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NONLOCAL ELLIPTIC AND PARABOLIC EQUATIONS WITH
GENERAL STABLE OPERATORS IN WEIGHTED SOBOLEV
SPACES

HONGJIE DONG! AND JUNHEE RYU?:2

ABSTRACT. We study nonlocal elliptic and parabolic equations on C*7 open
sets in weighted Sobolev spaces, where 7 € (0,1). The operators we consider
are infinitesimal generators of symmetric stable Lévy processes, whose Lévy
measures are allowed to be very singular. Additionally, for parabolic equations,
the measures are assumed to be merely measurable in the time variable.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the parabolic equation
Owu(t,x) = Lyu(t,z) + f(t, ), (t,xz) € (0,T) x D,
u(0,2) =0, €D,
u(t, ) = up(x), (t,z) € (0,T) x D,
as well as the corresponding elliptic equation

Lu(z) = f(x), x €D,

u(z) =0, x € D°. (L1)

where D is a C1'7 open set with 7 € (0,1). Here, L; is a time-dependent symmetric
nonlocal operator of order « € (0,2), while L is independent of the time variable.
More specifically, the operators L; is defined by

Loda) = 5 [ (o) + ue =) = 2u@) wldy). t€O.T), (12

where 14 is a nondegenerate a-stable symmetric Lévy measure for each t € (0, 00).
The operator L for the elliptic equation is defined as ([L2)) with time-independent
Lévy measure v instead of vy

Lu(z) = 5 / (u(w+y) + u(e — y) — 2u(@)) v(dy). (13)
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2 NONLOCAL EQUATIONS IN WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

For instance, the operator L becomes the fractional Laplacian —(—A)®/2 when
v(dy) = cly| =4~ *dy for some ¢ > 0. Another simple example is the generator of d
independent one dimensional symmetric stable Lévy processes,

(2]

ld T+ yie;) + f(x —ye;) —2f(x

where e; is the unit vector in the i-th coordinate. In this case, the spectral measure
of Lévy measure (see (2I))) is a sum of 2d Dirac measures defined on the unit
sphere, which is very singular.

These types of operators can be derived as the infinitesimal generator of (time-
inhomogeneous) Lévy processes. Such stochastic processes have been widely studied
in both analysis and probability theory, and appeared in various fields such as
physics and mathematical finance.

In [44], it was shown that the optimal regularity of solution to (1)) is C*/%(D),
not C*(D), even in the case when L = —(—=A)*/? and f € Lo (D). Therefore,
obtaining solvability for the equations in Hy’ (D), the (unweighted) Sobolev spaces,
may not be possible. This necessitates the exploration of Sobolev spaces with
weights.

In this paper, we are mainly concerned with the weighted Sobolev spaces H. ; o(D)
and Ly ((0,T); H) 4(D)). In particular, when v € N,

~ 1/p
lelles, oy = (Z / |d§D’;u|pd§ddx> -
’ k=0"D

Here, d, denotes the distance from x to D¢ and the powers of d, are used to
control the behavior of u and its derivatives near the boundary. These spaces were
presented in [39, Section 2.6.3] for the specific case p = 2 and § = d. They were
generalized in a unified manner for p € (1,00) and 6,7 € R in [32] in order to
establish an L,-theory of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs). See, for
instance, [30, 35 B6]. Since the work [32], there are many results on second-order
equations in the weighted Sobolev spaces. See, for instance, [111, 25] 26 27, 29| [49].

The purpose of this paper is to present maximal regularity of solutions to nonlocal
equations in such weighted Sobolev spaces. In particular, for the elliptic equation

(T, we prove
/ (|d;“/2u|p+|d;‘/2(—A)“/2u|p) df;ddxgzv/ /2 f|PdO— da (1.4)
D D

provided that 6 is in a certain range. Here, due to the presence of dg/ 2, both f
and (—A)*/?u are in a space that allows them to blow up near the boundary. In
[7, 28], weighted estimates similar to (L4)) were proved when L = —(—A)*/2, D is
a Ct1 open set, and @ is in the sharp range (d — 1,d — 1 + p).

Compared to the results [7, 28], we study the equations in a more general setting
as we consider operators with highly singular Lévy measures as well as C1'7 open
sets with any 7 € (0,1). More precisely, when D is a half space or a bounded C'*7
convex domain, under certain ellipticity condition we establish (L4]) where 6 is in
the optimal range (d — 1,d — 1 + p). For general C™7 open sets, the same results
are obtained when 0 € (d — a/2,d — a/2 + ap/2). Here, the range of § is restricted
since we deal with singular Lévy measures. Nevertheless, in the case of convex
domains, such constraints are not necessary. Regarding the parabolic equations,
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the operators L; are assumed to be merely measurable in the time variable, and a
parabolic version of (4] is obtained.

For the proof of the main results, we derive a priori estimates and then use
the method of continuity. We first prove zeroth order estimates in Section FIl
For second-order equations, these weighted estimates can be obtained by using
integration by parts and the product rule of the differentiation. See [32, Section 6].
However, it appears that these fundamental methods are not directly applicable to
nonlocal operators. In [7], zeroth order estimates for I = —(—A)®/? were obtained
by using the sharp heat kernel estimates for the fractional Laplacian on C' open
sets. Compared to this, we do not rely on the representation in terms of the
fundamental solution since it is not available under our assumptions. Our approach
is more elementary and can be applied to a larger class of nonlocal operators. Next,
in Section [£.2] we provide higher order regularity of solutions by using an estimate
of the commutator term. See Lemma In this subsection, we apply the L,-
maximal regularity of equations with time-dependent operators in the whole space,
which is briefly handled in Appendix [B] by appealing a result in [42]. It is worth
noting that no regularity of open sets is utilized in Section[£.2] Finally, to apply the
method of continuity, the solvability of equations for L = —(—A)®/? is presented
at the beginning of Section

Now we give a short review on other relevant work. We first refer the reader to [1]
16, 17, 18, [19] for L,-maximal regularity results of equations with pseudodifferential
operators satisfying the p-transmission condition. In particular, in [I6], it was
proved that if f € L,(D) and D is C*°, then (LI has a unique solution in the
j-transmission space. These results were extended to C*7 open sets with 7 > « in
[1, 19]. In a similar setting, parabolic equations were handled in [I8]. We remark
that in this paper, we introduce a different approach and consider open sets with
lower regularity. For interior regularity results, we refer the reader to [3, 4 @, [43].
For instance, in [3], it was proved that if f € L,(D), then a solution u to (1)) with
L=—(—A)*?isin H .. (D). See also [5} [12] 20, 21} 22] for results on Lo spaces.

Let us also mention related results in Holder spaces. In [44], it was proved that
when L = —(=A)*/2, D is a C"' bounded domain, and f € L., (D), any solution
u to (L)) satisfies dz 'y € C?%(D) for some § > 0. This result was generalized in
[2, (13} 46] by considering more general operators. See also [47, 48] for the results for
equations on C1'7 or less regular domains. In [I0], it was shown that if the operator
is nonsymmetric, then boundary behavior of solution is more complicated, while for
symmetric operators, all solutions behave like a fixed power of the distance function
dg‘/ ®. See also [6, [45] for results about nonlinear nonlocal equations. Particularly,
boundary behavior of solutions to fully nonlinear equations were investigated in
[45].

We finish the introduction by introducing the notation used in this paper. We
use ¢ :=" or * =" to denote a definition. For a real number a € R, we write
ay = max{a,0}. Forany D C RY, d, := dist(z, D). By N and Z, we denote the set
of natural numbers and the set of integers, respectively. We denote Ny := NU {0}.
As usual, R? stands for the Euclidean space of points = (z1,...,z4). We also
denote

By(z):={yeR: |z —y| <r}, RL={(z1,...,2%) €R:z; >0}.
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We write R := R and R :=RL. We use Du to denote the partial derivatives of
order n € Ny with respect to the space variables. By C2?(R%), we denote the space
of twice continuously differentiable functions on R¢. By CZ(R?), we denote the
space of functions whose derivatives of order up to 2 are bounded and continuous.
For 1 < p < o0,0< T < o0, and a Banach space B, L,((0,T); B) denotes the set
of B-valued Lebesgue measurable functions u such that

T 1/17
lullz,(0,1):B) := (/O [ul dt)

For Borel measures I; and Iy on R, we write {1 < Iy if
l(A) <12(A)
for any Borel set A C R?. Lastly, we use the convention that negative powers of 0
is defined as 0.
2. MAIN RESULTS

We first introduce the assumptions for the operators. Let v be a Lévy measure
on R? that is, v is a o-finite (positive) measure on R? such that v({0}) = 0, and

/ min{1, |y|*} v(dy) < co.
Rd

A Lévy measure v is said to be symmetric if v(—dz) = v(dz). For a € (0,2), we
say that a Lévy measure v is a-stable if there is a nonnegative finite measure p on
the unit sphere S%~1, called the spherical part of v, such that

o dr
v(A) :/Sd—l/o 1A(r9)m w(do). (2.1)

In particular, when d = 1 and v(dy) = |y|~'~%dy, we have

Lu(x) = = /_OO (u(z +y) +ulx —y) —2u(z)) # = —71(=A)%u.  (22)

We first state our assumption on v. We say that a-stable Lévy measure v is
nondegenerate if v satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 2.1. (i) There exists A > 0 such that

A< inf lp- 0] u(d), (2.3)
peSI—L Jgd—1

where p is the spherical part of v.
(#4) There exists A > 0 such that

/ u(df) < A < . (2.4)

Next we consider time-dependent Lévy measure v; in (LZ). Assume that (v;)o<i<r
is a family of a-stable symmetric Lévy measure, that is,

o dr
Vt(A)_/Sdl/O 1A(T9)m we(dh),

where p; is the spherical part of 1, for each ¢. Here is our assumption on .
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Assumption 2.2. (i) If f is integrable with respect to v; for all ¢ € (0,T'), then
the mapping
t—= | fy)wn(dy)
Rd
is measurable.
(4i) There exist A > 0 and nondegenerate symmetric a-stable Lévy measure (1)
such that

ve > v vte (0,7), (2.5)
and

A< inf 0% (ap
S - 0%t (do),

where 11 is the spherical part of v,
(#31) There exists A > 0 such that

| md) <a<o te@)
Sd*l

where p; is the spherical part of v;.

