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REGULARITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL p-LAPLACE EQUATION

VERENA BOGELEIN, FRANK DUZAAR, NAIAN LIAO, GIOVANNI MOLICA BISCI,
AND RAFFAELLA SERVADEI

ABSTRACT. Higher Sobolev and Holder regularity is studied for local weak solutions of
the fractional p-Laplace equation of order s in the case p > 2. Depending on the regime
considered, i.e.
0<s§p?%2 or %<s<1,

precise local estimates are proven. The relevant estimates are stable if the fractional order
s reaches 1; the known Sobolev regularity estimates for the local p-Laplace are recov-
ered. The case p = 2 reproduces the almost Wli)ts’Q—regula.rity for the fractional Laplace
equation of any order s € (0, 1).
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study higher Sobolev and Hoélder regularity of locally bounded, local
weak solutions of the fractional p-Laplace equation of order s € (0,1) and p > 2 on a
bounded domain  C RY with dimension N > 2:

W (b [ BT )

For the precise notion of weak solution we refer to Definition 2.1. Recently, much attention
has been paid to this kind of nonlocal operators. The interest stems from their challenging,
mathematical structures and their connections with concrete applications, such as contin-
uum mechanics, phase transition, population dynamics, optimal control and game theory.
To our knowledge, operators of this type were first introduced in [5, 41].

Our main results are divided into two parts according to the regime of s, namely ei-
ther s € (”1'%2, l)ors e (0,2 _2]. In the first part, we establish that Vu belongs to the

fractional Sobolev space ngcq(Q) forany ¢ > pand any 8 € (0, 5(s — %)) In par-
ticular, Vu belongs to L{L _(£2) for any ¢ > p; a direct consequence of this result is that

C’&f‘( ) for any @ € (0, 1). Precise local estimates will be presented in Theorems 1.3,
1.4 and 1.6 regarding the claimed gradient regularity properties and Theorem 1.5 regarding
the almost Lipschitz continuity of w. All these estimates are stable as s T 1. Whereas in
the second part, it is unknown if Vu exists in the Sobolev sense. However, the fractional

differentiability order s has been improved to any number less than ﬂ, whereas the in-
tegrability order g can be any number larger than p, namely u € WIZ Q) forany ¢ > p
and v € [s, ;55). As a corollary, we have u € C’IOC( ) for any v € (0, ;). Precise
estimates regarding the regularity properties of the second part are given in Theorems 1.1
and 1.2.

From a variational point of view, the fractional p-Laplace operator (1.1) can be consid-
ered as a non-local cousin of the classical p-Laplace operator

(1.2) —div (|[Vu[P~?Vu) = 0.

Classical results of Uraltseva [64] (for equations) and Uhlenbeck [63] (for systems) state
that the gradient of local weak solutions of (1.2) is locally Holder continuous. Such a
regularity result lays the foundation for a number of further theories. Nevertheless, up to
now it is still elusive whether an analogue of this result holds true for the fractional p-
Laplace operator (1.1). In fact, it is even far from trivial to assert that Vu exists in the
Sobolev sense. To our best knowledge, this was confirmed by Brasco & Lindgren; they
established that when s € (%1, 1), Vu € L}, () for globally bounded solutions, cf. [13,
Corollary 1.8]; moreover, the range of s can be improved to s € (2 J&, 1) if w is a solution
of a certain Dirichlet problem, cf. [13, Corollary 1.9].

Our main contribution significantly improves this result and establishes the higher in-
tegrability of Vu under a wider range of s, namely Vu € L{ () for any ¢ > p and
any s € (== p2, 1). Moreover, this improvement is achieved under the mere notion of local
solution, and no additional assumption is imposed on the solution’s global behavior.

Another classical result states that any local solution of (1.2) satisfies that | Vu| "V e
WIEZ(Q) see [10, 63, 64]. This higher differentiability can be converted into fractlonal
differentiability by a standard argument, that is Vu € Wﬁ PQ,RN) for any 0 < < =
cf. Remark 5.14. Our result indicates particularly that when s € ( , 1), local solutlons

of the fractional p-Laplacian (1.1) satisfies Vu € W27 (2) for any 6 €(0,s — —) and

loc
thus formally recovers the classical result in the limit s 1 1. In this sense our range of

is sharper than the one obtained previously by Brasco & Lindgren [13, Corollaries 1.8 &
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1.9]. Moreover, our approach dispenses with any additional assumption on the solution’s
global behavior and relies solely on the notion of local solution.

Last but not least, we have substantially improved the higher Hoder regularity for
solutions of the fractional p-Laplace equation (1.1) as Well Indeed, the Holder expo-
nent has been improved to any number less than min{1, *’;} in contrast to the known
min{1, o —2-}. In particular, the “almost Lipschitz” regularity improves the one obtained
by Brasco & Lindgren & Schikorra [14, Theorem 5.2] in the sense that the admissible range
of s has been extended from [%1, 1) to [%2, 1). In the particular case p = 2 we thus re-
cover the whole range s € (0, 1), which is in perfect accordance with known regularity
theory for the fractional Laplacian.

Examining the effect of an inhomogeneous term on the right-hand side of (1.1) has
been considered in [13, 14]. Interesting though it is, we decide to concentrate on the
homogeneous equation in this manuscript. We believe our new techniques can also be
applied to such a case.

The effort poured in this manuscript induces further study regarding the gradient regu-
larity for the fractional p-Laplace equation (1.1). Our next step is to have a more complete
picture concerning the higher regularity theory. In particular, we would like to generalize
the results to equations with more general kernels, and to examine the case p < 2 as well.
We expect similar results to hold in the whole range s € (0,1) and p € (1, 2).

1.1. Statement of the main results. The main results differ depending on which regime
of the fractional differentiability order s is considered. It turns out that the case p > 2 and
s € (0, ppi) deviates significantly from the case p > 2 and s € (pp;z7 1). First, we present
the main result for the range s € (0, ”1.%2]. This guarantees that for locally bounded, weak
solutions of the fractional (s, p)-Laplace equation, the integrability can be improved to any
q > p as well as the fractional differentiability to any € [s, o —E-). The precise statement
is as follows; for the definition of Tail(u; R) we refer to (2.1) below.

Theorem 1.1 (Almost W 72 *Y-regularity). Let p € (2,00), and s € (0,2 ] Then, for
any locally bounded, local weak solution w € W,5¥ (Q2) N LEH(RY) of (1. 1) in the sense
of Definition 2.1, we have

e WA(Q)  foranyq € [p,o0), and vy € [s, 55).

loc ' p—2

Moreover, there exists a universal constant C = C(N,p, s,q,7v) > 1, such that for any
ball B = Bgr(z,) € Q we have
C

s— N .
Ry [R NG )[ ulwsr(py) + R (||U||Loo(BR) + Taﬂ(U;R))]

[Wlwa(sy ) <

O

Using the previous theorem and the Morrey-type embedding for fractional Sobolev
spaces, we immediately obtain that locally bounded local weak solutions of the fractional
(s,p)-Laplace equation in the range s € (0, pz] are locally Holder continuous with any
exponent 7y € (0, =% ). The precise statement is as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (Almost C* 72 -regularity). Let p € (2,00) and s € (0, ] Then, for any

locally bounded, local weak solution v € WP () N L2 LRN) of (1. 1) in the sense of
Definition 2.1, we have

Moreover, there exists a universal constant C = C(N,p, s,y ) > 1, such that for any ball
Bgr = Bgr(z,) € Q we have

C’O’Y( ) forany v € (

loc

C .
[U]COW(B%R) < i R 7% [ulwer(Br) + |ull o By + Tail(u; R)|.
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The constant C blows up as v 1 p‘f’z. O

In the case of p > 2 and s € (”],%2, 1), better regularity properties of local weak so-
lutions can be achieved. The first result concerns the gradient regularity in L”. Roughly
speaking, it states that for locally bounded, local weak solutions u of the (s, p)-Laplace
equation, the weak gradient Vu exists and is locally in L? (2, RY).

Theorem 1.3 (LP-gradient regularity). Let p > 2 and s € (”].%27 1). Then, for any lo-
cally bounded, local weak solution w € WP () N LEH(RN) of (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 2.1, we have

u € Wi (Q).
Moreover; there exists a universal constant C' = C(N, p, s), such that for any ball Br =
Br(z,) € Q we have

Crs 1 N .
||vu||Lp(B%R) < E R (1 — S)P [U]Ws,p(BR) + R (HuHLoo(BR) + Tall(u; R))]
The constant C'is stable as s T 1 and blows up as s | %. O

At this point the question naturally arises whether the LP-gradient regularity of a locally
bounded, local weak solutions to the fractional (s, p)-Laplace equation can be improved.
This can in fact be answered positively. It turns out that for any ¢ > p the L9-gradient
regularity holds. The higher gradient regularity is the core of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4 (L?-gradient regularity). Let p € [2,00) and s € (1)}'%27 1). Then, for any

locally bounded, local weak solution v € WP (€2) N L2 LRN) of (1.1) in the sense of
Definition 2.1, we have

ueWhi(Q)  foranyq € [p,0).
Moreover, there exists a universal constant C = C(N,p, s,q), such that for any ball
Br = Bgr(z,) € Q the quantitative L?-gradient estimate
N _q s— N 1 .
IVl < CRT ™ [R5 (L= 8) [ulwercag) + lullie (5,0 + Tail(u; B)|
holds true. The constant C is stable in the limit s 1 1 and blows up as s | %.

At this stage, the classical Morrey-type embedding for the Sobolev space W4 with
g > N, implies that locally bounded, local weak solutions to the fractional (s, p)-Laplace
equation in the regime s € (%, 1) are locally Holder continuous with exponent 1 — %.
Since g can be chosen arbitrarily large by Theorem 1.4, this means Holder continuity for

any Holder exponent in (0, 1).

Theorem 1.5 (Almost Lipschitz continuity). Let p € [2,00) and s € (%2, 1). Then, for

any locally bounded, local weak solution w € W,5¥ () N LEH(RY) of (1.1) in the sense
of Definition 2.1, we have

we CX(Q)  foranyy e (0,1).

loc
Moreover, there exists a universal constant C = C(N,p, s,7), such for any ball Br =
Bgr(z,) € Q we have

Cr N 1 .
[U]COW(B%R) < E [R P (1 - S)P [u}ws,p(BR) + Hu”Loo(BR) + Tall(u;R)]

The constant C' is stable as s 1 1 and blows up as s | %. O

In analogy to the local p-Laplace equation, it can also be shown that the gradient Vu of
a locally bounded, local weak solution u to the fractional (s, p)-Laplace equation admits a
certain fractional differentiability. The precise result is as follows.
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Theorem 1.6 (Almost L/ “I-gradient regularity). Let p €[2,00) and s € (%, 1).
Then, for any locally bounded, local weak solution v € WP (Q) N LY (RN ) of (1.1) in
the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

Vu e W) foranyq € [p,oc), and o € (0, W).

loc

Moreover, there exists a universal constant C = C(N,p, s, q, «) such that for any ball
Bgr = Bgr(z,) € Q we have

N
CRa [ _, N 1 .
[VU]WQ,Q(B%R) < Rt R P (1—9)7 [U]Ws,p(BR) + ||’LLHLoo(BR) + Tail(u; R)}7

sp—(p=2)

Moreover, the constant C'is stable as s 1 1 and blows up as s | ”1.%2 and o .

1.2. Brief summary of state of the art. Since our results concern an elliptic problem,
we refrain from discussing time-dependent problems which deserve an independent treat-
ment. We start with an incomplete overview of the results that are known in the case of
linear non-local equations. The theory here is far less fragmented than for the fractional
p-Laplace operator. The topic of inner regularity of the fractional Laplacian of order s and
linear fractional operators with more general kernels is still a very active field of research.
It has attracted a lot of attention in recent years, as can be seen from the large and fast
growing number of results. We refer, without being exhaustive at all, to the inner regu-
larity results in [1, 2, 7, 8, 17, 25, 26, 30, 32, 40, 42, 43, 54, 59, 60, 61]. In these works,
the equations differ in terms of the assumptions made with respect to the integral kernel.
However, a common feature is that essentially all of them considered integral operators
of linear growth. Weak Harnack inequalities were studied in [30, 43]. Global regular-
ity, i.e. C'*-Holder continuity up to the boundary, was studied [55, 56]; see also [37, 38].
Higher-order boundary regularity in the sense that m is Holder continuous on the
closure of the domain 2, was established in [1, 2, 37, 38, 55, 56]. Gradient potential esti-
mates have been obtained in [49] in the regime s € (%, 1); see also [23] for more general
nonlocal equations of linear growth. On the other hand, regularity results on the scale of
LP-spaces can be found in [9, 46, 47]; see also [6]. For a similar result in case of the frac-
tional p-Laplace with p > 2 we refer to [58]. More precisely, a nonlocal self-improving
property (fractional Gehring lemma) has been established. An interior LP-regularity the-
ory — Calder6n-Zygmund theory — has been developed in [33, 51]; see also [15, 22]. For
a Wiener-type criterion for boundary regularity we refer to [44]. A Harnack inequality is
established in [21], see also [17]. Lastly, for nonlinear fractional equations (including the
fractional p-Lapacian), an existence, regularity and potential theory with measure data was
developed in [48].

As already indicated, the regularity theory for the fractional p-Laplacian with p # 2 is
far from well developed, and many of the basic questions are still unanswered. Concerning
weak solutions, local boundedness and Holder regularity with a qualitative Holder expo-
nent in the interior and at the boundary have been established in [20, 45]. The results cover
the whole range of s € (0,1) and p € (1,00). For a similar result in the framework of
viscosity solutions we refer to [50]. Higher order boundary regularity has been achieved
for p > 2 in [39]. In the super-quadratic case p > 2 the fractional differentiability of
weak solutions of the fractional (s, p)-Laplace equation has been improved quantitatively,
whereas in the regime s € (%, 1), the gradient of weak solutions exists in L? and ad-
ditionally exhibits a certain fractional differentiability; these are achieved in [13]. Still in
the superquadratic case p > 2, interior higher Holder regularity with an explicit Holder
exponent was established in [14]. More precisely, in the regime s € (0, pp%l} weak solu-

. 0,25 _ _ . . .
tions are almost C| """, while in the range s € (”]Tl, 1) solutions are almost Lipschitz

continuous. This kind of higher Holder regularity has been recently extended in [34] to
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the subquadratic case 1 < p < 2 with the same threshold with respect to s and p. To our
knowledge, these are the state of the art regarding the higher Holder regularity.

1.3. Novel techniques. To our knowledge, a method of difference quotients in the context
of fractional (s, p)-Laplace equations has first been implemented in the pioneering work
[13] of Brasco & Lindgren, which deals with the higher Sobolev regularity; see [16] for a
different nonlocal equation. Later, a separate yet similar program is carried out to deal with
the higher Holder regularity in [14] by Brasco & Lindgren & Schikorra. Their program
features finite iterations in Besov-type spaces. Although our approach also relies on a
difference quotient technique, the overall strategy differs dramatically from the one used
in [13, 14].

Amongst other things, a novel tail estimate plays a pivotal role in our approach. It nicely
captures the long-range behavior of solutions in the finite difference scheme and permits
us to efficiently run iterations at various stages. More importantly, together with our new
iteration technique, it allows us to concentrate on the higher Sobolev regularity, whereas
the higher Holder regularity is deduced upon applying the Morrey-type imbedding in the
last step. This technical route, granted by the tail estimate, sets our approach apart from
the existing one. In fact, to understand our approach, it is instructive to keep in mind the
following imbedding:

~—

we Wl Q),¢>N = ueC,. Q).

loc

It holds true no matter whether v € (0,1) or v = 1.

The novel tail estimate also gives birth to a natural dichotomy that distinguishes the
existence of Vu or not. Indeed, it ensures sufficient amount of gain in fractional differ-
entiability for each step of our iteration and allows us to approach the limiting order %
Ifs e (prz, 1), the limiting order exceeds 1, and hence the W1P-regularity follows. We
refer the reader to the beginning of § 5.1 for more explanation on this iteration technique.

