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HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL
p-LAPLACIAN

LARS DIENING, KYEONGBAE KIM, HO-SIK LEE, AND SIMON NOWAK

ABSTRACT. In this work, we study the higher differentiability of solutions to
the inhomogeneous fractional p-Laplace equation under different regularity
assumptions on the data. In the superquadratic case, we extend and sharpen
several previous results, while in the subquadratic regime our results constitute
completely novel developments even in the homogeneous case. In particular, in
the local limit our results are consistent with well-known higher differentiability
results for the standard inhomogeneous p-Laplace equation. All of our main
results remain valid in the vectorial context of fractional p-Laplace systems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Aim and scope. This paper is devoted to the higher differentiability of
solutions to fractional p-Laplace equations of the type

(1.1) (—Ap)’u=f inQCR"
Here n > 1 and the fractional p-Laplacian (—A,)° is formally defined by

u(e) — w2 () ~ u(y))
o~y dy

)

(1.2) (=Ap)’°u(z) = (1 —s) P.V./

where s € (0,1) and p € (1, 00).

n
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Equation (1.1) arises naturally in the calculus of variations as the Euler-Lagrange
equation of the inhomogeneous W*? energy

(1.3) 1-s // [u@) = uly)” dy—/fudx.
(Qe xQe)e |$—y|”+5p Q

The factor (1 — s) appearing in (1.2) and (1.3) guarantees that the energy (1.3)
converges to the standard inhomogeneous p-Dirichlet energy

(1.4) u»—>1/ |Vu\pdx—/fudx
b Ja Q

as s — 1, see for instance [BBMO1]. Since the Euler-Lagrange equation of the
functional (1.4) is given by the standard inhomogeneous p-Laplace equation

(1.5) —Apu = —div(|Vu[P"2Vu) = f in Q C R,

the nonlocal operator (1.2) can indeed be considered to be a fractional analogue of
the classical p-Laplacian —A,.

In order to provide some context and motivation, let us review some known
higher differentiability results for the local p-Laplacian. Indeed, if u € W1P(Q) is a
weak solution to the inhomogeneous p-Laplace equation (1.5), we have the following
implications

uwe WoP(Q) Ve e (0,p), if p € (2,00),
ue W2P(Q), if p e (1,2,

loc

(1.6) fe LIOC(Q) = {

see [Sim77; Sim81] for the case p > 2 and [BS18, Remark 1.5] and [Thé82] for the
case p < 2. Here as usual p’ := 1% denotes the Holder conjugate of p. Moreover,
for p > 2 the above conclusion can be improved if f is sufficiently differentiable in
the sense of the following implication

loc

(1.7 fe Wi (Q) for some ¢ > pT = ue Wl (Q) Vae (0, p;) :

For f = 0, this regularity result goes back to Uhlenbeck (see [Uhl77, Lemma 3.1]),
while for a general right-hand side f the implication (1.7) was proved in [BS18,
Theorem 1.1]. For various further developments concerning gradient differentiability
of solutions to (1.5), we refer for instance to [Min07; KM12; AKM18; BCDKSIS;
CM18; BCDM21; BDW20; DPZZ20].

A main goal of the present paper is to provide analogues of the implications
(1.6)-(1.7) in the case of the inhomogeneous fractional p-Laplace equation (1.1),
which are in particular consistent with the results from the local setting as s — 1.
Moreover, in the subquadratic regime when p € (1,2) our results are already new in
the homogeneous case when f = 0. In fact, in this case for the whole range s € (0, 1)
we in particular prove that the gradient of any weak solution to (—A,)%u = 0 exists
in LP, which in contrast to classical p-harmonic functions is a priori not known for
(s, p)-harmonic functions and is instead a highly nontrivial observation.

1.2. Setup. Before stating our main results, we need to fix our setup more rigorously.
First of all, in order to control the growth of solutions at infinity, for § > 0 and

q € (0,00) we consider the tail spaces
lu(y)|?
—
fo it <

L") = {u € L (®)
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introduced in [KKP16]. We remark that a function v € L{ (R") belongs to the

space LE; L(R™) if and only if the nonlocal tails of u given by

. u@)P=t T
Tail(u; Br(z9)) = | (1 —s TSP/ —————dy
( ) ) R\ B, (w0) [Y — To|" TP

are finite for all » > 0, and o € R".
For notational convenience, we also use the following nonlocal excess functional.
Indeed, for any p € (1,00), 7 > 0, zg € R and u € L1 (R"),

E(u; By (20)) = <]€3( )|u—(U)B zo)|pdx>

+ Tail(u — (U)Br(zo); B, (zg)).
We now define weak solutions to (1.1).

Definition 1.1 (Weak solutions). Let Q C R™ be an open set, s € (0,1) and p €
(1,00). Moreover, assume that f € LIOC(Q). We say that u € WP(Q) N L2 (R™)

is a weak solution of ( 1), if for any ¥ € WP (Q) with compact support in Q,

/ﬂ / lu(z) — u(y)P~2(u (x)_u(y>)(¢(w)—w(y))d:cdyz/ﬂfwdx.

o =y

1.3. Main results. Throughout this section, we fix some arbitrary parameter
s € (0,1). Our first main result yields sharp higher differentiability in the case when
the data belongs to LP and therefore might not be differentiable.

Theorem 1.2 (Non—differentiable data). Let u € WpP(Q) N LE Y (R™) be a weak
solution to (1.1) with f € LIOC(Q). Fix so € (0,s] and denote

/

Sop ifp =2,
(1.8) o = 4 sop’ if p < 2 with sep’ < 1,
24 (so—1)p if p < 2 with sop’ > 1.
Then the following holds.
In case of sop’ < 1: For any « € (0, ), we have u € Waf(Q). Moreover,
Ta_;[u]W(’vp(Bm(wo)) < CE(U, BQT(‘TO)) + Crp;l p ||fHLp (Bar(z0))
holds for some constant ¢ = c(n, so,p, @), provided that Ba,(zg) € Q.
In case of sop' > 1: For any a € (1,a), we have Vu € Wb p(Q). Moreover,

loc

Oé** Pt
 [Vulwa- 108, (o < CE(u; Bay(20)) + eris 5 | f[ 7 17 (B (20))

holds for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, p, @), provided that Ba,(xq) € 1.
Remark 1.3 (Stability). Due to the presence of the additional parameter sg, the

constants in Theorem 1.2 and also in all of our further main results below do not
blow up in the local limit s — 1~ for « fixed.

Remark 1.4 (Sharpness non-differentiable data). For any € > 0, we construct a
weak solution u ¢ W2 ¥ to (1.1) with f € LP. .

u(a) = [a|*PHETE e (WEP(R™) N LE Y R™) \ W' +eP(By).

loc

By Appendix A, we observe
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By (A.4) in Appendix A, we see that u is a weak solution to
(—A,)°u=f in By,

where

E(p ) _nkm=1

f(x) = clz| g

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s,p), which implies f € LIOC(R”). In this sense, our
estimate in Theorem 1.2 is sharp for sg = s in the case when p > 2 and also in the
case when p < 2 with sp’ < 1, since in both cases we have ag = sp’.

By using bootstrap arguments, we are able to improve differentiability of the
solution when the right-hand side is differentiable. Before stating the results, for
convenience of notation for any f € WP (Bg) with t € (0,1) let us write

(1~9) ||f||Wt,p’(BR) = [f}Wt,p’(BR) + R_t||fHLP(BR)~
We start with the superquadratic case when p > 2.

Theorem 1.5 (Differentiable data, superquadratic case). Let p > 2 and u €
WP(Q) N LY (R™) be a weak solution to (1.1) with [ € Wit (), where t €

loc loc

(O,mm{ 0L 1}) for some constant sg € (0,s]. We denote

p—2’
{t;-jolp if t+50p <1,
a1 =

NRSTTRR

(1.10)

Then the following holds.
In case of t;%olp < 1: For any a € (0,aq), we have u € Wi2P(Q) with the
estimate

(1.11) ”’a_;[u]Wa,p(BT(zo)) S CE('LL;BQT(.’,CO)) + C?" P p ||f||Wt p’ (32 ($0))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sq, p,t, ), whenever Ba,.(xo) € Q.
In case of t;r%lp >1: For any a € (1,a1), we have Vu € Wi " P(Q) with the
estimate

(112) 773 [Vl 1o(5,(ag)) < CE(u; Bap(20)) + crv1 5 IIfIIth (Bar(0))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sq, p,t, ), whenever Ba,.(xo) € Q.
Remark 1.6. In the homogeneous case when f = 0, Theorem 1.5 yields the same

amount of differentiability that was recently obtained in [BDLMS24, Theorem 1.1
and Theorem 1.6).

Next, we provide a similar result in the case when p € (1,2].

Theorem 1.7 (Differentiable data, subquadratic case). Let p € (1,2] and u €
WiP(Q) N LEH(R™) be a weak solution to (1.1) with [ € WEP(Q), where t €
(0,p —1). Let us fix sg € (0,s] and denote

1+ % _ (1—250)1) Zf t+sop > 1

(1.13)

Then the following holds.
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In case of t;%olp < 1: For any a € (0,a2), we have u € W2’ (Q) with the
estimate

_n sptt_n L
(1.14) r* p [U]Wa,p(BT(xo)) < CE(U; Bgr(l‘o)) +cre-1 " p “f”vatl,P'(BQT(;co))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, t, &), whenever Ba.(xo) € Q.
In case of t:%lp >1: For any o € (1,az), we have Vu € W 'P(Q) with the
estimate
a—2 sptt_n p%
(1.15) 7% [Vulwero(p, () < eB(us Bar(wo)) +er»=t 7w (IfI, po
for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, p, t, ), whenever Ba,.(xg) € €.
Remark 1.8 (Sharpness, differentiable data). For any € > 0, we are able to

LH e, . / .
construct a weak solution u ¢ W,2 ' ¥ to (1.1) with f € WP As in Remark

loc
1.4, we consider the function

u(z) = [ T HE7F € (WEP(R™) N LE L (R™) \ Wt ¥52(By),

loc

By following the same lines as in the proof of (A.4), we obtain
e(p—1) n(p—1)
(=8p)*u(@) = f(z) = ca| T i By
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s,p), where f € Vﬂgf,. This implies that our results
given in Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.7 are sharp when t;%f <1

Finally, we summarize our findings in the homogeneous subquadratic setting,
since our results are new already in this case.

Corollary 1.9 (Homogeneous subquadratic case). Let p € (1,2] and u € W2P(Q)N
L2 (R™) be a weak solution to (1.1) with f = 0. Let us fix so € (0,s]. Then for
any a € (1, max{1+ ¥, 2+ (so — 1)p}), we have Vu € WP (Q) and

loc
(1.16) PO [Vl won (s, (o) < B (u; Bar(o))
for some constant ¢ = c(n, s, p, &), provided that B, (o) € 2.

Remark 1.10 (Existence of weak gradient). Corollary 1.9 implies that if u is a
solution of the fractional p-Laplace equation (—A,)*u = 0 in  with p < 2, then the
weak gradient of the solution always exists and belongs to L1, (€2), which in contrast
to the standard p-Laplace equation is a priori not known in the nonlocal case.

Remark 1.11 (Higher differentiability for fractional p-Laplace systems). Finally,
we remark that all of our arguments apply essentially verbatim in the vectorial
context of the inhomogeneous fractional p-Laplace system. In this vectorial setting
local L>-estimates have recently been shown in [BDNS24].