Remark 2.3. Obviously, if v; satisfies Assumption 22 then for each t € (0,T), v,
satisfies Assumption 2.1

Now we present some weighted L, spaces which will be used throughout this
paper. Let D be an open set with nonempty boundary and d, := dist(x, D). For
any p > 1,0 € R, and n € Ny, we denote weighted Sobolev spaces of nonnegative
integer orders by

Hpy(D) :={u:u,d;Du,--- ,dyD"u € Ly (D)},

where L, (D) is an L, space with the measure d2~¢ on D. The norm in this space
is defined as

1/p
fullay 0y = 3 ([ 10 D2uopa-tac) (26)

|Bl<n

Here, notice that Ly, ¢(D) = H) 4(D).

Next, we generalize these spaces to Sobolev and Besov spaces of arbitrary order.
Let {¢,}nez be a collection of nonnegative functions in C°° (D) with the following
properties:

(i) supp(Cn) C{z € D:cre™™ <dy < coe™ ™}, c2>c1 >0, (2.7)
(i7) sup |DJ'Co(z)| < Npe™™, Vm e Ny
z€R?

(i) Y Ca(x) > >0, VoeD. (2.9)
neZ
To construct such functions, one can take, for example, mollifications of indicator
functions of the sets of the type {x € D : cze™™ < d, < cae™"}.
Let H) and B}, denote the Bessel potential space and the Besov space on R,
respectively. For any p € (1,00),0 € R and v € R, weighted Sobolev spaces H ) ,(D)
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and weighted Besov spaces B) (D) are defined as collections of distributions u
on D such that
[l ) = D2 G e ule™ )y < (2.10)
neL
and
[y oy = 3 eIl e, < o0
o neZ
respectively. The spaces H. Ve and B o L€ independent of choice of {(,}. See, for
instance, [38, Proposition 2.2]. More specifically, if {¢n} satisfies 27) and (28],
then we have
S ¢ (e ule™ )y < Nlully: o
neL "
Also, the reverse inequality holds if {(,} additionally satisfies (2:9). Furthermore,

when v = n € Ny, the two norms ([2.6) and (ZI0) are equivalent. The similar
properties also hold for B) (D).

Take an infinitely differentiable function ¢ in D such that N~y < d, < N
and for any m € Ny

sup |d;”D;”+1z/J(x)| < N(m) < oc.
D

For instance, we can take 9 (x) := Y., ., e "(n () (see also e.g. [26]).
Below we collect some facts about the space H) (D). For v € R, we write
u€YVH) o(D) if Y*u € H) ,(D).

Lemma 2.4. Let D be an open set with nonempty boundary, v,0 € R and 1 < p <
00.

(i) The space C°(D) is dense in both H) ,(D) and B} (D).
(ii) For v € R, we have
H),(D)=9"H),,,,(D) and B ,(D)=v"B) ., (D).
Moreover,
N7 ullaz, . o) < lullay o) < Nl ullgz, o),
and
N7y~ UJHngHUP(D) < HUHB;J) () < Ny~ VU||BM€+VP(D)7

where N depends only on d,~,v,p, and 6.
(111) (Duality) Let
Up+1/p'=1, 6/p+06'/p =d

Then, H,, /(D) and B, ,(D) are the dual spaces of H),(D) and B, ,,(D),
respectively.

Proof. We only deal with H ) ,(D) since the proofs for B) (D) are similar to those
for H) y(D). When D = R4, all the claims are proved by Krylov in [33], and those
are generalized by Lototsky in [38] for arbitrary domains. See Proposition 2.2 and

2.4, and Theorem 4.1 in [38], whose proofs are still valid for general open sets. The
lemma is proved. O
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Next, we introduce solution spaces for the parabolic equation. For 7,6 € R,
p € (1,00), and T € (0, 00|, we denote

Hp (D, T) := Ly((0,T); H, 4(D)),  Lpo(D,T) := Lyp((0,T); Lp,o(D)).

Let a € (0,2). For u € ¢*/2HS (D, T) with u(0,-) € v*/2~*/P B> ¢/?(D), we say

p,p;

u € 95 ,(D,T) if there exists f € Y ~=/?L, ¢(D,T) such that for any ¢ € C°(D)

<u(t7 ')7 ¢>D = <u(07 ')7 ¢>D + /O <f(57 ')7 ¢>D dS, Vte (07 T),
where (-, -) is defined as
Fave = [ fads

where f and g are measurable functions defined on E C R?. Here, we write Oyu := f.
The norm in this space is defined as

H“Hﬁ;ﬁg(D,T) L= ||1/’7a/2“”Hg,9(D,T) + ||1/1a/25tu||1Lp,9(D,T)

—a/24«a
+ |l / /pu(o,-)HBg’;z/p(D).

We introduce a notion of weak solution.

Definition 2.5. Let T € (0,00] and D C R? be an open set.
(7) (Parabolic problem) Given ug € L1 10c(D) and f € L1 10c((0,T) x D), we say
that u is a (very weak) solution to the equation

Opu(t,x) = Lyu(t, z) + f(t, ), (t,xz) € (0,T) x D,
u(0, z) = uo, z €D, (2.11)
u(t,z) =0, (t,xz) € (0,T) x D°,

if (a) u =0 a.e. in (0,T) x D¢ (b) (u(t,"), p)re and (u(t,-), Lip)ra exist for any
t<T and ¢ € C(D), and (c) for ¢ € C°(D) the equality

<’U,(t, ')7 ¢>Rd = <u07 ¢>D + /0 <u(87 ')7 LS¢>Rd ds + /0 <f(87 ')7 ¢>D ds

holds for all t < T'.
(#7) (Elliptic problem) Given f € Li0c(D), we say that u is a (very weak)
solution to the equation

{Lu(m = f(z), ze€D, (2.12)

u(z) =0, x € D°.

if (a) u =0 a.e. in D, (b) (u, P)ga and (u, Lp)ga exist for ¢ € C(D), and (c) for
¢ € C°(D) we have
<u7 L¢>Rd = <f7 ¢>D
We remark here that if u is a sufficiently regular strong solution, it is also a (very
weak) solution in the sense of Definition

The main purpose of this paper is to derive weighted maximal L, estimates in
CY7 open sets. Below we give the formal definition of C*™ open sets.
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Definition 2.6. For 7 € (0,1), an open set D C R? is said to be a C'™ open set if
there exists a constant Ry > 0 such that for any zq € D, there is a C1'7 function
® : R?"! = R and a coordinate system y = (y1,%’) centered at g, in which

DN Bry (o) = Bre(0) N{y : y1 > 2(y')}-
Now we state the main result for the parabolic equations.
Theorem 2.7 (Parabolic case). Let p € (1,00), a € (0,2), 7 € (0,1), and T €
(0, 00]. Suppose that vy satisfies Assumption[Z2 Assume that § € (d—1,d—1+p)
if D is a half space or a bounded CY7 convex domain, and 0 € (d — a/2,d — /2 +
ap/2) if D is a bounded C*7 open set. Then, for any f € ¢~%/?L,¢(D,T) and
ug € wa/Qfa/png;z/p(D), there is a unique weak solution u to 2II)) such that
U € ﬁg‘ﬁe(D,T), and for this solution we have

/2 —a/24«

lullss 0.1y <N (||1/1 P, o) + 1™ /puo||35;$/p(p)) ; (2.13)

where N = N(d,p,a, 0,7, D, \; A).
Here is the main result for the elliptic equations.

Theorem 2.8 (Elliptic case). Let p € (1,00), a € (0,2), and 7 € (0,1). Suppose
that v satisfies Assumption [Zl. Assume that 0 € (d — 1,d — 1+ p) if D is a half
space or a bounded CY'™ convex domain, and 0 € (d — a/2,d — a/2 + ap/2) if D is
a bounded C*™ open set. Then, for any f € 7,/}70‘/2Lp19(D), there is a unique weak
solution u to ZI2) such that u € 1/)a/2H1‘3‘79(D), and for this solution we have

||¢_a/2u||Hg,9(D) < N[ f|L, (D) (2.14)
where N = N(d,p,a, 0,7, D, \, ).

3. ANALYSIS OF DISTANCE FUNCTIONS

Throughout this section, Assumption 2.]is enforced.
We first introduce several useful facts on convex domains, which will be used in
the proof of Lemma

Lemma 3.1. Let D be a convex domain with nonempty boundary and x,y € D.
(i) For z := (1 —t)x + ty and t € [0, 1], we have
d. > (1 —t)dy +tdy. (3.1)
In particular,
d, > min{d,,d,}.
(i) Let 0 € S9=t. Then, if there is no ro > 0 such that x + 1ol € D, then
dyyreg > dy for any r > 0.

Proof. (i) Notice that it suffices to prove BI) for =,y € D. Let 2 € D such that

|z — 2| = d., and P be the hyperplane to 9D at 2. Take &,¢ € P such that both

x — & and y — y are parallel to z — 2. Then, since D is convex, &,y € D¢. Thus,
d:=|z—Z2=(1—-t)|z—2|+tly—y| > (1 —t)d, + td,.

(i4) Assume that z + rof € D for all rg > 0, and d,4,¢9 < d, for some r > 0.
Take ¢ € (0,1) such that dyt+r¢ = cdy. Then, by BI) with z := z + rf and
yi=1=(2—cx) =z + ;=0 € D, we get

1—c
(1-¢)dy <d,—cdy =0.
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However, due to the convexity of D, we have d, > 0, which gives a contradiction.
The lemma is proved. (|

Lemma 3.2. Let D be a convex domain with nonempty boundary, ko € (0,1),
k1 € (0,00), and kg € (—1,0). Let vy, be a measure taking the form

*° dr
() = [ [ 1alr0) T ) (32)
sd—1 Jo T
Then, for z € D,

[ Vv 53, v () < N (33)
Rd
where N depends only on d, k1, Ko, ko, A and D.

