj.

Jy <

S
w? (x,t) dx dt.
TZ_T to—"T5o BR(:L‘()) +( )
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In the case of J3, applying Holder’s inequality, we have

Iy < /T /B o O o) de

< f o (B (o) x (to—T2,7)) HX{uzk}‘

L&7(Br(wo) X (to—T2,7)) el (Br(wo)x(fo—T2,7))

< kR™"" Hw‘f‘wnHL@j(BR(mo)X(tofTQ,T)) ’

X{“>k}‘ La7(Bp(zo) % (to—Tb,7))

where ¢ = %;1 and 7 = 5-—. From (3.1) and (3.2), we obtain

rk+1
r 1
- t: 20, R, k)|7 dt
La, T(BR 1’0) (t()*TQ,T)) </t\0—T2 ‘ ( 0 )‘ >
([ e
T
2K

2&:&»1
< to—

T N 25 T A = +\ 2
(/ \E(t; 20, R, k)| i dt> <c </ R dt> < R(EHH)E _ g, (3.12)
to—Ts to—T%

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

HX{@k}‘
(3.11)

t: 20, R, k)\§d> C

and

kz —2nkKk 2
Js < ER X{“>k}‘ La7(Br(x0)x (to—T2,7)) - 6Hw“pm‘L‘i”ﬁ(BR(iL“o)X(tO*TmT))
ka T N 20tx) T
< —R" </ |E(t; zo, R, k)| dt) ce | Jo + R_zs/ / w? (z,t) dz dt
de to—Th to—T J Br(zo)
2(1++)

T 7 1 T
< ck*R™" </ |E(t; xo, R, k)| 7 dt) +—|Jo+ R_QS/ / w (z,t)dz dt |,
to—To 4 to—T1% BR($0)

by taking € = 4%. Since T € [to — (%) ,to} is arbitrary, we can combine estimates Jy, J1, J2, J3
and Jy to complete the proof.
O

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

w(z,t) =u (pox + z0, P25t + to) , (x,t) € Qq,

A(z,y,t) = A (pox + o, poy + T, pait + to), (z,y,t)€ R?" x R,
and
fla,t)=p5f (pox + 20, p5°t +t0), (2,t) € Q1.
Then
i€ L (—1,0W22(B1) N Lig: (—1,0: LE(R™) 1 Cloe (~1,0; Le(BY)
is a local weak subsolution to
O+ L% = f in Q1.
Now take k > 0 such that

Ay, t)]
k> | fllLar —i—esssup/ dy
2 (Q1) relo1,0] JRM\ B, |y|nt2s
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From the Lemma 3.2, for any 2 <p<R<1and < Ty < Ty < R*, we have

225

(GRS

<(R p)? T2_T1>/T2/BR +dodt

(@ — k)4 (y,t) _ (3.13)
+c 7esssup/ —dy x |[(w—k
<(R =) om0 Jrmp, YT 16 =B)+llzr @nz,)

0 ) . 2(1:11)
+ ck?*R™ (/ |E(t;0, R, k)|4 dt) ,
—T5

where E is the level set of @ as in (3.3). We write the second term on the right hand-side as T
for simplicity. Then, using Cauchy’s inequality and Holder’s inequality, we have

+dxdt
R p n+2s //Q;R T2

k2 ila dx dt + // dx dt
(R—p) n+25 <// X( £)>h) Qr T2 )

2(1+k)

c 7
<k (/ |E(t;0, R, k)| dt> // 2 de dt,
(R _ p)n+25 1 R P n+28 On T2

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

1 1
- 2 u i
H(u - k)+||V52(Qp,T1) < C( ((R _ p)n+2s + T — T1> H(u B k)JrHLQ(QR’TQ)

0 2(1:&»1{) (314)
c - ; 7
+ K (/ E(t;0,R, k)| dt>
"=yt \ g, PEO D
Step 2: Iteration. For any nonnegative integer h, we write
1 1 — _ Pntprt
=5+ S Th =P’ Ph= —  and Qn=0Qpn

Moreover, take

1
(h€CX(Bs), 0<¢, <1, r=1lon, [DGeo <25,

0o # 7
yp =N~ / / i—kp)i dodt, 2z, = (/ |E(t; pn, kn)| 4 dt) ;
—Th B —Th

Ah - / E(tﬂoaph7kh+1)dt7
—Th+1

where N > || f|| par (g, +ess SUDe[—1,0] f]R”\Bl ||§‘(§/Jf2)s| dy will be determined later in (3.18). Note
2

that for any nonnegative integer h,

Ph
Th — Thal = 25/ t27 L dt > s(pp — putr),
Ph+1 (3.15)

Ap < (ks — kn) 2Ny, < 2204y,
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Now we obtain an iterative inequality of y; and z,. Using Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.2,
we have

Yh+1 < N~ / / U — kh+1 +<h dx dt
~Th+1

< N72||(a — kh+1)+<’l”L2(Q?h%+1)

2s
< N7 |(a - kh+1)+<h‘|ig(l+2ﬁs)@ :
Ph>Th+1

_2s
< eNTEARTE <H(U — ki) +Gull?, ve ) + 75, I — kh+1)+Ch”%2(QﬁWh+l)>

Qph 'Th+1

< o2 (= bl )+ ).
h'Th+1

where 0 = +2$ By applying p = py, R = pn, 11 = The1, T2 = 7, and k = kpy1 to (3.14) and

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

s
Yni1 < N2 (22(h+4)yh) ((Qh(25+n) + 2h) (@ — kh+1)+H%2(Qph,T )+ 2h(n+25)k2 1+n>
1 92(ht4) yfllH
< N2 (22 (h+4) ) (( (n+2s) +2h)y N2+2h(n+25)k2 1+n> +C2z(h+4)y1+5
Y,

<ec (<2h(n+4) X 2h+2h) 145 | oh(n+4) 1+“y5> 7

(3.16)
and
2
0 P 7
(ka1 — kn)?zns1 = (kny1 — kn)? (/ |E(t;0, prt1, kps1)| dt)
—Th+1
< ¢||(a— kh)+H%éﬁ(Qﬁh+17"h+l)
< cfl(a — kh)JrChH%éf(Qﬁh’Th_‘_l) (3.17)
< (1= k)16l z s, o, + 1= k)Gl )
<ec (<2h(n+2) n 2h> 1@ = kn) P12y, ., + 200 klezfllﬂ)

< MFD N2y, 4 ohlntD) N2 Lk
From (3.16) and (3.17), we observe that
Yni1 < c (2n+4)h (y1+6 _i_zl—l—nyé)’
Zpe1 < (2"+4) (yn + 21 19).
In addition, in light of (3.16) and (3.17) with ko = N, k_1 = || fl| zarr(0y)+e55 Supye[_1.0) fRn\B% Bl dy,

p—1=1and 7—; = 1, we have

L
= N2 + > QHU’HLQ(Ql)a

20 < W (1@ = k1) P r2g) + %21) -

Choose a sufficiently large IV such that

14k |ﬂ’(y’t)| 3
N>c¢o | alzon +1IfL n( —i—esssup/ dy |, o=min{o,x}, (3.18)
(Q1) 27 (Q1) 10 Jrms, y[PT
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which implies
_ 14k —1ts
w0 < (20715 x (27+) 7

zp < (20)7% x (2" e

Applying Lemma 2.6, we have

~ ~ e ﬁyat
sup li(z,£)] < ¢ | Jll20y) + | llzorior) + esssup / 2w Dl g, ) |
Ql/g te[—1,0] R"\B% |y|

By scaling back, we see that

1
2
sup  |u(z)] < c( </§[ u?(z,t) dz dt) + Tailss (u, 20, p0/2, p5°)
(20) Qpp (20)

ZGQPO/Q

25— ﬂJrQTS
+ P <q ||f||L”(on(Zo))>‘

O

We next want to assert the Holder regularity of a local weak solution to (1.1) with (1.4) by
comparing the solution to the homogeneous equation (3.2(_)) below. More precisely, we assert that

there is a constant 5 = 3(n, s, q,r, 8) such that u € CB’%(QRO (20)) for every Qar,(z0) € Qr.
Now, we fix any p > 0 and R > 0 so that

(3.19)