The next step hinges upon improving the integrability exponent from p to any number
q > p. The arguments for s € (0, pf;f] and for s € (%, 1) are different. For the former
case, we refer to the beginning of § 4.1 for an explanation. Whereas the underlying idea
of the latter case is somewhat similar to a Moser-type iteration scheme. Indeed, assuming
that Vu € L (Q) for some ¢ > p, we establish an improved estimate for the second-

order finite differences, which joint with a result of Stein gives Vu € W24 (Q2) for a
N

q
small differentiability order «v. In turn, this implies Vu € L, > (£2) by the Sobolev-type
embedding for fractional spaces. Such a procedure is then iterated finite times until the
desired integrability exponent is reached. Differently from Moser’s iteration for the local
p-Laplace equation, our argument cannot be iterated infinitely many times.
Finally, we stress that, to our knowledge, the tail estimate is completely new and has the
potential to be one of the key ingredients also for other regularity results in the context of

fractional differential equations.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and definitions. Throughout the manuscript C' denotes a generic constant
which can change from line to line. In the statements and also in the proofs, we trace
the dependencies of the constants in terms of the data. We indicate the dependencies by
writing, for instance, C' = C(N,p,s) if C depends on N,p and s. Next, we denote
Br(z,) C R to be the ball of radius R and center z,, in R"Y. Whereas we define

KR({EO) = BR(ICO) X BR({EO).
We use this notation at various points to give the double integrals a more compact form.
Let  C RY be a bounded open set and € (0,1). For a function w:  — R we un-

derstand by w € Cloc () that for any ball Bg(z,) € Q we have that w € C**(Bg(z,))
holds. Moreover, we denote the semi-norm

w(zx) — w(y
[w]co,a(BR(mo)) = sup La)l.
r#YEBR(x0) |l’ - y|
We also introduce the fractional Sobolev space W7(Q) with some ¢ € [1,00) and
€ (0,1). A measurable function w:  — R belongs to the fractional Sobolev space
W4(Q) if and only if

HwHWw(Q) = ”wHL‘I(Q) + [w]WM(Q) < o0,

where the semi-norm is defined as

o= | ff, 2 |N£vz|qddy;

Some useful results concerning fractional Sobolev spaces are collected in §2.4; for more
information we refer to [24].
For ¢ > 0 and > 0 the Tail space L2 (R") consist of all w € L, ,(R") that satisfy

/ w4, -
— AT 0.
gy (14 |z|)N+Y

The following quantity — called the tail — measures the global behavior of a function w be-
longing to the tail space L% L(RN). Tt plays an essential role in our quantitative estimates.

_1
u@pt 17

N dx

2.1 Tail(u; z,, R) := [RSI’ /
RN\Br(z,) |17 — Zo
It is not difficult to show that Tail(u; z,, R) < co whenever u € Lt (RN). If 2, = 0 or
if the center point is clear from the context, we omit it in the notation.
Our notion of solution is local in nature.

Definition 2.1 (Local weak solution). Let @ C RY be bounded open set, p € (1,00) and
€ (0,1). A function w € WP (Q) N L2 (RN ) is a local weak solution of (1.1) in Q) if
and only if

ey ff M)l uot) — ) gy, g

|z —y|NHep

Sor every o € W*P(Q) compactly supported in S and extended to 0 outside Q.

2.2. Algebraic inequalities. In this section we will summarize the algebraic inequalities
that will be used in the rest of the paper. In regularity theory, the most optimal algebraic
inequalities are crucial, because they usually provide optimal results. For v € (0, 00) we
define

V., (a) := |a|"a, fora € R.
If a = 0 we set V,,(a) = 0 also for v € (0, 1). The basic algebraic inequality relating the
difference |V, (b) — V;(a)| to |a — b| can be found in [3, Lemma 2.1] for v € (0,1), and
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[35, Lemma 2.2] for v € (1, 00). The stated values of the constants can be derived by a
careful inspection of the proofs.

Lemma 2.2. Forany~y > 0, and for all a,b € R, we have
Cu(|al + [B)7Hb = al < [V4(b) = Vy(a)| < Ca(lal + [b))" b~ al,
where
s if v €(0,1], 2177, ify € (0,1],
Cr = Cy =
2177, ify € [1,00), v, ify € [1,00).

Proof. Since we are interested in the most simple explicit constants possible, we give the
proof for the sake of completeness. We note that the case @ = 0 = b is trivial and therefore
will not be considered in the following. We first compute

1 1
|V’y(b)*vy(a)| = /() %pr(saJr(lfs)b)ds :»y/o ‘5a+(1*5)b|771d5,

In the following it remains to estimate the integral on the right-hand side from above and
below. By symmetry we may assume |a| < |b]. Next, we observe that

/ lsa+(1—s)p|~1ds > (B~ > (jal + )", ify € (0,1],
and
1
/ [sa+ (1= )b "1 ds < [b]""" < (la[ + b)), ify €[1,00).
0

For the other cases, we first consider the situation where either 0 < a < borb < a < 0. If
€ (0, 1], we find that

! ! 1 21—
[ e s tas < i s = Sppt < o]+ )
while in the case v € [1, c0) we have
21—
/ jsa+ (1 — s)bP"~1 ds > / (1= 9P ds = 2B = Z (ol + 87
Y

Now, it remains to consider the situation where either 0 <a<borb<a <0 (excluding
the case a = 0 = b). Letting s, := ﬁ, we decompose the integral

1 So 1
/ [sa+ (1= )b ~"ds = / lsa+ (1 — )b~ ds + / jsa + (1 — 5)b~" ds.
0 0

So

For the first integral we compute

So !
/ ‘Sa + (1 - S)b|'y—1 ds = So/ ‘Sota/ + (1 — Sot)b‘7_1 dt
0 0

1
= salb\"*_l/ (1- t)"*‘1 dt = @|b|”*_1
0 Y

and for the second one

/|sa+(1—s)b|7_1ds:(1—so)/0 (L4 (1= so))a+ (1—so)d|" "t d

o

1= Sop,pmt,

1
=(1- so)\a|”’*1/ 7 ldt =
0

Summing up, we find

/ |sa+ (1 —s)b[7"tds =

(|b|7 'b |a|vla> _ B[ + [a]”
b—a b—a ) (b +a])’
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In the case vy € (0, 1] this yields
1—y

1
2
st (= bt s < 2 (i iy,
while in the case v € [1, 00) we obtain
1 2177
| st = bt as > 2 (il
This finishes the proof. (]

The next algebraic inequality somehow represents the ellipticity contained in the frac-
tional p-Laplace equation. In contrast to [14, Lemma A.6], we work directly with the
expression obtained by testing. More precisely, this means that in the proof of the energy
inequality e and f take over the role of n(« + h) and n(z). The advantage of this algebraic
inequality in comparison with [14, Lemma A.6] is that the essential steps in the estimation
of the fractional p-Laplacian from below are outsourced into the algebraic inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Let p > 2 and 5 > 1. Then there exists a constant C = C (p)2%, such that
whenever a,b,c,d € Rand e, f € R>g, we have

(Vimi(a =) = Vpos (e — d)) (Vsla — )e — V(b — d) )

> 21— C(la—b +[e—d))" " (la—c| +[p—d)" e

- f‘za
where
-2 5—1 2
L= (Ja=b +le—d)" “(la—c|+b—d)" [(a—c) = (b—d)| (¢’ + f?).
Proof. We first rewrite the left-hand side of the desired inequality in the form
L(Vooi(a =) = Vpale = ) (Vaa — ¢) = Va(b— d)) (¢ + 2)
+ 3(Vpi(a = b) = Vp—i(c — d)) (Vs(a — ¢) + Vs(b— d)) (e — f?).
The first summand is non-negative due to the monotonicity; cf. [14, Lemma A.5]. This
means that the multiplicative factors V,,_1(a — b) — V,_1(c—d) and Vs(a — ¢) — V5(b—d)
must have the same sign. Without loss of generality, we assume that both are non-negative.
Indeed, if they are both negative, we simply switch the order of the summands in the two

factors. To each factor we apply Lemma 2.2 (first with exponent p — 1 and then with ¢) to
conclude

Vp—1(a —b)
(|a — b+ |c— d|)p

C’l(p—l)g V 1(Cfd)

L < Cy(p—1
a-o—_g -0V

-2

and

—c)—Vs(b—d
Ci(60) < Vs(a C)HVB( )
(la=cl+b—d)" |(a—c)— (b—d)
This leads to the following lower bound for the above-mentioned first term
L(Vooi(a = b) = V(e — ) (Vala — ¢) = Va(b— d)) (€ + 2)
> 101 (p — 1)C1(5)L.
Similarly, using the upper bound for V},_; we estimate the second term from above
L(Vpor(a =) = Vpi(c — d)) (Va(a — ¢) + Va(b— d)) (2 — f2)
-2
< 5C2(p—1)(la—bl+|c—d|)" "|(a—c)~ (b—d)|
(Ja—cl® +[b—dP’)e — fl(e + f)
5Ca(p— D)(la— bl + e —d))""|(a—c) = (b~ d)
s
(la—cl+1[b—d|) e = fl(e + )

< Cy(9).

IN
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=: 3Cy(p — 1)IL
To proceed further, we use Young’s inequality to estimate
Co(p—Dl(a—c) = (b—d)|(e+ f)(la —c[ +[b—d|)]e — f]
<lella—c) = b= d)2(e+ )2+ 22 (o~ of + b — d])*(e - f)?
<el(a—c) = (b= d)P(e* + 2) + 222 (ja— o + b d])*(e - )
Therefore, we get
Cao(p—DII
<(la=bl+lc—d)" *(ja—c|+p—d)"
el =) = (b= )P (e + 12) + S8 (ja — o] + b — d]) (e — 1)?]

12 -2 541

= eI+ S8 (la— b+ |c—d))" (la—c|+[b—d])" " (e~ f)%
Joining the preceding estimates finally results in

(Vp-sa—b) = Vp1(e — ) (Vsa — c)e? — Va(b— d) )

> 3 (Cilp —1)C1(8) — €)X
12 -2 5+1
— @D (g — b + e —d))"(ja— | + |b—d|) T (e - )2
Here, we choose ¢ := $C1(p — 1)C1 () and obtain
(Vp-1(a—b) = Vpos(c — ) (Vs — c)e? — Va(b— d)f?)

> Cl(p_i)cl(‘s):[

5 (p—1)2 -2 5+1
— g2 (ja = bl + e — )" (Ja — e + b —dl) " (e — )2

This proves the desired estimate. (]
Lemma24. Lety > 1, A,B € Rande, f € R>q. Then we have
|A — B\'y(e” + f“’) > 2277 Ae — Bf|Y — 27 |A+ B||e — f|7.
Proof. By using the convexity of ¢ — t7 twice, we obtain
Ae = Bf[ = |4(A=B)(e+ f)+ (A +B)(e— f)|"

< LA~ B(e+ f)" + §|A+Blle — I

<272A- B[ (e + [7) + 5|A+ B |e - fI".
Multiplication by 227 yields the assertion. (|
2.3. Some integral estimates. The first result ensures that a certain integral exists.

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 < 3 < N, and Q@ C RY measurable with || < co. Then, for any
x € RY we have .
1 wy (NIQ\~
st 5 (40)
olr—yN=r g
where wy = |SY | = N|By| denotes the (N —1)-dimensional surface measure of the
unit sphere in RY. In the case of a ball Br(x,) = 2, we have

WwN

/ 1 Wy
Br(zo) |z —y|N -5 B
Remark 2.6. If 3 > N,ie. N — 8 <0, the result is simpler. In fact, for z € Bg(z,) we

have
1 1 wN
——dy < / ———dy = D 2R),
/BR(ID) |z —y|N=F Bag(x) |z —y|N-8 B

dy < RP.
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The following lemma can be inferred from [14, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 2.7. Let p € (1,00) and s € (0,1). Then, for any w € L2 Y (RYN), any ball
Br = Br(z,) € Qand any r € (0, R), we have

-1

RAN
Tail(u; x,, )P~ < C(N)(?) (Tail(u,R) + Hu||Loo(BR))p
Proof. Applying [14, Lemma 2.3] on two concentric balls B,.(z,) € Bg(z,), we obtain

sp
Tail(u; 7o, )P~ < (1) Tail(u; z,, R)P™ + T—N/ L
R BR(mO)

T\ SP R
— il(u: p—1
< (5) Tail(uwz,, B+ |Bi| (= ) lull22 5,

< C(N)(§> (Tall(u R)P™ Ly ||u||Loo (Br )

R . -
< o) (Z) (aittw, R) + ()"

which proves the claim. O

2.4. Fractional Sobolev spaces. In the following, we summarize some statements con-
cerning fractional Sobolev spaces that are useful for our purposes. We intend to avoid
more function spaces, such as Nikol’skii and Besov spaces, and to limit ourselves to the
essential functional estimates. For further information on this topic, we refer to [4, 13, 14].
We start with an embedding that ensures that W!-9-functions also belong to W74 for any
0 < v < 1. This is well-known; however, for the convenience of the reader we give a
proof.

Lemma 2.8 (Embedding W14 — W79), Let ¢ > 1 and v € (0,1). Then for any
w € WH4(BR) we have

// [w@) = w4y < s R(M)q/ V|7 d
xdy < 8wy —— wl|? dz.
BrxBr \95 - |N+W (1—=7)q /B,

Remark 2.9. For v 1 1 the followmg stability result holds

w(y)|?
lim(1 — // dzdy = C(N, q) |[Vw|? dzx,
’YTl BRXBR |:I"_y|[\/v-"_’Y BR
whenever w € W14(Bg); see [11].

Proof. For fixed x € Bp we introduce polar coordinates centered at x, i.e. we write
y =12+ ow withw € RV, |w| = 1, and ¢ € [0,d(z,w)], where d(x,w) denotes the
distance of x to (x + wR+) N OBg. In this way we get

// [wi@) = w)l* g,
BrXBr ‘m_y'N‘F’Y(J

) Jw(z) — w(z + ow)|e oVl
dodwdz.
/BR /‘*’ =1 / N+’Yq

Here, dw denotes the (N — 1)-dimensional surface measure on SV ~1. Next we write

)
w(z) — w(zr + ow) = —/ Vw(z + sw) - wds,
0
so that

e
|lw(z) —w(z + ow)|? < / |Vw(x + sw)|?dse?™".
0
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Inserting this above and using Fubini’s theorem we get

()|
I/BR/BR |x—y|N+7q d:l:dy

d@w) (17w (x + sw)|?dse?™?
N / / / fO N—+7q o™ dodwdr
Bgr J|w|=1 0

d(z,w) pro
= / / / / IVw(z + sw)|?ds ot =92 dwd pdz:
Br Jwl=1Jo 0
d(z,w) pd(z,w)
= / / / / |Vw(z + sw)|?01~792d pdsdwd pdz:
BR w\ 1

(z,w) d(z,w)1=1e — s(1=7)a
(2.3) / / / (z,w) IV (z + sw)|? dsdwdz.
B Jlw|=1 —7)g—1

We now distinguish cases. First, we consider the case (1 — v)q < % Then,

1 d(z,w)
I<—M— / / / [Vw(z + sw)|7s1~1 dsdwdz
1 - 1 - BR w\:l

] / / /d(:cW) |Vw 2+ 5 N1 4dwde
L - - T N—(1—7)q
[Vuly
— i /BR/,3R|$_y|N 1“/)113/
2uon RO v)q
< 2onB T / [Vewlda.
(1=74 Jps

To obtain the last line, we first used Fubini’s theorem to interchange the order of integra-
tions and then applied Lemma 2.5 with 5 = (1 — v)gq.

Next, we will deal with the case (1 — v)q € [3, 3]. Here we start with the expression
for I from the second last line of (2.3). We write the exponent of s, i.e. (1 —v)g — 2, in the
form —(N —a)+(1—8)+ (N —1), for some 0 < beta < 1, which will be specified later.
Then, we estimate s'~# by o'~ B and interchange the order of integration with respect to o
and w. Finally, we apply again Lemma 2.5 and compute the p-integral explicitly. This way

we get
d(z,w) o
— / / / / \Vw(z 4 sw)|?dset =7~ 2d pdwdx

Br J|w|=1

d(w,w) |Vw T+ sw)|? s1BgN =146 0(1=4-2 pdwda
; T gN-B ? ’
RV |w|=1

d(zw) re |Vw x + sw)|? sN— 1dsg(1 vg-1- ﬁdede

oo S sN— T GN-B

‘vw /d(xw) L o
d dx (1-v)g—1-83
/B/B o — |N YL ¢

B wyRA=a .
= B-7=7) /B [Veltdy

Choosing 8 = (1 —v)q € [1, 3] we get

(1-v)q
1< Son e
(1- Y
Y)q Br
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Finally, we consider the remaining case (1 — v)g > 3. Starting from the last line of (2.3),
we first neglect the negative contribution of —s, and then write 1 = s~ (M ~1sN=1_ Then
we estimate d(x,w) by R and interchange by Fubini’s theorem the order of integration
between s and w, so that we can apply Lemma 2.5 with 8 = 1. This gives

(1 ¥)g—1 d(z,w) q
I< / / d(z, w) / Wslv_ldsdwdx
Br Jw|=1 (I-mg—-1 Jy s

R(l 7)g-1
// V@)l 440
q—l Br BR|$—Z/|

(1-7)gq
< L/ IVawl|?dy
(I=7g-1/p,

3wn RA—7a
< L/ IVw|?dy
(1= Jpg

To obtain the last line we used (1 — v)g — 1 > (1 — v)q. Joining the three cases we get

( )|a 8wNR(1_'Y)q/
dody < ———— Vuw(y)|*dy,
//BRXBR I:v—y\N“q (1=7)q BR| W)

which proves the claim. (]

Next, we provide a fractional Sobolev-Poincaré inequality, which can be retrieved from
[24, Theorem 6.7].

