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QUANTITATIVE PERIODIC HOMOGENIZATION FOR SYMMETRIC NON-LOCAL
STABLE-LIKE OPERATORS

XIN CHEN, ZHEN-QING CHEN, TAKASHI KUMAGAI AND JIAN WANG

ABsTRACT. Homogenization for non-local operators in periodic environments has been studied intensively.
So far, these works are mainly devoted to the qualitative results, that is, to determine explicitly the operators
in the limit. To the best of authors’ knowledge, there is no result concerning the convergence rates of the
homogenization for stable-like operators in periodic environments. In this paper, we establish a quantitative
homogenization result for symmetric a-stable-like operators on R? with periodic coefficients. In particular,
we show that the convergence rate for the solutions of associated Dirichlet problems on a bounded domain D
is of order
e ey + 6 P e o)y + ¢ *[loge* T (amny,
while, when the solution to the equation in the limit is in C’E(D)7 the convergence rate becomes
62704]1{046(172)} =+ €a]l{a€(0’1)} —+ €| lOg €|2]l{a:1}.

This indicates that the boundary decay behaviors of the solution to the equation in the limit affects the
convergence rate in the homogenization.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to quantitative results for homogenization of symmetric (non-local) stable-like
operators in deterministic periodic media. In line with most of literature (e.g., [12, 29, 30, 41, 43]), we
restrict ourselves to the Euclidean space setting. Consider the following symmetric stable-like operator £ on

RY:

cfw) = v [ () - @) dy
K(x,
=t [ gy ()~ )

for f € C?(R%). Here a € (0,2), and K € C?(R? x R?) is multivariate 1-periodic on R? x RY (that is, it can
be viewed as a bounded C?-smooth function defined on T? x T¢, where T? := R?/Z¢ is the d-dimensional
torus) so that

K(z,y) = K(y,z) and A!'<K(z,y) <A for z,y € R? (1.1)
with some constant A > 1. The symmetric non-local operator £ generates a symmetric bilinear form for
u,v € C2(RY):

//}RdXRd — u(y))(v(z) — ’U(y))m dx dy. (1.2)

Denote by F the completion of C?(R?) under the norm

ooz = ([, SO oy s [ i) - (1.3

It is easy to check that

_ 2
F=w22RY) = {u e L*(R?; dz) : // (@) = uly))” dxdy < oo (1.4)
Rixgd |7 =y
and (&,F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(R% dz). Denote by (£,Dom(L)) the L?-generator of (&, ).

Then C2(R?) € Dom(£L) and £f = L f for f € C2(RY). It is known from [17, 18] that there is a symmetric
1
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conservative irreducible Feller process X := {X;};>0 on R? associated with the regular Dirichlet form (&, F)
on L?(R% dx), which has the strong Feller property and can start from any = € R%. In the literature, X is
called a symmetric a-stable-like process. Since the coefficient K (x,y) is multivariate 1-periodic on R? x RY,
one can regard X as a symmetric T%valued process. It is exponentially ergodic and has the normalized
Lebesgue measure on T¢ as its unique invariant probability measure.

For any € > 0, set

X =A{X7 b0 = {e Xt }izo0-
Clearly, X¢ is a symmetric R%valued Feller process having the strong Feller property with associated Dirichlet
form (&5, W/%2(R%)) on L?(R%; dx), where

w0 =5 [[ ) - um)e) - o) LD by (15)

Denote by (L., Dom(£.)) the L?-generator of (€%, W/22(R%)). Then C2(R?%) C Dom(£.) and

cp@) = [ () - Fa)ZK@lev/e) y o p e copay, (16)

R4 |z — y|dto
Define

Ko //WXTdK(:E,y) d dy. (1.7)

Let X := {X;}s>0 be a rotationally symmetric a-stable Lévy process on R? with Lévy measure K | 2]~ 4+ gz,
Denote the infinitesimal generator of X by (£, Dom(£)). Note that C?(R?)  Dom(£) and

Ef(a) = pv. | () = @) ey for f € CE(RY, (1.9

One can deduce from [6, Theorem 4.1] that X¢ converges weakly to X as ¢ — 0. Alternatively, this weak
convergence can also be established from the uniform heat kernel estimates in [17, Theorem 1.1] for symmetric
a-stable-like processes {X¢ : € € (0,1]} and the L2-convergence of the resolvents of X¢ in [32, Theorem 1.1]
as e — 0. We thus call £ the homogenized operator of £.. The reader may refer to [11, 12| and the references
therein for more details on homogenization of symmetric stable-like processes in stationary ergodic media
and periodic homogenization problem of non-symmetric Lévy-type processes.

Throughout the paper, unless otherwise specified, D is a bounded C*! domain in R?. For any x € D, let
dp(x) := dist(z,dD) be the distance from z to the boundary 9D. For any § € R, k € IN and 0 < v ¢ NN,
define

[f]](f)D := sup <5D(l‘)k+9|ka($)|> ’ [f]gf)D = sup <min (5D($),5D(y))ﬁ/+€ |V['Y}f($) - V['Y]f(y)|> ’

z,yeD |z — Z/|ﬁ’_M

C&,)(D) = {f e C(RY) : Hf”,(f}) = [f](()?)D + [f],(f}) < oo and f(x) =0 for z € DC} .

Here [y] denotes the largest integer not exceeding 7. Let £. and £ be the operator defined by (1.6) and

(1.8), respectively. Given h € C'(Baﬂ) (D) N C (D) with o+ 3 > 4 so that neither 3 nor « + 3 is an integer,

consider the following Dirichlet problem

Leue(z) = h(z), r €D, (1.9)
ue(z) =0, x € D°.
Similarly, consider the following Dirichlet problem for the homogenized operator L:
Li(z) = D
u(z) =0, x € D°.

According to [40, Proposition 1.4 and Theorem 1.5], the equation (1.10) has the unique solution @ €

C?faﬁ/z) (D)N C(D). On the other hand, according to Lemma 2.3 below, since D is bounded and h € C(D),

the equation (1.9) has the unique bounded solution u. € Dom (L) N LY(D;dx), where Dom(LP) is the
domain of the operator £, with zero Dirichlet condition on D€¢. Moreover, when the domain D is more
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regular, higher order regularity on w. will be obtained. The reader is referred to [1, Theorem 3.1| and [51,
Theorem 1.3] for more details on regularity estimates for solutions to the Dirichlet problem of stable-like
operators. The following is the main result of the paper, which establishes an explicit convergence rate of
the solution u. of (1.9) in L*(D;dx) as € — 0.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that D is a bounded CY' domain in RY. Let u. and @ be the unique solutions of
(1.9) and (1.10) respectively for some h € C(Ba/z) (D) with a+ 8 > 4, where neither B nor a+ [ is an integer.
Then there exists a constant Cy > 0 so that for all € € (0,1),

£/2, a € (0,1),
HU’E - 77’HLl(D;d:{:) <G 51/2(1 + |10g€|2)7 a=1, (111)
e2—)/2, ac(1,2).

As seen from the proof of Theorem 1.1 below, much more efforts are devoted to handling blow up behaviours
for V@i and V24 near the boundary 9D, as well as their interactions with the non-local operator £.. Indeed,
if the solution @ of the homogenized equation (1.10) is C2-smooth with compact support in D (which roughly
indicates that we do not need to take care of the boundary behaviours of @), then the convergence rates of
ue to u will be better than those in (1.11).

Now we consider (1.9) and (1.10) for h € C}(D) that does not need to vanish on dD but under the
assumption that @ € C2(D).

Theorem 1.2. Assume that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?. Suppose that u. and @ are the unique
solutions of (1.9) and (1.10), respectively, for some h € CH(D). If u € C?(D), then there exists a constant
Cy > 0 such that for all € € (0,1),

%, a € (0,1),
lue — tll Lo (piary < C2{ e(1 4 [logel?), a=1, (1.12)
g2, a € (1,2).

The homogenization problem for differential operators with periodic coefficients has been investigated
extensively in the literature. The reader is referred to the monographs [4, 7, 31, 44]. Obtaining convergence
rate is an important problem in the homogenization theory. The first results in this direction for boundary
value problems of elliptic operators with periodic coefficients in L2-estimates are due to [7] and [36, 37]. Since
then, there are a lot of developments in this topic, see [44]| and the references therein for more details. In
particular, we want to emphasize that the following sharp estimate for elliptic differential operators (which
is comparable with the classical Berry-Esseen bounds for i.i.d. random variables)

”ua - aHLZ(D;dSC) < Cse (1'13)

has been established in |7, 24, 33, 34, 35, 45, 48] under different boundary conditions (including the Dirichlet
boundary condition and the Neumann boundary condition) and regularity conditions. Here u. (resp. )
in (1.13) is the unique solution to (1.9) (resp. (1.10)) with £. (resp. £) being a second-order differential
elliptic operator with rapidly oscillating and periodic coefficients (resp. constant coefficients). See also
[8, 9, 27, 28, 47, 52, 53| for related results. We note that there is some remarkable progress over the
past decade on quantitative stochastic homogenization of elliptic and parabolic equations (for differential
operators); see for instance |2, 3, 25, 26|.

In recent years, the homogenization for non-local operators in periodic environments has also been studied
intensively, see [12, 29, 30, 32, 39, 41, 43, 42, 49]. In all these papers only the qualitative homogenization
results for non-local operators are investigated; that is, these papers determine the limit operators and
establish the convergence of the processes or the solutions of the non-local partial differential equations to
those of the limit operators. The only existing literature we know on quantitative homogenization of non-
local operators is [38], where the L2-convergence rate is obtained by a spectral method for 1-resolvents of
a class of non-local operators of convolution type having L? integrable jumping kernels. We note that the
limit operators in [38]| are second order elliptic differential operators, rather than non-local operators, and
that the rate of convergence for the associated Dirichlet problem is not investigated in [38]. To the best of
our knowledge, there is no result concerning convergence rates of the homogenization for stable-like operators
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in periodic environments. In this paper we will address this problem for symmetric a-stable-like operators.
It is interesting to observe the difference between our results (1.11) and (1.12) for non-local operators and
(1.13) for differential operators as well as to the non-local operator investigated in [38] where the jumping
kernel has finite second moment. We also want to mention that the interior convergence rate for symmetric
a-stable-like operators in i.i.d. environments, where the boundary behavior of the solution was not taken
into account, has been obtained in the paper [13].

Below are some additional comments on the results of this paper.

(1) The interior convergence rate (1.12) seems to be optimal, since it is in line with the Berry-Esseen
estimates for i.i.d. random variables having stable laws as limit, see [5, 10, 50| for example. We also
believe that the convergence rates in (1.11) for the associated Dirichlet problem are near optimal for
the methods used in this paper, due to the blow up behaviors of Vi and V24 near the boundary dD.
These blow ups make the convergence rate slower than (1.12) which can be viewed as the interior
convergence rate, even if the domain D is smooth. This is different from the case for the Dirichlet
problem of differential operators as limit equations, where @ are known to decay at the boundary in
a linear rate and so Vu and V?u are all bounded, see e.g. [24, 33, 38, 44| for more details.

(2) We only give the L'-convergence rate in (1.11). From (1.11) and Lemma 2.3 below, we could deduce
the L?-convergence rate from the inequality

lue = il 2(Dias) < CallRlIB2 e = BT by

but we do not think the resulting L?-convergence rate is optimal. As illustrated in [1, 40, 51], it seems
difficult to verify the H?-estimate | D |V2i(x)|? dv < oo for the fractional Laplacian operator, which
is a key point to establish the L?-convergence for differential operators in [24, 33]. Because of the
lack of such kind of the H?-estimate, it does not seem easy to apply the integration by parts formula
to establish a sharper L?-convergence rate. On the other hand, ignoring the boundary behaviors of
7, we can obtain the L?-interior convergence rate (1.12). Indeed, in the proof of (1.12) we can use
the integration by parts formula to reduce the requirements into the required regularity of u up to
C?, while in our proof of (1.11) higher order regularities on @ are needed.

