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NONLOCAL LIOUVILLE THEOREMS WITH GRADIENT NONLINEARITY

ANUP BISWAS, ALEXANDER QUAAS, AND ERWIN TOPP

ABSTRACT. In this article we consider a large family of nonlinear nonlocal equations involving
gradient nonlinearity and provide a unified approach, based on the Ishii-Lions type technique, to
establish Liouville property of the solutions. We also answer an open problem raised by [19]. Some
applications to regularity issues are also studied.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main goal of this article is to study Liouville property of nonlinear nonlocal equations of the

form

—Zu+ H(u,Vu) =0 inR",

where the Hamiltonian H(r,p) are models of the forms (I) |p|™ for m > 1, (II) -r?|p|™ and (III)
r|p|™, and Z is a Pucci type nonlinear operator of order 2s,s € (0,1). Liouville property of the
solutions to various nonlinear partial differential equations has been a central topic of research not
only because of its own importance, but also due to its applications in the regularity theory (see
[111 [35] [36], 38]), a priori bounds [6] etc. This particular article is inspired from the recent survey of
Cirant and Goffi [19] where the authors provide a comprehensive account on the the development
on various Liouville theorems for classical (or local) elliptic equations. The nonlocal analogue of
most of these Liouville theorems remained open because of several difficulties stemming from the
nonlocal nature of the equations and unavailability of appropriate gradient bound, also known as
Bernstein estimate. In this article we propose a unified approach to prove Liouville property for
a large class of nonlinear nonlocal operators including gradient nonlinearity of type I, II and III
above.

For H = 0, the above Liouville property is quite well studied and have also been used to establish
interior regularity of solutions [21l B5, 36, B8]. The case H(u,Vu) = —u? is known as the Lane-
Emden equation and has been extensively studied in literature, see [9, 17, [34] [42] and references
therein. Recently, Barrios and Del Pezzo [7] study Liouville property of positive solutions to the
equations (—A)*u + [Vu|™ = Au? in the exterior domains. The authors rely on the maximum
principles to obtain an appropriate decay estimate of the solutions at infinity which helps them to
establish the required results. This particular idea in the local case goes back to the work of Alarcon
et. al. [2], see also the earlier results by Cutri and Leoni [20] and Armstrong and Sirakov in [4]; and
in the context of nonlocal equation see Felmer and second author [24] and the references therein.
We should also mention the work of Alibaud et. al.[3], Berger and Schilling [I3], Fall and Weth
[22] which study Liouville property for a general linear integro-differential operator with constant
coefficients. In fact, 3| [I3] provides a necessary and sufficient condition for the Liouville property
to hold in the class of bounded solutions.

To understand the difficulty in treating problems considered in this article, let us focus on the
model I. That is, the Hamiltonian is of the form H(u,Vu) = |Vu|™. For the classical elliptic
operator, that is Z = A, Liouville property is obtained from the gradient estimate. More precisely,
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since v(z) = R_z—ju(Ra;), R > 0, satisfies the same equation, from the gradient estimate it follows
that )
|Vu(z)] <CR ™1 «x¢€ Bpra-

Letting R — oo, we see that u = const. This idea dates back to the work of Peletier and Serrin
[33], Lions [32]. Later similar gradient estimate is used to obtain Liouville property for model II,
see Bidaut-Véron, Garcia-Huidobro and Véron [I4], Filipucci, Pucci and Souplet [25]. Therefore,
gradient estimate plays a key role in establishing the Liouville property. Surprisingly, this Bernstein
type gradient estimate remained a challenging problem for the nonlocal operators (see [I5 28]).
Very recently, the first and third author in [I0] obtained a gradient estimate which seems to be far
from being optimal and only works for model I.

Our method in this article is based on Ishii-Lions type argument which was introduced by Ishii
and Lions in [31] to obtain Holder regularity of classical viscosity solutions. Recall that, Ishii-Lions
argument is applied in a ball of fixed radius and with an appropriate test function with a large
Holder constant. Recently, this argument has also been employed by Barles et. al. [12] to establish
Holder regularity for a large class of nonlinear nonlocal equations. We apply a similar Ishii-Lions
method but in large balls with a small Holder constant and then making use of the ellipticity, we
establish the results. Interestingly, this technique works for a large class of nonlinear equations and
therefore, produces a unified approach in obtaining Liouville property. As can been seen from the
proofs below, similar technique can also be applied to nonlocal operators with kernels of variable
order and more general integro-differential operators with non-degenerate second order elliptic term.
In the later part of this article we also apply Liouville theorems to establish certain regularity results.
For instance, in Theorem [ZJ] we treat a nonlinear nonlocal equation corresponding to the fractional
order s = % and show that the viscosity solutions are C7 for any v € (0,1). This extends the result
of Schwab and Silvestre [37] which obtains C* regularity for some «a € (0,1).

The rest of the article is organized as follows: in the next Section we introduce our model and
state all our main results on Liouville property. Section [3]is devoted to the proof of these results.
Finally, in Section @l we provide two applications of our Liouville theorems to obtain some regularity
results.

1.1. Setting and main results. Given ellipticity constants 0 < A < A, we denote by s =
KCs(\, A) the family of nonnegative, measurable kernels K : R%\ {0} — R for which the following
condition holds

A A

Note that we do not assume K to be symmetric with respect to 0.
For each K € K4, we denote

Ligu(z) = /Rd [u(x + 2) —u(z) — Ligsepn 2y 18(2)Vu() - 21K (2)dz,

which is well-defined for adequately regular functions w : R™ — R. Here B denotes the unit ball in
R™ around 0. Let Z be a translation invariant, positively 1-homogeneous, nonlocal operator which
is elliptic with respect to the class K, that is,

Zup(z) = Zu(z+ h) for all z,h € R", where up :=u(- + h),

Kinlf% (Lgu(x) — Lgv(z)) < Zu(z) — Zv(z) < sup (Lxu(x) — Lgv(zx)) (1.2)
S KeKk

whenever u,v € C11(x) N LY (ws) where wy(z) = (1 + |2])7™72%. Note that for u € C1(z) N L (ws)
and v € C(y) N LY (ws), letting © = v(- + y — x), we also have from (L2) that

KnellfCS(LKu(x) — Lrv(y)) < Zu(z) — Zv(y) < sup (Lgu(x) — Lgv(y)). (1.3)

KeKs

s
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We also denote by Kgym = Ksym(A, A) the subclass of kernels in Ky which are symmetric, that
is, K(z) = K(—=z) for all z # 0. Some of our results would use a translation invariant, positively
1-homogeneous, nonlocal operator Zgy,,, which is elliptic with respect to the class Kqym.

Now we are ready to state our first main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let s € (%, 1) and H : R™ — R be a continuous function satisfying the following:
for every e, L > 0 there exists C = C(g, L) satisfying

[H(p) — H(q)| < C'lp—q (1.4)
for all e <|p|,|q| < L. Consider a viscosity solution u to
—ZTu+ H(Vu) =0 inR". (1.5)
If for some v € [0, %) and M > 0 we have
lu(z)| < M(1+|z])” zeR", (1.6)

then u is necessarily a constant.
Furthermore, for s € (0, %] the same conclusion holds, provided v € [0,2s) and one of the following
holds:

(i) w is uniformly continuous in R™ and H is locally Lipschitz in the sense that for every L > 0
there exists C' = C(L) satisfying

|H(p) — H(q)| < C'lp—gq| foralllp|,|q| < L. (1.7)
(i) H is globally Lipschitz.

Remark 1.1. [t is interesting to note that we do not require H to be locally Lipschitz for (L4
to hold. Also, under the stated conditions of Theorem [ILT], (LA does not have any solution unless
H(0) = 0. Again, for s > 1/2, we can not take the growth exponent v to be 1. For instance, if we
consider the equation

(=AYu+le-vul"=0 mR", m>0

1

for some unit vector e, then u(x) = e~ - x is a non-zero solution for any unit vector et satisfying

el e=0.

