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LOCAL LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY FOR FUNCTIONS
SATISFYING A TIME-DEPENDENT DYNAMIC
PROGRAMMING PRINCIPLE
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ABSTRACT. We prove in this article that functions satisfying a dynamic pro-
gramming principle have a local interior Lipschitz type regularity. This DPP
is partly motivated by the connection to the normalized parabolic p-Laplace
operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study functions satisfying the following dynamic programming
principle (DPP)

ue(z,t)
1 62 62 n—1
(L.1) = Engfl{aué(x+6”’t_ 5) +4 ” Ue (x—l—h,t— E>d£ (h)}
1 2 e
+3 Veigfl{ozue (3: +ev,t — —> +4 e <l‘ +h,t — E)dﬁnl(h)}

for small € > 0. Here, «, 3 are positive constants with o + 8 = 1, S"! is the
(n—1)-dimensional unit sphere centered at the origin, BY is an (n — 1)-dimensional
e-ball which is centered at the origin and orthogonal to a unit vector v and

, wwaer=o0 = [ wae =

where |A] is the (n — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of a set A. We will show
interior (parabolic) Lipschitz type regularity for u. satisfying (I.IJ), that is,

Jue(z,t) — uc(z,8)] < C(lz — 2| + |t — 5|7 +¢)
for some constant C' > 0 and any (z,t),(z,s) in a parabolic cylinder of a given
domain.

The motivation to study this DPP partly stems from its connection to stochastic
games. On the other hand, our work is also linked to a normalized parabolic p-
Laplace equation

(1.2) Oru = A;Vu =Au+(p—2)AYu
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There have been many recent results regarding mean value characterizations for
the p-Laplace type equations (see, for example, [Eva07PS08[KS09,MPR10al[KMP,
MPRIOBIMPRI2]). We can formally justify that a solution of (L2 asymptotically
satisfies (II]) by using the Taylor expansion.

In [PRI6], Parviainen and Ruosteenoja proved Lipschitz type regularity for func-
tions satisfying a DPP related to the PDE (L2)), but they have a different DPP
and it only covers the case 2 < p < co. They also showed Holder type estimate for
other DPP which is associated with the normalized parabolic p(z, t)-Laplace equa-
tion. They used an analytic method in order to show the Holder type regularity.
Meanwhile, for the Lipschitz regularity when p is constant, a core approach in the
proof is based on game theory. The aim of this paper is to extend regularity results
in [PRI6] from the case 2 < p < 0o to the case 1 < p < oo. It is hard to apply the
game theoretic argument in that paper to our DPP. Therefore here, we extend the
proof of Holder regularity results in [PR16] to obtain the main result, Theorem 5.2

The proof of our main theorem is divided into two parts. In the first part, we
provide an estimate for the function u. with respect to ¢t. To be more precise it
shows a relation between the oscillation of u. in time direction and the oscillation
in spatial direction. Next, we concentrate on proving regularity results with respect
to z. We first obtain Holder type estimate and then turn to Lipschitz estimate.
Comparison arguments play a key role in the proof of the main theorem.

As we mentioned earlier, our work is closely related to the p-Laplace type equa-
tions. The DPP can be understood as a discretization of the related PDE. There-
fore, we can expect that key ideas in studying DPP would be useful in order to
analyze the PDE. On the other hand, our work is in close connection with game
theory. One can understand the DPP (1)) in the spirit of tug-of-war games. This
interpretation is quite useful in that it allows us to see the problem from a different
angle. Actually, game theoretic arguments have played an important role in proving
results in several previous studies.

The notion of a ‘harmonious function’ was introduced in [LGA98|[LG07]. A
harmonious function v satisfies the following DPP

1 .

(1.3) v(®) 2{5211;1)(?4) + inf v(y)},

where D is a fixed neighborhood of z. In [PSSW09], some properties of harmo-
nious functions were deduced by using tug-of-war games. A relation between the
tug-of-war with noise and p-Laplace operator was shown in [PS08]. Moreover,
similar connections for general fully nonlinear equations were covered in [KS09].
In [MPR10a,MPRIOD,[KMP], the authors derived asymptotic mean value charac-
terizations for solutions to p-Laplace operators. The coincidence of game values of
tug-of-war games and functions satisfying related DPPs as well as the existence and
uniqueness of these functions were shown in [LPS14]. Studies on DPPs and associ-

ated tug-of-war games are ongoing under various settings, for example in nonlocal
and Heisenberg group setting, as in [CGARQ9BCF12|[FLM14].

Many regularity results are also known for functions defined through a DPP. In
[IMPR12], a Lipschitz type estimate was proved for a DPP connected to the elliptic
p-Laplace problem. A local approach for the regularity was developed in [LPS13]
(see also [Ruol6]). It is based on cancellation strategies which as an application give



a new and straightforward proof for the Lipschitz continuity for the corresponding
PDEs. On the other hand, in [AHPI17], interior Holder regularity was shown for
a space-varying DPP based on the method in [LPI§]. Lipschitz regularity for this
DPP was proved in [ALPRI.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, some notations and
background knowledge are presented. We prove the main theorem in the remaining
sections. In Section 3, we establish the estimate for our function u. with respect to
t. After that, regularity for u. in spatial direction is covered. We derive the Holder
regularity in Section 4 and the Lipschitz regularity in Section 5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Fix n > 2 and let 2 C R™ be a bounded domain. We consider a parabolic
cylinder Qp := Q x (0,7T] for T > 0 and its parabolic boundary

9,07 = (90 x [0,T]) U (Q x {0}).

Let € > 0 and define a parabolic e-strip of Q7 as follows:

e (o () o ()

where I'e = {x € R™\Q : dist(z,0Q) < €} is an e-strip of Q. Let F be a given
function defined in I'¢ 7.

Definition 2.1. Let o, 8 € (0,1) with o+ = 1. We say that a function u. satisfies
the a-parabolic DPP (with boundary data F) if (L)) holds in Qp and ue = F in
Ter.

Here, we remark that if the boundary data F' is bounded, then one can show
that u. is also bounded since ||uc||poc () < || F]|poe(r, 4. (cf. [MPRIZ2|[PR16])

We can heuristically interpret these functions in terms of ‘time-dependent tug-
of-war game with noise’. This game is a two player zero-sum game in Qp. The
procedure of the game is as follows. When the game is started, a token is located at
some point (zg,ty) € Qr. First Player I and Player II choose some directions vy, vyy
in the (n—1)-dimensional unit sphere centered at the origin S”~!, respectively. Next
one tosses a fair coin and the winner of the toss moves the token. With probability c,
the winner Player i(€ {I,11}) moves the token to the point 1 = x¢ + €ev; € Bc(z0)
and simultaneously the time changes by t; = tg — €¢2/2. On the other hand, with
probability 3, the token will be moved to the point x1 where z; is randomly chosen
from the uniformly probability distribution on the (n—1)-dimensional e-ball B¥i (z)
which is centered at xy and is orthogonal to v; and simultaneously the time also
changes by t; = tg—e€?/2. If (x1,t1) € T 1, the game ends and Player II pays Player
I the payoff F'(x1,t1). Otherwise, the above process is repeated and the token is
moved to a point (z2,t2) € Be(x1) x {t; — €2/2}. The game ends when the token
is located in the parabolic strip I'¢,z for the first time. Since ¢t =ty — ke?/2 < 0
for sufficiently large k, the game must terminate in finite time.