Proof. Let x € D and 6 € S4~1. To prove ([33)), by ([24), it suffices to show

0o
K —1—k —K1+K
/ 1dz+r9§"iodzdzir9r bdr < Ndm trhe,
0

Since D is convex, there exists at most one ry € (0, 00) such that x + r¢f € dD.
By Lemma [31] (#¢), we only consider the case when such rq exists. If dyiro < Kody,
then by BI)) with (x + 76, x + r¢f) instead of (z,y), we have r > (1 — ko)ro, and

dm—i—r@ > (1 - L) d;E
To

Since 19 = |(z + r90) — x| > d, (recall that negative powers of 0 is defined as 0),

[ele] 0 r K2
/ ldmﬂeg,iodxd:i_rer*l*m dr < di? / (1 - —) ro 1R gy
0 (

1—ko)ro To
< Nd2rg"™ < Ndj ™+,
The lemma is proved. O

Now we present the corresponding result for general open sets without convexity.

Lemma 3.3. Let D be an open set with nonempty boundary, ko,k1 € (0,00),
ko € [0,k1), and v, be a measure taking the form B2). For x € D and p > 0
such that kod; < p,
dz%y
lyl=p
where N depends only on d, kg, k1, k2 and A.

Vi, (dy) < Nd ™+, (3.4)

Proof. Since k2 > 0, using the relation dg4, < dg + |y|, we clearly have

[ vt <Nz [ ng@) N [ )
ly|>p ly|>p ly|>p
< Nd;2p7’“ _|_pr'~61+'~62 < Nd;ﬁl+ﬁ2.
Thus, we have (84). The lemma is proved. O

Corollary 3.4. Let D be a convex domain with nonempty boundary, ki,kg €
(0,00), k2 € (—1,k1), and vs, be a measure taking the form B2). Then, for
x €D and p > 0 such that kod, < p,

[y ) < N,
ly|>p
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where N depends only on d, k1, k2, kg, A and D.

Proof. Since the case ko > 0 is treated in ([B.4]), we only consider k3 < 0. Then, by
Lemma [3.2] we have

[y vy
lyl=p

< /d 1d:r+y§dz/2d;iy Viey (dy) +/ 1d:r+y>da:/2d;iy Vi, (dy)
R

ly|>p

SNdz—n1+n2+Nd:2/ Vm(dy)

ly|>p
< Nd;m-i'fiz + Nd;zp—m < d;N1+N2_

The corollary is proved. (Il

In the rest of this section, we deal with regularized distance functions defined on

CU7 open sets. We say that 1) is a regularized distance function on a C'™ open set
D if

N~Y(2) < ds < NY(2), ¢ €CY (D), D)l <N~ (35)
To construct such a function, one can follow the ideas in [I5] 26] (see also [24]).

Since we will compute Lt)(z) below, we additionally define ¢(z) = 0 on x € D°.

We first state explicit computations for one dimensional operators. The following
two lemmas are extensions of [I0, Propositions 4.3 and 4.4] (see also [14] [I7] 23]).
The proofs are given in Lemmas [A] and

Lemma 3.5. Let d =1 and L be an operator of the form [22) with a # 1. Let
u(z) == (z1)?, B (~1,a).
Then,
Lu(z) = Ka ()", @ €Ry,
where
2
Kop=—=T(—a)['(1+ B)'(a — B) cos(am/2) sin((8 — a/2)).
T
In particular,
Kop>0, Be(-1,-14+a/2)U(a/2,a),
Kop=0, B=-1+a/2ora/2, (3.6)
Kﬂf75<07 ﬂe (—1—|—o¢/2,o¢/2)
Lemma 3.6. Letd =1 and L = —(—A)'2. Let
u(z) = (z1)?, Be(=1,1).

Then,
Lu(@) = Ky sws)"), z€Ry,
where
—Bcos(Br),  Be€(0,1),
Kip=4q—x%, B =0,
B cos(fm), g e (-1,0)

Moreover, B8) still holds true with oo = 1.
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As a consequence of Lemmas and [3.6] we have the following. Here, K, 3 is
taken from the above two lemmas.

Corollary 3.7. Let d > 1 and L be an operator of the form (L3). Let p € %!
and define

w() = [(@-p)+ )P, Be(-1,a).
Then, fort >0,

Lu(z) = Nagl(@ - p)+ 1~ in {z - p> 0},
where
Na,p = Ka,p 16 p|* p(do).
gd—1
In particular,
NQ,B>07 BE(_15_1+Q/2)U(Q/2505)5
Nop=0, f=-14a/2 ora/2,
Nop <0, pe(-1+a/2,a/2).
Proof. Note that for fixed x € R?, » € R and § € S9!,
u(x+rd)=v(x-p+(6-p)r).
where
v(s) == (s4)".
Since r — u(x + rf) is a one-dimensional function, by Lemmas B35 and B8]

1 [ dr o o
3 /700 (u(z +70) + u(x — r6) — 2u(x)) e =Kuopl0-p|“(x- P)f.

This equality easily yields the desired result. The corollary is proved. O
The following two lemmas will be used to prove Lemmas and B.111
Lemma 3.8. Let 0 <e <1 and 8 < 1. Then, for a,b> 0,
la® —b°| < N(B,¢)|a — b|a® = + b7~ (3.7)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we only consider the case 0 < b < a. Let f(z) :=
|z# — b8|1/¢. Then, by the mean value theorem,

fla) = f(a) = f(b) = (a =) f'(c), (3-8)
for some b < ¢ < a. Here,
If'(c)] < @W — BB < N (PP PR P
= zxf(cﬁ/“1 +bP/EBBy < N(aP/emt 4 pPe Y,
This and (B.8) easily yield (817). The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 3.9. Let D be a C*™ open set, ¢ € (0,00), k1 € (0,00), k2 € (—1,k1),
and vy, be a measure taking the form [B.2)). Denote

1(2) = (Y(z) + V(@) - (2 — 7)) 4.
Then, for z € D,

[ ) < NE ),
ly|>eip(z)
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where N depends only on ¢, k1, k2, A and D.

Proof. Due to the definition of v, we have

[ty )
ly|>cy(x)
:/ / @)+ V) 0r) ] dr an) = / 1(0) pu(db).
Sd=1 Jeip() gd—1
Therefore, it suffices to show
1(6) < Np—mtr2 (). (3.9)

First, if V¢)(z)-0 = 0, then one can easily obtain (J). Next, assume Vi)(z)-6 > 0.
Note that if ko > 0 and s > 0, then

(14 ¢s)" < N(c, ko) (1 + ™),
and if ko < 0 and s > 0, then
(14+es)™ < 1.

Thus, by the change of variables V{/)v(:z:) -Or — czZ(x)s,

1(0) = = gt () (V@Z(m).g)'ﬁ /;;( )0(1“8)@8_1_&1 i
< N{/;—rﬂ-l-ﬁz (:E) (V{/)V(:Z?) 9) K1 /Oi (S_l—nl + S—l—m—i-ng) ds
Vi (x)-0

< Nt (g) (1 + (Vi) -9)‘”“2) < Nt (g),

Here, the last inequality follows from the fact —1 + r2 > 0 and V?Z is bounded.
Lastly, it remains to prove [B9) when Vi (z) - § < 0. Similarly, by the change of
variables —Vi(x) - Or — cip(x)s

~ ~ K1 0
1(8) = c~mg—ratr2 () (—w;(x) : 9) / (1 —es)y)rsTi T ds,
—V(x)-0
Here,
/ (M —es)q)sT s
—V(z)-0
1/2¢ 1/c
Vi (@)-6<1/2 —Vi(z)-0 1/2¢
o 1/c
< N/ s ds + N [(1—ecs)q]"ds
—Vip(z)-0 1/2¢
~ —K1
<N {(—Vz/;(x) 0) T+ 1} .
Thus, we have [89). The lemma is proved. O

The following is an extension of [47, Proposition 2.3].
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Lemma 3.10. Let D be a bounded C*7 convex domain. Then, for any —1+a/2 <
B < a2, there exists § > 0 such that

LP)(z) < =NdP~*, 0<d, <3,
where N and & depend only on o, 8,7, \,A,d and D.
Proof. Since J is a regularized distance, one can take d; > 0 such that

0<brzlf<51 [V (z)| > 0. (3.10)

Fix = € D such that d, < §;, and define
() 1= ($(2) + Vi) - (= — 1))
Then, by Corollary B.7, (Z3]), and (3I0), there exists Ny > 0 such that
L(1%)(z) < —NolP~%(z) = —No®~*(x). (3.11)

Now, we estimate L(1)® — 1%)(z). Let
1

c:= —. (3.12)
2sup,ep [V (2)]
Since ¢#(z) = 1#(x) and v is symmetric,
L@ =)@ < [ 15+ ) =+ )l vl
:/ B ...]/(dy)+/ B ...]/(dy)
lyl<cy(x) ly|>ct(x)
=: I1(x) + I(z). (3.13)

First, we estimate I;(z). Note that due to B2, Bca(m)(x) C D, and for
lyl < cip(x),

S0() < 9w +9) < 59(2)
Thus, for |y| < cib(z),
V@ +y) S NYPTHz), 1PNt y) < NYPH(a).
Since |D24)(z)| < N7~ Y(x), for [y| < eyp(x), by BI) with e = 1,

0P (z +y) — 1P+ y)| < [d(a+y) — Uz + I @ +y) + 17z +y)|
< NYPY @) [(x + y) — P(z) — Vi(z) - y|
< NY™H72(z) |y
Thus,

I(z) < Ny P=(z). (3.14)
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Next, we consider Ip(z). Since ¢ € €V (D), we can consider ¢, a C17(RY)
extension of 1|p satisfying ¢ < 0 in D€. Then, there exists z € B, such that
(@ +y) — Uz +9)| = (ol + )+ — (Y(@) + V(@) - y)+]
< [o(@ +y) — $(z) — V(@) -y
<y (Vdo(z +2) = V()]
< Nyt (3.15)
Take € satisfying 0 < e < min{1, 5+ 1, QT_B, ﬁ} By B2 and (3I5),
07 (2 +y) = 1P(z + y)]
<@ +y) — Uz + )W (@ +y) + 17 (@ +y)|
< NIyl [97 (@ +y) + 1P (@ +y)l. (3.16)
Since C{E(:E) > kody for some kg > 0, by Corollary B4l with (p, k1, k2) = (kody, o —

e —eT,f—¢), we have

/ W ) < N [y 85 w(dy)
y|>cyp(x

|y|>f§0dm
< NdTH—o < N0 (). (3.17)
Applying Lemma B9 with (o« — e — e7, 8 — ¢) instead of (k1, k2), we get

/ T 4 y) wldy) < N (). (3.18)
ly|>cip(x)

Thus, B.I6)- (BI]) lead to
I(z) < NYSTH0-2(q).
Therefore, this, B13), and B.I4)) yield
LW —1%)(2)| < NyTTH7(x),
Combining this with (BI1]), we get
L(4P)(x) < —Nop?=(z) + N9 7%(z),  0<d, < 8y

Thus, if § < 1 is small enough, then we have the desired result. The lemma is
proved. O

We also obtain the similar result for general C'7 open sets.