(3) Compared with the approach for the quantitative homogenization of differential operators, there are
two essential different ingredients in the proof of Theorem 1.1. One is the quantitative estimates
(2.41) and (2.44) below for the average in z-variable in the homogenization problem of a-stable-
like operators, which represents the jumping size of the associated stable-like process. However, for
differential operators only the averaging properties of the position variable x are needed. The other
is to give detailed estimates on the interactions between blow up behaviors of V@ and V2@ near 0D
and the effect of the non-local operator L., see Lemmas 2.4-2.7 below for details. In particular,
in the arguments of two ingredients above, it seems natural to use the C’F‘jaﬁ/Z)-norm (with suitable

choice of 8 > 0) instead of the H?mnorm for %, and the constant C; in (1.11) only depends on
SUPQ<k<a SUPLep (00 ()" 2 [VFa(2)]).

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. We present in Section 2 some preliminaries that are needed
later in this paper. They include some regularity results for solutions to the Poisson equation associated
with symmetric stable-like operators, and several averaging estimates for £.f. Their proofs involve some
delicate and lengthy estimates for distance functions and cut-off functions. The proofs of Theorems 1.1 and
1.2 are given in Section 3.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we give some preliminaries that are needed for the proofs of our main theorems.

2.1. Solution to the Poisson equation. Since K € Cz(IRd X Rd) is multivariate 1-periodic on R x R%, we
can view the corresponding symmetric Feller process X := {X;};>0 on R? and its L?-generator (£, Dom(L))
as a symmetric Feller process X T = {XtTd }i>0 on the torus T and a generator (L,Dom(LTd)) on T9,
respectively.
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Lemma 2.1. For every f € C(T?) with [, f(z)dx = 0, there exists a unique ¢y € Dom(£™") N C(T4)
such that

Lpp=—f onT¢ (2.1)
and de Yy(x)de = 0. Moreover, the following properties hold.
(1) For any « € (0,2), there is a constant C; > 0 so that

[¥fllo0 < Call flloo- (2:2)
(2) If a € (1,2), then vy € CY(T9) and there is a constant Cy > 0 so that
[¥¢lloe + Vihtlloo < Col| flloo- (2.3)

(3) If a =1, then there exist constants 0 € (0,1) and Cs > 0 such that
sup [r(@) — W)

x,yeTd |l‘ - y|9

< O3 f oo (2.4)

Proof. Denote by {P,}¢o the transition semigroup of the Feller process XT* on T¢. By [17, Theorem 1.1],
it has a strictly positive, jointly continuous transition density function p(t, z,y) with

t t
1 d d d d
Co (t LN 7| e a> <p(t,z,y) < ¢ <t LN 7| @ a> on (0,1] x T x T (2.5)

for some c¢g > 1. Since T? is compact, X T* has the normalized Lebesgue measure on T? as its equilibrium
probability distribution as well as a stationary measure. It is standard to verify that {P;};>0 is uniformly
exponentially ergodic (see e.g. [23]), that is,

1Pl < cre= gl for any g € C(T%) with / gl dr =0, (2.6)
T

Since for each t > 0, the operator P; is Hilbert-Schmidt, it is compact in L*(T%; dz) and thus has discrete
L2-spectrum {e ™! : k = 1,2,---} with 0 = \g < A\; < Xg < --- independent of ¢ > 0. Denote by
¢k, the corresponding eigenfunctions so that {¢ : & > 0} forms an orthonormal basis of L?(T¢;dz) with
©o = 1/|T¢|. Then, for each t > 0,

|Piglla < e glla for every g € L*(T% dx) with / g(x)dz = 0. (2.7)
Td
Denote by (-, ") 12(14,q) the inner product on L?(T% dz). For f € C(T?) with [ f(x)dz = 0, define

by ;:/0 P fdt = ZA,;1<f, Phk) L2 (Td;d) Pl
k=1

which converges both in L? and uniformly on T? in view of (2.6) and (2.7). Clearly, [;.%y(z)dz = 0.
Moreover, it follows from the spectral theory that 1y € Dom(LTd) with

Lop =3 (= M) (s, 0n) p2(racan Pk = — O _(F2 k) p2(Tdsan) Ok = — -
k=1 k=1

So 1y is a solution to (2.1) with [, f(z)dz = 0. Such a solution is unique as any u € Dom(LTd) having
Lu =0 is constant on T?. It follows from (2.6) that (2.2) holds for every o € (0,2).
(i) When «a € (1,2), for f € C2(R%),
K(x,x+ 2
ci@ = [ (a2 = 1) -2 V1)L b 1 ba) - 9 1(0),

where ( (
1 2(K(x,x+2) — K(z,z — 2)) d
b(z) = 5 /Rd [ dz € Cyp(RY).
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In particular, the drift term b(x) belongs to Kato’s class in the sense of [22, Definition 1.3|; see |22, Remark
1.4]. If a € (1,2), then, by [22, Theorem 1.5(vi)],

IVPglloo < cst™*|lglloo, ¢ € (0,1], g € C(TY).
Thus,

1 e
IV loo < /0 IV P f oo dt + /1 IV P (Prr f) || dt

1 (e’
< s < /O £ oo dt + /1 HPt_lfuoodt)
1 (e’
<o ( [ et [ e‘CS(t‘l)\\fHoodt> < ¢l flle.

So (2.3) is proved.
(ii) When o = 1, by [17, Theorem 4.14], there exist constants ¢; > 0, k > 1 and 8 € (0,1) such that

|Pg(z) — Pug(y)| < erllgllsct "z —yl®, te€(0,1], 2,y € T? and g € C(T?). (2.8)
Write
|z—y|P/x 1 oo
i < Pif(z) — Pf(y)|d
9() — sl < ( L) ) P () = P )] de

=: Ii(z,y) + Ia(z,y) + I3(z, ).
It holds that
I(z,y) < 2||flloclz — yl?/".
Applying (2.8), we obtain
I(w,y) < e flloolz — yl* =t/ 5 @ — y|P = cg]| flloola — 7"
Using (2.6) and (2.8), we deduce

Ly, y) /1 SR ) (@) — PP f)(y)] dt
< erlz—y? /1 P il

o0
< colz —ylf /1 e~ | flloodt < e flloolz — .

Combining all the estimates for I (z,y), I2(z,y) and I3(x,y) yields the desired conclusion (2.4) with
0 = 8/k when o = 1. O

Recall that {X7}i>0 := {eX.-a;}t>0, the associated Dirichlet form on L?(R%;dx) is (€5, W/22(R%))
defined by (1.5), and that (£., Dom(£.)) is the L?-generator of (€5, W/22(R%)) on L?(R%; dx). For an open
subset D C R?, denote by {X7"},20 the subprocess of {X£},~¢ killed upon leaving D. Its corresponding
Dirichlet form (&¢, WS‘/M(D)) is given by

et =5 [[ 7@ = f@)ele) ~ o)

W§/2’2(D) — Wll'lla/m'

K (z/e,y/e)

= |t dxdy, f,g€ W§/2’2(D),

Denote the infinitesimal generator of (¢, W§/2’2(D)) by (£, Dom(L£D)).

£

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that D is a bounded open subset of R%. Then there exists a constant C; > 0 such that
for every e € (0,1),

/D F@)Pde < CL&(f.f) for f € W2(D). (2.9)
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Proof. Since the function K (z,y) is bounded between two positive constants, it suffices to show that there
is a constant ¢; > 0 so that

o 2
/ [f (@) de < &1 /Adxﬂd%dwdy for f € W/**(D). (2.10)

Let {PP};>0 be the Dirichlet semigroup on D associated with a rotationally symmetrlc a-stable Lévy process
X, whose infinitesimal generator is £. Since D is bounded, it well known that P/ is compact on L?(D;dx)
(see e.g. [16] or [21]), and its first eigenvalue is strictly less than 1. This fact implies the inequality (2.10)
immediately, and so we can obtain the desired assertion. O

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that D is a bounded open subset of R? and f € L*(D;dx). Then for every ¢ > 0,
there is a unique @, € Dom(LP) so that L.p- = f on D, and there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for
alle € (0,1),

[ lec@lds <6 [ 17(a)do. (211)

D D

Moreover, if, in addition, f is bounded on D, then there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for all € € (0,1),
H‘peHL‘X’(D;dm) < (.

Proof. Since D is bounded, D C B(0, R) for some R > 0. Suppose f € L?(D;dz). By (2.9) and the Riesz
representation theorem, there is a unique . € I/VOOZ/Q’2 (D) so that

(e, g / f(z)g(x)dx for every g € Wa/2 2(D).

It follows that ¢. € Dom(LP) with L.p. = f. In fact, by [15],

=E, [/OTD f(Xs ds] / GH(z,y)f(y)dy, ae. xz€D. (2.12)

where 77, ;= inf{t > 0: X] ¢ D} is the first exit time from D for the process { X} };>0, and G, (z,y) is the
Green function of X¢ in D. Note that

GHl / Gp(z,y)de =B, [tp], yeD. (2.13)
By the symmetry of G%,(z,y) in (z,y), we have from (2.12) that

[ e@ldn < [ 1r@iepi < sup B, 75 | 1@ d. (2.14)

By [17, Lemma 5.1|, there is a constant ¢; > 0 that depends only on the bound A > 1 in (1.1) for the
function K (z,y) and the dimension d so that

sup supE, [7p] < sup sup L, [7’153(0 R)} < R™. (2.15)
e€(0,1) y€D e€(0,1) yeB(0,R) '

This together with (2.14) yields the estimate (2.11).
Furthermore, the last assertion is a direct consequence of (2.12), (2.13) and (2.15) as well as the fact that
Gy (z,y) = G5 (y,x) for all x,y € D. O

2.2. Distance functions and cut-off functions. It is well known that (see e.g. [46, Theorem 2, p. 171])
for any bounded open set D C R?, there is a C*-smooth regularizing distance function dp on D so that
there are positive constants ¢y, co and cs such that

c10p(z) < op(z) < edp(z) and |Vip(z)| < ez for every z € D.
For any r > 0, we set D, := {z € D : ép(z) > r}.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R®. Then the following statements hold.
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(1) When « € (1,2), there is a constant Cy > 0 so that for every s,e € (0,1) and x € D,

—ota 1
/ 5D(IE + Z) 2+ /2]]'{-'E+Z€D35}||dﬁ dZ
{|z|>se} z

<O ((36)1_0‘5[)(3:)_2+°‘/2 + g—1+a/25D(x)—a) 1p,. (z) + Cis' e =1 p p,, ()

(2.16)

and
1 . B
/{| |>s€}]l{$+Z€D\DSs}||dT < Ciedp(x) “1p,.(x) + Ci(se)' ™I p\p,. (2). (2.17)

(2) When « € (0,1], there is a constant Cy > 0 so that for every s,e € (0,1) and x € D,

1

p(x+2)" 2 2 Uy epoy ——— dz
{ss<\Z\<s} {etzeDs }| |d+a !