Theorem [[T] deals with a quite general Hamiltonian in the sense that we do not impose any sign
or growth conditions on H. If we impose a slightly restrictive condition on H in Theorem [L.T] the
Liouville property holds for a larger class of functions, as stated in the following theorem

Theorem 1.2. Let s > 1/2 and H : R™ — R be a locally Lipschitz function satisfying
|H(p) = H(q)| < Cullp™ " + g™ )lp—al for allp,q € R", (1.8)

where m > 1 and Cy > 0. Let Zgy, be a translation invariant, positively 1-homogeneous operator
which is elliptic with respect to the set of all symmetric kernels Keyr,. Consider the equation

—Tsymu + H(Vu) =0 inR".
Then there is no non-constant solution u satisfying
lu(z)| < M(1+|z|)?, zeR"

m—2s 1
m—12sJ"

for some v < max

It is also interesting to ask whether there exists a solution that is comparable to |z|” near infinity.
Our next result gives an answer to this question.
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Theorem 1.3. Suppose that u is a non-trivial solution to

—~Zsymu + [Vu|™ =0 inR" (1.9)

form >1 and s > %, that satisfies
lu(z)| < M(1+|z])?, for some~y < 2s and all x € R", (1.10)
tim sup 4 < g, (1.11)

|x|—o00 |$|’y

Then v < max{0, 7=251,

m—1

Now we start with our second model. In [25], Filipucci, Pucci and Souplet consider the equation
Au 4 u?|vul™ = 0 in R™ for m > 2,¢ > 0, and it is shown that any positive bounded classical
solution to this equation is a constant. One of the main ingredients of their proof is a Bernstein type

+m—1
estimate on u m 2 which is used to establish that udtvu|™=2 is bounded in R™. Interestingly,
our proof of Theorem [[.T]can be modified suitably to get our next result which extends the Liouville
property [25, Theorem 1.1] to the nonlocal setting.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that s > % Then there exists no bounded positive viscosity solution to
—Zu = uI|vu|™ inR",
form > 2s,q > 0, unless u is a constant.

Our next result considers equations with coercive Hamiltonian, that is, model (III). In case of
local operators, such problems are studied in [23] 26] 27]. More precisely, these works deal with a
general family of nonlinear variational operators of p-Laplacian type. In particular, Filipucci, Pucci
and Ragoli [26] show that the equation

Apu > ul|vul™ inR", with 0<m<p-—1,

has only trivial C'! solutions if and only if ¢ + 1 > p — m. Farina and Serrin [23] study Liouville
property for similar equations without imposing any sign condition on the C! solutions. In this
article we prove the following Liouville property

Theorem 1.5. Let s > 1/2 and u be a non-negative viscosity solution to
—Zu+ul|vul™ =0 inR", (1.12)
for some ¢ > 0,m >0,g+m > 1, and
u(x)] < M(1 + [z[)7

for some v < 1. Then wu is necessarily a constant. In particular, in view of Theorem [L3], there
exists no non-negative solution to (L9) satisfying (LIO)-(LII), other than constants.

Theorems [1.2] and [[5] partly answers the open problem mentioned in [I9, Open problem 6.6].

The proofs of Filipucci, Pucci and Ragoli [26] rely on the construction of appropriate radial
solution by the method of ode and then application of maximum principles whereas the arguments
of Farina and Serrin [23] use variational techniques. None of this methods seems to be useful in
proving Theorem

Remark 1.2. The conclusion of Theorem also holds for a more general equation of the form
—Tu+ud|vu/" =u"® inR",

for some § > —1 and with the same conditions on q and m. Note that for § € [—-1,0) and q¢ = 0,
this produces Liouville property not covered by [1].

The technique developed in this article can also deal with equations with singular nonlinearity.
In fact, we could prove the following Liouville property
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Theorem 1.6. Let f : (0,00) — R be a continuous non-increasing function. Then there exists no
non-constant positive viscosity solution to the equation

—Zsymu = f(u) nR", (1.13)
provided
lu(z)| < C(1 + |z])? (1.14)
and one of the following holds
(i) v < 1A2s;
(ii) s > 1/2 and f is a C' convex function satisfying
lim sup RQS_Q_BW|f’(RV)|282;1 = 00, (1.15)

R—o0
for some B € (0,1).
Here Ly, is a translation invariant, positively 1-homogeneous operator which is elliptic with respect
to the set of all symmetric kernels Keym .

The following corollary is immediate from the above theorem.

Corollary 1.7. The equation (—A)*u = u™P,p > 0, does not have a solution satisfying (L14)
provided one of the following holds.

(i) 2s <1 and vy < 2s;

(ii) 2s > 1 and either v < 1 or

2s
2s > v |1 1)——|.
s> |1+ (p+ 15—
When Zgy is replaced by the Laplacian operator, the proof follows by taking a logarithmic
transformation on w and then applying the Bernstein estimate (see [41]). This method does not
apply to the nonlocal setting as explained before in the introduction.

Notations: k,k1,...,C,Cq,... are arbitrary constants whose value may change from line to line.
B, (x) will denote the ball of radius r around z. For z = 0, we simply denote this ball by B, whereas
the unit ball around 0 is denoted by B.

2. GENERAL STRATEGY AND TECHNICAL LEMMAS.

In this section we sketch the central idea for proving our results. We start with the notion of
solution, for which we introduce a general equation, allowing the discussion in a general context.

Let Q CR™, U C R be open sets, H € C(R" xU xR™) and Z be a nonlocal operator as mentioned
in the introduction. We consider Hamilton-Jacobi equation of the form

—Tu+ H(x,u,Vu) =0 in . (2.1)
By a solution to this equation we would mean viscosity solution which we recall for convenience.
Definition 2.1. We say u : R" — U measurable, u € LY (ws), upper semicontinuous (lower semi-
continuous) in §2, is a viscosity subsolution (supersolution) to (21 in Q if, for each xzo € Q and
© € C*(B,(x0)) for some r > 0 satisfying u(zo) = p(xg) and u < ¢ (resp. u > @) in B.(xg), we
have
—Zv(zo) + H (w0, u(z0), Ve(20)) < (resp. =) f(zo),

{ ¢(y) fory € By(xo),
v(y) =

where

(2.2)
u(y) elsewhere.

We say that u is a viscosity solution to problem (211) in Q if it is both sub and supersolution in the
above sense.
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In the remaining part of the paper, we refer v in [2.2)) as a test function for u with smooth
representative ¢ at xg.

Related to viscosity evaluations, we notice that in the case of subsolutions w, it is enough if xg
is a point of maximum of u — ¢ in B, (xg). This follows from the observation that if we have two
functions vy, vy such that vo = v1 4 ¢ in B,.(z) for some ¢ € R, then from ([2]), we have

I’Ul (ZEQ) = IUQ (l‘o)

This will allow us to use a relaxed version of viscosity subsolution. The same observation can be
made for supersolutions, and hence for solutions.

2.1. General Strategy. Since the proofs involve technical calculations, for the ease of reading we
first explain the common strategy to prove Theorems [LIHLH and Theorem These arguments
are inspired from the celebrated Ishii-Lions method [3I], Section VII| and have been adapted to the
nonlocal setting following the ideas of Barles et. al. [12].

We consider a function ¢ € C([0,+00)), ¢(0) = 0, so that ¢ is smooth, increasing and concave
in some interval (0,ag) for some ag > 0. This function ¢ could be understood as a modulus of
continuity. For R > 0, we also require a function yr : R” — R, smooth and nonnegative with

xr = 0 in Bpg, such that
limsupM <1

|z|—+o0 )ZR(‘T)
This function plays the role of the localization. With these ingredients, take § € (0,1) and define
the function @ : R" x R" — R as

(2.3)

®(z,y) = u(x) —u(y) — dp(lz — y|) — Xr(x) — Xr(Y), =,y €R™
Our key point is to prove that for all § € (0,1) small enough, there exists Ry = Ry(d) > 1 large
enough, such that for all R > Ry we have

sup ®(z,y) <0. (2.4)
R7 xR™

Once this inequality is established, it can be easily seen that u is locally constant. In fact, for each

compact set K C R™ and each §, we can find R > Ry large enough so that K C Bpg, implying that,
for each z,y € K we have

u(z) —u(y) — dp(jz —y|) < sup &(z,y) <0.
R™ xRR™

In particular,
lu(z) —uly)| < dp(le —y[) forallz,y € K,
and since ¢ is arbitrary, we conclude that w is locally constant, and hence constant in R™.
The proof of ([24)) is carried out by contradiction, that is, assuming that:

for each § > 0 small and R large enough, we have sup ®(z,y) > 0. (2.5)
R™ xRR”

By the choice of xg, the suprema is attained at some point (Z,y) € R™ x R, and since ¢, xr are
nonnegative, we also have & # . We denote
¢(z,y) = dp(|z —y[) + Xr(2) + Xr(Y), =,y €R"

Therefore,

{ Z is a point of global maximum of = — u(z) — (u(y) + ¢(z, 7)), (26)

g is a point of global minimum of y — u(y) — (u(z) — ¢(Z,y)),

and since T # ¢, we can test the equation at Z treating u as a subsolution, and at 7 treating u as a
supersolution. This leads us to the set of inequalities

—Zu(z) + H(Z,u(Z), Vu(z)) <0,
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—Zu(y) + H(y, u(@), Vu(y)) = 0,
understood in the viscosity sense. Subtracting these inequalities, we get that
I < Iy,
where
I =—Tu(z) + Zu(y),
Iy = = H(Z,u(z), Vu(Z)) + H(7, u(y), Vu(y)).

