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DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR SUPERCRITICAL NON-LOCAL OPERATORS
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AssTrACT. Let D be a bounded C?-domain. Consider the following Dirichlet initial-boundary
problem of nonlocal operators with a drift:

u=L+b-Vu+ finR, x D, ulg,xp =0, u(0,)p = ¢,

where a € (0,2) and .L”K(“) is an a-stable-like nonlocal operator with kernel function «(x, z)
bounded from above and below by positive constants, and b : RY — R? is a bounded C?-function
witha +8 > 1, f : Ry X D — R is a C?-function in D uniformly in ¢ withy € (1 — @) Vv 0,],
¢ € C**Y(D). Under some Holder assumptions on k, we show the existence of a unique classical
solutionu € Ly (Ry;C Y (D)) x C(Ry; Cp(D)) to the above problem. Moreover, we establish the

loc

following probabilistic representation for u

IATD

M(L -x) = Ex(¢(Xt)1T,)>t) + Ex( f(t - S, Xs)ds) , 12 O, X € D,
0

where ((X;)r>0,Pyx; X € R?) is the Markov process associated with the operator ‘ZK(”) +b-V,and
Tp is the first exit time of X from D. In the sub and critical case a € [1, 2), the kernel function «
can be rough in z. In the supercritical case a € (0, 1), we classify the boundary points according
to the sign of b(z) - 7i(z), where z € dD and 7i(z) is the unit outward normal vector. Finally, we
provide an example and simulate it by Monte-Carlo method to show our results.

Keywords: Dirichlet problem, Nonlocal operator, Schauder’s estimate, Probabilistic representa-
tion, Maximum principle
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Introduction. Let D ¢ R? be a bounded C?-domain. For « € (0, 2), consider the following
nonlocal elliptic Dirichlet problem:

L :=A%u+b-Vu=~—f inDandu = 0in D", (1.1)

where A? := —(—A)? is the usual fractional Laplacian operator and b : RY — R? is a bounded
Holder continuous vector field. Notice that A2 is a nonlocal integral operator. For x, € D and
0 < R < dist(xg, D), define

ugp(x) := R™u(Rx + xp), bg := b(Rx + x), fr(x) := f(Rx + Xxp).
By the scaling property of A%, it is easy to see that

Aug + R* by - Vug = —fx in Br(xg) := {x € R? : |x — x| < R}.
In particular, for @ € (0, 1), if R — 0, then the drift term will blow up. So roughly speaking, the
first order term plays a dominant role. In this sense we call LZ") with @ € (0, 1) the supercritical
nonlocal operator. While for @ = 1, since A? has the same order as b - V, we shall call Lzl) the
critical operator; and for « € (1,2), if R — 0, then the drift term will go to zero and A? plays a
dominant role, it is naturally called subcritical operator. From the viewpoint of analysis, in the

supercritical case, it is not possible to use the standard perturbation method to handle the drift
term. This is the main source of the difficulties of studying supercritical operators.

Let us also explain the difficulties in studying the Dirichlet problem of supercritical nonlocal
operators from the probabilistic viewpoint. Let (Z;);»o be a rotationally invariant and symmetric
a-stable process and b a Lipschitz vector field. It is well known that for each x € RY, the
following SDE admits a unique strong solution X,(x),

!
X, =x+ f b(X,)ds + Z,,
0

which determines a family of strong Markov processes {X,P;x € RY}. Letu € Ci(D) be a
classical solution of (1.1). By Itd’s formula, it is easy to see that

TD
u(x) = E, (f f(Xs)ds), xXeD, (1.2)
0
where E, denotes the expectation with respect to P, and 7p := {t > 0 : X, ¢ D} is the first exit
time of X from D. In particular, u(x) := E,7p satisfies Lza)u = —1 in D. As discussed at the

beginning, in the supercritical case, the boundary behavior of u is determined by the first order
term b - V. We explain this point in the case of d = 1 and b = 1. The following proposition is
proven in the appendix.

Proposition 1.1. Let D := (0, 1) and a € (0,2). It holds that for a € [1,2),
() Py(X;, = 0o0r 1) =0, (ii) E,1p < cod™?, x € D,

where d, := (x A (1 — x)), is the distance of x to D°; and for a € (0, 1),
(1) inf Eyrp >0, (iv) supP(X;, =0) =0, (v) supP,(X;, = 1) > 0.

x€(0,1/4) xeD xeD
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For a € [1,2), the conclusions (i) and (ii) are well-known (see [5, 10, 12, 32]), which im-
plies that X always jumps out D without touching the boundary and the mean time of X exiting
from D goes to zero as the starting point is close to the boundary. However, when « € (0, 1),
conclusion (iii) in the above proposition means that the mean time of X exiting from the inter-
val (0, 1) has a strictly positive lower bound whatever the starting point x is how close to the
boundary point 0. In particular, L(la)ul p = —1 can not have a continuous solution in R when
a € (0, 1). Conclusions (iv) and (v) means that the position of X exiting from the interval (0, 1)
never hits the boundary point 0, but possibly hits the boundary point 1. Notice that all these
phenomenons are caused by a positive direction drift. In other words, in the supercritical case,
the drift will determine the boundary behavior of the solution to Lza)ul p = —f. Thus, in order to
solve the Dirichlet problem (1.1) for @ € (0, 1), we need to make a better understanding about
the effect of drift b for the boundary behavior of the solution u. The theoretical analysis tells
us that E,7p < c(lae[l,z)dff/z + 14e0,nmin(1/2, (1 — x),)) for each x € (0,1). The following
figure exhibits the simulation result for E,7p/ (lae[l,z)a’;’/ 2 1,0, nmin(1/2, (1 = x),)) by using
R-language, which coincides with the theoretical prediction.
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FiGURE 1. Ratio of E,7p t0 1oei1ds"> + 1ige.rymin(1/2, (1 = x),)

In recent years, there is a great interest for both probabilists and analysts to study the non-
local operators and related topics. Parts of the reasons lie in the facts that the nonlocal operators
exhibit quite different features compared with local differential operators, and have many ap-
plications in mathematical finance, control, physics, image processing, and so on. Up to now,
there are a lot of deep works about nonlocal operators and related Lévy processes. Let us only
recall some of them related to our problem below. In [5] and [12], the authors studied the po-
tential theory of fractional Laplacian A%2, and the boundary Harnack principle is established
therein. Moreover, the sharp two-sided estimates of Green functions and Poisson kernels of
A? in a bounded C"'-domain are also obtained in [12], see also [11] for the study of boundary
Harnack principle of operator (A + A?)|p. Sharp two-sided estimate of Dirichlet heat kernel of
fractional Laplacian was first proved by Chen, Kim and Song in [8]. Later, it was extended to
the operator (A2 +b-V)|p witha € (1,2) in [10] and (A2 + A/%)l p in [9]. The optimal boundary
regularity of fractional Dirichlet Laplacian AZ%|, was obtained by Ros-Oton and Serra in [5].

In the subcritical case @ € (1,2), the solvability and probabilistic representation of classical
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solutions to elliptic Dirichlet problem (1.1) were studied recently by Arapostathis, Biswas and
Caffarelli in [1], and more general nonlocal operators L (see (1.4) below for a definition)
are considered therein. In their work, besides requiring the Holder regularity of kernel function
k(x,z) in x, some weak regularity is also imposed on the second variable z. The L2-estimates
for nonlocal Dirichlet problems are established by energy or variational method in [24] (see
also the references therein). The extending problem in Sobolev spaces for nonlocal operators
under minimal regularity of the exterior values is solved in [6]. The global Schauder’s estimates
for nonlocal operators are studied in [21] and [2]. Moreover, Holder interior estimates as well
as the boundary behavior for linear and nonlinear nonlocal Dirichlet problems are obtained in
recent works [32, 33, 34, 35], etc. However, none of the works mentioned above handle the su-
percritical operator. To our best knowledge, the supercritical case was first studied by Silvestre
[36]. He obtained the a priori interior estimate for solutions to the following parabolic equation

G,M:A%u+b-Vu+f,

where « € (0,1) and b € L*([0,T]; CP) for some B > 1 — a. The approach therein strongly
depends on realizing the fractional Laplacian in R¢ as the boundary trace of an elliptic operator
in upper half space of R¥*!. Extending this approach to the a-stable-like operators seems very
hard if it is not impossible. We mention that similar global results are also proved in [13] for
more general Lévy type operators in Holder spaces and in [18] for singular non-degenerate
a-stable operators in Besov spaces.

On the other hand, the probabilistic representation of Dirichlet problem can be dated back
to the pioneering work of Kakutani [29] for the harmonic functions in a domain. A systematic
probabilisitic treatment for the Dirichlet problem of Laplacian operator can be found in the
monograph of Chung and Zhao [20] (see also [25]). For non-local operators, in the subcritical
case, the probabilistic representation of nonlocal Dirichlet problem was proved in [1]. It should
be emphasized that probabilistic techniques have been extensively used in the studies of heat
kernel estimates, Holder estimates, Harnack inequalities for nonlocal operators in [14], [17] and
[37] (see also the references therein).

Let @ € (0,2) and R, := [0,00). In this paper we are interesting in solving he following
Dirichlet problem of nonlocal parabolic equation:

6,u:.,fk(“)u+b-Vu+f on R, x D, (13)
u=0 on R, x D, u(0,-)=¢onD, '
where .2 is a nonlocal operator defined by
LOy(x) = f E@u(x, D)x(x, 2|27 dz (1.4)
R4
with
E@u(x,z) := u(x +2) — u(x) = 2 - Vu(x), 2 := Lpenzligey + Ligeapz, (1.5)
and k(x,z) : RY x RY — R, satisfies that for some ko > 0 and 8 € (0, 1),
Ky < K(x,2) < Ko, IK(x,2) — k(X' 2)| < Kolx — X'P
(H)

]-(zzlf Z'K(X,Z)dZ:0,0<I’<R<OO
r<|z|<R

The main contributions of this paper embody the following three aspects:
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(i) In the whole space D = RY, under (H?) and b € C# with @ + 8 > 1, we establish the global
Schauder theory for general nonlocal parabolic equation (1.3) by using the Littlewood-
Paley theory. To our knowledge, this is the first full result for nonlocal parabolic operators
with drifts and nonsymmetric rough kernels, see Theorem 3.5 below.

(i1) In the sub and critical cases, we show the existence of a unique classical solution for
nonlocal Dirichlet problem (1.3) with rough kernels. Compared with [1], we do not make
any regularity assumption on k(x, z) in the second variable z. It is noted that the interior
and boundary regularity theory for general stable Lévy operators is established in [33],
which does not cover the rough kernels as studied in this paper.

(i11) In the supercritical case, by suitable boundary probabilistic estimates, we give a character-
ization that how the drift b affects the boundary behavior of the solution. For a boundary
point zo € 0D, let #i(zy) be the unit outward normal vector at point zo. From the angle
of probability, roughly to say, the sign of b(z) - 7i(zp) will determine whether the associ-
ated Markov process would touch the boundary when it exits from a bounded domain, or
whether the solution would be continuous up to the boundary.

1.2. Statement of main results. We first introduce some spaces of real-valued Holder functions
in a domain. Let D C R? be a domain. For an integer k > 0, denote by C¥(D) the space of all
k-order continuous differentiable functions on D. For 8 € (0, 1], we also denote by C*#(D) the
space of functions whose k-order derivatives are S-order locally Holder continuous in D. For
simplicity, we write for y > 0,

C"(D) := C"""P(D), c*(D) := C(D),
where [y] denotes the integer part of y. Let D be a bounded domain. For x,y € D, define
d, := dist(x,dD), d., := min{d,,d,}.
For0 e R, ke {0}UNand 0 < y ¢ N, define

vl —_y
[u]gi) = sup d§+9|vku(x)|’ [u];e’)D = sup (dy+6| M()C) u@)l) ,

xeD x,yeD Y |X - y|7_[7]

where V¥ denotes the k-order gradient. For general y > 0 with y + 8 > 0, we introduce the
following Banach spaces for later use:

CO(D) = {u e CY(D) N L R : ullY), = [uly), + [u]%), < o0, ulpe =0},
and for 7 > 0,
BY)H(D) := L™([0, T]; CY(D)), BY(D) := Ny-oBY(D). (1.6)

If the distance functions d,, d,., are not in the above definitions, we shall denote the correspond-
ing notations by [-],.p and define

lullerpy = [ulo;p + [uly;p-

In particular, if D = RY, we shall simply write

lleeller = llelleymay = [t]ora + [ulyma.

We recall the following interpolation inequalities (see [40]): Let 0 < 8 < y with § ¢ N. Let
D = R¢ or D be a bounded C”-domain. For any & > 0, there are constants ¢, = ¢,(8,y, D) and
¢ = (g, 8,7, D) > 0 such that for all u € C?(D),
1-8 B
lullg.o < crllully,p llull),, < collullop + &llully:p. (1.7)
5



In the following, for simplicity we write
LY =LO+b-V.

Definition 1.2. We call a function u € L (R.; L*(RY)) N C(R, X D) a classical solution of

loc

Dirichlet problem (1.3) if it satisfies the following integral equation in the pointwise sense:
t
u(t, x) = o(x) + f (Q%K(Z)u + f)(s,x)ds in Ry X D, ulg,«pc =0,
0 :

which of course requires that u is at least C'-differentiable in D and in the domain of L.
Our first aim is to show the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let D be a bounded C*-domain and « € (0,2), 8 € (0, 1). Suppose (H’f) and
beClifaell,2),andb=0ifac(0,1).

Then there exists 6y € (0, 5) such that for any 0 € (0,6y] and y € (0,B] with « +y ¢ N, if one of
the following two conditions holds:

DO>y; ()6 <y and |k(x,2) - k(x, ) < kilz = 2T,

then for all f € B(y“_e)(D) and ¢ € CSAD), there is a unique classical solution u € B;}?(D)

a+y
to equation (1.3), and there is a constant ¢ = c(ko, k1,Y, 0, a,B,d,||bllcs) > 0 such that for all

T >0,
(-6
”“HB;;";;T(D) + ”atu”B;’?")(l)) < C”‘p”a+y + C(l + T)“f”]B%;(?;Q)(D)'

Moreover, the unique solution u has the following probabilistic representation:

IATD

u(t, %) = By(0(X)Liryon) + Ex( flt—s, Xs)ds), (1.8)
0

where (X, Py; x € RY) is the Markov process associated with .,iﬂK(Z) and tp :=inf{t > 0: X, ¢ D}
is the first exit time of X from D. We also have the following estimate:

IATD
E, ( f £t = s, Xs)lds) < e\l o0 (1.9)
0

Remark 1.4. Notice that in the estimate (1.9), f is allowed to be explosive near the boundary.
Next we consider the supercritical case and show the following results.
Theorem 1.5. Let a,B € (0,1) witha + 8> 1 andy € (1 — a,B]. Suppose (H?), b e CP and
lk(x,2) = k(x,2)| < ki1lz = 2V
Let D be a bounded C*-domain, ¢ € c (D), fe B(VO)(D). We have the following conclusions:

a+y

(A) Suppose that b(zy) - ii(zp) < O for each zo € OD. Equation (1.3) admits a unique solution
(Ry; Ct (D) N L¥(R) N C([0, 0) X D).

loc

uelLy

loc

(B) Suppose that b(zy) - ii(zo) = 0 for each 7o € OD. Equation (1.3) admits a unique solution
ue L2 (Ry; C7(D) N L(RY)) N C([0, ) x D) N C((0, 0) x D).

loc loc

Moreover, we also have the following boundary decay estimate: for some 6 € (0, 1),

ju(t, )1 < (I fll + llglloo/ )l 1> 0, x € D.
6



(C) Suppose that b(zy) - ii(zg) > 0 for each zg € OD. Equation (1.3) admits a unique solution
ue L (R,;CO7(D) N L™ (RY)) N C([0, o) x D) N C((0, ) x D).

loc loc

Moreover, we also have the following boundary decay estimate:
(2, )1 < (Il flls + lllls /1), 1> 0, x € D.
In all cases, the unique solution u still has the probabilistic representation (1.8).