Lemma 2.10 (Fractional Sobolev-Poincaré inequality). Let ¢ > 1, v € (0, 1), such that
vq < N. Then, for any w € W79(BRg) we have

1

q

ety lw(z) = w(y)|*
_ N—qvy < Yy
|:][BR |w (w)BR’ dx:| o |:/BR][BR ‘Z - y|N+q’y dmdy 7
where C = C(N, q,7). O

N—qy

Remark 2.11. To trace the stability as v 1 1, the precise dependence of C' in terms of 7 is
crucial. From [12, Theorem 1], we have for v € [%, 1) that

1
cv)(a - 7)} ‘
(N =gt

Remark 2.12. The above Fractional Sobolev-Poincaré inequality easily yields a variant

without mean value in the left-hand side integral. In fact, under the same assumptions as
in Lemma 2.10, we have

W0 = |

—q

N e ) w(y)|e
|w|¥=a7 dz < 2974 |CIRTY vy dedy + |w|?dz
Br Br |17 - y\ o Br

for any w € WY 49(Bg), where C = C’(N7 q, ) is the constant from Lemma 2.10. O

2.5. Finite differences and fractional Sobolev spaces. For an open set @ C R, and a
direction vector h € RY, define ), := {z € Q: z+ h € Q}. For measurable w:  — R,
we denote by 7, : L'(Q) — L'(,) the finite difference operator
Thw(x) == w(z + h) —w(z),
whenever h € RY and z € Q,. If the direction is a fixed unit vector ¢ € RY, we write
T}Ee)w(x) = w(x + he) — w(z),
where h € R now is a real number. If e is a canonical basis vector e; we write T,Si)w instead

of ‘rhei)w. At several points we will use two elementary properties of finite differences.
These are summarized in [36, Lemma 7.23 & 7.24] and [31, Chap. 5.8.2].
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Lemma 2.13. Let1 < g < oo, M > 0, and 0 < d < R. Then, any w € L1(Bg) that
satisfies

(2.4) / |7 w|? de < MIIK|? forany 0 < |h| < d
Br-d4
is weakly differentiable in direction x; on Br_4, and moreover
/ |D;ul? dx < M.
Br-a

If w satisfies (2.4) for any direction e;, then w € W4(Bg_g). O

Lemma 2.14. Let 1 < q < coand 0 < d < R. Then, for any w € W14(Bg), any
ie{l,...,N}, and any 0 < |h| < d, we have

Moreover, we have

1w oy < IRHIDs0 ] L 5)-

— Diw‘
|h|—0 L9(Br-a)
for any direction e;. O

In the context of fractional Sobolev spaces, W 9-functions fulfill an estimate for finite
differences that is similar to the one from Lemma 2.14; see [13, Proposition 2.6].

Lemma 2.15. Let g € (1,00), v € (0,1), and 0 < d < R. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(N, q) such that for any w € W"9(Bpg), we have

R(lfv)q
/ Mrhwmscwq[aw)[w]%m,q(BRﬁ(dq i Nl

for any h € RN \ {0} that satisfies |h| < d.

Finite differences can also be used to identify mappings with certain quantitative prop-
erties, such as belonging to a fractional Sobolev space. Such a result can be interpreted as
the fractional analogue of Lemma 2.13. We refer to [4, 7.73]. The version given here is
from [19, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 2.16. Let q € [1,00), v € (0,1, M > 1, and 0 < d < R. Then, there exists a
constant C = C(N, q) such that whenever w € L1(Bgq) satisfies

/ |Thw|?dz < M?|R|Y?  forany h € RN \ {0} with |h| < d,
Br

then w € Wﬁ’q(BR) whenever 0 < 3 < ry. Moreover, we have

()‘qdd<0d(7ﬂ)M‘1 1 .
BrxBr Ix— |N+ﬂq =0 +gdﬂqu”LQ(BR)'

Proof. Decompose the domain of integration Kr = Br x Bg into Kg N {|z — y| < d}
and Kp N {\x — y| > d}. Denote the two resulting integrals with I and II.

q
// N+ﬂ21‘ dxdy:// ...dxdy+// ... dzdy
Kgr |3j -yl Krn{z—y|<d|} Krn{z—y|>d|}

= T+1I.

In I substitute y — x = h and enlarge the domain of integration with respect to the h
variables from Br(—x) N {|h| < d} to {|h| < d}. The resulting integral can easily be
calculated by introducing spherical coordinates. This results in

|Thw ()[4
I*/ / dhdzx
Br J Br(—z)n{|h|<d} RN HBa
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|Thw ()]
dhdz
/BR /{|h<d} |h|N+ﬂq

|‘rhw
d dh
/h|<d} /BR |h|N+ﬂ

< Mq/ |h|~N+(=Fagp,
{Ih]<d}

d
:N|Bl|Mq/ s~ 1H(r=Pa g,
0

NIBi| d—B)a

" (- B) ,B)q

The numerator in the integral IT is first estimated by 277! (|w(z)|? + |w(y)|?). Then we
use the symmetry of the integrand with respect to « and y. In the last step, we introduce
polar coordinates to compute the second integral. This yields

q q
I < 9a—1 // |w(:E)| +]\|]1i)éy)| dzdy
Kar{o—y|>a)} [T —y[NTFe
q
" // _w@I gy
Krn{o—y|>dl} |7 =y Th

1
:2Q/ \w(x)|q/ S .
Bnr Br\Ba(x) |7 — y|N A
1

< 2’1/ w(x)? ——dz
Br ol RN\ By (z) [T — y[N P4

2N|B| /
< g w(zx)|?dz.
S xa C]

This proves the claim. O

In the following we will introduce two lemmata that will help us to deal with second
order differences in the fractional context. The results can essentially be retrieved from
[62, Chapter 5]; see also [13, Proposition 2.4]. The proof is based on the thermic extension
characterization of Besov spaces. A different proof of Lemma 2.17 can be found in [27,
Lemma 2.2.1] (see also [28, Theorem 1.1]) in the context of the local p-Laplace equation
on the Heisenberg group and where it serves to handle the horizontal derivative of weak
solutions. Since this argument does not seem to be widely known, we give the proof for
the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.17. Letq € [1,00), v >0, M >0,0<r < R, and 0 < d < (R —r). Then,
there exists a constant C' = C(q) such that whenever w € L9(Bp) satisfies

(2.5) / |7 (Thw) |4 dae < M9JR|7Y, for any h € RN \ {0} with |h| < d,

T

then in the case v € (0,1) we have for any 0 < |h| < 3d that

M q 1
9dr < ay q
(2.6) /T|T}Lw| dz < C(q)|h| l(l 7) +d¢ﬂ |w| dx]

while in the case v > 1 there holds

M 1
2. q < q (v=1)q / q .
2.7 /7. |Thw|? dz < C(q)|h] {( ) d + — . |w|? dz
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In the limiting case v = 1 we have for any 0 < 3 < 1 that
M \a 1
) 4dy < ab (1-B)q q .
(2.8) /BT |rhw|?dz < C(q)|h [(1_5) d + & |y, |w|? dz:

Proof. Instead of assumption (2.5) we use the equivalent assumption

/ ’Tée)(rée)w){qu < Mp9, forany 0 < h < d and any |e| = 1.
B

T

Since

T,Ee) (T,&e)w) = Tz(z)w — QT}Ee)w.

we have

|=

{/ |7'2(Z)w — QTée)w|qdz] "<Mr for any 0 < h < d and any |e| = 1.
B

Fort € [%d,d) we replace h by - with j € N which yields
2 Yy 27

1
. T a t\7 Mty
/ T(t) w—ZT(t)w‘ dx ! §M<—) = ——.
B, 27—1 27 21 2727(]*1)
For k € N we therefore get
1
q q
{/ ‘Tt(e)w—QkT(i)w’ dm}
. ok
1
k . q q
= / ZQJA(T(EQ w—ZT(f)w)‘ dz
B, i=1 27—1 27

Q=

k
) q
< 223_1 / T(82 w — 2‘1'(,,6)10’ dz
j=1 B, ! 27! 27
k . k—1
Mt 271 Mt .
— J(1—7)
(29) < 27 ;zv(j—l) 9y 2;)2 ’
j= j=

Arrived at this stage we consider first the case 0 < v < 1 and compute the sum on the
right-hand side of (2.9). We obtain

1
©,, ok (0, [0, |7 M 20Tk —1 207k 1
[/BT‘Tt v QTﬁw’ dx} = 2v  2l=7v —1 =Mt 297

The previous estimate allows us to bound the L?(B,.)-norm of T(i)w. Indeed, we have

J.

1 q
q q q
T(f)w dx] =27k l/ ’2’“7'(?)111’ dx]
2k B, 2k

1 1
q q q
< 2~k [/ ’Tt(e)w — 2kT$)w‘ dx} + 27k [/ |Tt(e)w|q d:c]
B, 2b B

r

1

q

2(l-7k _q r
<2 kM T — 4o~ (k+D) / |w|qu]
LJ Br
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In the transition from the penultimate to the last line, we used

t\y 2t d S d 7>d7
(27) - (E ' 2k+1) = (2k'+1) = kT
Note that 2 > 1. Now, we consider i € (0, 3d]. Then there exist ¢ € [3d,d) and k € N

such that h = 2% This allows us to replace in the inequality above 2% by h. We obtain
that

r 1
q M 4 a
[/ |T}(Le)w}qu} < + {/ |w|qu} h,
5. 2-20 " @ | /g,

which itself implies

e M N4 1
/ ‘T}E )w|qu < 2t (7) +— |w|qu} R,
B, [\ = i g,
For h € (3d, d[ we trivially have
. 22q71
/ |T,§')w|qdw <207t / |w]?da < / |wl]? de.
B, Br d” Jpy,

T

This proves the claim (2.6). Next we consider the case v > 1. In this case the series in
(2.9) converges as k — oo and we obtain

©,  ob(e) 1917 _ MO i) Mt
[/BT‘Tt v 272%“]‘ dw] = ;2 =912y

which leads us to the L?(B,.)-bound

A

As in the case 0 < v < 1 we choose & € (0, 3d] in the form h = o with ¢ € [$d, d) and
k € Nto get

1

o 19, 1" Mt ;
T(,,)w‘ dz| < o~k 4 9l-k / |w|qu
3 27(1—217) B

1

hoME B ]
to(1—21) "t | /g,

2

oh  MdY 4h z
77+7/ w|? dz
27(1-21-7) " d | /g,

1
MdY q
— 44 / |w]9dx| |.
27v-1 -1 Br
Taking both sides to the power g we have

[, rttuttan <2 ) [ 5) + i)

which easily implies (2.7). Finally, we treat the limiting case v = 1. In this case from (2.9)
we get

[/ |T,§e)w‘qu} !
B,

IA

|
U

1
a Mt
[/ ’Tt(e)w — 2’“2T(te)w’qd1} < k—,
B, ok 2

which implies the L?(B,.)-bound

A

1 1

T kMt
rOw| de| < o= 42k / |w|?dx '
2k 2 B

ok
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Again we choose i € (0, 3d] in the form h = 5% with ¢ € [4d,d) and k € N. For k we
have

>

Int
:h<ln(
In2 = In

[\

Inserting this yields

Ot ] < M (d wr :
[/ |7 wl dx] §21n21n(h)+d BR|w\qu

< MEln (g> +4h[ |w|qu]

2ln2d h d
To proceed further we consider for 3 € (0, 1) the function (0,1] 3 t — f(t) := tl_B 1n L
Then, limy o f (¢ ) = 0. Moreover, we have f'(t) = =t~ [(1 — 8)Int¢ + 1] and f'(t
for t, = exp [ — ] with f(t,) = e(lil—ﬁ) Therefore, we have
1
fi) < ——— Vie(0,1].
0%t Vi O

Inserting this above we have

1

[/ E <e>w|qu]q<2elni\ﬁ_ﬁ)(2)ﬁ d[ |w|qu]
= (Z)B{ZeIHZ [ |w|ng;H

ghﬂ[ M 4[ |w|qu} ]

2eln2(1 — dp
proving the claim (2.8). (]

Lemma 2.17 guarantees in the case v > 1 that functions w satisfying (2.5) are indeed
weakly differentiable. However, from the assumption on the second differences we loose
an amount of the order |h|7~1; roughly speaking, we pass from second order differences
that are measured in terms of |h|” to first order differences that are quantified in terms
, which means that we control Vw. The loss is of order |h|Y~1. The |h|7~!-part
controls the oscillations of Vw in certain respects. Therefore, this part can be used to
show that the gradient Vw is fractionally differentiable. This is basically the contend of
the next lemma. The version presented here can be inferred from [23, Lemma 2.9] using
the quasi-minimality of the mean value for the mapping £ — || Br |w — &|?dx; see also
[13, Proposition 2.4] and [14, Lemma 2.6].

Lemma 2.18. Let g € [1,00), v € (0,1), M >0, R > 0, and d € (0, R). Then, for any
w € WY9(Bpyeq) that satisfies

(2.10) / ()| * dzr < MARJIAFD VO < (] € (0,d)],
BRry4a

we have
Vu € WP(BR) forany B € (0,7).

Moreover, there exists a constant C depending only on N and q, such that

Cdar=~0) (R+ 4d)?
Yl , . < MQ+7/ qudx}-
[ ]WB (BRr) (v = B)ye(1 — )1 Bda+7) BRr+4a | |

For vq > N we recall from [24, Theorem 8.2] the Morrey-type embedding
W™4(Bg) = C*7~% (Bg).
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Applying the Morrey embedding on Bj to the rescaled function 4 = ur — (ug)s,,
where ug(z) = u(Rx + x,) and Br(z,) C RY and subsequently the fractional Poincaré
inequality leads to the following Lemma; cf. [53, Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 2.19. Let g > 1 and v € (0, 1) such that vq > N. Then there exists a constant
C = C(N,q,) such that for any w € WY4(Bg) we have

[w] 0,y— N < C[w]ww,q(BR).

C”'" 4 (Br)
Finally, we state the well known Morrey embedding for Sobolev functions [52].

Lemma 2.20. Let ¢ > 1 such that ¢ > N. Then there exists a constant C = C(N, q) such
that for any w € W4(Bg) we have

[w}CO,lf% (Br) < ClIIVwl|LaBg)-

3. ENERGY INEQUALITIES

The aim of this section is to derive energy estimates for finite differences on balls
Bgr(z,) € €. In the course of the proof we have to control terms involving integrals
outside Br(x,), the so-called tail terms. These estimates will be derived in the following
subsections.

3.1. Tail estimate for finite differences. In regularity theory, it is crucial for the proof of
almost optimal statements to have the best possible energy inequalities at hand. For non-
local fractional problems such as the fractional p-Laplace operator, unavoidable non-local
terms, the so-called tail terms, occur after testing the equation. In our case, we test the
equation with ¢ := Vs(T,u)nP, where § > 1, h € RN \ {0} and 7 is a suitable cut-off
function. This leads to a non-local term in which, among other things, the difference

Vo1 (u(@ +h) —u(y + h)) = Vo1 (u(z) — u(y))

appears. Even if u is neither differentiable nor fractionally differentiable outside the do-
main €2, this difference can be quantifiably exploited in terms of the step size |h| and the
finite difference 7,u. This is precisely the point where we succeed in extending the va-
lidity of the previously known regularity statements to the range s € (prz, 1) instead of
s € (%, 1). Since all our results are stable in the limit p | 2 (actually we prove them
directly for p € [2,00)), we obtain in the case p = 2 that all statements are valid for the
whole range s € (0, 1).

Lemma 3.1. Letp € [2,00) and s € (0,1). There exists a constant C = C(N, p, s) such
that whenever u € L2 (RN), 2, € RN, R > 0, 7 € (0,R), and d € (0, (R — )], we
have for any x € By (g, (%o) and any h € RN\ {0} with 0 < |h| < d that

Vot (un (@) = un(y)) ~ Vo (u() — u(y))
N+sp dy
RN\Bgr(zo) |z — |
@) R ANt B RN
G- < (m) T e (a) T

where
T = ||UHL°°(BR+d(a:o)) + Tall(uv Lo, R+ d)

In addition, the constant C has the form C = C(N, p)/s.

Proof. Instead of the center x, we consider balls centered at 0, and prove the inequality
for the translated function & — u(x — x,). However, we still write u for simplicity, while
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keeping in mind that u is the translated function. Split the integral on the left side of (3.1)
into two terms, and transform the first one using the transformation z = y + h to obtain

RS B Ry ST TE RSO
RN\Bg(h) RN\Bp

|z +h — y[Ntep v — y[Nep

- / [Vp—l(uh(x) —u(y)  Vp-i(u(z) —u(y)) dy
RN\(Br(h)UBR)

v+ h —y[Ntep |z — y[Ntep
n Vo1 (un(z) —u(y)) , Vo1 (u(@) —uly) o
- h =y o=y Vo
Br\Br(h) Yy Br(h)\Br Yy

Applying absolute values on both sides and then the triangle inequality, it is clear that we
end up with three integrals I, j = 1,2, 3 on the right-hand side. To proceed, we treat the
first of them. Indeed, observe that since |y| > R and |z| < 1(R + r), for any £ € By,
with 0 < |h| < d < $(R —r), we have
(32) leté—yl ) ol Kl _Rir d R-r

lyl lyl 1yl 2R R~ 4R
We apply the mean value theorem to the function [0,1] > ¢ — |z + th — y| =V ~*P to find
some t € [0, 1], such that

1 1
|z +h—y|Ntsp |z — y[NFop

(N + sp)|h]
>~ |IC +th _ y|N+sp+1

4R \N+sp+l N 4+ p
< Ihl(5 =) [Nt

R—1r
Here, we used (3.2), which is possible since th € B |n|- Now, we use the above observation
together with Lemma 2.2 (choosing b = up(z) — u(y), a = u(z) —u(y),y=p—1>1,
Cs = p — 1) to estimate the integrand of the first integral by

vim [B e - S
< Vs un(a) = uto)| s — g
+ e Vo (0) = ) = Vs (u(e) — ()
< cinl( )
+ 02U (uno) - )] + o) - )]

for a constant C' = C'(N, p). The second term on the right-hand side is straightforward to
estimate. Indeed,

R \NFsptt |up (2) P71 + [u(y) [P~
Vi < CW(ﬁ) |y|N+spt1
R )N+SP [Tnu()|

R—r ly|NVHep

—2

+c( (lun(@)] + Ju(z)] + 2Ju(y)])”

For the last inequality we used that [z —y| > £="|y| forany |z| < £(R+7)and |y| > R.