1
0<p<R<min{1,(225_1)Z@ @}

47 4
and choose a point Z € Qpr,(z0). Note that Q4r(2) C Q2r,(20) € Q. Throughout this section,
we set
v = 2nk,
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
ve L* (f— (3R)*,£; W**(Bsp(3))) N L™ (f — (3R)*,; Ly, (R™))
NC ([t - BR)*,f]; L*(Bsr(7)))

18 the local weak solution to

o+ L% =0 inQsr(%) (3.20)
v=u  ondpQsr(2)U ((R™\ Bsg(Z)) x [t — (3R)*,{]). '
Then we have the estimates
t
w—0) (-, )]sz omy dE + sup / uw—v)%(z,t)dz < R f||2,- 5
J = DRyt sp (e -

and
Jl e vPdede <RI gy
Q3r(%)
for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, s,q,r,\).
Remark 6. The existence of v in (3.20) follows from the Appendix A.
Proof. Let w = u — v to find that
we L (T~ (3R E: W (Bya(@)) ) N C ([T~ (3R)*.1] : L* (Ban()))

and
ow + L% — L3 = f in Q3r(2).
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By an approximation argument with the mollification in time, we find that

2 t1 B
/ fﬂ£@@+/ /’ Aoy, @D =U00) ) dedyat
Bsr(Z) 2 i—(3R)2s JRn JRn — y|n s

|

- /: 1 / / A(.%',y,t)q)(v’(w’_t) _n:}—(227t)) (?U(.%',t) - w(y,t)) dx dy dt
(3R)? JR™ JR" z —y|

/ / fwdxdt,
t (3R 25 BSR

where t; € [t — (3R) 28, ﬂ we have the estimate

D (u(z,t) — u(y,t)) — P(v(z,t) —v(y,t))
/t (3R)2s /n o A(z,y,t) |n+2s (w(z,t) —w(y,t))dedydt

[z =y

w(y, t)|?
>\ / / / dx dy dt,
i—(3R)2s JRn JRn ’35 - y!"+25
which implies

t) t
sup / (x dx + N\~ / / / n—f—g; I dx dy dt
te[fi~(3R)2 1] / Ban(@) i-@R)2 Jrn JRn |l“ —

< / fwdxdt.
Q3r(Z)

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

/ fwdxdt
Q3r(%)

i 2
< eR*F | fllar(@an(e) / [w(, )iy sy dt +  sup / w?(x,t) da
i—(3R)2s te[t—(3R)?s t] Y Bar(Z)

< CR"MHfHLw(QgR(z

n+2s xdydt + n sup w?(x,t) dx.
—(3R)2 n JR" ’35 - y! te[t—(3R)2s ] / Bar(Z)

Combining all the estimates together with Lemma 2.2, we get

i
/ [(w = v) (-, )] ws2(mny dt + sup / (w—v)*(z,t) dx < cR"”LVHfH%q,T(QBR(g))
i—(3R)2s te[i-(3R)2+i] / Bar(@) '

(3.21)

and

ﬂQ?)R(Z) (u— 0)2 dx dt < CRVHfH%q’T(Q:),R(g)).
O

Using the local boundedness of v, 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
/5[ |u —EQP|2dxdt
Q

P

R n+2s 9
§c<;> RSB un(e)



18 SUN-SIG BYUN, HYOJIN KIM AND KYEONGBAE KIM

p\ 28 . -
+c <§> <RVHfH%w(Q4R(5)) Ul oo (@un(zy) T TailZ (u, Z,4R)> ;
for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, s, q,r, \).

Proof. Using triangle inequality, we have

ﬂ \u—ﬂQp\zdxdtch \u—v\zdaﬂdt—i—ﬂ v —Tg,|* du dt
Qp Qp Q

p

+ ﬂ g, —g,|* dx dt]
Q

p

< c/§[ |u—v|2dazdt—|—c/§[ |U—EQP|2d:cdt
Q Q

p p

=1 + 5.
Using Lemma 3.3, we get

n+2s
L <e (5) R 1200

From Lemma 2.7, we deduce
26
I, < c<%) (/y |v|? dx dt + Tail®_(v; 2, R, (2R)28)> .
2R

Set I ::HQQR |v|?dz dt and I 5 = Tail? (v; Z, R, (2R)?*). Then we have

I <2 </§/ lu|? dz dt> +2 (/5[ lu — v|? dzx dt>
2R 2R

<2 </§/ |u|? da dt) + CRV”f”%W(Qm)'
4R

Since u —v =0 in ((R"\ B3r(Z)) x [t — (3R)*,1]), it follows from (3.21) that
Lo < 2Tail? (u —v; 2, R, (2R)**) 4 2 Tail? (u; 2, R, (2R)**)
2
< (( csssup f (= 0)(w.) dy> 2 g + ol (u 5,4R>>
te[t—(2R)%s i)/ Bar(%)

< ¢ (R uny + 103 @y + Tail2 (1 2,4R) )
We combine all the estimates of Iz ; and I 2 to finish the proof. O
Now we are ready to prove the Holder regularity.
Lemma 3.5. Under the same conditions and conclusion as in Lemma 3.4, we have u €

Cﬁvzﬁs(QRO(zO)) for some B = B(n,s,q,r,\) with the estimate

W 2 o gy = 10 @ 1l @y o + Tl 1 01 2F) )

for some constant ¢ = c(n, s,q,r, \).

Proof. From Lemma 3.4, we find that for every Z € Qr,(20),

lu — UQ () |2 dx dt
/Zzp(zo ’

R n+2s 9
<. (;) RSB 0uni)

P28 . ~
+c (E> <RV||f||%q,r(Q4R(5)) + [l oo (@unz)) + Tail3 (u, Z,4R)>
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R n+2s 9
<o (;) RN @am o)

1% 28 2 2 12 ~
+c (E> <(R0)PYHf”L‘Iﬂ"(QQRO(zO)) + ullZoo (@ur, (20)) + Tall5 (U,Z74R)> :

We notice that

HUHLOO(QQRO(ZO))
|y — &[ 2

Taily (u, 7,4R) < (4R)* / dy

Bapg (70)\B4r(%)
t

+ (4R)25 ess sup / 7\11(3/, n)JLzS
te(to—(2Ro)?5 o) R"\BQRO(Z‘Q) ‘y - xo‘

< cl[ull Lo (Qary (20)) T+ ¢ Tailos (u; 20,2R0)

where we have used the fact that

- ~ -z n
= by~ ol — 5~ 0l > U7 for any y € R\ Ba (w0)
Thus
lu— g,z |* dz dt
ﬂczp(z) o)
R n+2s )
<c (;) R F N Zar (Qurg (0))
P28 .
(L) (RN I (@any oy + 101 e (o (o + Tl (13 20, 2F0) )
n+28+2s+~

Now take p = R n+28+2s < R to discover that
1 /§[ e 2
— lu— g (2] d:cdtgc(HfH .
25 2,(5) Qp(2) La7(Q2rq (20))

- [1ul1F o (@ ) + Tl (w3 7o, 2R0)),

for § =

ﬁéﬁ—w where  is as in Lemma 2.7. The conclusion follows from Lemma 2.1. ]

4. IMPROVED HOLDER REGULARITY FOR HOMOGENEOUS EQUATION WITH KERNEL
COEFFICIENT INVARIANT UNDER THE TRANSLATION IN ONLY SPATIAL DIRECTION

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

A€ Li(\; By x By x (=1,0)) N Lo(N), (4.1)
to obtain the higher Holder regularity. We focus on a weak solution
u € L*((—2%,0;; W*?(Bs)) N L ((—2%,0]; L3, (R™)) N C((—2%,0]; L*(By))
to the locally normalized problem
Oyu + E;}%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 ip(x) € C°(BR)
be a nonnegative function and n(t) € C*(R) a nonnegative function with

nt)=0att <ty andn(t)=1att >ty
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where —1 < t; <ty < 0 and R < 1. Then for any locally Lipschitz function g : R — R and
h € R™ such that 0 < |h| < ﬁ, we have

][ @ —unt0) - @ate.0) — uty 1)
t1 JBrJBg
x (gun (e ) — (e )9()? — g(un(y, t) — uly, t))w(y)z)n(t)% de dy dt

_/‘tQ/‘ / (Ah(x,y,t)‘@(Uh(CU,t)—uh(yat))_A(x’y’t)q)(u(x’t)_u(y’t)))
t1 JR\Bp JBg

|z — y[rt2s

% (g(un(@,t) — u(z, )y (2)*n(t)) de dy dt
/t2 / / Ah .%' ' Yy ) ( ( ) B uh(y7t)) - A(m,y,t)q)(u(x,t) B u(y7t)))
t1 JBg JR"\Bg

|z — g2

x (g(un(y,t) — uly, ) (y)*n(t)) da dy dt

- [ Gy ds+ [ G )0 w0 do
or o (4.3)

where G(t) = fotg(s) ds for any t € R and Ap(z,y,t) = A(xz + h,y + h,t) for (z,y,t) €
R™ x R™ x R.