We would like to make some comments about the above results. As mentioned above, in the
supercritical case, the classical perturbation method does not work. We shall use the viscosity
approximation argument to show the existence. While, the uniqueness will be a consequence
of the probabilistic representation. To reach this aim, we need to show that in case (A), the
process does not touch the boundary when it exits from the domain D, and in cases (B) and (C)
the mean time of the process exiting from the domain D has some decay estimates when the
starting point approaches to the boundary. Here a quite natural question is that whether we can
consider the mixed case, that is, the general drift b. For this purpose, we define

I'. :={z€dD :b(z) iz) >0},
I'_:={z€dD:b(z) i) =0},
I'.:={z€dD:bz) iz <0}.

When « € [%, 1), we have the following partial affirmative result.

Theorem 1.6. Let a € [%, 1), Be[2(l —a),1]andy € (1 — a,B]. Suppose (Hf), beCPand
lk(x, 2) — k(x, 2 < Kilz = 2T

Let D be a bounded C*-domain. For any ¢ € Cf,oiy(D) and f € ]B;O)(D), there is a unique solution
u to (1.3) in the class that

ue L2 (R,; C(D) N L2RY)) N C([0, 00) X D) N C((0,00) X (DUT- UT.)),

loc loc

and which is given by the probabilistic representation (1.8). Moreover, we have
(i) For each z € T, there are 6,c > 0 such that

sup (d; " lu(t, 0 < c(IIflle + llgpllo/2), > 0.

x€DNBs(z)

(ii) For each z € I'? (the interior of I'-), there are 6,6, c > 0 such that

sup (du(t, ) < c(lIflle + llglle /1), £ > 0.

xeDNBs(2)
(iii) For each x € D, it holds that
P(Xr, €T0) =0,
where (X, Py; x € RY) is the Markov process associated with ,%Iiz) and tp :=1inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ D}.

Let us explain why we need to assume 5 > 2(1 — @) in the above result which leads to @ > %

Since I'., I'> and I'? are relatively open subsets of dD, it is relatively easy to show that I'. is
inaccessible for the process (P,, X;) (see Lemma 7.1 below), and the points in I', U I are ¢-
regular in the sense of [25, page 206] (see Lemma 7.2 below). However, for any boundary point
z0 € -\ T'?, in order to use the information b(zy) - i(z9) = 0 and b € CP to show that z; is #-
regular, we need to choose the exterior tangent ball B with BN D = {z} so that Vdp(zo) = 7i(zo).
For the exterior tangent ball, the fact |x — zo|> < ¢ - dist(x, B) for x € D leads to 8 > 2(1 — @) (see

(7.18) below). Thus, dropping the condition 8 > 2(1 — @) is left as an open problem.
7



1.3. Example. Letd = 1 and D = (0,1). Let Z, be an one-dimensional symmetric a-stable
process with @ € (0, 1). For each # > 0 and x € D, define

1 ! ,
X' i=xe'+7Z + E(e’ -1+ f Z.e' " ds,
0

where 77, := inf{r > 0 : X} ¢ D}. Notice that X;" solves the following SDE:
dX; = (X} - Ddt +dZ,, Xj = x.

Let ¢(x) := ljep) - sin(3nx + 7/2) and u(t, x) := E(go(X;‘)l{T;)>,}). Clearly, |u(t,x)] < 1 and
w(x) € C(ZO)(D). By Theorem 1.5, for some 7 > 1 and any 0 < a < b < 1, we have

u € Lipe(Ri; C"((a, b)) N C((0, 00) x [0, 1]),

loc

and for any # > 0 and x € D, it holds that

u(t, x) = sin(37x + 7/2) + f (A%u(s, x) + (x = H)d.u(s, x))ds,
0

and
lu(t, x)| < c(x A (1 —x)),/t, x€ D, t> 0.

1.4. Plans and notations. This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce some
preliminaries about nonlocal operators. In particular, we prove a new Bernstein type inequality
by heat kernel estimates, which allows us to establish the Schauder theory in the whole space
in Section 3 for supercritical PDEs with rough kernels by using Littlewood-Paley theory. In
Section 4, we prove the Schauder interior estimate in weighted Holder spaces, which is an
analogue in the elliptic case as in [27]. In Section 5, we prove the probabilistic representation
for general Dirichlet problem and also give some basic estimates of the first exit time of the
associated Markov process from a bounded domain. In Sections 6 and 7, we give the proofs of
Theorems 1.3, 1.5 and 1.6, respectively. Finally, we prove some supplementary facts and give
some numerical simulations for Example 1.3 in Appendix. Before concluding this section, we
introduce some notations used throughout this paper.

e R, :=[0,00) and Ny := N U {0}. For a real number a € R, we write a, := max(a, 0).

e For R > 0 and x € RY, Bg(x) := {y € R? : |y — x| < R} and in particular, Bg := B(0);

By :={x=(x1,-+,x4) € Bg : x; > 0}.
e For x,y € RY, we use x - y or (x,y) to denote the inner product in R?.
e Foraset D c RY, D¢ := R?\ D, D, € D means that dist(D,, D) > 0, and for x € R?,

d, 1= dpe(x) := dist(x, D), Ap :=diam(D) = sup |x — y|.
x,yeD

e Let o/ and A be two abstract operators acting on functions. The commutator between
o/ and # is defined by

[, BIf = A Bf — Bt f.

e For T > 0 and a Banach space B, we denote L7 (B) := L*([0, T]; B).
e Let y : RY — [0, 1] be a smooth function with xls, = 1 and y| B = 0. Define

Xr(X) = x(x/R), x%x(x) = xr(x—xp), R>0, x€ RY. (1.10)

e The letter ¢ with or without subscripts denotes an unimportant constant.

e We use A < B to denote A < ¢B for some unimportant constant ¢ > 0.
8



2. PRELIMINARIES

Let . be the Schwartz space of all rapidly decreasing functions, and .’ the dual space of
. called Schwartz generalized function (or tempered distribution) space. Given f € .7, let
F f = f be the Fourier transform defined by

f@) = f e E Fdx, £ € RY
Rd

Let ¢ : RY — [0, 1] be a smooth radial function with

(&) = 1, 16l < 1, ¢o(§) = 0, €] > 3/2.
Define

$1(E) 1= do(&) — ho(28).
It is easy to see that ¢; > 0, supp(¢;) C B3» \ By, and

k
$o28) + Y $1278) = g2 ' 1. 2.1)
j=0

In particular, if [j — j/| > 2, then
suppgi(2~/-) N suppg1(2/) = 0.
From now on we shall fix such ¢, and ¢,. We introduce the following definitions.

Definition 2.1. The block operator A; are defined on " by

Af — ?j_l(¢0(2)7:f)’ J = _1,
T FHaQRTIFS), 0.

For s € R and p,q € [1, 0], the Besov space By, , is defined as the set of all f € " such that

1/q
£l = [Z 2fsq||Ajf||;i] < 00, g € [1,00)

i1
with usual modification for q = oo, where || - ||, stands for the usual L”-norm.
Remark 2.2. It is well known that for any 0 < s ¢ N (cf. [3, Theorem 2.36]),
csllfllgs, . < W flles < cillflls, - (2.2)
We first recall the following Bernstein’s inequality (cf. [3, Lemma 2.1]).

Lemma 2.3. (Bernstein’s inequality) For any k = 0, 1,2, - - -, there is a constant ¢ = c(k,d) > 0

such that forall1 < p<g<ooand j> -1,

11y
IV*A fll, < 295~ A 111, (2.3)
In the following we consider operator:

Zu(x) = f E@u(x, 2)k(2)|z| 4 dz, (2.4)

R4

where a € (0,2) and Z@u(x, 7) is defined by (1.5), «(z) satisfies that for some «j > 0,
Kal < k(2) < Ko, 121 f 7-k(z)dz=0,0<r<R< oo. (2.5)
r<l|z|[<R

9



Let (L;);s0 be the Lévy process with Lévy measure v(dz) = k(z)|z|~*"*dz. It is well known that
under (2.5), L, admits a smooth density p,(x), which enjoys the following two-sided estimates
(see [16, Theorem 2.1]): for some ¢; > 1,

_1 t t

c; W < pi(x) < ClW; (2.6)
and if we define
RS = Bf L+ 0 = [ flerpon
then for any f € C;(RY),
OP.f = LVPf = PLVS. (2.7)

Now we aim to prove the following Bernstein’s type inequality. The crucial point is that the
constant ¢ does not depend on the integrability index p, which allows us to derive the Schauder
estimate for supercritical nonlocal operators in Lemma 3.2 below.

Lemma 2.4. Under (2.5), there is a constant ¢y = co(ko, @, d) > 0 such that for all p € [2, )
and f € C.(RY),

fd A FIP2Af - LA fdx < —co2VAfI1b, j=0,1,2,---, (2.8)
R
and for j = —1,
f 1A fIP2ALf - LA fdx < 0. (2.9)
R

Proof. (i) Let h = ¥ ¢, be the inverse Fourier transform of ¢,. Define
hoi(x) == F~'¢o(2)(x) = 27h(27" %),
and for j > 0,
hj(x) == F 1277 ) (x) = 27n(27x) — 20" Dp 277 ). (2.10)

By definition it is easy to see that

Ajf(x) = (hj* f)(x) = fRd hi(x—y)f)dy, j> -1

By scaling, it suffices to prove (2.8) for j = 0. Below, for simplicity we let g = Ay f.

(i1)) We have the following claim: there is a constant ¢y = cy(kg, @,d) > 0 such that for all
pell,oo]andt € (0,1),

1P:gll, < e llgll,. (2.11)
Let /(&) be the Lévy exponent of Lévy process L,. It is well known that p,(¢) = eV, Let ¢
be a nonnegative smooth function with support in B;,, and ¢(0) = 1. Define

@ = F (e VOO = s (670N,

A

Since by definition supp(2) = supp(¢; f) € B3z \ B2, we have
Pi8=8-8=>p*g=4ql*g
Hence, by Young’s inequality for convolutions, we get for all p € [1, oo],
1Pglly, = 11pe * gllp = llg; * gll, < ligfIhllgll-
If we can show that for some § > 0, ¢° is nonnegative , then it follows that

g1l = (0) = e~VOr-0¢10r _ ot
10



and the desired estimate (2.11) follows.

(iii) To show the positivity of ¢ for some & > 0, notice that

§(E) = pl&) - e = p(E)(1 + (&),
where

I’;S(X) = T—l(e—&ﬁl(-)t _ 1)(X) — (zﬂ)—df (e—6¢1(§)t _ 1)eix-§d§.
R4

Since ¢ has support in By ,, it is easy to see that for any m € Ny, there is a ¢; = ¢;(m,¢;) > 0
such that for all 6 € (0,1) and 7 € (0, 1),

- PR Olleo < IA™ @O = Dy < 6.
Therefore, by (2.6) we get
(0| < 1611 A x1™7%) < 26pi(x)
and

G0 = pi+pixr = pi— b pxp = pi—20py > pr— 2020,
which yields ¢° > p;/2 > 0 by choosing § = 1/(4c;). So, the claim (2.11) is proven.

(iv) Since g = Agf € .7 (R?), there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
lg(0l < (1 + |x))™°.
Hence, by (2.6), for |x| > 1 and ¢ € (0, 1],
|Pg(x)] < f L=y lgIdy + f p(x —y) gy
yl<’3

3 bi>5

(2.12)
<™ Iglly + el f pi(x — y)dy < |
>4
Moreover,
sup [IPiglle < llgleo,  sup 1.4, Prglleo < 1.4, glleo < o0, (2.13)
te(0,1) te(0,1)
and for p € [2, 00), by the chain rule and (2.7),
A A
IPig(x)l” — g = f 05|Pyg(x)IPds = p f IPg(x)IP?Pg(x) - PV g(x) ds.
0 0
Thus, by (2.12) and (2.13),
P p_ p
b [1Pg(x)lP — |g(x)|P| <ol + ) e LI(RY).
1e(0,1) t
By the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain
d* |P.gl” — g’
J— p =1 - = P2, (@)
Pl =tim | = dv=p fR g 23 g dx. (2.14)
On the other hand, by (2.11),
d+ 1Pl =gl eeort — ]
h ] — P °P < I | P 1 - P
—lIPgly| | = lim =" lim ————lgll; = ~copllsll;

Combining the above two estimates and recalling g = A f, we obtain (2.8) for j = 0.

(v) Finally, for j = —1, by (2.14) with g = A_, f and ||P,gl|, < lIgll,, we have (2.9). O
11



Remark 2.5. Estimate (2.8) with constant ¢, depending on p was proved in [18] by using
Bernstein’s inequality established in [7]. One may ask whether (2.8) holds for @ = 2, that is,
for some ¢y = co(d) > 0, all p € [2, ) and f € C.(RY),

f AL - AR fdx < =281 = 01,2, (2.15)
R

Let g = Ay f. Notice that by the integration by parts,

_ _ 4p-1)
g% - Agdx = ~(p— 1) f gl 2IVgPdx = -2~ f VlglPdx.
R4 R4 p Rd

Thus if (2.15) holds, then we would have

IVIgl”2115 > 4( )Ilgll p € [2,00).

However, by [3, p.58, Lemma 2.8], there is a ¢ > 0 independent of p > 2 such that
IVIgl”115 > cligll?.

Therefore, we conjecture that it is not possible to find a constant ¢y > 0 independent of p > 2
so that (2.15) holds.

We also need the following Holder estimate of nonlocal operators.

Lemma 2.6. Let a € (0,2) and ;5,”0(") be defined by (2.4) with k(z) : R? — R satisfying

|k(2)| < Ko, a]f z-k(z)dz=0,0<r <R < oo.
r<|a=1z|<R

Then there is a constant ¢ = c(a,d) > 0 such that for all y e R and f € Bf:g’o,

1257 . < clidlsll

Proof. Let ¢, be another smooth function supported in B; \ B4 with é, =1o0n B; 12\ Bij2. Let
h:= F~(¢). Since h € .7, it is easy to see that for some ¢ = c(e, d) > 0,

1L,V Rll < ey < 0.
Let ij := F~'(¢1(277+)) for j=0,1,2,---. By scaling, we have
IIX(“)h 1l < k2, j=0,1,2,-
Since A, f = ¢1(277)f = $1(277)¢1(277)f, we have A;f = I, * A;f and
18,257 flleo = 1Ly Ry % (A DNleo < Ly RALIA flloo < k02 1IA o

Similarly, one can show
1AL Z Flleo < ckollA) fllco-

Hence,

1Z3® fllg, . = sup 2701445 flleo < cko sup 277211A; flleo = cxollfll e

Jz=1 jz=1

The proof is complete. O
12



3. SCHAUDER’S ESTIMATES OF NONLOCAL PARABOLIC EQUATIONS
In this section we establish the global Schauder estimate for the following nonlocal equation

=L +b-Vu+f, u0) =g, (3.1)

where «a € (0,2) and Zf“) is defined by (1.4). The following commutator estimate will be used
several times below.

Lemma 3.1. Let a € (0,2) and k(x,z) : RY x RY — R be a bounded measurable function and
satisfy that for some 3 € (0, 1), k; > 0, and all x, x',z € R,

lk(x,2) — k(x', 2)| < Kylx — x'P.