<Oy <5D($)_2+"/2 (60(x)' ™ *Lgae(oyy + (1 + [loge[)Liamy) + 5_1+a/25D($)_aﬂ{s>5p(x)/4}> Ip,.(z)

+ Coe 22 (s o)y + (1 + [log e)Lamry) Ly py. (2),

(2.18)
and
/ i —
T4z ST drast %%
fseclelzs) TREPAPR jdraT (2.19)
< Caedp(x) “1p,. (x) + Ca (s “Line(1yy + (1 + [loge))liaz1y) L\ p,. (7).
as well as
1
/ ((SD(Qj + z)_1+a/2]l{m+z€D35} + 6_l—i_a/z]l{m—l—zED\Dgg}) 1o ld+o dz < 025_1+a/23_a- (2.20)
{Iz1>5} 2|
(3) When a € (0,1), for every B € (a/2,«) there is a constant Cs > 0 so that for all ¢ € (0,1) and
r €D,
1
dp (v + Z)_l_ﬁ+a/2ﬂ{:v+z€D A Taa g 47
/{z>e} | trens (2.21)
< Cg (6_(5_a/2)(5p(1’)_1_(a_5) + E_(Q_B)5D(x)_l_5+a/2) ]lD45 (1’) + C3€_1_a/2]lD\D4E (1’)
and
1 —1—(a— —(a—
/{ o Ve o farams 2 < Coedp(@) T, @) + GO pp, @) (222)
z|>€

Proof. (1) Suppose that a € (1,2). Let s,e € (0,1). Then, for every x € Dy, it holds that

1
Sp(x+2) 22 p v Ty
/{| |>se} {ot=€Dse} [ [dFa=1

—24a/2
e | 6p(a) =2t/ / ﬁdw / ol 4:1-12-1—1 dz
{se<|z|<op(x)/4} 2] (e42€D:|2|>0p (@) /40D (x4+2)>3e) 2]

=: I1(z) + (),
where in the inequality above we used
dp(x +2) = op(x)/2 for |z| < dp(x)/4. (2.23)
It is clear that
I(z) < e2dp(z) 2T/ 2 (se)1 .
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On the other hand,

> Sp(x + z)~2Fe/?

|2|dta—T dz

o Y {a+2€D:2k6p () /4<|2|<2*+15p () /4,6 p (z+2)>3¢}

ez Y (2Fop(x)) 9ot / op(z +2)72r2dz  (2.24)
=0 {z+2€D:2k6p (2) /4<|2|<2k+ 16 p (x) /4,0 p (x+2)>3e}

=:cC3 Z(2k5D(x))_d_a+1[2k($).
k=0
By a change of variable, we have
I i ( ):/ 5D(z)_2+°‘/2 dz.
{z€D:2kép (2)/4<|2—2|<2k+15p (2) /4,6 p (2) > 3¢}
If 6p(x) > 427 for some ¢4 > 0 to be determined later, then it holds that

I p(x) < / (5D(z)_2+°‘/2 dz
{z€D:6p(x)>3e}

o0 -1
< 05/ 5722 4s < o <2k+15D(x)) e—l+af2,
3e

where the last inequality due to the fact 25p(x) > ¢4.

When dp(z) < c427% since D is bounded and Lipschitz, we can choose ¢4 > 0 small enough so that there
exists a change of coordinates U : B (z,286p(z)/4) N D — B (2/,2"16p(2)) NHy with Hy = {z € R¢:
z=(z1,""",24), zq > 0} which satisfies that

(i) W is a homeomorphism, ¥(z) = 2/ and
|W(x1) — ¥(x2)| < c7|wy — x| for xy, 20 € B (:17,2k+15D(:17)/4) N D,
| (21) — U (20)| < e7]21 — 20| for 21,20 € B <x’,2k+1(5[)(aj)) NHy;
(i)
cgdp(z) < om, (V(2)) < c7ép(z) forz € B <:17,2k+15D(:1:)/4) .
Here, 0m, (2) := z4, for any z € H,, denotes the distance from z € Hy to the boundary H, . In particular,
- + - -

we remark that all the constants ¢; above are independent of x.
According to these properties above and a change of variable z — W(z), we derive

_[27k < o / (5]1-]17L (Z)_2+a/2 dz
{z€H t[2—a'|<c1028H10p (2),0m, (2)=24>c11€}
—2 2
< Cg/ z +a/ dz
{z€H 1 :supy i1 |2i—|<c102T16p (x),24>c118}

d=1 [ d—1
< C12 <2k+15D(x)> / s720/2 o < o1 <2k+15D($)) cl+a/2.

11€

Therefore, summarising all the estimates above together, we arrive at

12(3:) < C3Z(2k5D($))_d_a+lj2,k($) < 6146_1+a/2 Z(ZkéD(x))—a < 6156—1—1—0{/251)(33)—(1. (225)
k=0 k=0

When 2z € D\ Dy, for any s,e € (0,1), it holds that

—2+4a —2+a 1
/ <5D(‘7: + Z) o /2]1{:L‘+ZED35} t+e > /2ﬂ{x+z6D\D35}> W dz
{|z|>se} (226)

_ 1 a1
< c1ge 2+oc/2/ md’z < 01781 ac 1 oa/2'
{lz|>se} ’Z‘
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Combining this with the estimates above for I1(x) and Iz(z) yields (2.16).
Note that, for any x € Dy, and s,e € (0,1), if dp(z + z) < 3e, then it must hold that |z| > dp(x)/4. By
this observation, we obtain

/ _ 1 < / _ 1y
Z < Z
(12|50 (z+2)<3e} 121 {\z\>5D(:v)/4 S (v+2)<3e} 12Tt
1
<> i
(206 () JA<| 2| <2515 (2) /4,5 p (a+2) <3} 2]

(2.27)
dz

S C18 Z(2k6D(x))_ -
k=0

d—a+1 /
{2k6p (2) /4<|2|<2k+ 16 p (x) /4,0 p (x+2)<3e}

s d—1
< C19 Z(Qk(sp(x))_d_a—i—l <2k+1(5D(1')> €< 6205(5[)(3:)_0‘.

Here in the fourth inequality above we have used the fact
d—1
/ dz < co1€ <2k+15D(x)> ,
{2k6p (z) /4<|2|<2k 16 p (2) /4,0 p (x+2)<3e}
which can be verified by the same argument for the estimate of Is(x) above. This, along with (2.26), in turn
implies (2.17).
(2) For simplicity we only prove (2.18) and (2.19) for the case that o = 1, since the case a € (0,1) can

be proved almost in the same way. Below in Step (2), we let @ = 1 unless particularly stressed. For every
x € Dy, it holds for every s,e € (0,1) that

1
Sp(x 4 2)" 221, . . Ao dz
/{s€<z<s} ( ) te+2€Ds }|z|d+a—1

1
< el dp(x)” 2+a/2/ ﬁdz
< {se<|z|<min(dp(x)/4,5),0p (z+2)>3¢} E

5[)(1’ + Z)_2+a/2
2|dta—T dz

" /{min(ép(x)/47s)<zgs,éD(x+z)>3E}
=:J1(z) + (),
where we have used (2.23) in the inequality above for the term Ji(z). It is obvious that
Ji(z) < e230p ()22 (1 4 |loge)).
Furthermore, following the argument for the estimate of I5(z) above, we can obtain that

dp(x + 2)~2te/2 e Y
D( ‘Z’d—l—t)l—l dz < co5e L+ /25D(l‘) ]l{s>6D(x)/4}'

Ja() < caalsssp(a)/4)
{|z|>0p(z)/4,0p (x+2)>3e}

When 2z € D\ Dy, we have, for any s,¢ € (0,1),

- - 1
/{8€<Z<S} (5[)(3: + 2) 2+a/2]l{x+Z6D35} +e 2+Oé/2]l{x+ZED\D35}) W dz
(2.28)
1
) //{ oy T 4 S e [loge),
se<|z|<s

Combining this with the estimates above for Ji(z) and Ja(x) yields (2.18).
According to the argument of (2.27), we deduce that for every x € Dy. and s,e € (0, 1),

1 1
———dz < / ———dz < cogedp(x) .
/{s€<|z|<s,6D(m+z)<3€} |z[d+a-l (1216 () /4,6 (s+2)<3e} 12T

By this and (2.28), we prove (2.19).
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For every a € (0,1], z € D and s,e € (0,1), we have

—1l4a —1l4a 1
/{l - (5D(fc+z) O sepyy e /21{x+zeD\D3s}) Tz#ra %2

_ 1 _ _
< e992 1+a/2/ —_ dz < cs0e 1+oe/2s @
(215} 121

So (2.20) is proved.
(3) Suppose that o € (0,1). For every 8 € (a/2,a), € € (0,1) and = € Dy, following the same argument
as that for (2.16), we have

1
Sple+2)" 02 L g,
/{| |>e} {ot=€Dse} [, [d+a—p

. ( ()10 2 / 4 / Sp(x + z)—l_—ﬁ+a/2 dz)
(e<|2|<op (2)/4} 12]4ToP (121500 (2) /4,5 (2-+2) >3} |2|dFe—p
=: Li(x) + La(z).
Furthermore, one can see that
Ll(x) < ngép(x)_l_ﬁ-i_aﬂ&“_(a_ﬁ).
Similar to the argument for the estimates of Iz(z) above we have

5D(x + Z)—1—5+a/2
’Z‘d+a—ﬁ

Z/ dz
(26D () /4<|2| <25 +16p (2) /4,6 p (z-+2)>3¢)}

< ¢33 Z(Qk(SD(.Z'))_ -
k=0

d a—l—ﬁ/ 5D(x_|_z)—1—ﬁ+a/2 dz
{286 (@) /4< 2| <2516 (2) /4,6 p (e+2)>3e )}

i d—1 [o°
< 6342(2k5l)(l‘))_d_a+6 <2k+15D($)) / 8—1—B+a/2 ds
k=0 3

< egse” D5 (2) 710 N 9mh(+a=h)  gye=(B=a/D g () 100,
k=0
When x € D\ Dy and s,e € [0, 1], it holds that

i i 1
/{ e} <5D(w+z) ' B+a/2]l{96+zeD3s} +e! B+a/2]l{x+zeD\D35}> |2[d+a=B dz
4 €
(2.29)
- 1 -
< c37e 1 B+a/2/{| | }Wdzéc;;gs 1-a/2.
>e

Combining this with the estimates above for L;(z) and Lo(z) yields (2.21).
Following the same argument as that for (2.27), we can show that for every z € Dy, and s,e € [0, 1],

1

’d-i—a—ﬁ

/ dz < 03955D(x)_1_(0‘_5).
{|2[>,0p(x+2)<3e} |2

By this and (2.29), we obtain (2.22). O
Remark 2.5. In fact, when « € (1,2), a direct calculation yields that

Sn(x + 2 —24a/2
Ix() :/ ol d+()x—1 dz
(e4+2€D:|2|>00 (@) /400 (a+2)>3c}  |Z]
1
<ecie 2+a/2/ e dz < 026_2+a/2(5D(1')_1+a/2.
{zeD:|z|>6p(x)/4} |2

However, this is not enough for our application later. So here we need some more effort to obtain a stronger
estimate (2.25).
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Let n. € C2°(D) be a cut-off function near the boundary 9D (which can be constructed by using the C'*°
regularizing distance function ép) so that 0 < 7. < 1 on RY,

17 MRS D2€7
— 2.30
na(x) {0’ = ]R,d \ De, ( )

and
IVEne(z)| < coe™¥1p,.\p.(x), k=1,2,3,4, z €D, (2.31)

where the constant ¢y is independent of ¢ and z. We have the following estimate for L., where £ is the
fractional Laplacian given by (1.8).

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R®. Then there exists a constant Cq > 0
such that

‘Ene(:n)‘ < (66D(:E)_1_0‘1D36 (z) + e 1 p\p,. (x)) , x€D. (2.32)
Proof. When x € Ds., by (2.30), we know that Vn.(z) = 0 and
Ne(z + z) —ne(x) # 0 only if x + 2z € D\Da..
Because x € D3, and = + z € D\ Dy, imply that |z| > dp(x)/3,
K
[ et 2) = @) = (Vo). 2) g o
< 2/ L dz < 0165D(:17)_1_O‘,
(12500 (@) /30D (e+2) <2} 12147

where in the inequality we have used

1
e 4 S e22ip() 70 2.33
/{|Z|>6D(x)/3,6p(x+z)<25} ’z‘d'i‘a ( ) ( )

’2776(33)’ =

that can be proved by following the argument for (2.27).
When z € D\Ds., it follows from (2.31) that

; Els 1 _
|Lne(2)] < HV277 | / dz + 2 ————dz < cg3e” %
) T i<y J2ldH {2|>e} 2]3H

This establishes (2.32). O

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R®. Then, for every f € C(l_a/z)(D), there
exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for all e € (0,1) and = € D,

[ e+ 2 = @) (el +2) = (o) g

<Gy (E5D($)_1_a/2]1D45 (z) + E_a/z]lD\D4g (33)) .