We show that for suitable choice of § and R we must have Iy << I which contradicts the above
inequality and therefore, (Z3) does not hold.

From this point, we need to consider the particularities of each problem to estimate both the
terms I and Ig. Though already treated in the literature, the estimates for the nonlocal terms are
less standard and because of this we provide next some technical lemmas that are going to be useful
for our proofs.

2.2. Technical Lemmas. This section consists of three lemmas which are used repeatedly in our
proofs. We need a few notations to state these lemmas. For K € K;, A C R"™ measurable,
f:R™ — R measurable, and x,£ € R", we denote

LxlANL.) = [ (Fa+2) = f@) = 156 - K ()i
whenever the integral makes sense. This is the case, for instance, when f € C? in a neighborhood
of z, £ = Vf(x), and f € L'(ws). In that case, we simply write
Lk[Alf(z) = Li[A](f, 2, Vf(2)).

For technical reasons, we also consider the notation

LilA)(f.2.6) = /A (f(a+2) — f(2) — € DE(2)dz, (2.7)

that is, when the compensator term acts in the whole domain of integration. As before, when f is
smooth we write

Li[Alf(z) = L[A](f, 2,V f(z)).
The first one, Lemma 2.2 encodes the contribution coming from the ellipticity of the operator Z.
Lemma 2.2. Let a € R",a # 0, and for ny,dp € (0,1), consider the cone
€= Csyy 1= {z € Byjay ¢ la-2 > (1~ m)lallz). (28)

Assume ¢ € C([0,+00)) with ¢ € C%(0,]al(1 + dy)) increasing and concave, and denote G(x) =
o(|z]) for x € R™. Then, for each K we have

- 1 o' (Ja+tz _ _
ExlCl@a) <5 [ suw {(1 _y etz | e +tz|>} 2P K (2) dz,
2 Jeo<i<i (1 —do)lal
where
- L—m0—2d
" 14 dg

Proof. Since z — ¢(|a + z|) is C? in the cone C, by Taylor’s expansion we have

|@|

p(la+z)) — e(lal) — = ¢/(lal)
{w’(laﬂ»’:l)

la + tz|

Ql

1 _— —_—
< = sup (Jz* — <a+tz,z>2)+<,0”(a+tz)<a+tz,z>2},

2 o<t<1
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for all 2z € B4, where f denotes the unit vector along ¢ # 0. Thus, for each K € K, we obtain

~ 1 "(la +t — —
LxlClg(a) < —/ sup {M(m? (@t t2,2)%) + @+ t2) @+ tz, z>2} K(2)dz. (2.9)
co<t<1 | |a+tz|
For z € Cs, p, and [t| < 1 we have
(@ +tz, 2)] = (1 —no — do)lallz],

and
(1 —2do)la| <la+tz| < (1+do)lal (2.10)
Using these inequalities in (2.9]) we get the result. O

We require the following estimate for the nonlocal operator evaluated on the localization function.

Lemma 2.3. Let xq : [0,+00) — [0,1] be a smooth, nondecreasing function satisfying xo(t) = 0 if
t<1/8, xo(t)=14ft>1/4. For a« € [0,2s) and R > 1, define

X(@) = xr(z) = xo(ja|/R)(1 + [[)*?, z e R™. (2.11)
Then, there exists a constant C' such that for each A > 1 and K € Ky, we have
CA*Re—t fors e (1/2,1),
|Lx(z)| < { CA*RYllogR fors=1/2, for all |x| < AR,
CAYRe—2s fors € (0,1/2),

and if K € Kgym, then we have
|Lrx(x)| < CA*R*25. for all |x| < AR.

Proof. Denoting ¢(z) = (1 + |x|?)%, we see that
x

éhx@ﬁ:R”XMMVRMM@—%+XMMVRﬁmw@%

|z
Ty

02,2, X(2) =(R™*xg (2| /R) R Rl /R) (8l ™ — il =) ()

Ty

+mumwm< 00, (x) +

Now we estimate Ly x(x) by dividing the domain in parts. Using that xo(|z|/R) = 0 for |z| < R/S,
X0, X0 are uniformly bounded, and a < 2s < 2, there exists k > 0, not depending on R and A, such
that

00.0(a) ) + ol /R, ).

] ]

ID?x| oo rny < KR,
giving us, for all K € K, that
|Li[B)x(z)| < mARY?,

for some k1 > 0, not dependent on R and A. Also, this estimate is uniform in x.
Now consider |z| < AR. There exists C' > 0 (not dependent on R and A) such that

IV x|l oo (B (z)) < CAR*Y,

which gives us

CAA*R>! for s > 1/2,

IL[Br \ Blx(z)| < CA*R*~! / | K(2)dz <3 CAACRlog R for s = 1/2,
Br\B

R\ CAA“RO2s for s < 1/2.

for all K € Kg. Finally, there exists C' > 0, not depending on A, R, such that

c

R

[L[Bg]x(z)| < C/ ((AR)* + |2|*) K (2)dz < CAA*R*™*
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Thus, gathering the above estimates, we conclude the result for K € K.

When K € Kgym, we can write
Lix(x) = Lr[Brlx(x) + Li[Bg]x(x),

and using the estimate for D%y, we get

Ex[Brlx(z)| < CRO2 / 22K (2)dz < CRO,
Br

for some C' > 0, not depending on R and A. Again, for the integral on B}, we use the same estimate
as in the previous case. This concludes the proof. ]

Lemma 2.4. Let uj,us € C(R") N L' (w;), ¢ as in Lemma 22, and x1,x2 € C*(R™) N LY (ws).
Assume there ezists (Z,y) € R™ with & # §, global mazimum point of the function

(z,y) = ui(x) —u2(y) — ¢(x,y), =z,y € R,
where ¢(z,y) = p(|z —y|) — x1(z) — x2(y)-

Denote vy the test function for uy with smooth representative ¢(-,y) at &, and ve the test function
of ug with smooth representative —p(Z,-) aty. Then, settinga = T —1y and considering C as in ([2.8))
for some 0g,no € (0,1), the following inequality holds

—Zvi(Z) + Zva(y) = 2}?1113 {Lx[Clp(a)} - Sup {Lk[CU B x1(2)} - Sup {Lk[CUBx2(y)}
€K
— sup |Lg[C°N BJvi(Z)| — sup |Lx[C°N B,lva(7)],
Keks KeKs
where, $(x) = ¢(|x|) as in Lemma 22, Ly is given by @), and B, is the ball given by @2). In
particular,
—Tvi(7) + Zva(y) > —2 sup {Lk[C]@(a)} — sup {Lxx1(2)} — sup {Lrx2(9)} +O(r),
Keks KeKs KeKs

for some function ©(r), dependent on ¢, x1, x2, satisfying lim,_,o O(r) =

The same result holds for Lsyy, elliptic with respect to the family ICsym, replacing Ks by Keym in
the above inequalities.

Proof. Denote a = %‘\d and ®(z,y) = ui(x) —u2(y) — ¢(x,y) for x,y € R™.
Fix K € K. Using the fact that

(7 +2,9) < (7,9) = wi (T + 2) —ua(7) < 9|17 + 2 — 9]) — ¢(|7 — 9)),

we have
x[Cloi(Z) < Lk [Clo(, 5)(2)- (2.12)
Similarly, the relation ®(z,y + z) < ®(z,y) would lead to
Li[Cloa(y) = Li[Cl(=¢(%,)) (). (2.13)

Since
Ve(Z,9) = ¢'([al)a+ Vxi(Z) and  —V,6(7,9) = ¢'(|a)a — Vxa(),

we have that

Li[Clo(-,9)(z) = /C[QD(I@ +2[) = e(lal) — 1s(2)¢'(lal)a - 2K (2)dz + Li[Clx1 (@),
Lr[Cl(=¢(Z,)) () = — /C[w(!a —z)) = e(lal) + 1p(2)¢ (la])a - 2| K (2)dz — Lk [Clx2(7)-



10 ANUP BISWAS, ALEXANDER QUAAS, AND ERWIN TOPP

Using (212 and ([2I3]), we conclude that
Li[Cloi (%) — Lk [Clua(y) < /C[sﬁ(la +2[) = e(lal) — 1s(2)¢'(|lal)a - 2K (2)dz