Lemma 3.11. Let D be a bounded C*7 open set. Then, for any 0 < B < «a/2,
there exists § > 0 such that

L) (z) < =NdP~®, 0<d, <34,
where N depends only on o, 8, \,d, D.

Proof. One can easily prove the lemma by following the proof of Lemma B.T0l The
main difference is that one needs to use Lemma [B.3] instead of Corollary B.4] to
obtain [BIT). The lemma is proved. O

The following lemma will be used to handle interior estimates of solutions.
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Lemma 3.12. Let D be a bounded open set. Then, for x € D,
Lip(z) < —N,
where N depends only on o, D and .
Proof. Since D is bounded, one can find R > 0 such that D C Bg. Then,
LlD(x):—/ IDC(x+y)u(dy)§—/ v(dy) < —N.
R4\ {0} Bigr

The lemma is proved. O

Remark 3.13. Let D be a convex domain (not necessarily bounded). Then, a
similar result of Lemma [B.12 can be obtained; for z € D,

Llp(z) < —Nd;°,

where N depends only on o and \. Indeed, let 6y € S9! such that x + d.0y € dD.
Then, since D is convex, for g > 0 and 6 € S¢~! such that x + ryf € D, we get
re(0 - 6y) < d,. Thus,

Llp(x) = —/ 1pe(z 4+ y)v(dy) < —/ / 19.90>07°_1_0‘ dru(df)
24\ {0} sa-1 Jr,

—/ / Lg.go>or™ '~ dru(d6)
Sd—1 dg
700
i

/ 10- 00| 1(d0) < —Nd=°.
Sd*l

IN

" 2a
4. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR SOLUTIONS

In this section, we obtain a priori estimates for solutions.

4.1. Zeroth order estimates. We first prove the weighted Hardy-type inequality
for L on the half space.

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p < oo, - 1+a—ap/2 < c < p—1+4+a—ap/2, and
u € CX (R‘i). Then, under Assumption 2], there exists N = N(d,a,c,p,\) > 0
such that

/ |u|Paxi”“de < =N |u|P~2uLuz§ dx.
R RY
Proof. Here, we use the notation
fy(@) = flz +y),
and denote h(x) := (z1)4+. Then, by (L2,

—/ |u(2)|P~2u(z) Lu(z) xS do
mt
1 p—2 c
== (@) 2u(@)he (@) (2u(x) — uy(2) = u_y(@)) vldy) dz.  (4.1)
2 Ri Rd
Due to the range of ¢, we can take v € R satisfying

(8] @]
lt=-<y< = 4.2
to <<y (4.2)
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and

—1—|—%<’y(p—1)—|—c<%. (4.3)

Let v(z) := u(x)h~"(z). Then, for each z € R% and y € R%\ {0},
[ua) P~ 2uw)he (@) (2u(2) =, (2) = uy(2))
- o) u(e) P2 u(a)he ) (257 (2) — (@) — 17, (@)
+ 2= o) fu(e) P2 u(e) e (@) (W () + 17, ()

1 - c — c - c
@) (@) (zfn(P D¥e(g) — ) re(g) — p7 DT (:1:))

1 (VPR (2 Y(p—1)+c(, v(p=1+er,
F @) P (@) (00w + 1)
_ |u(I)|P—2u(I)hc(x) (vy (x)hZ(:L“) +v_y (x)hly(aj)>
5
= Ii(@,y). (4.4)

k=1

Recall that, in this paper, negative powers of 0 is defined as 0. By (£2]), we can
apply Corollary B.7] to get

Lh7(x) = —=Nh""%(x),

with a constant N > 0. Thus,

/ L, y) v(dy) = —E=Lo@) u(@) P~ 2u(@)h (@) LD (@)
R4\ {0} D

= No(@) u(@)P2u(2)he @)k~ ()
— Nlu(@)lPhe=* () = Nlu(z)|Pa§ . (4.5)

Similarly, one can obtain
[ Iy v(dy) = Nlu(o) o (1)
R4\ {0}
Next, we deal with I4. Since v is symmetric, for € > 0, the Fubini theorem yields
/R R R ) vy
y|>e
/| . /]R ) PR (2)h) P (2) dav(dy)
y|>e
= [ e @) deay
y|>e

:/Rd /> [v_y (2)[PhY, (2) WY P~ DF (2) v(dy)da.
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Thus,

/Rd /.7!>s Ly(z,y) v(dy)da

= L @) vy
+ Y 1yi=zE

1
to [ e @P @) vy
D Jrd Jiy|>e
Using this, we have

15%1 /Ri /IylzE L2z, y) + La(2,y) + Is(x,y)) v(dy)dx

el0 P

1
= lim — vy ()P — |v(2)|P - pr_szvy;v—vx
/m/ms“ @) — [o(@)]? — plo(@)P~20(e) (v, (2) — v(e))]
X h;(x)h’Y(P—l)-i-c(I) V(dy)dx

1
lim - v_y(@)|P = o(z) [P — plo() P ?v(z) (v_y(z) — v(z
+ /Ri/wpsﬂ @) = (@) = plo(@) P~ *0(@) (v—y(2) — v(z))]

el0 p
x B2, ()" P=IF(z) p(dy)dz. (4.7)
Due the convexity of function @ — |a|?, we have
|b]P — |al” — plaP~2a(b—a) >0, a,beR.

Thus, we conclude that

lim / / (2, y) + Li(w, y) + I (z, y)) v(dy)dz > 0.
L0 Jre Jiy|>e

Combining this with (@I and ([@4)-([@H6), we have the desired result. The lemma
is proved. ([l

Now we deal with C1™ open sets.

Lemma 4.2. Let D be a bounded C*7 convex domain, 1 < p < 0o, —1+a—ap/2 <
c<p—1l4+a—ap/2, and u € CX(D). Then, under Assumption [21, for a
reqularized distance 7:/; satisfying [B.3), there exist constants N1 and Na depending
only on d,a, ¢, 7,p, A\, A and D such that

/ [ulPp da < —Nl/ |u|p_2uLugZCd$—N2/ |ulP~?uLu da. (4.8)
D D D

Moreover, if D is a bounded CV™ open set, then the claim still holds provided
that /2 — ap/2 < ¢ < a/2.
Proof. We first prove
/ [ulPyp da < —Nl/ lulP~2uLud)® dz + N |u|P dx, (4.9)
D D Ds

where Ds := {x € D : d, > ¢}.
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We repeat the proof of Lemma 1] by substituting ¢(z) for h = (z1)4. Then,

as in ([@4) and @),
~ -1 ~ ~
—/ |ulP~2uLut)® dx > _p_/ |u|Pye~7 Ly dx
D p Jp
! T-v(p=1) [ Jr(p-1)+e
— — | |uPypT YT Ly dz, (4.10)

pJp

where ~ satisfies (£.2)) and (£3]). By Lemma B.I0, there exists § > 0 such that

/ |u|p{/;c—a da < —N/ |u|ch—vLJv dr — N |u|p1z—v(p—1)LJv(p—1)+c dr,
Es Es Es

(4.11)
where Es := {z € D : 0 < d, < 6}. Since 9 is a regularized distance, for v > —1,
Lyv is bounded on Ds := {z € D : d, > §}. Thus, we have

/ |u|PPe | L (2)] dz + / [P~ @D L@V e gy < N[ JulP da.
Ds Ds Ds
(4.12)

Therefore, [@9)) follows from ([@.I0)-@12]).

Now we consider interior estimates for u. We again repeat the proof of Lemma
I with h(z) = 1p(z). Then, by Lemma B12] we have

/D |u(z)|P dr < —N/D |u(z)|PL1p(x) de < —No /D |u(x) [P~ ?u(x) Lu(x) dz.

This together with (@3] yields (8.
Lastly, we deal with the case when D is a bounded C1'7 open set. Due to the
range of ¢, we can take v € R satisfying

D<y<2
TS5

and
a
0<~vlp—1)4c< 5

Then, by repeating the above proof with Lemma [B.11] in place of Lemma [3.10] we
have the desired result. The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 4.3. Let 1 < p< o0, 0 < T <o0,d—1<6<d—-14+pandu €

C([0,T] x Ri). Then, under Assumption [2Z.2, there exists N = N(d,p,«,0, )
such that

T
/ / |u|pgc§7d*ap/2 dxdt—i—/ |u(T)|7Dgc§7d*O‘p/2+0¢ dx
o Jre R
T
<N / / (fPzl =P qpar + N[ ju(0)P2? P G, (4.13)
0o Jr RY

where u(t) := u(t,-) and
f =0 — L. (4.14)
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Proof. We first multiply both sides of (@I4)) by |u[P~2uz§ where ¢ := —d—ap/2+a.
Then,
1

T T
L[ ot et~ [ o st st
P Jo R% 0 Jrd

T
_ / flul 2zt dadt
o Jre

Notice that, by the fundamental theorem of calculus,

T
/ O(Ju|P)xf dxdt = / |u(T)|Pxf do — / |u(0)|Pz] de.
o Jre d d

R? R?

(4.15)

Since vy satisfies Assumption .1l for each ¢, we can apply Lemma 1] and Holder’s
inequality to get

T
/ / [Pz~ dedt + / |u(T)|p;v§7d7°‘p/2+a dx
0o Jr RY

T
<N |u(0)|Px§ dx + N/ / flulP~2ux dadt
o Jre

d
R+

<N |w(0)|PxS dx

d
R+

T Ve /s op
+N / / | f[PaSToP~ dadt / / [P~ dadt
0o Jra o Jre

This gives (Z13). The lemma is proved. O

(p—1)/p

Now we consider bounded C1'7 convex domains.