(2.34)

Proof. Since f € C'(l_a/Q)(D) C C’El_/i/z)(D) (see e.g. |51, Lemma 4.1] for an equivalent characterization of

the space C’(B_a/z)(D)) and f(z) = 0 for every z € D¢, it holds that
If(@) = f(z+2)| < alz|*?, 2,2zeR (2.35)
and
|f(z)] < e1dp(x)*/?, zeD. (2.36)
When z € Dy, due to (2.36) and the fact that
Ne(x + z) — n=(x) is possibly non-zero only if when x4+ z € D\Da.,

we obtain

[ o+ 2) = £@) (o -+ 2) = n2la) g
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1
< 62/ (5D(x—|—z)o‘/2 +5D(x)a/2 1ot 2eD\Da. —adz
{z>aD<x>/3}< ) e P

1
< e (e? + 6p(x)*/? / ——dz < cysbp ()12,
3< p(@) ) {2156 (2)/3,6p (a+2)<2e} 1217F eon(e)

where in the first inequality we used the fact that © € Dy and x + z € D\ Da. imply |z| > dp(x)/3, and the

last inequality follows from (2.33).
When = € D\ Dy,

[ o+ 2) = £@) (o -+ 2) = n2le) e

1
< / +/ @+ 2) = F@) 1o + 2) — 1e(@)| —s d2
{lz<5e}  J{lz]>5e) 2|

=: I (x) + I5(x).

Using (2.35) and (2.31), we obtain
1

If () < ¢5||Vn Oo/ 7d2<665_°‘/2
1( ) H a” (|2]<5e} |Z|d+a/2—1

and

1
I(2) < erllne] / L <2,
2 elee {|2]>5¢} |z|d+a/2

Therefore, putting all the estimates above together yields (2.34).

O

2.3. Averaging estimates related to L.f. Throughout this subsection, without any mention we always
assume that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R. For any f € C?—a/2)(D)7 set fe(x) := f(z)n-(z), where

ne € C(D) is a cut-off function satisfying (2.30) and (2.31). By the definition, it holds for f € C?—a/2) (D)

that
VR F(@)] < 1155 P op(2) /2, 2 e D, k=0,1,2,3.
Combining this with (2.31) yields that
IVE fo(2)| < cobp (@) FH 1, (x)
<a (5D(x)—’“+a/211D35 (@) + 5 (g;)) . zeD, k=0,1,2,3.
For every g € C2(R%), define
o(w) — (Vo(a), z)) LT L) o,

broo@) = [ (oo +2) - e ae(L2),
Laeola) = [ (ot +2) —g(0) = (V0. Lpen) SEEEEND 1o e oy
and
, [ (ot +2) = glo) ~ (Voo T ax, e 12),

ng(l‘) = I (¢
[ (o2 = gta) = (Tg(0)2) Lgen) Tt d o€ (0.1]

where K (z) := / K(x,y)dy. (Note that the constant K defined in (1.7) is the value of [, K
Td

(2.37)

(2.38)

(2.40)

x)dx.)

The purpose of this part is to present several estimates concerning the averaging properties for f €
C(?’_ /2) (D). For this, we need to take account into the effect of blow up behaviours for Vf and V2f near

the boundary 0D.
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Lemma 2.8. Suppose that o € (1,2). Then, for every f € C?—a/2)(D)’ there are constants Cqp,Co > 0 such
that for all e € (0,1) and xz € D,

Brefelw) = Befew)] < O (&2 0n(x) > 4 &6 (@) ™) Lpy.(a) + Cre™Ip\p, () (241)
and
B0V @) < Ca (£170p () 22 4+ 7120 (2) ) L, (@) + Coc™ " pip, (@), (24
Here fe:= fn..
Proof. (1) Set
He(x,2) = (fo(x + 2) — fo(x) — (Vfol), 2)) |27+,

For z = (21, ,2q) € RY, let |z]; := maxicjcq|z;|. Write

1 fel@) = Lefelw)] </

{lzli<2¢}
/ H.(z,2) (K (z/e,(x + 2)/e) — K (z/e)) dz
{lzl1>2¢}

=:I{(z) + I5(x) + I5(x).

By the mean-value theorem and (2.38), we obtain

|He (2, 2)| K (z/e, (v + 2)/¢) dz + /{| - }\Ha(ﬂfaz)!ff (z/e) dz

_l’_

2
@)+ B@<a sp [V ( /{ S dz>

y:ly—x|1<2e |z]1<2¢e} ’Z
< 0262_a (5D(x)_2+°‘/2]lp45 (a:) + E_2+a/2]lD\D45 (a;)) .

On the other hand, set

/{ ) (K (x/e, (@ + 2)/e) — K (x)e)) da

= Z /( e (He(z,2) — Ha(x,y))K(x/&;, (1’ + Z)/E) dz

yeeZ:|y|1>2¢

+ Z (He(z,y) —He(x,z))f((:n/s) dz,

yeeZ:|y|1>2¢ (y,ytee]

where e = (1,--- ,1), (y,y + ce] := Hle(yi, y; + €] and we have used the following property
/ H.(z,y9)K (z/e, (x + 2)/e) dz = H.(z,y)K (x/e) e y € eZ® with |y|; > 2,
(y,y+ee]
thanks to the fact that z — K(x, z) is 1-periodic. Hence,

L)< >

yeeZa:|y|1>2¢

DS

yeeZ:|yl1>2e

<a Y[ @) - Hy)ld
yeeZa:|y|1>2¢ (yytee]

/ (Ho(x, 2) — Ho(r,y) K (a/e, (& + 2) <) d
(y,y+ee]

(He(w,y) — He(,2)) K (x/¢) dz (2.43)

(y,y+ee]

According to the mean-value theorem, for every y € £Z% with lyl1 > 2e and z € (y,y + ce],
|He(2, 2) — He(z, )|
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< il 2) = Lolo) = (VoD | e —

+ [(fe(z + 2) — fe(x) = (Vfe(2),2) — (fe(z +y) — fe(x) — (VSe(2),9))] - ’y‘%

m[(/ / v f5x+stz)\dsdt> ||L+|i+1 </1]Vfa(a:+sy+(l—s)z)—Vfa(a;)]ds>~|Z|%}
c5a[< /yv f5x+stz)\dsdt+/ / V2f. (2 + t(sy + (1 )z))\dsdt)W%]

< cge [/0 5D (@ + st2) 220 epay + 0D (@ +12) T M epy

) - 1
+e 2+a/2ﬂ{x+stz6D\D35} te 2+a/2ﬂ{x+tz€D\D35}) ds dt] . Wa

where in the last inequality we have used (2.38) and the fact that y € eZ? with |y|; > 2¢ and z € (y,y + ee].
Thus,

I3(x)

<ere Y / / / 5D (z+stz) 2210 epay +0p(z+t2) 2 1 op

yEeZa:|y|1>2¢ v, y+ee]

_ _ 1
+e 2+a/2]l{x+stz€D\D35} te 2+a/2]l{m+tz€D\D35}) W dz ds dt

1
< 085/0 / /{| | y 5D ($ + Stz)_2+a/2]l{m+stz€DSs} + 5D(x + tz)_2+a/2ﬂ{$+tZ€D35}
1>€

—2+a —24a 1
+e€ 2+ /2]].{x+StZED\D35} +¢€ 2+ /2ﬂ{x+tZ€D\D3g}>Wdzdet
bt 1 2+a/2 2+a/2 1
< CgE(/O /0 (St)a /{I e} <6D(I1}' + Z) « ]l{l‘-i-ZEDgg} +¢€ Q@ ]l{x-i-ZED\D&g}) W dz dsdt

1 1
1
a—1 —24a/2 —24a/2
* /0 /0 ! /{z1>t€} <5D (@+2) Homensy 1€ ﬂ{x+z€D\D35}> |z[d+a—t e ds dt>’

where in the last inequality we have used a change of variables. Therefore, according to (2.16) and (2.17),
(noting that although here we use the norm |z|; in place of |z|, it is easy to verify that both (2.16) and (2.17)
still hold since |z|; is equivalent with |z|), we obtain

I5(x) < erg (£270p (@) 272 4+ 2/20p (@) ™) 1p,, (2) + cr0e™ 1 py . ().

So, putting all the estimates for If(x), I5(x) and I§(x) together, we obtain (2.41).
(2) Define
1
Ge(x’z) = (Vfg(Zlﬁ + Z) - VfE(ZE) - <V2f€(ﬂf),z>) W-

By the mean-value theorem, we have

|ﬁuvg@ﬂ</'

{l2l<2¢}
=: Ji(x) + J5(x).
According to (2.38),

|Ge(z, 2)|K (z/e, (x + 2)/e) dz + /{ - }|G€(ZE,Z)|K($/€, (x+2)/e) dz

K

Ji@) <en| s VL)) / EE g,
! yly—zl<2e (Iz]<2e) 1277
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< e (3p (@), () + P, (2))

On the other hand, by the mean-value theorem again and (2.38), we derive

1

——dz
2|>2e} 2]3To]

1 1
J5(x) <c13/ / \V2fa(x+sz)|mdzds+c13\v2f5(x)\ /
0 J{z>2) |2| {

1
1
g 5 _2+a/2]]. _2+a/2ﬂ 7d d
/0 /{|z|>2e} (sota+o2) (rmseps T8 (rrsrep\0s ) e 4o

+eae™0p(2) T2 1 p, (2) + cree Y L\ p, (2)

1,1
- _ _ 1
S s / / s / <5D (@ +2) 2+a/2]l{r+z€D35} +e 2+a/2]l{r+z€D\D35}) 1 |d+a—1 dzds dt
o Jo {|2]>s¢} |2
+ 01561_a5D(x)_2+a/2]1D45 (LZ') + 6175_1_a/2]lD\D45 (LZ')
Then by (2.16) and (2.17) we get
J5(@) < ers (2170 (2) T2 4 725, (0) 7 ) 1, (@) + e1s= T T Py o (2)
Putting all the estimates above together, we obtain the second assertion (2.42). O

Lemma 2.9. Suppose that o € (0,1]. Then, for every f € C(3—a/2) (D), there are positive constants Cy, Co
and Cs such that for all e € (0,1) and x € D,

[Locfel@) = Lefelw)| < Cu (e720p(2)™ +dp (@)™ (1 4+ |loge]) 1oy ) 1., (2)

(2.44)
+ 015_1+a/2 (1 —+ |10g €|ﬂ{a:1}) ]]'D\D45 (ZE)
Here f. = fn.. Moreover, when o =1,
‘ﬁZEVfE(x)‘ < Oy <6D(x)—3/2 (14 |logel) + 5—1/25,3(:5)—1) 1p,. (z) (2.45)

+ Coe™ (1 4 |loge|) 1 py p,. (@),
and, when « € (0,1), for every 8 € (a/2,a), it holds that

LV fo(2)] < Cs <g—<ﬁ—a/2>5p(a;)—1—<a—ﬁ> + g—<a—5>5p(x)—1—ﬁ+a/2> Ip,. () + Cse "1 p, (2).