The constant C' depends only on /N and p. Consequently, the first integral is estimated by

N+sp+1 p—1 p—1
I, < CW( R ) P / Jup (z) [P~ + [u(y)| dy
R—r RN\ (Bg(h)UBR) |y|NFsptl

(Jun(@)] + u(@)] + 2luly)])"
|y|N+sp

R )N—i-sz)

JrC(R—?“

|Thu(z)] dy

RN\(Br(h)UBR)
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R \N+wh 2 gy + )P
< CIh| (f) N+sptl dy
R—r RN\Bpg lyl

R \N+sp ull}2 5, + ()P~
—|—C(7) Thu(z #) d
Wl B v [
ot () e .
=YRewt i\ R _ ¢ serl”uHL (BR)+ v py 9N Y

[Thulz)| (RNt Ju(y) P~
el Ol B L
+ e \R_» HUHL Br) T R\ YN Y
|l ( R )N“”“T;H C |mnu(z )I( R )N+Sp7‘pf2.
RsP+1\R — 7 s R®» \R-—r
Here, to obtain the last line, we used the definition of 7, Holder’s inequality and
Lemma 2.7 (to estimate Tail(u; R) in terms 7) as

/ lu(y) [P~ dy:/ u) 1,
r\By [YINTP BN\ Bp [y|(NT)=T |y et
p—2 1
TN o A
< v W T W
|:/]RN\BR |y|N+sp RN\Bpr |y|N+sp

C o u(y p—1 p—1
vl
(sp) p—1 RSP RN\Br |y‘

= # Tail(u; R)P~2
(sp)7=T ReP
C (R + d) =
(sp71R?\ R
< #Tp—a
(sp)»=T1 R°P

<C

< TP—2

for a constant C = C(N, p), and (sp)l_Plfl = (sp)l%? < p. To obtain the last line we
used RTTd < 2.

To deal with the integral I, we use the fact that |z| < $(R + ), |y — k| > R, and
hence [z + h —y| > |y — h| — |z| > 2(R — r). Consequently,

_ |Vp—1(uh($) - U(Z/m
= /BR\BR< ) » W

@+ h —y| Nt

C / . .
< = un(@) P + Ju(y)[P~1) dy
(R_T)N+Sp Br\Br(h) (| ’( )| ‘ ( )| )

C|h\RN*1

< m” HLoo(BR

Here, in the last line we also used that |[Br \ Bgr(h)| < C(N)|h|RNL. Similarly, to
deal with the integral I3, we use the fact that |z| < £(R + r) and |y| > R, and hence
|z —y| > |y| — |z| = $(R — r). Consequently,

- | [V (o) ~ut))|
Ba\Br |t —ylNHP
C -_— —_—
= (R_T)N-&-SP/B oo, (@I @) dy
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C|h|RN-1
- (R- T)N+ép H ||L°°(BR+d)
Note that the constants in the inequalities for I and I5 depend only on NV and p. Collecting
all these estimates concludes the proof. (]

3.2. Energy inequalities for finite differences. As we will see, the tail estimate from

Lemma 3.1 for finite differences plays an important role in proving the energy inequality.

In a certain sense, the exponents of the increment |h| and the finite difference |7,u| de-

termine the gain in fractional differentiability of Vpis-1 (75u), where § > 1. In order to
p

derive local energy inequalities, we need a localized version of this expression, i.e. instead
of Vpss—1 (Thu), we consider nVyp+s—1 (Thu) with some cut-off function 7. To avoid con-
stantly explaining the choice of the cut-off function 7, we fix the class of cut-off functions
in advance.

Definition 3.2 (The class of cut-off functions). Given z, € RN andradii 0 < r < R, by
3, r(z,) we denote the class of functions € C] (B%(RH)(:EO), [0,1]) that satisfy n = 1
in B,.(x,) and ||V77HB%(R+T)(IO) O

4
S R—r"

The first energy estimate is stated for any order s € (0,1). However, it will only be
used in the regime s € (pp%z, 1), which is considered in § 5.

Proposition 3.3 (First energy inequality). Letr p € [2,00), s € (0,1), and 6 € [1,00).
There exists a constant C = C(N, p, s,08) such that whenever u. € WP () N L2 (RY)

loc

is a locally bounded, local weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

el i 51

uc chfc+5 ' (Q)’

then for any 0 < r < R, d € (0, (R — )], Brtd = Brya(z,) € Q, n € 3, r(z,), and
any step size 0 < |h| < d we have the energy inequality

Vs s (mnu(@) (@) — Vissos (mnu(m))n(y)|”
‘//K P P dxdy

|z — yIN“p

[// u(y)|Pro-1 ey
< dxdy]
77, Kt |.’L‘* |N+sp+5 1
541
1— I —1
. R(1=s)p P d pHo—1
1-— S Br

C R \N+tsp
p—2 5+1
T —S)RSP<R—T) T /BR Iraul™" da

Clh R \N+sp+l
+7| | ( ) 7'1’_1/ |Thu|‘sdx,
Br

RptI\R _
where

T = |[ullLe By ) + Tail(u; R+ d).
The dependence of the constant C on ¢ is of the form C = é(N, p)s—18%6P,

Proof. Consider z, € 9,0 < r < Rand d € (0, 1(R — r)] such that Bg4(z,) € Q.
Since z, is fixed we omit the reference to the center x, and write B, and K, instead of
B,(z,) and K,(z,). Let h € RN \ {0} with |h| < d. Testing (2.2) with p_p(x) =
¢(x — h) instead of ¢, where ¢ € W*P(Bg) with spto € Bi(gy,), we conclude by
discrete integration by parts that also uy, satisfies (2.2). Subtracting (2.2) with » from (2.2)
with uy,, we obtain

Vi () =) = Vo1 (u(2) ~u())) (o(2) ~(0))
o [l |

T — |N+9p

dxdy =0
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for any ¢ € W*P(Bg) with spt ¢ € By (gy,). In (3.3) we now choose
¢ = Vs(mpu)n® withd > land n € 3, r(z,).

Since w is locally bounded, one can verify that ¢ € W*P?(Bg). Decomposing RY into
Br, and its complement RY \ By we obtain

o1 (Un (2, 9)) =V 1(U (2, 9))) (Vs (Tnu)n? (2) = Vs (Thu)n? (y))
//KR |z — y[Ntsp dady
(Vo—1(Un(2,9)) = Vour (U, ) Vs (mnu)n () .
’ /];é(R-FT)X(RN\BR) |z — y|NFsp dedy
i (Vs (U (.9) = Vo W ))Valma )
(RN\Br)xB1 gy, |z —y|NEsp '

Here, we abbreviated U, (x, y) := up(z) — up(y) = —Un(y,z) and U(z,y) = U, (x, y).
Furthermore, the term Vs (7,u)n? (x) is to be understood in such a way that the argument
x appears in both factors, i.e. Vs(rru)n?(x) = (Vs(mpun®)(z). Analogously, the same
applies to Vs(mu)nP(y). By interchanging the roles of x and y in the second integral,
it can be seen that the second integral coincides with the last integral except for the sign.
Therefore, we get

(3.4) I=-2T,
where
o1 (Un(2,9))=Vp-1(U(2,9))) (Vs (mnu)n? () = Vs (Thu)n” (y))
I.= //KR 7 — gV dzdy,
_ (Vo1 (Un(2, ) = Vo1 (U (2, 9))) Vs (mnu)n? (z) .
' //B%(RJfr)X(RN\BR) |z —y|NFep dody.

Now, we turn our attention to the estimation of the local term I. Applying Lemma 2.3
with a = up, (), b = up(y), ¢ = u(z), d = u(y), e = n (x), and f = n% (y) we have

I>1L - CL
for a constant C' = C(p)2°. Here, we abbreviated

// (U (@, )| + U, )"~ > (Irnu@)| + [mu(y)])°~"
Kr

|z —y|NHep

() — mruly) P (P () + 9P (y) ) dzdy
—:6(x,)

and

(U, )] + U, )2 ()] + o) )P+
IQ‘ﬁLR [ — [N

2

3 p 2
“|n* () =02 (y)|” dzdy.
Since I = —2T as in (3.4), we obtain
(3.5) I, < C(p)2? I, +|T]].
Using the elementary inequality
-2 -2
(1Un (. )| + Uz, p))" " > |[Un(z,y) = Uz, )7 = [mu(z) — mu(y)["

we can further estimate Iy from below. Using in turn also Lemma 2.2 with v = 5— + 1,
a = Thu(x), and b = TRu(y), afterwards Lemma 2.4 with v = p, A = Vs (Thu(z)),
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B = Vpis-1 (Thuly)), e = n(z), and f = n(y), and finally the convexity of ¢ — ¢¥ (note
that we are dealing with the case p > 2) we have
1> f[ (el @) i) - o) o g,
Kr

|z —y|NHep

Vassos (mau@)) — Vassos ()| (7(2) + ()
Z;})//KR! 51 (T s=1 (mnu(y))|" (n ny)dxdy

o=y

22 P |Viesos (hu(@))n () = Vizsos (Tru(y))n(y)|”
//KR dzdy

Tl

p+d—1 ptdé—1
21 P (Imnu(e)| =5 + [mu(y)] =7 )P In(a) — n(y)|?
dzdy
Kr

o =y

92-p // |V%(Thu(x))n(x)—V%(Thu(y))n(yﬂpd 1
zdy
Kr

= 6P |z — y|N+sp

(Imnu(@)[PH~" + [mhu(y) P71 In(z) — n(y) P
dzdy
Kr

|z —y[ NP
= I1,1 —Ii,
with the obvious meaning of I ; and I; ». In combination with (3.5) this yields
(3.6) Iy < C(p)2” [To+ T[] +Ipo.

The integral Iy 5 can be further estimated from above using the Lipschitz bound |n(x) —
ny)| < [Vnlleelz —y| < g |o — y|, the symmetry of the resulting integral, and
Lemma 2.5. This leads to

p+6 1 p+o—1
I, < // (@) + [Tuly)| dxdy
(R —=1)P [/ kp |z — y[NH(=bp

22p+1 p+6 1
// [Thu(@ N| dzdy
Kp [t —yNFTE=Dp

22p+1 1 | .
- (SP(R—T)P/BR [/BR [z — g|VHG—Dp y}lfhu(x)l @

1—s
S(l )R( )p

2p+1 (1-s)p
< (UN2 R / |Thu($)|p+5_1 dz
T PA—=s)p(R—1)P Jp,
wN23p71 R(l s)p s
< st ||Lm(BR)/ () + da.

In the following, we consider the integral I5. To the dlfference of the cut-off functions we
apply Lemma 2.2 with v = % p and obtain

% @) = nf W) < CE) () +nw)" () =0l
C(p)
T (R=1)?
In the last line we used the assumption || V|| - < z=.. This reduces in I, the exponent
of |x — y| from N + sp to N + sp — 2 and hence allows for an application of Holder’s
inequality with exponents £ +6 L and 201 +5 L (which is necessary only if p > 2). For the
application we decompose the exponent N + sp — 2 in the form

0+1
NJrspr:(Nf(l*S)P)p_i_T

|z —y|?.

p—2
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This leads to
I (Un (2, )| + Uz, 9?2 ()] + rau(@) )

Kgr |x_ |N+6p 2 xdy

51

(|rpu(a)] + |mhu(y)|)P o1 o PHo-T

Kr |z — y|N—(=s)p ray

(Jun(x) — un(y)| + lu(z) — u(y)])PTo—1 Pre-T
o . l//KR |z — y|NFsp+o—1 dzdy )

We estimate the integrand of the first integral using the convexity of ¢ +— P91 After-
wards we use the symmetry of the resulting integrand in the arguments x, y and Lemma 2.5
with exponent § = (1 — s)p. In the second integral, we eliminate the dependence on h in
the integrand by enlarging the domain of integration. In this way we get

o+1

! pFo—1
/B {/B x_y|]\/—(1—s)pdy:| |7'hU(o:)1’+51d4
R R

S(l R(l s)p

[// uly )‘H&_ld . ]pigzl
s rdy
KRrtd |$ - |N+ ot

S+1
20C(p, N) [RUI—=)p 3 pFo—1
< ) p+di—1
< [ 1= /BR e

[// u(y)|P+o—1 Py
dxdy] .
K |.Z‘— |N+sp+6 1

In the case p = 2 a similar estimate holds true. Indeed, the second integral on the right-
hand side in the last displayed estimate is to be interpreted as 1 in this case. Whereas the

. s 2
constant in the front takes the form 2 CL(N) £ so that
1-s (R-1)

2°C(N) R*1—9) s
< g
R (R—r)2 /BR It} d

Next, we deal with the nonlocal | term T. First of all, from Lemma 3.1 there exists some
positive constant C of the form C(N, p)/s, such that for any = € By (., we have

‘/ Vo-1(Un(2,y)) = Vp-1(U(2,y)) dy’
RN\Bp

2°C(p)

ERCEDE

IN

|z — y [N

()

—2
7 RsP+HL\R —r

§C|ThU(w)\< R )N+SP

Rsr R—r
As a result of this estimate, we obtain

() T [ Wma)na@l @) da

Rsp
C|h| R \N+sptl
Rspt+l (R — r)

N+s
C( R ) pr_Q/ |Thu(x)° Tt da
Br

<
~ RP\R-—r
N+sp+1
C|h|( R ) : 7’7’_1/ |Thu(l’)|6dx.
Br

RsPHL\R —

T| <

T /B Valmwu(a)) i («) do
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Upon inserting the corresponding estimates for the individual terms into inequality (3.6),
the assertion is obtained. In the final estimate, two terms admit a dependence on 1/(1 — s).
These result from the estimates of I and I; 5. The 1 /s-dependence of the final constant C
is a result of the tail estimate. O

The second energy estimate is used in the regime s € (0, 1’}'%2], which is considered in
§4.

Proposition 3.4 (Second energy inequality). Letp € (2,00), s € (0, ] § € [1,00),

and
-2
s <max{? 5 7O}, p8p2>.
There exists a constant C = C(N, p, s,6) such that whenever u. € WP () N L2 (RY)

is a locally bounded, local weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies
we WZPHT(Q),

loc

then forany 0 < r < R, d € (0, Z(R — 1)), Brtd = Brta(zo) € Q1 € 3, (), and
any step size 0 < |h| < d we have the energy inequality

Vs s (mnuu(@) (@) — Vs s (mnu(y))n(y)|”
/ D P dzdy
BRXBR

|z — y [N

541
CR p—2 1 p+d—1 et
< W[U]Wa,p+5—l(BR+d) L /BR |Tnul dz

C R N+sp
p—2 6+1
+ (1 —s)Rsp (R - r) 7 /BR [maul™ de

C‘h| R N+sp+1 —1 5
(3.8) + o (R_T) T /BR irpul? d,

where we abbreviated
T = ||uHLoc(BR+d) + Tail(u; R+ d),
and
e:=0(p—2) — (sp—2) € (max{0,2 — sp},2)
The dependence of the constant C on § is of the form C = é(N, p)s~8I6P,

Proof. The argument is similar to the proof of Proposition 3.3. The only difference is the
estimate of I,. For this term we proceed as follows. We start from the first line of (3.7) and
apply Holder’s inequality with exponents 2 jg_‘il L and 2 +5 L However, we now decompose
the exponent N + sp — 2 of the numerator into the form

p—2 prd—1\ 6+1
N —-2=(N 0—1)—— N — .
+ sp (N+op+ ))p+5—1+( S >p+6—1

This leads to

p—2 5+1
L < // (UG )|+ U )) 2(imnaa)| + )™
Kr |z — y|NFsp

C(p) (Jun(x) — un(y)| + lu(z) — u(y)|)PTo—1 et
< m [%{R h |;7 y‘N+J(p+§71) dl’dy‘|

S+1
(ITnu(a)] + |[mnuly) )Pt v
N opeoi dzdy .
Kr |l‘— | +1

In the first integral, we eliminate the dependence on h in the integrand by enlarging the do-
main of integration. We estimate the integrand of the second integral using the convexity of
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t — tPT9=1 Afterwards we use the symmetry of the resulting integrand in the arguments

z,y and Lemma 2.5, respectively Remark 2.6 with exponent 3 = & jg_‘tl . In this way we
get
260(17) p—2
L < o wersaaa.
5+1
1 61 T
/ {/ N_gbto—1 dy] |'7'hu(x)|p+ Tde
T
<UN st op) T
+5—1 o+1
2°C(p,N) | 1p2 R P
N - p+di—1
< (R_T)Q [U]W"vp*‘;*l(BRer) - /BR |ThU(I)| dx .
This essentially gives the first term on the right-hand side of (3.8). Whereas the other terms
are exactly as in the proof of Proposition 3.3 (]

p—2
4. THE CASE s € (0, 7=

In this section we consider the range s € (0, pT?z], which can happen only if p > 2. We
establish the statement of Theorem 1.1 in § 4.1 and that of Theorem 1.2 in § 4.2.