Lemma 4.4. Let D be a bounded CY7 convex domain, 1 < p < 00, 0 < T < 00,
d—1<0<d—-a+ap/2 andu € C*([0,T] x D). Then, under Assumption 22,
there exists N = N(0,d,a,p, 7,\, A, D) > 0 such that

T
/ / |U|pdg*d7ap/2 d:Edt—F/ |u(T)|ZDd§*d7ap/2+a de
0 D D

T
SN/ / |f|pdg—d+ap/2 dxdt—l—N/ |u(0)|pd2—d—ap/2+a dz,
0 D D

where u(t) := u(t, ) and f := Oyu — Lu.
Moreover, if D is a bounded CV™ open set, then the claim still holds provided
that d — a/2 < 6 < d — o+ ap/2.

Proof. Let 15 be a regularized distance satisfying (3], and N; and Nz be the
constants taken from Lemmal 2 with ¢ := 6 —d—ap/2+ «. Here, the possible range
of 0 is determined according to the conditions of D. As in ([4I3), by multiplying

both sides of f = dyu — Lu by [u[P~2u(N19¢ + Ny),
T T
1/ / O, ([ulP) (N1 ¢ + No) dardt —/ / LuluP2u(N13° + No) dadt
pJo JD 0o JD

T
:/ /f|u|P*2u(N1;ZC+N2)dxdt.
0 D
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Then, by following the proof of Lemma with Lemma instead of Lemma [£.1]
we get

T ~ ~
/ / (PP dadt + / (T P9* da
0 D D
<N [ )P+ ds
D

T
+N/O /D|f||u|1’—1(1+{/30)da:dt
<N 0)|P4° d
< /D|u< )P* de

T 1/p T (r—=1)/p
+N </ / | f[Pypetor—e d:cdt) </ / |ulPype™ d:cdt) .
o JD 0o JD

Here, for the last inequality, we used the fact that D is bounded and ¢ < 0. Thus,
the desired result follows from N ~'¢(x) < d, < Ni(z). The lemma is proved. [

Remark 4.5. In the proofs of Lemmas[Z3 and 4] the condition ([Z3]) is not neces-
sary. In other words, those lemmas can be proved for 1, which satisfies Assumption
211 for each t.

Remark 4.6. When D is a convex domain such that sup,cp d, < oo, the same
result of Lemma [L.4] can be obtained by following the proof of Lemmas and [44]
with Remark B.13] in place of Lemma B.12]

4.2. Higher order estimates. In this subsection, we obtain higher order regular-
ity of solutions. To prove this, we extend the ideas of [7], which treats the fractional
Laplacian A®/2.

Throughout this subsection, we fix a collection of functions {(, : n € Z} sat-
isfying Z7)-@9) with (c1,c2) = (1,€?). We also take {n, : n € Z} satisfying
Catn = Cn and B20)-Z9) with (e1,co) = (e72,e?).

Lemma 4.7. Let D be an open set with nonempty boundary, v € R, 1 < p <
00, and u € C(D). Then, under Assumption [21], there exists a constant N =
N(d,a, A, D) such that for any n € Z,

| (@emn-ne)) = e L (@) |

< N [ (@) |, + Nlhuten-n(e" g

Proof. Since v is symmetric, by (L3),
L((u¢-nn-n)(€")) (@) = (onle"2)L((un—n)(e™))(x)
U (DL ()0 = [l () (4.16)

where

Fo(z,y) = [(un-n)(e"(z +y)) = (un-n)(e"0)][C-n(e" (z + y)) — Cn(e"x)].
Due to (28], we have

|D7" (C-n(e™(x +y)) — Cn(e"x))| < N(LAJy|),
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and thus (_n(e"(z +y)) — (—n(e"x) becomes a pointwise multiplier in H} (see e.g.
[31, Lemma 5.2]). Hence, we can apply [60, Lemma 2.1] to get

IER Gy < NA DI (un—n)(e™(- +y)) = (un—n) (™)l ay
< N (e mn(e™ g ALyl 1A (wle™mon(e™) 17 )
Thus, by Minkowski’s inequality,

/Fn(',y)u(dy) < A (e () a3 / /2 b (dy)
Rd

ly|<1

‘H;

4N ule (e [ vdy)
ly|>1
< NJAY ((un—n) (")l + Nlu(e")n—n(e" ) my-
(4.17)
On the other hand, by (23], one can find that |D7L(¢_,(e™))| is uniformly
bounded with respect to n. Therefore, [31, Lemma 5.2] yields
Ju(e™ )n-n(e™ ) L(C-n(e™)ay < Nlule™)n—n(e" )]y

This, (ZI6) and @IT) lead to the desired result. The lemma is proved. O

The following lemma is an extension of [7, Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 4.8. Let D be a convexr domain with nonempty boundary, 1 < p < oo,
uwe CX¥(D)andd—1—ap/2 <0 <d+p—1+ap/2. Then, under Assumption
21

n(@—ap/2) n, _ n, n, P p
%6 2 Conte L[t = monemhute ))HLPSNHUHLP,WQPM(D)'

where N depends only on d,p,c, 60, D and A.
Moreover, if D is an open set with nonempty boundary, then the claim still holds
provided that d — ap/2 < 0 < d+ ap/2.

Proof. 1. We first treat the case D is a convex domain with nonempty boundary.
Notice that

Cnle"2) (1 =non(e" (@ +y)) =0 if [yl <do,
where Jp := 1 — e~ 1. Hence, due to the ([3) (recall that v is symmetric),

Cnle" @)L ([t = n-n(e™Nu(e™)) ()

= (nlem) / (@ (@ + )L = 1n(e™ (@ + )] v(dy)
ly|>do

< N_n(e"a) / e )] vldy) = o)

Thus, we only need to show
60—
> e F L < Null?
nez

Let 8 € (0, ) be given. Sinced—1—ap/2 <0 <d+p—1+ ap/2, we can take
v € R such that

(4.18)

p,Gfocp/Z(D).

1—p<yp<ap-Pp, (4.19)
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and
—1<6—d—ap/2+yp+ Bp < Bp. (4.20)
By Holder’s inequality,

1/p
Fae) <Gl ([ [ di e o o) P anutas) )
Sd-1 7‘250

, , 1/p'
X ( / . / A2F gy TP dm(da)> : (4.21)
Sd 1 T‘Z[So

where p’ := p/(p — 1) and p is the spherical part of v. By the change of vari-
ables, (IHQI) and Corollary B4 with (p, k1, k2) = (€"do, (a — B)p',vp'), for x €

supp(¢—n(e”
/ / de . p1=(e=p) drp(df)
sd-1 Jr>5,

/ / d'YPm+T0T 1_((1_,6)1)/ drﬂ(da)
Sd—1 >em™dp

< NP =P gnla=p’ < Nemiv',

This and [@21])) yield

1/p
Fn(CL‘) < Nen'yc—n(enx) </| =5 de—"v(la)a-‘:-y)'u(en(x + y))|p Vﬂp(dy)> )
Yl=00

where v, is a measure taking the form (B2). Then, by the Fubini theorem and
the change of variables (e"z, e™y) — (z,y),

DIl PN

ne”z

SN entomen/rew / [Cnlem )P delyy fu(e” (@ + y))IP davsy(dy)

nez ly|260 JR?

_N(d)zen(edap/2+w+ﬁp)/|> ) / ¢ n( )|pd$+y|u(x+y)|pdazugp(dy)

nez ly|>

— N(d) /D H(2)d="|u(z)|? dx, (4.22)
where

H(z) =) er0dmor/2tmthr) / Cn( — )P vgp(dy).

nez ly|>emdo

Here, for the last equality in ([{.22]), we used the change of variables z — x — y.
Now we estimate H(z). For fixed x € D, there exists ng = ng(x) € Z such that

entd < . < etotd

If n < mnp and x —y € supp((_y), then " < dy_, < "™ < ™02 < 714, and
consequently |y| > dy —dy—, > Ne™. Using this relation, (£.20)), and Corollary [3.4]
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with (p, k1, k2) = (Ne™, Bp,0 —d — ap/2 + vp + Bp) (recall that v is symmetric),

T 0= d-ap/2iomt ) / ol = y)[Pry(dy)

n<no ly|>emdo
0—d— 24yp+

<N S 1Cnla = y)Pdy =y Ry (dy)

ly|>Nemo n<no

0—d—ap/2+vp+

SN dm—y ap/2+7p BpVBp(dy)

ly|>Nemo
< Ndl—d=ep/2p, (4.23)

Now we consider the summation for n > ng. Due to § —d — ap/2 + vp < 0,

S entomterziwin [ ¢ =yl (dy)

n>ngo ly|>d0e™
O0—d— 2
<N Z el ap/ +VP+BP)/ vgp(dy)
n>ng [y|>d0em

<N Z en(0—d—ap/2+7p) _ Neno(9—d—ap/2+yp) < ngfd*ap/ﬂw_

n>ngo

This together with (£23]) leads to
H(z) < di—d—ap/2+w'

Thus, by ([@22]), we obtain ([£LIS).

2. Now we deal with open sets with nonempty boundary. This case can be
obtained by repeating the above argument. More specifically, for given 8 € (0, a),
take v € R such that

0 <~vp<ap-PBp,
and
0<60—d—ap/2+yp+Pp < Bp,

instead of (£I9) and ([20), respectively. For instance, in this case, we can choose
~ = 0. Then, proceed the proof with Lemma instead of Corollary B4 The
lemma is proved. (|

Lemma 4.9. Let D be a conver domain with nonempty boundary, v <0, 1 <p <
oo, d—1—ap/2 < <d—1+p+ap/2, andu € CX(D). Then, under Assumption
2 there exists a constant N = N(d,p,«,0,D,\) such that

3 002 | (e ) (e) — (eI Llutem

ne

< Nlw=o/|”

Hy

(4.24)

0 2 .
p£(7+a/ )(D)

Moreover, if D is an open set with nonempty boundary, then the claim still holds
provided that d — ap/2 < 0 < d+ ap/2.
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Proof. Since 1—,(—n = (—n, by the triangle inequality and the relation L, C H],
L (utem )¢ ntem) - <_n<e"->L<u<e"->>HH;
< |2 (e nn-n)e™)) = catem L (@n-n)e™) |
+ [[¢ntem) L (11 = nontem u(em))|

Thus, by Lemmas 7 and .8 (210), and the relation

Hy

L,

oll ey + 1A% 0]l sy < Nloll ez,
we have [@24]). The lemma is proved. O
For a distribution u on an open set U C R, the action of u on ¢ € C(U) is
denoted by
(u, ®)y := u(e). (4.25)
Due to Lemma 2.4 (iii), for U = D and u € H) o(D), [@.23)), defined on C°(D),
can be extended by continuity to H, 7, (D).