1.4. Previous results. Studying the regularity of weak solutions to nonlocal
equations of fractional p-Laplacian-type has been a very active area of research in
recent years. The first regularity results in this direction were concerned with local
boundedness and Holder regularity for small exponents in the spirit of De Giorgi-
Nash-Moser theory, see e.g. [BP16; DKP16; IMS16; Coz17b; DP19; CKW22; APT22;
Lia24], where the whole range p € (1,00) is covered. Moreover, fine zero-order
regularity estimates are obtained in e.g. [KMS15a; KMS18; KLL23; NOS24].
Concerning higher differentiability in the superquadratic case when p > 2, in
the fundamental paper [BL17] Brasco and Lindgren prove the conclusion of our
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Theorem 1.5 in the special case when ¢ = s assuming an additional amount of
differentiability of the solution at infinity. Thus, for ¢ > s in Theorem 1.5 we improve
the differentiability gain obtained in [BL17] and additionally remove the mentioned
differentiability assumption at infinity, thereby proving higher differentiability under
optimal assumptions on the long-range behavior of the solution. Again in the
superquadratic case, while we were preparing the present paper, in the interesting
recent work [BDLMS24] the authors prove in particular the conclusion of our
Theorem 1.5 in the homogeneous case when f = 0 by a slightly different approach.
Concerning non-differentiable data, a large amount of regularity results are known
in the linear case when p = 2 in the additional presence of coefficients. Indeed,
in [KMS15b] a slight differentiability gain was obtained for such linear nonlocal
equations with bounded measurable coefficients. Moreover, in [Coz17a] the same
regularity as in our Theorem 1.2 for p = 2 is proved in the additional presence
of suitably regular coefficients. Below the gradient level, the assumptions on the
coefficients were subsequently weakened in e.g. [MSY21; FMSY22; Now23b; Now23a].
Again in the case p = 2, in [KNS22] sharp higher differentiability in the presence of
measure data was obtained for linear nonlocal equations with Holder coefficients.
Moreover, a similar higher differentiability result for nonlinear nonlocal measure
data problems with linear growth was recently obtained by the authors in [DKLN24].
In the case when p > 2, a slight improvement of differentiability in the spirit of
[KMS15a] was observed under non-differentiable data in e.g. [Sch16; MS22; BKK23].
In addition, below the gradient level, the conclusion of our Theorem 1.2 in the
superquadratic case was proved by different methods by two of the authors in [DN23,
Corollary 1.10]. On the other hand, for p # 2 our Theorem 1.2 to the best of our
knowledge yields the first higher differentiability results above the gradient level
in the presence of non-differentiable data. Furthermore, in the subquadratic case
when p < 2, all of our higher differentiability results seem to be completely new.
In addition, higher Holder regularity and Calderén-Zygmund estimates below the
gradient level for equations of fractional p-Laplacian-type were for instance studied
in [BLS18; DN23; BK23; BDLMS24] for p > 2 and in [GL23] for p < 2. In contrast,
proving Holder regularity of the gradient of solutions to (1.1) in the spirit of the
classical results [Ura68; Uhl77] remains an intriguing open question. Nevertheless,
we note that in [DKLN24] we recently established gradient Holder regularity as well
as gradient potential estimates for nonlinear nonlocal equations with linear growth.

1.5. Technical approach and novelties. In the proofs of our main results, as in
the previous papers [BL17] and [BDLMS24] that deal with the superquadratic case
and regular data, we rely on fractional differentiation of the equation in terms of
difference quotients in both the superquadratic as well as in the subquadratic case.
The main technical reason why the authors in [BDLMS24] are able to improve the
higher differentiability result obtained in [BL17] for f = 0 is a novel tail estimate for
finite differences, see [BDLMS24, Lemma 3.1]. On the other hand, in Theorem 1.5
we achieve a similar improvement of the result obtained in [BL17] by a related, but
somewhat different approach. In fact, instead of estimating the tail terms containing
finite differences directly, in Section 3 we develop and apply certain localization
arguments that enable us to essentially treat the nonlocal part of the fractional
p-Laplacian as a right-hand side. One advantage of our approach is that while in the
tail estimate [BDLMS24, Lemma 3.1] solutions are assumed to be locally bounded,
our localization approach does not require any additional regularity assumption. In
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particular, since in the presence of a right-hand side as in Theorem 1.5 solutions
might in general not be locally bounded, our approach is suitable for obtaining
higher differentiability results in the presence of general data, while in [BDLMS24]
only the homogeneous case when f = 0 is treated.

In addition, a similar philosophy of localizing the solution was already successfully
implemented in order to obtain optimal regularity results e.g. in the context of
nonlocal equations in nondivergence form (see e.g. [CS09; FR24]), for parabolic
nonlocal equations (see e.g. [KW23]) and recently by the authors also for nonlinear
nonlocal equations with linear growth (see [DKLN24]). For this reason, we believe
that the localization arguments for the fractional p-Laplacian developed in the
present paper are of independent interest and might also be useful beyond obtaining
higher differentiability results.

1.6. Outline. In Section 2, we gather some preliminary definitions and technical
results mostly related to useful embeddings and properties of difference quotients.
In Section 3, we then develop and prove our localization arguments mentioned in
the previous section. Section 4 is devoted to proving higher differentiability in the
presence of non-differentiable data, that is, to the proof of Theorem 1.2. Finally, in
Section 5 we conclude the paper by proving our remaining main results that are
concerned with differentiable data.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We denote general constants ¢ > 1 which may change each line. Brackets are
used to clarify dependencies on constants, so that e.g. ¢ = ¢(n,s,p) means that
¢ depends only on n,s and p. First of all, for any fixed p € (1,00) we define the
function ¢ : R — R and its derivative by

(2.1) p(t) = LItP, () = [¢P~2¢.
We then denote

(22) AX) = [X]P2X = J(X]) s, V(X) = X" X = V@ (XX

X Ry
for any X € R. Note that while of course, in the present scalar setting we have
A(X) = ¢'(X), we still use the notation introduced in (2.2) since it is required to
handle the vectorial case mentioned in Remark 1.11.

We mention some useful elementary inequalities (see e.g. [DE08; DETW20]).

Lemma 2.1. For any X,Y € R, the following inequalities hold.
(a) IV(X) = V(Y)P = (A(X) = A(Y)) - (X — V).
() IV(X) = V(YV) = ¢"(1X] + V)X = Y.
(¢) JA(X) = A(YV)| = "(|X] + [Y])IX - Y.
(d) Forp>2, (A(X) - A(Y))- (X — ) > L[X - Y.
All of the (implicit) constants depend only on p.
As in [DFTW20] we define a shifted N-function

_ ¢lavi)
oh(t) = ai\/tt for any a,t > 0,

where a V b = max{a,b}. Then
(2.3) x| (1X = Y]) = JA(X) — A(Y)|
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and

P ()t = pa(t)

for any X,Y € R and a,t > 0, where the implicit constants depend on p. Hence it
follows that

(2.4) loa ()] < cla VP2t < clalP73t? +clt|P ifp>2
and
(2.5) lpa(t)] < clt]P ifp <2

for some constant ¢ = ¢(p).
Given a measurable function g : R™ — R and h € R", we denote

gn(z) =gz +h), dng(z)=gn(x) —g(x) and 6ig:= 54(0ng).
In addition, for a measurable function G : R” x R® — R, we similarly write

Gu(z,y) =Gz +h,y+h) and 0,G(z,y) = Gp(z,y) — G(z,y).

2.1. Embedding results. Let us first recall the fractional Sobolev spaces. For
QCR” se(0,1) and p € [1,00), W*P(Q) consists of all functions g : Q@ — R"
satisfying

lgllwsr) = ll9llr@) + lglwer )

We also define the corresponding local fractional Sobolev spaces as

WEP(Q) == {g € L}, .(Q) : g € W¥P(K) for any compact set K C Q}.

loc

Then from [Coz17b, Lemma 4.5], the following embedding result holds between two
fractional Sobolev spaces: For 0 < s < s’ < 1 and p € [1,00),

(2.6) glwer(s,) <TGy,

with any g € W*?(B,) for some ¢ = ¢(n, s,p). See [DPV12] for more details on
fractional Sobolev spaces. Next, we mention a robust fractional Poincaré inequality.

Lemma 2.2. (See [Pon04, Corollary 2.1]) Let g € W*P(Bg(xo)) and fix so € (0, s].
Then there is a constant ¢ = c¢(n, sg,p) such that

lg(z) — g(w)I”
|g ( )B (z )| dr < C(l - S RS;D n+s dx d
éR(ibo) e BR(I()) BR :Eo) |x_y| +sp

The next three lemmas yield several relations between fractional Sobolev spaces
and Besov-type spaces which are described by finite differences. In what follows,
each cut-off function is always assumed to be nonnegative.

Lemma 2.3. Let p € [1,00) and o € (0,1). If g € LP(Bpryn,(x0)) satisfies

Ong
[l

< 0
LP(Br(z0))

sup
0<|h|<ho
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for some constant hy € (0, R/4), then for every o € (0,0), g € W*P(Bg/2(w0))
holds. Moreover, we have

chg(g_a) Sng |I”

p
[g]Wavp(BR/z(IO)) - |h|

———  sup
(0 —a)p O<|h\<ho ?(Br(zo))

S »
T\ Bo—ap T a 19 = KL (8(20))

for any k € R with some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p).

Proof. Take a cut-off function ¢ € CZ°(Bsg/4(20)) such that ¢» = 1 on Bpg/s(z0)
and |[Vi| < 8/R to observe

Sn(g¥) Sng o’
<c sup | + e 9l o (Br(o
0<|h|<ho |h|” L»(R™) 0<|h|<ho |h|® L?(Br(zo)) R L?(Br(wo))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, p). Therefore by [BL17, Proposition 2.7], we get
hy &xgw> ’
(90 an oy < 62—
werRe) (0= @)P gcipj<no || |1PI7 P(R™)
~ap
g2 s
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, p). Comblmng the above two inequalities yields
ChP(U*a) 6hg p hP(l a)
IV yammny < 7o ——5  Sup o +79p z
¥wer ey < 75030 S e | ey T T~ 1N a0

hfo‘p
+c

||9||Lp(BR (z0))

for some constant ¢ = c(n7 p). Since we are able to prove the above inequality with
g replaced by g — k for any real number k, we obtain the desired result by the fact
that ¢ =1 on Bg/s(xo). O

Lemma 2.4. Let g € LP(R™) satisfy
52
(2.7) sup Lg
o<Inl<ho || |1l

for some constants hg, My > 0, where o € (0,2). Then the following holds.
If o € (0,1], there exists ¢ = c¢(n,p) such that for any a € (0,0), we have

< M,

Lr(R™)

(o0—a)
(9], < chy MP
Wer®) = (g —a)p(l — o) °

(28) —« o—a -«
Y i S i T
c—apl—op o |lre

If 0 € (1,2), there exists ¢ = c¢(n,p) such that for any o € (0,0 — 1), we have
oc—1l—a
chg( )

[V9lyenn) < —1—a)pr@—opo—1yp

chy “P 1 -
= (Mol + g M8 + 19l ) ) -

(M + 13 gl o)
(2.9)

+
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Proof. Let us first prove (2.8). Suppose o € (0, 1] and fix a € (0,0). Then by [BL17,
Lemma 2.3], we get

Ong | :
||

sup

P {MS’ + (hg P +1) ||9||I£p(JRn)}
0<|h|<ho

r@ny  (L—0)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). We next use [BL17, Proposition 2.7] to see that

ho P
[g]rxjva,p(]gn) <c =) + —— ||9||Lp(Rn

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). Combining the above two inequalities yields (2.8).
We now prove (2.9) for o € (1,2). First employ [BL17, Proposition 2.4] along with
[BL17, Lemma 2.2] to see that

hg(a—a) 6hg p

Rl

(0 —a) 0<|h|<ho

1l

& g
va”IZ,P(R") < C”g”Ijip(Rn) + m ( sup + h p”g”Lp(Rn )

0<|h|<ho Lr(R™)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). This along with (2.7) implies
“Vg||zzp(er) < C”g”ip(]gn) + W(Mp +hy Up”g”Lp(Rn )

where ¢ = ¢(n, p). We also employ [BL17, Proposition 2.4] along with [BL17, Lemma
2.2] to find that

Vg

LAYS g ||”
Ui

|h|”

<—— | sup + g gl gy
peeny (2= 0)P(0 = 1)P \o<ini<no

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). By [BL17, Proposition 2.7], we similarly get

—IV9llLs@n) )

where ¢ = ¢(n, p). Combining all the estimates along with (2.7) yields (2.9). O

|h|>0 Lr(R™)

p —ap
+
Lr(R")

hp(o’*lfa)

[Vg]gva,p(w) <c <( 0

o—1—-a) 0<|h|<ho

(5th
|h‘071

Lemma 2.5 ([BL17], Proposition 2.6). Let p € [1,00) and o € (0,1).
(a) For every g € WoP(R"),

ng ||
(2.10) sup ||
|h|”

< C(l - U)[g]gvmp(ﬂgn)
|h|>0

L (R)
holds, where ¢ = ¢(n,p). In addition, for any ho > 0, we have

dng |
(2.11) sup ||o—=
|h|”

< (1 = ) glyenun) + chg 191 ooy
0<|h|<ho

Lp(R™)

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n,p).
(b) Let g € WP(Bryn,) for some R >0 and ho > 0. Then

ong ||

<e(l-
[h]7

P(BRr)

sup
0<|h|<ho

U) [g]lvjva,p(gm,lo)

c[(1+Rhg 'Y (R+ho)™™ + 0~ hg "1l os..

holds, where ¢ = ¢(n,p).
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For any g € LP(Bg(xo)) N L2 (R™), let us denote

E(g; Br(zo)) = (J{a ( )|g|pd93) + Tail(g; Br(zo))-

We end this section with the following lemma which allows us to obtain estimates
with respect to the excess functional E(-).

