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GRADIENT REGULARITY FOR (s, p)-HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

VERENA BOGELEIN, FRANK DUZAAR, NATAN LIAO, GIOVANNI MOLICA BISCI,
AND RAFFAELLA SERVADEI

ABSTRACT. We study the local regularity properties of (s, p)-harmonic functions, i.e. lo-
cal weak solutions to the fractional p-Laplace equation of order s € (0,1) in the case
p € (1,2]. Itis shown that (s, p)-harmonic functions are weakly differentiable and that
the weak gradient is locally integrable to any power ¢ > 1. As a result, (s, p)-harmonic
functions are Holder continuous to arbitrary Holder exponent in (0, 1). In addition, the
weak gradient of (s, p)-harmonic functions has certain fractional differentiability. All es-
timates are stable when s reaches 1, and the known regularity properties of p-harmonic
functions are formally recovered, in particular the local W22 estimate.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this manuscript we complete our program on the higher Sobolev regularity of solu-
tions to the fractional p-Laplace equation with order s:

(1.1) (=Ap)*u=0 in Q.

Here, we denoted a bounded domain Q in RY, N > 2. Local solutions to (1.1) are
termed (s, p)-harmonic functions in €2; see Definition 2.1. In our previous work [10], we
considered the case p € [2, 00), whereas in this manuscript we focus on the case p € (1, 2].
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The main result states that when p € (1,2] and s € (0,1), the gradient of (s, p)-
harmonic functions in Q exists and belongs to L{ (Q) for any ¢ € [p,c0). As a
result, (s,p)-harmonic functions are locally Holder continuous in 2 with an arbitrary
Holder exponent v € (0,1). In addition, we establish the fractional differentiability
of the gradient in any L%-scale, namely, Vu € W;>:4(Q) for any ¢ € [2,00) and any
a € (0,max{F, %}). In particular, letting ¢ = 2 and s 1 1, we formally re-
cover the well-known W?22-regularity of p-harmonic functions, cf. [54, 3]. All claimed
regularity properties are confirmed by explicit local estimates that are stable as s 1 1.

A first decisive result on the gradient regularity for (s, p)-harmonic functions belongs
to Brasco & Lindgren [12]. They established Vu € L () in the case p € [2,00)
and s € (ijl, 1) for globally bounded (s, p)-harmonic functions. Recently, we have
substantially improved this result in [10]. As a matter of fact, the same gradient regularity
holds for a wider range of s, namely, s € (’%2, 1), and furthermore, global boundedness
can also be dispensed with. More importantly, what really sets our contribution apart from
others is that the integrability exponent of Vu has been upgraded to any finite number g.

In this work we make an important step forward and extend the gradient regularity for
(s, p)-harmonic functions to the whole range p € (1,2] and s € (0, 1). Therefore, summa-
rizing the achievement in [10] and in this work, we have obtained a rather complete picture
regarding the higher Sobolev regularity for (s, p)-harmonic functions, see the ranges of s
and p shown by the blue part in Figure 1. In addition, for the same ranges of s and p, we
have concluded the “almost” Lipschitz regularity. Prior to our works, such regularity was

only known for s € (pp%l, 1); see [13] for p € [2, 00) and [36] for p € (1, 2].
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FIGURE 1. Threshold: s = %

For simplicity, we choose to present and prove all our results for locally bounded (s, p)-
harmonic functions. However, once this is done, we can employ proper freezing-and-
comparison arguments, consider general inhomogeneous terms on the right-hand side of
(1.1), and also inserting appropriate coefficients to the equation. The estimates could also
be modified in such a way that the L°°-norm is replaced by the LP-norm of u. Conceivably,
our higher Sobolev regularity for (s, p)-harmonic functions opens the way for a Calderén-
Zygmund-type theory of Vu.

As in our previous work, we explicitly trace the dependence of the constants in esti-
mates. We believe this is important and necessary in order to justify the stability of our
regularity estimates as s 1 1. Likewise, we have also traced how constants grow in various
iteration schemes. This task often involves great care. However, the reader is advised to
skip these details on first reading.

Independent of us, the interesting preprint [25] established that Vu € L (Q) for the
same range of s and p as ours. In addition, it is shown that when p € (1, 2), Vu possesses
any order of fractional differentibility less than max{%sp, 1 — (1 — s)p} in the LP-scale.

1.1. Results. We state the main results here. The first one concerns the existence of the
gradient of (s, p)-harmonic functions in LP-scale.
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Theorem 1.1 (LP-gradient regularity). Let p € (1,2] and s € (0, 1). Then, for any locally
bounded (s, p)-harmonic function u in the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

ue WP (Q).

loc

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s), such that for any ball Br = Br(z,) €
Q we have

Crs 1 N .
IVullirz, ) < T [B°Q= ) luhwersn + B (e (z + Tail(us R))]
The constant C'is stable as s 1 1 and blows up as p | 1.

The second result upgrades the integrability of Vu to any exponent ¢ > p.

Theorem 1.2 (L?-gradient regularity). Letp € (1,2] and s € (0,1). Then, for any locally
bounded (s, p)-harmonic function u in the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

u € Wl})g(Q) forany q € [p,o0).

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N,p,s,q), such that for any ball B =
Br(z,) € Q the quantitative L-gradient estimate

N _ s N 1 .
HVUHL‘Z(B%R) <CRa! [R v (1= s)?lulwen(pg) + lullLe(Bg) + Taﬂ(u;R)}
holds true. The constant C'is stable in the limit s 1 1 and blows up as p | 1.

The classical Morrey-type embedding states that any W' function with ¢ > N is
locally Holder continuous with exponent 1 — %. Therefore, a direct consequence of Theo-

rem 1.2 is that any (s, p)-harmonic function is Holder continuity for any Holder exponent
in (0,1).

Theorem 1.3 (Almost Lipschitz continuity). Let p € (1,2] and s € (0, 1). Then, for any
locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function w in the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

we CYT(Q)  forany~y € (0,1).

loc

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s,7), such for any ball B = Br(z,) € ()
we have
Cr N 1 .
[U]COW(B%R) < E [R P (1 - S)P [’U/}Ws,p(BR) + HUHLOO(BR) + Tall(u; R)i| .
The constant C is stable as s T 1 and blows up as p | 1.

The gradient of (s, p)-harmonic functions also possesses certain fractional differentia-
bility.

Theorem 1.4 (Fractional differentiability of the gradient). Let p € (1,2] and s € (0,1)
and q € [2,00). Then, for any locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function u in the sense of
Definition 2.1, we have

VueW2I(Q)  forany a € (0,3), where 3 := max {ﬁ 71_(1_8)”}_

loc q’ q—1

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N,p, s, q,«) such that for any ball B =
Br(z,) € Q, we have

N
CR« [ . N 1 .
[u]Wa,q(B%R) < W R ™7 (1 — S)P [/U,}Ws,p(BR) + HuHLoo(BR) + Tall(u;R)]

The constant C'is stable as s T 1 and blows up as p | 1.
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Remark 1.5. The application of Theorem 1.4 with ¢ = 2 ensures that any locally bounded
(s, p)-harmonic function satisfies

Vu € W22(Q) for any o € (0, 8), where § := max {%, 1—(1- s)p}

loc
In turn, we conclude that

Vu € W) for any o € (0, 3) and any ¢ € [1,2].

loc

1.2. Brief review of the literature. Nonlocal equations have attracted a lot of attention
in recent years, and interest in them continues to grow. Regarding regularity theory, the
investigations started with linear fractional differential operators; see [0, 7, 17, 27, 28,
31, 33, 44, 45, 46, 57, 61, 62, 63] and the references therein. For global and boundary
regularity we refer to [1, 2, 39, 40, 58, 59]. In the framework of fractional Sobolev spaces,
self-improving properties of Gehring-type were studied in [5, 8, 49, 50], while estimates of
Calder6n-Zygmund-type were obtained in [34, 55]. Measure data problems and pointwise
gradient potential estimates were considered in [24, 52].