+ [lpla = 2D - plla + La(:)e (a5 ()
+ Lk[C]x1(2) + Lk [Clx2()-

Writing K*(z) = K(—z) for z # 0, we see that

Lg[Cloi(7) = Lx[Cloa(y) < Lr[Cl(a) + Lic+[Clp(@) + L [Clxa () + L [Clx2(7)-
Notice that if K € K, then K* € K, too, and if K € Kgym, then K* = K. Also, note that
(T4 2,5+ 2) < P(z,y) for all z implies
(ur(Z + 2) = ur(Z)) — (u2(¥ + 2) —u2(y)) < (1(Z + 2) — x1(Z)) + (x2(F + 2) — x2(9)),
from which we readily have
L [Cu1(2) =Lk [Cva(9) < L [C°NBy]x1(Z)+Lk [CNB]x2(§)+| Lk [C°NBy|v1 (Z) |[+[ L [CN B, [ua (7))
Gathering the above inequalities, and using the ellipticity of Z (see (I3))), we see that
—Tvy(Z) + Tva(§) > — sup {Lgvi (%) — Lrva()}

KeKs
> — 2 sup {Lx[Clp(a)} — sup {Lx[CU Bflxi (%)} — sup {Lx[CU Bf]x2(9)}
KeKs Keks Keks
— sup |Lk[C°N Byv1(Z)] — sup |Lx[C°N Bylva(y)l,
Keks KekKs
which concludes the proof for Ks. The proof for Kgyy, is a straightforward adaptation. O

3. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section we prove our main results. As mentioned before, the central idea of our proofs
relies on the Ishii-Lions method [31] Section VII| which was introduced to prove Holder regularity of
classical viscosity solutions. We begin with the proof of Theorem [[LT] and most of the other proofs
(other than Theorems and [[.3)) will be variation of this particular one.

Proof of Theorem [LIl. To simplify some computations, up to modifying M, we will use (L.0) as
lu(z)] < Mlz|” for || >1 and ‘m‘i}ﬂu(xﬂ < M.
T|>

We consider the different cases separately.
1. Case s € (1/2,1): We divide the proof in four steps.

Step 1: Setting the General Strategy. For 6 € (0,1) to be fixed later and R > 4, we define
@ =pp:[0,400) = [0,+00) as
L 10
t)=t——t'7" te[0,R 3.1

ol1) =t — o5t 10, R] (3.1)
and extended as a constant function equal to ¢(R) on [R,+00). Take o € (7,2s) and consider the
function x = xg as in (ZI1]) above. Let

Xr(z) = M2 RV (2), = €R™
Since Ygr(x) > M2'2RY=%|z|% for |z| > R/4 and a > ~, ([23) holds.
Now consider the function

O(z,y) = u(z) —uly) — d0p(lz —y|) — (Xr(z) + Xr(Y)), =,yeR",
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and as mention in the Section 2] our aim is to prove that (24]) holds. By contradiction, we
assume (2.5) holds, namely, there exists § > 0 and a sequence R — +o00o such that

sup @(z,y) > 0.
z,yeR™

By our choice of localization function X, the above supremum is attained at some point (Z,7y) €
R™ x R™, and also Z # y. From now on, we denote

a=1—7.
Notice that for [z > £ we can write
lu(z)| — M2' 2RI (x) < M|z|Y — M2'T2% RV~ |z|®
< Ja["M(1 - 21O RTT 2]
< Ja["M(1 - 2'F) < —(R/4)M,
Thus, for |x| > R/4 and y € R", we have
O(z,y) < —(R/4)"M — ul(y) — Xr(y) <0.
A similar analysis can be performed for |y| > R/4, giving us ®(x,y) < 0 for |y| > R/4, x € R™.
Therefore, we must have
|z], 5] < R/4.
Denoting
¢(z,y) = dp(|lx —y[) + (Xr(x) + Xr(Y), (z,y) € R" xR,

we have x +— ¢(z,7) is a test function for u at Z, and y — —@(Z,y) is a test function for u at
(c.f. 254)). Then, denoting v; the test function of u with smooth representative ¢(-,7) at z, and vy
the test function of u with smooth representative —¢(z,-) at g , (c.f. 22)), we have

—ZIvi(Z) + H(V.9(Z,9)) <0,
—Zva(y) + H(=Vyo(2, 7)) = 0.
Then, subtracting both the inequalities, we arrive at
I <Iy, (3.2)
where
I:=—Tv(Z) + Zua(y),
Iy := — H(Vo0(2,7)) + H(=Vyo(Z,7)).
Now we estimate I and Iy separately.

Step 2: Estimate of Iy. A simple computation shows that for ¢t < R we have

1 1+9 1+0)0 ,_
Lot g <r =0, (33)

Furthermore, there exists a constant £ > 0, independent of R, such that

IVX@), [Vx(@)] < k(1 + R,

giving us
[VXR(E)], [VXR(@)| < kM(R™" + R7™%),
for some constant x > 0.

Since v < 1 A «, the L.h.s. of the above display tends to 0 as R — oo, and therefore, combining
with (B3]) we see that

| >

< [V29(2,9)], [Vyo(Z,7)] < 1+ 26M,
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for all large R. Thus we can apply (L4]) with the local Lipschitz constant Cy, depending on 4, from
which we arrive at
Iy < Cs(R™ + ™), (3.4)
for all large R.
Step 3: Estimate of I. For convenience, we recall the cone
C = Coomo = {2 € Bsfa| : |a-2| = (1—mo)lallz|} C Br
for 09, m0 € (0,1) to be fixed, Using Lemma 2.4 we have

I>—96 sup {LxlCle@)} — Sup {Lixxr(@)} — Sup {LrXr(®)} +O(r)

=:— 2011 — I —[3+@(7‘), (3.5)

where O(r) — 0 as r — 0, for each fixed 6 and R. Now it remains to estimate I, [o and I3 above.
Using Lemma 23] obtain at once that

I, I3 <CMR™L. (3.6)
Thus we deal with I;. For this, we start by noticing that

gldl < dp(lal) < u(@) —u(y) < 2M(R" + 1),

from which, we also get that

CM
la] < TR'Y (3.7)
for some constant C.
Now, we choose
jal’ jal’®
N =7—4 RG s 5(] = TF < 1, (38)
for some 7 € (0,1) small enough so that
1— 1
4 2 d 7*> <.
T 5 < (0 +2d0) and 7> 5

Then, using (2I0), (B3] together with Lemma 22] we have

5 1 ~10—1 1
ExlClpta) < 5k swp [12r = O PR )
2 R’ kexle 8

We can choose 7 depending on € to conclude the existence of ¢y € (0, 1) such that

_ ‘0 1 2 dz
Eulclp(@ < - [P

To estimate the integral on the cone we use [12] Example 1] to obtain

; 't
LxlClio(@) < —eo

and from definition of &g, 79 this leads to

7 (laldo)*™*,

Li[C)p(a) < —épr™z +2 200 <| /R (Ja|' O R0)2 2

_ _59T7L21+2 28)\R 9((n+1)/2+2 28)‘ ’ 0((n+1)/242—25)+1—2s

|a| -

- n—1 _ _ _ _
= —GpT 2 +2 28>\R 6[5|a|9|3+1 257
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where B = (n+1)/2 + 2 — 2s). Since 2s > 1, we now set 6 € (0, %) so that the exponent of |a|
becomes negative. By definition of I; and (3.7]) we then obtain

2611 = 26 sup{L[Cl3(a)} < —rgAd? B RIBOY=D+7(1=25) (3.9)
K

for some constant 3 not dependent on § and R. Combining this estimate together with ([B.6]) and
replacing them into (3.3]), we conclude that

I > k4025708 ROBO-D4(1=25) _ opf R 4 O(r). (3.10)

for some constant k4, not dependent on R and 6.
Step 4: Conclusion. Placing this last estimate for I and ([84) into ([3.:2)) and letting » — 0, we obtain
14625708 ROBO-1H(1229) < o(RY— 4 R (3.11)

for some constant k4, C', not dependent on R, and for all large R.

Now we can set a > 1 so that « — > 1 —, and 0 € (0, 25[3_1) small enough to satisfy

OB(y—1)+~(1—2s) >~ —1
This can be done because 2sy < 1. Then, taking R — 400 we arrive at a contradiction to (BI1]),
confirming (24]) holds. As explained in our General Strategy (see Section 2.T]), this implies wu is
locally constant, and therefore the result.

2. Case s € (0,1/2]: We start with (i). Suppose that w is not constant and for some 1 > 0 there
exist points Z, ¥y such that

w(@) = u(y) > 1.
As before, for 6 € (0,1) and R > 4 we let Yr(x) = M2'T22 RV~ (z) with x as in ([ZII) with
o € (7,2s). We also denote o(t) = t° for B € (,2s) fixed. We consider the function
O(z,y) = ulx) —u(y) — d(lr —yl) — (Xr(®) + Xr(Y)), w,yeR" (3.12)

Let us fix R large enough so that |Z| + |§| < R/8. Set § = §(1, 8) small enough so that

w(®) — u(@) — 6p(|% — §|) >n/2 for all & € (0,9).
Using the definition of xo we note that

sup @ > sup & > u() —u(f) - 6|7 — |’ > n/2,

R xR"™ BrXxXBpgr

and since (23] holds, the supremum is attained at some (z,7) € R™ x R™. Denote a = Z — 3. Let
w be the modulus of continuity of v and since w is not a constant, we necessarily have w(t) > 0 for
t > 0. By maximality, we see that

n/2 < ®(x,7) < u(@) — u(y) <w(lal) = la| > w " (n/2).