Lemma 2.6. Let u € W*P(Bag(20)) N LE, 1 (R™) be a weak solution to

(2.12) (—Ap)Pu=f in Bar(xo),
where f € L (By). Then we have
(2.13)

1 _ngg _Sp_ ’ P
(1= )7 R [ulwon(Ba(eo)) < cB(u; Bar(wo)) + cR7-T ][ |fIP da
Bapr (o)
for some constant ¢ = (n,s,p). In addition, for fized constant sy € (0,1), the
constant ¢ depends only on n, sy and p whenever s € [sg, 1).
Proof. As in the proof of [Coz17b, Proposition 8.5], observe that

(1= )2 B3 [ulwes(Ba(zo)) < cB(u; Bag(x0)) + cR7T <][ ( )If\p/ dw)
Bar(zo

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). Moreover, since u — (u)p, is a also weak
solution to (2.12), we get (2.13). O

3. LOCALIZATION ARGUMENTS

In this section, we localize our equation (1.1). This allows us to assume that the
solution u enjoys global Sobolev regularity. For the remainder of this section, we
choose any parameter sg € (0,1) and fix another parameter s satisfying

(3.1) s € [s0, 1).
Lemma 3.1. Let Bsgr(zo) € Q and u € W57 (Q) N LY (R™) be a weak solution to

(1.1). Let us fix a cut-off function § € C° (Bar(xo)) with € =1 on Bsgr(zo). Then
we have that w = u& € WP(R"™) is a weak solution to

(3.2) (—Ap))°w=f+g in Bar(zo),
where g € LV’ (Bsgy2(0)) satisfies

][ gl da < (1 — s R ][ Jul” dz
(3.3) Bsgr/2(x0) Bsgr/2(x0)

+ cR™*"" Tail(u; Bsp(zo))”

for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, p), where the constant sy is determined in (3.1). In
particular, for any x1,72 € Bsg/2(20),

lg(z1) — g(z2)| < (1 - 3)/ luen-@owl (

|u(e1) — U(x2)|> dy

R\ Bsr(zo0) lz1—yl® |:L'1 — y|5 |;C1 _ y|n+s
|u(z1) — u(zs)] dy
+c(1—s)/ Oty (
R\ B3 r(z0) W |(£1 — y|5 |$1 _ y‘n+s
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(3.4) +c(1—s)¢’ (ung) % o ;{x2|

|z1 — 23]

R

+ cR™*PTail(u; Bagr(x0))P !
for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, p).

Proof. Let us take a test function ¢ € W*P(Bag(xg)) which has a compact support
in Bag(zo). Recall A(X) = ¢'(X) for any X € R. Then we have

a-o [ L () SR e
f¢d9€
1_8/;/n (|Wﬂ£”)“?ifyﬂﬁf$
ool L)

since u is a weak solution to (1.1). For I, since w(x) = u(x) in Bsg(zg) and ¥(z) =0
on R™\ Bag(zg), we obtaln

=2(1— S)/ / A (w(l‘) - w(y)> Y(z) dyde
Bagr(z0) YR™"\Bsr(zo0) |z —yl® |z —yl|* |z —y|™
—2(1— S)/ / A (u(x) - u(y)) Y(x) dydx
Bar(wo) YR™\Bsr (o) |z —y|® |z —y|* |z —y[™’

where the fact that A is an odd function is used. As a result, the equality (3.5) can
be rewritten as

o LA LR RS

= / (f +g) dx,
Bar(zo)

9w =21-3) \/R”\BgR(wo) 4 (w(if)—_;s(y)> | —dyy|"+s
1) /R"\BgR(wo) 4 (U(g—_:gy)> | —d;/|"+s'

This implies that w € W*P(R™) is a weak solution to
(=Ap)*w=f+g in Bagr(xo)

(3.5)

where

satisfying
u(x) y)|” dx dy
oy [ [ [0 iy
Whveren) £ fo o P Sr
(3.6) // —€(y)p dz dy
n Jrn —yI* | -yl

1 s
[ WsP(Bs R(Io))+cs iy pHu”Lp(BSR(-TO))
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). We are going to prove (3.3) and g € L”,(B5R/2(:s0)).
To do this, first note that

(3.7) [z =yl = |y — z0l/6

for any 2 € Bsp/o(z0) and y € R™\ B3g(zo). Using (2.2) and (3.7) along with the
fact that |w| < |ul,

|u(z)] dy
gt < et1-s) [ ¢ (
R7\ B3 (o) ly —xol* ) |y — o[ s
+e(1 _S)/ (p/( lu(y)] ) dy
R\ By g (20) ly — 2ol ) |y — zo|™F*

holds for any = € Bsg/2(w0), where ¢ = ¢(n, p). Using the inequality
/ e(n) 1

Y=
R™\B3zr(z0) ly — @[ +em sm Rsm

with the choice of m = p, for any x € Bsg/2(20) we obtain

lg(@)| < ¢(1 — s)R™*P|u(z)|P~" 4 cR~*PTail(u; Bsg(z0))" "

(3.8)

After a few simple calculations, (3.3) is attained. Moreover, g € Lp/(B5R/2(m0))
since u € LEH(R™).
We are now in the position to prove (3.4). For any x1,22 € Bsg/2(z0), observe
that
o) g =200 [ 4 ) o
S g Rn\BSB AT ) e

dy

—-2(1- s)

<w
]Rn\BgR wo ‘xz - y|é “/EQ - |7’L+S

ulxr
—-2(1- s) A < )
R‘"\B3R IQ ‘xl - y|9 |le - y|n+9

+2(1- s)

h

u\xr
R\ B (z0) < \$2—y|S |z2 — |"Jrs

We first estimate the term J given by

J::/ A(w(xl)—UJ(y)> dy
R™\ B (wo) lz1 — yl® |y — y|nts
_/ A (w($2) - w(y)) dy .
R\ By r(w0) w2 —yl* ) |wa —ynte
Let us rewrite J as
J:/ {A<w<x>w<y>> _A<w<x2>w<y>>} dy
R™\Bon (20) o —yl* o=yl )] =yl
+/ {A <w<x>w<y>> A(w(m)w(y)ﬂ dy
R™\ Bz r(z0) |z —yl® |zo — yl|* |z — y|nts

3
— d d
+/ 4 (w(xz) ws(y)> [ yn+s _ ynﬂ} . Z‘]i'
R™\ Bsg (o) |22 — Y |1 — Yl |z2 — | —

Then the estimates to J; for each i = 1,2 and 3 are as follows.

(3.9)
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Estimate of J;. By (2.3) and using the fact that £(z1) = {(z2) = 1 for any
x1, T2 € Bsp/a(xo), we have

(|u($1) - u($2)|) dy

(3~10) |J1| < C/ SOl\u(m Y—w(y)]
R™\Bagp(zo) — Teiovl lz1 — y|* |z — y[ts

leg—yl®

for some constant ¢ = ¢(p).
Estimate of J,. We first note that for any m > 0, x1,22 € Bsg/2(70) and

y € R™\ Bar(zo),
1 1 lza=ul g 4
. |/ S

B < T2 — @]
jor — g7 Jag — gl ‘

— |y _ .’L'()|5+m+1

(3.11)

|z1—yl

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(m), where (3.7) is used. By Lemma 2.1, (3.7), (3.11)
with m = 0 and (3.8) with m =1+ s7!, we get

< e /Rn\BsR@O) y <|w<x2> —wy)l |, fues) - w<y>|)

21 —yl* lzg —yl*
jw(@2) —w(y)|  |w(x2) —w(y)| dy
|1 — yl® |22 — yl® |1 — y[mts
< C/ o <|w(932) - w(y)|> lw(ze) —w(y)|  |w(z2) —w(y)|
R™\ B r (o) ly — wol* |zy —yl® |zo —yl®
dy

X N —
|y _ mo‘n-‘rs
(3.12)

w(xg) —w d
< (W=l
R™\Bsr(zo) |y - xo‘ |y - m()‘

<ely (Iw(x2)|) LJF/ s0'< lw(y)| ) dy |1 — 22|
RS RS R"\BgR(zo) ‘y - x0|5 |y - x0|n+5 R
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, p).
Estimate of J3;. Using (3.7) and (3.11) with m = n, we get
(3.13)
jw(za)| ) 1 o _w)] dy |1 — 2|
Ja| <c ¢ ( 55 T ® ‘
‘ 3| [ Rs RS R\ By s (20) ‘y _ x0|s |y _ .Z‘0|"+5 R

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). As in the estimates of Jy, Jo and Js with w replaced
by u, the following term

 ((ulz1) = uly) dy , ((ul2) = uly) dy
VS O N I ER A PTEE P\ =yl ) Jaa— gt
n\ By 1—Y 1Y R™\ B3 2—Y 2—Y

is also estimated to obtain (3.10), (3.12) and (3.13) with w replaced by u. Therefore,
combining all the estimates along with the fact that |w| < |u| yields (3.4). O

Using the previous lemma, we now prove the following Sobolev regularity of the
right-hand side g in (3.2) in the case when p > 2.
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Corollary 3.2. Let Bsgr(zo) € Q and u € WP (Q) N L2 (R™) be a weak solution

loc

to (1.1) for some p > 2 and o € [s,1). Fix a cut-off function & € C° (Bygr(zg))
with € =1 on Bsgr(xg). Then w = u& € WP (R"™) is a weak solution to
(=Ap)’w = f+yg in Bar(wo),

where g € Wt’p/(B5R/2(x0)) for any t € (0,0). In addition, the estimate

(0 — t)[g]ZI;VtvP’(B%(mO)) < ¢(1 — )P R7P (FsP) |||

P
L?(Bsr(wo))
+ RV (P Tail (u; Byp(x))?
+ell= 9 0 ORI
holds for some ¢ = ¢(n, sq, p), where the constant sg is determined in (3.1). Moreover,
if 0 =1, then we obtain g € W17p/(BSR/2(mO)) with the estimate

||vg||ip/(B5R (20)) Sce(l—s)PR7P (1+SP)HU||1£17(B3R(IO))
5t

i CRnfp'(lJrSp)Tail(u; Bsg(xo))?

+e(l—s)PRP (1+Sp)+p||Vu||1£p(BgR(TO))

for some constant ¢ = c(n, sg,p).

Proof. Let us consider the case ¢t € (0,0). By Lemma 3.1, w € W?P(R") is a weak
solution to

(—Ap)*w = f+g in Bap(zo)

with
|[u(z1) — u(z2)| dy
g(z1) —g(z Scl—s/ T <
lg9(z1) — g(z2)] < < ) R™\Ban(ea) | el |21 — y|° |z — y["te
ul(ry) —ulr d
+ C(]' - S)/ Sol\u(m)fu('y)\ (| ( 1) (9 2)|> Y n+ts
R™\Bsg(zo) ~ e1-ul° |z — ! |21 — y[n+

Rs Rs R

lu(y)| dy |z — 3|
=) [ ¢
R\ B3 (20) ly —xo|* ) ly — x|t R

(3.14) =)

for any 21,72 € Bsg/2(20), where ¢ = ¢(n,p). By p > 2, (2.3), Lemma 2.1, (3.7),
(3.8) with m replaced by p, we get

|J1|§c(1_8)/ (Juzr)] + [u(z2) P2 u(z) — u(za)]  dy

Fe(l—s)g <|U($2)|> 1 [z —

R7\ By (20) ly — xo[5(P=2) ly —xol* |y —xo|"T*
p—2 _ d
+e(l—s) / [w(y)l . ju(z) — (@) dy ;
R\ B3r(z0) |y_$0|é(p |y_x0|s Iy—xo\" s
c(l— S)ﬁ 1 ] p—2
< I (1 )7 (fute)| + (o)) + T By)] ™ fu(an) — ()
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p) with the help of Holder’s inequality and the fact
that |w| < |u| for the last inequality. Similarly, we estimate Jo as

c(1—s)71 1 . -2
ol < S (L= )7 (Julwn)] + ulez)]) + Tail(us By) | fu(er) - u(as)
with some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sp, p). After a few simple calculations along with the
fact that |¢'(a)| < cla|P~! for some constant ¢ = ¢(p), we estimate J3 + Jy as

|21 — 2|

(3.15)  |J3+ Ju| < cR™*P [(1 = s)|u(w2) [P~ + Tail(u; Bsr(2o))P '] 7

Therefore, denoting
U = (1= )77 (Ju(w:)| + [u(x2)]) + Tail(u; Bsr (o).

and using Holder’s inequality together with the fact that ¢ < o, we have

/ / ‘J |p d.Tl d:EQ
B5R (z0) BSR (z0) |:,C1 - x2|n+tp

1— p p—1 p'(p—2) _ P
Rpp TR TR (z0) |J;1_3;2| D

P p—1
< (1—s)pT Ur e d
Sy U e
%(xﬂ) TR(xo) ‘.’I;l .’L’2| P
(3.16) N
/ / fute,) = uT(L_x:T)| dzy dzs
% (z0) BsR (z0) |J}1 - J"QI P
1 —s)r1 o—t—s 2 !
< D ety 1 g 02
(o —t)r1 Lr (BSR(%)) We.p (B%(Jﬁo))
1—s)p—1
+(78)sz”+p (e =t=P)Tail(u; By (0))” P~ [u }
(0 —t)r1 wer BTR%))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, p).
On the other hand,
24:/ / ‘J,|PIM
i=3 BTR(IO) TR o) |21 — @o|H’
c(l — s)p |u(ze)|P + Tail(u; Bsr(xo))?
(8.17) S/ (20) / 2 (0) RGP [y — go|n+ (=1’ 4oy a2
2

CRp’(—t—sp)

- 1— ' p " Tail(u: B p
S =13 (( s) HUHLP(B%@:O)) + R™Tail(u; Bsgr(z0)) )

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). Combining all the estimates (3.16) and (3.17)
along with Young’s inequality yields the desired estimate. We now consider the case
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when o = 1. Recall that

. , (wln) —wly)\ _dy
gle) =21 )/]R”\BgR(zg) 4 ( |z —yl* > |z — y[nts

. (u@) )y
2(1 )/W\Bmm)so( 2o )|x_y|n+s. 01() — ga(a).