Letn € (a—-1)VvO0,anl)and y € (0,8]. For any R > 0, there exists a constant cg =
cr(IKlloos k1,77, @, ¥, d) > O such that for all u € C",

. L1 ., < crllulicr,
where y is defined by (1.10), and cg — 0 as R — oo.

Proof. By definition (1.4), we can write

[xr ‘”%K(a/)]u('x) = ngl)(x) + W(z)(x) (3.2)
where
Wi (0) = ((/\/R(x) yr(xX + D)ulx +2) + @ V)(R(x))u(x)) I(I)‘C“i) dz,

|zZI>R

W (x) 1= f ((tr(x) = Xr(x + Dulx +2) + (@ - V(D) l(ldj)d
lzI<R

For w , it is easy to see that

1) —d-
Wi (D)l < CIIKIlelulloo( (1 + 129Dzl “dz) Crllulloo

|zI>R

where cg — 0 as R — oo. Similarly, we have
w1, < crlluller with hm cg = 0.

2

For wy’, we treat it in two cases.

(Case a € (0, 1)): Noticing that by definition,

2 Kx,2) |
we' ) = | (rr(x) — xr(x + 2)ulx + 2)——=dz,
<R |z
we have
2 1—-d— —
Wl < ellVxzllsollulleo f l2'~"dz < cR™|lulleo
lzI<R
and

w21, < ([Vaadllle + IVxalllullc:) f 2" dz < R uller-

lzI<R

(Case a € [1,2)): By definition we can write

W20 = [ () —xaCe + D+ )+ 2 (V)
lZI<R |Z|d+af
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k(x,2)

1
= f z- f ((VXRu)(x) — Vxr(x + sz)u(x + z))ds i dz
lzI<R 0
Fixn e (a—-1,1). We have

WMo < ((Vxlyllidleo + IVxRlleoll2l,) o 2"+ dz < eR"ullcn,
and B
D by <yl + Vel liler) | 1"z
zI<
+ ([Vxrlyluly + IVxglleollullcron) o 2" dz < R lullcr.
2I<
Combining the above two cases, we get the desired estimate. O
Fory € (0,1), 2 € (0,2) and T > 0, write
B) = L7(C"), A7 :={ueB}”. 0ucB]} (3.3)

We first establish Schauder’s estimate for kernel x(x, z) = x(z) by using Lemmas 2.4 and 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let 02”()(“) be defined by (2.4) with k(z) satisfying (2.5). Suppose that b € CP
for some B € (1 —a)V O0,1). Forany y € (0,8] with @« +y ¢ N, there are constants ¢ =
c(ko, @, B,7,d) > 0 and m = m(a,B,y) > 0 such that for any T > 0 and u € A}”,

llullgesr < C(||M(0)||ca+v + sy + (1 + ||b||"gp)||u||Bg), (3.4)
where f := 0,u — oiﬂga)u -b-Vu.

Remark 3.3. Notice that the above b- Vu is well defined in the distributional sense since S+a >
1 (see [3]).

Proof of Lemma 3.2. (i) We first assume that u has compact support. Using operator A; act on
both sides of d,u = .Zo(a)u +b-Vu+ f, we get

Aju =L Nu+ b -VAju+[Ajb-Viu+A;f.
For p > 2, multiplying both sides by |A;ul’~>A;u and then integrating in x, we obtain

al| |Aju| |§ p=2 (@) p-2
—_— = |AjulP™"Aju " Ajudx + |Ajul”~(Aju) (b - V)Ajudx
R¢ R4 (3.5)
+ f |AjulP2(Aju) [Aj, b - Viudx + f |AjulP2(Aju)A; fdx.
Rd Rd
For the first term denoted by .#;, by Lemma 2.4, there is a constant ¢y > 0 such that
J1<0, ;< —002“j||Aju||§, j=0,1,2,---, p>2. (3.6)

For the second term denoted by 27, let S ; := Z{:l A and make the following decomposition:
% = fR ((b=Sb)-V)AulA ulP2A judx + fR (S VAuIA PP Audx =2 210 + 22
For ,,@Fj(l), by Bernstein’s inequality (2.3), we have

20 <Y MAD - DA ull Al < IABIIVA ull 1Al

k=) k>j

<2 Z Al llAull? < 20 Pl A jullp.

k>j

(3.7)
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Here and below, the constant contained in < is independent of p. For D@”j@), by the divergence
theorem and (2.3) again, we have

1 1
F? = - f (S b - V)AulPdx = —— f divS ;b |A julPdx
7opJre | p Jra ‘

. 1 )
< IS Dl < - 3 IdvAbIlIA (3.8)
k<j—-1
< 241 AcDllllAullh < 2P Ibll g NIAull].
~ kUlloco JYp = B/jo,oo JYIp
k<j-1

Combining (3.5)-(3.8) and by Holder’s inequality, we obtain
AWllAullh/p < =021 jso)llAulllh + CZH_ﬁ)jllbllBgo,mllAquIZ
+ 1A, b - V1ullpll A5~ + 1A 2l 1Al
Dividing both sides by ||A jullg_l and by Young’s inequality for products (due to 8+ a > 1), we
get for some cy,c, >0andall j > —1and p > 2,
A u@)ll, < —c2|Au@)ll, + g5(0),

where

a

g(1) = (Czllbllgf'1 + 012_“) 1Au®ll, + I1A), b - Vu@ll, + 1A DIl

By Gronwall’s inequality we have

1A u()ll, < e 2 |Au0)]], + ft e“"‘Z('j(t‘S)g{,(s)ds.
0
Letting p go to infinity, we obtain
IOl < & A0 + [ a2l ()ds
0
< [Au(O)ll + sup gL ()/(c12").

s€[0,1]

Hence,

e12%(A ju(lles < €12(|Aju(0)||eo + sup gL (s). (3.9)
s€[0,1]

Noticing that by the commutator estimate proved in [18, Lemma 2.1],
LA, b - Vil < 27 |IBllcs el cr-s,

we have

@

gl s (Ilbl ot 1) 1A ju®lleo + 27 IBllcslullcr-ser + 1A £ D)llco-

Since [[ullcs < [|ullzs, ., = Sup 5y (2”||Aju(t)||oo) for 0 < s ¢ N, by (3.9) and (1.7), we get

a

luOllcws < ¢ (IOl + 171y + (1615 + 1) el + Bllolully o

1 m
< Sl +  (lalcess + 11 fllgy + (1 + 11611 Ylelgy)

which yields the desired estimate.
(ii) For general u € A77, let ug = u - xg, where yr is defined in (1.10). We have

Orug = 'zo(a)”R +b-Vug+ f-xr+ub-Vyg+ [XR,D%O(Q)]M.
15



By what we have proved in step (i) and Lemma 3.1, we have

llugllgesr < C(IIMR(O)Ilcm + || fkllsy + (1 + ”b“’gﬁ)”uR”B(}) + CR_lllubIIB; + crllullger,
where limg_,., cg = 0. Letting R — oo for both sides, we complete the proof. O
To extend Lemma 2.6 to the variable coefficient case, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let a € (0,2) and k(x,z) : RY x RY — R be a bounded measurable function and
satisfy that for some 3 € (0, 1) witha + 8 ¢ N and k; > 0, all x,x’,z € R¢,

K, 2) — k(' D] < Kilx = ¥, 1oy f k(6 2)dz =0, r <R, (3.10)

r<|zI<R

For any € € (0, 1), there are constants ¢ = c(a,B,d) > 0 and c, = c.(ky,a,,d) > 0 such that
forall f € C*,

1L flics < (clikloo + NI fllcass + el flloo-
Proof. Fix y € R? and define

L0 f) 1= [ 20 w02l

]Rd
We have

L0 f(x) = L0 FON < LLLf(x) = LOf + 1L f(x) - L f ).
For the first term denoted by .#, by definition and (1.7), we have for 8 € (0, B),

I < f E@ £(x, 2)(k(x, 2) — k(y, 2))lz] ™" dz
Rd

<kilx —y¥ f ) IE@ f(x, )l 12" dz
R

<cglx = YWl flices < 1x = 3P (Ellfllcess + cell flle)

where we have used that |29 f(x, z)| < ||fllce+(|2]**® A 1). For the second term, by Lemma 2.6
and (2.2), we have

L9 f(0) = L0 fFOI < 1x = WIL flles < cllklleoll fllcasslx = yIP.
Combining the above inequalities, we complete the proof. O

Now we can show the following variable coefficients estimate.

Theorem 3.5. Let g € (0,1) witha + > 1 and y € (0,5] with @« +y ¢ N. Under (Hf) and
b € CP, there are constants ¢ = c(ko, @, 8,y,d) > 0 and m = m(a,3,y) > 0 such that for all
T >0andu e Ay,

llullgesr < C(||M(0)||cn+v + (1 + 1Dl lullgo. + ||f||B;), (3.11)
where f = du— LPu—b-Vu.

Proof. We use the freezing coefficients argument to show (3.11). Fix xo € R? and & € (0, 1).
Let y;’ be defined as in (1.10) with R = £ and define

Ke(X, 2) = [K(x, 2) — K(x0, D), Ly u(x) = f EDu(x, 2)k(x0, 2z dz.

Rd
Let u € A7, Define

f=0u— L%~ b-Vu, u;:=uy®.
16



It is easy to see that
O, :,fo(“)ug +b Vg + 2 f —ub - Vy® + (L u ,,%O(Q)u) + x>, Diﬂ(f")]u. (3.12)
Since y € (0, 5], we obviously have
Iz’ f = ub - Vxlller < collfller + lluller)- (3.13)
Noticing that

XL~ L u)(x) = f Eu(x, DKe(x, 2)l2l 7z = LV u(x),

R
by (Hf) and Lemma 3.4, we have
1L P uller < (e + ellullcar + cellulle. (3.14)
Moreover, by Lemma 3.1 and (1.7), we also have
I, Zy luller < ellulicos + callull. (3.15)
By (3.4), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) and (3.15), choosing € small enough we get

1
el coropom < ltellpesr < 3llullges + Ca(”u(o)”C‘”V + (1 + {16l luellgo. + IIfIIB;),
where c, is independent of x,. Thus we obtain (3.11) by taking supremum in x, € R%. O

Remark 3.6. (i) When a € [1,2), by the a priori estimate (3.11), it is by now standard to
show the existence of a solution u € A7” to Cauchy problem (3.1) by continuity method
(see the proof of Theorem 1.3 below).
(1i1) When a € (0, 1), consider the following viscosity approximation equation:

Ou=vA"?u+ Lu+b-Vu+ f, v>0. (3.16)

Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.5, from the proof of Theorem 3.5, it is easy to see
that the following uniform estimate holds

il < c(ligllc + 111y + (1 + NIl ). (3.17)

where the constants ¢, m > 0 are independent of 7', v > 0. From this viscosity approxima-
tion and uniform estimate (3.17), we can also show the existence of a solution u € BC;” to
supercritical equation (3.1) by a standard compact argument (see the proof of Theorem1.5
below).

4. SCHAUDER’S INTERIOR ESTIMATES

The following simple lemma is quite useful, which provides a way of treating the weighted
Holder norm by the usual Holder’s norm.

Lemma 4.1. Let D be a bounded domain and u € (0, 1). For xo € D and u € C(D), define
R := pdist(xp, 0D), uy'(x) := u(Rx + xo).

Forany 68 € R, v > 0 and m € N with mu < 1, there is a constant ¢ = c(6,y,u,m,d) > 1 such
that for all u € ny@)(D),

-1 4 4 [
Ml < sup (R7lly:s,,) < cllull, 4.1)
xoeD
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For any ¢ > 0, noticing that

Proof. Write N := SUP,ep Re”“}?”y;Bm-
[u;go](s;Bm = Ré[u](s;BmR(xO)’
we have
Re[uxo](S'Bm <(1- mﬂ)—|0+6l[u]((;;)D, 4.2)

©

which in turn implies that N < c||u|| for some ¢ > 1. Next, for k =0,--- ,[y], we have

ﬂmme»zwwﬂwu«m N/,
For xo,yo € D with d,, < d,,, if |xo — yo| < R, then

oy 1V 0Cx0) = V0 u(y)]
00 g =yl

<RI U0y, < N

If |XO - y()l > R, then
IV u(x0) — VI u(yo)
X0 — Yol

Thus we obtain ||u||(y9.3D

6+y
dXO Y0

< R (V)| + IV u(yo)l) < N/

< ¢N by taking supremum with respect to xg, yo € D. O
As a corollary we have the following interpolation result.

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < yy <y, <yywithy, ¢ Nandr := (y, —y1)/(y2 —vo). Forany T > 0 and
0 € R, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all u € B(G,T”)(D) with O,u € B(H,TVO)(D),

lleCry) = ultollcor ) < et = 10) 10:ull v (4.3)

T L e,

T
In particular, if (u,),en is a bounded sequence in B(H_YZ)(D) with (0,u,) ey bounded in B(H_W’)(D)
then there are u € B( 72)(D) and a subsequence u,, such that for any € € (0, y,—y,) and Dy € D,

]}1_)11; ||Mnk - M||L;°(Cvz-€([)0)) =0. (4.4)
Proof. First of all, by (4.1) and the usual interpolation inequality (1.7), we have

O-y1) @Y (1,,1¢-v)\' "
el < e (a9 ) (Ialll27) (4.5)

For any 8 € (0,r) and g > 1/, by Garsia-Rademich-Rumsey’s inequality (see [39]), we have

11 !
lute1) = wCt ), sm—mﬂ*jifHMﬂ—%ﬂ@n@ﬁ—ﬂ*ﬂﬁﬁ
to 71
<t - mwlfifumn—m»uwﬁnmn—mmﬂﬂﬂrwW%MMt

— sl ,
<m—mﬁ“(f gy dsdr |16l 17 o
to Iy (

r— )P B 00y By D)

which gives (4.3). As for (4.4), it is a direct consequence of (4.3) and Ascolli-Arzela’s lemma.
O

We prepare the following crucial lemma for later use.

Lemma 4.3. Let D be a bounded domain and « € (0,2). Let k(x,z) : R x R¢ — R be bounded
by ky and satisfy that for some 8 € (0, 1) and k; > 0,

[k(x,2) — k(x', 2)| < k1|lx — X'PP.
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Lety € [0,8] and 0 € [0, A 1). Suppose that one of the following two conditions holds:
(D 0>y, (()0<vy and |k(x,z2) —k(x,2) < kolz = 2T
Then there is a constant ¢ = c(a,B,v,0,d, ko, k1, k2, Ap) > 0 such that for all xy € D,
(e —xgom), |, < R “Tulen, ue i), (4.6)
where R := dist(x, 0D)/8 and f"(x) := f (Rx + Xo) for a function f.