4.1. Fractional differentiability. As already mentioned, the aim of this subsection is to

sp
prove the almost V[/lgcj’q-regularity for local weak solutions of the fractional p-Laplace
equation as stated in Theorem 1.1 for arbitrary ¢ > p. The argument consists of two
steps: We first fix the integrability order ¢ > p and set up an iteration scheme to raise
the differentiability order to any number less than ps_pQ; then, we set up another iteration
scheme to raise the integrability order from p to any ¢ > p.

Lemma 4.1 sets out the first step; it guarantees a small but quantifiable gain of fractional
differentiability. The idea is, roughly speaking, to use the energy inequality in Proposi-
tion 3.4 and obtain estimates for ||7;,(7hu)||Ls in terms of a power of the increment |h|.
Such estimates, in view of the inequality (2.6) from Lemma 2.17, result in a similar bound
of ||Thul| L« by the same power of |h|. As a consequence, this ensures better quantifiable
fractional differentiability due to the embedding properties of Nikol’skii spaces in frac-
tional Sobolev spaces. Subsequently, the improvement of the fractional differentiability
achieved in Lemma 4.1 is iterated in Lemma 4.2 to approach the order 1%' The second
step is to use what has been proven in the first step and iteratively raise the integrability

order from p to q; see Theorem 4.3.

Lemma4.1. Letp € (2,00), s € (0, ”],%2], and q € [p, 00). Further, let
-2 -2
@1) oc <max{8p ,0}, i > and B = (1_L>g+ﬁ
) p—2 q q
Then, whenever v € WP (Q) N LEH(RY) is a locally bounded, local weak solution

of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies
u € W2 HQ),

loc

we have
uwe W2I(Q)  forany a € (o,B).

loc
Furthermore, there exists a constant C = C(N,p, s,q,0, ), so that for any ball Bg =
Br(z,) € Q and for any r € (0, R) we have the quantitative estimate

C R\ N+2g+2
q q
[u]qu(B,,w) — Rog (R _ T) K

o
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Here, we used the short-hand notation
42) K = ROl + B (] e (50 + Tl R)) .
Proof. We apply the energy inequality from Proposition 3.4 with
(4.3) e:=0(p—2) — (sp—2) € (max{0,2 — sp},2)
and 6 = ¢ — p + 1. Furthermore, in the application we replace r, R, d by 7 = %(57“ +2R),
R=1(r+6R),andd = 1(R—7) = 1(R —r). For later use we note that R + d = R,
1 7 7
<

4.4 == —< —

44) R Tr+6R ™ 6R

and

4.5) ~R _ r+6R _ r+6R <7 R

R_7 r+6R—(5r+2R) 4R—r) " 4R-

This allows us to replace i

and 1 by + When applying Proposition 3.4 apart

from a multiplicative constant dependlng only on N and p. By n € C3(B. (R +T)) we
2

denote a cut off function in 3 7, cf. Definition 3.2, satisfying n = 1 on B; and |Vn| <
4

= R . Noting that w € W?9(Bg) by assumption, the application of Proposition
3 4 ylelds that
I:.= [nv (Thu)]WS »(B;) <ILi + I, +1;,

where
| |q a—(p—2)
. [) 2 ThU q
Il . RSP o(p 2)( ) Wa' q(BR) |:/E c dl‘:| )
N+sp
I, = ( ) —2 \Thu|q_(”_2) dz,
]. — S Bﬁ
C‘h| R N+sp+1 B o
I;:= ( ) TP 1/ |rpul?= P~ da
sp+1 _
Rsp R—r -
and

T = Hu||L°°(BR) + Ta‘ﬂ(u7 R)a
and the constant C is of the from

4.6) C =C(N,p) 8qqp

In view of Lemma 2.15 and noting again that u € W"*q(B R), We obtain

1 R \¢
qdy < oq|(1 _ q q
/B~ |Thul?dz < C'h| [( ) ulfyou(py + SR (R — 7") /BR [ul dx}

R
Cr R NRTT o0t g q

< () o [l + 1l
C ( R )q |h|o9
<— )
~“o\R-r/ Ro1 7
where C' = C(N, ¢). To obtain the last line we used the fact that  is bounded and the
definition of K. This allows us to estimate I; by

CRa(p—Q)—sp R 2 R q |h|<7‘1

< b2 -— K!?

= (O—E)qf(gfz) (R*T) [ ]WV‘I(BR) I:(RT) Roa o:|

C |hjela=w=2) , R Na-p+4 ”
(ror) X

a—(p—2)
q

I

< Rsp Ro(a—(p—2))

’
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where, in view of (4.6), the constant C' is of the form

C(N,p,q)
,( — ) b

s(oe) =

C:

Similarly, using Holder’s inequality to raise the power of |7, u| from ¢ — (p — 2) to ¢, we

have
C R \N+sp_Nep-2
I, < R P2
2—(1—S)RSP(R—T) T UB
a—(p—2)

< e ()R () ]

- C |h|a(q,(p,2))< R )N+q+2Kq
> (1 B S)O_qf(z;fm Rep Ro(a—(p—2)) \ R

a=(p=2)

| Thul? dx]

R

-T

The argument that led to the estimate of I, can also be applied to Is. In fact, we obtain

a—(p—1)
C ||y R \Ntsptl n~Nep-v __
< — q P q
I3_R5PR(R77") R T /BﬁThU| dx
C |, R \N+spil 1/, R yalpos 150
< — Kr1| = P Ka
_RSPR(R—T) 7 |:(T(R—7”) Roa U}
C h|o(a—(p—2)) R\ N+q+2
= PR ‘RL(q—@—z)) (R ) K.
(1—s)o” ¢« ReP -r

Collecting the estimates above, we obtain that
C |hjola=(r=2) R \N+g+2
= Rsp Ro(a—(p—2)) (R )
for a constant C' that has a similar structure as the one from the estimate for I, which
means that

_7" o

C(N,p,q)
1-(®=2) "

s(1—s)(oe) a
To bound I from below, we apply Lemma 2.15 to v = 1nVa(74u) on B with (g,7,d)

C:

replaced by (p, s,d = %(R —r)). Taking into account that d < R, n < 1, we have

/ N7 (V% (Thu)) |p dx

R—d

sdsp

[ R(1=5)p 1
< CIAPPI(1 —s) I+ (R + > / |nVa (Thu)|p dx}
i dr B P

r R(1—s)p
< CIAPPI(1—s)I+ / Thu|qu}
i By

sdp
<oprla )1+R(Ls)pl( R )q‘hm K1
= i sd® o\R—r) Rov

|A[5P |h|a(qf(p72))< R >N+q+2Kq
R

o

4.7 SO e R o \R_7
for any |A| < d. Since the constant from the estimate of I is in turn multiplied by 1 — s,

the (1 — s)~! dependency cancels out in the final constant. Thus, C' takes the form

C(N,p,q)

s(aa)l_p;2

C:
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We choose A = h in (4.7). Next we observe that
|Th (V% (Thu)n)| = | (V% (Thu))| > 7 ()| 7 in B,.

Here, we used 7 = 1 in By = B,124 and ¢ > p. Hence the left-hand side of (4.7) is
bounded from below by || 5. |Th(Tru)|? dz. Therefore, collecting these estimates in (4.7)
we conclude

h|spte(a—(p—2)) N+g+2
7 (7)) " e

q
/ ()" de < O ) o

r

—r

for any 0 < |h| < d. At this point, we apply (2.6) from Lemma 2.17 with ~ replaced by 3
defined in (4.1) and

M9?

C R N+q+2
_ q
- Rspto(q—(p—2)) (R — r) K

Note that 8 < 1, since

_sp—|—a(q—(p—2))<5p+p8_p2(q—(p—2)) sp
q q p—2
The application of Lemma 2.17 yields

M e 1
q < Baq q
/Br [mhul? da < C(g)|hl {(1_6) + = /BRu| dx}

C |h|5p+o(q—(p—2))< R )N+q+2Kq

=~ (1 - B)2 Rsptola=—(p=2) \R
|p|spteola=(p=2) /R N+a+2 .

= Rsptola—(p-2)) (R ) Ko

B

—-Tr

-T

for any 0 < |h| < 1d, where C takes the form

_ C(N,p,q)
= —
s(1 - Byi(oe) "7
To obtain the last line we used the L°°-bound for u and the definition of K,. Moreover,
we replaced the exponent 3¢ by sp + o(q — (p — 2)). This could also have been done for
the denominator (1 — 3)9. However, we kept using (3 in the expression of C' for simplicity.
Next, we apply Lemma 2.16 with

g _ C ( R >N+q+2Kq
Rspto(a—(p—2)) \ R — r g

and [ as defined in (4.1). As a result, for any 0 < o < 3, we have

)¢ < o) pge 4 / 7 d
uWa,q(BT) =~ ,q B—a d . u x

C R \N+2¢+2
< K!
~ R~ (R - r) o’

where the constant C' takes the form

C(N,p,q) .
s(B —a)(1 - B)io(oe) T

This proves the claim. O

4.8) C =

In the following lemma we iterate the improvement in fractional differentiability ob-
tained in Lemma 4.1.
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Lemma4.2. Letp € (2,00), s € (0, 2 ] and q € [p,o0). Further, let
( sp — 2 sp
o€e max{ ,O}, .
p—2 p—2

Then for any locally bounded, local weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1
that satisfies

u € W24Q),

loc
we have
ueWi(Q) forany~ € (o

loc

’p 2)
Moreover; there exist constants C = C(N,p, s,q,0,7) and k = (N, p, s,q,v) > 1 such
that for any ball B = Br(x,) € Q and any reE (O R), we have

;) K

). For i € Ny we define the recursive sequence

p—2> p—2

[l B,) S R (
where K is defined in (4.2).

Proof. Lety = §(

) € (5

op = 0, Uz‘+1=(1— lof} +77

For the o; we have the explicit representation

so that o; T4 > ~vas ¢ — oo. Moreover, for ¢ € Ny we define the sequence of radii

1

(4.9) ; —r+2Z(R—r).
First, we observe that

1 R
4.10) R> 01 =5t +7’(1 21_1) > 5o
and

0i—1 2ir +2(R—) R

4.11 = < 2 .
@1 Oi—1 — 0 R—r R—r

In order to express the following estimates in a more compact form, we define
Ti = |lullpe<(s,,) + Tail(u; 0;), To=T.

As a consequence of Lemma 2.7 and (4.10) we obtain

N .
R ) Tp—l SC(N)21NTp71.
Qi—1

Now we apply Lemma 4.1 with (c, 3, o, 7, R) replaced by (4, B, 0i—1, 0i, 0i—1), Where

-2 s
Bi = <l—pq )Ui—1+?p>0i

@12 Tail(w o)t < CN)(

and obtain
T Qi—1 N+2q+2 oi—
0 [Wliyeia(p,,) < Ci (m) [gi—llq[“m”i*h%mi_l) +9iN—17;q—1}‘
The application is permitted if [u]yyoi—1.9( B,, ) < is fulfilled. Next, we use (4.9),

(4.10), and (4.12) to estimate the corresponding terms in the right-hand side. Whereas for
the left-hand side we use g; < 9;—1. In this way we get

9; q[u]ng%q(ggi)

. R N+2g+2r
< Ci2[(N+2)q+2]l(R,r) [Qiiilq[u}%/ozfl~4(39_ )—I—RNTq )

i—1
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Prior to an iteration based on the above estimate, we examine the dependencies of the
constant C; from Lemma 4.1, which is presented in (4.8). To do this, we have to calculate
and estimate the corresponding factors of the denominator. Let us start with 3; — o; which
plays the role of 3 — «. In fact, we have

-2 S -2 p—2
Bi —oi (1—p )0i71+*p - [(1— u )Uz‘—l +’YL}
q q q q

sp .p—2 p—2( Sp ~) p—2( Sp )

= — — ’y = —_ = — — 'y .
q q q \p—2 29 \p—2

Next we have to estimate 1 — 3;, playing the role of 1 — 3. Using the explicit expression

for o;_1, the definition of 7, the assumption on s, i.e. ps% < 1, we have

1-Bi=1- [(1p;2)0i—1+sj}

)
>1—%—(1—L)§
q q

Sp 1( sp )( p—2)
p—2+2 p—2 7 q

21< P —7).
g\p—2

Finally, using that o; > o we obtain the estimate for ¢;, which takes over the role of €. In
fact, we have

ei=o0i(p—2)—(sp—2) > (p— z)(gf 5;):22)
Therefore, the constant C; from (4.8) can be estimated by
c. C(N.p,q) .
B G =

Iterating the above inequality for [u]y«:.4(p, ) We obtain

. - e 2[(Nf2)q+2]i! ( R >(N+2q+2)qu
w I*Q(Bgi) — Qg'zq R —r o
i ol(N+3)q+2]i! i
< 1C7 2 a+=p ( R )(N+2q+2) K¢
- Ro: R—r

for any ¢ € N. By i, € N we denote the smallest integer such that o;, > ~. More
explicitly, we have

hl 770 ln # ln 75;”2—7 ln qu_,y
o 1= Rt < 0V 41 —r=2 1= _Pr2 '
! hl % - ln 4 + - ln 4 + hl 4
q—(p—2) 2

2
This fixes the dependencies of i, = i,(s,p, q,7). Note that i, blows up as y 1 ;%’2. For
the fractional W7-9-norm of « on B, the last inequality with ¢ = i, implies

[ulfyra(m,) < (2R)(oio’7)q[u]%vgio’q(Bei :
ioC'lo 2L(N+3)a+2]io! R\ (N42¢+2)i,
- Rva <R - r)

Letting C' = i,C 2[(N+3)a+2Jio! and ;.= (N + 2¢ + 2)i, the claim follows. O

o

Now we are able to prove Theorem 1.1, i.e. the almost V[/lgcj’q-regularity forany g > p
of locally bounded, local weak solutions to the fractional p-Laplace. In fact, the following
Theorem 4.3 implies the Theorem 1.1 as a special case when choosing r = %R. In the

proof of Theorem 4.3 we use the fact that v € W7? implies u € W%g’q forg >0>p
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provided « is bounded. This observation allows us to increase the integrability exponent
after decreasing the order of fractional differentiability. This is the point where Lemma 4.2
comes into play, which in turn allows to increase the order of fractional differentiability

with the larger integrability exponent. In the case s € (0, p} we can achieve the final result
2

in one step, while in the case s € (2,

iterated in order to obtain the result.

Theorem 4.3. Let p € (2,00), s € (0, T] Then, whenever v € W2P(€0) N LEH(RY)

T} the previously described argument must be

loc
is a locally bounded, local weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

we WA(Q)  foranyq € [p,oo), andy € [s, 55).

loc ’p—2

Moreover, there exist constants C = C'(N, p, s,q,v) and k = (N, p, s, q, ) such that for
any ball Br = Br(z,) € Qand any r € (0, R), we have
C R
q _—
[U]W“{=CI(BT) S RYa (R —r

)KK‘?.
Here, we used the short-hand notation

= RENGEDa g g+ RY ([[ull Lo () + Tail(u; R))”.
Note that C blows up as v 1 psz.

Proof. We consider some fixed ball ball B = Br(z,) € 2 and abbreviate
T := HUHLOO(BR) + Tail(u; R).

Let us first consider the case s € (0, ] Since u € L2 (£2), we have u € VVloqc’q( ) with
the trivial estimate

Sp q q—p pPsSp p
BT, o 2RI
<2 [RGB [l 5,

Next, we apply Lemma 4.2 with o = %. This particular choice of ¢ is admissible, since
sp
o < sif ¢ > p, while for ¢ = p the subsequent assertion with v = s is trivial)

ue Wi(Q) foranyy € s, z%)'

Moreover, there exist C' = C(N, p, s,7,q) and k = k(N, p, s,7,q) > 1, such that for any
€ (0, R) we have

C R \~©
q _— sp q N 1q
e < T (R - r) {R [u]w%"‘(BR) T }
C R N
- sq—N(%-1) Naq
<) 7 iy + BT
Next, we consider the case s € (f —] (which can happen only if p > 4). Note that
now max{ = 20} = = 2 . For i € Ny we define the sequence of radii
=T+ 21(R—T)7
and

Ti = ||'LLHL00(BQi) + Tail(u; 0;)
and the sequence of exponents

. —2
q; == a'p, for some o € (1, s(p))
sp — 2
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The exact choice of « will be made later. Note that ¢; = aq;_1 forz € N and ¢; — oo as
1 — oo and that 7o = 7. Now, we prove by an induction argument that

Ci/ R
4.13) Wm0 < (7

R
) KY, for any 7 € Ny,

where

i S 7‘,—N di_ % i
K? := R* = 1)[u]‘{,vs,p(BR) + RNT4
and the constants CN'i, k; > 1 depend on N, p, s,7,q, and ¢ and will be specified at the end
of the induction argument.