The regularity theory for (s, p)-harmonic fuctions is still fragmented, and many of the
fundamental questions are unanswered. Boundedness and Holder continuity of weak solu-
tions in the interior and at the boundary were proved in [17, 21, 41, 42, 43, 48]; see [53] for
a similar result in the framework of viscosity solutions. Harnack’s inequality was estab-
lished in [22]; see also [17]. A Wiener-type criterion for boundary regularity was obtained
in [47]. Regularity at the gradient level is less developed. However, there are some results
on level of fractional derivatives. A self-improving Gehring-type property was established
for p > 2 in [60], while a Calder6n-Zygmund theory was developed in [14, 23]. Finally, in
[51] measure data problems and potential estimates were considered. Recently, the study
of mixed local and non-local problems has gained much interest; see the non-exhaustive
list [9, 15, 20, 35] and the references therein.

The above mentioned results guarantee Holder continuity of (s, p)-harmonic functions
with a qualitative Holder exponent. The proofs in [17, 21] are based on either De Giorgi’s
or Moser’s approach. Similar to the local case, Holder continuity with a quantitative Holder
exponent or gradient regularity requires other techniques such as second-order finite differ-
ence estimates in combination with a Moser-type iteration scheme. Roughly speaking, the
second-order finite difference estimates in the fractional context replace the second weak
derivative estimates from the local case. The latter can be derived by the difference quo-
tient method. This technique has proven to be very efficient for local operators; we refer to
[3, 65, 66].

For (s, p)-harmonic functions, Brasco & Lindgren [12] established higher Sobolev reg-
ularity for the case p > 2 when s > ”’%1. Later, higher Holder continuity was proved in
[13] by Brasco & Lindgren & Schikorra. More recently, in [10] we were able to improve
the threshold for s to s > p%f. At the same time we improved the level of integrability for
the gradient to any exponent ¢ > p, together with the fractional differentiability 2. for
any o € (O, W). As a consequence, we also improved the higher Holder regularity.
Shortly afterwards, Diening & Kim & Lee & Nowak [25] were able to establish the same
amount of fractional differentiability for the inhomogeneous problem at the level ¢ = p.

For the case p < 2, Garain & Lindgren obtained a quantitative higher Holder estimate
in [36]. When it comes to higher Sobolev regularity, [25] showed that the weak gradient
exists in Lfo .» and meanwhile admits a certain fractional differentiability. However, the
quantitative integrability of the weak gradient does not go beyond L”. The present paper —
independent of [25] — establishes the existence of the weak gradient, its higher integrability
at any LY level with ¢ > 1 as well as a certain fractional differentiability.

1.3. Master plan. The so-called difference quotient technique, even though known to be
part of the repertoire in the analysis of partial differential equations for decades, is fairly
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recent on the stage of integro-differential equations. For (s, p)-harmonic functions, it was
implemented by Brasco & Lindgren [12], Brasco & Lindgren & Schikorra [13], and Garain
& Lindgren [36]; see also [16, 18] under different settings. Our approach also relies on this
barehanded technique.

The thrust is quite simple, namely, we differentiate the equation at a discrete level,
coupled with a careful choice of testing functions that cope with the discretized nonlinear
structure. However, in contrast to the classical treatment of p-harmonic functions, some
challenging, new features appear in the fractional setting. To successfully implement the
technique to analyze regularity properties of (s, p)-harmonic functions, one needs to skill-
fully balance their local differentiability and integrability, and to precisely capture the long-
range behavior of their finite differences. Once this is done, we employ various iteration
schemes to upgrade the differentiability and subsequently the integrability.

In this program, the first important step lies in raising the preset W*P-regularity to
WLP_regularity as stated in Theorem 1.1. This step was also carried out in [25].

The next step is to improve the integrability of the gradient via an iteration scheme of
Moser-type. Recall that for p-harmonic functions, one first derives proper second order
estimates (i.e. energy estimate for |Vu|) and exploits the Sobolev embedding to acquire a
reverse Holder estimate:

<][ w|zv”q2dx> ’ §C(q)<][ |Vu|qu>q
Bl B2

provided Vu € L _ for some ¢ > p. Then, starting from Vu € L7, one iteratively
improves the integrability of Vu. When it comes to (s, p)-harmonic functions, we exploit
a similar idea at a discrete level, derive Vu € W&f for some quantified « = a(s,p, q)
assuming that Vu € L _ for some ¢ > p, and use the fractional Sobolev embedding to

obtain a reverse Holder estimate:

(ﬁ) V| 75 dx>NNf;q < (g K]{B |Vu|qu> ' +‘I(u;2)}

The quantity ¥, which encodes the nonlocal behavior of u, turns out to be harmless in the
iteration scheme. Whereas the most notable difference from the case of p-harmonic func-
tions lies in the way the integral exponent increments. Arguably, such difference becomes
magnified when one runs the iteration in a quantified manner.

The higher Sobolev regularity acquired in the previous step can be translated into quan-
titative Holder estimates thanks to the Morrey embedding. We stress that, this way of
obtaining higher Holder regularity is different from previous works as all of them circum-
vented the higher Sobolev regularity.

In the pursuit of the higher Sobolev regularity, we are also clued in on a gain of fractional
differentiability for Vu. Conceivably, one should be able to formally recover the classical
W22 _regularity of p-harmonic functions as s 1 1. Indeed, we improve and establish that
Vu € Wit forany ¢ > 2 and a < 8 := max {%, 17511_7718)”}. This task is taken on
in the final part of the paper. In particular, we exploit the Holder continuity established in
Theorem 1.3 and perform a discrete integration by parts; see Lemma 2.16. This is inspired
by an argument from the p-harmonic functions; see [3].

We emphasize that throughout the proofs we take great care on the structure of the
constants in order to justify the stability as s 1 1. Finally, we note that in [25] the authors
established Vu € WP (Q) for any a € (0, max{%,1 — (1 — s)p}), which follows from

loc
Theorem 1.4 as described in Remark 1.5.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Throughout the paper, C' stands for a generic constant that can change
from line to line. In the statements and also in the proofs, we trace the dependencies of the
constants with respect to the data. We indicate the dependencies by writing, for example,
C = CO(N,p,s) if C depends on N,p and s. Next, we denote Br(x,) € R as a ball
with radius R centered at z, in R™. We also define

Kr(z,) := Br(z,) x Br(z,) C RY x RV,

We use this notation at various points to give the occurring double integrals a more compact
form.

Let © C RY be a bounded open set and « € (0, 1). For a function w:  — R we un-
derstand by w € Cp;% () that for any ball B(z,) € Q2 we have that w € C%*(Bg(z,))
holds. Moreover, we denote the semi-norm

jw(z) — w(y)|
[W]co.e(Br(z.)) == sup —_—
(Brlwe) eAyeBR(z.) 1T —Y|*
We also introduce the fractional Sobolev space W‘Y’Q(Q,Rk), k € N, with some ¢ €
[1,00) and v € (0,1). A measurable function w:  — R belongs to the fractional
Sobolev space W74(£2, R¥) if and only if

||wHWM(Q,Rk) = HwHLq(Q,Rk) + [w]W‘Y‘q(Q,Rk) < 0,

where the semi-norm is defined as

w(y)|? .
[w]wa(ore) = |://Q><Q z — |N+vq dzdy

If the dimension £ is clear from the context, we write [w]y~.q(q) instead of [w]yy+.q(q rk)
for the sake of simplicity. In particular, if w = Vwv is the gradient of a scalar function
v: Q — R, we will write [Vw]y.qa(q) instead of [Vw]yy~.q(qry). Some useful results
concerning fractional Sobolev spaces are collected in § 2.4; for more information we refer
to [26].