Proof. (i) Assume 6 > y. Let &t := (1 — x,3)u. Noticing that for any x € Bg(xp) and z € Bg,
i(x + z) = 0, by definition (1.5), we have for x € Bg(xo),

L Oa(x) = f 5@ a(x, D g = f =@a(x, )50, @.7)
RY |z|+ >R |z|+e

Let x;, € 0D be such that

dist(xo, xp) = dist(xp, 0D) = 8R
Fix u € C /(D). Since C} (D) c C*(R?), we have for any x € Bg(x) and z € R?,

u(x + 2) — u(xp)l < (1x = xg| + |2 [ulgrs = OR + |2)"[ulo:p- (4.8)
For x € Bgr(xo), since y,55(x) = 1 and u(xj) = 0, by definition (1.5) we have
E@i(x,2) = (1 — Y32 (x + 2)u(x + 2) — u(xy)), z€ R (4.9)

Thus, by (4.8), for any x € Bg(xy) and z € R?, we have
IE@a(x, 2)| < |u(x + 2) — u(xp)| < OR + |2) [ulgp,
which yields by (4.7),
[(v%w)ﬁ);eo]o;gl = [ L W0y < [lep f

>R
On the other hand, for any x, x’ € Bgr(xo), since 6 > vy, by (4.9) and (4.8), we have
(@)

(R + |z)°

e < R"[ule:p. (4.10)

IE@u(x, 2) — EPu(x’, 2)| < log(x +2) = xop(xX + 2l lulx + 2) — u(xy)|
+ |u(x +2) — u(x’ + Z)I%(Iu(x +2) — u(xp)| + lu(x’ +z) — u(x(";)l)l_§
S R7Mx = X IR + 12D [ulgp + 1x — X' TR + 12)° " [l ps

which yields by (4.7) and Holder continuity of x(x, z) in x,

) =\X0 @) — R + Iz 0
(LD . = RLLO T < [l f R+ 1)

——dz < R"*[ulyp. (4.11)
R 17

(i1) Since i(z) = 0 for z € Bor(xp), we can write for x € Br(xp),

LD(x) = RE )T(x x|d+i) dz = f MM dz
5k (X0)

|.X _ Z|d+(t

Since |k(x,z) — k(X',Z)| < (|Ix — x | + |z — Z’])”, we have for x, y € Br(x),

f ﬁ(z)(K(x,z—X) _ K(y,z—y))dZ
B (x0) |Z _ x|d+a |Z _ y|d+a
k(x,z—=x) «k(y,z—
< o f ( ) K(nz-Y)
BS(x0)

|Z — x|d+a |Z _ y|d+a
which implies that for 6 < vy,

LD u(x) — Luy)| =

dz < [uloplx — y'R™,

(LR ],5 = R LDy < R [udop < Ay "R [ulop. (4.12)
Combining (4.10), (4.11) with (4.12), we obtain (4.6). O
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Now we can show the following local result of nonlocal operators in weighted Holder spaces.

Theorem 4.4. Let D be a bounded domain and « € (0,2). Let k(x, z) : R¢xR? — R be bounded
by ko and satisfy that for some 8 € (0, 1) and k; > 0,

K(x,2) = K, 2] < kil = P Ty f 2 k(6 2)dz =0, r <R, .13)

r<|z|[<R
Lety € (0,B] witha +7y ¢ Nand 0 € (—oo,a A 1). Suppose that one of the following two
conditions holds:
@DO=y, ()O<vy and |k(x,2) —k(x,7)| < Kkolz = 7.
Then there is a constant ¢ = c(a, 5,7, 0,d, ko, K1, k2, Ap) > 0 such that for all u € C;Hy)(D),

—6 -0
IZul” < e (Il + Locoillullon) - (4.14)

Proof. Foru € C/)(D) and xo € D, let R := dist(xo, dD)/8 and x}’ be defined by (1.10). Define

a+y
= xoput, 0= (1= x3)u, kg(x,z) = k(Rx + xo, R2).

By scaling, we have
(Zon)’ =
K R
Hence, by Lemma 3.4, there is a constant ¢ = c(a, v, d, ko, k1, Ap) > 0 such that

(L2, < RULDENer < RN |cosr-

R L. (4.15)

||7;Bl
Since it = x»u, has support in B,, we further have by (4.1),

[(ZPaR| 5, < RNt llasyz, < RNl L), (4.16)
which together with (4.6) yields

(L], < R (IS0 + Lipeor i Nl -
Thus we obtain the desired estimate by (4.1). O

Below we show the interior estimates of Dirichlet problems in weighted Holder spaces.

Theorem 4.5. Let D be a bounded domain and a € (0,2), 5 € (0, 1). Suppose (Hf) and b € CP.
For giveny € (0,B]witha+y ¢ Nand 6 € [0,a A 1), letu € BE;‘?(D) satisfy
Ou =L+ 1yeah - Vu+ finR, X D. (4.17)
If one of the following two conditions holds:
@D O=y;, (i) 6<yandlk(x,z)—k(x,7) < kilz =7V,

then there is a constant ¢ = c(d, ko, k1, @, 3,7, 6, Ap) > 0 such that for all T > 0,

el i, < (Ot 0y + 1l + il 0 ) (4.18)
provided that the right hand side is finite.
Proof. For xy € D, let R := dp<(xp)/8 and define
ug(t, x) := R™u(R, Rx + xo), wg(t, x) := ug(t, x)x1(x)
and
kr(x,2) := k(Rx + X9, Rz), bp(x) := b(Rx + xo), fr(t,x) := f(R"t,Rx + Xx).
By definitions and scaling, it is easy to see that
Owr = LW + Loen )R 'br - Vwg + fax1 + gr in Ry XRY, (4.19)
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where

gr = X1 L1 = x2)ug) + [y1, L1 (x2ur)

1 2 3
- R" uRlae[l »br - Vyi = gﬁe) + gﬁe) + gﬁe)-

Noticing that
ur(R™°t,x) = R™u(t, Rx + xo) =: R™"u (1),
by the global Schauder’s estimate (3.11), we have

R a sup ”u (t)||a+'y B X HMRHL?R 2(CTY(BY) < ”WR”B‘;;;ZQ

1€[0,T] (4.20)
S [WrO)llcesr + [Iwrllgo .+ lfrxiller , +11grlle7
TR™@ TR™@ TR~

Fix 8 € [0, @ A 1). Let us estimate the right hand side of (4.20). First of all, it is easy to see that
by (4.1),

WrOllcerr < ur(O)llary:z, S R (OIS, (4.21)
and
”WR”B(;IF ||MR||L°T°R L(COBy)) S RG_“”“HBB;')(D), 4
Ifexiller < Ikl v S R* ”f”B;fj;")(D)' (422
Next we estimate [|grllpy < ||gR)||B;R B +1lgS My o+ ||g(3)||B;R_a. Since the time variable does

not play any role in the following calculations, we drop it and estimate ||gg||c». For gg), noticing
that
LA = xDuR)x) = L = xR + xo).

by the definition of g(l), we have for any € € (0, 1),

Ik ller = [|(22 —xegm) ]|
(@)

) (4.

(4.6) (1.7
6— (-6 06— 6 6)
< R E R (el + D)

For g, by Lemma 3.1 with R = 1 there and Young’s inequality, for any & € (0, 1), there is a
constant ¢, > 0 such that

2
gk ller < elbgaurlicesr + colbyaurlico < llitrllary:s, + collitellos,

- @b - -6 g
<SR (el Nasy, + ol llos,) < R (llull 0, + colullyy)

@) , by (1.7) and (4.1) again, we have

For g,

3) 0— -6 0)
18 ler < cllugllys, < ellugllosys, + collurllon, < R (llulll)), + colullyy) -

Combining the above calculations, we get for any € € (0, 1),

”gR”B’T'Ri(Z < RH—af (Sllu”ny:}y)-T(D) + CS”””]BE);)(D)) . (423)
By (4.20), (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23), we obtain that for any € € (0, 1),

-0 s
R sup I Ol < el i+ (IO + Wfllico,) + cellalc oy

which implies (4.18) by Lemma 4.1 and choosing € small enough. O

When @ € (0,1) and the drift b is non-zero, as explained in the introduction, by scaling
equation (4.19), one sees that R*~! will blow up as R — 0. Therefore we have to choose suitable
6 to eliminate the factor R*! appearing in (4.19). Moreover, in order to show the existence of a
solution to the supercritical Dirichlet problem, we shall use the viscosity approximation method.

We have
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Theorem 4.6. Let D be a bounded domain and «,8 € (0, 1) with a + 8 > 1. Suppose (Hf) and
beCP. Forye(l-a,Bl 0 €[0,1)and v >0, let u € B{,"(D) satisfy

Ou=vA"?u+ Lu+b-Vu+ finR, x D.
If in addition for some k; > 0,
|k(x, 2) = k(x, 2) < kilz = 2,
then there is a constant ¢ = c(v,d, kg, @,y,0, Ap) > 0 such that for all T > 0,
”u”Bg;"y)j(D) ScC (””(O)”c‘,fy)(D) + ”f”]g(yl;;e)(D) + ”u”Bg;ﬁ)(D)) s (424)

and there are 8y = 0y(a, 8,v) > 0 and a constant ¢ = c(d, ko, k1, @, B, Y, 60y, Ap) > O such that for
allT >0andv > 0,

el < € (1Ot g + Wl + g ). (4.25)
Proof. (1) By (4.18) with @ = 1 and (4.14), we have

”u”B(];"y);T(D) <c (llu(o)llc(l+"y)(p) + ||:=2ﬂ,((w)l/l||B§,1;;9)(D) + ”f”B;l;;g)(D) + ||M|IBE);>(D))

Sc (”u(o)”(;(]:’y)(p) + ”u”nylIﬁ}”)(D) + ”f”IB;l;;g)(D) + ”u”B&ﬁ)(D)) .
By (4.5) and Young’s inequality, we further have for any € € (0, 1),
||u”B(11?;T(D) < C”u(o)”(;(lfy)(p) + gllu”]g(l;“;);r(p) + Ca'lullB(()t;Y-9>(D) + C”f”]gi};;e)(p) + ”u”BB?;’)(D)’

C . 1
which in turn gives (4.24) by ||u||BBl;;779)(D) < ’lD+y||u”BE;ﬁ)(D)'

(i) To show the uniform estimate (4.25), we follow the proof of Theorem 4.5. For xy € D,
let R := dpe(xo)/8 and ug, wg, kg, bg and fz be defined as in Theorem 4.5. By definitions, it is
easy to see that

8,WR = VRQ_IAI/ZWR + D%;)WR + Ra_le -Vwg + fR)(l + gr in R, X Rd,
where
. a—1 1/2 (@)
gr = VR A (1 = x2)ug) + 1 L8 = x2)ug))
+ VR 1, AP 1(aur) + [x1, L1 (2ur)
— R 'ugbg - Vy, =: gg) + gg) + gg) + gg).
Let m be as in (3.17). By the global Schauder’s estimate (3.17), we have

R™ sup |lug (Dlla+y:s, < ||MR||L;°R,H(CH+V(B.)) < [wrllger
t€[0,T] TR (4 26)
-1
< Iwallcs + (14 R™ Dliwellgs  + fiillyy , + Igalle -

Here and below, the constant contained in < is independent of R € (0, 4p),xp € D and v, €
(0,1). As in the proof of Theorem 4.5, noticing that

g2 () = x1 {A? + L (A - i) (Rx + xo),
by (4.6) with 6 = 0 there, we have
6 12 @) o xoya)O 1 pea
Iskller s ({82 + 2} @ —xzpw) ||, < B+ Rludoo.
Fix n € (0,@). By Lemma 3.1, (1.7) and Young’s inequality, we have for any € € (0, 1),

2 -1 1
g ller < R Maugliers < R Nlullyn:s,
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—1 _
< Ellugllo+y:p, + RO D@ n)||MR||O;B4

—g— 0 0+(a—1 -
< R (el + cRVE Ol ),

and

3 —6- 0
I8 ler < ellillayen, + collurllos, < R (ellull(,., + csllullo) -

For gg), by (1.7) again, we have

(-1 (a+y)/a

4 -1
g ller < R lutrllyip, < ellugllasys, + R el
—0— 0 0+(a—1
SR (&llull ), + ROV g )
Combining the above calculations and choosing 6 large enough, we get for any € € (0, 1),
—9—
el , <R (el oy + collilsg ) .27)
and also
-1 —1)+0 p—0—
(1+ R gl coy < AR lullyo (4.28)

By (4.21), (4.22), (4.26), (4.27) and (4.28), we obtain that for all € € (0, 1),
RY sup g Olleeyy < ellllyy o) + co{ 1O, + I llstesny + lllg ).

which implies the desired estimate by Lemma 4.1 and choosing € small enough. O

5. PROBABILISTIC REPRESENTATION FOR DIRICHLET PROBLEM

Let Q be the space of all cadlag functions from R, to R?, which is endowed with the Sko-
rokhod topology. Let X,(w) = w, be the coordinate process over Q2 and {ﬁto;t > 0} the natural
filtration generated by X. For Borel sets A, D C R¢, denote by o4 and 7, the hitting time of A
and the first exit time of D respectively, i.e.,

o =inf{t >20: X, € A}, 7p:=inf{t > 0: X, ¢ D}.
The following relation will be used frequently in the strong Markov property: for A C D,
Tp=04+Tpob,, Oonoy <1p, (5.1)

where 6,(w) := w,,. is the usual shift operator on Q.

Below we shall present a general probabilistic representation for Dirichlet problem of nonlo-
cal parabolic operators. Let J(x, z) be a nonnegative measurable function on R? x R¢, which is
a Lévy jump kernel and satisfies that for some ¢ € (0, 2],

TP (x) = f (1 A l2”)J(x,2)dz < o0, Yx € R”.
R4
Let .%) be the nonlocal Lévy operator associated with J, that is, for any f € C;(RY),

L) = fR (G +2) = F) = sz V) (3, e

Throughout this section we always assume that

(MP) J(()ﬁ) and b are bounded measurable, and for each x € R, there is a unique probability
measure P, over .Z so that for any u € BYY! with d,u € BY. (see (3.3) for a definition of
space BY),

u(t, X;) — u(0, x) — f Osu + Lu+b-Vu)(s, X,)ds (5.2)
0
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is an ﬁto—martingale starting from zero under P,. In particular, {X,P,; x € R’} forms a
family of strong Markov processes (see [23]). We shall denote by .%, the augmentation
filtration of ﬁ,o with respect to (P,)re, and P, f(x) := E,f(X;). Moreover, we also
require P; : CX(RY) — C,(RY).

Remark 5.1. Let s € (0, 1) with @+ > 1. Under (Hf) and b € CP, the above assumption (MP)
is satisfied for J(x,z) = k(x,z)/|z]**®. In fact, since the coefficients are bounded continuous,
the existence of martingale solutions is well-known (see [28, p.536, Theorem 2.31]). We only
show the uniqueness. Given T > 0 and f € CX(RY), let u € B?ﬁ be the unique solution of the
following nonlocal equation (see Remark 3.6),

ou+Lu+b-Vu+ f=0, uT,x)=0.

T
u(0, x) = E, (f f(Xs)ds).
0

Since the left hand side does not depend on P,, the uniqueness follows by [39, Corollary 6.2.4].
Moreover, again by Remark 3.6, we have P, : C®(R?) — C,(RY).

By (5.2), we get

5.1. Probabilistic representation. The following Lévy system is a crucial tool in the study of
jump processes (see [10] and [14] for a proof).

Theorem 5.2. Let f be a nonnegative measurable function on R, x R? x R? vanishing on
{(s,x,y) : x = y}. For any x € R? and stopping time 7, it holds that

E, [Z fls X, Xg) =E, ( f [ fx D02 Xs>dzds) . (5.3)
0 JRA

SST

The Lévy system will be used in many situations as follows, which exhibits the main feature
of jump processes.

Lemma 5.3. Let D C R? be an open subset and A C D a measurable subset with dist(A, D) > 0.
For any x € D, we have

D
P.(X., € A) =E, (f fJ(XS,z - Xs)dzds). (5.4)
0 Ja
In particular, if the Lebesgue measure of A is zero, then
P.(X;,€A)=0, xeD.
Proof. Since dis(A, D) > 0, we have
LoeryTaXep) = > 1p(X,)1a(X,).