In particular, |a| is bounded from below, independent of R and §. Hence ¢'(|a|) < Blw™!(n)|?~L.

Now, letting ¢(z,y) = dp(|lz — y|) + Xr(z) + Xr(y), and denoting v; the test function for u
with smooth representative ¢(-,7) at Z, and vy the test function for v with smooth representative
—¢(z,-) at y, we use the viscosity inequalities and arrive at ([3.2), the notation being the same as
before, just the assumptions need to be specified.

First, by (L7), similarly as in (34]), we get
Iy <C,R"™%,

for some constant C), > 0 that depends on 1 but not on ¢ nor R.
Using Lemmas 23] and 24] , we obtain

{ —24 supKeKs{EKgb(d)} +0O(r) - CRY% for s € (0,1/2),

I> -
=26 supg e {Lxp(@)} +0O(r) —CR log R fors=1/2,
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for some C' > 0, not dependent on 7,6 and R, and ©(r) — 0 as r — 0.
Now, using Lemma B2 with ¢(t) = t# and dy = 19 = 7 suitably small depending on 3 (see [3.9)),
we obtain . s
sup {Lx@(@)} < —wAal? % < —ms 7 RFO),
Keks
where the last inequality follows from the fact dp(ja|) < 2M(RY + 1) (see B1)) and k,k; are
suitable constants. Combining the above estimates, letting r — 0, we arrive at

2s
/{257 R%(ﬁ_%) < /igRﬁ/_a,

for some constants ko, k3, independent of R and 9§, for all large R. Fixing 5 € (v, 2s) we can choose
a € (v,2s) to satisfy 25y < aff < v(2s — ) < B(a — ). Then the above inequality can not hold
for all large R, leading to a contradiction. Hence u must be a constant.

Now we consider (ii). We again work with the same coupling function ® given by ([BI2]), and
show that ® <0 in R™ x R" for all large R. Suppose, to the contrary, that for some § € (0,1) and
large R we have sup® > 0. Then we proceed as before to arrive at ([3.2]). Lower bound for I can
be computed from (i) above. The only difference is the estimate of I7, where we use the (uniform)
Lipschitz property of H. In particular,

In = —H(Vy0(2,9)) + H(=Vyo(Z, 7))
< Hiip(IVXR(Z)| + [VXR(©)])

< CR"™ %,
for some constant C', where Hy;, denotes the Lipschitz constant of H. Now the remaining part of
the proof can be completed as in (i). O

Proof of Theorem [[L2. In view of Theorem [[.J] we only need to consider the case 2_13 << %;—218
In particular, we have
m>2s+1

in this case.

Let ¢ as in ([Bd) and y as in II) with o € (v,2s). Denote Yg(z) = M2'*2*R7=%\(z), and
consider

O(z,y) = u(x) —u(y) — dp(lz —y|) — (Xr(x) + Xr(y)) 2,y € R™

We pick ¢y € (0,1), to be chosen later, and set

1
R=R(0) =0 00 ford >0, (3.13)
The result follows by proving the existence of §g > 0 such that

Os5:= sup P(z,y) <0 foralld < dp.
R™ xR"”
Suppose, to the contrary, that for some sequence § — 07 we have ®5 > 0. Since (23] holds for
the choice of X g, the supremum of ®; is finite and attained at some point (Z,y) € R™ x R™, that is
®(z,y) = ®s > 0. As before, we have T # g, and |z, |y| < R/4. From now on, we denote

a=x—1,

and ¢(z,y) = op(|lz — y[) + Xr(z) + Xr(Y)-
Then, denoting vy the test function of u with smooth representative ¢(-,y) at &, and vy the test
function of w with smooth representative —¢(z,-) at g , (c.f (22)), we can write

—Tvi(Z) + H(V.0(2,9)) < 0; —Zva(y) + H(=Vyo(z,7)) > 0.
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We subtract these inequalities to arrive at
I < Iy,
with
I'=—Tvi(z) + Iva(Z); Iy = H(=Vyo(2,9)) — H(V20(Z,7)).
As before, we estimate each term. For Iy, we see that
IVXRr(®)] [VXR(Z)| < MR
for some k > 0, due to the fact xo(|z|/R) = 0 for |x| < R/8. Hence, from (Lg]), we get
I < Cu (19,0, )" + V(@)™ ) VXa(@) + V(D)
< kCp MRV (™1 4 RO-Hm=1)y,
from which, by the choice of R(J) in (BI3) we arrive at

m—l—l—%

IHSHCHM(S s

for some x > 0, just depending on n.
For I, using Lemma 2.4] we have

I>-25 sup {Lk[Clp(a)} — sup {LxXr(Z)}— sup {LxXr(®)}+O(r)

ERsym EXsym ERsym
= — 2(5[1 — [2 — [3 + @(7’),

for some O(r) — 0 as 7 — 0. Using Lemma 2:2] with the same choice for dp,np in B8], we arrive
at the same estimate (3.9]), namely,

961, > 02 OB RIBO-DHA(1-28) _ o SIS H0B( —1)

I

where 3 = (n+1)/2+4 2 —2s > 0 and k1 depends on n, s, but not on § and R.
On the other hand, since we are considering symmetric kernels, by Lemma 23] and the definition
of Xgr we have
25—
I, I3 < CRY™% = 6T
This gives a lower bound for I. Gathering these estimates and the upper bound of Iz, and replacing
them into the inequality I < Iy, we arrive at

(2s—1) 25—
515284—?17”)50 +9[3(%—1) <k <6m—1+% + 5(17)1()) , (3.14)

after letting » — 0. Since ¢y < 1, we have
v(2s —1) 25 — v

2s + .
(I=ve (1 —=7)eo
On the other hand, since v + (1 — )~ is strictly increasing in (0,1) and v < Tn__Qf , we have
2s —1
1222570 oo
L=
Thus, taking €y € (0,1) close enough to 1, we get that
1 25 —1
2 —mt1<— - 12D
0 (1=7)eo
Summarizing, if we let
v(2s — 1) 1 2s — 7y

T =25+ ; o=m—1+—; T13=

(1 —’y)EQ €0 (1 —’}/)607
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from the choice of ¢y we have 0 < 71 < 75 and 71 < 73, and inequality ([B.I4]) reads
/{1571"‘96( ) < /{(57'2 57’3).

Now fix € and take 6 small enough so that 71 +60p(1 — ¢, 1) < 79,73 (this would modify #; but this
is not going to play a role), and then letting § — 0T we arrive at a contradiction. As before, this
implies that u is constant. U

Now we come to the proof of Theorem .4l

Proof of Theorem [L4l. In this case, we denote M = ||ul|~. Recalling ¢ as in (31]), we consider x
as in (ZI1)) with o = 0, denote xr(x) = 2M x(z), and the function

®(z,y) = u(x) —u(y) — ool —yl) = (Xr(®) + Xr(Y)), =,y € R™.
We also write
o(z,y) = op(lz — yl) + (Xr(®) + Xr(Y)), =,y € R™
We fix g € (0, (25)7!) and let
R=R(§) =010 > 51
Following our general strategy in Section 2], we claim that there exists dy > 0 such that

Os5:= sup P(z,y) <0 foralld < dp.
R™ xRR™

Arguing by contradiction, we assume ®5 > 0. Since (23] holds, there exist z,y € R", Z # ¢, such
that ®(Z,y) = ®5. These points are such that |z|,|y| < R/4.

Denoting v the test function for w with smooth representative ¢(-,y) at z, and vy the test
function for u with smooth representative —¢(z,-) at g , (c.f. (22)), we can write

—Zvi(2) < w(@)!|Vad(Z, 7)™ —Zva(y) = u(®)| — Vyo(z,9)™
Subtract both the inequalities to arrive at
1<y, (3.15)
with
I'==Tvi(Z) +Iva(7); T = u(Z)!|Ved(Z, 7)™ — u(@)|Vyo(z,y)"
To compute Iy, we first note that

VX&), [VXR@H)| < CMR™Y,
for some C. Thus, denoting a = & — y and a = a/|al, using ([B3]), we obtain
In = u(z)|0¢'(|al)a + VXr(T)|™ — u(@)!|6¢ (la))a — VXr@)™

[u(@)? — u(m)?10¢ (|a])a + VX r(T)|™

+u(@)? (164 (|al)a + vxr(@)|™ — 6¢'(|al)a — VXr(@)|™)
ko [JJul|% (6™ + R™™ + (0™t + R™™ R
k30",

where k3 depends on |Jul|, and the last inequality follows from the fact that R~! < §.
For I, using Lemma [24] we see that

I>-25 sup {Lx[C)p(a)} — Sup. ALkXR(D)} — Sup {Lxxr@)}+06(r)
Keks Ke Ke
=:— 2014 —Ig—]g—l—@( ),
for some ©(r) — 0 as r — 0, and in the same way as in (BI0), we conclude that

I> kg6 BRB _ CMR™ = ;024080 =1 _ carsi/eo 4 o(r).