Definition 2.1 ((s, p)-harmonic functions). Let Q@ C R be a bounded open set, p €
(1,00) and s € (0,1). A function u € WP (Q) is called (s, p)-harmonic in Q if and only

if

u(z) Pt
2.1 /]RN (1_|_(|x)|)N+spdx < 00,
and
u(z) — u(y) P2 (u(z) —u T) —
cp ff M) el — W) gy, g

Sor every o € W*P(Q) compactly supported in S and extended to 0 outside (2.

Whenever w satisfies (2.1), we say u belongs to the weighted Lebesgue space
L2 (RY). For 2, € Q and ¢ > 0 such that Br(z,) C € use the nonlocal quantity

p—1 p—1
Tail(u; o, R) := <RS”/ |()|N+dz> .
RN\ Bp(zs) [T — To|VT5P
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Moreover, we abbreviate
(2.3) T(w; 2o, R) 1= ||tl| Lo (Br(x,)) + Tail(u; 2o, R).
When z, = 0 or when the context is clear, we omit it from the notation.
2.2. Algebraic inequalities. For v € (0, 00) define

V,(a) := |a|""ta, fora € R.

If a = O weset V,(a) = Oalso fory € (0,1). The first algebraic lemma concerning bounds
from above and below for the difference of V, can be retrieved from [3, Lemma 2.1] for
the case v € (0, 1), respectively in [37, Lemma 2.2] for the case v € (1, 00).

Lemma 2.2. For any v > 0, and for all a,b € R, we have
Cu(Jal + [B)7Hb = al < [V4(b) = Vy(a)| < Ca(lal + [b))"~"b — al,
where
v ifye(0,1), 2177 ify € (0,1]
Ci = Cy =
2177, ify € (1,00), v ifv e[l o0)

Lemma 2.3. Let p € (1,2] and § > 1. Then, for any a,b,c,d € R and any e, f € Rx,
we have

(Voi(a = b) = Vi (e — d)) (Vs(a — 0)e? = Vs(b— d) f7)
> 22t (ja— b+ [e—d))’ (la—c|+1b—d)’ (@) — (b— ) (e” + f7)

— ()" (la— el + o —d)" e — fPP.

Proof. We first rewrite the left-hand side of the desired inequality in the form
L(Vpoa(a—b) = Vpoa(e = D) (Vi — ¢) = Vs(b = ) (¢? + f7)
+ 3 (Vp—1(a=b) = Vpi(c— d)) (Vs(a — c) + Vs(b — d)) (e’ — fP) = T+ 1L

The first summand is non-negative due to the monotonicity; cf. [13, Lemma A.5]. This
means that the multiplicative factors V,,_1(a —b) — V,_1(c—d) and Vs(a — ¢) — V5(b—d)
must have the same sign. Without loss of generality, we assume that both are non-negative.
Indeed, if they are both negative, we simply switch the summands in the two factors. To
each factor we apply Lemma 2.2 (first with exponent p — 1 and then with exponent §) to
conclude

—2
(p =D (la =0+ e —d|)" “[(a—c) = (b—d)| < Vp-r(a—b) = Vpoi(c—d)
@4 <2 7P(a—bl+le—d)" (a—c) = (b—d)
and
2" (la— |+ p—d|)’ ' |(a—c) = (b—d)| < Vs(a—c) — Vs(b— d)
(2.5) <5(ja—c/+p—d) a—c)—(b—d).
This leads to the following lower bound for the first term
1> 21 (ja—b+[c—d)’ (la—c|+b—d)’ " (a—c)— b —ad) (" + f7)
=: pQ—}lf
In order to bound the second term from above, we use the upper bound for V},_; and obtain
1) < 27 (ja— bl + e — d])"|(a — ) — (b~ d)|(Ja— ¢l + b~ d|’) e” — 57|
-2 5
< (la=bl+le=d)""(a—c) = (b—d)|(la —c| +[b—d])"|e" — f7].
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By Lemma 2.2 applied with v = p we have

L_l
le” — Pl <ple+ [P e~ fl < p(e” + f7) 7 |e = fl.
We use this inequality and rewrite the exponents appearing in the right-hand side of the
preceding inequality and subsequently apply Young’s inequality with exponents p%l and
p. In this way we obtain
_oy(p=lg1 b1 2—
) < p(la—b| +le—d) "2 P @ —c) = p— P57

_qyp=l pts-1
(a—c+p—d)’ T

e+ 7)) e — f]

<el4+e @ D(la—bl+|c—d)" *|(a—c)— (b—d)>?
la—cl+[b—d)"™*" e — £

<eT+e V(la—c/+b—d)" " He—fr

Choosing € = 5’5%11 we conclude the claimed inequality.

|
Lemma 24. Letp € (1,2] and § > 1. Then, for any a,b,c,d € R and any e, f € R,
we have

>

(Vp—1(a—b) = Vp_1(c — d)) (Vs(a — c)e* — V(b —d) f?)

20D (ja— b+ |e—d))? *(la—c|+1p—d)’ (a=c) = (b—d)| ef
+ (Vyor(a —b) = Vpoi (e — ) (Vala — e + Vs(b — d)f) (e — f)

Proof. We re-write the left-hand side of the claimed inequality and subsequently use in-
equalities (2.4) and (2.5) from the proof of the preceding lemma

(Vo-1(a—b) = Vpor(c — d)) (Va(a — ¢) = Va(b — d) e f
+ (Vp—1(a = b) = Vp_i(c — d)) (Vs(a — c)e + Vs(b—d) f) (e — f)
> 2 (ja— b+ le—d)" " (Jla—c| + b—d))" " [(a—¢) — (b —d)|’ef

+ (Vor(a = b) = Vpr (e — d)) (Vala — c)e + Vs(b — d) f) (e — f)
This is the claimed inequality.

d
2.3. Some integral estimates. The first result ensures that a certain integral exists.

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 < 3 < N. Then, for any Br(z,) C RN and any v € RN we have

1 N|B
/ E | 1|R5'
Br(z,) |z -y

B
If B > N, then for any x € Br(x,) we have

1 N|B
/ e | 1|(2R)ﬁ-
Br(z,) |‘T - y| B

The following lemma can be inferred from [13, Lemma 2.3]; for the precise statement
see [10, Lemma 2.7].

Lemma 2.6. Let p € (1,00) and s € (0,1). Then, for any u € L2 ' (RY), any ball
Bgr = Bgr(x,), and any r € (0, R), we have

R\N _
Tail (u; )"~ < C(N) () (Tail(u, R) + [[ull o (5) "~
T
Remark 2.7. Let the assumptions of Lemma 2.6 be satisfied. Recalling the definition of
F(-) in (2.3), Lemma 2.6 ensures that

T(u;r)P~t < C(N)(E)N‘Z(u;R)p_l.

r
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2.4. Fractional Sobolev spaces. In the following we summarize some statements about
fractional Sobolev spaces. We avoid introducing further functional spaces, such as
Nikol’skii and Besov spaces. Rather, we restrict ourselves to the main functional estimates.
For more information on this topic, we refer to [4, 12, 13]. We start with the embedding
Whe — W,

Lemma 2.8. Letq > 1 and7 € (O 1). Then for any w € W'4(Bg) we have

q
// Ni D ray < SWNR“*W/ IVw|? dz.
BrXBr Ix_ ‘ v q Bgr

Next, we provide a fractional Sobolev-Poincaré inequality, which can be retrieved from
[26, Theorem 6.7]. To trace the stability with v 1 1, the exact dependence of C' with
respect to 7y is crucial. The result can be found in [11, Theorem 1].