Let (z,t,) be the end point of the game. We are concerned with the expectation
of the payoff F(x,,t;). Player I tries to maximize F'(z,,t,) and Player II tries to
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minimize that. The value function of Player I and II are defined as
ug(:zro, to) = supinf Eg”gf? [F(zr,t;)]
Sy Sir ’

and

uf! (zo, o) = inf sup B ) [F (2, t,)],
I

where Sy and Sy are strategies for Player I and Player II, respectively.

By the definition of the game, we can make a rough guess that u! and u!! satisfy
([T since the value of these functions at every point would coincide the expectation

value of it in the next turn. Although we will not show the relation between uf,
u!! and u. in this paper, the above description of the game gives some intuition in
the proof of our main result, Theorem

We will use the notation BY and S™~! as in the previous section. Let 7 be a
fixed positive number. For a > 0, set

Qar = Bar(o) X (—CLT2, 0)7
Qar,e = Barge(0) x (—ar® — €%/2,0)

and
Yo = {(2,2,t,8) 1 7,2 € By (0), —ar? <t <0, [t — s| < €2/2}

and we write A; ¢ for a e-time slice

At = Bryc(0) x (t — €2/2,1].
Furthermore, let

1
midrange A; = — (sup A; + inf Ai)

i€l 2\ ier icl

and

Fuc(w,v,t) = au(x +ev,t) + B F  uc(x+h,t)dL" (h),
By

where v € S"~1 and fA means average of the integration on a set A. Then we can
rewrite (CI)) by

2
(2.1) te(x,t) = midrange o7 u, <3:, vt — 6—).
vesn—1t 2

We also define a set R, such that
R, ={M € O(n) : Me; = v},

where O(n) is the orthogonal group in dimension n and e; is the first vector in the
standard orthonormal basis. For simplicity, we abbreviate

sup
Vg, Vz esn—t
(Puy Pu,)ERL, XRy,

to

sup
Vz7Vz€S"71

throughout the paper.



3. REGULARITY WITH RESPECT TO TIME

First we investigate regularity for the function u. with respect to ¢t. The aim
of this section is to prove Lemma 3.1l below. This lemma provides some informa-
tion about a relation between the oscillation in a time slice and that in the whole
cylinder.

We use a comparison argument in the proof of the lemma. We will first find an
appropriate function ¥ (v, respectively) which plays a similar role as a supersolution
(subsolution, respectively) in PDE theory. After that, we will deduce the desired
result by estimating the difference of those functions. The method used here is
motivated by [JSI7, Lemma 4.3]. Our proof may be regarded as a discrete version
of this lemma.

From now on, we fix 0 < 7 < 1 and T > 0. Since we only consider interior
regularity, it is sufficient to show the regularity result in a cylinder @, = B,.(0) x
(—r2,0) with proper translation. We still use the notation Q7 after the translation.

Lemma 3.1. Let Qo C Qp, —12 < s <t <0 and u. satisfies the a-parabolic DPP
with boundary data F' € L= (T 1) for given 0 < a < 1. Then, for given € > 0, u,
satisfies the estimate

|ue(z,t) —uc(z,s)| <18 sup  oscu.

—r2<r<0 M
for any x € B,.
Proof. We set
A= sup 0SCu
—r2<r<0Mr.e

and
Ue(x,t) = 4+ Tr 2 At + 2r 2 Alz|?,
where ¢ € R. Define
c=inf{ceR:0.>u.in A_,2 .}
and we write o = ¥z. Then for any 7 > 0, we can always choose (z,,t,) € A_,2 .
so that
Ue(Ty, ty) = 0(Ty,ty) — 1.

In this case, there would be some accumulation points (z,t) € 17\_T2)€ asn — 0.
Furthermore, z must satisfy |Z| < r, since if not,

2A S ’D(xﬁ? tﬁ) - ’D(Ov tﬁ) S uﬁ(xna tn) - ’U,E(O, tn) + n S A + n
for any n > 0, then it is a contradiction when A > 0.
Now we compare midrange,g.—1 & (x,v,t — €2/2) with o(z,t). First, observe

that

2
midrange <7 U (:E, v, t— %)

vesSn—1

2 2
< amidrangev(:v—i—eu,t— 6—) +/ sup ][ U(:E—l—P,,h,t— 6—)dﬁ"l(h)
vesn—1 2 vesn—1 le 2
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for some P, € R,. We see that
]l |z + P,h|2dC" 1 (h) = ]l (|z|? + 2(z, P,h) + |P,h|*)dL" " (h)
Bt Bv

< |$|2 + 62
for any v € S"~1. Next we need to show that

midrange |z + ev|* < |z]? + €%

vesn—1
Observe that
sup |z +k|> = sup sup |z + av|?
KEB. vesSn—1 —e<a<e

= sup sup (a*+2a(x,v) +|z]?).
vesSn—1 —e<a<e

Since a? + 2a(z,v) + |z|? is convex in a, we observe that

sup (a® + 2a(z,v) + |2[*) = € + 2¢|(z, V)| + |z[*.
—e<a<e

We also see that there is a unit vector p so that

sup (€ + 2¢|(z, V)| + |z[?) = [& + epl?,
vesSn—1

as S™~! is compact. Then we get
1
midrange |z + ev|? < = (|z + eu|® + |z — ep|?) = |z|* + €2
vesn—1 2
Therefore, we discover
€2
midrange <70 <:1:, v,t— —>
vesn—1 2

2
<e+Tr %A (t - %) +2r 2 A{a(|z? + ) + B(|z]? + 2)}

3 3
<e+Tr %A+ 2r 2 Alz)? — 57"721462 = o(x,t) — 57”721462.
Thus,
2
(3.1) midrange &/ (x, vt — —> < v(x,t)
vesn—1 2
for all (z,t) € Q..