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

1
ho = dist(supp,0Br) and €y = 3 min{—tg,t; + 1,9 — t1},
and for any 0 < € < €, define
¢5($,t) = (g(ut]::; - U€)¢2775)E (.%',t) = (g (5hu6) ¢2n6)5 (.%',t), (I’,t) € Q17

where

to —t €
776(’5):77<72 ! <t—t2+§)+t2>, t e R.

t2—t1—6

Testing to (4.2) with ¢, we get

t2
/ / —udype dr dt

[0 ettt - utn @) < otn0) D vyt (g

:_/BR w(, t)be(x, t) dz

On the other hand, we take a test function ¢_p(x,t) = ¢(xz — h,t) for 0 < |h| < % and using a
change of variables, we have

to
/ / —upO0sde dx dt

A Y T IR O R L B

t=tq1

= —/ Uh(x7t)¢e(x7t) dx
Br

t=t1
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By subtracting (4.5) from (4.4), we observe that
t=to

/t2 / —up, + u)Oppe da dt + / (up(z,t) — u(z,t))pe(z, t) do
Br

— [T @ttt = ) - B = 0 0.0)

t=t1

X (pela,t) - mmm% i dy di
/tQ / / (A(z, y, )@ (u(z,t) — u(y,t)) — Ap(z, y, )P (up(z, t) — up(y, t)))
t1 JR™\Bgr JBgr ’w - y’n+28

X ¢e(x,t) dx dy dt
_/tQ/ / (A(x’y’t)q)(u(x’t) _u(yat)) _Ah(x’y’t)q)(uh(x’t) _uh(y’t)))
t1 JBr JRM\BR

|z — gyt

X ¢e(y,t) dx dy dt

= —J;—J5 — J5.
By following as in [5, Lemma 3.3], we find that
t2
lim I€ = G(Opu(z, t))p? (z) do — / G (Spu(z, t))* (x)n (t) da dt
e—0 Br t Br

We now use the local boundedness result, Lemma 1.1 which implies u € L*°([t; — €9, t2 + €] X
Bpron,) and the locally Lipschitz regularity of g to observe

Ge(@,t) = glup — ) (x)n(t) in L*([t1 — eo, b2 + eo; W**(Br))
and
be(2,t) = glup, — )y (2)n(t) in C([tr — €0, t2 + eo; L*(Br)).-
Similar arguments performed on the estimate of I§ in Lemma 3.2 yield that

lim Ji = J;, for each i=1,2,3.

e—0

Combining the each limits of I¢, Ji, J5, and J3, we conclude the proof. O

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
HUHLoo(Ql) <1 and Taily(u;0,1) <1

Assume that for some p > 2, 8 € R with 0 < 1+Tf;) <1,

t2 2u(-,t g
/ sup A 1( +’9p) dt < 00,
t1 0<|h|<ho |h| p L»(B1)
whenever 0 < hg < == and —1<t1 <ty <0. Then we have
+1 +1
2 apu(,t) | s, ta) ||
sup reeiin dt + sup — e
ti+7 0<[h|<ho || |h| ™ PHT Lo (B ) 0<[hl<ho || |h| P+ Lo By )
—=hg —=hQ
t2 2u(- 1) |["
<c / sup z 1(+’9p) dt +1
fe O<lhi<ho || |h| " LP(BRyang)
g 0

for some ¢ = c(n, s, \,p, ho, T,0), whenever 4hy < R <1 —5hg and 0 < 7 < ty — 1.
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Proof. We first assume to < 0 to use Lemma 4.1. the case to = 0 will be considered in Step 4.
Step 1: Discrete differentiation of the equation. Set » = R — 4hg and fix A € R™ such
that 0 < |h| < ho. Let ¢ (z) € C2°(Bpg) be a cut-off function satisfying

2 1
R—7r 2ho
Moreover, let n(t) € C*°(R™) be a nonnegative function such that

0<y <1, 9=1inB, and [[VY| ey <

\lll\'J

n(t) =0in (—oo,t1], 7(t)=1in [ty +7,00) and ||1||pem) < (4.6)

Set g(t) == [t|P~'t and G(t) == ﬁ\t\pﬂ for t € R. By using (4.3) in Lemma 4.1 and dividing
both sides by |h['*P, we have

L r2 A(Cﬂ,y,t) ((I)(uh(x’t) - uh(y’t)) - @(u(x,t) - u(yat)))
5 Lk,

A — e

X [g(un(,t) = u(z, ) (@) — glun(y, t) — u(y, ) (y)]n(t) da dy dt
/tQ / / Ap(,y, ) (®(un(z,t) — up(y,t)) — ©(u(x,t) — u(y,t)))
t1 "\Br /Br

A — [

x g(up(z,t) — u(e, t))y*(@)n(t) dx dy dt
/w/ [ A, ) (D, 8) — w9, 1) — Dz, 1) — u(y, 1)
t1 JBr JR"\Bg

|h|1+9p|x— |n+2s
x g(un(y,t) — u(y, t))¥*(y)n(t) do dy dt
G(opu(z,ts) t2 G(opu(z,t))
—/ (21(+0p2 ) d +/ / }’:ng ¢2(x)n’(t)dxdt
Br ‘ ’ ’ ‘

= —II-III -1V +V.

Step 2: Estimates of I through V. First, we will estimate I,/ and I1I. Let Fy(t), F»(t)
and F3(t) be the integrands of I, IT and I1I with respect to the measure 7(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,

1 2
1 [ [6pu(-, )2 Spul-,t) |6pu(z, t) P!
oz [Be] <o, B

A2

and

[Onulz, t)[”
R0+l <c [ PRI

where ¢ depends only on n, s, A and hg, but it is independent on ¢. It follows that

_ 2
1t [opul,t)|"7 dpul-,t) 2o Sl )P
12—/ 22D ap (- dt—c// * dut,
c t [ ’ 1+9p () " |h|1+9

h‘ Ws,Q(B
f2 |pu(, )P
|[I1| 4 111 <c/ / |h|1+9p * dx dt,

and

where we have used 7 < 1. Next, we will derive estimates of IV and V. From the definition of

G and v, we get
1 \5hu(x,t2)]p“
1V > - —— .
-cﬁﬁ DR

Since [[up || oo (Brx[t1,ta]) < Nl Lo (B x[=1,0) < 1 and (4.6), we deduce that

f2 |pu(z, t)[P
vi<< // ey dwdt
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Combining all the above estimates, we have

_ 2
2 [ |5u(-, )| = Spul-, t) |Spuz, o) P!
/tl [ e () n(t)dt—i_/BT—’h‘l—’—gP dz

h| We2(Bg)
f2 |opu(x, t)|P
o [ B g g

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

_ 2
| s2u(e) |77 2 [ |5u(-, 1) = Spu(-, t
/ % dt < C/ ‘ hu( ) )‘ i&hU( ) )1/}() n(t) dt
tiAT || |h| PFE Lo+1(B,) t1 |h| 2 Ws2(Bg) (48)

f2 |0pu(x,t)|P
/t/ B do .