(2.46)
Proof. (i) Set
He(w,2) = (fo(o+ 2) — fo(@) — (V1-2), 2) Dajeny) ‘Z,%
Then
Lo ful) — Eeful)] < /{ g K (e, (4 2)/e) d= /{ oy IR (2)2) a2

+

/{ - }Ha(x,z) (K (z/e,(x + 2)/e) — K (x/¢)) dz

=:I{(z) + I5(z) + I5(x).

According to the mean-value theorem and (2.38), we have

2
(z)+I5(z) <er sup |V (y)] - </{ "Zd’—Fa dz)

yily—z|<2e I2]<2e} 12

< 02?7 (8p(2) 2 p,, (2) + 272 p, () )
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On the other hand, following the same argument as that for (2.43), we obtain

Ig(ﬂj‘) <6 Z |H€($7y) - H€($,2)| dz.

yEeZ:|y|1>2¢ (yytee]

Applying the mean-value theorem and (2.38) again (by following the same argument as that in the proof of
Lemma 2.8), we obtain that for every x € D, y € eZ¢ with |y|; > 2¢ and z € (y,y + e¢],

|He(7,2) — He(z,y)|

S |fa($ +z) = fe(@) - <Vfa(x)vz>]l{\2\<1—€}‘ ‘|y|i—i—a - |z|‘§+0‘
+|(fel@ +2) = fol@) = (V@) 2) L zc1-ey) = (fel@ + ) = fel@) = (VEe(2), )21y | ﬁ

[(Vfe(2), 2)| [(Vfe(x), )|

LT Li—eqpzicny + Tygdre Lo (vdeslyl<i+(1+vade}
1 1 1 1 1
< ( | [ 19 s stldsde s [ 926 ok b+ (- 9)2) Lds dt) o L
0 0 0 0
1 1 1
+ c4€ </ |V fe(x+ sz)|ds + / IVfe(z+sy+(1—s)z) ds) . WH{MN}
0 0
+ ca|V fe(2)] <]1{1—e<\z\<1} + ]1{1—(1+\/&)a<|y\<1+(1+ﬂ>a})
1 1

< C5€|:/0 /0 <5D(l‘ + Stz)_2+a/2]l{:c+stz€D35} + 5D(l‘ + tz)_2+a/2ﬂ{x+tz€D3s} + 6_2—i_()l/2]l{:c—i-stzeD\Dgg}

et /2]1{:c+tzeD\D35}) det} T Lel<) +c55{/0 <5D(l‘+sz) P ey

_ _ _ 1
+e€ 1+a/2]l{m+sz€D\D35} + 5D(x + Z) 1+a/2]l{m+z€DSs} te 1+a/2]l{m+z€D\D35}) d8:| ’ W]lﬂzbl}

+ cs5 (51)(:17)_”‘1/2]11)35 (z) + 5_1+a/21D\D35 ($)> (1{1—E<\z\<1} + 1{1—(1+\/E)a<|y\<1+(1+\/3)6}> -
This, along with the proof of the estimate for I5(z) in Lemma 2.8 via a change of variables, yields that

I3(x)

1 1
— —24+a —24+a 1
g 66€|:/ / (St)a 1 / <5D($ + Z) 2+ /21{1‘4-26[)35} + € 2+ /21{I+ZED\D35}) m dZ dS dt
0 Jo {ste<|z]1<st} |2

1 1
1
+ sa—l/ Sp(a+2) "2 1 ep oy 42020, . dxds dt]
/0 /0 (se<|=l1<s) < D( ) {z+z€D3.} {z+ ED\D35}> ‘Z’d-i-a—l

1
o — o — o 1
+CGE|:/0 S /{\ | }<5D(I‘+Z> 1+ /211{£B+Z€D3g} +ée 1+ /2]1{w+z€D\D35}) Wdst
z|>s

Cta Cta 1
oy (9P b+ 01 i

+ coe (3p(2) " 1y, () + 7T My py ().
Now, by (2.18)—(2.20), we have
I5(@) < er (2(@p (@) ™72 4 0p (@) 22 (1 + [log el Laery) + 2 (0 (2) ™ +1)) 1p,. ()
+cr <€_1+a/2(1 + |log e[l ja=1}) + EO‘/Q) 1p\p,. (2)
<cs <ea/25D(x)—a +edp(x) 32 (1 + |logel) ]1{a:1}) 1p,. (z)

+ cge1He/2 (1+ [log E]]l{azl}) 1 p\p,. (2),
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where in the last inequality we used the fact that sup,cpdp(x) < oo since D is bounded. Putting all the
estimates above for If(x), I5(x), I5(x) together, we arrive at

‘£2,afa(x) - 'ZEfE(x)‘
< ¢ (6‘1/25D(x)_°‘ + 62_0‘5D(ZE)_2+Q/2 + <'55D(517)_3/2 (1+ [logel) 1{«1:1}) 1p,.(z)

+ cg <€_1+°‘/2 (14 |logellaery) + E_a/2) Lp\p,. ()

< ¢ <€a/25D($)_a +e0p(z) 32 (1 +|logel) ﬂ{a:l}) 1p,.(z)

—1+a/2 (

+ c1o€ 1+ |loge|Liazry) Lp\p,. ().

So (2.44) is proved.
(ii) When o = 1, define

Ge(z,2) = (Vfg(x +2) = Vf(z) — <V2fa(9€), z> ]l{|z|<1}) M%.
Then,
\ﬁ2,€Vf€(a:)] < / |Ge(z,2)|K (z/e, (x + 2)/¢e) dz +/ |Ge(z, 2)|K (x/e, (x + 2)/¢e) dz.
{lz<2e} {Iz]>2¢}

=: Ji(x) + J5(x).
Thanks to (2.38), we obtain
Ji(x) < enn ( sup |V3f€(y)|> / 2" dz
yily—z|<2e {lz|<2¢} |z|d+1
< cne <5D($)_5/2]1D45 (2) + 71\, ($)> :

On the other hand, by the mean-value theorem again and (2.38), we derive

1 1 1
JE () gclg/ / |v2f€(x+sz)\—ddzds+clg|v2f€(x)|-/ i
0 J{2e<)z<1} |2| {

2e<|zl<1y 121

1 1
+c / Vi(x+2)| ——dz+ c13|Vfe(2)| - ——dz
13 {\z\>1}| el ) |24+ 13 V() {z)>13 |2]4H1

1
_ _ 1
< 614/ / <5D(x + SZ) 3/2]1{x+sz€D35} +e 3/2]1{x+sz€D\D3s}) d dzds
0 J{2e<|z|<1} 2]

_ _ 1
+ c14 A 1) (5[)(1’ + Z) 1/2]]‘{SC+Z€D35} +e 1/2]1{Z‘+Z€D\D35}) W dz
zZ|>

+ 11 (1+]logel) (6p(@) 1, (2) + e *1p\p,, () )
+ 1 (0p(@) 1, (@) + 1 pyp,. (@)

1
1
< / / op(x 4+ 2) 7 1, . +e73 %1, ) T dzds
5 0 (2e5<]2]<s) ( ( ) {z+2€D3.} {z+2€D\D3 }) ’Z‘d

_ _ 1
+c15 /{ 1) (5[)(1’ + 2) 1/2]1{m+z€D35} +e 1/21{x+z€D\D35}) Wdz
z|>

+ 15 (1+ | logel) (6p(2) 1, (2) + e *1p\p,, () )

+ci5 <5D($)_1/2]1D45 (z) + 5_1/211D\D4E (33)) .
Hence, applying (2.18) — (2.20), we get

J5(z) < 16 <5D(x)_3/2 (1+|logel]) + 5—1/25D(x)—1) 1p,.(z) + c16e*? (1 + |loge|) Lp\ p,. (x).
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Putting both estimates for Jj(x) and Ja(z) together, we obtain the desired conclusion (2.45).

(iii) Note that, when o € (0,1), f € C’g’_a/Q)(D) C C'(ljf/z)(D) for every 8 € (a/2,a). By (2.31) and the

definition of f., it holds that for all z,z € R? with |z| > 2

Vie(x) = Vfe(x+ 2 1-B+a C1-B+a
V/e() Bfa( ) < er|dp(x+2) 7P /211{x+z6D25}+5D(‘T) =0 /21{x€D25}
2] (2.47)
4 e1-Bta/2 (

]]‘{"E—l—ZED\DQE} + H{ZBED\DQE}) ] :
Here we have also used the fact that for every |z| > 2e, 2 + 2 € Dy and x € D\ Da.

IVie(w +2) = V(@) <[Vfe(z + 2)[ + [V (@)

B
14+ —1l4a “
g C18 <5D($ + Z) 1+ /2]].{x+z€D5} + 5D(IE) b /21{1‘€Ds}> ’ (%)

< 6196_1_B+a/2‘2’5.

Now we write

£V -(a)| < /{ TR Vo U L) 5,
_ i El/e @t 2)/e)
+/{z>2a} |Vf€($+z) VfE( )| |z|d+a dz.

=: Li(x) + L5(x).
It follows from (2.38) that

z
Gw<e| sw o wiwl) [
y:|ly—x|<2e {|]z|<2¢} ’Z‘
< 62161_a <5D($)_2+a/2]lD4E (:E) + 6_2+a/2ﬂD\D45 (l‘)) .

On the other hand, according to (2.47),

1
€ < —1—B+a/2 —1-B+a/2
L2($) X C22 /{|Z|>2€} <5D($ + Z) ﬂ{x—l—zGDSs} te ﬂ{x—l—zGDSs}) |z|d+a—ﬁ dz
1
+ co9 [ Op(x _1_5+°‘/2]ID (z 4 g 1-Fta/2g ( / ——dz
22 (9p() (@) @) | e

§ C23 <€—(B—o¢/2)5D(w)—l—(a—B) + E—(a—ﬁ)éD(x)—l—B—i-aﬂ) ]1D45 (LZ') + 6236_1_a/2]lD\D45 (LZ'),

where in the last inequality we used (2.21), (2.22) and the fact 8 € («/2, @).
Putting the estimates for Lj(z) and L5(z) together, we obtain (2.46). O

Lemma 2.10. The following statements hold.

(1) For all o € (0,2) and f € C?—a/2)(D)f there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for all ¢ € (0,1) and
r €D,

L4-2) — ne@)Ef ()] < Cr (20p(2) = Lp,, (@) + €Ly, (@) (2.18)

where f. = fne.
(2) When o € (1,2) and f € C?_a/z)(D), there is a constant Cy > 0 such that for all e € (0,1), z € D
and k =1,2,

(vkz fa(g;)‘ < Co(e' ™0 p () FTIT2 4 RO 25 () p, () + Cae ™1\ p,. (). (2.49)
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(3) When o € (0,1] and f € C?—a/2) (D), there is a constant Cs > 0 such that for all e € (0,1), z € D
and k=1,2,

[VELf(2)| < Cs (8n(@) 7 Loy + I(2) 2 (1 4 log ) o) ) 1p,. (@)

(2.50)
+ C3e M 25 (2) 1 p,. (2) + Ca3e ¥ 2 (1 + | log |1 a1} ) LD\, ().
Proof. (1) By some direct computations, we have
_ _ _ K
Lfe(x) = ne(x)L f(x) + f(2)Lne(z) + /}Rd (f(z +2) = f(2)) (e(x + 2) = 1e(2)) T2
K (2.51)

— 02)Ef @) + f@) o) +
=:n.(x)L f(x) + I{(x).
Combining (2.32), (2.34) with the fact that |f(z)| < ¢10p(x)*/2, we can see
15 ()] < ez (2p(2) 771, (2) + e~y p,. (@)

With this we can verify (2.48) immediately.