Let M =supg, \n , (ue— v) and suppose M > 0. In this case, we see that
ue <0+ M in Q. For any ' > 0, we can choose a point (z,/,t,) € Q. such
that

Ue( @y, ty) > V(@ tyy) + M — 17
We have to show that (z,,t, ) must be in @, for any sufficiently small ' > 0. By
the definition of M, ¢, > —r2. Note that we cannot assert this when M < 0. On
the other hand, for any |z| > r,
o(x,t) —v(0,t) > 2A.
We also observe that uc(z,t) — uc(0,t) < A. Hence it is always true that
(ue —0)(z,t) < (ue — 0)(0,t).



Thus, (z,,t,) € Q,. Then we obtain that

2 2
midrange &< V| Ty, v, ty — < + M » > midrange & uc | Ty, v, ty — <
vesn—1 2 vesn—1 2
= Ue(Tny, ty)
> ’D(l‘nl,tn/) + M — 7’]’.
In the first inequality, we have used that v + M > uc in Q. Therefore,

2
(3.2) miggi?;ge ey, <:z:n,, Uty — %) > (@, ty) — 1

for any n° > 0. We combine (BI) with B2) to discover that A = 0, and so
U = u = ¢ If ue is not a constant function, then we have a contradiction to A > 0.
Hence M < 0 and therefore ue < ¥ in Q.

On the other hand, consider
v(z,t) =c—Tr 2At — 2r 2 Alz|?,
where
c=sup{ceR:v, <wucin A_,2 }.

Following the above procedure, we canishow that ue > v in @, .. For arbitrary
n > 0, we can choose (T, ), (z,,1,) € A_,2 . such that

Ue(jna tn) > 1_’(‘7_377, tn) -1

and
ue(z,,t,) < 0(z,,t,) + 1
Then
’D('f"% {"7) v(‘r'rpz’q) S XSC Ue + 2777
t,e
and hence

7
c—c<3A+ 57“721462 < TA.
Therefore, we obtain

oscu, <supv —infv <c—c+7A+4A < 18A.

r Qr "

This completes the proof. ([l

Remark 3.2. We showed in the proof of Lemma[31l that the oscillation of ue in
time direction is uniformly estimated by the oscillation of u. in spatial direction on
(€2/2)-time slices. Note that an (€2/2)-time slice Ay shrinks to B, x {t} as e — 0
for any t. Thus, we can see that reqularity for u. with respect to t almost depends
on the reqularity with respect to x provided € is small enough.
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4. HOLDER REGULARITY

The aim of this section is to show that wu. satisfies Holder type regularity. This
result will be essentially used to prove Lipschitz regularity with respect to x in the
next section.

We will use a comparison argument arising from game interpretations for ob-
taining regularity results in spatial direction. This argument plays an important
role in obtaining the desired estimate. Several regularity results for functions sat-
isfying various time-independent DPPs were proved by calculations based on this
argument (see [LPIS[AHPITI[ALPR]). It was proved in [PR16] that functions sat-
isfying another time-dependent DPP have Holder regularity. Our proof differs from
that in [PR16] due to the difference of the setting of DPP.

Our argument depends on the distance between two points. If two points are
relatively far away, we will consider ‘multidimensional DPP’(For a more detailed
explanation, see [LP1§]). We divide the argument into two subcases. For each
case, we will get the desired estimate by choosing proper behavior of an auxiliary
function. In addition, we can derive our estimate by direct calculation when two
points are close enough.

Lemma 4.1. Let By, (0) x [-2r2 —¢2/2,€2/2] C Q7,0 < a < 1 and € > 0 is small.
Suppose that u. satisfies the a-parabolic DPP with boundary data F € L™ (T¢ ).
Then for any 0 < 6 < 1,

[ue(@,t) = uc(z,8)] < Cllucllos(Jz = 2I° + ),

whenever z,z € B.(0), —r? <t <0, |t —s| < €?/2 and C > 0 is a constant which
only depends on r, 6, and n.

Proof. First, we can assume that ||uc||oc < 7° by scaling. Let us construct an
auxiliary function. Define

(4.1) fi(z,z) = Clz — 2" + M|z + 2|,
[ CPINEDE i (1,2) € Ay
(4.2) fa(z,2) = { 0 if |# — 2| > Ne/10
and
(4'3) g(t, 3) — max{M(|t - T‘2|5/2 _ r5), M(|S - r2|5/2 _ 7'5)}

where N = N(r,0,a,n) € N, C = C(r,0,a,n) > 1 and M = M(r) > 1 are
constants to be determined, and

Ap = {(x,2) €R®™: (i — 1)e/10 < |z — 2| < ie/10}
fori=0,1,...,N.
Now we define
(4.4) H(x,z,t,8) = fi(z,2) — fa(x, 2) + g(t, 9).
We first show that
[ue(,t) = uc(z,5)] < Clz — 2| + €°)
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for every z,z (z # z) € By, (0), —2r* <t < 0 and |t — s| < €2/2. To this end,
choose M sufficiently large so that

ue(x,t) — uc(z,8) — H(zx, 2, t,5) < C*Ne® + Ce® in Yo\¥;.
So, if we prove that
(4.5) ue(z,t) — uc(z,8) — H(z,2,t,5) < C*Ne® + Ce® in 3\T

where ¥ = {(z,2,t,8) € R x R? : o = 2, —r?2 <t <0, |t — 8| < €2/2}, then
it is shown that Lemma 1] holds in ¥\ Y. Since we can obtain this estimate for
ue(z, s) — ue(x,t), we have

[ue(z,t) — ue(z,8)| < C?*Ne® + Ce® + H(x, 2,t,5) in 3\7T.
Now we can assume that z = —x by proper scaling and transformation, and then
we get
e (z,t) — ue(—x,s)| < Clz]® + '€
for some universal constant C’ > 0. It gives the result of Lemma [Tl
Suppose that (L) is not true. Then

(4.6) K = sup (ue(x,t) —uc(z,8) — H(x,2,t,8)) > C*Ne® + Ce.
(z,2,t,5)€SI\T

Let n > 0. We can choose (2/,2',#,s") € £1\T such that
(' t") —wue (2,8 — H(2', 2/, t',s') > K —n.

Recall the DPP ([21]). Using this together with the previous inequality, we know
that

K <uc(z',t') —uc(2,s)— H( 2/, t',s') +n

1 / , € ’ , €
< - sup Su| &' gt — = | —du| 2 vy, 8 — =
2 Vyr W €81 2 2

€2 €2
+ inf du |z vg ' —— ) —du |2 v s — =
VI/,IJZ/ES"71 2 2

—H(2' 2t s") +2n.

Let
1 2 2
1 == sup o e x’,yz/,t/—e— — U z’,uz/,s’—e—
2 g 2 2

[II]_l inf Guc| a' v, ¢ due| 2 v, s e
B 21/3:/7112/63"*1 € » Yl 2 € s Vzly 2 .