Lemma 2.9. Let ¢ > 1, v € (0,1), such that vq < N. Then, for any w € W74(Bpg) we

have
a7y

[f i o] e <ot o [ [l el g, wwdxy
Br o Br \I* |N+‘” Br

where C' = C(N, q,7). Moreover, for v € [5, 1) we have

1
CN)(1 - 7)} ‘
(N =gt
2.5. Finite differences and fractional Sobolev spaces. For an open set O C R, and
a vector h € RY, define Q, := {z € Q: dist(z,00Q) > |h|}. By 7,: L'(Q,RF) —
Lt (), R¥) we denote the finite difference operator

W0 = |

Thw(z) = w(x + h) —w(x) = wp(x) —w(x) forz e Q.
If the direction is a fixed unit vector e € RY, we write
T,Se)w(x) = w(z + he) —w(x),

where i € R now is a real number. At several points we will use two elementary prop-
erties of finite differences. These are summarized in [38, Lemma 7.23 & 7.24] and [32,
Chap. 5.8.2].

Lemma 2.10. Let 1 < g < 00, M > 0, and 0 < d < R. Then, any w € L4(BRg) that
satisfies

/ |T}Ee)w|qu§M‘1|h|q Jorany 0 < |h| < d
Br—a
is weakly differentiable in direction e on Br_4. Moreover, we have

/ |Dow|? dz < M.

Br—a
Lemma 2.11. Let1 < g < coand 0 < d < R. Then, for any w € W14(Bg), and any
0 < |h| < d, we have

1787l iy < 101 1Detllzos.

Functions w belonging to a fractional Sobolev space W74 fulfill an estimate for finite
differences similar to the one from Lemma 2.11; see [12, Proposition 2.6].

Lemma 2.12. Let ¢ € (1,00), v € (0,1), and 0 < d < R. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(N,q) such that for any w € W74(Bg), we have

. v . RO=7)q
[tz < U=l + (g + o ) 10lEacon)
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for any h € RN \ {0} that satisfies |h| < d.

As in the case of Sobolev spaces, quantitative properties of finite differences on the L9-
scale in terms of a power of the step size h can be coverted into fractional differentiability;
cf. [4, 7.73]. The version given here is taken from [19, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 2.13. Let g € [1,00), v € (0,1], M € [1,00), and d € (0, R). Then, there exists
a constant C = C(N, q) such that whenever w € LY(Bpr4.q) satisfies

/ impwltdz < MIAT  forany h € RN \ {0} with |B] < d
Br

then w € Wh: (BR) wheneverﬁ € (0,7). Moreover, we have

wly )‘qd dy<C d( _ Mq+LHw||q
Bax B |w— g 2 N T A |

The following lemma proves useful estimates in a the fractional context when dealing
with second-order finite differences. Essentially, the proof can be found in [64, Chapter
5]; see also [12, Proposition 2.4]. An alternative proof has been given in [29, Lemma
2.2.1];see also [30, Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 2.14. Let g € [1,00), v >0, M >0,0<r < R, and 0 < d < (R —r). Then,
there exists a constant C' = C(q) such that whenever w € L9(BR) satisfies

(2.6) / | (Thw)|? doe < MY h|79, for any h € RN \ {0} with |h| < d,

then in the case y € (0,1) we have for any 0 < |h| < 3d that
M N4 1
en [ I dz < C(@) bl [(M) + = |w|qu]

while in the case v > 1 there holds

M Na 1
. Idx < a (r=1)q q )
238) /B mhw| dz < C(g)h] {(7_1) 4o 4 /BR Jwl d:z:]

In the limiting case v = 1 we have for any 0 < 3 < 1 that

q aB lq(lfﬁ)q L/ q }
/B Irhwl|? dz < C(q)|h| [(1_5) d + g [, wlde].

In the case v > 1, Lemma 2.14 in combination with Lemma 2.10 guarantees that func-
tions w that fulfill (2.6), are actually weakly differentiable. However, on the scale of os-
cillations of the gradient, a contribution of order |h|Y~! is lost. This part can be used to
show that the gradient Vw itself still has a certain fractional differentiability. The version
presented here can be easily derived from [24, Lemma 2.9]: see also [12, Proposition 2.4],
[13, Lemma 2.6], and [10].

Lemma 2.15. Let g € [1,00), v € (0,1), M > 0, R > 0, and d € (0, R). Then, for any
w € WY9(Bpyeq) that satisfies

(2.9) / |7h (Thw)|* dz < M9R|7HY) W0 < |h] € (0,d],
BRr+4d

we have
Vu € WP (Bg) forany B € (0,7).

Moreover, there exists a constant C' depending only on N and q, such that

q(v—p) 4d)?
[Vw]] < cd M9+ R+ 4d)7 / [Vw|? dx} :
BRr+tad

W) = (3= (- ) BT
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In the further course we will need an integration by parts formula for finite differences
at various points. This particular type of partial integration was implicitly used in [3, Proof
of Proposition 3.4] without providing the general formula.

Lemma 2.16. Let E C R* be an open set, F € L*(E), ¢ € C}(E), and h € R* with
0 < |h| < dist(spt &, OF). Then, we have

/Eg(x)ThF(x) de = — /E /01 F(xz +th) dtVE(z) - hda.

Remark 2.17. If F' € L(E) for some ¢ > 1, the claim of Lemma 2.16 also holds for any
¢ € Whi'(E) with spt & € E, where ¢ = qz—ldenotes the Holder conjugate of g. This
can be shown by approximation.

Remark 2.18. We apply Lemma 2.16 in the situation where E = E; x Ey C RV x RV
and F' € L'(E; x Ey). Then, forany ¢ € C}(E; x E;) andany h = (hy, he) € RNV xRY
that satisfies 0 < |h| < dist(spt &, d(E1 X E2)) we have

// (2, 9) T, iy s y)dadly
E1 ><E2

1
= - // / F(z + thy,y + the)dt[Vo&(z,y) - hi + Vy&(z,y) - he|dady.
ElXEQ 0

Finally, we recall the well known Morrey embedding for Sobolev functions [56].

Lemma 2.19. Let ¢ > 1 such that ¢ > N. Then there exists a constant C = C(N, q) such
that for any w € W14(BRr) we have

[w} 0,1- &

o1 g < CITWl (.

3. ENERGY INEQUALITY

At various stages, it is appropriate to consider the corresponding localized variants 17, u
respectively nV, (T, u) with a cut-off function  instead of 7, u or V, (75 u). To avoid having
constantly to explain the choice of the cut-off function 7, we fix it in advance.

Definition 3.1. Given z, € RY and radii 0 < 7 < R, by 3,. r(,) we denote the class of
functions € G (B1 () (), [0,1]) that satisfy = 1in B,(z,) and

VAl By @) < 7

Similarly, ETVR(%) denotes the class of all cut-off functions n € C3 (B%(Rw) (0),[0,1])
that satisfy » = 1 in B,.(z,) and

C ) C
||V77||L°°(B%(R+T)(mo)) < ﬁ and HV 77HL°°(B%(R+T)(IO)) < W

Here C' stands for a universal constant.