(2) For simplicity we only give a proof for (2.49) when k = 1. The k = 2 case can be shown analogously.
Suppose that o € (1,2). Then, by (2.38), the mean-value theorem and a change of variable as well as (2.16),
it holds

VL fe(2)] = |E(V fo) ()]

_ (V2 K —— d _ Ld
< /{Z<2E} ‘er(x+z) V fe() <V f(x) >‘ E ‘d-i—a Z+/{| 2] IVfe(z + 2) = Vfe(2)] E ’d—i—a z

k&

(f(z+2) = f(2)) (2 + 2) —ne(2)) e %

1
< sup V3 f.(y)| - e dz+03/ / V2 fo(x + 52)| a1 dzds
yER:[y—z|<2e (= |<2£} || {|2]>2¢} ||

< cae?p(z) T P, (2) + cseT T L p, (2)
1
1
+C4/ Sl_a/ <5D($+Z)_2+a/2]].DSE($+Z) +€_2+a/2]].D\D35(33+Z)) ||dﬁdZdS
0 {|21>2s¢} 2

< Cs <€1_°‘5D(x)_2+a/2 + E_l+a/25[)(£)_a> ]lD45 (a:) + C5€_1_0/21D\D45 (LZ')

Hence, (2.49) is established.

(3) Here we only prove (2.50) for £ =1 and a = 1, since other cases can be proved by the same way. By
(2.38) and a change of variable, it holds

V2 ()| = 12T ) @) )

2 K - K
< /{| <2} ‘er(ﬂj +2) = V/fe(z <V fe(z >| E |d+1dZ+ /{2€<| <1} |Vfe(z +2) = Vf(z)| |Z—|d+1dz

K
+/ Vi(x+2)| 4+ |Vf(x dz
{|Z|>1}(| (@ +2)+|Vfe(2)]) B
Ell
<c sup V3£ (y / dz
6y€]Rd:\y—:v\<2e| )l (Jz1<2e} [2]9T1

! 1
+c6/ / ]sza(a:—ksz)]—ddzds—kcﬁ/ VF( + )| s dz + 6|V £o(2)
(2e<|2|<1} |2 {2]>1} 2|
< C7E5D(1’)_5/21D45 (a:) + 075_3/21D\D45 (a;)

1
1
+ c7/ / <6D(:c +2)31p, (v +2) +e ¥ p, (x + z)) — dzds
2se<|z|<1} ’Z‘
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+ 07/ <5D(a: +2)7 V2 p, (z+2) + 5_1/2]ID\D35 (x + z)) Ld dz
{z>1} |2
+cr <5D($)_1/2]1D35 (z) + 5_1/2]1D\D35 ($)>
< ey <E_1/2(5D(x)_1 + (1+ |log a])dp(x)_3/2> 1p, (z)+ 085_3/2(1 + [log e|) 1 p\ p,. (%),
where the last step follows from (2.18) and (the proof of) (2.19). This completes the proof. O

3. QUANTITATIVE HOMOGENIZATIONS

This section is devoted to the proofs of the main results of this paper, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.
When «a € (1,2), we define

F($) = (F(l)(gj)’ S ,F(d))’ F(Z)(gj) = p.v. ziK(x,x —|—Z)

e 5 1= L,

where z; is the ith coordinate of z € R?. By the symmetry and the multivariate 1-periodicity of K (z,y) on
R? x RY, as well as a change of variable, we have

- K(z,xz+ 2) K(z+z,x)
UTRPY A =S PR N =
/’]Td () dx 5 (pv Rdz 2o dz> dr =p.v ]Rdz Sy dx | dz
_ K(m,x—z) _ 'K(x,x—l—z)
—p.V./RdzZ< TdeZE) dz = /W <p.v. ]RdzZ [ dz | dz
:—/ F9(z) da.
Td

Thus FU(z)dz = 0. On the other hand, since K € C2(T% x T%), for every z € T and z € R it holds
Td
that

K(rx,x+z)— K(z,x — z)
“ B

1
<2 < sup |VyK($,y)|> WH{MQ}

z,ycTd
+ u |K(x )| 71 1
S , .
x,pr]Id Y |z|d =T >
This implies that
1 Klrz,z+2)— K(x,z —
F(x) = lim — ( ’ Z) ( ’ z) dz

z
el0 2 Jjz|>e} | z]d+e

is well defined, and that F' € C(T%) by the dominated convergence theorem.
Similarly, for a € (0, 1], define

i Kz, + = .
F€($):(Fe(1)($)7 7F€(d))7 Fe()(x) = p-V-/ Zi%d’z’ Z:L"' 7d-
{211/} ||

We can verify in a similar way as above that, for all a € (0, 1], / F9(z)dz = 0 and F. € C(T%) so that
Td

1F:llso < c1(1+ e a1y + [logelliazry).

By Lemma 2.1, there exist ¢ € Zpa(L), ¢ = (¢, ..., ¢@D) € C(T4RY) with ¢V € Dpa(L), and ¢, =
@D, 6D with ¢ € Dpa(L) so that

Lp(x) = —(K(z) — K) if a € (0,2),
Lop(x) = —F(x) if « € (1,2), (3.1)
Lo.(z) = —F.(z) if o € (0,1],
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which satisfy that

[¥lloo + |@lloc + [[VPlloo + IVPlloo < e if o € (1,2),
[V)loo <o if e (0,1]
and
H(bEHoo < e (1 + E_H—a]l{ae(o,l)} + llog E‘]l{azl}) . (3.2)

Moreover, when a = 1, there is a constant 6 € (0, 1) so that for all z,y € RY,
() — 9(y)| <eslz -y’

3.3
|9 () — b= (y)| <ez (1 + |logel) |z — yl°. (3.3)

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Throughout the proof, without any further mention, all the constants ¢; are indepen-
dent of . Recall that, by assumption, u € C’El_aﬂ)(D). We divide the proof into three cases.

Case 1: o € (1,2). Define
ve(z) = Te(x) + £ (¢ (z/e) , Viie(x)) + K1 (z/e) n.(x) L (x), =€ D. (3.4)

Here, u.(z) := u(x)n.(z) with 7. being the cut-off function satisfying (2.30)—(2.31), and ¢ and ¢ are those
functions given in (3.1).
By the definition (1.6), (2.39) and (2.40) for £.,£1 . and L. respectively,

Lotz (z) = Ly ac(x) + 7 (F (x/e) , Ve () = Lot (x) + 7 (F (x/e), Ve (z)) + I (z),
where by (2.41), I satisfies that
5 ()| < o1 (52—%1)(9;)—2%/2 + 60‘/251)(:17)_0‘) 1Ip,.(x) + c1e”*?1p\p,. (x).
In particular,
/ 12(2)] da < cpel =072,
D
It holds that
Lo (2o (71) V() (@)
=e(Led (1) (2), Ve (@) + e (¢ (a/e) , Le (Vie) (2))
ve [ (0 +2)/e) - 6lafe) Vaulo +2) - Vaulo) G g,
= —e! " (F (z/e) , Viie(2)) + (¢ (z/e) , Le (Vaic) ()

ve [ (0a+2)/e) - olafe) Vaulo +2) - Vaulo) LG g,

= —e!7(F (x/e), Vi (z)) + I5(x) + I5(z),
where in the second equality we used the equation (3.1).
Since u € C?—a/z)(D)’ by (2.42) and (2.38),
15(0)] = (26 (@/2) 21 (Vae) (@) + £ 70V20(a) - F (w/e) )

<elbllo |21V (@) + 1 Flloo V2 ()]

< c3 (52_"5[)(3:)_2“‘/2 + EO‘/25D(33)_0‘> 1p, (z)+ 035_0‘/2]1[)\[)45 ().
On the other hand, we write

Bl = /{| o P @/EFE) =0 (@fe), Vie(w +ez) = V() 1 (w/\i}fff T2 g

I—a — o (x te(x +e2) — Vi (x K(z/e /e +2) z
te /{Izl>2}<¢<x/s+z> 6 (a/2). Vo +e2) - Vau(o) IS d
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=: I51(2) + I5y(x).
By the mean-value theorem and (2.38),

|2
|d+a

(@) < s sup W%@MWMw/

yeRL:|y—x|<2e {lz|<2} E
< ese® *0p(x) 22 1p, (2) + cse**1p\p,. (2).

Applying the mean-value theorem again as well as a change of variable, we have

1
[152(2)| < coel|Plloo / Vie(z + 2) — Vie(2)| 7 d?
{]z[>2¢} 2|

1
1
<C75/ / V2. (x + s2)| ———dzds
0 {\z\>2a}| : ‘\Z’d”‘ !

1
—24a —2+« 1
< c8a/ / <6D(az + s2) 2+ /2]1{x+szep35} et /2]1{x+szeD\D3€}> Hdﬁ dz ds
{|z]>2¢} z

1
— _ _ 1

< 69&7/ s! a/ <5D(33 +2) P ep e 2+a/2]l{:v+z€D\D35}> Tiara—t dzds

0 |z|>2se} |Z|

< 61062_Q5D (a;)_2+°‘/2]lp45 (LZ') + 610€a/2(5D (a;)_a]lD45 (a:) + CloE_a/z]lD\D4E (a;),

where in the last inequality we used (2.16) and (2.17). Thus, by all the estimates above for I5(z), 1§, (z) and
IS,(x), we get

/D (M3 (@) + [I3(2)]) dz < /D (115(@)] + 151 (2)] + B2 (2)]) da < ene' =72,
Moreover, we set

Lo (e () K7 )ﬁﬂ () (@)
)@

=e%Lep) (e e ()L (x) + e K (2/e) Le(neLie) (@)
+e K- / (2 + 2)/e) — ¥ (1/2)) (1o + 2) BT (@ + 2) — ne(2)L1c()) % dz
=1 (2) (Lt (2) — Lot (2)) + Ii(x) + I5(2),
where in the last equality we have used the fact
e* L. (5_1-) () 'K_lzﬁa(a:) = (—I_( (z/e) + I_() I_(_lzua(m) = L (x) — Lotz () (3.5)
that can be verified directly by (3.1). We obtain by (2.48) and (1.10) that
Liie(x) = h(z)ne(x) + I§(z), (3.6)
where
I5()] < c1z (0p(2) "1 p, (2) + 57 1p\p, (1))
This yields that
|Lotic(z)| = | K (z/e) - K 'L (z )| < c13e7%%, & € D\Dye. (3.7)

Using (2.48) and (2.49) (by taking f = @ to get regularity estimates for L1.), based on these regularity
estimates for L, and following the arguments for Is(z), I5;(z) and IS, (x), we can show that

T5(@)| + 5 (@)] < e1a (77 0p(2) 272 4 e%/26p(2) ) 1, () + c142~ Lo\ . (),

and so
/W%N|<mw<mkm.
D

Therefore, putting all the estimates for I7(x), ,b above together, yields that

Leve(x) = ne(x ) (w ) (1 - na(x))zaaa(x) + Ni (), (3.8)
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where Nj (z) satisfies
/ INE ()| do < crgel 2.
D

This, along with (1.9) and (3.6), in turn gives us that
Lo (e — ) (@) = h()(1 = n()?) — (1 = o(2)Betie(@) + N3(2), @€ D,

where

/ (In(@)(1 = n(2)?)] + (1 = ne(2)) Letic ()| + N5 (2)]) da
b i (3.9)
< /D\ng (|h(z)| + |Letic(z)|) dz + /D N5 ()| d < crret ™2

Here we have also used (3.7) and (2.41) in the last inequality.
Note that (¢ (e7'),Vic(-)) € Dom(LP) and ¢ (e7) n-(-)Lu-(-) € Dom(LP), so uc — ve € Dom(LP).
Then, according to (2.11) and (3.9), we arrive at

[ luete) = vl de < o [ (W) =) 410 = DBl + N5 0)) < eape' 2
On the other hand, we have by (3.4), (3.6) and (2.38) that

ve(z) — a(z)|de < w(2)||1 — n.(z)| dx o G ()] de + ||| K1 L (z)|dx
/Du) (2)|d </Dr<>ul ne(@)) dee + |6 /D\v (@) de + ][0 K /D\z (2)]d

< e216,

where in the last inequality we used the fact that D is bounded. Therefore,

/D lue(z) — u(z)| dr < /D |ue () — ve(z)| do + /D 0 (z) — ()| do < cone' /2.