We see that

ue(2', ) —ue(2, s")

and

2 2
. € . €
= midrange &/ u. (:1:’, Vgt t' — ) ) — midrange .o/ u, <z’, vy, 8 — —>

I/I/GS"71 UZ/GS"71 2
< [ + [II] + 7.
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By the definition of &7, we see that

1 €2 €2
=3, e ol tawt -5 ) -ultaws =7

2 2

+684 {u <3:/ + P, bt — %) e <z/ + Py h,s — %) }dﬁ"‘l(h)].
B '

Now we estimate [I](and [II]) by H-related terms. Let
[IIY] = aH (x + vy, 2 + vy, t,8) + 5 H(z+ P, h,z+ P,_h,t,s)dL" " (h).
BEY
Recall f(z,2) = fi(x, z) — fa(z,2) and H(x, z,t,8) = f(x,2) + g(t,s). Then we see
that
H(z+ evg, z+ev,,t,8) = fx+ evy, 2+ evy) + g(t, 8)
and
H(z+ P, h,z + P,_h,t,s)dC" ' (h)

BSY
=4 {f@+P,h,z+P, h)+g(t, s)}dL " (h)
Bt
= fle+ P, h,z+ P,, h)dﬁ”fl(h) +g(t, s).
BSt

Then we can write [IIT] as

af(x + €V, 2 + 67/2) +8 f(x + Pth7 z+ PVz h)d‘cnil(h) + g(ta S)
Bt

Here we define an operator T as

Tf(IaZaPUzvpvz)

=af(r+evy,z+ev,)+ f(x+ P, h,z+ P,_h)dL" *(h).

Bt
Since
(4.7) ue(y, t) — ue(9,8) < K + H(y, §,t,1) = K + f(y,9) + g(t,1)
by the definition of K, we obtain that

1 / / / 62 / 62
<= sup o K+ H(x' +evy, 2 +evpt' — —, 8" — —
2 Uz/,UZ/ES"‘*l 2 2

+

2 2
5][ {K + H(:v’ + Py b2 + P bt — %,s' - %) }dﬁ"‘l(h)]
Bt

1 ’o / e / e
§§ K+ sup Tf(x,z,P,,w,,PVz,)—i-g t_Eus__ .

Vv €S 2

Next we have to estimate [II]. Choose p,/,p.s € S"~1 so that
inf Tf(',2,P,, P, ,)>Tf(' 2 P,,  P,,)—2n.

n—1
Vs V1 €S
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Then we calculate that

) < epmt — epat — &
<5 aq Ue| x + €par, 5 ue| 2"+ €pyr, 5
2
+ﬂf1 %%CE+P hot! — 2)<-m<z+f@ﬁ¢h—%>}mw%m]
e1
1

—[K—I—af(:z: +€par, 2+ epar)

[\

2
+5 f(@ + P, h,2' + P, h)dL " (h) + (t’——,s —e—)]
B:l z = 2 2

g
/ 62 / 62
K+ Tf@ 2 P, Pp) +olt — 5.8 — 5

»—ll\DI»—l

2 2
§§[K—|— inf  Tf(a,7 Pl,/,P,,,)—Fg(t’ 2,5’—%)}—!—77.

Vyr v €Sn—1
We used ([@7)) again in the second inequality.
Combining the estimate for [I] and [II], we obtain
K <wuc(2',t") —u(2,s')— H(', 2", t',s") +n
€2 €2
< K + midrange Tf(2',2,P,,,P,_,)+ g<t’ -, - —)
Vyr v €Sn—1 2 2
—H(z', 2 t',s) +2n.
Since n is arbitrarily chosen, if we show that
€ €2
midrange T'f(z',2', P, ,,P,,) + g<t’ ——,5 - —) < H@', 2, t,¢),
Vyr W €S 2 2
that is,
midrange Tf(2',2',P, ,, P, ,) — f(2',2)

n—1
Vo1V, 1 €S

(4.8)

then the proof is completed.

Now we need to estimate ([A8). Without loss of generality, we assume that
t' > s'. Then we see that

2 2
t/ /_ t/_e_ /_6_
908)4 505 T

€2 /2
_M(|s’—r2|5/2—r‘s)—M<s/—g—r —TJ)
2 /2
:M|S/—’I“2|5/2—MS/—€——T2
2

Note that

Mls' —T2|6/2 - M
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) )
e\ ? e\ ?
<r2+5> §r5+<5> <4

for 0 < § < 1. We also deduce that

and

2 6/2 €2
M|s' —r272 = M|s' — = — 2| >—MZ|s =251 > —Mri e,
since h(t) = [t|*/? is concave.
Therefore, we see that
€? €2 ~
g(t', s — g(t/ -3 s — 5) > min{—Me’, —MC(r)e?} =: o.

To establish ([@.8]), we will distinguish several cases. And from now on, we will
write (z, 2, t, s) instead of (z/,2',¢,s’) in our calculations for convenience.

4.1. Case |z — z| > Ne/10. In this case, f(z,z) = fi(z, 2) as fa(x,z) = 0. Thus
we can write (L) as
(4.9) midrange T f1(z,2,P,,, P,.) — fi(z,2) < o

Vg, v, €S

For any n > 0, we can choose some vectors v,,v, € S"~! and related rotations
P, eR,,, P, €R,, sothat

sup Tfl(x Ph)STfl(IazaPV17PVZ)+77
hy,h,€Sn—1

Hence if we find some unit vectors fi,, . and rotations P, , P, such that

midrange Tfl((E, Z, thu th)
hzthES"71

1
< 5{Tf1 z,2,P,,P,.)+Tfi(z,2 P, P.)+n},
then we obtain (£9) by showing
1
(4.10) E{Tfl(x,z,Pl,z,P,,z)—l—Tfl(x z2,Pu, . Py.) }—fl(aj,z) <o-—n.

Denote v = ﬁ, Yy = <y,v> and yy, = y — yyv. Then y is orthogonally
decomposed into yyv and yy, . By using Taylor expansion, we know that for any
hy and h,

fi(x + €hy,z +€hy)
= fi(z,2) + COlz — 2|° Y hy — h.)ve+2M (2 + 2, hy + h.)e

1
+ 5Colz - 2°72{(6 — 1) (he — h2)} + |(he — he)y o [P} €

+ M|h, + hz|2e2 + &y 2(€hy, €hy),

where &, ,(hy, h.) is the second-order error term. Now we estimate the error term
by Taylor’s theorem as follows:

sz (€hy, €h.)| < O(€ha, eh.)t P (|Jz — 2| — 2€)°~3
if |x — z| > 2e. Thus if we choose N > 1ooc , we get

a2 (ehe, €h,)| < 10|z — 2|7 262,
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Now we establish (L0). We first consider a small constant 0 < © < 4 to be
determined later and we divide again this case into two separate subcases. In the
first subsection, we consider the case when v,, v, are in almost opposite directions
and nearly parallel to the vector x — z. Otherwise, it is covered in the second
subsection. In each case, we will choose proper rotations and investigate changes
in the value of the auxiliary function f;. The concavity of fi; plays a key role in
both cases.