Moreover, Lemma 2.3 and [[ul| e (g,) < 1 imply

t2 |opu(z,t)] t2 u(x, t)P t2
/ / B ’ da dt<c</ /BRW \h!1+9 dz dt+/t1 02y e
& |0 u(z, )P
<c / / drdt+1
( t1 BR+4h0 ‘h’1+0

(4.9)
Gathering together the estimates (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9) gives
p+1
ty Spu(-,t) it + [nu(z, t2)|PH
sup 14254 6p |h|1+€p )
t1+7 0<[|h[<ho || |h| ~P+T LP+1(Br_an,) ’
—2nQ
ta O2u(- t P
<c / sup ) dit1
t1 0<|h|<ho LP(BRr+4an,)
0
(4.10)

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

1 p+1
. t2 52u o 0 52” 1
thmO sup % dt = / sup %ﬁgp dt.
27U St +1 0<|h|<ho |h| Lo+ (Bran) t1+7 0<|h|<ho |h| pF1 Lo (Bpan )
—=ho —=ho
(4.11)
Since for any 0 < |h| < ho, 62u(z,t) is in C([—1,0]; L*(By)), we have
. 2 2 —
tl;glo 6pu(:sta) — dpu(-,0)[ 2B,y = 0.
which implies
. 2 ) .
t1213105hu(3:,t2) = dpu(z,0) a.e.in Bp.
Therefore Fatou’s lemma yields
p+1 p+1
opu(-,0 dpu(-,t
% < liminf %j) . 0<|h| < ho. (4.12)
t2—0 P
Al 7+t 2 Wiz

LPtY(BR—ang) LPtY(BRr—ang)

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

+1 +1

0 S2u(-,t) g dpu(-,0) '
sup || —t b+ sup ||
ti+7 0<|hl<ho || |h| " p+1 0<[h|<ho || |h|PF1

LPHL(BRr_ang) LP+L(BRr_ang)
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S2u(-t) ||
1+6p

A"

dt +1

0
<c / sup
f1 0<[hl<ho LP(BRr+4ng)
0

Now we prove a higher Holder 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 < a <
min{2s, 1},

1
2

0
esssup  [u(-,t)]ca(p, ) < C(HUHLOO(Ql) + </1[U('af)]%vs,2(31)dt> + Tailoo (u; 0,1)>,

te[—(1/2),0]
where ¢ = c(n, s, a, N).

Proof. Step 1: Normalization. Let

0 2
M = |lull oo (@, + </1[u(-,t)]%,[,572(31) dt> + Tailoo (u; 0, 1)

and set

iz, ) = %u(:ﬂ,t), (2.8) € Qy and B(¢) = %@(Mg), ¢E€R.

Then % is a local weak solution to dyt + E%& =0 in (2. In particular, u satisfies

0
il oo (1) < 1, /1[a(-,t)]%4,5,2(31)dt <1, and Taily(%;0,1) < 1. (4.13)

Step 2: Iteration. Let ¢; =i+ 2 and 6; = %

sequence satisfying

for ¢ > 0. Then 1%0,“1" is an increasing
7

1+2s+0igi _ 1+9i+1%+1’ s = LF 0o < 1+0igi _ 9s. and lim 1+0ii _
g +1 Qi+l q0 % i—oo g
Now fix o € (0, min{2s, 1}). We consider the following two cases.
(Case 1 : s < 1). In this case, we can choose i, € N such that
140, g —
< 1 Vialia TR 9o o, (4.14)
i,
Let
ho = — (4.15)
TR ‘

and set for any i > 0,

2s 2s 2s
Ri— g Cdh(2i+1) and T = — (g) + 32h ((g) - (Z) ) i (4.16)

Then R; and T; have the following relations.
> 23)

1 2s 2s
o=l et (7 0F)

Note that % + 4hg <1 and 5,%21 = dopt — 205,70 to find

4o
0 52@(_7 t) 0
/ sup hTeoqo dt = / sup

2s
To 0<|h|<h —(Z)” o<|h|<h
0 [hl<ho |h| 0 L0 (BR0+4h0) (8) isho

e~ w

7 2s
R; —4ho = Riy1 + 4ho, Tiy1 = T; + 32ho <<§> - (

82a(-t) ||

dt
|fa]?

L%(Bz/s)
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0 0
<c (/ [ﬁ(-,t)]%/[/sg(gl) dt +/1 Hﬁ(-’t)”%Q(Bl) dt) <e,

-1

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

T 9 qi+1 qi+1
52ii(- t Syii(-, T
/ sup % dt+ sup %
Ti+1 0<|h|<ho |h|T 0<|h|<ho |h|T

LY+1(BR,; —ang) L9i+1 (B, —ang)

qi

T S2a(-,t
<c / sup % dt+11,
T; 0<‘h|<h0 ’h‘ 4

L% (BR;tan)

forall i =0,...,iq_1 and — (%)28 < T < 0. After finite steps, we obtain
i,

5hﬂ('7 T)

T 40,40,

Qigy

ess sup sup < c¢(n,s,\ ).

Te[—(3/4)%,0] 0<|h|<ho 14|

L%ia (Bg/q)

Thus Lemma 2.4 with (4.14) yields

€SS Sup [u('7t)]CQ(B1/2) < C(?’L,S,)\,(X)-
te[—(1/2)25,0]

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

1+ Big—1Gia-1 _ < 1+ 0ia i
Qin—1 Qia
Now take 7 € (a,1). Then there exists some j, € N such that

o<y — (4.17)
Qio+ja
Take
ho = —— (4.18)
7 64(ia + jo)’ '
and let R; and T; be as in (4.16), but we use (4.18) instead of (4.15). Then
7 3 1 /7\* [3\*
RO +4h0 = g, Ria-i-ja +4h0 = Z, and Tia-f-ja = —5 ((g) + <Z> .
A similar calculation in Case 1 shows that
Qin
0 52“ .t Qi 0 52“ .t
/ sup AN dt < / sup %’q) dt < e,
Ty, 0<|h|<ho |h|Y Liia (BRia+4h0) Tia 0<|hI<ho |h ‘;z(:x “

LY%a (BRia+4h() )

where we have also used v < 1 < H(Zi‘lqia. Take 6; = v — %, which implies 1%‘}"“ =~€(0,1).
Then since s > %, we discover
(y—1)  2+0ig < 1+ 25+ 0;q;

q;
<1+ =
! ¢ +1 ¢ +1 ¢ +1

Therefore by applying 6; instead of 6; to Lemma 4.2, we have
qi+1

qi+1 T 52“ .t
dt < / sup RALCUN dt

) 142s+0;q;
L%+1(Bg, _an,) Ti+1 0<]h|<ho WTIH

S2a(-,t)
|h|Y

T
/ sup
Ti+1 0<|h|<h
i+1 0<|h|<ho L%+1(BR, _an,)
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qi

T 2~

o

<c / sup || A= Se) dt+1|,
T; 0<|h|<ho |h| z%

L% (BR,+4n)

for each ¢ = iq,...,iq + jo — 1 and for any T € [— (%)28 ,0]. By Lemma 2.4 and (4.17), we
conclude

ess sup [ﬂ(-,t)]ca(Bl/Q) <c
te[—(1/2)25,0]

By scaling back, we complete the proof. O

Next, we will prove a higher Hélder 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 < co. For any
u e W*P(B,) and ¢ € CX(B,) with ¢g =1, there holds

[ =T, P < er i s,

where ¢ = c¢(n, s,p).
The other is a gluing lemma regarding a Hoélder 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 zp € Q1 and
Qpo(20) € Q1. Let B, = By(z0) and let (x) € C°(Bs,/4) be a nonnegative function such that

_ C
Vg, =1, ¥ = |[YllLep,) in Bg and [V poo@n) < = (4.19)

S

Then we have
@, (1)~ @y, ()] < eof [ f 100Dl gy
to—6JB,JB, |z — y|nt2s—

+c9][ / ][ Jul ©) - uly, O gy at,
to—6 JR"\B, /By, 4 |zo — y[+2s

where ¢ = c(n,s,\) and tg — 0 < Ty < T3 < tp.

(4.20)

Proof. For a sufficiently small 0 < e < mm{T1 —To HQTO %}, we define

0 int <Tpy

t_eTO inTy<t<Ty+e
n(t) =<1 inTy+e<t<Ty—e

Tlgt miT —e<t<Ty

0 int>1;.