Moreover, to simplify the notation, we will use for u: Q@ — R, z,y € Q, and h €
RN\ {0} such that = + h,y + h € Q the following abbreviations

G.D) U(z,y) = u(zr) —uly) and Up(z,y) = un(z) —un(y) = u(z+h) —u(y+h).

Finally, we recall the definition of ¥ (-) from (2.3).
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3.1. Auxiliary estimates. As we will see, the tail estimates play an important role in the
proof of the energy inequalities. In a sense, the exponents of |h| and |75,u/ that appear in
the tail estimate determine the gain in fractional differentiability for 7, u.

Lemma 3.2 (Tail estimate). Letp € (1,2] and s € (0,1). There exists a constant C =
C(N,p,s) such that whenever u € LE'(RN), z, € RN, R > 0, r € (0,R), and
d € (0,1(R — 1)), we have for any z € B1(rir) (o) and any h € RN \ {0} with

' 4
0 < |h| < d that
’/ Vo-1(Un(2,9)) = Vo1 (U(2,y)) )
_ | N+sp Y
RN\Bgr(z,) |z —y|

C R N+sp+1 B |h‘ B
< p—1 L} . p—1 .
< () Imator 4 s, )

The constant C has the form C = C (N, p)/s.

Proof. Assume z, = 0 for simplicity. Like in [10, Lemma 3.1], rewrite the left-hand side
integral as

/ Vo-1(un(z) —uly)) , _/ Voor(ul@) —uly))
RN\Br(h) RN\Bpg

[z + h— y[N+sr |z — y[N+ep
:/ [Vp—l(uh(z) —u(y))  Vp-1(u(@) —u(y)) d
RN\(Br(h)UBR) L 1T +h —y[NFsP |z — y|NFsp
Vo_1(up(x) —u Vo_1(u(x) —u
+/ p—1(un(z) N+£Z))dy’/ p—1(u( )N+sp(y)) dy
Br\Br(h) |1T+h—1yl Ba(h\Br 1Tl

The proof hinges on estimating the absolute value of the three integral on the right, which
we denote as I, j = 1,2, 3.

Estimating I, and I is exactly the same as in [10, Lemma 3.1]. Namely,
C|h|RN-1 p—1

I, < mHU”Lm(BR)

and
C|h\RN_1 p—1

L < - e U=

IN

for some C' = C(N, p).
To estimate I, we proceed as follows. First, observe that since |z| < 1(R + r) and
ly| > R, forany & € By, with 0 < |h| < d < ;(R —r), we have
|z + & —yl |m|_@>1_R+r_d>R—r

(3.2) i Sk L e g LS .
|y Iyl lyl 2R R~ 4R

Then, the mean value theorem applied to the function [0,1] > ¢ ~ |z + th — y|[~V=*P

gives some ¢ € [0, 1], such that
1 1
[z +h—yNtr o —y|Nep

(N + sp)|h|
|z +th — y|Ntsptl
4R \N+sp+1 N
(MY Nap
R—r Mhias
Here, we used (3.2), which is possible since th € B k|- Now, we use the above observation
together with Lemma 2.2 (choosing b = up(z) — u(y), a = u(x) —u(y),y=p—1>1,
Cy = p — 1) to estimate the integrand of the first integral by

Vo1 (un(@) —uly)) _ Vp-1(u(z) — u(y)) ’

V=
U ety Ve o —y[VFer
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1 1
|x+h_y|N+sp |l‘—y|N+5p
1

MRV EET Vo1 (un (@) — u(y)) = Vo (u(z) — u(y))|

R\ N+t Jup () — u(y)?
< (5 =) Whe

< Voo (un(z) — u(y))|

(3.3) * C% (Jun(@) = u@)| + lu(z) — u(y)))"

for a constant C' = C'(N, p). The second term on the right-hand side of (3.3) is estimated
with the aid of the elementary inequality

[Thu(x)] < Jun(z) —u(y)] + |u(z) —u(y)l;
we obtain

Vs fu (@) + fu(y)l !
¥

d )N“p [mhu(a) [P~

G [y

R
Vi, < Ol (=)
n < Clhl R—r
for some C' = C'(N, p). Plugging this into I; we get

N+sp+1 p—1 p—1
b <om() un @l + )P
R—r RN\(Br(h)UBR)

MRS

ro(z) Mmator | L4
- HU(T - ,y
R—r RN\ (B (h)UBg) Y|V TP

-1 _
<C’|h\( R )N+SP+1/ H“||I£°°(BR)+|U(Z/)|p ! d
- R—r RN\ Bp |y| N sptl

R N+sp 1
+C(7> Thu(z IH/ ——dy
Rr) O W

|h| ( R ) N+sp+1
RsrtL\R —
I
sp\R —r Rsp

h R \N+tspt+l C R \N+sp|r u(z)P~t
RLP'H(R—T) ‘:p71+§<R—T) | h](%SI)J ’
The last line followed from Remark 2.7. Collecting all these estimates concludes the proof.
O

<C ullp () + Tail(u; R)]” ™

<C

When additional regularity is known, the tail estimate can be improved. The follow-
ing lemma deals with the case u € I/I/11+0’q( ). If 4 is large enough, higher powers of
the increment h are obtained compared to Lemma 3.2. Due to the additional regularity
requirement, a discrete integration by parts can be carried out using Lemma 2.16. This is
inspired by an argument from the local case of the singular p-Laplacian; see [3].

Lemma 3.3 (Higher order tail estimate). Let p € (1,2], s € (0,1), ¢ € [p, ), 6 € (0,1)
and 6 := q — p + 1. There exists a constant C = C(N, s, q) such that: whenever

we WEH Q) N LE Y RY) N LS, (Q),

then for each 0 < r < R, each d € (0, (R r)], each Brya = Brid(z,) € ), each
N € 3, r(x,), and each h € RN

’ // Vo1 (Un(,y)) — Vp—1(U(x, y))] [Vs(mhu)n?] (x)
B

1(ryry XRY\BR) |z —y[NHer

dzdy
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<as(n) (ms)

R4
(3.4) : {R(HW[W]@VQ,,Z(BR) + =5 IVullL s, + RYNZ(u; R+ d)1|.

The constant C' has the form C = C(N, q)/s.

Proof. For e € (0,d) and ¢ > 2R we choose a cut-off function 1. , € W,">([0, 00), R)
such that ¢, , = 1in [R + ¢, 0], ¥, = 01n [0, R] U [2p, 00) and linearly interpolating
otherwise. With the abbreviations

Flag) = Vo 1(Uwy)  and  Gloy) = Lem0rl@)

|z — y [N
the integral on the left-hand side of (3.4) can be re-written as
T := // T F(z,y)G(z,y) dedy = lim Iim T, ,,
By (piry X(RV\BR) " emooclo ¢
2
where
.= T P, )G, )b o ly) dady.
B1(rir X RY\BR)

An application of the integration by parts formula from Remark 2.18 yields

Tep=— //
B
where

H(x,y) = (7 h) - Vg (G, )00 (lyl))
=N VaG(2,y)e o(ly]) + h - Vy (Gl y)ve o([y])
= [VoG(@,y) + VyG(@,9)]¢eo(|ly]) + Gl@,y)h - Ve, o(|y])-

1
/ F(z +th,y + th) dt H(z,y) dedy,
x (RN\Bgr) J0

3 (Btr)