4.1.1. Case (v — ;)3 > (4 — ©). Observe that
midrangeTfl(x, 2, Pl/ma PVz)

Vg, v, €8N L

—_

< ATf(z,2,P,,,P.)+Tfi(x,2,—P,,,—P,) +n}

[\)

and
1
§{Tf1(x7zapl/m7puz) +Tf1(x727_PIJz7_PVz)} - fl(xaz)

= %{fl(x—l—eum,z-i-euz) + filz — evp, 2z — ev.) — 2f1(w,2) }

+ g{ fi(x+ P, h,z+ P,_h)dL " (h)
BEL

+ fi(x — Py, h,z — P,_h)dL" (k) — 2fi(x, z)}
BSt

We first estimate the a-term. Using the Taylor expansion of f; and the above
estimates, we get

file+evy, z+ev.) + fi(x —evy, 2z — ev,) — 2f1(x, 2)
= |z —2|°~ HE =D (e — )y + (Ve —va)ye P} + 2M |y, + v:| €
+ & ey, ev,) + Ey L (—evy, —€vy)
< OSlz —2[°72{(5 — 1)(4 — ©) + O}e® + 2M (2€)* + 20|z — 2|7~ 22
< [Colz — 2[°72{(6 — 1)(4 — ©) + O} + 8M + 20|z — z|° 2]
And note that
(4.11) Poh— Pyh] < v + sl

for some proper P,_, P, and for any h € Bi'(see [ALPRl Appendix A]), to see
that

fi(x+ P, h,z+ P,_h)dL" ' (h) — fi(z, 2)
BEL

= ][ [05|x — 2| Y(P,,h — P,_h)y +2M{(x + 2z, P, h + P,_h)
BEY
— 2" {6 = 1)(Ph = P.h)Y, + |(Po,h = Po )y}

+ M|P, h+ P, h|? + E; . (hy, h) | AL (R)

1
5]1361[% 25— V)P — By + (Pt — By )ys )
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+2M|P,,h + P,_h|* + 2&, . (hy, h)|dL™ 1 (R)

1
< 5{|,ch —2|°72(CO + 20) + 8M } €.
The last inequality follows from |v, +v.[? < ©. In the same way, it is also obtained

fi(x — Py h,z — P, h)dL" () — fi(x, 2)
Bt

< ={]z — 2/°2(CO +20) + 8M }é*.

N =

These estimates give
AT A 2 0002) + T, 2~ —22)} — a2 2)
< %[C’zﬂx — 2725~ 1)(4 — ©) + O} + 8M + 20|z — 2[° 2] ¢
+ g{c@u —2|°72 + 8M + 20|z — 2|2}
< %{@ +ad(—1)(4—0)} +10||z — 2° 2 + AM %
Observe that @ + ad(d —1)(4 —0) < 0if © < 4ad(1 — §)/{1 — ad(d — 1)}. Then

we can choose sufficiently large C' depending only on 7, d, @ and n so that

midrange Tfi(z, 2, P,,, P,.) — fi(x,2) < —MCé>.

Uy, v, €8T

Thus, we get (£9).

4.1.2. Case (vy — 1)} < (4—0). It is clear that |, — .|y < 2—©/4 in this case.
Furthermore, we check that
midrangeT f1(x, z, Pn,, Pp.)

Vg, €8MTL

(4.12) 1
< g{Tfl(x, 2, P, P, )+ Tfi(z,2,P_y,Py)} +1.
Now we estimate the right hand side. By the DPP, it can be written as
%{Tfl(:t, 2,Py,,P,.) + Tfi(z, 2, Py, Py)} — fi(z,2)
= %{fl(:t tevg,z+ev,) + filx —ev,z 4 ev) — 2f1(x,z)}

+ g{ fi(x + P, h,z+ P, h)dL "' (h)
BSt

+ fi(z + P_yh,z+ P,h)dL" (k) — 2f1(3:,z)}.
Be!

We will continue in a similar way to the previous case. For the a-term, we deduce

that

i@+ eve, 2+ ) + file — ev, 2 + ev) — 2z, 2)

= % {C(ﬂx — 2 H (e — )y — 2Ye 4 2M (x4 2,1, + 12 )e
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+ %5ll‘ = 2" = D)((ve = v2)e® + (20)°) + |(ve — va)ye [Pe?}

+AME* + My, + v.)?é® + Ev (Vg €v,) + &y o (—ev, ev)}

1({ ©
< 5{—10(5@ — 2% e+ 8Mer+2CH|x — 2|° 22 4-20|x — Z|6_262+2M€2}.

Then we see that
206|z — 2|°72€% + 20|z — 2|° 7262 + 2M 2
10
< N(2C(5 + 20 + 2M diam(Q)27°%)|z — 2|° e
< 8%z — 2° e

for sufficiently large C' and N > 100C/4 , since |z — z| > Ne/10 and § is bounded.
Thus,

Ful@ 4 ve, 2+ v2) + file —ev, 2 + ev) — 2fi(x, 2)

4] 5—1 ©
<!z - — 0= .
_{2|:1: z| <5 C4>+4Mr}e

Next, we estimate the S-term. By a direct calculation, we see that

][ {fl($+Pth72+Pyzh)+f1($+P_vh7Z+th) —2f1($,z)}d£"—1(h)
BSt
—f{hlet Pubist Pob) — A2} (1)

BS1

4 A+ Pshoz+ R = i, 2)}de™ 1)
Bt

< f L [Sol = O - DB = PR+ (Ph = Pty
Bt
+ M|P, h+ P, h|* + & - (ha, hz)] dc"*(h)

+ ][ [g(ﬂx —2°72(2h)% + &, . (—ev, ev)] dc"*(h)
Bt

< O6|x — 2°72(2€)% + M (2€)* + 20|z — 2|°~2€2,
we have used (£II)) for the last inequality. Now we observe that
C6|x — 2|°72(2€)% + M (2€)% 4 20|z — 2|07 2% < 26%|x — 2| Le.
Therefore S-term is estimated by 262|z — 2|9~ .

Combining these estimates, we conclude
1
§{Tf1($,Z,PVI,PVZ) +Tf1(IaZaP*V7PV)} - fl(.I,Z)

afd 5—1 () 2 0—1

2{2|3: 2| (5 C4>+4Mr}e+ﬂ5 |z —z|° "€
< —MCé?

for sufficiently large C' = C(r, d, o, n). Combining this with [@.I2]), we obtain (L.J).