<
<
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Gathering these estimates in (815 and letting r — 0, reveals

ka2 HOBE ) < (57 4 670), (3.16)
Fix 6 small, depending of g, so that
25 + 0B (eyt — 1) < min{m, 1/o}.
With this choice of 0, it is easily seen that ([B.I0]) can not hold for all small §. Hence &5 < 0, and

rest of the proof follows as before. O

Now we come to the proof of Theorem This particular proof is different from the previous
ones in the sense that the coercivity structure of the Hamiltonian becomes crucial for our argument.

Proof of Theorem [L3. We may assume u > 0. Otherwise, if u(zg) = 0 for some xy, we can apply
strong maximum principle to obtain u = 0, proving the theorem. Consider (3,7 satisfying
y<y<B <L
Later we shall further choose 7, 3 in this range.
For p € (0,1), define @ = pu. It is direct to see that u solves the problem
Tu — p' @l va™ =0 in R, (3.17)
in the viscosity sense. The proof follows the general strategy (see Section 2.1)) with subtle modifi-

cations. In correspondence with (2.4)), the aim is to prove the following

Claim A. There exists 6; € (0,1) such that, for all p € (1 —01,1) and § € (0,01), there exists
ag > 0, dependent on 9, i, such that

O(x,y) = pu(r) —u(y) =z —y|” —a(l+[z)7* <0 nR" xR",
for all o < ay.

As before, this concludes the result, since by fixing two points z,y € R", and taking o« — 0, p — 1
and § — 0 respectively, we arrive at u(z) — u(y) < 0, and since the argument is symmetric in x, y,
we conclude that u is constant in R™.

Now we prove Claim A. Suppose on the contrary that that for some p < 1 close to 1, and d, « > 0
close to zero, we have

sup ®(z,y) > 0. (3.18)
x7y
We remark that the contradiction argument allows us to take a far smaller than ¢ and 1 — . For

the ease of notation we denote () = (1 4 |x|>)7/2. Notice that by the growth condition imposed

on u we have
lim sup u(@)

and therefore, we can find a number & such that
lz] > k = ®(z,y) < pu(x) —ayp(z) < 0.
On the other hand, since v < §3,

<1,

max ®(z, y) < max(pu(z) — ap(z)) — u(y) - min o - yl? = —oo,

as |y| — oco. Hence, a maximizer (z,7) € R" x R" for (B.I8) exists.
Denote
a=71I—7.
Note that since v > 0 we have @ < u in R™. This, together with ®(z,y) > 0 imply
0 <u(@) — u(@) <ul@) —u(y),
which gives a =z — gy # 0.
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Again, since ®(z,y) > 0, it follows that

27/2(1 +12))7 < ayp(z) < pu(z) < M(1+ |2)
which in turn, gives

1
|Z| <1+ |z] < Cia 77,
for some C7 > 0 depending on M. Moreover, using the same inequahty, we also have that
dlal” < a(z) < uM (1 +[z])” < M(C1)la” 7.
These bounds will be useful for our calculations below
Denote p(t) =

(3.19)
7, ¢(x,y) = dp(|z—y|)+a(z), and denote vy the test function for @ with smooth
representative ¢(-,y T,

) at Z, and v9 the test function for v with smooth representative —¢(z,-) at g
Using the equations for u and @ (recall u solves ([BI7)), and subtracting, we have

I + I o <0,
where

(3.20)
I— —I’Ul( )+I'U2( )

Ly = pt= 0" ut (2)|68al " a + ave(@)|™ — u?(y)|68lal " al™,
For I, using Lemma 4] we have

I>~26 sup {Lk[Cp(@)} —a sup {Lxw(z)} +O(r)
Kek, Kek,

:— 2001 —aly + @(T’),
where ©(r) — 0 as » — 0. A simple modification of Lemma 23] implies that

I, < CA, (3.21)
for some C' > 0, not dependent on § and «. More precisely, we note that

;élg[lD2¢( )| + [V ()] < ke

for some ko > 0. Thus

sup Li[B1](¢,x, Vip(x)) < k3.
Kek
Again, since z > (1 + |z|?)

o=

is 1-Lipschitz, we have

— (14|23 <

(1+ o — 2?3 < [(1+[af?)2 + 27— (

Thus for s > 1/2, we get

sup / (14 |z — 2|
Kek J|z|>1
This gives us ([B21]).

=)

o2t

— (14 |z )5) (z)dz < A ]zﬁm dz < Ka.
|z|>1 |2|

On the other hand, using Lemma 22] we can take dp, 7o small enough (not depending on a, o
and «) to obtain, for all K € K, that

Lg[Clé(a) < —cla)’~ 2/!2\2K(z)dz§ —CA’a’B_2/’Z‘2—n—2st

C )
for some ¢ > 0. Using the estimates on the cone in [I2] Example 1], we arrive at

I < —C)\|(_1|B_28.
Combining the above estimates, we conclude that

I>k16lal’~% — CAa+O(r),

(3.22)
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where the constants x1,C do not depend on «, 6, u.

Now we compute the term Iy, We write

Ty = (=77 =1) @ (@)|98Jal" a + av (@)™ + (a9(2)|8]8al"~a + ave(@)|™ - u(p)d™7al V).

1

[1]

=5

Choose S close to 1 so that

1-— 1-—-
max{ (~ ﬂ)’y, mf ﬂ)’y} <L (3.23)
=78 (-8
Using ([3.19), we have
-5 B-1 y(1-8) 1-8 -1 1_1(1:,8)
|al <;{65 Fa GF = alal < /165 B o G-F, (3.24)

for some kg > 0, not dependent on § and «. By the choice of £ in ([3.:23]), we have the exponent of
a positive. Thus, since V() is bounded with an upper bound independent of ¢ and «, for 6 > 0
we can find « small enough so that

21 = a(z)!(sBlal’ )™
1

> Sa(@)ism g am e,

P +5—15—1a|a|1—5w(f)(m

where we use the fact that m > 0 and |a| = 1. Similarly, for =9, using that u(z) > u(y) andt m > 0,
and taking a small in terms of §, we see that

=5 > u(g)"(68lal’ )" (la+ 678 afa Fve(@)™ — 1)
> —wu(f)Pas™ g al - Dem),

for some constant £ > 0 depending on m and ||V#|| ., but not on § and «, where the last inequality
follows from the Lipschitz property of the map z - |a + z|™ in {|z| < 1/2}.
Thus, using the above estimates for 21,25 and that @(Z) > u(y), we see that

s INTW2 DR I
T = (@)™ 5 |a ™00 (St~ = 1) — ko~ 5 afal )
1—q—m_1
> (M 1 )ﬂ(j)q5m5m|d|m(ﬁ—1

for « small enough dependent on p and 0.
Combining the above estimate with [B22]) in B20), letting » — 0, we see that for all a small
enough in terms of § and u, we have

(p'a

—m

4
Now we can have one of the following two situations.

r16lal? =2 + — 1)a(f)q5m|a|m(5‘1) < CiAa. (3.25)

Case 1. There exists a subsequence aj, — 0 and a constant kg such that |a| = |a(ay)| < kg for all
k. Since f < 2s, the left most term in (320 remains positive whereas the r.h.s. goes to zero. This
is a contradiction.

Case 2. There exists a subsequence aj — 0 such that |ag| = |z — yr| — o0 as kK — oo. From
O (Zk, J) > 0 we see that

dlag|® < a(zy) = a(zT)? > 6%a?”® > k > 0,
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for some x > 0, as k — oco. Therefore, for all large k, dropping the first term in the Lh.s. of (8.23)),
and using ([B.I9) (more speciffically ([3:24])), we see that
(Ml—q—m . 1) _md-B)y

om0 < g ") < gy, O

where the constant k19 does not depend on ay. By ([B23]), the exponent of oy is positive, and
therefore, the inequality cannot hold for large k. Therefore, (8.25]) cannot hold for arbitrary small
«, proving Claim A. O

Next we prove Theorem

m—2s ;
n—=*}. Since u + c also solves

Proof of Theorem [L3 Suppose, on the contrary, that v > max{0,
(C3), we assume that u(0) = 0. Let

A(r) := max |u(z)|.
B,-(0)

In view of (LI0)-(LII) we have
A(r)

0 < limsup —= < .
rYy

r—00

Let 7, — oo be such that
1
FT,Z < A(rg) <Gyl foralln > 1,
1
for some large constant C. Let us define

vp(0) =0, v(z) = )u(rkx) x € R".