For the term in [. . . | of the last display, we compute
_ VoVs(mu(@)n? (@) | Vs(mhu(@))Ven? (@)
VxG<x7y) +VyG(l'7y) - |‘T*y‘N+Sp + |x—y|N+5P
9 1 1
+ Vs(mhu(z))n”(x)

ey

=0
_ VaVe(mu(@)n*(x) | Vs(mnu(z))Van?(z)
|z —y|NHer |z —y|NFep
__ G
T o — y| N

with the obvious meaning of G(x). Inserting this into £) above, we get

(G (@)¢e,0(lyl) + Vs(mnu(@)n® (@) Ve oly)] - b blz,y) - b
|z — y[NFep o -y N

H(x,y) =

T.,= —//B

and

1
F th th
/ @+ ’]gj; ) dth(z,y) - hdady.
1(ryr X(RY\BR) /O |z =yl P
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Next, in the integrand of T, , we replace |z — y| with |y + th| for any ¢ € [0, 1] and
0 < |h| <d< L(R—r).Infact, since |z| < (R +7) and |y| > R, we have

1
eyl etk el el 3(R4r) +d
|y + th| |y + th| ly| — || R—d
_%(R—r)—2d>%(R—T)—2d>R—r.
R—d = R = 4R

Therefore, inserting this back to the previous identity of T, ,, taking absolute value on
both sides and splitting the integral on the right-hand side into two terms according to the
expression of h(x,y), we arrive at

N+s
‘T679| < 4N+Sp|h|<%> p[I"_IIe,g]»

\F(x + th,y + th)] ]
dtdy | |G(z)|dx,
[/R \BR/ |y + th|N+sp v) 1G@)

h h
[/ / |F (2 +thy+t )||V¢670(|y|)|dtdy} ()|’ da.
RN\Bg

where

I :/

B

II. , ::/
B

To obtain the last line we used |Vs(m,u(z))| = |Thu(x)|® and the fact that [(z)| < 1 on
B L(R+r)- Let us deal with these two terms separately. Fubini’s theorem, the set inclusion

Bpr_in| C Bg(th), Lemma 2.6, and R — |h| > 3 R allow us to estimate the inner integral
...] of Iby

/ / Fatthy+ )] g0
RN\Bp ly + th|N+sp

p 1 p—1
/ / |u(z + th)] +1|\?y+th)| drdy
RN\ Bp |y + th|N+sp

</ / lull = 5 + luly + th)[P~ dydt
“Jo JRM\Bp ly + th|N+sp

—1 _
! lull22 5,0 + lu(z) [P~
= Nt dzdt
0 JRN\Bg(th) |2|

b2 5, + [u(z)[P~
< N+s dz
RN\BR_|n| || P

 N|By| Wulli< sy Tail(u; R — [B))P~1

3 (R+7)

ly + th|N+sp

3 (R+m)

sp (R —|h[)® (R — [h[)®®
< C(N) pfl.
~ spRsp

with the abbreviation T := T (u; R + d). Hence, we have

C(N _
1| < sp]éspll‘zp 1/3 R|G(z)| da.

3 (R+m)

Arguing in a similar way as above and taking also into account the properties of 1. , we
obtain for the inner integral [. . .] of IL. , (note that |y+th| > |y|—d > R—§(R—r) > 3R
fory € RV \ Bgand e < d)

F:E+th +th
/ / | Y ()] dedy
RN\Bpg

ly + th|N+sp
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1
S/ {1/ |F(x+th,y+th)\dy+1/ |F(x+th,y+th)|dy dt
BZQ\B |y+th‘N+sp € BR+5\BR |y+th|N+sp

p—1 p—1
/ / lu(z + th)[P~ + Ju(y + th)] dydt
RN\Bpr

|y + th|N+sp
w(x +th)|P~ + |u(y + th)|P~!
/ / ) th JVJEsp ) dydt
Br4:\Br ly + th|
1 a2 + ()P B\ Bl
s - . dy + C - |BRie \ BR|
_Q/RN\B1R |y|N+sp y+ C(N )”UHL (Bryats)  oRN+ep
o) eyt CY)
= 0spRsP (||u||L°O(BR) —i—Ta,ll(U,R)) + Rsp+1 H ||Loo (BRr+dte)”

The first term on the right-hand side disappears as ¢ — oo, while the second one converges
to C(N)R—sP~1 HUH]Z;I(BRM) as ¢ } 0. Therefore, we get

. . C(N) s
h;rlsip hrrslisoupIIg,g S SpRL [[u ||Loo (Bria) / 1 |Thu(z)|’ de.
3 (R+7)
Combining these estimates, we end up with
C(N)|n|f R \N+tsp_, 4 §

3 (R+7)

It remains to compute |G(z)|. In order for that, we use the product and chain rule for
Sobolev functions to obtain

|G(2)] < [VaVs(mu(a))i? () + [mu()|° | Vor? (2)]

< 5|Thu(x)|5_1|ThVu(x)| + R€T|Thu(x)|‘s.

Inserting this to the previous estimate gives

C(N)|hl R \N*sp_, 5—1 R s

3 (R+m)

In order to estimate the above integral containing |7, Vu|, we apply Lemma 2.12 with
(v, R, d) replaced by (6, (R +r),d = (R — r)) and find that

/ | Vul? dz

5 (R+m)

0 R(1-0)q 1 v
< O | (1= Ty + (g + g )1Vl

<o) (75 [R5t + 19 |

-

where C = C(N, q). Therefore, we can estimate the integral appearing in the previous
estimate of | T| by first applying Holder’s inequality, Lemma 2.11 and then the last display.
In this way, we obtain

/ [5R|Thu\5_1|ThVu| + |‘rhum dz
B

5 (R+m)

< §R|Bp|" " {/
B

s—1
| Thul? dm} {/ | Vul? dz
B

3 (R+m) 3 (R+m)
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+1Ba 8| [
Bi(rer

< 61Bal R (T )[ /
=)/

0q 1 q i 1=21p18 q !
R NVullo., BTy : |[Vul?dz| + |Bg| ~<|h| . |Vul? dz
R R
s

|BR|1_’<|h|)6 HO(RL) [R<1+9 [Vu)? us BRqudx]q7

|‘rhuqdm]

s—1
[Vul? dx} ’

R

R — wos(se) T g

where from the second-to-last line we used |h|® < R'=9|h|°~1+% since § < 1. Substitut-
ing this back to the estimate of IT|, recalling 0 = q — p + 1, and further applying Young’s

inequality with exponents — and +1 we reach

C(N,q) (M)‘Hg( R >N+sp+1

spR? \ R

p—1 —
IT| < = (IBal" T ="7)

R1 q
: [R(He)q[Vu}%/g‘q(BR) +5 / vmw]
Br

<Gnr ()G

Rq
[R(H@ [Vultyoas, + 9/3 Vu|qu+RN‘Zq].
R

This proves the claimed inequality. (]

The following lemma will be used to estimate the term containing the fractional deriv-
ative of the cut-off function in the improved energy estimate from Proposition 3.8. The
additional regularity assumption v € I/Vli)je’q(ﬂ) allows us to get the same power of the
increment h as in Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 34. Letp € (1,2], s € (0,1), ¢ € [p,0), 8 € (0,1) and § := q— p+ 1. There
exists a constant C = C(N, q) such that: whenever

we W@y nLe HRY) N LY. (Q),

then for each 0 < r < R, each d € (0, §(R — r)), each BR+d = Bprta(z,) € Q, each
h € RN with 0 < || < d, and each C?-cut-off function 1) € 3, p(x,) we have
(z

) —n(v))