IN
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4.2. Case 0 < |z — z| < Ne/10. We observe that
|f1(@ + he, 2+ h2) — fi(z, 2)]
=C(lz — 2+ hg — ho|® — |2 — 2°) + M(|z + 2 + hy + b |* — |z + 2[?)
< Clhy — ha|® +2M|z + 2| |hy + hz| + M|hy + h.|?
< 20¢ +8Mre+ 4Mée?
< 30¢°

for any x,z € B, and hy, h, € B, if C = C(r,d) is sufficiently large. Therefore, we
see that

sup Tfl(I,Z,th,th)—fl(I,Z)
hmythS"*I

S [a{fl<x+hz,z+hz>—f1<x,z>}+
hg,h,eSn—1

ﬁ]{gel{fl(m—l—thh,z—i—thh) — fi(m, 2)}dLr 1 (R)

< 3aCe® +38Ce =30

and
sup  Tf(x,2,Pn,,Pn.) = sup  T(fi— f2)(,2, Pn,, Pn.)
(4.13) ha,h,€87—1 hy,h.€Sm—1
' S sup Tfl(xazaphmuphz)'
hmythS"*1

By the assumption, we can find ¢ € {1,2,---, N} such that

€

€
) — — < 71—
(7 1)10<|:1c z| <i

10°
We deduce that

inf  Tf(x,2,Pp,,Py.)

hg,h eSn—1

S sup Tfl(fE,Z,th,th)— sup ng(fE,Z,th,th)
hz,thS"71 hmythS"*I

< sup T fi(x,z,P,,Pn.)— aC2N=i+1)
hy,h,eSn—1

2 X .
= sup Tfi(x,z,Pn,,P.)—« (02 - —) C2N=Dd _ 902(N=i) o
ha,h, €871 (0%

< sup Tfi(z,z,Pn,,Pn.)—2fo(x,2) — 8C°.
By, hs €511

The last inequality is obtained if C' is large. Therefore, we calculate that

midrange T f(x, z, Py, Pn.) < sup T fi(x,z, Py, ,Pn.)— fa(z,2) — 40¢°
Vg, v, €81 hy,h,€Sm—1

< fi(z, 2) + 3Ce° — fo(x, z) — 4C€°
< f(z,2) — C€,

and then we get (48] for choosing C = C(r,d, a, n) sufficiently large.
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4.3. Case |z —z| = 0. According to the results in the previous sections, we observe
that

Jue(@,t) —uc(z, )| < Cullucllso(|z = 2[° +€°),

for any z,z (z # 2) € B.(0), —r*> < t < 0, |t — 5] < €?/2 and some C; =
Cy(r,d,a,n) > 0.

Fix z € B,(0) and t,s € (—r?,0) with |t — s| < €2/2. Then we can choose a
point y € B.(z) and deduce that
|u€($7t) - ’UJE(-I, S)| < |ué($7t) - ué(ya S)| + |’U,€(y, S) - ’U’E(Ia S)|
< Culful ol — 9l + )
< 20 ||ue| o€’

Now set C' = 2Cy. Then we can conclude the proof of this lemma. O
For any # € B, and —r® < s < t < 0, consider a cylinder B z—(z) x [s,1].
Applying Lemma [£.]] we find that

0sc ue§C(r,é,a,n)||u6||oo(|t—s|%+65)
Bm(w)X(T_%,T)

for any 7 € (s,t). Then we obtain the following estimate
Jue(,t) = uelw, )| < C(r, 8, ,m) fuellso ([t — 5| % +¢”)

by virtue of Lemma 3.1
Combining this and Lemma [£1], we get the desired regularity.

Theorem 4.2. Let Qo C Qp, 0 < 6,0 < 1 and € > 0 is small. Suppose that
uc satisfies the a-parabolic DPP with boundary data F' € L>®(Tcr). Then for any
2,2 € B.(0) and —1r? < t,5 <0,

5
lue(,t) = ue(z,8)] < Clluel|oo(|z = 2[° + |5 — 8|7 +€°),

where C' > 0 is a constant which only depends on 1,9, and n.

5. LIPSCHITZ REGULARITY

We will prove Lipschitz type regularity for the function w. in this section. In
the previous section, we utilized the concavity on the distance of two points of
the auxiliary function to get the result. In order to prove Lipschitz estimate, the
auxiliary function is also needed to have this property. However, we no longer have
the strong concavity that was helpful in the proof there. Therefore, we need to
build the proof in a different manner in several places.

For this reason, we will construct other (concave) auxiliary function for proving
Lipschitz estimate. This causes some difficulties compared to the Holder case. As in
the proof of Lemmal[Z£.1] we will distinguish two subcases. More delicate calculations
are needed when two points are sufficiently far apart. Note that we will exploit the
Holder regularity result here. In the case that two points are sufficiently close, the
proof is quite similar to the previous section.
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Lemma 5.1. Let By, (0) x [-2r2 —€2/2,€2/2] C Q7,0 < a < 1 and € > 0 is small.
Suppose that u. satisfies the a-parabolic DPP with boundary data F € L™ (T¢ ).
Then,

ue(z,t) — ue(z,5)] < Cllucloo (|2 — 2| +€),
whenever x,z € B.(0), —1r? <t < 0 and |t — s| < €2/2 and C > 0 is a constant
which only depends on r,a and n.

Proof. We can expect that |z — z| will play the same role as f; in the Holder
case. But for a Lipschitz type estimate, we cannot deduce the desired result by
using that function |x — z|. Therefore, we need to define a new auxiliary function
w: [0,00) = [0,00). First define

w(t) =t — wet” 0<t<w = (2yw) YO,

where v € (1,2) is a constant and wg > 0 will be determined later. Observe that
W(t)=1—qwet" 1 €[1/2,1]  for 0<t<w

and
W(t) = —y(y = Dwot?2 <0  for 0<t<w.

Then we can construct w to be increasing, strictly concave and C? in (0, co).

Assume that ||uc||oo < 7 by scaling as in the previous section, and we define
fi(z,2) = Cw(|z — 2|) + M|z + z|%

Consider the functions f2 and g for § = 1 as [@2)) and [@3)), respectively. Now we
set again the auxiliary function H by

H(z,z,t,5) = fi(x,2) — fo(z,2) + g(t,s)
and let
f(:E,Z) = fl(CL',Z) - f2($7z)'

As in the previous section, we will first deduce that
|ue(z,t) — ue(z, 8)] < C(lx — 2| + ¢€) in Xo\T.
We can choose M sufficiently large so that
ue(,t) —uc(z,8) — H(x,2,t,8) < C*Ne + Ce in 32\%;.
Thus, for proving the lemma, it is sufficient to show that
ue(x,t) —uc(z,8) — H(x,2,t,8) < C*Ne + Ce in 3\7T.
Suppose not. Then

K = sup (ue(z,t) —ue(z,8) — H(z,2,t,8) > C*Ne + Ce.
(z,z,t,8)€XI\Y

In this case, we can choose (z,2,t',s’) € X1\ T such that
(5.1) (' t) —wu (2,8 — H(2', 2/, ', ") > K —n
for any 1 > 0.