A(rg
Then, from the above estimate and (LI0) it follows that
max |vg| =1 and |ug(z)| < C(1+ |z])7,
B

for all £ > 1 and some constant C, independent of n. For each k > 1, let us now define a nonlocal
operator

Zed())(x) = [ri*Ze(r; ') (rix)-
Then 7, is elliptic with respect to the family Kgyy,. That is,

oif (Lu(z) — Liv(2)) < Tnu(z) — Tyo(z) < sup (Liu(z) — Liv(z)),
EKeym K E€Keym

for all u,v € CY(z) N LY (w,). From (LA) we see that

m—2s

m—1
TFuy, — [A(rk)rk met } |[Vug|™ =0 inR". (3.26)

Claim: The family {vy} locally equicontinuous in R™.
Let us first complete the proof assuming the claim. Since {vy} locally equicontinuous, we can
extract a subsequence vy, — v, uniformly on compacts, where v € C'(R") satisfying

v(0) =0 max|v|=1 and |v(z)| <C(1+|z])".
B

Moreover, since

_m—2s
A(rg)r, ™1 — 00 asn — oo,
using the stability property of viscosity solution and (326, we have

—|vo|=0 inR"
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in the viscosity sense. That is, for any smooth test function ¢ touching v from above at a point x
we must have |V(x)| = 0. It is easily seen that v must be constant, and therefore, v = 0. This
contradicts the fact that maxp |v| = 1. Hence vy < max{0, =281},

Proof of the claim. The proof follows from the argument of [I0l Lemma 3.6] and we provide only
a sketch here for convenience. Fix ¢ > 0 and define

© = 2sup sup |vg| < oo.

k  Bega
Let ¢ : R™ — [0,1] is a smooth cut-off function satisfying ¢» = 0 in By and ¢ = 1 in BZF ;. To prove
2
the claim it is enough to show that for each n € (0,1) and € € (0, 1), there exists L > 0 satisfying
vg(x) —op(y) < Llx —y|"+20(1 —e) + O(z) forallz,y € Bpyy, n > 1. (3.27)

To show ([B27]) we consider the function

®(z,y) = evk(x) — vr(y) — Llz — y|" — ©Y(z),
and assume on the contrary that

sup P >0,
Boy1XBgta

for all large L satisfying L > 2'7270. Let (Z,%) € Byy1 X Byyq be a point where the supremum is
attained. Also, we only need to analyze the case where & # y. Since ®(Z,y) > ®(Z,x) we obtain
L|z — y|" < O, implying |Z — y| < 1/4. Also, let

p=1ILnz —g"*(x -7), q=v¢().
It is important for us to observe here
n—1
pl = Lylz — g™ > 9O L1 - o,

as L — oco. Denoting
__ m—2s m—1
Qk — |:A(7,k)7,k m—1 :| ,

we observe from (3.20]) that
TF(evr) — oke! ™™V (evg)|™ =0 in R™.

Now applying sub and super-solution inequality and then subtracting the inequalities we obtain the
estimate

ore' "™ p+ Oq|™ — oklp|™ < sup {Lg[Bs|(#(-.7),Z,p+ Oq) — Lx[Bs|(¢(Z,-),7,p)}

ERsym
=A
+sup {Lk([B5|(evg, 7,p + Oq) — Lk[B§|(vk,¥,p)},  (3.28)
EXsym

for all 6 > 0 small, where ¢(x,y) := L|z — y|" + O (z) and

LilD](f.2,€) = /D (F(+2) — 1) — 15, ()2 - ) K ()dz.

Using the maximality of ® at (Z,y), it is standard to show that

sup {LK[BgﬂB%](Evn,i’,p—i— ©q) — Lig[Bs N B%](Un,g,p)} < kO,
KGICSym

for some constant k. Since z — |z| is integrable with respect to ws, it follows that

sup {Lxc[BS)(eor, 7, + ©0) — Lic[BS ] (vh, 5:0)} < 11+ © + o),

ERsym
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for some constant x1. Since A1 — 0 as & — 0, the rhs of (3.28)) is dominated by KO+ k1 (14+©+|p|).
Note that for some constants ks, k3 we have

e p 4+ Og|™ — [p|™ = (1 —e)(m — 1)|p + Oq|™ — k2O|q|(Ip|™ " +0¢|")

1
> L0 m - Dl -y
Combining these estimates in ([B.28]) we get
(1= e)m = Dlpl™ — s < 5O + K1(1 4O + o).

Since |p| — oo as L — oo and m > 1, we obtain a contradiction from the above estimate. This
proves the claim. ]

We finish this section by proving Theorem

Proof of Theorem [L6l. We show that if there is a solution u to (LI3]) then it must be positive
constant. It would lead to a contradiction since f does not vanish on (0,00). As before (see
Theorem [[TI(i)), we consider

®(z,y) = ulz) —uly) — 5|z —yl) — M2 R (x(2) + x(y)).
where ¢(t) = t° for some 8 € (7,25 A 1). In this case, [32) will be replaced by
I< f(u(@)) — f(u(@®), (3.29)

where
I = —Tuvi(z)+ Tva(y),

and vy, vy are defined as in Theorem [I.1l Since
w(@) —u(y) = dp(|z — 7)) >0,
we have f(u(z)) — f(u(g)) < 0. In view of Lemma 23] we obtain (see Theorem [[I](i))
I>ré7 RFP2) L o@r) - CR%,
where O(r) — 0 as r — 0. Letting r — 0 we get
k167 RFP2) < oR1-2, (3.30)

where the constants C, k1 does not depend on R. Since v(2s — ) < 5(2s — ), (330) can not hold
for large R. Thus ® < 0 for all large R, proving u to be a constant. This completes the proof of (i).

For the second part, we fix 5 as given by (L.I5). Now we estimate f(u(z)) — f(u(y)) as follows:
using the convexity of f we get

fu(@) — f(u(@) < = (u(@)(w@) — u(@)).
Since u(Z) — u(y) > 6o(|z — g|) = dlal® , we have
Fu(@)) = fu@)) < f'(u(@))d]al’,
using the fact f* < 0. Since f’ is increasing, using the fact that w(z) < CR?, [329) would give us
rilal”** + 6lal’| f(CRY)| = Hl\alzs 7 —dlal’ f(CRY) < CLRY™.
Applying Young’s inequality with p = 2s and p' = 2 =, to the left hand side, we note that

B—2s 25 (25 1)

rzlal [FCR)[F <R,
for some constant k. Since dla|® < CRY, we get |a|~! > ngR(ﬁ D7 implying

R0 f(CRY)|
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for some constant Co, independent of R. This contradicts (ILIH]) for a sequence of R tending to
infinity. Rest of the proof follows as before. O

4. APPLICATIONS OF LIOUVILLE PROPERTY TO REGULARITY

In this section we showcase application of above Liouville properties in regularity estimates.

We start with interior regularity estimates for HJ equations with critical diffusion, in the sense
that the nonlocal operator has a diffusion comparable to the one of the square root of the fractional
Laplacian +/—A, that is, when s = 1/2.

In this setting, we can mention the contributions by Silvestre [40, 39], where the author considers
operators of the form —Au + b(z) - Vu = f. Assuming b, f € L, it is shown in [39] that u € C*
for some a € (0,1) whereas [40] establishes C'%* regularity of the solution assuming C® regularity
of b and f. Later, Schwab and Silvestre [37] prove C® regularity of solutions of (Il for some
a, dependent on A\, A,Cy and n. In [I8, Theorem 3.1], the authors consider Pucci type nonlinear
equation with Hoélder continuous coefficients and obtain Lipschitz regularity of the solutions. It
should be noted that [I8] deals with non-symmetric kernels. Theorem [l improves [39] 40, [37] by
proving C7 regularity for any v € (0,1) and complements the regularity result of [I8] as we do not
impose any regularity hypothesis on the coefficients other than continuity.

To state our next result we introduce the following state dependent operator corresponding to
5=3.