First we consider the case i = 0. Observing that s > *2=2

p—2
with (s, p, 0o, R) instead of (o, q,r, R). With constants C and %o > 1 both depending
only on N, p, s, v, and ¢, we obtain that

5() R ko
q0 do
[U]W%%(BQU) < RvYao (R — T) KO '

For the induction step we assume that (4.13); is satisfied. In particular, this means that

, we can apply Lemma 4.2

[ulw.ai (B,,) is finite. Since u is locally bounded, this implies u € W T (By,). In
fact, we have

. s i qi+1—qi i
Q;Yq [U]q+1 < qu (QHU'”L“’(BQ@)) o [u](‘l/‘/%qi(Byi)

W”qfﬁ"““ (Be,;)
'Yq7'r+1_N((h-f1 _1) qi . N qi
(4.14) <o "l s, T2 R Ul -
Next, observe that by the ranges of « and v, we have fyqfﬁ € (‘;p__;, ps_p2 ), since
; s _ sp— ; s

&:12f>p77 and Vizl p_

Giy1 o o p—2 ¢iy1 o« p—2
Therefore, we can apply Lemma 4.2 with (o, g, r, R) replaced by (v qfﬁl S Qi1 Qit1, 0i)-
As a result, we obtain

Q;Yqi+1 [u] ?/{;-tyvaiﬁ»l (Boyyr)
Qi Fit1 5 i f
<o ()™ g T,
0i — 0i-1 wla M (g, )

where C;11 and k;11 denote the corresponding constants from Lemma 4.2. We now use
oi+1 < i, inequalities (4.10), (4.11), and (4.12) from the proof of Lemma 4.2 and (4.14)
to find that

Y4i qi

i+1+1 [u] Wtfl,qiﬂ (Boyyy)

) R Kit1

< 20, 20D (—)
- + R—7r

’Yqi-%—l*N(%-:l *1) qi i+1)Ng; N .
. [Qi a [u}W'*;lyqi (Bo,) + 9(i+1)Ngiv1 p T i+t

)

R Rit1 ’YQi+1—N(qiq#—1)
< i+1< ) ; !

oy 0; [u]%f,l,qi(Bgi) + RNT‘I«L+1:| .

To obtain the last line we abbreviated 5i+1 = 2C;, 20D+ Nai1) - Inserting the
induction assumption (4.13); and using the definition of K; we further estimate

Q7Qi+1[ ][I«H—l )
i+1 W%qwrl(BgH_l)

R \mini[ -N(EH -1~ R
RRAND ci(
R—r) [ R—r
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Ki Ri [ —N(ZitL
G o]
-7
~ A R\ Riy1+R:
i R—r
+1—P psgipr—N(%EL ) i
'[m T R N TV, ) + 2RV T +1]

~ R \Fi+1_ o
= CHJ(R—T) Kg‘:—ll’

where we have abbreviated 5i+1 = 2@+1 a and K41 = Kijy1+K;. This proves (4.13);11
and finishes the induction argument.

If ¢ = p, the claim is implied by (4.13), since the choice of o does not play any role
in this case. Therefore, it remains to consider the case ¢ > p. We choose i, € N to be the

smallest integer such that
—9)\ %o
(s(p )) 4
sp—2 p

. ln%
to = 71n5(p—2) + 1.

sp—2

which means

Having fixed ¢, in this way, i.e. in dependence on s, p, and ¢, we define o > 1 by

L _
v (1) < (1222,
p sp—2
In this way, we have ¢;, = a’°p = ¢. At this point the claim follows from (4.13);, . O

4.2. Higher Holder regularity. In this subsection we prove the higher Holder regularity
result stated in Theorem 1.2. It is a straightforward consequence of the higher fractional
differentiability from Theorem 4.3 and Morrey’s embedding for fractional Sobolev spaces
from Lemma 2.19.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Lety = (v + 1)%1’2) and q = i]j ~. The Morrey type embedding

Lemma 2.19 applied with 7 instead of v and subsequently Theorem 4.3 yields

wleo(my p = Wl cos g (B,

CrosnN(i_1 N .

<Z {R NG=D [u)en(p + R (||uHLoo(BR)+Tall(u;R))}
e
T RY

which proves the claim. U

) = Clwlwsasy )
R 2

s— N .
|:R P [U]Ws,p(BR) + ||UHL°°(BR,) —I—Tall(u,R)},

p—2
5. THECASE s € (2=,1)

In this section we deal with the range s € (171.%2, 1). First we prove in § 5.1 that weak
solutions admit a gradient Vu in LY and thus establish Theorem 1.3. In § 5.2 the integra-
bility of the gradient is improved. Indeed, we show that the gradient Vu belongs to L{
for every ¢ > p, which is exactly the claim of Theorem 1.4. Finally, § 5.3 deals with the
almost Lipschitz regularity result from Theorem 1.5 and the improved fractional differen-
tiability from Theorem 1.6. The role of s is traced throughout this section; all estimates

are stable as s 1 1.



36 V. BOGELEIN, F. DUZAAR, N. LIAO, G. MOLICA BISCI, AND R. SERVADEI

5.1. WlP-regularity. In this section, we improve the regularity of a locally bounded,
local weak solution of the fractional (s, p)-Laplacian from the initial fractional W;>”(£2)-
regularity to the Sobolev regularity V[/lif (€2). This is achieved by establishing the differ-
ence quotient T,u/|h| is uniformly bounded in L?; see Lemma 5.3 below. We realize it
via an iteration scheme. The starting point is the basic estimate for finite differences of
second order 7, (7, u) from Lemma 5.1, which follows by applying the energy inequality
from Proposition 3.3 with the choice 6 = 1. In view of Lemma 2.17 in the case v < 1,
such an estimate can be recast into the mnemonic relation

2
A; ~ |h*P[|n]* + AF_,] where 4; = ||Th(7hu)||§P(Bl)'

Then, we can start with Ag = 1 and iterate to obtain A; ~ |h|*P, Ay = |h|*PF2%, etc.
Heuristically, we have A, ~ |h|’ #2. This argument can be repeated finitely many times
until the power of |h| exceeds p, which occurs only if s € (”1'%2, 1). Then, we apply

Lemma 2.17 in the case v > 1 and conclude that 74 /|h/| is uniformly bounded in LP, from
which the weak differentiability of « follows in Theorem 5.5 below. Note that Theorem 1.3
follows as a special case of Theorem 5.5 by choosing r = %R.

Lemma 5.1. Letp € [2,00) and s € (}’}'%2, 1). Then, there exists a constant C > 1 of the
form C(N, p)/s such that whenever u € WP (€2) N L2 (RN ) is a locally bounded local

loc

weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1, Bg = Br(x,) € Q, r € (0, R) and

d = 2(R —r) we have
2
A [/ v
—K° + |Thul? do
R? Br—a
for any h € RN \ {0} with |h| < d, where

K? = R (L = 9)[ulfy. () + B (lullio () + Tail(us B)”.

Kr—2

\h|sp( R )N+sp+1

()P dz < C
/B,.|T}<Thu>| T=YRe \R—7

Remark 5.2. The statement of Lemma 5.1 continues to hold for s € (0, ”%2] with the
larger exponent N + p + 1 of % instead of N + sp + 1. However, we do not use the

inequality in this range.

Proof. Apply the energy inequality from Proposition 3.3 with § = 1 and 7 = %(57” +2R),
R = 1(r+6R) instead of R, 7. Then, d = ;(R—7) = (R —r). Using inequalities (4.4)
and (4.5) from the proof of Lemma 4.1 allows us to replace ﬁli p by
when applying Proposition 3.3 apart from a multiplicative constant depending only on N

and p. Such an application yields

_ | rhu(a)n(@) — mhuly)nly)|”
I.= [nThU]IIjVs,p(BE) = //BK |$ — y|N+Sp dl‘dy
R

C R \2 .,_ [ThulP g
< p—2
= R (Rfr) [u]ws,p(BR)[/Bé . dx

C / R \N+sp___ Il
p—2 d
+RSP<R—7‘) T L§1—s .

C|h| R \Ntsp+l__ |Thul
] —d
+R5P+1<R—7~) /Bﬁl—s v

2211—|—12+13

R 1 1
5 and = by &

with a constant C' = C/(N, p)/s and the abbreviation
T = |lull = (By) + Tail(u; R).



REGULARITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL p-LAPLACE EQUATION 37

Here, n € Cé(Bl( 7 Jr;)) denotes the usual cut-off function in 3 z, cf. Definition 3.2,
satisfying = 1 on B; and | V7| < l{if = 5=.

The first term is estimated by observing that N + sp+1 > N + 1 > 2 holds true, such
that one can enlarge the power of R}i — from 2 to N + sp + 1. As aresult, we have

C R N+sp+1
<
Il*(1—s)RSP<R—r> {/B

To the integral in the second term we apply Holder’s inequality, and enlarge the power of
% from N + spto N + sp + 1. Then,

C R\ N+sp+1 RNO-2)
I, < P2
2_RSP(R—7‘> T 1-s [/B

The third term is treated similarly as

1
Clh R N+sp+1 B P 1
S () ] | e

p—2

|ThulP dx} (RP(1 - 5)[“]%5*”(31%)) ’

R

P
| ThulP dx]

R

R

Combining these estimates we obtain that

C R N+sp+1
<
I_(l—s)RSP(R—r> {/B

p—2

(BP0 i) T+ YT

+ C|h| ( R )N+5p+1 /
(1 —8)R8p+1 R—T Bﬁ
C’ R N+sp+1
< KP—2
- (175)R5P(R7r> [/Bﬁ
C R N+sp+l K|h\ D
p—2 p
* (lfs)RSP(Rfr) K R {/BET’L“' dx}

2
C R \N+sp+1_ |h|2 »
< p—2 2 P
= (1_s)Rsp<R—r> K [RQK - /B ol dz) ).

with C = C (N, p)/s. In turn we applied Young’s inequality to get the last line.
The above estimate of I allows us to bound the LP-norm of 7y (n7pu). In fact, we

apply Lemma 2.15 with v, ¢, 7, R, d replaced by n7,u, p, s, R —d, d = (R — r). The
application yields for any |h| < d and any |A| < d with a constant C' = C'(N, p) that

/ ‘T)\ (n‘rhu) ’p dx

R—d

2
P
|Thul? dx}

R

1
[T ul? dx] RN Pt

P
| ThulP dx}

R

S R0 4 4=
< O (L= )y + Tl i |

To proceed, observe that

R(=5)p 4 g(1=s)p _ Clp); R \»
dp = Rsp <R - 7') ’
and the elementary inequality

J

mhul? de < C(N,p) RN =2 Jullp 2 [/ [ Tnul? dx]
B~

R R
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We use these observations together with the above bound of I to estimate

/ |'T)\ (nrhu) ‘p dx

R—d

A|5P R \?

|R|sp {(15)3‘91)”(3—7«) / Th“'”%
oA . R \P na-2)
Co | = ) RrT+ () RO Dl 2 /B mpulPdz

h
|R|2 K2+ [/ ) | Thul? dm]
R

for any 0 < || < d. The constant C' has the form C' = C(N, p)/s. Note that R — d =
R — 2d. Choosing A\ = h we arrive at

/ ‘Th (nThu) ‘p dz
Br_24

2
(B ey | :
< K2 | g P
< Chw (R—r) R? 5, [rhul” d

for a constant C' = C/(N, p)/s. Due to the choice of 7 € 001(31(1}#))’ precisely n = 1
2

"o W

|)\|SP R N+sp+1
rr(mor) K

-Tr

in B = Byy24, we have 7, (nTpu) = 75 (7Thu) in B, yo4. From the preceding inequality
we therefore get

/ |7 (Thu)|P dz = / |Tn(nmhu)|P da < / |7 (nThu)|? da
B

- Br_24
h e
‘RL K? + [/ ) |Thu|pdx} 1
R

This is the desired estimate for the second order finite differences. O

) e

In the next lemma, we iterate the estimates obtained in Lemma 5.1 to increase the power
of the increment |h/|.

Lemma 5.3. Letp € [2,00), s € (pp%z 1). Then, there exists a constant C' > 1 depending
on N, p, and s such that whenever u € WP (Q) N ngl(RN) is a locally bounded, local

loc

weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1, Bg = Bgr(x,) € Q, and r € (0, R)
we have

|h|P / R\ E(N+spt1)
. p < P
(5.1 /B |ThulP dz < C1=— ( _T) K

for any h € RN \ {0} with |h| < R — r, where
(5.2) K? = RP(1 = s)[ul}y.n ) + BY (Ul oo () + Tail(u; R))".

Moreover, the constant C remains stable as s 1 1.

Proof. For i € Ny we define sequences

1 : 2\ J s 92\ i+1
gi::r—kﬁ(R—r) and si:—s;)(p> = —pQ{l_(p> ]

Note that s, = s and s; 1 ;%’2 as i — oo. If p = 2, the definition of s; reduces to

s; = (i + 1)s and the term psTpQ must be interpreted as co. Moreover, we have

(53) S; = 8;—1 + (%)ZS and S;i =8+ %Si_l.



REGULARITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL p-LAPLACE EQUATION 39

Fix ¢ € Ny. Applying Lemma 5.1 with », R, and d replaced by 9;, 0;—1, and d; =
1(0i—1 — 0i) = w51 (R — 1), we obtain

| s

2
C i N+sp+1 h P
< ( Qi—1 ) |h|spK | ‘ K2 |:/ |ThU|p d$:|
021 \oi—1 — 0; 01 Bo;_1—d;

for any h € RY \ {0} with |h| < d;, where
K} =07 (1- S)W]’v’vs,p(gwl) + Qi\il (HUHLOO(BQFI) + Tail (u; QFl))p

and C = 6’(]\], p)/s. Similarly to (4.10), (4.11), and (4.12) from the proof of Lemma 4.2
we have

0i—1 i1 R
R>opiq > Q21 g Tt
= 0im1 7 g Oi—1 — 0 R—r

and
Tail(u; 01) < C(N,p)27°7 (Tail(u; R) + [ull 1= (5,))-

From this we derive that K; 1 < C(N,p)2V¥K, where K is the quantity from (5.2).
Moreover, we enlarge the domain of integration in the integral on the right-hand side from
B,, -4, to B,, . With these remarks, the above inequality for second finite differences
becomes

/ |7 (Thu)|P de
B

Q4

- |h|ép R N+sp+1
. <G
(5.4) <G (Rir) KP-

|h| 2, [/ }’Q)
—K ThulP do
R2 B ‘ |

Qi—1

forany h € RN \ {0} with |h| < d;, where C; = 2iNPHN+203) C(N, p) /5.

To proceed further we consider « € (0, 1] and i, € Ny (both to be ﬁxed later), such that
as;, < 1. See Remark 5.4 for the reason of introducing the parameter oe. Now, we show
by induction that for any ¢ € {0,1,...,i,} (then as; < as;, < 1) there holds

|n|osiP R (N+sp+1) 2t
Rosip <R — 7“>

5.5) / myul? dz < C; KP. VO < b <ds,
BQL

o(Np+N+2p+3)il

T—as oy CN:p).

First consider the case i = 0. In this case we have g, = 7 + 2(R — 1) = (R +7r).
Applying Lemma 2.15 with (v, g, v, d, R) replaced by (u, p, s, %(R — 1), 00), and noting
that this implies g, + 3 (R — r) = R, we have

/ |Thul? do
B

Qo

for a constant C; =

o R(=s)p
< C|h|* [(1 —s)[u ]WSP(BR) + ((R’r)p + S(Rf )P )H HLF(BR :|
|hl*P [, v RP RSP »
<C—— Rop RP(1 = s)[uljyenpp + E—r)p + D lull7 sz

T ZRNT x

Rsp A p(j) R - S)[U]I;VSVP(BR) + (RP HUHL‘X’(BR))p
|h‘Sop R N+sp+1 »

Rsop (R—r) K
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|h‘OéSoP R N+4sp+1 »
e (iy) K

for any 0 < || < 2(R —r). In turn we used the L>-bound for u, the definition of K,

o = s, and |h|/R < 1. The constant C has the form C(N,p)/s.