Similarly as in Section 4, we need to establish (48] in order to prove Lemmal[b.1l
The only difference is the right-hand side of the inequality. In this case, it is suffi-
cient to deduce that the left-hand side of (8] is less than o = min{—Me, — M Ce?},

where C only depends on r.

We use again the notation (z, z,t, s) instead of (z/, 2, s').
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5.1. Case |z — z| > Ne/10. For the same reason as in the previous section, we
shall deduce ([@.9). To do this, it is sufficient to show (£I0) for any n > 0 and some
P,eR,, P, cR,..
Now we calculate the Taylor expansion of f;. We see
fi(x + ehy, 2+ €h,) — fi(x, 2)

<CW (| — 2])(he — hy)ve+2M(z + 2, hy + h,)e
(5.2) 1 1 _W'(lz—=2

+ 50" (12 = 2lhe )t + 50 G, = gy e
+ (4M + 10|z — 2|7 2)€?

for any h,,h, € R™. Then we check that
|Ex,2(hay h2)| < Cl(ha, hZ)t|3(|x —z| = 26)7_3 < C|(hy, hZ)t|3(|x -z = 26)7_3

if |[g—z| > 2e and hy, h, € B, because for the third derivatives it holds D?m w(lz—
z|) < Clz — z[7~3 for some constant C > 0. Thus if we choose N > 1%0€ we get

|€x,2(ha, hy)| < 10]x — Z|772€2.

For estimating a-term in T'fi(x,z, P, , P,.), we can use (0.2)) directly. On the
other hand, more observations about P, , P, are needed to estimate S-term. First
we see that

fl(x + GPVICaZ_FePVzC) - fl(I,Z)
= Cuw'(|lz = 2) (P, = Po.Qve+2M(z + 2, P, + P, ()e

==z p, ¢ B, ¢)yupe

|z — 2|

1 1
+ 5" (12 = ) (P = Pr. Qe + 5C

+ M|P,, ¢+ P,C|*€* + &y . (€hy, €hy)

from (52). Due to rotational symmetry, integral over the first-order terms is zero.
Note that w” < 0 and (£II)) to see that

fl (:’E + Pumhu z+ PVz h)dﬁn_l(h) - fl(x’ Z)
Bt
/ —
< %MME + v + (4AM + 10|z — 2|77 %)%,
T —z

Therefore,

Tfl(x,Z,Pyl_,Pyz) - fl(xaz)
< aCW' (v — 2|) (Ve — v2)ve+ 2aM(x + 2z, vy + V)€
+ 50" (2 = ) = v)}e?
L Lllz =)
2 |z — z|
+ (4M + 102 — 2|7~ 2)é2.

(af(ve —v2)ye |2 + Blve + VZ|2)62

Now we set © = |z — z|® for some s € (0, 1] to be chosen later. In order to deduce
[#9), we divide again this case into two separate subcases.



20 JEONGMIN HAN

5.1.1. (vy — v,)3 > 4 — O. Consider two rotations P,_, P,. which satisfy (II]).
Observe that

1
§{Tf1(x7zapl/m7puz) +Tf1(x727_PIJz7_PVz)} - fl(xaz)
< S0 (7 = ) = vo)}e?

1 W (|z—2z])
+ 507|{E—Z| (OZ

+ (4M + 10z — 2|7 %)€%.

(Ve —v2)ye |2 + Blve + VZ|2)52

Since © < 1 for sufficiently small r and % <w' <1landw’ <0,
1
§{Tf1($,Z,Pyz,Pyz)+Tf1($,2,—Puz,—Puz)} _fl(xuz)
3 cC 1
< ZaC " _ 2 -
< jaluw (|lx — z])e* + AT
+ (4M + 10|z — 2|77 2)2.

(af(ve — VZ)VJ-|2 + Blve + VZ|2)€2

We know that |(v; — v.)y1|?> < © by the assumption and we also see
Ve + 1.2 =4 —|(vp —1)> <4—|(ve —v2)v]* < O.
Thus,

1
§{Tf1(.’L',Z,PVm,Pyz) +Tfl($uzu_PVm7_Puz)} - fl(waz)

3 ¢ ©
< {iaC’w”ﬂx —z|) + =2 +4M + 10|z — z|72}62.

By the definition of w, w”(|z — 2|) = —v(y — Dwolz — 2|72 if |z — 2| < w;.
Choosing v =1+ s. Since |z — z| < 1, we get

AT 2 P P) + T2~ Py~ P} = fi(a.2)
< {C{ - gas(s + Dwo + 11}|:c — 2+ 4M} 2.
Note that if |z — 2| < wy (See the definition of w),
—gas(s + 1w +11 <0
for sufficiently large wg. Now we select C' = C(r, a, n) sufficiently large so that
{C{ - gas(s + Dwo + 11}|3: —z 4 4M} 2 < —MCé

then we get (A.8).

5.1.2. Case (v, — uz)%, < (4 — ©). Consider two rotations P, and P_, as follows:
The first column vectors of P_y, and P, are v and —v, respectively. And other
column vectors are the same. Then we observe,

Tfl(.I,Z,P,v,PV) - fl('rvz)
< —2a0W (| — 2|)e + 2aCW" (| — 2|)€* 4+ (4M + 10|z — 2|7~ 2)e?
< —2a0W/(|x — 2|)e + (4M + 10|z — 2|72)é?,
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and thus
1
§{Tf1($7zvpvxvpvz) + Tfl(IaZaP7V7Pv)} - fl(xvz)
< aCW'(|lz — 2|){(ve — v2)v — 2}e + 2aM (x + 2,V + V,)€
1 (o —
+ EC%{M(’@ —v)ye P + Blve + w2}
+ (4M + 10|z — 2|77 2)e2.

Set

|(ve = va)ye|?
)

Then 1 < k < % by the assumption. Observe that

|(VI—I/Z)V|S\/lVI—VZ|2—H®§\/4—I€@§2—Z@

R =

and hence
|(ve = v2)ye| 42— (va —v2)v).
On the other hand, we have
Ve + .2 =4 — vy — v2)?
<4- (Vm - VZ)%/
<42 — (Ve —v2)v).
We observe that

%{Tfl(xuzupuwapl/z) +Tf1(x727P—V7PV)} _fl(xuz)

20
<2aM(x + z,vp +vi)e+ (2 — (Ve — v2)v) O (Jx — 2|) ( —a+ W)e
+ (4M 4 10|z — 2|7 2)é?,
as |z — z| > Ne/10.