// Vo1 (Un(@,9)) = Vo1 (U(z,9)) | [Vs(mnu)n] () (1 ded
KR |z — y|NFsp Y
m 6+0 R N+sp+1
<wi(n) (7o)
R1+6)q R N
. { 1-s [vu]?”g’q(BRﬁ-d) + 0(1—s) ||ququ(BR+d) +R ”u”%‘x’(BRer)] ’

Proof. For ¢ € (0,d) we choose a cut-off function ¢». € W1°(]0,00),R), such that
e =1in [0, R — €], . = 0in [R, 00) and linearly interpolated otherwise. Moreover, we
abbreviate

F(I7y) = Vp—1 (U(I7y))
and

G(z,y) := [Vs(tnu)n](z) (n(z) — n(y)).
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With this notation the integral on the left-hand side of the claimed inequality can be re-
written in the form

F( G
L —// Th.1) (z,)G (=, )dxdyzlimLE,
KR Elo

o=y

where

|z —y|NHep

] T F@yGa eyl
L= )

An application of the integration by parts formula from Remark 2.18 in connection with
Remark 2.17 yields

1
—// / F(z +th,y + th) dt H(x, y) dzedy,
KgJo

where

Gl ) () (w) |

|z —y|NHep

(3.5) Nz, y) = (h,h) - Vigy [

At this point, we argue formally. In principle, we would have to include a second cut-off
function in the argument, which truncates the singularity along the diagonal KzN{z = y};
see Remark 3.5. Since this only complicates the proof by a technical aspect, we outsource
the argument and proceed by computing the gradient on the right-hand side in (3.5). We
have

h - [VTG(z,y) + VyG(Ivy)]d}sOIDwe”yD
| — y| Vo

, Glaa)h- [Vatielfa)e(lol) + () Ve (o)
o — gV

1 o 1
A T

H(w,y) =

+ G, y)de(|2z))¢e(ly]) | Ve

=0

Among the three terms on the right, the third one vanishes due to symmetry in x and y.
Moreover, in the second term the product G(x, y)h - V9 (|z|)¢(Jy|) also vanishes due
to the definition of G(z,y), spt(n) C B1(gry,) and spt(Vatpe) C Br \ Br—c. Applying
a similar cancellation argument to the remaining part in the second term, we have that

G(a,y)ve(lzDh - Vybe(yl) = Vs(mnul@)n? (@) ee(|jz))h - Ve (ly])

Hence, using these simplifications and plugging the above expression of $)(z,y) in the
definition of L., we estimate

(3.6) L.| < |B|[T+T1],

where we introduced

1
F(x +th,y +th
I:://K /0 | (Ix—y|N+sp )‘dﬂG(x’y)'dxdy
R

G(xv y) = vﬁG(JJ,y) =+ vyG(ﬂfvy)

1
\F(z + th,y + th)|
I, = //K R / oy ) P9 ()] dady.

with

and
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We estimate I and II. separately. First, by Holder’s inequality with exponents p%l and
ﬁ we have

p—1

1 q
|F(x +th,y + th)| 7T ‘
I <
"—-LﬂLR/w RV

(3 7) |:// |G’ X y q P+1 d d :| (I7f17+1
. xdy
Kr |q; — y|N+Sq p+1

By a change of variable, the definition of V,_, and an application of Lemma 2.8 the first
integral of (3.7) can be bounded by

F(x + th,y + th)[7T
// /' Lot thoy £ 72 s dpay = /// [ul2) = WO g a1
Kr |z —y|NFs KRth) |33—3/|
// [u@) = u@I* 4 4,
KRrtin| \x— ‘Nﬂq

(1—s)q
< C( )RJFVLD)/ |Vu|q dz
(1-s) Bry|n|
. CWN.q) RI
Rse 1-—5
To further estimate the second integral in (3.7), we write G (z, y) more explicitly according
to the definition of G(z, y). Namely, we have

G(z,y) = V[Vs(muu)n] (z) (n(z) = n(y)) + [Vs(mnu)n] (z)(Vn(z) — Vn(y)).
Plug this in the second integral of (3.7) and apply the standard trick of triangle’s inequality
to split the integral. This results in the first estimate in the following display. To continue,
recall that the cut-off function 7 € 37,, r satisfies [n(x) —n(y)| < RC;T |« —y| and moreover
[Van(z) — Vyn(y)| < ﬁm — y|. This leads to the exponent N — (1 — s) =L of
| — y| in both integrals of the second estimate in the following display. Finally, we apply
the second part of Lemma 2.5 to obtain the last estimate. That is,

G(z,y)|mr
[ Bt
kol =

< C// Va—p+1 Thu)n}(x)|m|n( — p(y)|7e oy
Kr

(3.8)

[Vul? dz.

BRr+d

|z — y| Nt eT=
q m
+C// r1V0) ~ Gl
Kgr |x—y| +Sq pT1L

// |V a—p+1(TRu)n](x )|“"’+1 dady
R—r)a T Kr y|N (A=8) =1

q
+ // ‘Thu - z)| dzdy
R—r)a T Kr |z — vy $) a=pF1

c

< " p“/ V[V,_ =
T (1—s)R T (R—r) BR| [Va—p+1(Tnu)n]| x

C R q*zqurl
7d
+ (]_—S)R(l-i_s)ﬁ (Rf’l’) /BR |Thu| Z,

with C = C(N, ¢). To further estimate the first integral on the right-hand side of the last
display, we use the chain rule for Sololev functions (note that « is locally bounded):

IV [Vapsr (Tnu)n]| < |V [Vgmpar (mn)]|n + |[mhul =7 [V
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< (¢ —p+ Dlmul |1 Vul + 75 [myul 17

Substituting this back to the previous estimate, we obtain

g—p+1
|:// <1 p+1 dxdy:| q
K|z — le“q pF1
C R g—p+1
(a—p)q
< a )MR (Rf 7’) [/B |Thu| =P+t |7, Vu|a=r+1 o dx:|
— S q s "
3.9) + C ( R )2 {/ ‘T u|qu} a—p+1
’ a—p h
(1 - S) q+1 R—r Br

The second integral in (3.9) is estimated by Lemma 2.11 with d = 1(R — r). Namely,
g—p+1

q —ptl —p+1
[, matas] T <o

|h|\a—p+1 g—ptl
- (E) [Rq”vu”qu(BIHd)

To deal with the first integral on the right-hand side of (3.9), we use Holder’s inequality
with exponents % and ¢ — p + 1, followed by Lemma 2.12 and Lemma 2.11 with

d=3(R—-r).In thls way, we obtain

(a—p)
[/ \Thu|%\'rhvmq—qw dx}
Br

a—P

< [/ |Thu|qu} ! {/ |ThVu|ngc}q
Br Br

< 0h|q—p[/ |Vu|qu}
BRrid

a=p+1
q

1
0 (R+d)(1—9)q 1 ¢
’ ‘h| [(1 _9)[VU]W9 4(Bpiq) + ( da + 0d% HquLq (Brta)
< C‘h|q p|‘quLq(3R+d)
1
[h\N/ R P . a
. (ﬁ) (R — T‘) 1-0)R q[vu]W" '4(BR+a) T3 ||quLq(BR+d)
g—p+1
|h|\a—P+0 R (146) RY —a
< R(R) T | B O o + G 1V ,

where C' = C'(N, ¢). Substituting these estimates to (3.9) yields

|G T y q p+1 :|

dzd
{//KR |z —y ‘N+Sq p¥I T
C I[\a-P+0, R N2

(1_S)q vl R1+S(R> (R—r)

R
0)q
. {R(H_ NVulf,,. a(Bria) T g |VU%Q(BR+"’)}

e (D ) e,

g=p+1

a—p+1

+
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c G (Y
»

R4 q
146
(310) I:R( + )q[Vu]We 4(Brya) + — |VU%Q(BR+d):| ’

for a constant C' = C(N, ¢). Combining (3.8) and (3.10) in (3.7) we obtain

1< g () ()

|:R(1+9)Q[Vu}

R4
et + g V0|

This finishes the analysis of 1.
Next, we turn our attention to the term II.. Using the definition of F', we have for the
inner integral

1 1
A wa+thy+%hﬂ&f§z;“u@%ﬁhyfu@+¢hwkth§2WM?QBM¢

for a.e. x,y € Bp, so that

(@) PV e (lyD)]
| < 2[full7 5,0, // - y|N+§p == dzdy

| Thu(z)| P
7Hu||Loo BR+d)// — INtsp d(Edy
BRX(BR\BR,E) |x y|

To get the last line we used that [Vy1.(|y[)] < L on Bg \ Br—. In addition, for z €
Bi(ryryandy € Br \ Bg—. we have

lx—y|>R—e—32(R+r)=3(R-r)—e>2(R—7r).