0<s<Tp

Since D is open, P.(tp > 0) = 1 for x € D. By the Lévy system (5.3) with f(s,x,y) =

15(x)14(y), we have
D
= Ex (f le(Xv)J(Xv’ <~ XS)dZdS ,
0 A

which gives (5.4) because X, € D for s < 7p. O

Pu(Xy, € A) = Ex( D X)X,

0<s<tp

The following result states the quasi-left continuity of X, which is essentially contained in

[19, page 70, Theorem 4]. We sketch it’s proof.
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Lemma 5.4. Let D c R? be a bounded domain and D,, T D. For each x € R? and P,-almost all
w € Q, it holds that

Tp,(w) T Tp(w), Xrp () (W) = Xopw)(w).

Proof. Let 7o, := sup, 7,. Obviously, 7., < 7p. Moreover, we also have X;, — X;_ a.s., which
follows by the same argument as in the proof of [19, page 70, Theorem 4]. Now since X, € D¢
for eachn € N and D, T D, we must have X, € D¢, which implies that 7, = 7p a.s. O

To present the probabilistic representation and a maximum principle of nonlocal Dirichlet
problem, we introduce the following class of functions pair: for y > 0,

ueL>(R,;C’ (D)NL RY)) N CR, X (aD)C)}

loc loc

O € Liye(Ri;Cioe(D)),  f € Ly, (R X D)

loc loc

(5.5)

H'(D) := {(u,f)

Theorem 5.5. Let D be a bounded domain, and b € Ly (D) and (u, f) € H”'(D) satisfy
ou=Lu+b-Vu+ f on R, XD. (5.6)

Suppose that OD has Lebesgue zero measure, and one of the following two conditions holds:
(1) f>20o0r feLy (Ry;Cy(D)), and for all x € D, P.(X-, € D) = 0.

loc

(1) f e Ly (Ry; Cp(D)), and OD =Ty U Ty, where I'y and 'y are two disjoint measurable sets,

loc

and for all x € D, P(X;, € I'y) = 0 and u € C((0, 00) X (D UT')) with u|,cpxr, = 0.
Then for all x € R? and t > 0, it holds that

u(t, x) = By(u(0, X): < 7p) + B, ( f Y r-s, Xs)ds)
0

(5.7)
+ Ex(u(t —Tp, X7,); Tp < 1, X € 6D).
In particular, we have the following maximum principle:
||M||L°;(CO(D)) < ||M(0)||CO(D) + T||f||L°T°(C°(D)) + ”u”L‘;’(CO(D“))- (5.8)

Proof. For x ¢ D, there is nothing to prove since P,(tp = 0) = 1 by the definition of 7. We
assume x € D. Let p, be a family of mollifiers with support in B,. Define u, := u * p,. Let
D, T D. Fix t > 0. Applying (5.2) to function (s,y) — u.(t — s,y), we have

IATD,,
Exua(t —IA TD,,’XI/\TD”) = us(t7 X) - Exf (8sus - g]”a - b : Vus)(t -5, Xs)ds~
0
Fix y € D,. For € < dist(D,,, D°)/2 =: 6,, we drop the time variable and write

Lug(y) = f| » (ue(y + 2) = u(y) — Lz - Vue(0)J (v, 2)dz

+ f (Ue(y + 2) = ue(y) = Lygenz - VeI (v, 2)dz =: IV (y) + [P ().
2|6,

Since u € C?V(D), by ||J(()ﬂ)||oo < oo and the dominated convergence theorem, we have

loc
lim 10) = [+ = u0) = Lz UGG ek,
e Izl <6,

and by u € L(RY) N C(RY \ 6D),

lim 1P@) = f (u(y + 2) = u(y) = Ljg<nyz - Vu(y)J(y, 2)dz.

zI>6n
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Moreover, it is easy to see that

sup ”(asus - gjue -b- VMSHLOO([OJ]XD”) < 00.
£€(0,6,,)

Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem and (5.6), we have

IATD,, PN IATD,,
E, f @site — Lyt — b - V)t — 5, X,)ds > E, f £t = 5, X,)ds.
0 0

Notice that for fixed n, by Lemma 5.3 and [0D| = 0 we have
P.(X:,, € 0D) = 0.
Since u € C(R, x (RY\ D)) is bounded, by the dominated convergence theorem again, we have

lln'ol Exus(t —IA TD”?XI/\TD,,) = Exu(t —IA TD,» Xt/\‘rD,,)~
&>

Combining the above limits, we get

IATD,
Eu(t —t A1p,, Xiney,) = ult, x) — Exf f(t—s,X)ds. (5.9)
0

Write
Eou(t =t ATp,. Xiney,) = Bo(u(t = 7p,. Xe, ) 7p, < 1) + Bi(u(0, X,): 7p, > 1). (5.10)
Since 7p, T 7p, we have
lim E(u(0, X,); Tp, > t) = Eo(u(0, X,); 7p > 1). (5.11)
Let _ _
Qy = Uylw : Xy, () € DY}, Q) = Nylw : Xp), () € D\ Dy}

Notice that for any w € €, there is a ny such that for all n > ny, X;, ()(W) = Xr)w)(w) € De.
Hence,

lim E,(u(t = 7p,. Xr,, ): p, < £.Q0) = Ey(u(t = 7p, Xr,)): Tp < 1, X, ¢ OD). (5.12)

n—oo

Moreover, by Lemma 5.4, we have

Puw : Xrp, (W) = Xrpw(w)) = 1 = P(Q) = Pu(X;, € 0D). (5.13)

(1) If Py(X;, € D) = 0, then P,(Q) = 0. Hence, combining this with (5.10)-(5.12), and taking
limits n — oo for (5.9), by the monotone convergence theorem or the dominated convergence
theorem, we obtain (5.7).

(i) Write Qf = Q; + Q,, where
Ql = Qg N {XTD S ro}, Qz = Q(C) N {XTD S Fl}
Fix x € D. By the assumption we have

lim E,(u( = 7, Xr, ) Tp, < £,Q1) = 0. (5.14)

To treat Ex(u(t = Tp,» Xp, )s Tp, S 1, Qz), notice that there is a countable set .7, C R, so that
P(tp=1)=0, t ¢ 7. (5.15)

Since u € C((0, 00) X (D x I'y)) and ul( cojxr, = 0, for ¢ ¢ 7, we have

lim E(u(t = 7p,» X, ): Tp, < £, Q) = lim Eo(u(t = 7p,. Xe, ) T, < Tp < 1, Q) =0,

n—oo
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which together with (5.9)-(5.14) yields (5.7) for t ¢ .7,. Next we assume ¢ € .7,, and choose
t, ¢ 7, sothatt, | t. By what we have proved and (5.15), it holds that

u(tm X) = Ex(u(tn —Tp, XTD); tn > Tp, XTD ¢ aD) + Ex(u(o, Xt,,); tn < TD)
n
+E, (f fGs, X;n_s)l{,n_mn}ds) = IV + 12+ 19
0

For IV, by u € C([0, o) x D¢), we have
lim I = E(u(t - 7p. Xz,): > 7p, Xz, ¢ D).

n—oo

For I'? and I'?, since 1 - X, is right continuous and u, f are bounded continuous in D, by the
dominated convergence theorem, we have

!
111’13 I’(12) = EX(M(O, X))t < TD), 11113 1’53) =E, (f f(S, Xt—s)l{t—s<‘rD}ds) .
n— n— 0
Combining the above limits, we obtain (5.7) for any ¢ > 0. O

Remark 5.6. The above case (ii) will be used in the supercritical case. Notice that the condition
ulo.)xr; = O can be replaced with that for each z € dD, the limit lim,_,o u(t, z) exists and is
denoted by u. (z). If so, we need an extra term E(u). (Xz,,); 7p = 1, X, € T}) in (5.7).

We also need the following simple estimate.

Lemma 5.7. Let D be a bounded domain and f € C,(RY) N C? (D) and g € C,(D) satisfy

loc

Zif(x)+b(x)-Vf(x) < glx), xeD.
Then for any x € D, it holds that

Ef(X,) < S0+, [ g0ds (5.16)
0
Proof. Let D, 1T D. As in the proof of Theorem 5.5 and by the assumption, we have

B (Xey) = )+, [ (L 45T H00s < f0+ B, [ g
0 0
By taking limits n — oo, we obtain the desired estimate. O

5.2. Estimates of exit times. The following lemma is well-known (see [37], [10] and [14]).
For the reader’s convenience, we provide the proof here.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that for some a € (0,2) and k1, k; > 0,

Ve J0x, 2) < K2, f J(x 2z < ko

|z|>1

Then there is a constant co > 0 such that for all xo € R and t > 0, & € (0, 1),
Py (TBg) < 1) < €0 (/& + [IDllot/E) .
Proof. Given f € C;(R?) with f(0) = 0 and f(x) = 1 for |x| > 1, set

fe(x) := f((x = x0)/e), &> 0.
By (5.2) and the optional stopping theorem,

TBs(X())/\t
Pt <0) < BufiXoyn) =Bu [ (Zifi+ b TS (5.17)
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By the assumption, we have for all € € (0, 1),

L1 fe(0)] = fR e+ 2) = fo(2) = Lgenz - V() (%, 2)dz

V2 flleo IV felloo
S f | |d+(z—2 dz + | |d+(z—1 dz + ”f:S“ooKZ
ld<e I 1l>e 12

S UVl + IV Alle0)e™ + I fllcokz S 877,

and
1b(x) - V fo(0] < ||l IV fllo /€.
Substituting them into (5.17), we obtain the desired estimate. O

We need the following moment estimate of the exit time 7 from a bounded domain D.
Lemma 5.9. Let D C R? be a bounded domain. Suppose that for some « € (0,2) and ky > 0,
J(x,2) > Kolz| 4.
Then for any n € N, there is a constant c, depending only on n,a,d, ky such that for all x € R?,
E, 7} < c Ay (5.18)

Proof. Recall that Ap = diam(D). Let T := inf{s > 0 : |AX,| > Ap}. For any ¢ > 0, by the Lévy
system (5.3) and the assumption, we have

T Nt
P(T <1 = Ex( Z 1{|AX5|>/1D}] =E, (fo ds fl ) J(XS,Z)dZ)
Z|>Ap

s<T At

> 1AL BT A1) = 1A' 1PA(T > 1),
where ¢, = ¢i(a, ko, d) > 0. This together with {T < t} C {rp < t} implies that for all x € D,
Pu(tp > 1) < P(T > 1) < 1/(1 + ¢ A51).
Moreover, for any n € N, by the Markov property,
Pu(tp > nt) = Py(tp > ntl. 1) = B[Py, (tp > :7p > (n = 1)t)
<1/ 4+ DP(rp > (n— D) <--- < 1/(1 + 145",

Therefore, for any n € N, by the change of variable, we have

E. 7% =n f " 'Pu(tp > )dt = n(n + 1)" f 'Pu(rp > (n+ Do)dr
0 0

00 tn—] 00 tn—l
<nn+1yY | — L dr=ntm+ " | ——ar,
nn+ 1) j; (1 + e Loy an+ D7) fo (1 +

which yields the desired estimate. O
Remark 5.10. From the above two lemmas, if

Ve J(x,2) < kil2l ™%, J(x,2) > Kolal ™77,
then for any n € N, there is a constant ¢, > 1 such that for all x € R? and & € (0, 1),

¢, (Lp=o&” + Lppoe™ )" < Byt ) < €™ (5.19)
Indeed, the upper bound follows by (5.18). For the lower bound, by Lemma 5.8 we have

EXTZg(x) > "P(Tp,m) = 1) = 1"(1 — co(t/e” + ||bllt/€)).

Taking t = (1,208 + 1,40&*"!")/(4cy), we obtain the lower bound.

The following two lemmas about the estimate of the first exit time are useful.
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Lemma 5.11. Let D C RY be an open subset. Suppose that there is a constant ¢y > 0 such that
for each x € D, there is a neighborhood Q, € D of x such that

P (X;,, € D°) > co. (5.20)
Then for any A C D¢,
sup P (Xr, € A) < supP.(X;, € A)/co. (5.21)
xeD xeD

In particular, if A has Lebesgue zero measure, then P(X., € A) = 0 for each x € D.
Proof. Since X, = X;, 06, onty < 7p, by the strong Markov property we have
Pi(Xr, €A) =P(Xy, €A; Xr,, € D) +Pi(X;, € A; Xr,, € D)
= P(X,, €A)+ EX(IPXTQX (Xep € A); Xy, € D)
< Pu(X,, €A) +supP(X;, € A)P(Xr, € D).

xeD

Taking supremum with respect to x € D and by the assumption, we obtain
supP.(X;, € A) < supPu(Xr,, € A) +supP(X;, € A)(1 - ¢op),

xeD xeD x€eD
which implies the desired estimate (5.21). If A has Lebesgue zero measure, since dist(A, Q,) >
0, by Lemma 5.3, we have P.(X,, € A) =0 for each x € D. So P,(X;, € A) = 0. O

Lemma 5.12. Let V, U, D be three bounded domains. Suppose that V€ U, VN D # 0 and for
some a € (0,2) and ko > 0,

J(x,2) > Kolz| 4.
Then there is a constant cy = co(U, V, D) > 0 such that for all x € V. N D,

EXTD < COEXTUQD. (522)

Proof. For x e VN D, since Tp = Tynp + Tp 0 0, by the strong Markov property, we have

unD?

E,tp < Eitynp + Ex(tps Tunp < Tp)

ZEXTUQD + Ex(EX

wynp TD3 TUND < TD) (5.23)

<
< ZEXTUQD + Px(TUﬂD < TD) sup EXTD.
xeD

Let f be a C*>-function with
f()=0,xeV, f(x)=1, xe U.
It is easy to see that
c1 =1L f+b- Ve < 0.
wop € D\ U, by (5.16), we have for x € VN D,
Py(tunp < 7p) < BEof (Xzy,p) < c1BxTunp.

Substituting this into (5.23) and by (5.18), we obtain (5.22). O

Since Tynp < Tp implies X,

The following result states that the process always jumps out a bounded domain without
touching the boundary.

Proposition 5.13. Let D be a bounded domain satisfying the uniformly exterior cone condition.
Let a € (0,2). Suppose that b = 0 if @ € (0, 1), and for some Ky, k1, k; > 0,

J(x,2) > Kolz ™%, J(x, D) 1geny < kalz ™0, f J(x,2)dz < k. (5.24)

lzI>1
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Then for each x € D, it holds that
P.«(X;, € 0D) = 0. (5.25)
Moreover, if P, o X;'(dy) < dy for each s > 0, then
P.(X,,- € 0D, X,, ¢ D°) = 0. (5.26)

Proof. (i) We first show (5.25). Fix a point x € D. Let z, € dD be such that dist(x, D) = |x—2z,].
SetR := (Jx —z/ A 1)/3 and Q, := Bg(x). Since 0D satisfies uniformly exterior cone condition,
there is a cone Cy with vertex z, and angle 6 > 0 not depending on the point x such that
Cy N Br(zy) € D¢ and |Cy N Br(zy)| = coR™?, where ¢y = c¢(6,d). Noticing that for some
¢y =ci(dp) >0,

diam(Bg(x) U Br(z,)) < cIR,

by formula (5.4) and the assumption, we have

TQOx TOx d
P(X,, €D)=E, | ds f J(X,, 7z — X,)dz > KoE, f ds f =
’ 0 ¢ 0 ConB(zy) 17— X|H

dz
> koE,To, f ——— > cR “E,7p,.
* JeunBay (C1R)TH

Since b = 0 for @ € (0, 1), by (5.19) withe = Rand n = 1, we get
P (Xr,, € D) > ¢o >0,
where ¢ is independent of x € D. Thus by Lemma 5.11, we obtain (5.25).