By the condition of (4.19), we obtain

191l oo (rn) = T/JB% CT/’B,,—C
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Then we can use ¥ (x)n(t) as a test function. By the definition of local weak solution and the
conditions (1.3), we see that

][ . /B wy dzdt — ][TW /B wtp dzdt
/t i /B ,, urpn, ddt
/: /n /n ‘n+23 )‘W( ) — ¥(y)| dedydt

_/ / / ‘“ (@,?) - 1)’ dadydt + ¢ / / +§’ )’1/)(56) dadydt,
pJiw-0JB,/B, lt—y |" o to—0 JRM\B, /B, |~’U— |2
(4.21)

where we used the fact that [¢)(z) —¢(y)| < £]z —y|. Furthermore, the second term on the
right hand side can be estimated by

(z,t) — u(y,t)] to ju(z,t) — uly, 1)
Y(x) dedydt < c / / / dxdydt,
/t /n\Bp /Bp ‘"HS (@) to—0 JR\B, /B |zo — y|"F2s

3p/4

| /\

| /\

(4.22)
where we have used
M§1+MS2 forx€B3p/4,y€Bp.
|z =y |z =yl
Since w is in C ([to — 0, t0); L*(B,)),
- To+e
\(W)B (T1) — (udh) g, (To)| = lim ][ ][ w dz dt —][ ][ wp dz dt| . (4.23)
P e—0 —€ Bp Bp
Therefore, we combine (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23) to discover (4.20). O

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

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

HUHLOO(Ql) <1, Tail(u;0,1) <1, and sup [u('at)]CB(BI/Q) < Kg, (4.24)
te[—(1/2)2s,0]

for some 0 < < min{2s,1} and Kz > 0. Then there exists c = c(n, s, \, B, Kg) such that

lu(z, t) — u(z,7)| < clt — 7|2 for any (x,1), (z,7) € Q1.
4

1
Proof. Let zg = (x0,t9) € Q1. Then Q,(20) C Q1 for 0 < p < min{(%) % ,%}. Notice
4 2
that

] <1+ ol <2 forye By,
ly — o ly — ol
to see
ess sup / %dy
te[—(1/2)25,0] SR\ By 5(z0) ¥ — ol

t
< eSSSUP/ ‘u(yi’)bdy%—esssup/ 7]u(y, )J’rz dy (4.25)
te[-1,00 JRm\By Y — To["t?S te[~1,0 J BI\By a(x0) |Y — To["F?*

< cTailo (10, 1) 4+ 27725 By| < c.
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Take a nonnegative cutoff function ¢ € C2°(B,(z¢)) in Lemma 4.5. Then

lu — g \dxdtgﬂ lu — (urh) (t)| dx dt
/Zzpuo) @ Qu(z0) Petew)

+/Z2p<zo> () (1) = (48

g, Tl o d
Qp(zo)
= A1 + Ay + As.
We observe that

Qp()

<fl T, Oldsdes [ T, 0 - g, | drde
QP(ZO) o QP(ZO) 0
= Ay + As.
Therefore it is sufficient to estimate A; and As.

Estimate A;. Using Holder inequality, Lemma 4.4 and (4.24), we have

3
A <c ,023][ ][ / n(+y2; i dx dy dt
to 25 Bp(:vo Bp(:vo |'r - |
1
to K2 2
<c p25][ ][ / %dmdydt < epP.
to—p2s J By(zo) J Bp(xo) ’1’ - y’

Estimate A,. From Lemma 4.5, we deduce

to ___
Ay < ][ . ][ (), ag) (1) = (), g (7)] i
su

= p \(M/J)B( )(TO) (u T/J)Bp(xo)(Tl)\

TO,T1E to—p3s to)

t
23 1][ / ][ |u(z, n+2(8 1)‘d dy dt
to—p2s J Bp(z0) J Bp(z0) ’1’ - ’

t
+cpzs][ / ][ lu(z,t) — n(+28 1N dy dt
to—p* JR™\B,(20)/ By(ao) %0 = Y]
= A1+ Az

By (4.24), we see the following

Ay < cp*s1 / ][ dx dydt < c(n,s, 5, \) K pﬁ.
to— pQS Bp :L'Q Bp :L'Q |1E _y|n+2$ 1-5 g

We use (4.24) and (4.25) to discover

A22<cp][ / ][ lute.t) —uly: )| o, 4, gy
to—p2s JR"\B1 J B, (0) |20 — y|"t2s
02 J B1\B,(20) / B, (o) !960 - !

to
to
2s ”U, Z, t ’
<cp ]{ . /Rn ][ ]w — ’n+2s dx dy dt
00— \Bl Bp $() 0 y

+ chS][ / ][ [u(y, nJ‘FQS dx dydt + cKgp® < cpP.
to— 25 "\Bl Bp(l‘o) ‘xo - ‘
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Combining the estimates A; and As yields

ﬂ (U —gq, (x| dz dt < cp’.
Qn(20)

With the help of Lemma 2.1, we have

lu(z,t) — u(z, 1) < c|t — 7'|2% for any (x,t), (z,7) € Q1.
4

5. HIGHER HOLDER 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 Hélder regularity for
the inhomogeneous problem (1.1). Throughout this section, we assume that ¢,r > 1 satisfy

n 1
— 4+ - < 1. 5.1
2qs + r < ( )

Lemma 5.1. For any € > 0, there exists a small 6 = d(n, s,q,r, A\, €) > 0 such that for any local
weak solution u to (1.1) in Qg with

sup|u] <1 and Taily(u;0,4) <1,

4

if there hold
|A — Al oo mnscrax -4z 0) <0 and || fllpar(@s) < 6,
where A € Lo(\), then there is a local weak solution v to
{@v + E%v =0 in Qo
v=1u on OpQ2 U ((R™\ By) x [—2%,0])
such that
lu — v ey <€

Proof. We prove this lemma by contradiction. Suppose there exist some ¢y > 0, {4}, C
Lo(N), {4}, C Lo(N), { P}, with (1.3), {fr}p2, with (5.1) and {uy}}2, such that uy is a

local weak solution to
3 .
Opur + L g7 uk = [ in Q4

with
sup |ug| <1, Tailoo(ug;0,4) <1, (5.2)
Qa
- 1 1
1A% = Akl Lo grxrnx—a2e .0 < . and | fillar@i) < 7, (5.3)
but
luk — vkl oo () = €0 (5.4)

for any local weak solution vy to

{Btvk + ciivk =0 in Qo
V= UL on dpQo U ((Rn \ Bg) X [—22870]).

Then wy == uy, — vy € L2 <(—22s, 0] 5W08’2 (Bg)) NC ([-2%,0]; L* (By)) solves

Orwy, + Ei'zuk — Ezzvk = fi in Q. (5.5)
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For convenience, we write I = [—225, 0]. By an approximation argument, we take wy as a test
function for (5.5) to get

/ w,%(x t) A
//n /n Dy u;€|xx_t ;szks(y’t)) (wi(z,t) — wi(y, 1)) Ax (2, y, t) dz dy dt
//n /n Dy ( Uk z, ty;szs(y’t))(wk(x’t) — wi(y, ) Ap(2,y, 1) dz dy dt

—/ fkwk d.%'dt
1 J By

where we have used the fact that wy(z,—2%) = 0 for € By. Now let us handle the second
and the third terms on the left hand side. Set

I—// / Dy ( uk| (z,1) |Tﬁuéks(y,?f))(wk(ﬂj,t)_wk(y,t)),alk(g;,y,t)da;dydzt,
n n T —

(5.6)

and

O (v (x,t) — vg(y, t ~

Note that (1.3) 1mphes

1
(@ (uk(,1) = un(y, 1)) = Pr(vr(z, 1) = vr(y, )] (we (2,8) = wi(y, 1)) > ~|wi(2,1) — wi(y, ).
By using the above inequality and (1.3), we get
I—-11

//n /n (I)k uk xZ, t - uk(y‘;' )_) _’nqi/;gvk(x’t) - vk(y’t)) (wk(x,t) o wk(y,t))fik dr dydt

//n /n D ( uk‘xx_t ‘;_Zli(y,t)) (wp (2, ) — wi(y, 1)) (Ap — /Ik) dx dy dt

£) 2
// / 1ok Tx_ ;ﬁgy OF gy at
lug (2, 1) — up(y, 1] i
. PR |wg(z,t) — wi(y, t)||Ax — Ag| dz dy dt.

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

|wy(w,t) — wy(y, 1)
J::es§€slup/B wi(z,t) dx—i—//n/n |a:— s dz dy dt
2

< / frwy dzx dt

up(z,t) — uk(y, R
+c// / s ( ’m—y‘"-fg(g Ol o s #) = w0 A — Al der iy

=:cJ1 + cds.

Estimate of J;. Using Lemma 2.2, Holder’s inequality, and Cauchy’s inequality, we have

1
T < el fillFarga) + 37
Estimate of Jy. From (5.3),

// / Jug,(z, 1) ufz(y () — w(y, )| der dy it
Bs J B3 ’1’— ’n S
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// / ]ukmt ufz)(y (. ) — ey, )| e dy it
R”\B3 J B3 y|n ’

Ja1 + J22).