The proof for a € (1,2) is complete.
Case 2: a = 1. In this case, we set

ve(2) = e () + € (e (x/2) , Viie(z)) + e K1 (x/e) ne(x) L (z), z €D,

where ¢, and 1 are those functions given in (3.1).
According to (2.44), we obtain

Lotie(w) = Loctie(z) + (F: (w/e), Viie(2)) = Letie(w) + (F. (z/e) , Vit () + J; (),
where Lo is defined by (2.39), and Ji(z) satisfies
5 (@) < ex (M20p(2) " + 20p (@) 2(1 + [loge]) ) Lp,. (@) + e1e™2(1 + | loge|) L py .. (@),
which in particular implies that
/D 5 ()] de < eae/2(1 + [log ).

As in Case 1, by (3.1),

L (E <¢a (5_1') 7V77«€()>) (LZ')
= —(F. (z/e), Viuc(x)) + & (¢ (x/e) , £e (V) (7))
K (z/e,(x+ 2)/e) i

v [ {0+ 2)/0) = 62 (0/2) Vo +2) = V(o) 2

=: — (F. (z/e) ,Vue(x)) + J5(z) + J5(2).
Using (2.38), (2.45) and (3.2), we obtain

15 ()] < ealléelloo (1L2e (Vi) @) + | Fellool V2 ()

< eqe(1 + | logel) <(5D(x)_3/2(1 + |loge|) + 6_1/26D(m)_1) 1p,. (z)
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+ c4e V2 (1 + | log el*)1p\p,. (2).

Set
5(z) = x z) — ¢ (x Ue(x +e2) — Vie(x K(xje.zje+2) z
)= [ et 60w, Vile +2) - Vi)
_ _ K (z/e,x/e + 2)
+ /{Z>2} (9 (x/e + 2) — ¢e (x/€) , Ve (z + €2) — Vie(z)) EiGR dz

=: 1 () + T ().
By the mean-value theorem and (3.3), we have

|Z|1+0

[J51(z)] < cse(1+ |logel)  sup  |[VPac(y)|- T 47
yERL:|y—z|<2e (=<2} 2]

< cee(1+ |10g6|)6D(x)_3/2]lD4LE (x) + 065_1/2(1 + [log e) 1 p\ p,. (2)-
Applying the mean-value theorem again, (3.2) and a change of variable, it holds that

| J32(2))]

1 1
< cre||de||so - / Vi (x 4+ z) — Ve (x dz+/ Viue(z + 2)| + |Vue(x)|) ——
[0l ( {2€<M<1}! (@ +2) ( )!| T {\z\>1}(‘ (@ +2)| + [V (z))) B

1
< cse(1 + [logel) [ / / Vi (z + 52)| —d dz ds + <5D($)—1/21D45 () + e P 1p\p, (x))
2e<|z|<1} |2
§ —1/27 —1/27 L
+ o) < p(z +2) {o+2z€Dy} T € {x+z€D\D4E}) ’Z‘Tﬂ z

1
- - 1
< cge(1 + |logel) [/ /{235<| - <6D(:c ) ey 3/2]1{m+zeD\D36}) [EE deds
+ <5D(ZE)_1/2]1D4E (z) + 6_1/2]1D\D45 (x))
N - 1
' /{I >1} <5D(x )7 Lgtaenyy + ¢ 1/21{:c+zeD\D4s}) 2|4 T dz] '

Hence, by (2.18)—(2.20) and all the estimates above for J5(z), J3,(x) and J5,(z), we get

[ (5@ +15@D do < [ (F5@)]+ 15 @)+ F@) do < (1 + [1og=P)
D D
Next, we define
L. (5¢ (5_1') K_lne(')zas(')) (z)
=eley ( _1') (z) - K_lne($)za€(x) + 5K_1¢ (z/e) Le(nsz‘/as)(‘f)
+eK™ / (x+2)/e) = (z/e)) (ne(a + 2)Luc(x + 2) — n-() L (x)) P
=:ne(z) (LUE( ) — Laua( )) + Ji(z) + J5(2).

Here we have used the fact (3.5).
By (2.48) and (1.9), we know

. K (x/e,(x+ 2)/e) &

25

dz>

Liie(2) = hi@)n. (x) + J§ (). (3.10)

Here

5 (@)] < ext (20p(@) 1, (2) + e 1p\p,. (2) )
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Using (2.48) and (2.50) (to get regularity estimates for L. ), based on these regularity estimates for £a.
and following the arguments for J5(x), J5;(x) and J5,(z), we can show that

/ (15 (@)| + |5 (@)]) dx < erpe' (1 + |logel?).
D

Putting all the estimates for J7 (), i =1,---,5, above together yields that
Love(w) = ne(x) Lie(x) + (1 — () Letic(x) + N5 (), (3.11)
where
/ IN5(2)] de < erse?(1 + [log ).
D
This, along with (1.9) and (3.10), gives us that
Lo (e — v) (2) = h(z)(1 = 1e(@)?) — (1 - (@) Lete(2) + N(2), @€ D,

where

/D (1h(2) (1 = ne(@)®)| + (1 = na(2)) Letic (@) + |Nj (2)]) do < crae'/?(1 + [ logel). (3.12)

Here we have also used (3.7) (which still holds for a € (0, 1] by its proof). As explained in the proof of Case
1, we can apply (3.12) and (2.11) to obtain

/|u5 — v.(2)| dz < e1se2(1 + |log ).

Combining (3.4) and (3.10) with (2.38) yields that

/|v6 — u(z)| dz

_ . _ 1 S
< /D a(@)[|1 - 7e(2)| d + b loe /D Vit (&) de + el ]loo K /D Bte(z)]| de

< ciee?(1+ [logel?).
Therefore,

/D|u€(:1:)—ﬂ(:z:)|d:1:</D|u€(x)—ve(:n)|d:1:+/D|v€(x)—ﬂ(x)|dm<01751/2(1+|log5|2).

Hence, the proof for the case o = 1 is finished.
Case 3: a € (0,1). Define

ve(2) 1= e (@) + £ (¢ (2/¢) , Viie(2)) + K1 (¢/e) ne(2)Lte(w), € D.
Here ¢. and 9 are those functions in (3.1). Therefore, by (2.44), we obtain
Letie(x) = ﬁ2,6715(33) +e! (P (2/e), Ve (2)) = Letic(x) + &' (F. (/e) , Ve (2)) + L (),
where L] satisfies
L5 (2)] € 1e*20p(2) " Lp, (z) + c1e” L p . ()

that implies
/ L8 (2)] da < 22,
D
As before, by (3.1), we have

Ls (5 <¢€ (5_1') 7Vﬂ€()>) (l‘)
gl <Fs (517/5) ,Vﬂ€($)> +e <¢€ (33/6) L (Vﬂe) ($)>

+6/]Rd (6 ((z + 2) /) — ¢ (/) , Vite(z + 2) — Viie(z)) K (z/e,(x+2)/e) .

|Z|d+a

—: 1" (F. (¢/<), Vi.(2)) + L () + L5(a).
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According to (2.38), (2.46) and (3.2), we obtain that for every 5 € (a/2, @),
[ L5(2)] < esel|pelloo| £ (Vie) (2))]
< ey (6—(5—04/2)5D(x)—1—(a—5) + 6—(0{—5)5D($)—1—5+a/2) 1D45(33) + C4€_1+a/2ﬂD\D4g(x)'

We set

S(x) =&l x 2)— ¢ (x te(x +e2) — Vi (x K(z/e,z/e +2) 2
R B R

I—a — x Ue(x 4+ €2) — Vi (x K (z/e /e + 2) z
weme [ et/ n) =g (afe), Vo o) — V(o) e g

=: L5 (v) + Liy(2).

By the mean-value theorem and (3.2), we have

_ 2]
L5, (2)] < 56 |elloc - sup  [VPac(y)|-
T eRe |y z|<a: : (212} |2]0T

< cgedp () 72T 21 p, (2) + e T L\ p,. (2).

Applying (2.47) (with f = @ in (2.47)) and (3.2), we get

1
| Lo ()| < 67sll¢e||oo-/ (Ve (z + 2) = Ve ()| g d2
{|z[>2¢} |2|

(0% —1— [e% —1— a 1
{lz>2¢} z
1
+ cge® (p(z)~ 1A% (x T | (z / —dz
(40 (@) (@) pou®) | T

< co <E—(B—3a/2)5D(x)—1—(a—ﬂ) + 555D(x)—1—6+a/2) 1p,. (z) + C9E_I+a/2]lD\D35 (z),

where the last inequality follows from (2.21) and (2.22). Hence, by all the estimates above for L§(x), L§;(x)
and L3, (z) and using the fact 8 € (a/2,a), we get

/ (IL3(2)| + |L3(2)]) do < / (IL5 ()] + | L5 ()] + |L5y(2)]) da < eroe®/.
D D
Define
Le (e (™) K7 hne () Lue( ) (@)
=Ly ( - ) ) KT 776 )Z‘“ﬂe(fn) + €QK_1¢ (z/¢) Le(nsz‘*ﬂe)(‘f)
Iy / (@ (& + 2)/e) — ¥ (2/€)) (ne(e + 2)Bae( + 2) — 7e(2) Biie () M% dz
=1 ne(w) (Lie(7) — Letie(2)) + Li(2) + L5 ().
Here we have used the property (3.5) again. By (2.48) and (1.9), we know
L (x) = h(z)ne(z) + Li(x) (3.13)
where
IL5(@)| < en (00 (2) 771 p,, (2) + 27 1p\p,, (@) ) -
Furthermore, we have

- 1

L5 ()] < c128”[[¢]| o (/{|z|<2€}+/{|z|>25}> (@ + 2) Lt (2 + 2) — 11 (2) Liic (@) Wdz

= Ly (2) + L ().



28 XIN CHEN, ZHEN-QING CHEN, TAKASHI KUMAGAI AND JIAN WANG

According to (2.50),

i) S e s [Vo@Eni)l- [ i
yly—z]<2e {lsl<2e} 1217
< clae <5D(az)_1_a/2]lD45 (x) + &?_1_0‘/2]ID\D4E (x))
= 01455D(x)_1_a]l[)45 () + 6145_0‘/2]1[)\,345 (x).
Using (3.13), we get
1

L5,(x) < c15e® / |h(z + 22 (@ + 2) — B2 (@) e da
{|z|>2¢} 2|

1
+cl55a/ (L5 (@)| + |L5(2 + 2)]) —— d=
(e>2ep - ° 0 |z|dFe
=: L5y () + L5ga(7).