(i1) For (5.26), it suffices to show that for any &, T > 0 (see [1]),
]P)X(XT/\TD— € aD’ XT/\TD € IRd\D(E) = 0’
where D? := {x € RY : dist(x, D) < &}. By the Lévy system (5.3), we have

TATp
P.(Xrrrp € 9D, X., € RI\D") = E, f 1ix,com) f J(X,, 7 — X,)dzds
0 D;

&

T
< CgExf 1{XS€8D}dS =0.
0
The proof is complete. O

Remark 5.14. Notice that J(x,z) := vz™" + «(x, 2)|lzI74% with v > 0 and 0 < «(x,z) < ki,
a’ € (0, 1), satisfies (5.24) for o = 1.

6. SUBCRITICAL AND CRITICAL CASES: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

6.1. Distance functions. Let U C R? be any open subset. The aim of this subsection is to
prove some basic estimates for L9 when U is a half space, a ball’s complement and a
bounded C?-domain, respectively. Fix a € (0, 2). Throughout this subsection we assume

K61 < k(x,2) < Ko, lazlf zk(x,2)dz=0, 0 <r <R < 0. (6.1)
r<|z|<R

Lemma 6.1. Let Q := {x = (x1,--- ,x3) € R? : x| > 0} be the half space. Under (6.1), there are

constants 6y € (0, %) and cy > 0 only depending on ko, d, a such that for any 6 € (0, 6,],

(Ldty) () < —eodip(x) = —cp2l ™", x€ Q. (6.2)
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Proof. Lete; :=(1,0,---,0) and for z = (71, -+ ,zg) and x = (x1, -+ , Xy),
7= (@ 20) € RTY (@) = k(s (zn 2)-
Notice that dp-(x) = (x1)+ = x; V 0. For x € Q, by scaling we have
(L) 00 = X7 (4G ) e
Hence, it suffices to prove (6.2) for x = e; and «(x, z) = k(z). Noticing that
Vd).(e)) = (6,0, - ,0),
by definition we have

k(2)

(Z2d)) (er) = f (208 = 1= OLamt Lpgen + Lo 2))21) e
K(Z
= f ((1 +Zl) - 1-6(1,11 <1y + 1ae(l2))Zl) @) ——dz

| |d+a
{z1>-1}

3
21k(z) f K(2)

-0 Lo Ly + 1, dz — dz =: 1;(6).

j{;g (Lo=11j<ny + Loeq, 2))| d+a ey I ; C)

For 1,(0), by the change of variables (z; = 5,z = sy withy € R4 1), we have

IL6)] < & fmf |+ 20 = 1 = 021 (Lo Lger) + Locin) dardz
1 XX KO 1 Jpai 1 1 a=1 {|Z|<1} 0’6(1,2) (|Z1|2 + |ZT|2)(d+a)/2
sT17%dsdy

00
= KO
—1JRd4-1

By elementary calculations, one sees that
lim|7,(6)] = 0

(1 + S)H — 1 — gs(la=11|s|2(l+|y|2)<1 + 1(26(1,2))‘ W.

For 1,(0), as above we have

|z11dz;dz]

—1
11,(6)] <K09f f Lo—1 1<y + Loci2 .
<000 )L ey ot + Lec2) G

« s *dsdy
= kb 1,1, 1) — 2
O fl R{[-] ( 1 2(1+|y|2)<1 6(172))(1 + |y|2)(d+a)/2

< ckpb.

For I5(6), we have

! dz,dz*
- 2148, q
13(9)<—K1f f — f f
0 o Jmi (|Zl|2 + |Z*1<|2)(d+a)/2 0 . S1+a Rd-1 (1 + |)7|2)(d+")/2

Combining the above calculations, we obtain
-1
(o%“)dgf) (e1) < (—ciky + CyKo),

where ¢y — 0as 8§ — 0 and ¢; = ci(a,d). Thus we obtain the desired estimate by letting 6
small enough. O

Remark 6.2. When « = 1, by more careful calculations, we have (for example, see [32])

N —Co, 0€ (05 Q)a
(Afd))Een =10, 6=%, (6.3)
C1, 0 e (29 a)’

where ¢g, c; > 0 only depends on d, @, 6.

Next we show the same estimate for any ball’s complement.
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Lemma 6.3. Under (6.1), there exists a 6, € (0, 5) such that for all 6 € (0, 6y), there are 6,c¢ > 0
only depending on 6, ko, d, & such that for any x, € R? and R > 0,

(L} ) () < =+ il (), X € Broas(xo) \ Br(xo).
Proof. Noticing that dp,(,,)(x) = (|x — xo| — R),, we have
dBg(xp)(X) = Rdp,((x — x0)/R),
and by scaling,
(Zodf, ) () = R (L0d5, ) ((x = x0)/R),

where «z(x, z) := k(x, Rz). Hence, without loss of generality, we may assume xo = 0 and R = 1.
For simplicity we write

h(x) = df (x) = (x| = D}, g(x) = (x; — 1)].
Letr>0and x, = (1 +7,0,---,0) € R%. Noticing that
h(x,) = g(x,), Vh(x,) =60r""e, = Vg(x,),

we have

LD - g)(x,) = f (e +2) = gl + z»%dz

R
Notice the following elementary inequality: for 6 € (0, 1) and a,b > 0,

(T+a)l+b)"*<1+a+b% (a+b)’ -a’ <@ 'b)nd’.
For any z = (z1,2}) € R%, if r + z; > 0, then
0
hx,+2) = g +2) = {(L+r+ 2 + 15D = 1) = 1r+ 21’
<(r+zl+15P = Ir+ 2l < (r+ 2P Al
if r + z; <0, then g(x, + z) = 0 and

% 0
e+ < (U +r+2? + 15772 = 1) < (A =lr+a)’+15H)"7 - 1),

1/2 o
<(A+lr+al + 15D = 1) <lr+ 2P + P

Hence,

@ —1 % * dZ
L= g)(x) < Ko f (r + 2"z Ale P

{r+z1>0} |Z|d+a
dz

20 26
+Kof (r+ 2l + 1P —=
{r+z1<0} |z]

iy ((r 9—1f |z*dz +f Izlzadz)
X KQ E)
Li<r2 124+ w2 1210

Y dz N dz
Ko |z|d+a Ko ||d+a=260
{r+z1<0} {r+z1<0}

1+60-a 20—-a
< cako (5 + S5 - (6.4)

On the other hand, by Lemma 6.1, there are 6, € (0, 5) and ¢y > 0 such that for all 8 € (0, 6,],
ﬂa)g(xr) < _COre_a,
which together with (6.4) yields

LOn(x,) < —cor”* + ¥ < —cor?)2,
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provided r € (0, (co/(2¢1))"/? A 1). By rotational invariance, we obtain the desired estimate. O

Remark 6.4. By (6.3), for any 6 € (0, 2), there are ¢, > 0 such that for all x, € R? and R > 0,

(A%, ) 0 < —c i (0, ¥ € Butao() \ Balxo). (6.5)

Now we extend the above lemma to general bounded C?-domain.

Lemma 6.5. Let D be a bounded C?>-domain and b a bounded vector field. Under (6.1), there
exists a 6y € (0, %) such that for all 0 € (0,80y], there are ,cy € (0,1) only depending on
0, |||, k0, d, a, D such that

(LD + Loen b - Vdj)) (x) < —codfy(x), x € D\D,,
where D, :={x € D : dp-(x) > &}.

Proof. Since D is a bounded C 2_domain, for each boundary point zy € dD, there is an exterior
tangent ball B,(yo) € D¢ which touches D at zy, where the radius r does not depend on zj.
Moreover, it is well known that djy is a C*>-function on D \ D, provided & small enough (see
[27, Lemma 14.16]). Fix xo € D \ D,. Let zy € dD be the unique boundary point such that

dpe(xp) = |xo — 2ol-

Let B := B,(yo) be the exterior tangent ball of D at point z, so that dp-(xg) = dp(xo). Let 6,6 be
as in Lemma 6.3. Without loss of generality we assume 6 = € = § A €. By Lemma 6.3, we have

(L2d5) (x0) < —codfy ™ (x0) = —codf” (xo). (6.6)
Since B lies in the outside of D, it is easy to see that
dpe(x) < dp(x), Vx € RY, (6.7)
which together with dpc(xg) = dp(xp) and the maximum principle yields
Vdpe(xo) = Vdp(xo). (6.8)

Hence, by dpc(x¢) = dp(xp) and (6.7), (6.8),

() () < (L) (x0) < =cods" ).
On the other hand, it is easy to see that
b+ Velpe|(x0) < 6lblloodiy' (x0)-
Therefore,
(L4 ) (x0) < (=co + Laen 2flIblloe™ )" (x0), xo € D\ D
Choosing 6 small enough we get the desired estimate. O

Remark 6.6. By (6.5), for any 6 € (0, §), there are &, ¢y > 0 such that

(A%df)) (%) < —codfy"(x), x € D\ D,. (6.9)
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6.2. A maximum principle in weighted Holder spaces. In this subsection we show a maxi-
mum principle in weighted Holder spaces by using the barrier function in Lemma 6.5.

Lemma 6.7. Let D be a bounded C*-domain, and b a bounded measurable vector field and
v € (0,1). Under (6.1) and (MP), there exists a 6, € (0, 5) such that for all 6 € (0, 6,], there is
a constant ¢ = c(d, a, 0, kg, D) > 0 such that for any pair of (u, f) € H**Y(D) satisfying

ou = Z((“)u + loeninyb - Vu+ f on Ry X D, ulg,«xpe =0, u(0) =0,
it holds that for all T > 0,
el py < €1+ Tl (6.10)

Proof. Let 0,¢&,cobe as in Lemma 6.5. Letd, = dp.(x) and D, :={xe D :d, > ¢&}. FixT >0
and define

— — NP G
N = llulles o,y + ||f||LoTO(Cgv—e>(D)), w(x) := Nd/(cog”).

Then by the definition of B{;” (D) (see (1.6)) and Lemma 6.5, we have

0] S NdT® < = (L + Loeoph - V) w(x) in [0,T]x D\ D,
and so,
O —w) =0 < LW —w)+ lyeayh - V(u—w) in [0, T1x D\ D,,
with
u—w<0in[0,T] x (DU D,).
Since (i) in Theorem 5.5 is satisfied (see Proposition 5.13), by (5.7), it is easy to see that
u(t, x) < w(x) = Nd°/(coe’) in[0,T] x D\ D,.
Hence, by the definition of N,

. -0 0
js ‘= Sup sup dx |u(z, x)| < (“u”L;"(CO(Dg)) + ”f”L;O(CB“*é’)(D)))/(COs )- (6.11)
t€[0,T] xeD\D,

On the other hand, by the maximum principle (5.8), we also have for any ¢ € (0, €],
||M||L°T°(CO(D§)) < T||f||L°T°(C0(D5)) + ||u||L°T°(C°(D\D,5))- (6.12)

Since ||M||L°T°(C0(Dg)) < ”u”L;O(CO(Dé)) + ||u||L°T°(C0(D\D5)) and jd < fa, by (611) and (612) we further
have

6
S < (2||M|IL°T°(C0(D\D5)) + T||f||L°T°(C0(D5)) + ”f”L‘;"(Cg"g)(D))) [(co&”)

< (26°.7% + (T8 4 DIl ooy ) 02
By letting 6 be small enough, we get
Tp < o1+ DIl z o0y
which together with (6.12) yields the desired estimate. O
Remark 6.8. Lety € (0,1) and (u, f) € H*"7(D) solve the following Dirichlet problem:
Au=Au+ finR, XD, ulg,xp =0.

As above, by (6.9), one can show that for any 6 € (0, ), there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(d, @, D, 0) >
0 such that for any 7 > 0,
”u”BE)T;’)(D) <c(l+ T)”f”]gg;’;")(p)-
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6.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We need the following solvability of fractional Dirichlet problem,
whose proof is given in the appendix. The main novelty here is that f is not necessarily bounded
near the boundary.

Theorem 6.9. Let D be a bounded C*-domain and « € (0,2). For any 6 € (0,2), y € (0,1) and
fe B;“_e) (D), there is a unique u € ]Bg_fy)(D) so that

u(t,x) = f (A%u(s, x) + f(s, x)) ds, t>0, xeD, (6.13)
0

or simply,
Ou=Au+finR,xD, ulg,p =0, u,-)=0. (6.14)
Now we can use the continuity method to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By considering &t = u — ¢, without loss of generality, we may assume
¢ =0. Fix T > 0. Let 0 be as in Lemma 6.7. Define a Banach space

AY (D) :={ueBf)) (D).ou B (D).

a,y; a+y;

Let £ := £ + Loeno)h - V. For a € [1,2), by (4.1), we have

-0 -1 1-6 -0 -6
16 - Vull$ty” < cllbllp IVullly” <l < Ml p,

which together with Theorem 4.4, yields that

235 Bl (D) = B (D).
For 7 € [0, 1], consider the operator .7; : Afz)y;T(D) — B(yf;g)(D):
T =0 — (1 = 7)A>u — TG%K(,Z)M'
By Theorem 4.5 and Lemma 6.7, there is a constant ¢ > 0 independent of 7 € [0, 1] such that
lllsco ) < el Tzullgen ),
and by (4.14),

a
||(9,M||B$?;9)(D) < ||‘%u||B$f;9)(D) + ||A2 I/l“B;:r;ﬂ)(D) + ”"?K(,Z)MHB;{FH)(D) < C”‘%MHIB;’;‘;)(D)'

Since % is an onto mapping from Aff’)y;T(D) to B;‘f;g)(D) by Theorem 6.9, by [27, Theorem 5.2],
7 is also an onto mapping from Af)y,T(D) to B(y(_';e)(D). Thus we get the existence. As for the
uniqueness, it follows by Lemma 6.7. ’

To show the probabilistic representation, for f € B(y“_g)(D), we let

Je=fVv0, f:=(Ef)VO.

It is easy to see that f,, f- € B(y‘;’;e)(D). Let u, and u_ be the solutions of (1.3) corresponding to

(f+, @) and (f-, 0), respectively. By the uniqueness, one has
U=1u, —u_.

Moreover, by Remark 5.1 and Theorem 5.5 we have

IATD

uy(t,x) = Ex(SD(Xt)er>t) + Ex( fi(t=s, Xs)ds)
0

and
IATD

u_(t,x) = E, ( f(t—s, Xs)ds) .
0

Thus we get (1.8). As for (1.9), it follows by (6.10) and (1.8). O
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7. SUPERCRITICAL CASE: PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.5 AND 1.6

In the following we always assume @ € (0,1) and b € C# withB € (1 — a, 1).

7.1. Boundary probabilistic estimates. In this subsection we first show some estimates about
the first exit time and the exit position of the process X, from a domain in the supercritical case.
Let D be a bounded domain with C?>-boundary. More precisely, for any zy € dD, there are a
neighborhood W c R? of zy and a C*-function ¢ : R*! — R such that (upon relabeling and
reorienting the coordinates axes if necessary)

WnD={xeW:x >dx, - ,x)}
Define two maps @, ¥ : RY — R?
{¢’1(x) =X — P(x2, -0, Xa), {‘Pl()’) =1+ 902, L Ya),
Di(x):=xj, j=2,---,d; Y(y):=yj, j=2,-+,d.

One sees that @ is a C>-diffemorphism with ®~! = ¥. We shall say that ® straightens out the
boundary at zy. Below, by translation and dilation, without loss of generality, we assume zo = 0
so that

(7.1)

D(z0) =0 and ®(W) =B, ®WND)=B] :={yeB;:y >0} (7.2)
For ¢ € (0, 1], define
T5:= 0D N O ' (Bss), Us := ®7'(B}), Vs:= 7 '(Bj),). (7.3)
From the above construction, it is easy to see that
ii(z0) = =V@1(20)/ VD1 (20, (7.4)
where 7i(zp) is the unit outward normal at point z, € D, and
dpe(x) < ©1(x) < codpe(x), x € Uj. (7.5)

See Figure 2 for flattening out the boundary.