= E(
To get estimate of Jo 1, we use Holder inequality and Cauchy inequality so that

g < [l Oy dt)%  —

J
2
S c/l[uk("t)]ws’Q(BS) dt + g

Moreover, Lemma 3.2 and (5.2) imply fl[uk(-,t)]%/s’g(BS) dt <c. Thus Jo; < c+ J/8. Next, we
are going to estimate Jo 5. In light of the fact that w = 0 a.e. in (R™\ By) X I, we observe

ug(z, t)] + |ug(y, t
e //R \B/B |k |x—| |1|1+];£y )||wk(:c,t)|dxdydt
n N o
Uk (X t
//IR \B/B |::|:—y|n+2s wg(z,t)| dx dy dt
n N o
ug(y,t
//R \B /B |x|— |n+2s wi(x,t)| dx dy dt
n 3 .

= Joo1+ J229.

=

To get estimate of Jz 21, we use the assumption supg, |ug| < 1 in (5.2) to see

t)
// / ’U% xnt+2s (m t |d$dy dt < // / ’wk xn+2’s d dx dt
R"\B3 J By lz —y By JR™\B3 lz —yl
// / [ 0] 4 g a
Bs JR™\ B3 ]
_c// |w (x, t)| dx dt,
I1JB,

where we have also used the fact that = v o8 bounded above for all z € By and y € R™ \ Bs.
Furthermore, to estimate Ja2 2, we used the assumption Tails (ug;0,3) < 1 as follows.

’uk y7 ‘uk y7 ’
wi(x,t) d:cdydt<c wi(x,t)| dy dx dt
//RR\Bg /Bg ‘x - ’n+28| ( | B Rn\Bg ‘y’n+2s | ( )|

gcTailoo(uk;O,?))// |w(z,t)| dx dt
1JB,

gc// |w(z, t)| dx dt.
1JB,
%
J272§c// |wk(x,t)|d:cdt§c<// |wk(:c,t)|2dxdt>
1JB, 1JB,

Combining all the above estimates, we have

0 2
// / ]wkx wfgf’ Dl dxdydt—{—eSSSUP/ wi(z,t)dz <
Ba J Ba |n tel b2

Therefore, we have

Thus

N‘|Q

lim ess sup/ wi(z,t)dr = 0. (5.8)
k—o0 tel B>
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By Lemma 3.5, u; and vy are Holder continuous functions in Q1. In particular, there is a
p = p(s) > 0 such that for any zy € Q1, Q2,(20) C Q2. From Lemma 1.1, (5.2), and (5.7), we

have
1

2

vkl Loo (@, (z0)) < € ﬂ vidzdt |+ Tails (vi; 2o, p/2, to — p**, 1)
Q29 (20)

1
2 2
<c </§[ uj dx dt> + (ﬂ wi dx dt)
Q2p( (20) Q2p (20)

+ec (Tailw(uk;xo,p/Q,to — pzs,to) + Tailo (wg; o, p/2, to — pzs,to)) <e.

Similarly, using Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 3.5, we see that there are constants 5 = f(n,s,q,r,\)
and ¢ = ¢(n, s,q,r, A) which are independent of k such that

sup [vg (2, )| + [vg] <c

Q1

)

P35 (@)

and

_ <ec.

Sﬂ) |uk(xat)| + [uk]cg,%(Ql) =

Q1
By Arzelé-Ascoli theorem, there exist a subsequence of wy; and a continuous function w in Q1
such that wg; = w in Q1. From (5.8) with the uniqueness of the limit, we have
Jim |l o @y = 0
which contradicts (5.4). This completes the proof. O

Now using Lemma 5.1, we obtain the higher Holder regularity provided that the kernel
coefficient A is sufficiently close to the corresponding kernel coefficient A which is invariant
under the translation and the nonhomogeneous term f is sufficiently small in L%".

Lemma 5.2. For any 0 < a < min {28 — (% + %), 1}, there is a positive § = 6(n, s,q, 7, \, ) <
1 such that for any local weak solution u to (1.1) in Q4 C Q5 with
sup|u| <1 and Taily(u;0,4) <1, (5.9)

4
and any A € L1(\; By x By x [—4%%,0]), if
IA = All oo (B, Byx 425,00y < 6 and || fllLar(qa) < 6, (5.10)
then we have u € C®2: (Q1) with the estimate
[u]CQ,%(Ql) <c(n,s,q,r\ ).

Proof. Step 1: Regularity at the origin. We want to show that there is a sufficiently
small § > 0 such that under the assumptions as in (5.10), there exist a = a(n,s,q,r, A, @),
c=c(n,s,q,r, A\ a) and small p < % satisfying

|lu(z,t) — aHLoo(ka) <ecp™®, k>0.
To prove the statement, it is sufficient to show the following.

Claim: There exist a positive p = p(n, s,q, 7\, a) < %, a =c(n,s,qr o) and {a;}2
with a_; = 0 such that

sup |u(p'z, p*'t) — a;| < p™, la; — ai_1| < c1p™, i >0, (5.11)

Q4

and

u (piy, p2it) — a;
ess sup / [ (p Al +)2 d dy <1, i>0. (5.12)
te[—425,0] JR™\ By Pyt
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Proof of the claim. Suppose a constant ¢; > 0 is given, which is to be determined later. Let
a a+min{2s,1}
2

and take a small p = p(n, s, a,c1) < 1—12 such that

_ 1 - p°

1) +1< 2%, 2 (14 Qo+ 1)28) < 2 and ep® < (s-6/2)—L—, (513
@ + 1< 2, 2 (14 Qe+ D3E) < 5 and e < (5= /25l (13
where w, means the surface area of n-dimensional unit sphere. Take ¢ = Z(Tswn)pa, then

we find a suitable § = 5(n,s,q,r,~)\,o¢) as in Lemma 5.1. Now we extend A by A outside
By x By x [—4%,0]. Then we get A € L1(By x By x (—42%,0)) N Lo(A\) and
[A— AHLOO(Rannx[—@S,O}) <.
Now we construct a;, i > 0, as follows. For i = 0, set ap = 0. Then (5.9) directly implies (5.11)
and (5.12) . Now suppose that there is a; satisfying (5.11) and (5.12) for ¢ = 0,1,...,k. Set
u (pk, p%t) — ay,
pozk

up(, 1) = Sl t) = p Bk (g PR (1) € R x (—42,0],

A= A (phw, by, p25t) | A= A (o by p20), (21) R X R X R,
and

1
Pr(§) = W‘I) <Pak§) , §eR
Then u;, is a local weak solution to
Opug, + Eiiuk = fr In Q4
such that
lug|l o (@, < 1 and Taily (ug;0,4) < 1. (5.14)

Moreover, Ay, A € Lo(\) and fy, satisfy

HAk - AkHL“’(R"xR”x[—@S,o]) < 5,

and

(2s—a)k— (%+%>k‘

1 fellLar@q) < p [fllLar @, <0

Here we used 2s — (% + %) >« and p < 1. By Lemma 5.1 with € = 57

S (0% 1
STEEERm T there exists a

weak solution v to
O+ L0 =0 in Qs
k
v = ug on OpQa U ((]R" \ Bo) x [—2%, 0])
with s
— oo < — p“. 5.15
A similar calculation as in (5.7) shows

ﬂ v2dxdt§cW (uk—v)2dxdt+/§/ uzdxdt} <cg,
2 2 2

where ¢ = ¢(n, s,q,r, A) is independent on k. Moreover, (5.14) implies
Tailo (v;0, 1, [—2%,0]) < Tailo (ug; 0, 1, [—22%,0]) + Tailes (ug — v;0, 1, [—22%,0]) < ¢,

where ¢ = ¢(n, s,q,r,A) is also independent on k. Then in light of Theorem 1.1, Lemma 4.3
and Lemma 4.6, we can take ¢; = ¢1(n, s,q, 7, \, &), which is independent on k, so that

|v(0,0)] < ¢1 and [v] <. (5.16)

o @)
Note that )

[v(z,t) —v(0,0)|| Lo (Qs,) < c1p™
to discover

|ug(z,t) = v(0,0)[| Lo (Qu,) < lluk(z,t) — v(z,t)|| Lo (Qu,) T v, ) — v(0,0)[[ Lo (@4,) < P,
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where we have used (5.13) and (5.15). Take ag1 = aj + v(0,0)p**. Then (5.11) also holds for
i = k + 1. Furthermore, we estimate

‘u (pk+1y’p2s(k+1)t) _ ak+1‘
R\ By po L) [y |mor2s

esssup
te[—425,0]

dy

= esssup
te[—425,0

{u (pkﬂy,p%(k“)t) _ ak-i—l‘ ]
| Jr\B, pa(k+1)|y|n+2s Yy
)

+ esssup

/ |u (P 1y, p2 1) — gy | ay
tE[—42S,O] Bé\Bl
PP

poz(k-‘,-l) ’y‘n—f—Zs

+ esssup
te[—425,0]

dy=IT1+11+1II.