The following lemma shows that the boundedness of L from v/ QH;Q(D) to
Y=/2L, 6(D).

Lemma 4.10. Let 1 < p < oo and Assumption 21 hold.
(i) Let D be a convex domain with nonempty boundary, and d—1—ap/2 < 0 <
d—1+p+ap/2. Then, for any u € C=(D), we have Lu € ~*/2L, (D) and

[/ Lull L, o0y < N¢™ull s , (D),

where N = N(d,p,«,0, D, \, A).
(i1) Under the same conditions in (i), for u € wo‘/QHZ‘ij(D), Lu defined as

(Lu7¢)D = (uuL(b)Da ¢ € CgO(D)u

is well defined and belongs to w_o‘/QLpﬁ(D).
Moreover, if D is an open set with nonempty boundary, then all the claims above
still hold provided that d — ap/2 < 0 < d+ ap/2.

Proof. First, we prove (i). By [41l Proposition 1], we have
NY|A 20|y, < L], < N|A 0]y, (4.26)

Then, the claim of () easily follows from LemmaL9with v = 0 and the relations

(#20) and Lv(e™z) = e " L(v(e™))(x).
Now we consider (i7). By (i) and Lemma [24] (4i), for ¢ € C(D), L¢ is in the
dual space of */ 2HZ‘j‘)Q(D). This actually proves (i7). The lemma is proved. O

Now we are ready to prove higher order regularity of solutions.

Lemma 4.11. Let D be a convex domain with nonempty boundary, 1 < p < oo,
0<T<oo,d—1—ap/2<0<d—1+p+ap/2, and v; satisfy Assumption 2.2
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Suppose that f € =%, ¢(D,T), uy € 1/)0‘/2’0‘/7”B§7;;3/p(D), and v is a solution
to ZII) such that u € /Ly, o(D,T). Then, u € H%4(D,T), and

lullsg 0.y < N ully, oo,y + N6l oi0.1)

+ N”’Q[Jia/sza/pUOHBs;%/p (427)

(D)’

where N = N(d,p,a,0,\, A, D).
Moreover, if D is an open set with nonempty boundary, then the claim still holds
provided that d — ap/2 < 6 < d+ ap/2.

Proof. 1t suffices to assume that T' < co. We first prove that

||7/1_a/2u||Hg/€2(D)T) < N||1/’_a/2u||mp,e(D,T) + N||7/1a/2f||1Lp,9(D,T)

+ Npme2 e g (4.28)

5" (o)
Let
Un(t,x) == u(e™t, e"x), fo(t,z):= f(e"t, "), uon(zr) :=u(e"z), ne€Z.

Then, uy,(t,z)(_n(e"x) € L,(e T := L,((0,e~"*T); L,(R?)) is a weak solution
to the equation

v = Lv + Fy, (t,x) € (0,e7"T) x R4,
U(()? ) = uOn(')C—n(en')7 T € Rd,

where
Fo(t,2) = " (fu (s ) Con (™)) (L, 2)
= L(un (- -)Cn(€™) (8 2) + (n(e™x) Lun(t, ).
Due to Lemma A9 with v = —«/2,

Z en(@—ap/2)||Fn(e—nat’ .)”i]ﬂwz
nez b

< N2t 0],y + NIRFENE, oy (429)
P,

This implies that F,, € H,*/*(e="T) := L,((0,e"°T); H, */*). By Lemma B3
with v = —a/2, we have uy(-,-)(_n (™) € H;“”(e*mz’) and

L O G ) e

= A (N (DI
S NenaHF"l('? ')||§H;a/2

(e=meT)

eeroy TV t0n ()€

= N[[Fu(e™™,) + Ne"|luon(-)C-n(e™) (4.30)

||§H;a/2(T) ||%g/2—a/p'

By (@29), (£30) and the relation

lollgore < N (llellyorn + 1A°720] e )
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we have

—a/2, 1P
LT

< NZ en(97o¢p/2) <||u(en.)<n(en.)”§’{pa/2 + ||A0¢/2(u(en.)<n(e".))”?{pam)

S NI~} oy + NIV2FIE oy + N||¢*a/”“/puo||§;§;_(;/pw),

(4.31)
which gives ([{28)).

Now we prove (£27). By repeating the above argument, one can obtain
1™ ullmg y0.1) < NI~ ullgorz p py + NI Fll, o0.7)

+ N||¢—a/2+a/Puo||BZ;$/p (4.32)

(D)’

This together with (£28) easily yields ({.27). Moreover, by Lemma 10, Ou €
¢~/ Ly (D, T), and thus u € H2 (D, T). The lemma is proved. O

In the following lemma, the corresponding result for the elliptic equations is
obtained.

Lemma 4.12. Let D be a convex domain with nonempty boundary, 1 < p < oo,
d—1—ap/2<0<d—1+p+ap/2, and v satisfy Assumption 21l Suppose that
f€Y™2L, (D), and u is a solution to @I2) such that u € */>L, ¢(D). Then,
u € Y2 HS (D), and

||7/1_a/2u||Hg,9(D) < N||7/1_a/2u||Lp,e(D) + N||¢a/2f||Lp,e(D), (4.33)
where N = N(d,p,«,0,\, A, D).

Moreover, if D is an open set with nonempty boundary, then the claim still holds

provided that d — ap/2 < 6 < d+ ap/2.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma L1l we first show

[ ull oz py < NI¥™*2ullz, o(p) + Nl fllL,o(0): (4.34)
For n € Z, denote uy,(x) := u(e™z) and f,(x) := f(e™z). Then, we have
L(un()¢on(e™))(x) = Fo(z), z€RY (4.35)

where
Fo(x) i= €™ fu(@)¢onle"x) = (L(un(-)¢-n(e™))(x) = C—n(e"x) Lun(z)) -
By Lemma 9 with v = —«/2,

> "Ny yoars < NIW™%ul|1, o) + N2 f N1, 0.
neZ

Thus, from (£26) and [@35),
||A“/2(un(.)§,n(e”-))||§’{g,a < NIL(un()¢-n (€™ NIy = NIFl, o

Thus, as in [@3T]), we have [@34)).

Finally, as in ([432), one can obtain (£33]) by repeating the above argument.
The lemma is proved. g
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5. PROOF oF THEOREMS [2.7] AND 2§

We first introduce a probabilistic representation of solution. A rotationally sym-
metric a-stable d-dimensional process X = {X;,t > 0} is a Lévy process defined
on a probability space (£2, F,P) such that

Ee’ Xt = ¢7l61% e e RY
For z € R%, let kp := Kk} = 1inf{t > 0: z + X; & D} be the first exit time of X
from D. For bounded measurable functions f, we denote
PPf(x) =E[f(z+ X¢);kp > 1], t>0,2€R%
Obviously, PP f(z) = 0 for z € D¢. Tt is known that { P },>0 is a Feller semigroup
in Lo (D) if D is a C1'™ open set (see page 68 of [8]).

Lemma 5.1. Let D be a bounded C*™ open set, p € (1,0), T € (0,0), a € (0,2)
and 0 € (d —1,00). Then, for any ug € C(D) and f € C((0,T) x D),

u(t,z) := PPuo(x /PtDS ) ds

belongs to 1*/?L, ¢(D,T), and is a (weak) solution to @II) with L = —(—A)*/2.

Proof. First, one can show that u is a weak solution to (ZI1]) by following the proof
of [51, Lemma 8.4], which treats the case ug = 0. The general case can be handled
similarly. Thus, it remains to show u € ¥*/2L,, (D, T).
Let 15 be a regularized distance, and take § from Lemma [B.IIl Due to the
condition 6 > d — 1, we take 8 such that 3 € (0,a/2) and
Bp—ap/2+60—d>—1. (5.1)

Notice that u is bounded since uy and f are bounded. Therefore, there exists
sufficiently large Ny > 0 (depending also on ug and f) such that vg(x) := Noyp? ()
satisfies
|u0($)| S’U@(CL‘), reD,
lu(t, )| <wvg(z), te€(0,T),dy >3,
and
Lvg(z) < —NNop"~%(z) < —|f(t,z)|, te€ (0,T), dy <.
Thus, from the last inequality above, we have
(u—wvg)r —L(u—vg) <0, t€(0,T),d, <.

By applying the maximum principle to u — vg over (0,7) x {0 < d; < &} (see
e.g. [37, Theorem 3.2]), u < vg for € D. Using the same argument for —u, we
conclude |u| < vg. Thus, by (51), u € /2L, ¢(D,T). The lemma is proved. [J

Here we deal with representation of solution to the elliptic equations.

Lemma 5.2. Let D be a bounded C*7 open set, p € (1,00), a € (0,2) and 6 €
(d —1,00). Then, for any f € C*(D),

u(z) = — /OOO PP f(x)dt

belongs to /%L, ¢(D), and is a (weak) solution to @I2) with L = —(—A)*/2.
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Proof. By [51, Lemma 5.9], if D is a bounded domain, then E(x%)? < N, where N
is independent of x. Here, we remark that [51] is proved only for domains, but the
estimate still holds even for open sets. Hence, using this,

. P T
PP f(@)| < 1 flo)P(6D < ) < [ f]l Loy min{1, t_zE(HD)2}a

which implies that u is well defined, and PP f(z) — 0 uniformly with respect to
as t — o0o. Thus, one can show that u is a solution to (Z.12) by repeating the proof
of [7, Lemma 3.4 (ii)].

Now we prove u € z/;o‘/sz,g(D). As is the proof of Lemma [l we take a
regularized distance 7:/; and ¢ from Lemma BI1l Then, for 5 € (0, «/2) satisfying
(&T), there exists Ny > 0 such that vg(z) := No? () satisfies

u(@)| < vs(x), dz >0,

and
Lug(z) < —NNop’~%(z) < —|f(z)|, ds <.