FiGure 2. Flatten out the boundary

The following lemma shows that if the vector field » along the boundary is towards the
interior of D, then the exit position X;, would not touch the boundary.

Lemma 7.1. Let zy € dD. If b(zy) - ii(z9) < 0, then there is a neighborhood I C 0D of 7z such
that for each x € D,
P.(X,, el =0.
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Proof. Fix zy € dD. Let U; and ® be as above. Since x — b(x) - V®;(x) is continuous in U, by
(7.4) and b(zp) - 7i(zo) < 0, without loss of generality, we may assume

Co = inl;f b(x)-VO(x) > 0. (7.6)
xeuq

(1) LetI's, Us and V5 be as in (7.3) (see Figure 2). We first prove that for 6 small enough,
P(Xr, €T5) =0, x€Vs. (7.7)
Fix y € (0,1). Forany n € N, let £, : R — [0, 00) be given by
(n/8)"*1s, s€[0,6/n],

) s s € [6/n, 6],
Lu(s) 1= (1_13_);5-7’ se61],
0, s ¢[0,1].
Define
Ju(x) 1= Lo(@1(x)), x € Uy, fu(x) :=0, x ¢ U
and

Uj := O 'y e Bi,y, > &/n}).
By definition and the change of variables, we have for x = ®~!(y) € U”,

205w = [ G- o T e e
(@~ hO) (6 =70
<l | S = Wk | GR e oy del(VO! @)z

7z, =y, o [t s =1 dw
< Cf{(;<m<y1} |Z1_y|dj'(1’dz = cyly 0 (1 _ s)1+ads fRd_l (1 + |w|2)(d+a)/2’
where the constant ¢ does not depend on n and ¢. On the other hand, for x € U?, by (7.6),
b(x) - V fu(x) = =y®(x) 7' b(x) - VO (x) < —yco®@(x) 7
Therefore, since a € (0, 1), if we let 6 be small enough, then for all x € UZ,
L fu(x0) + b(x) - Vf,(x) < @y ()77 = yeo@i ()77 < 0
Thus, for m > n, since f,, € C,(R?) N C} (U?%), we have for x € U?,

S (5.16)
Py(Xr,y € Up \ Up)(n/6) < ExfulXeyy) < ().
Letting m — oo, we get for any x € U7,
Py(Xeyy € (Us \ U UTy) = Bo(Xry, € Us \ Ug) < @107 (6/n), (7.8)
where the first equality is due to Lemma 5.3. Since X;,» — X, by Lemma 5.4, we have
{X.,, €T} c liminf {X,,, € (Us \ Up) UT,},
which together with (7.8), yields (7.7).

(i1) Next we show that for any x € D,
h(x) :=P.(X;, €I's) =0
Notice that by the Lévy system (5.3), forx € D \ Us,

TD/\O'V(; X
Py (Xepnor, € ) = f f . (7.9)
Is

|Z -X |d+a



where we have used that [z—X,| > 6 for s < Tp Aoy, and z € I's. By the strong Markov property,
we have for x € D\ Us,

h(x) = Pu(Xs, € T's; 0y, < 7p) + Pu(Xy, € Tss 0y, 2 Tp)
= E,(Px,, (Xep € T5); 07y, < 70) + P Xepnory, € Ts),
and for x € Vj,
h(x) =P.(X;, €s; 1y, <7p) +Pu(X;, €s5; 7y, 2 Tp)
= EX(PX% (X., € Ts); Ty, < TD) + PX(X% € ré).
Thus, by (7.9) and (7.7), we get

sup h(x) < suph(x)- sup Pi(oy, < Tp), (7.10)
xeD\Us xeVs xeD\Us

sup (x) < sup h(x)-supP.(ty, < Tp). (7.11)
xeVs xeD\Us xeVs

For x € D\ Us and ¢ < dist(D \ Us, Vs)/2, notice that if |[AX;, | > 2diam(D), then oy, > 7p.
This means that the process has jumped out from D before it enters into Vs. Hence,

Loy, s 2 Liaxe,,  521p) = E Ljax>21p)-
O<S<TB€(X)

By the Lévy system (5.3), we have

TBE(X) K(X Z)
P.(ovy, =2 mp) = E, f f ;;a dzds > ¢oE,75,(x),
0 lz2I>21p Iz|

which together with (5.19) yields

inf P(oy, >71p)> inf E,1p > 0.
xeD\Us xeD\Us

That is, sup,.p\ y, Px(0y, < 7p) < 1. So, by (7.10) and (7.11),
sup h(x) =0, suph(x)=0.

xeD\Us x€Vs

The proof is thus complete. O
In the next lemma, we consider the following viscosity approximation operator
= vA"u+ L +b-Vu, vel0,1].

It is well known that the martingale problem associated with .7, is well-posed (see [15]). The
associated Markov process is denoted by (X, PY) and the expectation with respect to P? is de-
noted by EY .

Lemma 7.2. Let zp € D and 8y > 0. Suppose that one of the following two conditions holds
(i) b(z0) - i(z9) > 0; (i) b(z) - i(z) = O for each z € D N Bs,(20)-

Then there are 0 € (0, %) and § > 0 such that
sup  sup (dB?(X)EKTD) < co. (7.12)
xeDNB;s(z0) ve(0,1)

Moreover, in the case (i), for v = 0, we further have

sup  (dpt (0ETp) < oo, (7.13)
xeDNBs(zo)
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Proof. Let Us := D N Bs(zp). By Lemma 6.5, if we choose ¢ small enough, then there are
6 € (0,a/2) and ¢y > 0 such that for all v € (0, 1),

(vA2dfy + L0df, ) (x) < —covdiy (x) = codly®(x), x € Us. (7.14)

(i) In the first case, since x — b(x) - Vdp(x) is continuous in Uy, by (7.4), without loss of
generality, we may assume

c1 := —sup b(x) - Vdp(x) > 0,
xeUs
which implies that
b(x) - Vdi.(x) < —6c1dy' (x), x € Us. (7.15)

(i1) In the second case, for x € Us, let z € 0D N Bs(zp) be such that dpc(x) = |x — z|. Since
b(z) - Vdp:(z) = 0, by the Holder continuity of b, we have

Ib(x) - Vepe(x)| = [b(x) - Vdpe(x) = b(z) - Vdpe(2)| < |x — 2 = dfpe(x),
and so,
1b(x) - Ve ()] = 03y (2)|b(x) - Vdpe(x)] < berdpy? ™ (x). (7.16)
Combining (7.14), (7.15) and (7.16), by choosing ¢ small enough, we always have
(Adly) (x) < —c2dy"(x) < —26", x € Up,
where ¢, is independent of v and x. Thus by (5.16), we have for all x € Uy,
E! (e (Xr,,)) < diye(x) = 20" "By,

Therefore, for all x € Uy)s,
E'ry, < 67 0db.(x)/ca,

which together with Lemma 5.12 (choosing U = Bs(zp) and V = Bs;2(zo) there) yields the de-
sired estimate.

(i11) Finally, in the first case, for 6 > 0 define f(x) := dp<(x) A 6. We have

d d
L2 ) < f f(x+2) - f(x)||Z|df—a + fu If(x+2) - f(X)Ilzlew
Z|>0

lzl<o

< f |zldz/)z| + 26 f dz/)z* < e6'79,
<o

|z|>6
where the constant ¢ is independent of 6. Hence, by (7.15), for 6 small enough,
(LY +b-V)f(x) <6 — ¢ < —c1/2, x € Us.
As above we get (7.13). O

LetT :={z € 0D : b(z) - #i(z) = 0}. In the case (ii) of the above lemma, it does not tell us that
for the boundary point z; € I', whether it holds

lim sup Elrp =0. (7.17)
D3x>20 ye(0,1)
Notice that the estimate (7.12) only 1mphes that the above limit holds for the interior point z, of
closed set I". However, when @ > 1 — £, we have the following affirmative answer.

Lemma 7.3. Let < a < 1 and zy € OD. Assume b(z) - ii(z0) = 0 and b € CP with B €
[2(1 = @), 1]. Then limit (7.17) holds.
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Proof. For 6 > 0, let Us := D N Bs(zp). Let B = B,(y), B" = B,,()’") be two exterior tangent balls
of D at point zq so that BN D = B'N D = {z,}. Without loss of generality, we assume z, = 0 and
y =(r,0),y" = (2r,0) (see Figure 3 below). For 6 < r and x = (x, x]) € Us C (B'), we have

|x;I?
—6 < x; <2r— J@2r)? - x> < e
r

Hence,
. 2x;  |x?
dB(X):\/(V—X1)2+|x1|2_r:r[ 1_T+7_1
e[ T+ 12/3r2) = 1] > 12/ 9n),
which means that
lx — 2o < (9r)dp(x), x € Us. (7.18)

Now by Lemma 6.3, there are 6, € (0, @/2) and ¢y > 0 such that for all € (0, 6;), v € (0, 1) and
x € Us,

(vA"2df + L) (x) < —covdy ! () = codfy (0. (7.19)

Since b(zy) - Vdg(z0) = —b(z0) - ii(z9) = 0 and b € CP, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all
x € Us (see Figure 3),

x1

B
dB(l) ..... T y
0 ot
Ficure 3. Distance function to exterior tangent ball
5019 5
|b(x) - Vdp(x)| = |b(x) - Vdp(x) — b(z0) - Vdp(z0)l < clx — 20" < cdy~(x). (7.20)

Since 8/2 + a > 1, combining (7.19) and (7.20), by choosing ¢, § small enough, we get
(#d}) () < —codly*(x) + cOdy P (x) < —cody " (x)/2 < —16”™", x € Us.
Hence, by (5.16), we have for all x € Uy,

B! (d3(Xey,)) < d3(x) — 16" B}y,

which implies that
lim sup Elry, < ¢;'0°? lim df(x) = 0.
Usax—20 VG(O,I) Usax—70
The proof is complete by Lemma 5.12. O
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7.2. Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let @ € (0, 1) and v > 0. Consider the following nonlocal super-

critical Dirichlet problem with viscosity term vA!/2:
(9tu:vA1/2u+.,2”K(“)u+b-Vu+f on R, x D, (721)
u=0 on R, x D u(0,x)=¢x), xeD. '

We first show the unique solvability to the above Dirichlet problem.

Theorem 7.4. Let o, € (0, 1) witha + > 1 andy € (1 — a,B]. Suppose (H?), b € CP and
|k(x,2) — k(x,2)| < Kk1lz = 2|
For any 6 € (0, %), fe IBBEYO)(D) and ¢ € ct 9)(D), there is a unique solution u, € e B" 6)(D) solving

1+y 1+y
problem (7.21). Moreover, there are 6y = 0y(a,B,Y, ko, d) > 0 and ¢ > 0 only depending on

a, B3,v, Ko, d, k1, ||bl|cs such that for all v> 0 and T > 0,

||uv||B("0) (D) <c ((1 + T)”fH]B(yO)T(D)) + ||"0||CE?+)7(D)) . (722)

a+y;T

Proof. As for the unique solvability of equation (7.21), it follows by (4.24) and the continu-
ity method as used in proving Theorem 1.3. We only show the uniform estimate (7.22). By
Theorem 4.6, there are 6, > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that forall v € (0,1)and T > O,

il < € (1 e + Wl + g ) (7.23)
On the other hand, by the maximum principle (5.8), we have

”””Bﬁj}(D) = ||M||L°T°(CO(D)) < lelleopy + T||f||L°T°(C0(D))~

Substituting this into (7.23), we obtain (7.22). O
Proof of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6. Let ¢ € CY) (D). For 6 € (0,1) and v € (0,1), let p be a

nonnegative smooth function with support in B; and fRd p = 1. Define

u(x) == v p(x/v), xv:=1py, %Py, @ 1= (@ %0)) " Xvs

where Ds, := {x € D : dist(x, D) > 3v}. Then ¢, € C‘(lfy)(D) and for some ¢ > 0,

sup lle 5. < cliglly), (7.24)
ye(0,1) ” ”
and for each x € D,
ev(x) = @(x), v — 0.
Let u, € B< H)(D) be the unique solution of (7.21) corresponding to (f, ¢,). By (7.22) and
(7.24), we have the following uniform estimate:
sup il < (1 + DIty + Il ) (7.25)

and also by the maximum principle (5.8),

sup ||Mv||B<0> (py = Sup ||uv||L°°(C0(D)) T||f||L°°(c0(D)) + llellco- (7.26)
ve(0,1) ve(0,1)
On the other hand, by Theorem 4.4 with 6 = —6,, we also have
172, 11(1+60) ]
A2 u 1550 < Mg + s llo:o,
1+6, 1-a+6 (7
1L S Nl + Mo < NdlS). + o,

where the constant contained in < is independent of v, and by (4.1),

146, © 146, (6o)
16 - Vu G < I DIVl < Ibllgpllll2) -
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Hence, by equation (7.21),

10l % il g+ Wl oy + Wl < (100,00 + il ) - (7:27)
Thus by (7.24)-(7.27) and Lemma 4.2, there is a subsequence v, — 0 and
(6o) 0)
ue BY(D) NBY (D)
such that forany e € (0, +y —1), T > 0 and Dy € D,

}1_{1.}0 oty — u”L”T"(C“*V*E(DO)) =0. (7.28)

Let 2 “,f) = £ 4+ b V. Since for any test function ¢ € C>(D) and 1 > 0,

! t t
f = | pp+v, f f A2 + f 6Ly, + f f 1.
R4 R4 0 JRA 0 JRA ’ 0 JRA

by (7.28) and taking limits k — oo, we obtain

fu<r>¢:fso¢+ff Mﬁ‘;)wff of,
R4 R4 0 JRd 0 Jre

t !
u(t, x) = ¢(x) + f .,Zfz)u(s, x)ds + f f(s,x)ds, (t,x) € R, X D.
0 0

In particular, (&, f) € H**(D) (see (5.5) for a definition of H**7(D)).

which implies that

Case (A) of Theorem 1.5: Since P(X;, € D) = 0 by Lemma 7.1, the condition (i) in The-
orem 5.5 is satisfied. Thus the probabilistic representation holds and the uniqueness follows
from it.

Cases (B) and (C) of Theorem 1.5: One can show that the condition (ii) in Theorem 5.5 is
satisfied for u and I'; = 9D, that is,

u € C((0,00) X D), ulcopxan = 0. (7.29)

Indeed, by Remark 5.14 and Proposition 5.13, one sees that the condition (i) in Theorem 5.5 is
satisfied for P}*. So, we have the following probabilistic representation for u,,,

IANTD

1, (£, %) = (00, (X)L ryn) + B2 ( f(t—s, Xs)ds).
0

From this, one sees that

|y, (2, O < Nl@lleoP (T > 1) + (| flleoEY Tp < (llpllea/2 + M1 f1le0) BY T (7.30)

Since 0D is compact, by Lemma 7.2 and a standard covering technique, there are 6 € (0, §) and
¢ > 0 such that for all x € D and v; € (0, 1),

ity (2, )| < € (lplloo/ 2 + 1| flleo) dpe ().
By taking limit v, — 0, we obtain
lu(z, )| < ¢ (llglloo/? + 1L fllse) dpe (),

which implies (7.29). Thus, the probabilistic representation (1.8) holds and the uniqueness
follows immediately. In case (C), by (1.8) and (7.13), as above we have

lu(t, x)| < ¢ (ll@lleo/t + | fllco) dpe ().
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Case of Theorem 1.6: 1f one can show that the condition (ii) in Theorem 5.5 is satisfied for
I'h = T.and I} = I'. UT., then the probabilistic representation holds and the uniqueness
follows from it. First of all, by Lemma 7.1 we have
PX(XTD € FO) = PX(XTD € I_‘<) = 0.
Next we need to check that
u € C((0,00) X (DUTY)), ulgeapry = 0. (7.31)
By (7.30), Lemmas 7.2 and 7.3, we obtain that for any 0 < #) < #; < oo and zp € 'y,

lim sup |u(z, x)| < c(l¢llo/t0 + Ifllo) lim supEVrp =0,
D>x—zo tefto.t1] D>x—zo k

which implies (7.31). Finally, the conclusions (i) and (ii) follows by (7.30), (7.12) and (7.13).