For any = € Bsg/2(x0) and |h| < R/1000, the fundamental theorem of calculus

yields
/1 o ((tw(w +h) + (1 —tw(z)) — w@)) dt
"\ Bs (o) J0 |z +h —yl®

S () = 2(1 - 5) /

R
" w(z+h) —w(z)
ot By

_ _ s ! s w@)—w(y)\ s(z+th—y)-h
2(1 )/R"\BBR(JCO)/O v <|$+th—yls> |l‘+th—y‘5+2 dt
o) —ul)

|z + h —y|"*

w(xr) —w Yin+s)x+th—y)-h
,2(175)/ 90,< (x)_ |s(y))/ ( |++)7(5hj |n+sgi)2 dt dy
R™\ Bs g (o) Y 0 T Y
3
i=1

We note that for any ¢ € [0,1], x € Bsg/2(0), y € R™ \ Bar(xo) and |h| < R/1000,

|z +th —y| > cly — xo
holds for some constant c¢. Therefore, using p > 2, " (t) = (¢')'(t) < ctP=2 for t > 0
and Young’s inequality, we have
p=2|§ p—2(§
Ry (o) -l ot | el
R\ B3 r(z0) ly — ao|"tsP ly — @o|"t5P
< (1= )R (Jw(x)| + Jwn (@)])"~2|dhw(2)]
+ cR™*PTail(w; Bsg(20))?~2|0pw(z)|
< e(1 = $)R™EEP [(Jw(@)| + |wn()])"~" + (RlSnw(a) )P ]
+ cR™MP) [Tail(w; Bsp(zo))P ' + (R|0pw(z)])P "]

dy

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). On the other hand, with " (t)t < ctP~1 for t > 0,
I> and I3 are estimated as

|Io| + |I3] < clh|(1 = $)R™*P~ (fw(z)] + [wp ()] )P~
+ c|h|R™*P~ ! Tail(w; Bag(x0))P "

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, p). Since w € W1P(R"), we observe

/ Spul? dz < \hl”/ IVl de.
Bsgr/2(0) Bsr(zo)
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Using this along with the estimate I; for each ¢ = 1,2 and 3, there holds

Sng1 ||” e(l— 5)p’pr'(1+sp)||w||p
|h| LP(Bsr(xo0))

(Bsr/2(%0))
+ ¢R™ P (+P) Tail (w; Byg(z0))P
+ c(]_ — S)p/Rip/(1+sp)+p”vw”Il)zp(BsR(fEO))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). Thus, by the standard difference quotient approxi-
mations (See [Eval0, Page 292]) together with the fact that w = ug,

Hvyl”LP (Bsry2(z0)) — <el- 5)1’ Rv (e HUHLP (Bsr(zo))

+ RV 0+ Tail(u; By ()P
+ (1 — s)p RP "(1+sp) +p||vu||Lp (Bsn(wo)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). Similarly, the same upper bound for the term
IVgal” holds. Therefore, we obtain the desired estimate. O
LP (Bspr/2(x0))

We next provide an analogous version of Corollary 3.2 when p < 2.

Corollary 3.3. Let Bsr(zo) € Q and u € WP(Q) N LB (R™) be a weak solution
o (1.1) for some p < 2 and o € [s,1). Fiz a cut-off function & € C° (Byr(xo))
with € =1 on Bsg(xg). Then w = uf € WPP(R"™) is a weak solution to

(—Ap)°w=f in Bar(xo),
where f € Wow—1)»' (Bsg/2(x0)). In addition, we have the estimate
[f]gV”(P‘”’pl(B%(wo)) S 3)1" s Aol - ))_1”””%;7(331%(%))
+ cR"=PP'=P(1 — g(p — 1)) "' Tail(u; Bsp(zo))?
+c(1 - S)p RV [ulyy o, »(Bar(20))’
where ¢ = ¢(n, o, p).
Proof. Lemma 3.1 yields that w € W>P(R™) is a weak solution to
(=Ap)*w=f+g in Bap(zo)
with (3.14). By (2.5), we observe

Jl —|—J2 < C(l —S)/ |U(£E1) _u(x2)|}7*1

R\ Bsp(zo)  |T1 — Y[ TP
< eR7P(1 = s)|u(zy) — u(x2)|p_1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p), where J; and Jo are determined in (3.14). Thus

dxy d
S Lo e
B5R(1’o TR x0) ‘x1_$2‘ P
dirldl'g

1—spR Spp/ / —u(x)|p ——m————
( B5R (20) I Bant ( 2)' |$1 . x2|n+ap’
2
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where ¢ = ¢(n, s, p). Using (3.15), we arrive at

4

S Lo
P B5R(I0 % o) ‘331—]:2|n+01)

< mR spp’—op ((1 — )V ||qu o )—|—R”Tail(u;BgR(x0))p>

Bsr (z0)
2

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p), where Js and J4 are determined in (3.14). Com-
bining the above two estimates, the desired estimate is obtained. 0

4. NON-DIFFERENTIABLE DATA

In this section, we establish higher differentiability of weak solutions to (1.1) in
the case when the right-hand side f belongs to L.
For the remaining sections, for any ¢ € [0, 1] we shall use the notation

u(z) + u(y) u(z) — u(y)
(41) O'x,y’lll = f and 5;7yu = W
Denoting B, = B,.(0), we first mention the scaling properties of our equation.

Lemma 4.1. Let f € L? (Bg(z0)) be given and w € W5P?(Bg(z0)) N Lo (R™) be
a weak solution to

(—Ap)°w=f in Br(xo).
Then we see that wr(x) = % € W*P(By) N LE-Y(R™) is a weak solution to
(—=Ap)*wr = fr in By,
where fr(x) = R*f(Rx + x0) € L? (B)).

Relying on different quotients techniques, we provide the following estimate in
terms of the V-function defined in (2.2).

Lemma 4.2. Let w € WYP(R™) be a weak solution to
(4.2) (—Ay)’u=f in B

with f € LP (By) and ~ € [s,1). Let us take a cut-off function ¢ € C*(Bsya) with
Y =11in By and

(4.3) [Vl + V2] < ¢

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n). Then for any |h| < 1/1000, we have

dx d
(4.4) <c (((1 — s)%[u}ws,p(Rn))p71 + ||f||Lp’(Bl)>

x (117 (1 = )7 Bn (o) + APl oy + 1] 1600l o o))

for some constant ¢ = c(n, s, p), where the constant sg is determined in (3.1).
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Proof. Let us fix h € By/ig00 \ {0}. By recalling definitions (2.2) and testing
6_n (V?6pu) to (4.2), we get

(1-s / / ShA(5S u)8s, (°6hu) lxdf‘;yn - /B F8_n (9%65u) da
= (1 — S)Il — IQ.

Estimate of I;. We first rewrite I; as

da d
I = / OnA(S:, ) (00?55 S ﬁ

/ / ShA(BS u) (85,0 )0m7y5hudx7(izjrl
n Jrn lz =yl

=11+ 1.
Using the fact that 05 ¢® = 4(x)83 ¢ +¥(y)ds ¥, we can further estimate I; » as

I R Y e e

|z —y|
s s du dy
[ oA @) 6, 0) )
s s 5hu($> B 5hu(y)) dx dy
[ sz v, (2105 p—
+ / 51 A1) () (65, (Gnu(y)) 2L
n ]Rn |I’ y|

By interchanging x and y along with the fact that A(—X) = —A(X), after some
manipulations one can see that

drd
W . L e
n ]R'n. -
dzd
2 [ [ A @) 6,0 b)) e =
Using Lemma 2.1, we estimate J; as follows
1 dz dy
Jz//f(SV(S;uQx ,
. 210 (V(85 )P )1/)(?/)|m_y|n
where ¢ = ¢(p). On the other hand, we rewrite J; as
dzd
=2 [ [ 5AGE 0 Gy ) (55,0
n JR" |z =yl
dxd
=2 [5G ) () ) (52,0 T = o+ T
By the changing variables, we deduce that
dzxd
Tay=2 [ A ) @) a) (62,0 0
dx d
2 A ) G @) @ o)
R~ JR™ lz =yl
o s dz dy
=2 [ [ ) @) @) 6,0
R~ JR" |z =yl
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. dx d
=2 [ A ) ) @) (5 )
= Jo1,1+ J21,0.
Using Holder’s inequality, we estimate J3 1,1 as
dx dy »
(45)  [J21a| <clu Wep(Rn (/ / (07 (up) () (83 1/))|px_y|n)

Next, observe that

dzx dy dz dy
52 6 )P 5 b
/n /n (0 (ugp) () (63 iz —y[* = /31 /31 n(u)(2)) (37, )| lz —y|"
/ / |5 |p|¢(y)|p dz dy
B Jrng, |z —y|ntep
N 52 ) (o 22 ey
( 6) /”\B1 /Bl| uw | |£L’ |n+sp

In view of (4.3) and the fact that ¢ = 0 on R™\ B4 and 67 (u)) = 0 on R™ \ By/s,
we further estimate the right-hand side of the above as

L )@ (6,00 b < et = )7 R )

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). Thus, plugging this into (4.5) along with (2.10) in

Lemma 2.5, we have
it ([ 10007 a )

< (1= 8) 7 (1 =) 7 A [ullyly ooy [0 (uh) oo ()

for some ¢ = ¢(n, so, p).
With aid of Hoélder’s inequality, we estimate J5 1 2 as

'B

|J271,1| S C(l — 8)

dedy \ 7
[ T2,1.2] < el @ (/ﬂ /n (O (unton)( ))(5§,y5h¢)p|$_;|n>

Note that for some ¢ = ¢(n, p),
(4.7)

P < clh[[IV*¢lp=  and [8p3(2)] < |||V Lo

Following the same lines as in (4.6) along with (4.7) and (4.3) yields
ozl < oL 8) 7 [BIRulfy L oy 10 ) e
< (L= 5 lfully oy (1l ey + el o)
where ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). Combining all the estimates Jo 1 ; for ¢ € {1,2}, we obtain
[T ] < e(1—=8)77 (1=7)7 A [ulfyls oy 90 (wth) w o i)
+ c(1 = &) [Pl [ty g 190 (uth) [,

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, p).
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Changing variables, we next estimate J o as

ha=-2 [ nA(az,yuh) (52,10) ) () 2

|z —y|™

dxd
+2/" / (63,4 ¥n)ontn(x )Wh(@ﬁ
dzx d
- / ) / A8 ) (53, 300) B ) (o)
dr d
w2 [ A ) (500 ) o)

dzx d
+2/ / (03 yun) (35 y¥n) Onton () 5h“h(x)|$fyy‘n

= E J2,2,i-
i=1

Using Holder’s inequality, (4.7) and the fact that
|z —y| > |y|/8 for any x € B7;s and y € R" \ By,

we estimate Jy 21 as

dx dy v
o] < elhlfullydy o (// (823l 20 )
Br/g
1
dz dy ?
< clh .0 (R7 / / up(z
‘ | W (R™) (31 B7/s| |x y|" p+sp
1
p drdy \"
Pl e ( [ /
W P]R < "By J By s ‘y|n+sp

< e(1—8) 7 R [ulfyt oy 0l Loy

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p). Similarly, J2 22 and Jo 2 3 are estimated as follows
_1 —1
‘J27272‘ <c(l—s)"7 |h|2[’]_[/:|€VS’p(Rn)||u||Lp(]Rn)
and
_1 —1
ozl < o1 = 5)H IRl gy 600l o

respectively, where ¢ = ¢(n, sp,p). Combining all the estimates J;2,; for each
i € {1,2,3}, we have

ol < eU = )77 [l sy (1Bl oy + 011000 o ) -
Therefore, it follows that

> /n/n on(V )‘21/)( )w(y)dfcdy

-yl
—c(l—3s)~ %( ) A7 [u ]WbP(JR” [On ()l ()

1
= (1= )7 ([hlulfy s oo I0ntll ey + B0 g 0l 2 )

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so,p).
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‘We now rewrite I as
L= fl@) [925(2) (u(z) — un(@)) = ¥*(2) (un(z) — u(2))] dz
-/ f(@) [-pp®(2)0pu(z) — 2, (2)dpu(z — h)] dz
= . f(2)0_p?(x)0pu(z) do — - fu(@)?(2)63u(z) de =: Io 1 + Iz .
By (4.7) and Hoélder’s inequality, we estimate I as

[To1] < el fll o () l1Onull Lo )

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). Again by (4.7), Holder’s inequality and (2.10) in
Lemma 2.5, I o is estimated as follows:

Fu(@)i (@) [0h (up) (@) — uan (2) 053 (x) — 26nun()dntp(x)] da

Rn

<cllf |LP’(B1)”(S%L(u’lr/))”Lp(R") + C\h|2\|f||Lp'(Bl)||u||Lv(Rn)
+ ARl fll Lo (3, Ontl| Lo reny

R P (R L L ) M L Py
+ [ fll o gy IRl 1n 0l Lo (R

(22| =

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). Combining all the above estimates for Iy, I5; and
I5 2 now finally yields (4.4). O

Using the above lemma, we obtain a more refined estimate. The proofs are
different for in the cases p < 2 and p > 2.