/ Ju (p" 1y, V) — ap
B \Ba pa(k-i—l)‘y’n-‘rQs
P

Then using (5.11) for i = k4 1 and (5.12) for i = k, we have

k 2sk
U , t) —a
I = pQS_O‘ ess sup / | (p yaZ nl% k+1‘ dy
te—(4p)25,0] JR™\ By P** |yl
_ u (pFy, p*Ft) — ax| lay — agq1]
< p¥=o | esssup / ‘ dy + esssup ——dy
(te[42s,0} R™\ By pFly[nt2s te[—a2s,0] Jrm\ By PRy

S p2sfa <1 _{_61%) ’

_ u (pFy, p*sFt) — ax| lar, — ag11]
IT < p*~ | esssup / | dy + esssup — T dy
<t€[425,0} Bi\B1 pFly[nt2s te[—a25,0 BB, POy

Wn,
25’
In addition, using (5.13), (5.15) and (5.16), we obtain

k 2sk ok
) t) — + ; t
III < pZS—a ess Sup ‘u (P Y, p ) (ak P U(y ))‘ dy
ak|,,|n+2s
te[~(4p)25.0] / B1\Bs, p*lyl

_ pakv(y7 t) - pakU(O’ 0)
+p77% | esssup / | I Ly
t€[—(4p)?#,0] Y B1\Bap Py

t) — t
<o oy [ OOy [y,
te[—(4p)25,0] J B1\Ba, |y te[—(4p)25,0] J B1\Ba, |y

a—a
Wn 14 Wn,

<
S P (4w “2%-a
We combine the estimates I, [, I1] and (5.13) to find

‘u (pk+1y’p2s(k+1)t) _ ak+1| Wn

3
ess sup / dy < p**=@ <1 + (2¢1 4+ 1) > +-<1.
te[—425,0] JR"\ By plhtDay|n+2s 2s 8

< PPy + 1)

3
< -
-8

This completes the proof of the claim.
By (5.11), a; converges to some a € R and
lu(a,t) — allge(q ) < o™, i 30
This finishes Step 1.
Step 2: Regularity in Q. Let 29 € Q1. Then Q4,(20) € Q2 from (5.13). Now set
u(z,t) =u (px + 2o, p2t + to) . filz,t) = p*f (pac + 0, p2t + to) , (x,t) € Qu,
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and
Ai(z,y,t) = A (pz + 0, py + Yo, P25t + to), (z,y,t)€ R?" x R.
Then @ is a local weak solution to
Ot + L3 4= f1 in Q.

Moreover, (5.13) implies
sup || <1 and Tail(;0,4) < 1.

4
From the result of Step 1, there is some constant a € R such that

|la(z,t) — aHLoo(ka) <ep™, k>0,

which implies
lu(z, €) = alloe(@ i (o)) < cp®F D k> 0. (5.17)

Let (xo,t0), (x1,t1) € Q1. We may assume ty < t;. Then there is a nonnegative integer k > 0
such that (zo,t0) € Qr(z1,t1) \ @ r+1(21,t1), which implies that

PP <z — 1| + [to — 1|2 < 20" (5.18)
From (5.17), there is a constant a; € R such that

lu(z,t) = a1l (@ (w110 < 0™

Therefore, we have
[u(@o, to) — u(w, t1)] < Julo, to) — ar| + lar — ul@r, t1)| < 2|u(,t) — a1l re(q @10y < ™.

We combine the above inequality and (5.18) to see that
1 e}
(o, to) — u(z1,t1)] < ¢ (|x0 — 1|+ [to — t1|%) . (5.19)

Since we have proved (5.19) for any (zo,to) and (z1,%;) € Q1, we conclude that u € C®2 (Q,)
with the estimate

[u]ca,%(Ql) S C.
O

Now we are ready to prove the main result.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let § > 0 be a small number to be determined later, depending on
a. Let Qp,(20) € Q. Set

1
2s 25\ 2s
. po 1 3 1
_ L3y _ (1L 5.20
p = min 32,8<(4> (2)> 0 (5.20)

so that Qu,(Z) € Qsp, (20) for any Z € Qo (20). Fix Z € Q%o(zo). According to the assumption
T 2 A N
(1.6), there exist 0 < pz < min{p, 22} and Az € L1 (X\; B,.(&) x B,,(Z) x [t — p%*,t]) such that

Az — AHLoo(B% ()X Buj, (&) x [t—(4p2)** F]) <o

We write
. o (455)23’@*278)
Mo = [|ull e (quy. (2)) + Tailos (us; 2,4pz) + 5 11l (@up. ()
to define
) w(psw+a, (=) t +1) (p) f (s + 7, (p)>" t +1)
u(l’,t) = ) fl(xat) - (.%',t) S Q47

My ’
Al(l’,y,t) =A (ﬁix + i.aﬁiy + i.a (ﬁE)QSt + £> ) (.%',y,t) € RQn X R7
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X R,

36
Azy(@,y,t) = A (psw+ 3, sy + 3, (5) L+ 1), (,9,1) € R
EeR.

and

Then @ is a local weak solution to
Qi+ L5 0= fi in Qq

with
sup |a| < 1 and Taily(@;0,4)

4

where ®; satisfies (1.3). Also we directly check
||AZ 1= AlHLOO B4><B4><[7425,0]) S 6 a‘nd ||f||Lqr Q4) < 6

We are now under the assumptions and settings in Lemma 5.2, which implies that there is a

positive constant d(n, s, q, 7, A, &) such that
[ﬁ]ca,% (Ql) S c(n, $,q,T, )‘7 Ck)

Therefore, scaling back, we have
. ~ ~ \25—
(nuum% o+ Tailoo(u:2.472) + (5205 a0 (Z>)>

c
Wloe 50,00 < 50
Let us see the second term of the right hand side. For fixed t € [to — (3p0)"* to]
t t t
/ ’u(y7n1>’2s d / N‘u(y7n12s dy +/ Ju(y’nl’%
R™\By;. (7) 1T =Y RM\Byy (20) 17—y Bygy (20)\Biz (3 17—yl
u(y,?)] 2
< ———————dy + c||u|| L~ 5
/R”\B o (o) 170 — g2 Y Il @ oz
4
(5.21)
where we have used
& =yl 2 lzo =yl = |2 — wo2clzo —yl, ¥ € R"\ Qam (20)-
Thus
. . |u(y, t)]
Tailoo (u; 2, 4pz) < cfjull (g +cpd®  esssup /
> : ( 3%1(20)) te[tO*(%po)Qs,tO] ]Rn\B3p z0) ‘xo—y‘n“S
In turn, we use (5.21), Qup,(Z) € Q300 (20) and Theorem 1.1 with a simple modification to derive
4
C |u(yat)|
(U] o8 oy (s — | lullze (@ + p3*  esssup /
o (Q”Z(Z)) z TO( ») te[to—(30)2* to] Rn\BTO z0) 120 = y[rree
25— ﬂ—l—%s
+ s G >HfHLw(Q§ (g)))
4 PO
1
¢ 2 ’ 2 u(y,t)|
<= ﬂ u?(z,t)dedt | + p5°  esssup / s
Pz Qpg (20) te[to—(po)?*,to] R"\Bp ’wo — |
(5.22)

25— +2S
+ po (3 >HfHLq (on(zw))
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N
Since Q%o(zo) is compact, there is a finite subcover {Qﬁsi (21)} of Q%o(zo) and we choose

4 =1

Pmin = n%in Nﬁgi > 0. (5.23)