Next we estimate M (x + z,v, + v,)e. We already know that u. satisfies Holder
type estimate for any exponent § € (0,1) by Theorem Now by the counter

assumption (G)),
ue(z,t) — uc(z,8) — Cw(|lx — 2|) — M|z + 2|* — g(t,s) > K —n > 0.
Then we see
M|z + 2|? < uc(x,t) — uc(z,8) < Co, (|z — 2|2 4 €/2).

Note that C,, is a constant depending only on 7, o and n. Thus, we obtain that

[Cy
|$+Z| < € (|$ _ Z|1/2 +€1/2)1/2
[Cy 1 _
< MUe |:|£L' —Z|1/4 + §|$ _ Z| 1/461/2 +O(€1/2):|

[C., 1/10\ "4
< —7‘ [|33 — V4 4 3 <—> e/t 4 0(61/2)] .
Hence we observe

M{x+ z,vy + v.)e < 2M|x + z|e
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10\ /4
< 2/MC,, |z — z|Ye + \/MC,,, (W) 4 4 o(e3?)
<3/ MC,, |z — 2|

since \/MC,, (10/N)/%e5/% 4 0(€3/2) is bounded by \/MC,,,_ |z — z|*/?¢. Therefore,
if we choose vy =1+ s=5/4,

1

g{Tfl('ervPI/I;PUZ) + Tfl(IaZaP7V7Pv)} - fl(xvz)

< 6a\/MC, |z — z]°c + CW'(|Jz — 2|) x

x—z° b B8
—anlZZ s Batw v+ i - g
+ (4M + 10|z — z|*~1)e?,

Note that
1
(4M + 10|z — 2|*1)e* < (4M + 10)N0|3: — z|%.
Then

1
§{Tf1(I,Z,PUZ,Pyz) +Tf1($7Z7P*VaPV)} - fl(iZ?,Z)
< 6a\/MC,,

10
+ (4M + 10)W|x — z|%e.

o st @ (o= v IO (o —aD) —a+ T )e

Since we already know that kK©/4 < 2 — (v, — v,)y and W’ € [1/2,1], we see that

1
E{Tfl(xazapl/zapl’z)+Tf1($727P*VaPV)}_fl(xaz)
a 5\ | —v)y|? 10
< [6a\/MC, _Q 2 Ve T VIVED L g 4 10) 2 ||z — 2
_{604 C'€—|—C'< 8+N) Fpeyer +( —|—0)N |z — z|%€¢
o ) 10
< {604\/MCUE +C(— g—i-N) +(4M—|—10)N} |z — z|%€.

Fix N > 100/« and choose C' = C(r, o, n) large enough so that
a b 10
6o/ MC, +C| — -+ — | + (4M +10)— < 0.
8 N N
Then we conclude that
1
§{Tfl(xazapl/zvpvz) + Tfl(.I,Z,P,v,PV)} - fl(xaz)

N a 5 10 s_1 2
E{Ga\/MC'ue—I—C(—g—!-N)—|—(4M—|—10)N |z —z|"" "€

IN

< —MCEZ,

since | — z| > Ne/10. Now we obtained the desired result.
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5.2. Case 0 < |z — z| < N¢/10. It is quite similar to the Holder case. First, we
see that for any x,z € B, and hg, h, € S"1,

1+ ey 2+ ehs) — fi(a, 2)
< Clw(|z + €hy — 2 — €h.|) — w(|lz — 2|)|
+ M||z + ehg + 2+ €h.|* — |z + 2|
< C(||lz + eha — 2 — €| — | — 2|| + wol|z + €hy — 2 — €h.|" — |z — 2|
+M||x+ehz+z+ehz|2 - |:1:—|—z|2|
< 2Ce + 2Cwoy(2r)" " H(2€) + 8Mre + 4Mée>.
Then we can choose a constant C' > 0 such that

|fi(x + €hg, 2+ €hy) — fi(x, z)| < 20CE.

As in the previous section,

sup  Tfi(x, 2, Pa,, Py.) — fi(z,2)
hy,h,eSn—1

= sup {a{fl(x + €hy, 2z + €h,) — f1(x,2)}
he,h.€S™—1

+8 4 Alo+ Puhoz+ Pok) = file,2)de" " (h)
Bt
< 20aCe + 208Ce = 20Ce

and note that (@I3) is still valid here. We can find ¢ € {1,2,---, N} such that
(i —1)55 < |r — 2| < if5 as in the previous section. Now, if C' is large enough,

inf  Tf(x,2 Py, Py.)

hmythS"*I

< sup Tfi(x,2,Pn,,Pn.)— sup  Tfaz,2, Py, Pp.)
hy,h,€Sn—1 hy,h,eSn—1

< sup Tfi(z,z,Pn,,Pn.)— aC2IN—it1)
hzthES"71

2 . _
= sup Tfi(w,z, P, Pn,)— a<02 — —> C2N=1) ¢ _ 9C2(N—i)¢
hg,h,eSn—1 «

< sup  Tfi(x,z, P, ,Pn.) — 2fa(x,z) — 50Ce.
hg,h.€8n—1

Therefore, we calculate that

midrange T'f(z, z, P, Ph.)
hahs esn—1

< sup  Tfi(z,z,Pn,,Pn.) — fa(x,z) — 25Ce
hg,h,€Sm—1

< fi(z,2) +20Ce — fa(x, 2) — 25Ck.

We finally choose a large constant C' > M depending only on r, & and n to obtain

@3).
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5.3. Case |z — z| = 0. Similar to the previous section, we already showed that
[ue(z, 1) — ue(z, s)| < Callue]|oo(|z — 2] + ),

forany z,z (z # 2) € B,(0), —r?> <t < 0, [t—s| < €2/2 and some Cy = Ca(r, a,n) >
0. Then we can obtain the desired result by using the same argument as in Section
4.3. O

Now Lemma [B.1] and Lemma 5Tl yield the Lipschitz type regularity in the whole
cylinder.

Theorem 5.2. Let Q2 C Q7, 0 < o < 1 and € > 0 be small. Suppose that u.
satisfies the a-parabolic DPP with boundary data F' € L*(Ier). Then for any
2,2 € B.(0) and —r? < t,5 <0,

ue(z,t) — ue(2,8)| < Clluelloo(|z — 2| + |5 — t|F + ),

where C' > 0 is a constant which only depends on r,« and n.
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