Lemma 4.3. Let p > 2 and assumed that uw € W*P(R™) is a weak solution to
(—Ap)’u=f in B

with f € i (Bz). Fiz a cut-off function ¢ € C°(Bsyy) with ¢ =1 in By/y and
(4.3). Then for any |h| < 1/1000, we have

dx dy
|z —y|”

=9 [ [ v, mPeei)
< Rl (1= )l gy + Nl gy + 112 )
for some constant ¢ = c(n, s, p), where the constant sg is determined in (3.1).

Proof. First, observe that

|0 (u)) () — On(ut))(y)| < |(Snulz) — dnu(y))v ()|
+ [6nu(y) (Y (z) — ¥ (y))
+ [(un(z) — un(y))onp ()]
+ |un(y) (np(z) — 6ntp(y))|-

(4.8)
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We denote v, = min{e(z), ¥ (y)} to see that
|0n (utp) () = On(uh) (y)| < [(6nulz) — Snuly))m|

+ [(Onu(z) = nu(y)) (¥ (x) — P(y))|

(4.9) + [0nu(y) (Y(z) — ¥ (y))|
+ [(un(z) — un(y))dnip(z)]
+ [un(y) (6nt(z) — ontb(y))].

From this together with (4.3) and (4.7), it follows that

[0n (ut))] e @) < c/n /n 0n03 | w dx dy + 17:5||5hu\|’£p(w)

e
+clnf? ([u]VVs,p(Rn) + (1= ) ull} )

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). We now further estimate the first term in the
right-hand side of the above inequality. Using Lemma 2.1 along with the fact that

PP < h2 < )(z)Y(y), we obtain
(4.10)
dx dy

oy < [ BV 0P v

+ c|h|P ([U}’V’Vs,p(Rn) + (1 - s)_IHU‘HLP(R“)) .

Plugging (4.10) into (4.4) with « replaced by s and using Young’s inequality along
with the fact that |k|*” 4 |h|2 4 |h|'T® < ¢|h|**" for some constant ¢ = ¢(p), we
deduce

||§hu||Lp(Rn)

dx dy
(1-s / / On(
) n\h w)) [P (x)y ()|x_y|n
175 dx dy
//m ) 2(e)b(y) 2
o Jpn lz —y
sp’ p p 5hu ?
+ C|h| (1 — 8)[U]W5,P(]Rn) + ||UHLP(]R7L) + Hf”Lp (B1 ) |h|3
L (R")

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, p). Applying (2.10) in Lemma 2.5 to the last term in
the right-hand side of the above inequality, we arrive at the desired estimate. [

We prove a similar version of Lemma 4.3 when p < 2.
Lemma 4.4. Let p < 2 and u € WYP(R") be a weak solution to
(—Ap)°u=f in B

with f € LP (By) and v € [s,1). Let us take a cut-off function ¢ € C*(Bsys) with
Y =1 on By and (4.3). Then for any |h| < 1/1000, we have

=9 [ [ 1oV, o

< C|h|26 (( O')[ ]Wv P(]R") +( S)[u}g{/s,p(]}{n) + ||u||;2p(Rn) + ||f||Lp (B ))

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, sg,p), where we denote o = v+ (s — v)p/2 and the
constant so is determined in (3.1).
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Proof. Using (4.9) and the fact that dpe = 0 on R™ \ By, note that

308 yulPyh cllénullis g
B0 ey < [ [ PR g gy 4 S

|z =yl

b
Cl|U|| 7 p(Rn
—|—c|h|p/ / Jun(@) — unW)I” dz dy 7“ Iz (R")
n J B, |.’L'— |n+o’p l1—-0

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). By the fact that o <y and

(4.11)

|z —y| > |y|/2 for any x € By and y € R™\ By,

we observe

|un(z) —un(y)? / / |un(z) — un(y)?
" dwdy = dz dy
/w /B1 CJz -yt |"+0p B> J B, |$— |"+Up
|un(x) — un(y)[?
dx dy
/n\B2 /B1 |1'— | top
_ p
<c/ / [un (@ ui vl dx dy
B, JB, |$*y|n P

p
+C/ / |uh | t'uh( )| dl'dy
"\ B, J B, ly|ntor

< CHUHWW p(Rﬂ

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, p).
On the other hand, by Hélder’s inequality and Lemma 2.1 we have
(4.12)

|(5 5hu\p¢p
// |x7 dx dy

_/ / 102, 0nulP V7, (107 ul + 183 un|

+ ('Y—S)zzj@ p)

(p—=2)
)P

p(2—p)
(163 yul + 105 yunl)

|z —y[”

<( [ [ ezl T SR I o
x u x U u ) n
- n JRn Y yh |x_y| W.p(R™)

o w dacdy p(2—p)
<e([ ] mve,ormtt) T,

for some constant ¢ = ¢(p), where we denote 1, = min{¢)(x),v¥(y)}. Therefore,
inserting the above two inequalities into the right-hand side of ( 1) yields

s W2 dody ? 22-p)
[On () By oy < € ( L L vt ) s
CH‘ShU”Lp(Rn

b » cHuH]zp(Rn)
gy + o P | [l oy + 1o

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). We now plug this into (4.4) with + replaced by o
to see that

=5 [ [ m0veE,mPeeen
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1
] . 2 dedy\?
< c|h] T(l—U)” Wv P(R" (/ / |0 (V )2|J:—y|”>
+c|h|”T

1 —0 —0
><[Ihl(l—o)l’[u}ww»p(u@n)+(1+Ihll Mdnull Loy + (2] + R*=) [l Lo )

with T = (1 — 8)7 [u Wy ey + 1o 5,y We now use (2.10) in Lemma 2.5
with o replaced by v and Young’s inequality twice with exponents (2,2) and then

p__ P ;
(2(;0—1)’ 55 ) to obtain

1fs/n/n|ah WPoa vl

1_‘7 dz dy .
// [0n (V' (85, u))I” wm‘ e +c(1 = ) [ [}y o ey

20 /
27 (1= )y ny + el any + 1 )
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p), where we have used the fact that

‘h|2 + |h|1+7+ |h|a+7 + ‘h|1+0 § C|h|20

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n). Performing elementary calculations together with the
fact that s < o, we arrive at the desired estimate. [l

With Lemma 4.3 and our localization arguments at hand, we now prove the
following Lemma for p > 2.

Lemma 4.5. Let u € WP (Bs) N L1 (R") be a weak solution to

(4.13) (=Ap)*u=[ in Bs,
where f € LP (Bs) and p > 2. Then we have
&7 (un) [|”
1_
sup |h|sp/ LP(R") ( S)[ ]W #(Bs) + C”U’”LP (Bs)

(4.14) 0<[h|< 1555
() v’
+ cTail(u; B5)? + C”‘f”LP'(Bs)

for some constant ¢ = c(n,so,p) and for some cut-off function n € C(Bs)4)
satisfying n = 1 in By o with |Vn| < ¢, where the constant sq is determined in (3.1).

Proof. Let us choose a function £ € C2°(By/2) such that { =1 in Bz and
V¢l < 4.
By Lemma 3.1, w := u§ € W*P(R") is a weak solution to
(=Ap)'w=f+g in By,
where g € LV’ (Bs/2) with

(4.15) Hg||Lp (Bs)2) <c(1-s)? Hu||ZL7P(B3) + cTail(u; B)?

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). In addition, we observe from (3.6) that

(416) ||U)||Ws,p(]Rn) S c||u||Ws,p(Bs).
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Let us fix a cut-off function ¢ € C°(Bs/4) such that ¢ =1 in By with (4.3). B
Lemma 4.3, we have

a=s [ [ v wPee =

|z —y|™
< lhl (1= )y + 10y + 1 + 91 )

for any |h| < 1/1000, where ¢ = ¢(n, g, p).
Note from (2.10) in Lemma 2.5 and (4.9) that

(4.17)

B oy [ e )
B ||y = BIED |
5 5 P
<c(l-s) { ws/(z’fl)} te 57(15_1)
1] W (Re) Ly (e

(L= P [l oy + A ] )

Ymopw :|p
<c(1 - s) { + Wiy @ny | +ellwllo@n

< R[s/®=D) |y @n) Weop(R") Lp(R™)
for some constant ¢ = c(n, sg, p), Where Y = min{ty(z),1¥(y)} and (2.10) are used
along with |h|~7=T < |h|™*, if |h| < o5 for the last inequality. On the other hand,
using Lemma 2.1 together with the fact that 2, < 2 < ¥(2)w(y) as well as
(4.15)—(4.17),

5% (w) ||” v
[T o, S By + ol + 17+ 015,

< o (1= ) 0llyn ) + N0l ) + Taillws Bs)? + 1112 )
holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). By taking n = &, we obtain (4.14). O

The following lemma yields an iterative scheme for the subquadratic case.

Lemma 4.6. Let u € WYP(Bs) N LEH(R™) be a weak solution to

(4.18) (=Ay)°u=f in Bs,
where f € L" (Bs), p < 2 and v € [s,min {1, sp/(p — 1)}). Then we have
O () ||”

sup
(4.19) 0<|h|< 1550

|h|20. Lo (") C(l - 0') [u]i))V’YYP(Bél) + C”u”ip(Bs)

+ cTail(u; Bs)? + C”inp'(B

for some ¢ = c(n,so,p) and some n € C°(Bsy) satisfying n = 1 on By /o with
IVl < ¢, where o =+ (s —v)p/2 and the constant so is determined in (3.1).

Proof. Let us fix h € R™ with 0 < |h] < 1/1000. As in the proof of Lemma 4.5,
w = ué is a weak solution to

(=Ap)’w=f+yg in By,
where f,g € LV (Bs/2) with (4.15) and

(4.20) lwllwr@ny < cllullwess)
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for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p), which follows from (3.6) with s replaced by 7. We now note
from (2.10) in Lemma 2.5 and (4.9) that

| " e P(wgw)r
|h| Lr(R™) ‘h| Wo.p(R™)
<c¢(l-o0) {wm(;hw}p Onw '
|h|a We.p(Rm) |h|0 Lr(R™)

T el = )PPl gy + AP0 ]By

1/) 5hw
C(l - ‘7) = = =+ [w]a/a,p(ugn) + CHw”];Va,p(]Rn)
|h| me(]Rn)

for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p) with denoting 1, = min{y(x), ¥ (y)}.
We next use (4.12) with u replaced by w to see that

Ymdpw]” / / )2 Y2, dr dy 5 se-n
)
NG worey = ¢ U oo P2V O o=y | 1elwor:

Combining the above two inequalities together with Lemma 4.4 with u replaced by
w and Young’s inequality yields

‘5iﬁv¢) 3

‘h|2o
for some ¢ = ¢(n, s, p). Using the fact that w =0 on R™\ B7/2, for any ¢ € (0,7],

g s [
oy < dx dy + dx dy
W PR /B4 ~/B4 |$_ y|n+tp "\By J By |x _y|n+tp
dx dy
/34 /"\B4 |z — |"+tp
P
clwl .., —|—c/ / [wiz) dxzd
[ ]W (Ba) B4 JB1 ) ‘y|n+tp

c

c(l—o) ([w]ng,p(Rn) + [ ]Wap(Rn) + [ ]Ws p(Rn))

Ly (R")

el g +ellf 0l

”wHW"rp ]Rn)

o~

holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, p). Using this along with the fact that s,o € [sg,7], Young’s
inequality, (4.15) and (4.20), we arrive at

82 (w) ||” .
) (1~ 0Vl )+ Nl ) + Dol BY? + I
A1l o gy g
where ¢ = ¢(n, so, p). By taking n = £, we obtain (4.19). O

Armed with the above two lemmas, we now prove our first main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us first fix so € (0,s], o € (s,
determined in (1.8). Choose Big,(yo) € 2. By Lemma 4.1, v(x)
weak solution to

(4.21) (—A,)°v=f, in Bs,

ap), where aq is
= u(pz + yo) is a



HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL p-LAPLACIAN 29

where f,(z) = p°” f(px + yo). Then by Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6 along with the
fact that so < s, we have

&3 (vn) ||”
|h|805

&3 (vn) ||”

|o[*P

sup
0<|h|< 1555

Lr(R™)  0<|h|< 155 Lr(R™)

< (1= )Wy, + oo, + CTail(w B + el il

for some constant ¢ = c(n, so, p) and some function n € C2°(Bs/4) satisfying n = 1
on By /s and [V7y| < ¢, where p = min{2,p’}. With aid of Lemma 2.4 with standard
covering arguments, we now prove the desired result when p > 2.