Hence, applying the maximum principle to u — vg over {0 < d, < ¢} (see e.g. [6]
Theorem 5.2]), we have |u| < vg. Thus, from (5.), we have u € /2L, o(D). The
lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem[2.7 Note that the case T = oo can be easily treated if the the-
orem is proved for any T' < co. Thus, we assume 7" < 00.

1. Assume that D = R%. Since C°([0,T] x D) is dense in 9% (D, T) (see [32,
Remark 5.5]), the a priori estimate (2.I3) easily follows from Lemmas .3 and 111
Next, the solvability of @II) with L; = —(—A)®/2 is treated in [7, Theorems 2.2
and 2.9]. Thus, thanks to the method of continuity, we obtain the solvability for
general operators.

2. Suppose that D is bounded and 6 < d+ ap/2 — a. As in the case 1, Lemmas
4] and ETIT] yield the a priori estimate ([2I3). Thus, again by the method of
continuity, we only need to show the solvability of ZII) with L = —(—A)/2,
By Lemmas [A.17] and B] for ug € C°(D) and f € C((0,T) x D), there exists
a solution u € 9y ,(D,T) to ZII). For general ug € wo‘/Q’o‘/pB;;:;/p(D) and
f € 9=2?L,4(D,T), take a sequence ug, € C°(D) and f, € C=((0,T) x D)
such that e, — u and f, — f in Y2 */PBS/P(D) and ¢~ */2L,¢(D,T),
respectively. For each n, u, denotes a solution to (211 with u,, and f,, in place
of u and f, respectively. Then, by (Z13),

[ n = )l 0,1
< N3P gy — wom)| ga—asn ) + NIV (fo = fm) L, o(0.7):

which actually implies u,, is Cauchy in Sﬁg)e(D, T). Hence, the limit of the sequence,
say u, is a solution to ZI1)), and u € H5 4(D,T).

3. Lastly, we assume D is bounded and § > d+ ap/2 — «. We will use a duality
argument to prove the a priori estimate. Let u,v € C°([0,7] x D). Then, by
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integration by parts,

T T
/ / u(0w + Lv) dedt = — / / v(Opu — Lu) dadt
o Jp o Jp

+ /D w(T)v(T) dx — R u(0)v(0) dx.

By Lemma 24 (i4i),

T
/ / u(Ow + L) dadt
o Jp

< N[w*2(0vu — L), 0.0 10~ ?0lL,, (01
+ N||¢_a/2+a/pu(0)||Lp,e(D) ||1/1_a/2+0‘/p/v(0)||Lp/,9/(D)
+ N||7/1_a/2+a/pu(T)||Lp,e(D) ||1/1_a/2+a/p/v(T)||Lp/,9,(D).

where 1/p+1/p’ =1 and §/p+6'/p’ =d. Since 8/ < d+ ap’/2 — a , by applying
Lemma [E4] to v(T — t,x), we have
[~/ v(0)lIL,, ()
< N||¢a/2((9t’l} + L’U)HLP/’Q/(DqT) + N||¢_a/2+a/p/U(T)||Lp/’9/(D)'
Moreover, by the result for the case 2, for any g € 1/}7a/2Lp19(D, T), one can find a
solution w to
Ow(t,z) = —Lw(t,x) + g(t, x), (t,z) € (0,T) x D,
w(T,z) =0, zxeD,
w(t,z) =0, (t,xz) € (0,T) x D°,
satisfying w € Hy »(D,T'), and

—a/2 a/2
1K /w||Hg,9(D,T) < N9 gll, o(p,1)-

Here, note that the initial condition is defined at ¢ = T and the sign of the operator
is reversed. Thus, this solvability and the denseness of ¥~*/2L,, 4(D,T) actually
imply that for any g € 1»~/2LL,, 4(D, T), there exists v, € C°([0,T] x D) such that
vp(T) = 0, v, = w and Oyv, + Lv,, — ¢ in their corresponding spaces. Therefore,
for any g € w’“/QLP,g(D,T),

T
/ / ug dzxdt
o Jp

Thus, by Lemma 24 (i4i),
19~ 2ulle, o(p,7) < N2 (we = L), o0, + NI~ Pu(0)| 1, o (0)-

This together with Lemma FTT] yields the a priori estimate (ZI3). Now one can
obtain the solvability of (ZI1)) by repeating the argument used in the step 2. The
theorem is proved. O

< N2 (uy — LU)HLP,Q(D,T)||1/1a/29||1Lp,9(D,T)

+ N||1/)7a/2+a/pu(0)||Lp,9(D) ||7/1a/29||Lp,9(D,T)-
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Proof of Theorem[2.8. We first prove the a priori estimate (2.14]) by following the
proof of [34, Theorem 2.6]. Here, by Lemma 2.4 (i), we only need to prove (2.14)
for u € C°(D).

Let n € C((0,00)) and u € C°(D). Then, v(t, z) := n(t/n)u(x) satisfies

Ow(t, ) = Lo(t, ) + g(t,x), () € (0,00) x D,
v(0,2) =0, x €D,
v(t,z) =0, (t,z) € (0,00) x D¢,
where g(t, ) := L/(t/n)u(x) — n(t/n)Lu(z). Observe that
192008y oy = nN I 2l .

and

1072912, by = N (RNL 2Ll () + 0P Na[6° 2|1, o) )

o= [P Noi= [ i
0 0

This and (ZI3) with T = oo yield (2.14).

Due to the method of continuity, we only need to prove the solvability of ([Z.12])
with L = —(—A)®/2. For the case D = R%, see [7, Theorems 2.3 and 2.10]. Now
we consider the general open sets. For f € C2°(D), Lemmas and easily
lead to the solvability. Then, the standard approximation argument as in the proof
of Theorem 27 yields the desired result. The theorem is proved. ([l

where

APPENDIX A. ONE DIMENSIONAL DISTANCE FUNCTIONS

Lemma A.1. Let d =1 and L be an operator of the form (2.2)) with o # 1. Let
u(z) = (z1)?, B (~1,a).
Then,
Lu(z) = Kap(:)*®, o €R,,
where
2
Kop=—=T(—a)['(1+ B)'(a — B) cos(am/2) sin((f — a/2)).
T
In particular,

Kop>0, Be(-1,-14+a/2)U(a/2,a),
Kop=0, B=-1+a/2o0ra/2, (A1)
Kﬂf,ﬁ < 07 ﬂ S (_1 —|—Oé/2,0&/2)

Proof. We first assume that « € (0,1). Using Euler’s reflection formula

)1 -z2) =

’ Z¢Za

sin(mz)
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one can easily prove the case § = 0. Thus, we only consider 5 # 0. By the change
of variables, for x > 0,

Lu(w) = [ T (@) — @)y

— 00

(/O" (L+9)f - 1)|y|1“dy) (24)P% =t Mo g(zi )P

— 00

Here,

—1 0
Map = / lyl =1 dy + / (1) =Dl

— 00

+f T (1) — D)y

1 00
— =t [ =ty [ () - Dy
= —a~ '+ Li(a, B) + Ix(a, B). (A.2)
By the definition of the beta function B(a,b),

1
Ii(a,B) = Ii(a, 8+1) =/O (1 =) = (1 =) 1)y~ =ody

1
= /0 (1-y)y*dy = B(1 — o, B +1). (A.3)

Since 8+ 1 > 0, we can use the Fubini theorem to get

Li(o, B+1) = ﬁ+1//1y “1=0 B dzdy

(1 — 228
= a1 [ (- (12
=at—a ' (B+1)B(1—-a,B+1). (A.4)
Combining (A.3) and (A4),
L(a,)=a ' +a (a—B~1)B(1—a,B+1). (A.5)

Now we consider I5(8). By the fundamental theorem of calculus and the Fubini

theorem,
8] Yy
0f) =8 [ [y

=« 1ﬁ/ (1+2)P 127z
= o 'BB(1 —a,a - p). (A.6)

Here, for the last equality, we used a well-known formula

B(a,b) = /OOO t (14 t) "0 dt. (A7)
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Thus, by Euler’s reflection formula and equalities (A2)), (A5) and (AJ6),
Myg=a ' (a—B-1)B(l-a,f+1)+a 'BB(1 -a,a—p)

 Tl-a)/ TE+1)  Ta—p)
T a (F(l—a+ﬂ)+F(—ﬁ)>

B (1 — a) 1 1
" al(l—a+ B)L(-p) (sin((a —B)m) sin(ﬁw))
_ (1 — a) (2003(a7r/2) sin((8 — a/2)7r))
ol'(1—a+ B)I(-P) sin((a — B)7) sin(B)
== Ol,ﬂ' (A.8)
Hence, the case o € (0, 1) is proved.

Next, we consider a € (1,2). As above, we assume § # 1. By the change of
variables,

Lu(x) = Mo s(a:)*™, @ > 0.

where
Moy = [ (@u)] = 1= Bo)lyl o dy
-1 0 00
[ [
0 9]
7—71 _— 71 e e
=—a 4+ 8a-1) +L1 —|—/O
=t —a"' + fla = 1)+ Ji(a, B) + Ja(, B). (A.9)
As in (A3),

Ji(a, B) — (e, B+ 2) = Ji (o, 8) — Ji(e, B+ 1)+ Ji(a, B+ 1) — Ji(e, B+ 2)
=ha—-1,8)+L(a—1,8+1)
=2a-1D"t+(a-1)"a-B-2)B2-a,B+1)

+(a-1)"Ha—-B-3)B2—-a,B+2). (A.10)

Here, for the last equality, we used (A.5]). By the fundamental theorem of calculus
and the Fubini theorem,

e, B+2) = (6+2)(ﬁ+1)/01 [ [ a0y sy
=(B+2)(B+1) /01 /tl /Zl(l —t)ﬁyflfo‘ dydzdt
:_(5+2)(5+1)_/1(1—t)5< o +t> dt

0

e} 11—« 11—«
_B+2 (B+2)(B+1)
=T o ol —a) B2—-a,5+1)
+%B(276+1)'
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Combining this and (AI0),

Ji(a, B) = é - 15304 - Fﬁ(‘fﬂ%;). (A.11)

For Ja(a, 8), by the fundamental theorem of calculus and (A7),

0 pY 2z
_ _ B—2, —1—«
Jo(or B) = B(5 1) / / / (1+1)7 2y~ did=dy

B-1) [

i_L B—241—
_ a(l_a)/o (14 1)7=2¢1=a gt
I
_ I'l-a)l(a—p)
- T (A.12)

Thus, as in (A:8)), Euler’s reflection formula and equalities (A.9), (A1) and (A12)
lead to

Map = Kag.