Noting that h € C'(la/Q)(D) C C'(ﬁaﬂ) (D) for every 8 € (a/2, ), by the definition and the argument for (2.47),

it holds that for all z, z € RY with |z| > 2¢,

|z + 2)n2 (= + »;) — h(@)n(z)|
2|

< Ci6 (5D(33 + Z)_B_a/z]l{x+zeD3s} + 5D(33)_B_a/2]l{xeD35} (3.14)

+e 77 (Lpioep\Dsey + Liaen\Dsz)) )

By (3.14), we deduce that

Lo (7) <c17e® /
{|2]>2¢}

—B—a —B—a 1
(51)(3) + z) g /2]]‘{SC+ZED35} +e g /21{1‘+Z€D\D35}) W dz

—B—a —B—a 1
+ cr7e® <5D(<17) b=l 1p, () +e77 /2]1D\D35($)) /{ a2y [ 7708 dz
z|>2¢e

<cig (665[)(%)_5_&/2 + (Ea V El—ﬁ+a/2) . 5D(x)_1_(a_5)> ]lD45(a:) + ClgE_a/z]lD\D4E (a;),

where in the last inequality we have used (2.22) and the fact

1
Splx+ 2) P21, . N dz
{|2]>2¢} (@+2) to+s€Doc} [ |a+a—p
< e <(61_B_"/2 V1) - dp(z) A 4 6_("_6)5D(<E)_5_°‘/2) 1p,. () + 1062 * 1y p,. (x)

that can be proved by following the proof of (2.21) line by line. According to (3.13), we obtain
—1l-« —1l-« 1
Lz () < cz0e™ / (9p( + 2 piaepyy +¢7 " Lareen\ons) e
{|z|>2¢} |2
+ c20 (E5D($)_1_a/2]1D45 (z) + E_a/z]lD\D4g (33))

< e (0p(2) " p,, (2) + 271\ p,. (),

where the last inequality we have used (2.19) and the fact that

1
dp(z+2) 21, . —dz
/{z>2£} ( ) {ot2€Dse} ], |d+e

< e <€_Q5D(x)_1_°‘/2 + E_‘1/25D(f€)_1_°‘> Lp,. (2) + e2e =1 . ()

that can be verified by the same way as that for (2.21).
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Using the same procedure (of I3(z) and Ji(z)) to estimate Lj(z) and putting all the estimates above
together, as well as taking into account that 5 > «/2, yield that

/ (Z5(@)] + |E5(@))) d < ez < cae™.
D

Combining all the estimates for L:(z), i = 1,---,5, above, we have
Leve(w) = na(x)zaa(x) +(1— na(x))zaaa(x) + N5 (z), (3.15)
where
/ |NE ()| dz < cpue®/?.
D
According to this, (1.9) and (3.13) yield that
Le (ue —ve) (z) = h(z)(1 — 775(33)2) —(1- 776(1:))2:6116($) + Ng(z), =€ D,
where
/D (1A(@)(1 = ne(@)*)] + (1 = ne(@) Letic(@)] + NG (2)]) dz < ca5e®. (3.16)

Here we have also used (3.7) (by the proof which still holds for a € (0, 1]).
As explained in the proof of Case 1, according to (3.16), we can apply (2.11) to obtain

/ lus(x) — ve(z)| dx < 62660‘/2.
D

On the other hand, combining (2.38) with (3.13) gives us

ve(x) — a(x)|da < w(x)||1 — n. ()| dx e loo G ()| dr + e||th]| oo K 1 L (x)| dx
/D|e<> ()] d </D|<>||1 ne(@)) dee + el e | /D|v (@) de + oo K /Dw (2)|d

< cgre®/?,
and so
/ e (z) — ()] dz < / e (&) — va ()] da +/ (v (2) — ()] d < cage®?.
D D D
Therefore, we have finished the proof for a € (0,1). O

Next, we will present the

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is almost the same as (but simpler than) that of Theorem 1.1, so we only
give some crucial different points here. Throughout the proof, all the constants ¢; are independent of €.
First, due to the fact @ € C?(D), there is a constant ¢; > 0 so that for all z € D and k = 0,1, 2,

[VFa(z)| < e (3.17)

With this at hand (in particular we do not need to consider blow up behaviors of |V¥4u| near D), it is easy
to verify that there is a constant co > 0 so that for all x € D,

oy cti(x)] + |1 Vi(e)| < e if a € (1,2),

) ) - (3.18)
|Loct(x)] + [LocVu(r)] < e if a€(0,1],

where ﬁLE and ﬁg,a are defined by (2.39).

Using (3.17) in place of (2.38), and following the proofs of Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9 (which are in fact simpler
since we do not need to consider the blow up behaviours of V*% near the boundary), we can prove that there
is a constant ¢ > 0 so that for all z € D,

1Ly cti(x) — Leui(z)] < e ifae (1,2) (3.19)
and

(3.20)

5

o o c3e(1+ |logel) if =1,
L - L <
| 2 su(x) 5u(l‘)| {C3€a ifae (07 1)7
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where L. is given by (2.40). By assumptions, La(x) = h(z) for every 2 € D, and @ € CZ(D). Set u(z) =0
for every x € D¢, and then extend h to R? by setting h(x) := La(z) for all x € R?. Then, it is not difficult
to verify that h € C}(R?), and there is a constant ¢4 > 0 such that for all z € R,

|h(z)] + |Vh(z)] < es(1 + |2]) 79, (3.21)
Then, as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 (here we also use the fact that Lu(x) = h(z)), define for any x € D,
oul() = {u(m) +e(p(x/e),Vau(x)) + (&?al—(_‘ll/J (z/e) h(z) — we(z)) if a € (1,2),
‘ u(z) + € (¢e (z/e), Vu(z)) + (e*K 1 (z/e) h(z) — wa(z)) if a € (0,1].

Here, ¢, ¢. and v are those given (3.1), and w : R¢ — R is the unique solution to the following Dirichlet
exterior condition

'CE’LUE(':U) = 07 X 6 D,
ag—1 c (322)
we(z) =K~ (x/e) h(z), x € D°.
The solution to the Dirichlet problem above is given by
we(z) = 2K, [¢ <5_1X§E) h (X%)] , z€D (3.23)

where X := {X} };>0 is the Hunt process associated with L., and 77, is the first exit time from D for the
process X¢. Indeed, denote by @, the function given by the right hand side of (3.23). By [14], @, is locally
in W/22(D) and £.-harmonic in D. Since D is Lipschitz and so it satisfies an exterior cone condition, it
follows from the heat kernel estimates in [17] for the stable-like process X¢ that every boundary point is
regular with respect to the process X¢; see, e.g., |20, Lemma 3.2| for details. Consequently, @, is continuous
up to D and takes values e* K ~11) (z/€) h(x) on D€. Thus, @. solves (3.22). By the same argument as that
for |20, Theorem 3.8], it can be shown that the weak solution to (3.22) is unique. Consequently @, = w. and
so (3.23) holds. It follows from (3.23) that there is a constant ¢; > 0 so that for all € € (0,1),

sup |we(z)| < cze®. (3.24)
zeD

Now, we split the proof into three cases.
Case 1: « € (1,2). Using (3.17)—(3.19) and the fact h € C}(R?), and repeating the proof of Theorem
1.1, we can prove that

Le(a() +e(o (1), Va())) (x) = KK (z/e) h(z) + Ii (2) + € (¢ (z/e) , £ (V@) () ,

L. (eaf(_1¢ (5_1-) h()) (z) = (1— KK (x/2)) h(z) + I5(z) + e* K~ (v/e) Leh(z),
where

/ (15 (@)1 + [ 15(2) ) da < coe™ 27
D

Here we remark that the constant cg above only depends on ||[V*||s with k& = 0,1,2, ||h]le and || VA s.
This, along with the equation (3.1) and (3.22), yields that for every g € Dom(LD)

| £ev@@yao = [ baga)de + [ (15 + 1@)ala) do
+ &?/ (Lo (V) (z)dx, ¢ (z/€) g(z)) do + K~ / Loh(z) (z/e) g(x) do.
D D

Then, by the symmetry of L., it holds that

/ (Lo (V) (2), 6 (2/e) gla)) di

(3.25)

/Rd » (Vi(x 4+ z) = Vu(z), ¢ ((x+ 2)/e) glx + z) — ¢ (z/e) g(x)) K(w/e (@ +2)/e) dzdx‘

ERE
1 . T T z
/Rd . (Vu(z +e2) — Vu(z), ¢ (z/e + 2) g(x + e2) — ¢ (v/e) g(z)) K( /|?|d+/§ +2) & dm‘
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Y . 1
< cre? (/D </]Rd IV2lloo|2| - (VO llool2Lgz1<1y + N@llooLfjz>1}) P dZ) ' |9($)|d$>

1

1
<c8g2—a/ yg(x)\dx+c8a/ / V(s + 2) — Va(o)| [g(@ + 2) — g(2)| — dz da
D R4 JRA |2

n C7€1_a</]Rd 16/ - </1Rd |Vu(z +ez) — Va(x)| |g(z +e2z) — g(x)

€ 1
< & (gvg) + cg E4—2a +€2/ / ]Vﬁ(m—i—z) _ Vﬂ(w)F y dz dx
8 Re JR |z|*Fe
85
< (gag) +epoed2

where in the third inequality we used (2.9), the Young inequality and

g = [ ) - gw? YD sy

‘LE _ y‘d-i-a

Using (3.21) and following the arguments above, we can obtain
1>
 €09,9)

[ (o) (a/e) gla) da] < =

Putting all the estimates above together and taking g = u. — v., we have

+ 61164_2a.

€ (Ue — Ve, Ue — ) = — /DLE(UE —ve) (@) - (ue(w) — ve(x)) do

E(Us — Ve, Us — .
 Eem et 20 4 o) — @I )]+ 50 o+ et
D
< &% (ue — U;,u6 — Vg) L et

where in the last inequality we also used (2.9) and the Young inequality.

This along with (2.9) again (also by noting that v, € W' /2.2 (D) due to the definition of w. on D) gives
us that

/D lug (x) — ve(2)|? do < €148 (ue — v, ue — v2) < c15e 22,
On the other hand, according to (3.24) and the definition of v, it holds that
/ () — vo(2)2d < 162,
Therefore, we get ’
/D e () — ()2 do < 2 </D e () — v (2)[2 da + /D () — v.(z)]? dm) < cypet2o

Case 2: a = 1. Repeating the arguments for the case a € (1,2) and using (3.3) to replace ||V¢||c, we
can show that

/ lus () — a(z) | de < e1ze?(1 + |loge|)™.
D

The details are omitted here.

Case 3: a € (0,1). Using (3.17)—(3.20) and applying the arguments for the case o € (1,2) (here we also
used the approach in the proof of Theorem 1.1), we can prove that for every g € Dom(LeD ),

/D £ovs(2)g(x) dr = /D h(x)g(x) dz + /D (5 + J5(2)g(x) ds + /D (L. (V) (x) dr, 6. (2/<) g(x)) da

e /D Loh(@) (/) g(x) da,
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where

/ (£ (@) + 5 (2)]?) di < cage™.
D

Then,

: / (L2 (V) (2), 6x (2/2) g(2)) da
D

Re J R4 | z]d+e

_ _ 1
< e / (/ [belloo - (IVallool 2| g1z1<1y + llooLgz151)) Toama dZ) -|g(x)| dx
D R4 2|

+cQoa</Rd ol ([ 19060 +2) = Vato)lloto + 2) ~ 9(0)] g ) dm)

<0216a/ |g(x)|dx—|—0216°‘/ / V(s + 2) — Vi) |9 + 2) — g(x)| —o dz da
D Re JR |2

B
< M + coo [ €2 + 520‘/ \Va(x + z) — Va(ﬂj”z dz dz
8 R4 JRRA |Z|d+a

ee
< (gvg) +c23€2a.

(Va(z + 2) — Va(), ¢ ((z + 2)/€) gla + 2) — be (2/e) gla)) T EELD/E) o, d:c'

Similarly, we can show that

= [ bty @) gto) dm‘ <E09) e,

Putting all the estimates above together and taking g = u. — v., we have

EF (Ue — Ve, e — V) = — /Dﬁg(u€ —ve)(x) - (ue(x) —ve(x)) do

& (ue — Veyue — v .
¢ Elem et 20 i) = v @] + 150 o+ e
< & (ue — v;, Ue — Vg) b oegge®®

where we used (2.9) and the Young inequality in the last inequality. This, along with (2.9) again, yields that

/ lue(x) — ve(:n)|2 dr < co7E° (ue — vey,ue — v) < o5,
D

Hence, it holds that

/’U’E ) —a(z)|? dx < (/ |ue () — ve(z \de—k/ |a(x) — ve(z)|? da:> Co9e>®

Now we have finished the proof. O
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