Ju(x) = inf sup/ (u(x + 2) —u(x) — 1p(2)z - Vu(x))wdz,
a€A pep JRrd ’Z‘n—i-l
where A, B are some index sets. We impose the following condition on the kernels k:
(K) The family kg, is symmetric in the sense that kg (2) = kap(—2). @ +— kqep(x, 2) continuous in
By, uniformly with respect to a,b, z. That is, for any compact set I C By, there exists a modulus
of continuity function ¢ satisfying

|kap (21, 2) — kap(z2, 2)| < 0(|Jz1 — 22|) for all z1,290 € K, a € A, b e B, z € R".
Furthermore, for some constants 0 < A\ < A we have \ < ky, < A for all (a,b) € A x B.
The next theorem is a consequence of [[L11

Theorem 4.1. Consider the operator J satisfying (K). Suppose that H : R™ x R — R be a
continuous function satisfying the following:

(i) There exist constants Cq,Cy satisfying
|H(z,p)| < Cy+ Colp| for all (x,p) € By x R™;

(ii) There exists a ﬁ, Lipschitz in p, such that
. 1 -
tl—1>%1+ tH($7 ;p) - H($,p),
uniformly on compact subsets of R™ x R™.
Then for any v € (0,1), the viscosity solution u to
—Ju+ H(z,u)=f inDB (4.1)
is in C’“/(B%), and the C" norm depends only on X\, A,n,v,supp, |u|, ||u||L1(w1/2) N fllo and modulus
of continuity o.
Proof. We follow the idea of Serra [38] (see also [11l section 5]). First of all, consider a smooth

cut-off function ¢ : R — [0,1] such that &(y) = 1 for |y| < I and &(y) = 0 for [y| > 1. Letting
v = £u we see that

f=CAull i,y < v+ H(z,v) < f+ CAullj1,,) in B%, (4.2)
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for some constant C. Dividing both side by 7 := 1+ ||u| oo (5,) + ”u”Ll(wl/z) + [l o (y) > 1, and

replacing v by = and H by %H (z,7p) (which also satisfy the above condition with the same C1, C)
we may assume that [|ul| ez, + HUHL1(w1/2) 1l oo () < 1-

Set v € (0,1). We prove the theorem by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a family of
nonempty index sets Ay, By (with kernels satisfying the continuity assumption (K) uniformly in k),
and a sequence of uyg, fi solving

—Jui + H(x,Vug) = fr in By
such that

i sup (@) —w@l

k_mogc,yeB% |$ - y|'\/

Let vy = &ug, where ¢ is defined above, and we consider the equation (£.2)) satisfied by vj. As in [38],
Lemma 4.3|, the above is equivalent to

sup sup sup 77 [[vg(+) = v (2)l| oo, (2)) = H00- (4.3)
k. r>0 ZEB%
For r > 0, define
O(r) = sup sup sup 7, |lvg — /Uk(Z)HLoo(Brl(z)) ;
k ri>r zEB%

which is nondecreasing as r — 0, and ©(r) — +oo as r — 0.
Now choose a sequence (2, km,7m) € Bijs x N x (0,1) with 7, — 0 such that
©(rm)

o vk, — Uk, (zm)HLoo(Brm(zm)) 5

and define
Ukm(zm + Tmy) — Uk (zm)

O (rm)

Um(y) =
Then, the following can be easily verified
0m(0) =0, |Omllpecp) =1/20 0@ <c@+1y])", yeR, (4.4)
for some constant x, independent of m. The first two facts are direct from the definition and the
choice of r,,. For the last inequality, by the monotonicity property of © it follows that
N O(Rry,)
v v
||’Um||LOO(BR) S R @(T‘m) S R".
Moreover, defining
) kap(zm + Tm@, Tm2)
—~Jmd = inf sup (p(x 4+ z) — d(x) — 1g(2)z - Vo(x)) P dz,

a€Arm beBy,,
we see from ([LZ) that

1—ry 1y 1y
~Jm + %H(zm o, 7 O () Vo) | < %\ f(zm + rm)| + CA gzm) B

Due to compactness, we shall assume without any loss of generality that 2, — 2, € B1, as m — 0o.
2
One can also extract a subsequence my, such that

I
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weakly (see [II, Lemma 5.4]), as my — oo, where J is a translation invariant, positively 1-

homogeneous operator which is elliptic with respect to Kgym. Since
r,ln_y

O(rm)

applying [37, Theorem 7.2] we see that {0,,} is locally Holder continuous, uniformly in m. Thus,
we can extract a subsequence of U5 converging to w so that

—Jw+ H(z,Vw) =0 inR",

H(zy, + rmx,r?n_l@(rm)vum) < C1 + Co| V|,

and, due to ([4]), we also have

w(0) =0, [lwlpecp,y=1/2,  |w(y)] < +]y])7. (4.5)
Applying Theorem [T, we see that w is a constant, but this contradicts the first two criterion in
(£3). Hence ({3) can not hold. This completes the proof. O

Our next result is an application of Theorem To understand the result let us consider the
following equation

—Isym:u_5 inQ, >0 inQ, and uw=0 inQ°

in a smooth bounded domain 2. Besides the existence-uniqueness of the solutions, the regularity
of the solutions up to the boundary has been of special interest. For the classical case of Laplacian
we refer to [29, [30]. Similar problem for the nonlocal operator is considered recently in [II [§] for
—Tsym = (—A)*. More precisely, it is shown in [I] that u € C*(Q) for § < 1 and u € C%(Q)
for § > 1. The proof techniques relies on the Green function representation of the solutions and
sharp boundary regularity of the Green function. As can be seen from the proofs of [II, 29], the
boundary regularity of u is dictated by the boundary regularity of the torsion function or the principal
eigenfunction. Interestingly, for the operator Zg,, one may not expect a sharp boundary behaviour
of the Dirichlet solution as point out by Ros-Oton and Serra in [35]. Our next result provides some
insight on the regularity of the solution compere with the "torsion problem" when ¢ is large.

Theorem 4.2. Let u be a positive viscosity solution to

k
~ZLsymu + 1(12)(s)H(Vu) = % inQ, u>0 nQ, and u=0 1inQ°,

for some § > 0 where k € C(Q) and k > 0 in Q. H is positively 1-homogeneous and locally Lipschitz.
Let v be the solution to the torsion problem
Ty +1a)(s)H(VY) =1 inQ, >0 nQ, and u=0 1inQ°,
and for some 0 < 8 < 1A 2s we have
(dist(x, Q%)) < Cy(x) inQ,
for some constant C. If (1 + &) > 2s, then we have
(dist(m,QC))B < Ciu(x), and gsclelg —(distq(iagi))c))ﬁ = 00.
In particular, u ¢ CP(€).

Proof. To simplify the notation we write 1(; 2)(s)H (p) = Hs(p). The first part follows from com-

parison principle. More precisely, let k > ¢, in , for some positive constant c;. Then

—Zsymu + Hs(Vu) >
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By comparison principle [5], we have

ﬁ¢ S u In Rd.
u

This gives the first part. Now we consider the second part. Suppose, on the contrary, that

ilelg % =k € (0,00). (4.6)
In particular, we have from (4.0]) that
u(z) < k(dist(z, Q%))P.
Consider a sequence of points {z,} in € approaching the boundary. Let r,, = dist(z,,Q°). Set
v = w € (1,00) and define

1
wp(y) = T—Bu(mn +rly), yeE R,
n

We claim that
lwn(y)| < k1 (1+[y”) fory e RY, (4.7)

for some £, independent of n. Note that, for |y|® > |lull., we have u(z, +y) < |y|°. Again, for

9l < llullo, we have "
dist(z,, + 1y, Q°) < dist(xy,, Q%) + |y| < rn + |y)-
Applying @8), we have u(z, + y) < k(r + |y)° < w(rh + |y|P?). Since 8 < 1 < v, @) follows.
On the other hand, since 2sy = (1 + 9),
k(xn + ray)
(wr(y))°

B6 ; 7.\8
rh (dist(zpn, + m1y)
= k(xy, v
[(dist(:nn + r%y)“] (n +729) [ w(xy + 1Y)

—LsymWn + T£2S_1)VHs(vwn) = 7}2187_6_65

)

Since from the first part wy is uniformly bounded from below on every compact set K for large n,
we have |k(zy, + T%y)/mi! bounded. Also,

dist(zn +ray) 1‘ | dist(zy, + ry) — dist(x,, Q°)

Tn Tn

<yl =0,

uniformly on compacts, as n — oco. Thus, using (£7]) and standard regularity theory [16] B7], we see
that {wy,} is locally Holder continuous, uniformly in n. Let w,, — w, along some sub-sequence. It
is evident that w > 0 and |w| < #1(1 + |y|?). Furthermore, from the stability property of viscosity
solution, we obtain

C . d
—Zsymw = w7 in R%,

where ¢ = limy,, o0 k(2y, ) > 0, which we can assume to exists or chose a further subsequence. Now
applying Theorem we see that such w can not exist. Hence (6] cannot hold. This completes
the proof. O
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