For the induction step we assume that (5.5);_; holds true. Using in (5.4) the as-
sumption (5.5);—1 in order to bound the LP-norm of 7,u on B,, , we obtain for any
0< |h| < d;_q that

-1

~ |h‘3p R N+sp+1 9
< .
<G Rsp (R — r)
|h]? oo Ciy ( R \WHspen=t o 15
ﬁK + Ra51 1p(R—7’) |h‘ pr

~ 2 |h|p(s+f,asm)( R )(N+sp+1)(1+g”;1 K
R

—1 Rp(s«}»%asi_l) —7r

~ 2 |h|opsi R N\ (N+spt1)Zt
. < P P
(5.6) <20,C (R_T) K

Here, to obtain the last line we used (5.3)1, as; = a(s + %si_l) < s+ %asi_l, and
as;—1 < 1. This allows us to replace the power p(s + %asi,l) of ‘—Zl and the power
(N+sp+1)(1+ %”T*I) of % in the second-to-last line by aps; and by (N +sp+1)2t
respectively, as shown in the last line. The estimate (5.6) plays the role of the assumption

(2.5)5<1 in Lemma 2.17 and permits us to apply (2.6) with (p7 QS;, 05y 0i—1, di) instead of
(¢,7,7, R, d) and with

~ 2
MP = OiC;LI( R )(NJFSPH)TLKp

Rersi \R—r

Using again the L>°-bound for u, the definition of d;, the fact p;_; < R, the definition of
K from (5.2), and the fact that 1 — aes; > 1 — as;,, we have

/ |ThulP dz
B

~ 2
1 c,cr. (N+sp+1)* 1
<C|h|a1’5i{ . 1(RR ) KP+—/ |u|de]

(1—()[Si)p Ropsi -T d?PSi 0i1
=MP
CCiCiy plopsi (N+Sp+1)%KP oy P
(I—OZSIL | | Rozps, —T> + d?ép& || oc BR)
|h|ops: R\ (N4sp+1)Z R \opsi oo
< Cipa | (=7 K+ ()" Rl
<K
hlers o R \(rern
)
Rapsi \R —r

for any 0 < |h| < d; and with C; as in (5.5). This finishes the induction step and proves
(5.5)forany i € {0,1,...,40}.

Now, we come to the proof of inequality (5.1). To this aim we choose i, € N such
that s;, > 1and s;,_1 < 1. Note that 7, depends only on p and s and can be determined
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explicitly, i.e.

Recall, in the case p = 2, the definition of s; reduces to s; = (i + 1)s, and meanwhile
1o = f% — 17. Note also that in all cases i, — 1 as s 1 1. To proceed further we let

p(2—s)
(p+2)s4,

and note that o € (%, 1), since on the one hand s;, > 1 and % < 1, and on the

(5.7) o=

other hand s;, = 5,1 + (3)’s < 2. Moreover, o is chosen in such a way that

p(2—s)
5.8 = —2 < 1.
(5.8) as;, b2 <
Observe that
|, =222
p+2

holds true, because s > ijz by assumption. See Remark 5.4 for the reason of introducing
the parameter . We now apply inequality (5.5) with ¢ = i,,. As a result, we have

s

, |n|sio? /R Lo (N+sp+1) .
Thul? de < G, e (R_r) KP, YO0<|h<d,,,
Qi
where C;, = % C(N,p). Since as;, < 1 we still have to improve the

exponent of |h|. To this end, we first apply (5.4) on B,, ,, and subsequently use the
preceding inequality to estimate the integral on the right. For the appearing exponents we
recall (5.3) and (5.8). The latter implies that

4
5.9 sp+2as;, =op >p, where o := P+ > 1.
p+2
Here, we used again the lower bound s > pP%Q' Note that
—(p—2
oo1=2P22) g
p+2

In this way we acquire similarly as in (5.6) that

/ |7 (Thu)|P dz
B

Qip+1
2
~ h|sP R\ N+sp+1 hl? P
<l () e e [ [ ]|
_ B,
~ ‘h|9P R N-+sp+1 5
< C, P
> Czu-‘rl Rsp (R—T) K
o 2
|h|2 ) Ci R (N+sp+1) == s, P
N e () AP K
~ |h|spt2esio ;R\ (Ntspt1) =it
S CCiO+1OiO RSP+20“910 (R _ T) Kp
I LG G NG s ot R
= CCipiCiy e () K

for any 0 < |h| < d; +1 and where @OH can be written in the form éio+1 =
200(Np+N+2p+3) C(N, p)/s.  The above estimate plays the role of the assumption
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(2.5)>1 in Lemma 2.17, and we are now in the position to apply (2.7) with

(pa Qip+150Qiy dioJrlv 0 = 85:24) instead of (qa T, Rv da ’7), and with

MP .

:C@oﬂ%( R )<N+sp+1>”°%
R

P
o K.

- T
The application of (2.7) gives for any h € RY \ {0} with |h| < d;, 41 that

/ |Thul? dx
B

Qip+1

Ci 1O dTIP R\ (Nspt1) Siett 1
S C|h|p|: ot+1 o "io+1 ( ) Kp + / |u|pdx:|
R B,,

(0 — 1)PRo? —r &

RP T Cyp 1Oy do P (N4sp1)Siatl p
C|{ b R ) K? 4+ 2 / |U|pdx}
( R Bo,

T RP (1 —as;,)PRE-Dp -7 di

R p
K+ (R - r) RN“||§°°<BR>]
— ——

<KPr

CCinCi, hP ~p(i)<N+sp+1>%%
R

-~ (1—as;,)? R —r

K?

< CCi,11Cy, W( R )(N+Sp+1)%%
~ (1—as;,)? RP \R

CCiy11Ci, W( R )%(N+sp+1)Kp
- (1 —asio)l) Rr \R

-Tr

—7r ’
where C' = C(p) and to obtain the second-to-last line we used (N + sp + 1)>2* > pto
combine the two terms with %. In the last line we used

S; 2 2 ZSi_ 3
(N+sp+1);H:(N-i-sp-i-l)(l—i-p—i—(p) ;1) S;(N—l—sp—i—l).

Finally, we discuss the dependence of the constants with respect to s. In view of the
definitions of C;, 41, C;,, and «, in particular that
p(2—s) _sp—(p—2)

1l—as; >1-— = >0
o7 p+2 p+2

holds true (cf. (5.8)), we have

61_ +1C' 22(Np+N+2p+3)io!
to o . C(N
(- as,)r = [ —as,pert O P
92(Np+N+2p+3)io!

< — —— C'(N, p).
= S = -2 O
Hence, in principle, the constant depends on N, p and ¢, but since ¢, depends only on s and
p, the dependence is on IV, p and s. Recall thati, — las st 1landi, - ccass | ’%2.

Hence, the constant C is stable as s 1 1 while it blows up in the limit s | =2 More
precisely, the s-dependence of the constant has three components; on the one hand there is
the dependence on s via 7, in the exponent. On the other hand there is a contribution that
behaves as 1/s and one that behaves as (sp — (p — 2)) 1. This is exactly the part in which
the condition on s is embodied. At this point, we explicitly emphasize that as;, is fixed in
such a way that its distance to 1 is precisely %; see Remark 5.4. Since g;, 11 > 7,
the claim (5.1) follows from the preceding estimate for 0 < |h| < d; 4.
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For |h| € (d;,+1, R — r] the L®°-bound for w, the lower bound for | k|, and the fact that
p < N + sp + 1 easily imply

h
[ b ds < OO RN fulla o < COVPK?
BQ¢O+1 io+1
[h[P (R NP
<C(N ( ) K?
SCWNpio) 7=
|h|P /1 R\ E(WN+sptl)
< C(N ( ) K?
< CW,pyio) o
This proves (5.1) also in this case. [l

Remark 5.4. The purpose of introducing « in (5.7) is to stabilize our estimates as s T 1.
Indeed, if we had applied Lemma 2.17 with v = s; at each step, we would have ended up
with a constant depending on (1—s;, 1) " atstep i, —1 and on (s;, —1) ! at step i,. This
would have resulted in a discontinuous dependence of the constants on s; see Figure 1.

H : H
Sig—1 Sig—1 1 Si,  Si, s

FIGURE 1. Behaviour of the constants without stabilization

In order to stabilize the constants, each s; is multiplied by « so that the last step prior
to reaching weak differentiability of u can be quantified as in (5.8). Note that, as long
as ¢ < i,, we apply Lemma 2.17 with 0 = «s;. This process increases the fractional
differentiability of u. In the final iteration step from 7, to ¢, + 1 we jump over the critical

value of 1 in Lemma 2.17 obtaining the weak differentiability of u in W1?. More precisely,
we reach ¢ = s + 2as;, = 5p+4 = 2 — as;, > 1 in the estimate for the second order
finite differences of u; see (5. 9) The particular choice of a ensures on the one hand

that 1 — as; > 1 — as;, = % for any ¢ < i,, and on the other hand that also
c—1=1-as;, = u&” see Figure 2. This strategy leads to quantitative constants

which are continuous and stable as s 1 1 and which only blow up as s | %.
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@

as;, 1
sp— (p—2)
p+2

2c
o=s5+—s;

p
FIGURE 2. Behaviour of the constants with stabilization

Combination of Lemma 5.3 with the standard estimate for difference quotients from
Lemma 2.13 immediately yields that locally bound local weak solutions of the fractional
p-Laplace equation are of class Wli’f (©2). As already mentioned, Theorem 1.3 follows
from Corollary 5.5 by choosing r = 1 R.

Corollary 5.5. Letp > 2 and s € (”].%2, 1). Then, for any locally bounded, local weak
solution u € WP (Q) N L2 (RN) of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1 we have

loc
u € Wl ().

Moreover; there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s) such that for any B = Bgr(z,) € 2
and r € (0, R) the quantitative WP-estimate

2(N+sp+1)
[ warae s o (G e
B,

~ RP\R-—r
holds true, where
K? = RP(1 = s)[ul}y0n g, + BY (1l oo (B) + Tail(u; R))".
Moreover, the constant C'is stable as s 1 1.

Remark 5.6. In the case p > 2, Corollary 5.5 improves [13, Corollary 2.8] in the sense
that the condition on s can be weakened from s € (pp%l, 1)tos € (”].%2, 1). This fits
perfectly with the case p = 2 in the limit p | 2. Indeed, for p = 2 we have for any
s € (0,1) that u € VVlif (€2). For linear equations with more general kernels we refer to
[23, 18]; see also [13]. O

5.2. Higher integrability of the gradient. The iteration scheme we set up in the previ-
ous section improves the regularity from W;*” to W\, while the iteration argument in
this section will improve the Wlif-regularity to Wli’cq . The starting point is an improved
estimate for the second-order finite differences under the assumption that u € W9(Bg)
for some g > p. This assumption allows us to apply the energy estimate from Proposi-

tion 3.3 with 6 = ¢ + p — 1. This in turn leads to an estimate of [nVa (Thu)]gvs,p(BR) in
the terms of |h|?~(P=2), With Lemma 2.15, i.e. the embedding of the fractional Sobolev
space into a certain Nikol’skii space, we deduce that the integral of the first-order finite
difference |7 (nVa (Tu))[P is estimated in terms of the product |\|*?|h|?~(P=2)  which
leads directly to the assertion.
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Lemma 5.7. Let p € [2,0), s € (”]'%2, ), and q > p. There exists a constant C' that
depends on N, p, and q, so that whenever u € W57 (Q) N LY (RN ) is a locally bounded,
local weak solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

u < Wl’q(BR)

on some ball B = Bg(w,) € Q, then for any v € (0, R) and any h € RN \ {0} with
|h| <d = %(R—r), we have

h|atsp—(p—2) N+sp+1
cEe () K

q
(5.10) / [ ()| de < s Ritsp—(p—2)

r

-T

Here, we used the short-hand notation

(5.11) K?:= Rq/ |Vu|qu+RN(||u||Lm(BR)+Tai1(u;R))q.
Br

Proof. Letd:=1—p+g > 1. Note that sp+ 0 — 1 = g — (1 — s)p. We apply the energy
inequality from Proposition 3.3 with r, R, d replaced by 7 = %(57’ +2R),R = %(T +6R),
andd = J(R—7) = (R - r) Using inequalities (4.4) and (4.5) from the proof of

Lemma 4.1 allows us to replace s - by

R = and by + When applying Proposition 3.3

apart from a multlphcative constant dependmg only on N and p. With the abbreviations

Vq (Thu(x Vq ThU P
. // ~ Vi (T |x () = Va (mnu(y))n(y)| R

_ y|N+sp Wep(Bg)
and
T = llull L= (Br) + Tail(u; R)
the application of Proposition 3.3 yields
a=(p—2)

p—2
u(y)|? T R(ls)p/
I< dxd 7d
= ®-7) [//Km_ EEree ] B e wl M

C N+sp |Thu‘q—(17_2)
P—2
+RSP(R—’I’) T / ——
C|h| R \N+sp+l _1/ (p—1
+ TP Tpuld™ P dg
Rsp+l1 (Rfr) B§| |
= Il + 12 + 13

forany 0 < |h| < d = L(R —r). Here, n € C&(Bl(§+7:)) denotes the usual cut-off
2

function in 3; 3, cf. Definition 3.2, satisfying 7 = 1 on B; and |Vn| < I{if = R7

that C has the structure C(N, p)8%6Ps~1 = C(N, p, q)s~*. In the preceding inequality we

can replace R and 7 by the correspondlng quantities IR and r apart from a multiplicative

constant, since R > R > SR, and R — 7 > 4(R — r). Let us estimate I, using the

assumption v € W14(Bg). In fact, applying the embedding Lemma 2.8 with exponent g,

(1—s)p
q

and with  replaced by 1 — we obtain

q (1-s)p
// N ( )| dzdy < L/ |Vu|?dx
Kpr |I - | +a- ) 1 — S Br

for a constant C = C(N, p,q). Whereas the integral of |7,u| is bounded by the corre-
sponding integral of |Vu| according to Lemma 2.14. That is,

/ |Thu|fIdxg|h\q/ IVl da.
B Br

R
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Hence, we have
C R \2
I ( ) hla—(»—2) pp—2 / aq
L=51—s)RP\R 7 A B [Vul*dz
C R \2|h|a—(—2)
= R? Vul?d
s(1 — s)Rsp (R ) Ra—(r=2) /BR [Vul* dz
C R \2|h|a—(—2)
<
~ s(1—s)Rer (R ) Ra—(p—2)
where C' = C(N,p,q). For I we first apply Holder’s inequatilty in order to raise the

exponent of |7, u| from ¢ — (p — 2) to ¢, then Lemma 2.14 and finally the definition of K.
This amounts to

C R \N+sp_nN@-2)
I, < HEE p-2 q
2= 5(1—5)R5P<R—r> R T {/;~ 7wl dx}

IN

-Tr

K9,

- T

a—(p—2)

R
9—(p—2)

C R\ N+sp|pla—(—2) p=2
DT (R ) |R|q—<p—2) (RN T {Rq /BR |Vu|qd$}
- C < R )N+sp |n|9—(P=2)
~ s(1—-s)RP\R
again with a constant C' depending only on NN, p, and ¢g. Here, to obtain the last line we
also used the definition of K. The last integral Is is treated similarly. Firstly, we apply

Holder’s inequatilty in order to raise the exponent of |7,u| from ¢ — (p — 1) to ¢, then
Lemma 2.14 and finally the definition of K. This leads to

C R \NtsptL|R| oy et
Iy < 5R5P<R—T) E[R Tq] l:/B

C R \Ntspti|p|a=(p=2) = 122 [ o .
<—(57) S YT IR /BRvu| da

-Tr

q
R1—(p—2) K,

- T

a—(p—1)

| Thul? dx}

R
a—(p—1)

-Tr

C ( R )N-i-sp |n|a—(P=2) K
T sRSP\R—r Ra—(p—2) 77
where C' = C(N, p, q). Inserting these estimates above, we have shown that
C(N,p,q) R\ N+spt1|p|a—(p=2)
5.12 a1 D _K'  VOo<|h<d
( ) ~ s(1—s)RP\R—r Ra—(p—2) Ih] <

Now, we apply Lemma 2.15 to v = Vs (Thu) on By with (p, s,d = $(R —r)) instead of

(¢,7,d). Note that in the application R plays the role of R + d. Taking into account that
d < R,n <1,Lemma 2.14, and (5.12) we find that

/ ‘T,\ (V% (Thu)n) |p dz

R—d

ol R(1—s)p 1 »
< CIN* _(1 — )1+ <dp - sdsp) /Bﬁ |Va (mu)n| dl’}

(1-s)p

<P —-9)I+ R / |Va (‘rhu)n’pdx}
I sdP Jp, "

(1-s)p
< CINP (1—3)I+R /
B

v | Thul? da:]

R

- "
<ol sy ( i )p/ |Vu|qu}
L Br

SRS P\R —1r
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§C|A|SP{C( R )N+sp+1|h‘qf(pf2)KqJr 1 (RR )p(h|>qKq}

SRSP\R —r Ra—(p—2) SRSP —r R
- €|)\|sp( R )N+sp+1 |n|9—(P=2) .
~ s RsP \R—r Ra—(p—2)

for any |A| < d and with a constant C' = C(N, p, q). Now we choose A = h, and observe
that, since n = 1 in B7 = B,424 and % > 1 there holds

£ (V% (Thu)n)| = |ma (V% (Thu))| > 7 ()| 7 in B,.
Therefore, with a constant C' = C'(N, p, q) we get
C |p|atsp=(r=2) , R\ N+sp+l

q = q

/B |Th(Thu)| de < s Ra+sp—(p—2) (R ) K

r

for any 0 < |h| < d. This proves (5.10). O

’
-Tr

At this point it is worthwhile to note that the exponent of the increment |h| in Lemma 5.7
is larger than the integrability exponent g. This allows to apply Lemma 2.18 to conclude
that the gradient admits a certain fractional differentiability.