=1,4,...,

Fix z1 = (z1,t1), 22 = (x2,t2) € Q%o(zo). Let us assume

428 Tls
max 4‘.%'1 — 1‘2‘, (W‘tl — t2’> < Pmin- (5.24)

We note that there exists 7 such that 21 € Q5;, (2;). We are going to show 23 € @5, (%). By
I 2"
(5.24) and (5.23), we have

Pmin ﬁé- ﬁé-
7 < 7
4 + 4 — 2

|z — ;| < |xg — x| + |21 — 4| <

and

B B 225 -1 2s 5. 2s 5. 2s
[te —ti| <[te —t1] + |t1 — i < (4#4- (%) < <pzl> )

which implies 22 € @5, (%). Thus (5.22) yields

2

1
2
[u(z1) = ulz)| < c( (ﬂ u?(x,t) dz dt) + Tails (u; 20, po /2, PE°)
Qpo (20)

\xl — 1‘2’0‘ + ’tl — tg‘%

(5.25)
28—(%“1‘275

+ Py HfHLw(on(zoD)'

1

On the other hand, if max {4]361 — x9|, <2245—2j1\t1 — t2]> Z} > pPmin, then we deduce that

[u(21) — u(z2)|
|z — @] + |t1 — tz\%

< CHUHLO"(Q%(ZO))

1
2
< c( (ﬂ u?(z,t) da dt) + Tailo (u; 20, po/2, PE°) (5.26)
Qp (20)

28—(%"'%)

+ Py HfHLw(on(zo»)'

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

_n+42s

[“]ca’é‘é<cz%a(za)>§c<p° * ull 2@y o)) + Tailoo (1 20, p0/2, 957)

s=(5+%)

2
+ Py HfHLw(on(zoD)'

Since @, (20) is chosen arbitrary, we have u € Cg’fs Q7). O

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

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

Alw,.t) = Ay )
B
() — @)l + 1113

<L, x99y €Qandtt €(0,7T), (5.27)
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for some constants 5 € (0,1) and L > 0. Then u € Cgcg(QT) for any « satisfying (1.5). In

particular, there is a sufficiently small pg = pg(n,s,q,7, A\, a, B, L) such that for any Q,,(20) €
Qr with po < pg , we have

c _ni42s . 9
(o8t @ ateo) < 75 <p° " ll2(Qp o)) + Tailoo (45 20, p0/2, 957)

%)
N pisf(%%)

(5.28)
HfHLq»me(zo>>>7

where ¢ = c¢(n, s,q,7,\, ).

Proof. Fix a € (O,min {23 — (% + %) ,1}). Let § = d(n,s,q,r,A\,a) > 0 be determined in

Lemma 5.2. By (5.27), there is a sufficiently small pg = pg(n,s,q,7, A, o, 8, L) > 0 such that if
(z,y,t), (2, ¢, t') € Q x Q x (0,T) satisfy

1
(- 1) <1,
then
|A(z,y,t) — A(2',y/, )] < 6.
We now take Q,, (z0) € Qp with py < pg. Then for any z € on(zo)7 we see that

Az — AHL°°(B4p(i)><B4p(i“)><[ff(4p)25,£]) <9

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

Az(z,y,t) = A(Z,2,t), (2,y,t) € Bap(T) x Byy(T) x [f— (4p)25,ﬂ

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

1
¢ 2 [u(y, 1)
[u] a, & < — ﬂ u2 dx dt -+ p2$ ess sup / _ I\ dy
erEQ() P Qpg (20) 0 t€[to—(po)2s,to] / R*"\Bpg (z0) |£C() - y|n+2s

2
25— ﬂ+275
+ P G >||f||w<c2po<zo>>>

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s,q,r, \, ). Using the definition of p given in (5.20), we get

c 9 . 9s
« < — .
[U]CO"TS(Q,J(E)) < < (ﬁ[%(zo) u” dx dt) + Tail (u; 20, po/2, p5°)

25— ﬁJrQTS
+ Py (3 )||f||Lw(Qp0(zo))>

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s,q,7, A\, a). We now use the standard covering argument to conclude
(5.28). O

NI

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 » > 1 by regularizing the nonhomogeneous term. To this end, let us
introduce appropriate function spaces. Let  and €' be bounded open sets with Q € Q' C R™.
We introduce a space as in [26],

X52(0,9) = {ve W(Q) N L3,(R") ; v=¢ on R*\Q} for ¢ € L3 (R").
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Assume that functions ug, f and ( satisfy the followings,
ug € L*(9),
f e L9 (Qy) for QLqS n % <14 4% (A.1)
¢ € L*0,T; W*2()) N L*(0,T; L, (R™)) and 9,¢ € (L*(0,T; W())".
We say that u € L2(0,T; W2(Q)) N L?(0,T; L,(R™)) N C([0,T]); L*(2)) is a weak solution to
o+ LY = f in Qx (0,7)
u=_ on R™\ Q x [0, 7] (A.2)
u(+,0) = ug on €,
if it satisfies the following three conditions:
(1) u(-t) € ng’,t)(Q, V) for almost every ¢t € I.
(2) lim [u(:, ) —wuol[L2() = 0.
For every ¢ € L2(t1,t2,XS 2(Q,9)) N CY([t1, t2]; L2()), we have

/m/ u(z, 1) p(x, t dxdt+/t2/n/n |x_y|_nﬁ§f’t))(¢(x,t)—¢(y,t))dxdydt

- [ [ st~ [ T

whenever J = [t1,t2] € I.

t=tq1

Lemma A.1. Under the assumptions (A.1), there is a unique weak solution
u € L*(0, T;W**(Q')) N L*(0,T; Ly, (R™)) N C([0,T7; L*(R))
o (A.2). In particular, if ( € L>(0,T; Ly, (R™)), then u € L>=(0,T; L, (R™)).
Proof. Take a sequence {fy}nen C C([0,T]; L4(R2)) such that lim, e [|fn — fllLer@.) = O
Since {fn}nen C L*(0,T;L4(Q)) C L2 (O,T; <X§’2(Q,Q’))*), we can use [5, Theorem A.3]

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

u, € L2(0,T; W*2()) N L?(0, T; L3, (R™)) N C([0, T]; L*(£2))

to
Optn + L%, = f, inQx(0,7)

Up = on (R™\ Q) x (0,7
un(+,0) = ug on €.
We next show that {u, — (}nen is a Cauchy sequence in L2(0,T; W*2(R™)) N C([0,T]; L?(52)).
Then uy, — um € L2(0,T; Wg*(Q)) N C([0, TT; L*(R)) and
Oty — ) + LYUp — LY = fro — frn 0 Q. (A.3)
Using u, — uy, as a test function to (A.3), we deduce that

T
sup /(un — ) (z, ) do + /0 [(un — um)(-,t)]%/vs,g(w) dt

t€[0,T]

<c/ / — Uy ) dx dit

for some constant ¢ = ¢(\). Then using Lemma 2.2 and Young’s inequality, we have

T
sup [ = w200+ [ (= ) Oyt < el FnlFaray
tefo,1]JQ 0
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This implies that {u, — (}nen is a Cauchy sequence in L2(0,T; W*2(R"™)) N C([0, T); L3()).
Then we have

i= lim u, —C€ L0, T; WH2(R™)) N C([0, T]; L*(2)).
Since lim up, = i+¢ € L2(0, T; We2(Q))NL2(0, T; L, (R™)) and @+¢ = ¢ on (R™\ ) x (0, T),

we have
w= i+ € L0, T WH3(Q)) 1 L2(0, T; L, (R™) 1 C((0, T]; I2(2))
is a weak solution to (A.2). For the uniqueness, let u,v be solutions to (A.2). Then u —v €

L2(0,T; Wg*(€)) N C([0,T]; L2(Q)) and it satisfies
(u—v)+ LY — L5y =0 in Q.

Taking u — v as a test function, we get

T
sup [ (w0 () dot [ (= 0) O dt <0,
te[0,T] JQ 0

which implies v and v are same in L?(0, T} W(‘;’Q(Q)) N C([0,T); L?(2)). In addition, if ¢ €
L>(0,T; L}, (R™)), we discover that

[w(y, t)] / lw(y, ?)| ¢(y, 1)
ess sup/ —————dy <esssup | —————— dy + esssup ——dy < o0,
te(0,1) Jrn 1+ |y| T2 teor) Jo 1+ |y[" T2 te(0,1) Jrm\ 1+ [y[" T2

which yields that
u € L>(0,T; Ly (R™)).
O
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