The proof is complete. O

8. APPENDIX

8.1. One dimensional Lévy processes with a drift. Fix @ € (0, 1) and let Z, be a one di-
mensional rotationally invariant and symmetric @-stable process over some probability space
(Q,.Z,P). For x € R, let P, be the law of Lévy process X' = x + Z, + t in canonical space €.
The following proposition shows that when @ € (0, 1), the behavior of a Lévy process with a
drift could be quite different as in the case of @ € [1, 2).

Proposition 8.1. Let D := (0, 1). It holds that

(@ inf E,rp>0; (i) supPu(X;, =0)=0; (iii)supP(X;, =1)>0.
x€(0,1/4) xeD xeD

Proof. (i) First of all, it is well known that for any € > 0 (see [4]),

lim |Z|/t= =0, P—a.s.
t—0+
Thus, since a € (0, 1), one can choose ¢ € (0, é —1)and ¢ € (0, %) small enough such that

B(Z| <1575, Vi< 6) > L.
For any x € (0, %), letting Q, := (g, %), we have

Pu(ro, > 0) = B(X} € G.1). V1 < 6) > B(1Z) < 157, Vi <9) > 4, ®.1)
and
E.tp > B, > 6P(1g, > 6) > 3. (8.2)

(1) Let Dy := (0, 00). Since 7p < 7p,, we prove the following stronger claim:
Pu(Xr,, =0)=0, ¥Yxe D. (8.3)

For any x € (0, ﬁ), letting Q, := ), by formula (5.4) and (8.2), we have

x 1
2°2

. T0x dz dz
PX(XTQX € Df)) = Exf dsf P TRTI > EXTQXf oo Z C1.
0 D; lz — Xl 7z<—=1/2 |z|

For x > i, define Q, := (3, %). Noticing that for any 4 > 0, (Z);)»0 has the same law as
1

(2'°Z,)10, we have for A small enough independent of x > 3,

~ x ~
PX(TQX < (ﬂx)w) < P( sup |Z, +1 > —) < IP( sup |Z| >
1€10,(1x)7] 2 1€10.1)?]
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Hence, for x > } and Q; := (3, 2), by the Lévy system again, we have
dz

TOx dz
PX(XTQX S Dg) = Exf ds W = EXTQXf o
0 D lz — Xl 7<-3x/2 Iz|

> (A0)Py(1g, > (X)) - cx™" > ca.

Thus, by Lemma 5.11 with ¢y = ¢; A ¢3, we get (8.3).
(i11) Noticing that
(&) = —log P A*)) = |4 - ig,

we have
e

. 1 0 1
Re| ———|dé = Re| ———— =
fo (1 + ‘P(f)) ¢ fo (1 + ¢l - lf)df o (L+I&1")* + &1
By Kesten’s theorem (see [30], [4]), one-point sets are non-polar sets of Z, + ¢. To show (ii1),

we use a contradiction argument. Fix € € (0, 1) and let U := [g, 1). We shall show that for some
x e U, P«(X;, =1) > 0, which automatically implies that P,(X;, = 1) > 0. Suppose now that
(8.4)

P(X,, =1)=0, Vxe U

Under this assumption we show that the single point set {1} is a polar set. Let oy := 0. For

n € N, define stopping times o, and 7, recursively as follows:
T, :=1nf{s > 0,1 : X; ¢ U}, 0, :=inf{s > 1, : X, € U}.

By (i1) and the Lévy system, we have
P.(X,, =1)=0, VYx e U,

and furthermore, for any n > 2,
P.(X,, =1)=0, Vxe U, P.(X,, =1)=0, Vxe U". (8.5)

Indeed, since 7, = 0,—; + Ty © 6, ,, by the strong Markov property and (8.4), we have

PoXr, = 1) = Pu(Xe, 005, , = 1) = E(Px, (X, = 1)) =0,

and similarly,
Py(Xy, = 1) = Pu(Xy, 06, = 1) = B(Py, (X, = 1)) = 0.
-+ ,0,. Let 0 be asin (8.1) and define

Let .%, := {0, Q} and .%, the sigma-field generated by o, -
A, ={o, — 0,1 > 0}
by the strong Markov property again and (8.1), we have

Since 7, — 01 =Ty 06,4, ,,
PX(AnL@n_l) > Px(Tn ~On-1 > 6|§n_]) = thrn—] (TU > 5) > %’ a.s

Thus, by the second Borel-Cantelli’s lemma (see [22, Theorem 5.3.2]), we have

P.(A,i0)=1=P(supo, =o0) =1,

n

which together with (8.5) implies that
Pu(X, = 1,3t > 0) = Py Uyert (X, = U (X, = 1}) =0, VxeU.

In other words, the single point set {1} is a polar set. Thus, we get a contradiction
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8.2. Solvability of fractional Dirichlet problems. The aim of this subsection is to provide a
self-contained proof for Theorem 6.9. First of all we show the following interior estimate, which
is essentially contained in Theorem 4.5. Here the main difference is that u is not necessarily
zero outside D. For the reader’s convenience, we prove it again.

Lemma 8.2. Let Dy € D € D, be bounded domains and a € (0,2), y € (0,1). Assume that
u € Ly (Ry; Cp7(Dy) N L®(RY)) satisfies

loc
du=ANu + finR, x D, u(0)=0.
Then there is a constant ¢ = ¢(Dy, D, a,y,d) > 0 such that for all T > 0,
”u”L"T"(C““/(DO)) <c (||f||L°T°(C7(D)) + ||M||L;°(Lw(Rd)))- (8.6)
Proof. Since u € LY (R.; C,"7(D1) N L*(RY)) and D € Dy, it is easy to see that
(V]

sup ||u(t)||a+7;D < 00.

1€[0.T]
For xo € D, let R := dp-(x)/8 and define
ug(t, x) := R™*u(Rt, Rx + x¢), fz(t,x) := f(R*t,Rx + x0), Wg := Ugx1. (8.7)

By definitions and scaling, it is easy to see that
dwr = A wr +x1AT(1 = xs)ur) + lr. A% caup) + x1fr in Ry X RY.
Noticing that
ur(R™t,x) = R™u(t, Rx + xo) =: R™u (1), (8.8)
by the global Schauder’s estimate (3.4), we have
Rl (comrsyy < Iwkllgee S 1A% ((1 —x3)up)ly _, + ||[X1,A%](X3MR)||B;R,G
+lheifrlley , +lwellge =21+ L+ I+ .

For I, since ((1 — y3)ug)(x) = R7*((1 —)(g‘OR)u)(Rx + Xp), as in (4.12) we have

a a X X0 —a
15 A3 =yl ey = (BT = x5m), < Rl oy,

LY(CY(By) ~

For I, by Lemma 3.1, we have for all £ > 0,

_ 0
L < éllysugllgesr + cellesurllp < R “ (8 sup ||u(t)||é+)y;D + Cs”u”L;"(L""(Rd)))-

te[0,T]

For I5 and 14, we have

L < fllzpe@ay, 14 S R Null ooz ay.-
Combining the above calculations, we obtain that for all £ > 0,
0)

”u;OHL;"(C’”’/(Bl)) <& sup ||u(t)||a+y;D + CS”“”L‘)TO(L‘X’(Rd)) + /laDHf”L;"(L"O(Rd))
t€[0,T]

Taking supremum with respect to xo € D and by (4.1) and choosing £ small enough, we obtain
0
sup NS, p < cllullz@@ey + llfllze@s@ay,
1€[0,T]

©

wtyD for some ¢ > 0. O

which gives the desired estimate by [[ullo+y:p, < cllu|
The following interior estimate in weighted Holder spaces is slightly different from Theorem

4.5. The key point is that we do not assume u € Bf;fy)(D) posteriorily. We use a trick from [32].
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Lemma 8.3. Let D be a bounded C*-domain and a € (0,2), y € (0,1). Suppose that (u, f) €
H** (D) with f € B;ﬁ’;a) for some 0 € (0, a/2), satisfies

Ou=Au+finR, xD, ulg,xp =0, u(0)=0.
(=0)

Then we have u € B,

(D) and there is a constant ¢ = c(a, 6,y,d, 1p) > 0 such that
”u“ny_fy);r(D) <c(l+ T)||f||B$§;a>(D), T >0. (8.9)

Proof. For xy € D, let R := dpc(xy)/8 and ug, fr, wg be as in (8.7). We clearly have
Awr = A wg + fo + A2((1 — y3)ug) in R, X B,.
By (8.8) and (8.6), we have
R_allquOHL"T"(C”*V(Bl)) = wrllee _ «covry < WWrlles vz

TR™@ TR™@ (8 10)
+IA2 (A = x3)up)lles, sy + ||WR||L;°R,Q(L°°(R61)) =L +5L+1
For I}, by (4.1) we have

G—
1 < R fllgop:

To estimate I, we drop the time variable for simplicity. From the calculations in (4.12), it is
easy to see that

X0

. . |u(2)]
_ = — <
A= ((1 = x3)ur)llcrs,) ”(AQ((I X3R)u))1e Cr(By) " fg:;R(xo) (|z — xo| = R)+@ <

Using the change of variable z — xy = Ry, we have

R
f |u(2)] _— :R_af Ju( y+§0)|dy
By (12 = Xol = R)+e g (Iyl = D+

Recalling R = dp-(x()/8, we have

6
Ry + xo)| < cR llullgeo s VI < T,

and further,
lu(Ry + x0)| < cR*(1 + [yNull o,y v € R
0

Thus by Remark 6.8, we get
o— o—
L <cR a“u”Bgﬁ)(D) < cR a”fHBg;’T‘G)(D)’
and also
o— o—
I3 < lugllzs, =) < cR “llullB&q)(D) < cR a||f||B$;€>(D)-
Combining the above estimates, we obtain
-0
R ”u;()(t)”L‘;’(C”*Y(B])) < C||f||B$:;0>(D),
which in turn gives the desired estimate by (4.1). O

For x € R, let P, be the law of rotationally invariant and symmetric a-stable process Z in
canonical space Q starting from x. For bounded measurable function ¢, we define

PPy(x) := E, (¢(X,);t < Tp).

Itis well known that PP is a strong continuous symmetric Markov semigroup in L*(D) (see [8]).
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Lemma 8.4. For any ¢ € C*(D) with compact support in D, it holds that
(9,P,D<,0(x) = P?A%go(x), x€D.

In particular, for any bounded measurable f : R, XD — R, u(t, x) := fot PP _f(s,x)ds is a weak
solution of (6.14). More precisely, for any ¢ € C*(D), we have

), o) = fo (us), A gypds + fo (F(5). @)nds, @.11)

where {-,-)p denotes the inner product in L*(D).
Proof. (1) Let supp(¢)C Dy € D. We have
IPPo(x) — o(x)] < [Exp(X,) — ()| + Ex(@(X,); 5 > Tp)

< f |Ex(A%(,p)(Xr)|di” + [|@llP(Xs € Dyg; s = Tp).
0

Define op, := inf{t > 0 : X; € Dy}, o"D0 :=inf{t > 7p : X, € Dy}. For x € D, we have
P«(Xy € Do; s 2 7p) S Pu(s > 0, > 7p) = Pu(s > 0 = Tp + 0p, 0 0, > Tp)
= Ex(PXTD (s > 0p,);s > Tp).

Let 6 := dist(Dy, D). For y € D¢, we clearly have 7, < 0p,, and so by Lemma 5.8,

supPy(op, < 5) <supP, (Tgé(y) < s) < cos/6”.
yeD¢ yeDe

Similarly, for x € D, letting d, := dp:(x)/2, we also have
P.(tp < 5) <P, (TBMX) < s) < cos/dy.

Hence,
P.(X, € Do; s > Tp) < 57 /(0d,)".
By the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

1gfg(Pfisw<x> — PPyp(x))/s = PPA%p(x).

(i1) By definition and Fubini’s theorem, we have

f (u(s), A3 g)pds = f f (PP £, Al @hodrds = f f (£, PP A gypdrds
0 0J0 0J0

= ff (f(r), GSP?_rgo)Ddsdr = f(f(r), P?_,go — @)pdr
oJr 0

!
= (u(®), o)p - f (f(r), @)pdr.
0
We complete the proof. O
Now we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 6.9.

Proof of Theorem 6.9. For € > 0, define D, := {x € D : dp(x) > €}. Let p be a nonnegative
smooth function with support in B, and fRd p = 1. Define
pe(x) := &7p(x/€), Xo:=1p,, * P, fo 1= fXe

By definition, one sees that

fet,x) =0, x¢ D, f(t,x)=f(t,x), x € Ds3,,
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and

Wallis vy < Co <00, sup fsllgerspy < I llgo-op- (8.12)
r £€(0,1) T »T

Let u.(t, x) := foz PP _f.(s,x)ds be the weak solution of (8.11). By a standard smoothing tech-
nique and interior estimate (8.6), one can show that (i, f,) € H**”(D) (see (5.5)) solve the
following Dirichlet problem:

ug(t, x) = ftAgug(s, x)ds + f[ fe(s, x)ds, (t,x) € Ry X D. (8.13)
By Lemma 8.3 and (8.12), chre is a constant ¢ i O such thatforall 7 > 0Oand ¢ € (0, 1),
ltellgcn ) < Cllfellgeznpy < b+ Dlfllgenp.
Moreover, by (4.14) we also have
1Btellgio-n py < NA3ttellgioon gy, + | fellgiooin py < €1+ Tl

Hence, by Lemma 4.2 there exist a subsequence g — Oand au € B;;H;;T(D) such that for any
0€0,aAnl)and Dy € D,

]11_2}0 lletz, — M||L;°(CMH(DO)) =0.
By taking limits k — oo for (8.13) along &, we find that u satisfies (6.13). O

8.3. Monte-Carlo simulation of Example 1.3. In this subsection we use R-language to sim-
ulate the Example 1.3. In the following simulations, we choose D = (0, 1), @ = 0.5, and the
points along #-axis and x-axis equal to 50.
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FIGURE 5. b(x) = x = §, ¢(x) = sin (3zx + 7/2)

In Figure 4, since b(zg) - ii(zo) < 0, one sees that for any ¢ > 0, the solution u(z, x) is not

continuous up to the boundary. However, in Figure 5, since b(zy)-7i(zo) > 0, one sees that for any
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FIGURE 6. b(x) = —x, (x) = sin (5n(x + 1)/2)

t > 0, the solution u(#, x) is continuous up to the boundary (limps,_o u(¢, x) = limps,_,; u(t, x) =
0), even if the initial value is non-zero at the boundary. In Figure 6, since b(0) - 77(0) = 0 and
b(1) - (1) < 0, one sees that at the boundary point 1, u(z, x) behaves like Figure 4, and at the
boundary point 0, u(¢, x) behaves like Figure 5. It should be noticed that in all the above figures,
when ¢ becomes larger and larger, u(t, x) will be close to zero due to the dissipativity of A%/2,

Acknowledgement: The authors would like to thank Professors Zhen-Qing Chen, Renming
Song for their quite useful conversations.
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