In case of 59 < (p—1)/p and p > 2: Employing (2.8) in Lemma 2.4,

[W]ﬁva,p(w) <c(l- 5)[v}€vs,p(35) + C||”Hip(35) + cTail(v; Bs)” + C”prip’(B5)

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p, @). Changing of variables along with the fact
that 7 =1 on By/3 and Lemma 2.6, we get

Ppa_n[u]lvjva,p(sm(yo)) < epTM(1 - 5)[U}€vs,p(gsp(y0)) + CP_nHU”]zp(Bf)p(yo))

. p spp’—n || £||P’
+ Tail(u; Bsy(40))” + o™ "I 5. (o)

~ ) p Spp/—’n, pl
< eBE(u; Biop(40))” + 0™ 170 (510 0o

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, @). Standard covering arguments now yield

~ "

(4.22) P8 [ulwen (B, (o)) < CE(u; Bao(20)) +er 170 G o)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, @) whenever Ba,.(xg) € Q.

In case of so > (p—1)/p and p > 2: Using (2.9) in Lemma 2.4, we have

(V) ey < € [0 Ty + 1ol + Tail(ws B + 14

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, @). Similarly, as in the proof of (4.22), changing
variables, Lemma 2.6 and standard covering arguments yield
n ~ - 1
(4.23)  rTF [Vulwa-ip, o) < B (s Bar(@o)) +er™ TEIFIT o
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, ) whenever Ba,.(xo) € Q.
We now focus on the case p < 2. Its proof is based on a bootstrap argument
along with Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.6.

In case of 5o < (p—1)/p and p < 2: We now take § = (a9 — a)(p — 1)/2,

i 1—(2-p)
vi = s0(2 —p)* + (sop — 5)2)(_1) and o3 = v; + (s0 — 7i)p/2
to see that v1 < 2s9 and ;41 < 20; for each ¢ > 1. In addition, since
. sop — 0
lim ~; = ;

there is a natural number | = I(n, sg, p, @) such that
(424) M <o < Yi+1-
As in the case p > 2, we first observe from (2.8) in Lemma 2.4 that

[W]’ém,p(w) < C(l - 3)[”]@[/5,;7(35) + CHUHZEp(BS) + cTail(v; B5)p + Cpr”ipl(Bs)
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for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, ). Since 71 < 2sg, as in (4.22), we obtain that if By,.(z¢) € Q,
then

(4.25) T ],

D 0B, (ra) < CE(; Boy (o)) + er™ H||fI7,

Bz (z0))

holds for some ¢ = ¢(n, sp,p,v1), where a change of variables, Lemma 2.6 and
standard covering arguments were used. Since u € W'V'P(Q), v(z) = u(pz + yo) €

W7P(Bs) is a weak solution to (4.21), so that Lemma 4.6 yields

G
s

sup

C(l - Ul)[v]:;[/'n,p(Bs) + CHU||I£1)(B5)
0<|h|< 1555

Lr(R")
+ cTail(v; Bs)P 4+ c||fp|\Lp ' (Bs)
for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). Since 72 < 201, we now use (2.8) in Lemma 2.4 to see that
[U];I.jvwz,p(glﬂ) — [ ]Wﬂ 'P(Bs) +C||v|| ?(Bs) +CT3‘11(U B5) +C||fp||ip’(35)’

where ¢ = ¢(n, s, p, ), as o1 depends only on n, sy and p. Changing variables and
using (4.25),

PP [ulwe o850 < CE(us Brop(o)) + o™ T2 I 510 o)

holds for Bio,(yo) C Bar(zo). Via standard covering arguments, we have
7‘72_%[U]W’72,P(BT(3:U)) § CE(U, BQr(xo)) +cr P ||f||Lp (Bar(z0))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p, @) whenever Ba,.(zg) € 2. We now iterate | — 2

more times to show that

(426) Tvli%[u]W"’lvP(Br(zo)) S CE(“? BQT(xO)) + CT p Hf| Ly’ (Bz (z0))"

Since u(pz + yg) € WTP(Bs) is a weak solution to (4.21), Lemma 4.5, (2.6), and
covering arguments imply

(427)  rF [ulwes(s, e < eB(us Bar(ao)) + e HIFITT,

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p, @), where we have used (4.24).
In case of 5o > (p—1)/p and p < 2: Since sp > (p — 1)/p, there is a positive
integer [ such that
<1<y
As in the proof of (4.27), we get

n

~ I n p%
(428) 7”7? [U]W%P(Br(mo)) S CE(U; BQT(.Z'())) + cr P~ ||fHLp,1(B21v(fEU))

for any v € (0,1), where ¢ = ¢(n, so,p,7) and Ba,.(x9) € Q. We next select
v =g (““Jra sop) to see that

o+ Qg

¥<1 and =27+ (so — 7)p-

Employing Lemma 4.6 with + replaced by 7, we obtain that

o7 (vn)
|n| =5

< CH’UH:I?V’NY’P(BQ + cTail(v; Bs)? + c\|fp||1£p,(35)7
Lp(R")

0<|h|< 1355



HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL p-LAPLACIAN 31

where ¢ = ¢(n, so, p, a). Therefore, by (2.9) in Lemma 2.4, changing variables, (4.28)
and Lemma 2.6, we get
po‘[Vu]Wa—l,p(Bp/2(yo)) < c¢E(u; Biop(yo)) + cp™ ||f||L,, (Biop (40))

for Biopy(yo) C Bar (o), where ¢ = ¢(n, so,p, ). Using standard covering argument,
we deduce

(429) ra_%[vu]W“*LP(Br(wo)) < CE(U; BZT(xO)) +er® b ||f||Lp (Bar(20))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, @), whenever Bag,.(xq) € Q.
Finally, since u — (u),, () 18 @ also weak solution to (1.1), the desired estimates
follow from (4.22), (4.23), (4.27) and (4.29). This completes the proof. O

We end this section with the following V-function estimates which might be
useful in future applications.

Corollary 4.7. Let u € W*P(Byr(z0)) N LS (R™) be a weak solution to
(4.30) (—Ap)°u=f in Bag(xo).
Then for any |h| < R/1000, we have

X dx d
(1—s)R°P ][ / 16,V (85, u) > Y
(4.31) Br/2(z0) Y Brya(zo) “T — |
< clh|TE(u; Br(0))” + clh| TR 7,

for some constant ¢ = c(n, so,p), where D = min{2,p’'} and the constant sg is
determined in (3.1). In particular, when p < 2, we have a more refined estimate

dr d
s)R°P ][ / 16,V (85, u) > Y
(4.32) Bry2(z0) Y Brya(zo) | y|

< e[ h P B(u; Br(wo)) + cfh* R £

L' (Br(xo))
for any v € (s, min{sp’, 1}), where ¢ = ¢(n, so, p, 7).

Proof. In view of a straightforward scaling argument, we may assume that o =0
and R = 1. Let us fix Big,(yo) € B2. By Lemma 4.1, u,(z) = u(pz + yo) is a weak
solution to

(_Ap)sup = fp in By,
where f,(z) = p*F f(px + yo). By Lemma 3.1, v = u,§ is a weak solution to

(_Ap)sv = fp +g in By,
where the function £ is determined in Lemma 3.1, and ¢ satisfies
(4.33) ||g||ip,(B ) <c(1- 5)”“/}“21:(33) + cTail(u; Bs3)?

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). In light of Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, we deduce

e N W

< ARl (1= )Wy + N0y + 1o+ 912 1))
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p) and the function ¢ is determined in Lemma 4.3.
Using (3.6) and (4.33), we obtain

d
0 N L
B,/2(yo) ¥ By y2(yo) |z y|

< Rl (1= )0 Wiy oy + 2" 18154, 000)

sp (e p spp’—n || £1|P’
o+ el Bl (Tail(ws Bap (90))" + 0 11 s 50 o)

(4.34)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so,p). Since u — (u)p,,(y,) is a also weak solution to
(4.30) with zy = 0 and R = 1, together with Lemma 2.2, we observe that

drd
(1) Sp][ / 63V (85, )2
B,/2(y0) Y B, 2(yo) |x - y|

(4.35) < c|h|*? ((1 — §)p P n[u]Wﬁ 2B (0)) + Tail(u — (U)BSP(yO); BSp(yO))p)

+ clh| T p P | £

L?"(Bsp(yo))

holds, where ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). Then (4.31) follows from Lemma 2.6 and a standard
covering argument.
We are now in the position to prove (4.32). Let us fix
v € (s,min{sp’,2 + (s — 1)p})
to see that there is a constant tg € (0, s] such that g =, where ag is determined

in (1.8) with sq replaced by tq. By Theorem 1.2, we observe that v € W,’?(Q) and

loc

(4.36) PP, gy S CB(u Bay(20))F + e A

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p,7y) whenever Ba,.(29) € (2, as to depends only on
n,p and 7. By Lemma 4.4,

=) [ [ v

lz —y|™
< AR (] oy + (L= )0l + 101y + 112 )

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p,y), where the constant ¢ is determined in
Lemma 4.4. As in (4.34) and (4.35) along with Lemma 2.6 and (4.36), we deduce

dxd
(1—s)p™ ][ / 10,V (85, u)|? v yn
B, /2(yo) Y B, /2(yo) |JZ - y|

< B[P (B Biop o)) + 0™ T 1 5. o)

for some ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p, 7). By standard covering arguments, we obtain (4.32). O

5. DIFFERENTIABLE DATA

In this section, we consider the case of a differentiable right-hand side f € wte'
for t € (0,1). We use a different kind of an iteration scheme to utilize the additional
regularity imposed on f.



HIGHER DIFFERENTIABILITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL p-LAPLACIAN 33
Lemma 5.1. Let u € WP(R™) be a weak solution to
(5.1) (—Ap)’u=f in B
with f € L¥ (By)s). For any |h| < 1/1000, we have

s 2 ﬁx D d:rdy
(=) [V (52,0 el )07 0
dxd
(5.2)  <cl-s) / ” / i ()] + Bnas) D102 1)

C/ |0nul|0n f| da
By

for some constant ¢ = c(n,p), where the function v is determined in Lemma 4.2
and p = max{2,p}.

Proof. Fix a cut-off function ¢ = 1) (x) € CZ°(B3/4) with (4.3) and fix 0 < |h| <
By testing (5.1) with 6_p,(¥Pdpu), we get

1-s / / A (5 _y(wshu)dxidyn - / S f WP Shu da.
n JR® i |z —yl B
Let us estimate now estimate the quantity
J1 = 6,A(6; 4u)d; (YPSpu).

We may assume dpu(z) > dpu(y) by interchanging the roles of dpu(x) and dpu(y).
In case of ¥(x ) ¢( ): In this case, by (2.3) we have

P (@), ()
SOV 052 1) > 15 (190853,0]) 07 ().
v):

We rewrite J; as

1000 :

(5.3)

In case of ¥(x)
Ji = 0 A0 u)¥P ()05, (Onu) + n A(85 yu)dpu(z)ds , (YF) =t Jia + 2.
As in the estimate of (5.3), we have Ji1 > @5z u| (16105 ul) ¥P(y). On the other
hand, using (2.3) and the fact that |i)(x)| < |[)(y)|, one can see that
T2 2 —cglsy (10003 yul) [nue) o) P 155,

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). Using Young’s inequality given in [DE08, Lemma 31,
Lemma 32, and Lemma 34], we obtain

Ji2 2 —e(piss ul)” (¢571(Q)<ﬂf(5;,yu| (\5h5§,yu|)> — cepyss ul (0nu(@)|[05 ,¥)
> —Ewﬁ(y)@w;yu‘ (|5h5;,yu|) - cs@|6;)yu\ (|6hu(m)”6;,yw|)

for some constant ¢, = ¢(n,p,e). Combining all the estimates along with the choice

of e = i, we arrive at the estimate

U DR ) Py ()

z,y

— @iz, ul ((10nu(@)] + [0nu(y)])og ,v)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,p). Thus, by the above estimate for J; along with
(2.3) and Lemma 2.1, we conclude that (5.2) holds with respect to some constant
¢ =c(n,p). O



34 DIENING, KIM, LEE, AND NOWAK

5.1. The degenerate case. To use a bootstrap argument, we further estimate the
right-hand side of the inequality given in Lemma 5.1. In order to accomplish this,
we use a different approach in each of the cases p € (1,2] and p € [2, o).