The lemma is proved. O
Lemma A.2. Letd=1 and L = —(—A)Y/?. Let
u(z) = (zy)’, Be(=1,1).

Then,
Lu(@) = Ky g(2:)"), @ eRy,
where
—pBceos(Bm), B (0,1),
Kyp=q-1/m, B =0,
B cos(fm), g e (—1,0)

Moreover, (AJ) still holds true with o = 1.
Proof. See [10], Proposition 4.4] for the case 8 € (0,1). Now we consider 8 < 0. Let

v(x) = ﬁ—lkl(x+)6+l'

Then, since 8+ 1 > 0, for x > 0,
Lu(w) = 22 ) = O L ()5 — Beos(pm) o)

Lastly, the case § = 0 can be easily obtained from ([2:2)). The lemma is proved. O

APPENDIX B. PARABOLIC EQUATIONS IN THE WHOLE SPACE

In this section, we present the L,-maximal regularity of nonlocal parabolic equa-
tions in the whole space. We consider more general operators than in the main
sections above.

We first impose the assumption on a family of Lévy measures (v¢):e(0,7)-
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Assumption B.1. (i) If f is integrable with respect to 14 for all ¢t € (0,7T'), then
the mapping

t= [ iy

is measurable.
(i7) For any o > a,

/ yl° (dy) < oo.
ly|<1

(#3) There exist a1, az and Ny > 0 such that for any R > 0,

Ro—on /I e ly|“t ve(dy) + R* ™2 /| R ly|** v (dy) < No,
yI< vl>

where ag, a2 € (0,1] if a € (0,1); a1, 2 € (1,2] if @ € (1,2); a1 € (1,2] and
az €[0,1) if o = 1.
(i70) If o € (1,2), then

/  Illdy) < o (B.1)
(iv) We have

sup min{1, [y|?} v(dy) < co.
te(0,T) JRd

Let v satisfy Assumption [B] for some « € (0,2). Now we define the nonlocal
operator L; as

Lyu = /]Rd (u(aj +y) —u(z) -y - Vu(:z:)) ve(dy), (B.2)

where y(®) = (11<a<2 + 1a:11|y|§1) y. Here, due to (B]), (B2) is well defined for
any u € CZ(R%). We also denote the adjoint operator

Liu = /]Rd (u(:z: +y) —u(z) -y - Vu(:z:)) ve(—dy).

For the nondegeneracy of the operator, in Lemma [B.3] below, we will assume
that (1) < 1 for some (nonsymmetric) a-stable Lévy measure v(1). Here, we state
the assumption on v,

Assumption B.2. (i) There exist A\, A > 0 such that

A< inf 011 (dp
< lp- 6] p' (dO)

and
/ pM(df) < A < oo,
Sdfl

where (1) is the spherical part of v,
(14) When o =1,

/ 0 (dB) = 0. (B.3)
Sd*l
Note that (B.3) is equivalent to

/ yw(dy) =0, 0<r<R< .
r<|y|<R
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Lemma B.3. Let a € (0,2), 1 <p < oo, 0 <T < o0, v €R, and vV be an a-
stable Lévy measure. Suppose that Lévy measures v, and vV satisfy Assumptions
[B1 and [B.3, respectively. Assume that

V(l) S Vi,

[ € Ly((0,T); HY) and ug € B;;;a_a/p. Then, there exists a unique solution

u € Lp((0,T); H)"*) N Lo ((0,T); HY) to
atu(ta I) = Ltu(tv‘r) + f(t,$), (ta I) € (05 T) X Rdv
(0, z) = uo(z), T € RY

More precisely, for any ¢ € C°(R?) and t € (0,T),

t t
(U(t, ')7 (b)Rd = (u07 (b)Rd + / (U(S, ')7 L:¢)Rd ds + / (f(S, ')a ¢)Rd ds.
0 0
Moreover, for this solution u,

I(=2)*"ul|p0.1)m3) <N (||U0||Bg$‘”“”’ + HfHLp((O,T);H;)) ) (B.5)
where N = N(d, p, a, v, \, A, Ng) is independent of u and T.

Proof. 1. Since the isometry (1 — A)*0/2 : Hpytro — HY commutes with Ly, we
only need to prove the claim for v = 0.

2. Suppose that v, = v for all t € (0,T). In this case, one can check that
v satisfies all the assumptions in [42, Theorem 1]. Thus, by [42, Theorem 1], we
have u € L,((0,T); H)"*) together with (B.5). Here, we note that the constant N
depends only on d,p, @, A, and A. Thus, it remains to show u € Lo ((0,7); L,).

For general functions h, denote

he(x) = hx ®°(z), ®°(z) = 9D (x/e),

where ® is a standard mollifier on R?, and * denotes the convolution. Then, one
can easily find

(B.4)

t t
u®(t, z) = ug(z) +/ Lou®(s,x)ds +/ fe(s,x)ds, te€(0,T), zecR™
0 0

By the Minkowski inequality and Holder’s inequality, we have

t t
[[us(t, e, < HUSHLer/O [1Lsu(s, )|z, d8+/0 17(s: )z, ds

< lugllz, + TP P Ll 0,192,) + TP VP fE L, 0.1)L,)-
Letting € | 0, due to (B.5) and the continuity of L; (see [42, Lemma 14]),

lull Lo (0.1, < N(T) (HUOHB;;W + HfHLp((O,T);LP)) : (B.6)

Thus, we have u € Loo((0,T); Lp).

3. Now we deal with the existence and (B.) for general v;. To consider time-
dependent nonlocal operators, we use probabilistic arguments. Let 7, 1= vy, — v(1),
and p(dt, dy) be the Poisson random measure on [0, 7T) x R? with intensity measure
D¢(dy)dt. For the compensated Poisson random measure ¢(dt,dy) := p(dt,dy) —
D¢ (dy)dt, we define the stochastic process with independent increments

t t
Y = / / y@q(dr, dy) +/ / (y - y("‘)) p(dr,dy), 0<t<T.
0 JRd 0 JRd



36 NONLOCAL EQUATIONS IN WEIGHTED SOBOLEV SPACES

Let f € C°((0,T) xR%) and ug € C2°(R?). By the case 2, there exists a solution
v satisfying

ow(t,z) =L v(t,z) + ft,x - Y;),  (t,z) € (0,T) x RY,
u(0,2) = uo(x), r € R4,

where L is the operator associated to #(1). Note that, by the representation for-
mula of solution (see (4.9) of [42]), v is well defined (measurable) on the probability
space where Y; is defined. Since f and ug are smooth, we have v(t,-) € C2(R?) for
each t € (0,T). Thus, by the Itd-Wentzell formula (see e.g. [40, Proposition 1]), w
have

t
oo+ Y0 =o0.0)+ [ [y Vols,+ Vo) gldsdy)
0 R4

t
+/ / y— y(“) 'Vv(svx +Y,_) p(dsdy)
Rd

—I—Z (s, +Ys) —v(s,x +Ys_) — AY, - Vu(s,z + Ys)]

s<t

t
+ / Osv(s,x +Ys)ds
0

where AY, :=Y, —Y,_. Thus,
v(t, x4+ )

// (@) . V(s z + Ye_) q(dsdy)

R4

+ / [ (5=9) - Voo, + Yoo ) pldsdy)
0

+ /0 / (s, z+Ys— +y) —v(s,z+Y,) —y-Vu(s,x +Y)] p(dsdy)

Rd
Rd
t
-i-/o (L”( )v(s,x +Y5) + f(s,x)) ds. (B.7)

Since q(dsdy) is a martingale measure, by taking expectation of both sides of (B.1),
for u(t,z) := E[v(t,z + Y3)],

u(t, z) = uo(x / /Rd (s,z +vy) —u(s,x) — y'® - Vu(s, x)} (ut - u(1)> (dy) ds
+ /Ot (L” @ u(s,x) + f(s,x)) ds
= up(z) + /Ot (Leu(s,x) + f(s,x)) ds.

Since v(t,-) € C%(R?), we have u(t, ) € C?(R9), and thus u is a solution to (B.4).
Moreover, by using the Minkowski inequality, (B.5]) easily follows from the one for
.

For general f and wug, the desired result can be obtained from the denseness of

C2° functions in the spaces L, ((0,7); L,) and Bz‘);a/p, (BXG), and the continuity of
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Here, we note that under Assumptions [B.] and [B:2] the constant N depends

only on d, p,a, A\, A, and Ny.

4. Lastly, we show the uniqueness. Suppose that u is a solution to (B.4)
with ug = 0 and f = 0. Let to € (0,T), vo € C*(R?), take a solution v €
Ly ((0,t0); Hyy) N Loo((0,%0); Ly ) to the adjoint backward equation

ov(t,x) = —Liv(t, x), (t,z) € (0,t) x R?,
v(tg, x) = vo(x), xz € R?,

where p’ = (p — 1)/p. Then, for any t € (0,ty) and v € R%,

and

t
ug(t,x):/ Lgu®(s,x)ds,
0

to

ve(t, @) = vg(x) —|—/ Liv® (s, x)ds.

to—t

Thus, u,v € Loo((0,T); L,) implies that, for each z € RY, both u®(-, ) and v¢(-, )
are Lipschitz continuous in the time variable. Hence, by integration by parts,

to

u®(to, z)vg () — u (0, 2)v%(0,x) = s (U (-, 2)v° (-, x)) ds

0

= /0 ’ (Lsuf(s,2)v°(s,x) — u(s,x)Live(s,x)) ds.

Thus, if we integrate both sides of the above over R%, then we have

/ u®(to, z)v§ () de = 0.
Rd

Letting € | 0, since vg € C°(R?) is arbitrary, u(to, -) = 0. The lemma is proved. [
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