Proposition 5.8. Letp € [2,00), s € (pp%z, 1), and q € [p,00). Then, for any locally

bounded local weak solution u € W;?(Q) N Lfs’p_l(]RN) of (1.1) in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1, satisfying
uwe Whi(Q),

loc
we have
Vue WeH(Q)  forany a € (0, 5), where § := 2=2=2),

o q
Moreover; there exists a constant C = C(N,p,s,q,«) such that for any ball B =
Br(z,) € Q and for any r € (0, R), we have

C R N-+q+1
q q
[Vuliyas,) < R(+a)q ( R ) K

)
-Tr

where K is defined in (5.11) and the constant is of the form C = mﬁfﬁ(i\[%

Proof. We apply Lemma 5.7 with r replaced by 7 = ﬁ(7 r + 4R) and leave the larger
radius I unchanged in the application. Taking into account that R — 7 = 1—71(R —r), we
obtain

g C |hjatsr=—(0=2) , R\ Ntsptl
/B_ mu(mlde < < oy (7=5)

g ‘h|q(1+ﬁ) ( R )N+sp+1Kq

— s Ri(+8) \ R
forany h € RN with 0 < |h| < d = L(R — 7) = (R — r) and where K is defined
in (5.11) and the constant C' depends only on N, p, g. We now fix some « € (0, 3). In the
preceding inequality we take advantage of the inequality |h| < R in order to reduce the
power of |h| from (1 + ) to (1 + /3), where 3 = 1 (a + B). We thus obtain

)
- T

9

€\h|‘1(1+~5)( R >N+sp+1Kq
s Ri(1+8) \R

/ |7h (Thu) ’q dz <
B

for any h € RN with 0 < |h| < d = 1(R —7) = {;(R — r). The above estimate plays

-Tr

11
the role of assumption (2.10) in Lemma 2.18, which we apply on By with d = - (R —r);
note that 7 = r + 4d. The quantity
c ) ( R >N+sp+1Kq
sRIA+B)\R —r
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plays the role of M7 in (2.10). The application is allowed, since u € W19(B, 44) by
assumption. Note that d = 5(R — r), and 7 = r + 4d. In particular, we have Vu €
W4(B,) with the quantitative estimate

[VU]Waq(B )

< qu~ (B—a) { ( R )N+sp+1Kq N L/ ul dx}
(B —a)pa(l — B)1 [sRI+H) \ R — ad1+8) [

f-a . N
<s<ﬁ_a>§m_a [22‘<1+;<RR ) e [
= Sa(i - a)ﬁ‘l(?— SR [( ) () e
= sa(f — a)ﬂq(f a)4Re(1+a) (RJE T>N+q+1va

where C = C(N, p,q). From the second to third line we used B—a= %(B «) and
1-8> (1 — a). To obtain the last line we estimated the exponents of R/(R — ) by
N+sp+1<N+qg+1,
and
gl4+a)<q+qB=q+sp—(p—2)<q+2<N+q+1
This proves the claim. U
The gain in fractional differentiability from the preceding proposition can be exploited

via the Sobolev embedding for fractional Sobolev spaces to increase the integrability ex-
ponent of the gradient.

Lemma 5.9. Letp € [2,00), s € (M ), and g > p. There exists a constant C' de-

pending on N, p, s and q, such that whenever u. € WP (Q) 0 LEH(RY) is a local weak

loc
solution of (1.1) in the sense of Definition 2.1, satisfying
1
Wlocq( )
we have
Vu € LII;C & (), where o = 2==2),

29
Moreover; there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s, q), so that for any ball Br = Br(z,) €
Q and for any r € (0, R) we have

N—agq

[]{BT |VU|NJX7(‘1“1 dx} " < C(§>N<RIET)N+(PAMQ,

where

a1
M := [][ |Vu|qd:c} + = ([lull = () + Tail(u; R)).
Moreover, the constant C'is stable as s 1 1 and blows up as s | ”],%2.

2q

Proposition 5.8 ensures that Vu € VVSf(Q) together with the quantitative estimate (note

that for the quantity K defined in (5.11) we have K < C'(N)RN*T9M)
C R N+q+1
A (L q
Vliyeas,) = R (R r) K

Proof. We first observe that o = 2==2 ¢ (0, 3), where 3 = w. Therefore,
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C1RN R\ N+g+1
< M1
~ R~ (R — r)
for a constant C of the form
C(N,p,q) C(N,p,q)

O = BB —a)(l— )i s(sp— (p—2)7

In order to specify the dependency of C; we used the fact that o < %s < % and hence

1—a> % By the Sobolev embedding for fractional Sobolev spaces from Lemma 2.10

N
we conclude that Vu € L¥-4q (B,) together with the quantitative estimate

[][ |Vul g dm]
B

< 21- l{cq oq— N[VU]WM(B)JF][ |vu|de}

o fesen(5) () (5 f, o]

<2171(C4Cy + 1) (?)N (RJE T>N+q+11\/{q

where Co = C5(N, ¢, «) denotes the constant from Lemma 2.10. The application is al-
lowed since aig = 1 — %p(l — 5) < N. This proves the claimed inequality. ]

N—oagq

b

Remark 5.10. A few words concerning stability of the constants C; and Cs are in order.
For C5, Lemma 2.10 and the subsequent remark, in conjunction with the specific choice of
3, show that
o1 = C(N)(1 - a) _ o) 1—5-(sp— (p—2))7
(N = ag)e! (N = 3(sp—(p—2)))7?
C(N) q—-1+3(1-s)p
g (N=1+301-s)pyt’

which implies

lim CY = CWV)(¢-1)

st1 q(N —1)a-1°
Moreover, we have (recall the definition of C7)
. C(N,p,q)
WO T

This proves, that the constant remains stable as s 1 1. Finally, the definition of C'; implies
that C; blows up at s | %. O

Lemma 5.9 allows to set up a Moser-type iteration scheme that improves for any given
q € [p, 00) the regularity of a locally bounded weak solution of the fractional p-Laplacian
from W,2P () to W,29(€Q).

Proposition 5.11 (W19-gradient regularity). Let p € [2,00) and s € (pTTQ, 1). Then, for
any locally bounded local weak solution v € W57 (Q) N LY (RY) of (1.1) in the sense
of Definition 2.1 we have

we Wh(Q) forany q € [p, )

loc

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N,p, s,q), such that on any ball B =
Bgr(z,) € Q the quantitative Li-gradient estimate

[][ |Vu|qu} ’ <C
Br/2

o1 .
{][ |VulP dx] + E(HU”L&(BR) + Tail(u; R))
Br
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holds true. Moreover, the constant C' is stable in the limit s T 1 and blows up as s | pp%Q‘

Proof. Based on the quantitative higher integrability lemma we set up an iteration argu-
ment. To this end, we define a sequence (¢;)ien, of exponents, a sequence (g;)ien, of
radii, and a sequence of shrinking concentric balls (B;);en, by

Ngi—1 ( N )Z
qo ‘=P, qi = = b,
N-—3lsp=(p=2] \N-jzlsp—(p—2)
1 R

i — < -/, Bl = B .

S (R + 21) o
Clearly g; — oo as 7 — oo. For¢ € N we apply Lemma 5.9 with » = g;, R = 9;_1,
g=qi-1.and B = B;_y = 12=2=2 Note that 8 _1¢;—1 = 1 — Lp(1 — 5) < N. This
amounts to

= ) N ) N4
(5.13) |:][ | V| % dx:| < Cﬁ_(@zfl> 71 (&) Y
B; 9i Qi—1 — 0i

for a constant C; = C;(N, p, 5;—1,¢i—1). Concerning the stability of C; we refer to Re-
mark 5.12. To obtain (5.13); we abbreviated

e
M, | := |:][ |V’U,|q'i71 d.%':| ' + Tiz1.
B 0i—1

where
Ti = HUHLOO(BQi) + Tail(u; 0;), To=T.
To proceed further, we estimate the numerical factors and the tail term. In fact, we have

i R+ 4R R 2R
Q 1 — 2 - 1 < 2’ — - S 2,
Oi R+ yR Qi—1 R+ FR
and L
i R+ =R . .
0i—1 - p) 11 :22(1+211_1)§21+1-
0i-1— 0 FTR—5R
Moreover, by Lemma 2.7 we have
: -1 R \N . -1 p—1 -1
Tail(u, 0i—1)P " < (Q—) (Tail(u, R)P ™ + [Jull = (5)" " < CN)TP L
i—1

Using this in (5.13); we obtain for any 7 € N that

a1
qi—1 d _ .
[]{11 [Vul x} + RT

1

[][ IV dx} " <ot
; —

i

=C;
Iterating this inequality results in

{][ [Vu|? dx} " <C
B.

i

5o
[][ [Vul|P dx] + =71,
Br R

where the constant C is given by C' = H§:1 5]-. Since q; — oo as ¢ — oo there exists
1, € N, such that ¢;, > g and ¢;,—1 < ¢. This defines 7, € N as a function of N, p, s and

q. More precisely, we have
_ In § .
lo = -1/,
° In %
N—3(sp—(p—2))

so that the number ¢, of iterations to reach the L9-integrability is bounded by

lng lng .
— as s .
ln% In L_ !
N—3(sp—(p—2)) N-1
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Enlarging the domain of integration from B% r to B;, and using Holder’s inequality, we

finally get
1 1 1 1
[Vul? dx} < 2% [][ |Vu|%e dx} Y <C {][ [VulP dx} +=T],
B, Br R

£, L

where C' = C'(N, p, s, q). This proves the claim. O

Remark 5.12. The precise value of C; is given by C; = 2%-1(C3' "' C} + 1), where

C(Napv Qi—l)
s(sp — (p — 2))0-1+2

Cy =

and
C(N) ¢qi-1— 1+1(175)p
qi—1 (N —143 (1 — S) )%‘71*1
() .o
T (N—143p(l—s))z-1-1 = (N —1)s-171

qi—1 __
cy =

Moreover, we have

lim hm( N )il —(L)i_l
ot BT N —1Lsp—(p-2)] P=AN_1

Hence, both constants C; and C’gi’l remain stable at s 1 1. Therefore also C} is stable as

i

iN ioN |
s 1 1. As already pointed out, i, stabilizes as s 1 1, so that also the factor 2’ » <277 in
the constant C; remains stable. O

At this point Theorem 1.4 can be achieved by combining Theorem 5.5 and Proposi-
tion 5.11.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. First we apply Theorem 5.5 on the balls B1 1R and B3 8 R which is
possible after slightly changing the radii. Subsequently we use Theorem 5.5 to estimate
the LP norm of Vu and Lemma 2.7 to increase 3R in the tail-term to R. In this way, we

obtain
IVullpasy,,) < CRY [ S IVl o %(Huum(&%) +Taﬂ(u;gR))}

@ 1Ws,p<BR> ol e (1) + Tail(u; R))
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.4. (]

S = Nu

<CRv™ [33—7(1 —5)

5.3. Almost Lipschitz continuity and improved fractional differentiability. By Mor-
rey’s embedding the W!+9-regularity result obtained in Theorem 1.4 immediately implies
that solutions are Holder continuous for any Holder exponent v € (0,1). This is exactly
the content of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. From Theorem 5.11 we know u € W,2%(Q) for any ¢ > p.
Therefore, by Morrey’s embedding, Lemma 2.20, we conclude that u € C°7 () for any

€ (0,1). Now, fix some vy € (0, 1) and consider a ball Br = Br(z,) € €. Applying in
turn Lemma 2.20 with the choice ¢ = % and Theorem 5.11, we obtain the quantitative
estimate

tlevriay = Wgait g, , < CIVUlrcay

< ORTHRTY (1= 8)% [ulwen(sn) + Ul L= (5, + Tail(y; R)}-

Recalling the choice of ¢, we conclude the claimed inequality. (I
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Theorem 1.4 ensures that weak solutions admit a gradient in L? for any ¢ > p. This
result can still be improved, in the sense that the gradient is fractional differentiable to a
certain power.

Proposition 5.13 (1W5:9-gradient regularity). Let p € [2,00) and s € (pp%z, 1). Then, for

any locally bounded, local weak solution v € WP (€2) N L2~ LRN) of (1.1) in the sense
of Definition 2.1 we have

Vu e Wint(Q)  foranyq € [p,00) and o € (0, Sp_(%z)).

loc

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N,p,s,q,«) such that for any ball B =
Br(z,) € Qand any r € (0, R), we have
C R \N+g+1
q q
Vuliyeais,) < Faras (R ) K

’
-Tr

where K is defined in (5.11) and the constant is of the form C = %.
Proof. Throughout the proof we abbreviate 3 := W and fix some a € (0, 3).

By Theorem 1.4 we know that u € Wl‘l)cq(Q) for any ¢ > p. This allows us to apply
Proposition 5.8 on any pair of concentric balls B, € Br € () to conclude that Vu €
We4(B,) with the quantitative estimate

C(N,p.q) R\ Ntatl
\V4 q N < L) ( ) K4
Vilweas,) < safB1(f —a)(1 — a)tRIA+A \R —r
This proves the claim. O

Remark 5.14. At this point, it is certainly appropriate to compare the W *-?-estimate with
known results from the local case in order to better understand the significance of the
statement. We start with the special case ¢ = p. In this case the constraint on « reduces to
0<a<f:=s— pr. For the limit we get

. p—2 2
lim (8— 7) = —.
sT1 p p

This implies that the constant in the W *P-estimate remains stable in the limit s 1 1.
Indeed, we have

. 1 (2P 1
G- —ar ;) a2 —a)(1—a)’

and the formal limiting condition for the order of fractional differentiability is 0 < o < 2.
This, however, is exactly the condition that appears in the context of weak solutions to the
local p-Laplacian for p > 2. In fact, a classical result for p-harmonic functions [10, 63, 64]
ensures that |Vu| 2V € VVlif (€2, RY). This higher differentiability can be converted
into fractional differentiability by a standard argument, namely, Vu € W27 (Q, RY) for
every 0 < a < 127 This is exactly the outcome that is formally obtained from Theorem 5.13
in the limit s 1 1.

Next, we consider the case ¢ > p. Here, Theorem 5.13 ensures that Vu €

Wiol (Q,RY) forany 0 < a < 2(s — %). In the limit s 1 1 we have

loc
.p p—2 2
hm7<s — 7) = -,
st q p q
so that the constant in the W *P-estimate remains stable in the limit s 1 1. In fact, we have

i 1 (2 ) a 1

im =(- .

st afB4(B — a)(1 — a)1 ¢/ a2 —-a)(l-a)s

The formal limiting condition for the order of fractional differentiability is 0 < a < 2.
This exactly coincides with the condition that appears in the context of weak solutions
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to the local p-Laplacian equation [29, 57]. There it was shown that |Vu|%2Vu S
Wk 2(9 RN ) for any ¢ > p. More precisely, the result from [57] ensures for N > 2,

loc

p>1l,ando > —1 — ]’\’,;1 that for any local weak p-harmonic function u € W1P(Q)

we have |Vu| "2 1oz (€2, RY). This weak differentiability can be converted into
fractional differentiability, that is, Vu € W24 (2, RY) forevery 0 < a < %. Observe that
this is again the outcome that is formally obtained from Theorem 5.13 in the limit s 1 1.

In the local case the assertions concerning the fractional differentiability are a conse-

quence of the weak differentiablhty of \Vu\ *Vu and the elementary inequality

1415 A~ B*=*B” > ls|A~ BIY, forq>2, A, B€RY,
which itself follows from Lemma 2.2. In fact, we have
=2 2
s o f[ T V) — [Vu) F V)
W) = BrxBr |z — y|N 2%

The right-hand side is ﬁnite provided we have 0 < %qa < 1. This follows by using
Lemma 2.8 and |Vu|*z" Vu € W,12(). But this means that o has to satisfy 0 < o < %

At this point Theorem 1.6 is obtained by joining the quantitative estimates from Theo-
rem 1.4 and Proposition 5.13.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. The qualitative statement asserting that Vu € W,2:?(Q) for any
q € [p,0) and o € (0,8) with 8 = w has already been established in Proposi-

tion 5.13. The quantitative estimate follows by joining the ones from Proposition 5.13 and
Theorem 1.4 and using Lemma 2.7 to increase %R in the tail-term to R

ivuiiiva,q(B%R)

C1 [ /
< ——|RY
R(1+a)q B

ClCQR s a . q
< e [ = 9 Wl sy + (e + Tail (s B))].

Where C; denotes the constant from Theorem 1.4, while C; denotes the one from Propo-
sition 5.13. Tracing back the dependency of the constants, we observe that C» is stable in
the limit s 1 1 and blows up as s | % and C is of the form

CN,p,q)
safe(f — a)(l —a)d

Hence, the resulting constant is stable as s 1 1 and blows up as s | 711.%2 and « 17 5. This
finishes the proof of Theorem 1.6. (]

|Vul?dz + RN (||lul| g~ (pr) + Tail(u; iR))q]

3
iR

C =
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