Lemma 5.2. Let p > 2. Let u € WSP(R™) be a weak solution to
(—Ay)°u=f in By
with f € LP (By). For any |h| < 1/1000, we have

1 p—2
(1 - 5)[6h(uw)]%/s,p(1gn) <c ((1 — )P [U}WS«P(R")) ||6huH2Lp(Rn) +c H(shu”ip(]gn)

bl (1= )l oy + 0l )
t+c ||5hu||Lp(Bl) ||5thLp’(Bl)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p), where the function v is determined in Lemma 4.2
and the constant sg is determined in (3.1).

Proof. Fix a cut off function o) € C2°(Bs/4) with 1) =1 in By/5 and (4.3). Using
(4.8), (4.3), ) and Lemma 2.1, we observe that

//\6 (w2
n |z — g

< [ [ 1V (550 mactorte), )

dx dy
|z — yl”

0l oy + P (1 nmiany + T il

for some ¢ = ¢(n, sp, p). We next note that from (2.4) and Holder’s inequality,

[ e (o)) + i) 153, 01) 220

|z —y[n

dx d
<o [ [ 1l e + a1, v
(5.4) Loy
P P s p
e[ [ (st + 6| A
C
[u}ws p(Rn)Hahu”LP(R") + ||5huHLp(]Rn)

(1 —s)»
holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). Thus, combining the above two inequalities
along with Lemma 5.1 yields the desired estimate. O

Lemma 5.3. Let u € W"P(Bsg(xo)) N LE,H(R™) be a weak solution to
(—Ap)°u=f in Bsr(xo),

where f € W' (Bsg(x)) and y € [s,min{1, o }) with the constant oy determined
in (1.10). If so + %ﬁl{%t} < 1, then we have

Ro_i[ ]WGP(BR/z(xo)) < C(]' - 3) [ ]W“’ P (Bsr(zo))
+ cTail(u — (v) By 5 (20); Bsr(20))
+ —n %
+ CR v ? [f]thp/(Bsa(ivo))
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so,p,7,0,t), where o < so + %m’fi‘ht} On the other
hand, if so + M > 1, then we have

Rg_i[vu] < C(l -8 [ ]VVW P(Bsr(z0))

)» R
+ ¢Tail(u — (u) g (a0); Bsr(20))

+ _n ﬁ
P s (Bsn(ao))

Weo=LP(Bg/s(z0))

+CRP

for some constant ¢ = c(n, s, p,7,0,t), where 1 < o < s+ Wm+{7t}

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, we may assume zg = 0 and R = 1. Let us fix 0 <

s + Wm%?{’y’t} and choose

1 + min{~y,t
00:<J+SO+V{H)_

2 p

Then there is a constant tg < min{t¢,~v} such that
+t

o9 = So + 7 0 .

We choose a cutoff function § € C°(B7/2) such that |V¢| < 4. By Corollary 3.2,
w = ué is a weak solution to

(=Ap)'w=f+g in By,
where g € th’p/(B5/2) with the estimate

(5.5) <e(l- s)||u||€[,%p(33) + cTail(u; B3)P

p/
[g]WtO’p/(Bs/z)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, p, 7, t).
Next note from Lemma 5.2 that

1 p—2
(1= )@ any < ¢ (1= )P lwenn ) I0nwllEagny + clonw]?

el (1= 8)wlwes ) + 0]2 zn))
(5.6) + clldnwl e I0nF [l Lo 5,y
where F' = f 4+ ¢g. Then by (b) in Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.2, we obtain

ont’ on(f = (f)B)
NN |y S e W
0<|h|< 1555 "(B1) 0<\h|<1000 Lr"(By)
(5.7) PR n(g — (9)B,)
p
0<|h|< 1o |hto L' (B1)

BN N
<c(l=t)¥ [f]Wt,p’(Bz) + (1 —to) ¥ [g}wto,p’(Bg)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p,7,t,0), as tgp depends only on sg,p,7,t and 0. We
now divide both sides of (5.6) by |h|7"% to see that

(1—s) l%(ww)

onw |
hp

<e (-9 ulwonan)

y+to ‘|
|h| We.p(Rn) Lr(R™)
5hw P

*"\mv

+c ((1 — 8)[w]wer@ny + ||wHip(Rn)>
Lr(R™)
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5hw (ShF
telnr Tl )
W W Loy PRI Nl Lo 5y
+t
where the fact that |h|” < ¢|h|® and |h| < c|h|wT0 for some constant ¢ is used.

By (2.10) and (2.11) in Lemma 2.5, Young’s inequality, (5.7) and the above
inequality, we deduce

P
LACD)
SUP T et
0<Ihl<gms [ A" 7 [l Loy
p
Sn(wip) on(wep) ||
<c(l—s) sup ) TEtg te  sup L |h|Y
0<|h|<1g50 | |R| "7 WP (Rn) 0<|h|< 1000 Lr(R™)

< C(l - 5)[‘”}%/54:(]1@) + (1 - 'Y)[w]evw,p(mn) + CHUJHZP(RH)

' p
e =D Ry 5,y 0= 00l 01 (5,

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p). Using (3.6), (5.5) and (5.6), we obtain

P
52(1111/}) 1 '
sup | o < (1= 8)7 [ulfyrn gy + [ullfs 5, + Tail(u; Bs)?
0<|h|<m |h| P Lr(R™)

/

+ C[f]Wt,p/(B5)7

where ¢ = ¢(n, so,p,7,0,t). Suppose sg + Wmip#’t} < 1. Then (2.8) in Lemma 2.4
yields

IN

[u]%/"vf’(Bl/Q) [ww]gvmp(]]gn)

< (1= 8)7[ulfyn(p,) T 1wllT (s, + Tail(u; Bs)? + c[f]’v’vt,p,(Bs)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p,7, 0,t). By the fact that u — (u) g, is a also weak
solution to our equation, together with Lemma 2.2, we get

1 . ’
[u]g[/mp(Bl/z) S (1 - 5) P [u}ng,p(Bs) + Tall(u - (U)Bs ; B5)p + C[f]g[/t,p’(Bs)a

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p,7,0,t). We now suppose sg + %{M > 1. Following the
same lines as in the above procedure together with (2.9) in Lemma 2.4 yields the
desired estimate. O

We now use a bootstrap argument to obtain our next main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. For p > 2, let us fix so € (0,s], and ¢t € (O,min {;ﬂ’;, 1})

Choose « € (0,a1) for 3 <1 and « € (1,aq) for ay > 1, where the constant «; is
defined in (1.10). The proof goes on two steps.
Step 1: We prove

(5.8) ue WhP(Q)

loc

with the estimate

_n sptt _n pfil
(59) Rt P [U]Wt’P(Br(-To)) S CE(U; BQT({EO)) + cR»1 " »p Hf”Wt*p/(BQT(IO))
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for some constant ¢ = c(n, so,p, t), where the notation || - ||,/ is given by (1.9)
whenever Bag,.(xzg) € Q. To do this, define the number

. [s0 sop—tp—2)
5.10 = t) = —_ 0
( ) e = ¢e(so,p,t) mln{ 5 o >

as well as the sequence

(5.11) SR (2)

k=0 \P
for any ¢ > 0. We summarize some facts for ;.
e By € < 3 from (5.10), we observe that v; > 0.
e Also, for any i > 0,

(5.12) Yipr = 2 45 — e

e Since

p—2

5.10) = e< 22=t=2) o 4 o Jiy A, =
( ) - 2p ) 7 00 if p=2,

71— 00

{(505)” if p > 2,

there exists ig such that ip = min{i € NU {0} : ¢t < v;}.
Then the proof of (5.8) goes as follows.

(1) If ig = 0, then t < vy < sg. Hence by (2.13) together with (2.6), we have
(5.8) with (5.9).

(2) If i = 1, we have 79 < t < 7;. Then by Lemma 5.3 with the choice of
v=1and 0 =t < min{y;,1} = min{% + s0 — ¢, 1} from (5.12) and by
the standard covering argument, (5.8) with (5.9) holds.

(3) Ifip > 2, then v < -+ < Yjy—1 < t < 4, holds. Thus Lemma 5.3 along
with standard covering arguments gives u € W,*'*(Q) with the estimate

(5.13) R F[ulwon(B, (s0)) < ¢B(u; By (o)) + cR7T 5 A1 (5, o)
whenever Bs,(zg) € 2, where ¢ = ¢(n, so,p, t). By iterating this procedure
ip — 2 times along with (5.12), we obtain u € W;/""*(Q) and (5.13) with
~1 replaced by 7;,. Again Lemma 5.3 for ¢ < ~;, yields (5.8) with (5.9).

Thus by (5.8), we can use Lemma 5.3 with v replaced by ¢ for the next step.

Moreover, by (2.6), we have u € W\P(Q) for any 7 < t.

Step 2: We define the number

. —1 (sop+t 1 -2
(5.14) 6 =0(s0,p,t,x) == mm{p2 ( ;211 —a>,2 (so—ppt>} >0

and the sequence

1)’ £\ %= (1\F
Yo =t and %—:t() +<so—5+>z<)
p p) &= \p

for any j > 1. We record some facts for 7;.
e By 6 < i(sp— ppit) from (5.14), we observe t <75;_1 < 7;.
e Also, for any j > 1,

~ Vi—1+1
(5.15) Y = % + sp — 0.



38 DIENING, KIM, LEE, AND NOWAK

e Since
~ t—20
a) == a<lim'yj:w,
Jj—o0 p—l

-1 t
(5.14) = 6<P~ <S°p+ -
2 p—1
there exists jo such that jo = min{j € NU {0} : a < 7;}.
We now consider two cases.
In case of t:}'%lp < 1: Note that in this case o < 1, since ag = t;‘%ip <1 so
that « € (0, ag) holds. The proof is similar to (1)—(3).
e If jo = 0, then & < 7y. Thus by Step 1, we have u € W2)P(Q) with the
estimate (1.11).
e If jo = 1, we have 79 < a < 7;. Then by Lemma 5.3 with the choice of
v=t(=%) and 0 = o < min{7,1} = min{”"Tj't + so — 6,1} from (5.15),
u e Wi2P(Q) holds. In addition, covering arguments yields (1.11).
o If jo > 2, then 79 < -+ < ¥jp—1 < @ < 7, holds. Thus Lemma 5.3 gives
u e WILP(Q). By iterating this jo — 2 times along with (5.15), we obtain

u € WP VP(Q). Again Lemma 5.3 for a < 7, yields u € W2P(Q) with

the estimate (1.11).

In case of t;‘%lp > 1: Note that in this case o > 1, since ag = so + % >1
so that o € (1,0) holds. Since 7y =t < 1, {¥;};en is an increasing sequence,
lim; ;o0 75 > o > 1, there is a positive integer jo such that

,’?jo—l <1< ?jo'

By following the same lines as in the case when t;r%lp < 1, we have u € W;)'P(Q)

for any v € (0,1) as 1 < 7;,. Moreover, we get

_n sptt_mn 4
(5.16) R » [U}W'Y‘p(BT(Io)) < CE(U; BQT-(xO)) +cRP»1T " » ||f|‘;’[7t1,p’(32r($0))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p, t,y), whenever Ba,.(z¢) € Q. We now take

~ o]+«
fymax{p( 3 so) t,t}

to see that
s0 + o’ > o+ ay
2
Since ¥ € [t,1) and a < %, by Lemma 5.3 with v = 4 and with ¢ = a and by
(5.16), we have Vu € W2~ "P(Q) with (1.12). The proof is completed. O

We end this subsection with the following estimates in terms of the V-function.

Corollary 5.4. For any given p > 2 and sy € (0,s], let u € W5P(Bag(xg)) N
Lo Y (R™) be a weak solution to

(5.17) (—A,)°u=0 in Bygr(zo).
If s9 > pp%Q, then we have

dod
(1 —s)Rs”][ / 16,V (85, u) > Y < c|h|*E(u; Br(x0))”
Brya(wo) J Brya(wo) |z —yl

for some constant ¢ = c¢(n, g, p).
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Proof. By Theorem 1.5, we have

=

(5.18) r <]{B - |Vul? dm) < cE(u; Bar(y0))

for any Bs,(yo) € Bar(xo), where ¢ = ¢(n, so,p). Let us fix Bio,(yo) € Bar(xo)
and define

up(2) = u(pr + yo)
to see that u, € W'P(Byg) N LE 1 (R") is a weak solution to
(—Ap)°u, =0 in Bs.
Then by Corollary 3.2, w(z) = (u,€)(z) € WHP(R") is a weak solution to
( ) w=g in BQ7
where £ is the function defined in Corollary 3.2 with R = 1 and ¢y = 0, and
g € WY (By5) with the estimate

(5.19) 1991 s, ) < (1= ) ugllyrs,) + Tail(uys By)?

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so, p). In addition, recalling w(z) = (u,€)(z), we observe
from (3.6) that

(5.20) Wy gy < ellupllfyen(ay):
Also,
(5.21) IVwlle@ry < cllupllin s,

for some constant ¢ = c(n so,p)
By Lemma 5.1 and (5.4), we have

1_5/ / 64V (55, w) P
Bi/2 /' Biy2 ' | 7y‘

< ¢ (((1 = 9)lwlwer@n)” " 100wl gy + 1000l )
+ 6wl 2o By 009l Lo (5y) = 1

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, p). Since

‘ 2
we further estimate I as

(1—3)/ / 16,V (85, w) dwdyn
By JBis ’ |z — |

< (B2 o1 = )Wl + IVOIL ) + Vgl

onw

< [[Vwl|prgn),
|| (R™)

Lr(R™)

L' (Ba) }

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sp, p), where we have used Young’s inequality. Using
(5.19)—(5.21) and the change of variables yield

(1—s)p ][ / 16,V (85 ,u)*>  d dy
B, /2(y B, /2(yo) |h|2 |l‘ - y|n

<cep?T(1 _3)[ ]W5P<Bop(yo>> +ep” IVl s (Bsp(0))
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+ Cpin”uHizs(Bsp(yo)) + CTaﬂ(U; B5)p

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). By (5.18), Lemma 2.6 and the fact that u —
() Byo, (yo) 18 @ Weak solution to (5.17), we get

dx d
S)psp][ / 00V (37, yn < c|h|* E(u; Biop(y0))?,
0/2(%0) Y B,/2(yo |$ - y‘

where ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p). Standard covering arguments yield the desired estimate. [

5.2. The singular case. We now prove an analogous version of Lemma 5.2 when
p<2

Lemma 5.5. Let p <2 and v € [s,1). Let u € WYP(R™) be a weak solution to
(5.22) (=A,)°u=f in By
with f € LP (By). For any |h| < 1/1000, we have
(1-5) [5h(uw)]€V<,P(Rn)
1 _p(2-p) p2 P P
(523) S C[(l - g);u]W'yz,p(]Rn) <||5hu||L2P(]R") + ||§hu||zP(B1) |6hf||12/p/(B1)>

e 10null gy + Rl gy + elBP(L = )l

)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, so,p), where ¢ = %er%, the function 1 is determined
in Lemma 4.2 and the constant so is determined in (3.1).

Proof. We first note from (4.8) that
(5.24)

‘(5 (Sh u¢ |(5 (5hu|pr
// ey ddy</n/n = dedy + ol ey

T A 1—_g|h|ﬂ||u|\§pmn)
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p), where we denote

= max{y(z), P(y)}-

Then Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.1 yields
(5.25)

‘5 5hu|p¢M
|x7 dx dy
p(p 2) ’Y v p(2—p) D
(163 yul + 107 yunl) (8

/ / 105, 0nulP (|65 ul + 165, un|) . 1, TP Loy
n n “rL-_y|7l

s s —2) s dl‘dy 2 p(2-p)
- </ / (192l 103 un )" 2105, onu e = 1o yln> Wy o s,)

y
dmdy 2 p(2=p)
(/n /n léhV | 1/)M| y|”> [u]y 7 »(By)"
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We next note from (2.5) and Holder’s inequality that
ﬁ%x)—-w(yﬂ) dz dy
sl | (Joru(2)| + |dpu
L o (] + st =) e

(5.26) <C/;/p|%u P+ [Bpu(y)r) L) =YW _dwdy

lz —y[** |z —y|"

< 17_8||5hu||Lp(Rn)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, p). Therefore, employing the inequality
[ 1wl da < 16l 150
1
and combining all the estimates (5.24)—(5.26) along with Lemma 5.1 and the fact
that ¢ > s, (5.23) is obtained. O

Using Lemma 5.5, we obtain an analogous version of Lemma 5.3 when p < 2.

Lemma 5.6. Let p <2 andy € [s,1). Suppose that u € WP(Bsg(zo)) NLE, ! (R™)
be a weak solution to

(—Ap)su = f m B5R($0),
where f € WhP' (Bsg(x0)) for some constant t € (0,p —1). Let us denote
(2—p)y | sop
2 + 2
Then there exists ¢ = ¢(n, so,p,t,0,7) > 1 such that the following holds.

. Ifw +6o < 1, then for any o < "’erin{g—p_l)%t} + <o, we have

S0 =

Rf’fg[u]WmP(BR/Q(xg))
<c(l— S)5R77% (U]~ p(Bs g (o)) T CTail(u — (W) B, g (20); Bsr(Z0))

1
n =1
P [f]Wt,p (BSR(IO)) R

ap+t

4+ cR»-1

. If%—i—co > 1, then for any o € (LW—FC@), we
have

R Vuliyeta(5y (00 < R-

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, we may assume g = 0 and R = 1. Let us fix 0 <

o+ 7+min{(2—P—1)Wf} and choose

1 + min{(p — 1)v,t
%:<U+%+v {(p )7}).

2 2
Then there is a constant to < min{(p — 1)~,t} such that
+ 1
So + 7 5 90— 0o.

We next choose a cutoff function { € CZ°(B7/2) such that |[VE| < 4. By Lemma 3.3,
w = ué is a weak solution to

(—Ap)*w = f+g in By,
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where g € W’Y(p’l)’p,(ng) with the estimate

’

(5.27) < (1= 8)" ullfym (g, + cTail(u; Bs)?

[g]zljvv(p—l),p’ (Bs/2)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, ).
Using Lemma 5.5 and the fact that for any |h| < 1/1000, |h|PY < ¢|h|Z" < c|h| 5
and |h| < c\h|% for some constant ¢, we deduce

(1—<o) [5}1(%]

|h‘| 2 Ws’o,p(]Rn)
p2 P P
22-p) Spw|| ® dpwl||? o F ||
(5:28) < ¢[(1—co)rw]yy 2 h ’h bl
= W.p(R™) ||y Lo (R ||y Lo (By) |h|to L (By)
5hw P
I R AR R

where the function 1 is determined in Lemma 5.5 and F' = f + g. Let us note from
(2.10) in Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.2,

S F || Si(f —
sup }};to <c¢ swp n(f h(tf)B2)
0<|h|< 15 |l L' (By) 0<|h|< 1955 |l L? (By)
Snlg — v
+c sup w
0<[hl< iy || 11 Lv' (B2)
(5'29) < C(l - t)[f]Z{:Vt,p’(Bz) + (1 - (p - 1)7)[9]?;[/(;;71)7@’(32)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p,y,t). We now use (2.11) and (2.10) in Lemma 2.5
to see that

52 (w Sn(wi) | O (wap) ||P
sup Ljﬂo < (1l —<) [ h(wﬁ)] h(h qw)
0<|h|< 10100 ‘h|§O+T Lr(R") |h|T Wso-P(R™) | ‘ Lr(R™)

6h(w¢) P

|h| 2 ‘|W<01P(R")

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p, 7y, o). Thus, combining this, (5.28) and (5.29) yields
P
5 (w)

|h|so+ 52

+ C(l - /y)[ww]?/[/%p(ﬂ@n)

<e(l—¢) l

sup

< C(l - gO)([w]svmp(Rn) + [wm/a,p(ﬂgn))
0<|h|< 1550

Lp(R")
’ ’

+ CHw”iP(RTL) + C[f]‘p;[/t,p/(B2) + C[g]{p;v(pfl)%p’(BQ)'

We now use the fact that w = u&, (5.27) and (3.6) to further estimate the right-hand
side of the above display as

p
o7 (wih)
sup % < (1 = 8)[ulyyrn(p,) + Cllullis s,
0<|h|<1g55 || |02 L (Rn)

+ cTail(u; Bs)? + C[f]];w,p'(BZ)
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for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg,p,7,0). In light of (2.8) in Lemma 2.4 along with the
fact that w = u&, we get

[ ]WU P(B1/2) S C(l - S)[ ]5[/%17( ) +C||u||Lp(B ) + CT&]](U B5) +C[f]wtp (B )7

whenever ¢y + 72”’ < 1. Similarly, if ¢o + 7§t° > 1, then we have

/

[VU‘]WU L,p(B, 12) = (1 - 8)[ ]Ww P (Bs +c||u||Lp(B ) + CTall(’LL B5) [f]z‘i[/t,p’(BQ)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p,7,0). Using the fact that v — (u)p, is a also weak
solution to

(—Ap)’u=f in Bs

and using Lemma 2.2, we get the desired estimate. (]
We now prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For p < 2, let us fix sg € (0,s] and ¢t € (0,p — 1).

We take a sequence
v = %i for each ¢ > 0.

Then there is a nonnegative integer ig such that

t< (-1 if o = 0,
(p — 1)’)/1'0 <t< (p — 1)7i0+1 if ig > 0.

Since vy < s, we observe u € W% (). Moreover, using (2.6) and Lemma 2.6, we
observe that the estimate

(530) RWO_%[U]W’Y())P(BT(;EO)) S CE(U7 BQT(-’EO)) + CRSPP _5 Hf| Wt p’ (Bar(z0))

holds for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, s, p,t), whenever Bs,.(z¢) € Q. Using Lemma 5.6
and standard covering arguments, we inductively prove u € WIZCO p(Q) and obtain
the estimate (5.30) with vy replaced by ~;,. Since

Vi +min{(p — 1)7io, 1} | (2 —P)vip

2 T T

)

t Sop
— <y < —
p—1 Yio+1 = 2

applying Lemma 5.6 yields u € W2 T (). Let us define

(5.31) 5min{(p;1) (O‘J;O‘Qa>,szp}.

We next consider the sequence

% i—1
~ t -~ - (3-p sop +t Z
p—1 2 =

and observe that 7; < ;41 and 7; > ptj for any ¢ > 0, as well as

L~ sop+1 2e a2+«
5.32 1 P = - > .
(5.32) i T T p—1  p—1 2
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(a) Sg’%tt < 1. By (5.32) along with (5.31), there is a positive integer iy such
that
Yio < & < Fig41-
By iterating 7o times Lemma 5.6 together with covering arguments, we
obtain u € W,"'°"(Q) with the estimate

loc

(5:33) R0 [ul g0 ) < CB(us Bar(w0)) + R

“HIAI

Wtr' (Ba,(z0))
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, sg, p,t, ), whenever Ba,.(xo) € Q. Thus by

applying Lemma 5.6 and standard covering arguments along with (5.33),
u € WP (Q) holds with (1.14).

loc
(b) S;f’%lt > 1. Since 22 > 1, there is a positive integer jo such that
A’Yijo <1< A’71j0+1'

As in the case when “”;’%J;t <1, wegetuc VVIZCP(Q) with

~ 1 sop+t t
- - —a b
5 max{3p< 5 ( +a)),p1}<

In addition, we have (5.33) with 7;, replaced by 7. Since

sop , B—p)y ¢
9 + 5 + 2 > q,
by Lemma 5.6 we arrive at Vu € W2 "P(Q) with (1.15).
Then the proof is completed. ([

Finally, we prove Corollary 1.9, that is, our main result in the homogeneous
subquadratic case.

Proof of Corollary 1.9. Let us fix s¢ € (0, s] and
ac (1,max{1 + %,2 + (so — l)p}) .

Suppose 1+ 22 < 24 (5o — 1)p so that max{1+ 232,24 (so — 1)p} = 2+ (so — 1)p.
In this case, the estimate (1.16) follows from Theorem 1.2 with f = 0. On the other
hand, if 2 + (so — 1)p < 1+ *3% so that max{1 4 °3%,2 4 (s — 1)p} = 1 + %P,
Theorem 1.7 with f = 0 yields (1.16). This completes the proof. O

APPENDIX A. POWER FUNCTIONS

In this appendix, we prove some properties of power functions that are useful
to prove the sharpness of our results. Let us assume o € (0,1) and p € [1,00). By
[RS96, page 44, Example 1], we observe

(A1) u(z) = |z 7 € WSPR") ifs<o
and
(A.2) w(x) = |z|°" % ¢ WSP(B,) ifs>o.
We next prove that the function
(A.3) u(x) = "7 75 € Wik AP (R 0 LE L (R™)

is a weak solution to
(A.4) (=A,)°u=f in By,



REFERENCES 45

where f(z) = c|m|(p71)(57%) for some constant ¢. By [IMS16, Lemma 2.3], observe
that

R" fpde= /n(*Ap)SU(I)SD(I) dx < oo

for any ¢ € C2°(By), which implies that (—A,)*u(x) is well defined a.e. In addition,
there is a point zg € By \ {0} such that (—A,)*u(zg) < co. We next observe that

(=8p)ulre) = r® D) (-0 u()
for any x € R, r > 0 and (—A,)°u(z) is a radially symmetric function. From this,
we deduce

(~8p)°u(x) = clz| PVETE) e I (R)

loc

for some constant c. Therefore, u is a weak solution to (A.4).
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