This allows us to estimate the kernel from above and obtain

4N+sp+1 |BR \ BR75|
- L S q—p+1
‘IIE| § (R )N+sp || ||L°C(BR+d) - . |7'hu‘ dx
<N|B;|RN-1
C(N); R \N+sp B _
< = hl4 p+1/ Vul? P+l
— Rsp+l (R— 7“) HUHL (Br+d) | | Bria | u| z
C(N) |h| q—p+1 R N+sp
< AR
_RSpJfl(R) (Rfr)

R4
: Vul!dz + (1 — s)RY ||ul|4 .
v (Rl

To obtain the second line we applied Lemma 2.11 with d = %(R — 1), whereas the last
line follows from Holder’s inequality to raise the power of |Vu/| from ¢ — p + 1 to ¢ and
then Young’s inequality with exponents ﬁ and Inserting the estimates for I and
IT. in (3.6), we end up with

|Le| < RCS;) (%)q7p+1+6(%>N+sp+l

R1+6)q R . -
. {H[VU]WQ '9(BR+a) + mHVUHLq(BRer) +hR HUHL‘X’(BRer) ’

q
q—p+1°

where C' = C'(N, ¢). This proves the claim. O

Remark 3.5. Instead of
G (@, y)ve(|z])ve(yl)

|z —y[Nrer
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we consider the function

G, y)e (2D e (ly[)

|z — y| N

¢o(lz = yl)

with a cut-off function ¢, € W°°([0, 00), R), which disappears on the interval [0, o], is
identical 1 on [20, 00) and is linearly interpolated in [0, 20]. Instead of L. we would have
L., with the corresponding integrand. For this integrand, the assumptions of Remark 2.17
are fulfilled, as the singularity of the kernel has been cut off. After calculating the gradi-
ent (h,h) - V(g ), this construction results in three terms in which the cut-off function
¢, appears as a multiplicative factor and one further term in which ¢, is differentiated.
However, this term disappears as

(hh) -V (wyybo (|2 = y]) = 2X(0,20) ([T =y - [Valw — y| + Vylz —y|] = 0.
In the following calculations, we therefore only have to take into account a multiplicative

factor ¢, (|x — y|) < 1 in all integrals, which however does not create any problem, as all
integrals exist.

3.2. Energy inequalities for 1V *-?-solutions. In this chapter we derive three versions of
energy inequalities for (s, p)-harmonic functions. These differ from each other by regu-
larity conditions assumed apriori. For the first version, we assume that the solutions are
already of class VVI})C‘Z for some g > p. It provides a basic building block for the higher
gradient regularity expanded on in Section 5. In the second energy inequality, we assume
that C’ﬁ)’g—regularity in addition to VVﬁ)’Cq—regularity is available. This enables us to use large
parts of the proof of the first energy inequality. However, the assumption of Holder continu-
ity allows a more sophisticated coercivity estimate, increasing the integral exponent from p
to 2. It will be used in Section 6 to study the fractional differentiability of the gradient. The
third energy inequality refers to (s, p)-harmonic functions with Wlii'e’q-regularity, where
6 means the fractional differentiability of the gradient. In Section 6 this will lead in the

fractional context to the analogue of the V[/Ii’f-regularity from the local case.

Proposition 3.6 (Energy inequality for W'4-solutions). Let p € (1,2], s € (0,1),
q € [p,00). There exists a constant C = C(N, p, s, q) such that whenever u is a locally
bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

ue WrhiQ),

loc
then for every 0 < r < R, d := X(R—r), Brya = Bria(z,) €, everye € (0,1), and
every step size 0 < |h| < d we have

p
[V% (ThU)] W(l—s)(l—%)+s%,p(BT)

< C |h| qg—(1-%)p R N+sp+1
—-waauf@+%m(i§) (R—r)

P
2

q 5T Ra 1=
. [ R / |Vu|qu+RN‘I(u;R+d)q} [R/ Vu|qda:] )
1—s Bria € Br

The constant C has the form é(N, p)qd?/s.

Proof. Consider z, € Q2,0 <7 < Rand d = ;(R — r) such that Br4(z,) € . Since
x, is fixed we omit the reference to the center z, and write B, and K, instead of B,(x,)
and K,(7,). Let h € RN \ {0} with |h| < d. Testing (2.2) with ¢_p,(z) := ¢(z — h)
instead of o, where ¢ € W*P(Bg) with spty € B%(RM), we conclude by discrete
integration by parts that also wy, satisfies (2.2). Subtracting (2.2) with u from (2.2) with
up, we obtain

3.11) //RN . (Vo1 (e (@) —un(y)) — V1 (ulr) —u(y))) (o) —o ()

|z —y|NHep

dzdy =0
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for any ¢ € W*P(Bg) with spt ¢ € By (gy,y. In (3.11) we now choose

@ = Vs(mpu)n?,

withd = ¢—p+1 > 1landn € 3, r. Since u is locally bounded, one can verify that
¢ € W*P(Bpg). Decomposing RY into By and its complement R" \ Br we obtain

(Vo—1(Un(2,9)) = Vo1 (U(2,9))) (Vs (rnu)”) () — [Vs(mnw)n?](y))
0= // - dzdy
Knr |z — y[Nep
(Vo—1(Un(z,9)) = Vo1 (U(2,9))) [Vs (mnu)n?] () .
- //]3é(R+7,>><(RN\BR) | — y|NFsp dedy
i (Vo Us(2.) = Vo (V) Walmah?l)
(RN\BR)XB () |z — y|Ntsp )

Here, we used the abbreviations U (z,y) and Uy (z,y) from (3.1). By interchanging the
roles of x and y in the second integral, it can be seen that it coincides with the last integral
except for the sign. Therefore, we get

(3.12) I=-2T,
where
1= //KR(%l(Uh(ffay)) - %1(U(w|;y)))y(gyi£:hum”}($) = Wl )®) 4,
and
_ (Vo-1(Un(2,9)) = Vo1 (U (2, 9))) Vs (mnu)1”] (=) .
e //Bé(Rﬁv) x(RN\BR) |z — y|N e dod

The local integral I, more precisely the integrand appearing in I, is estimated from below
using Lemma 2.3 with a = up(z), b = up(y), ¢ = u(z), d = uly), e = n(z), and
f = n(y). In fact, with a constant C' = C(p)2°+! < C(p)27 we have

I> 1L - Cly,

Il = // 1:1(1', y) d‘rdyv
Kr

._ (Imnu(@)] + [mu(y)))?In(z) —n)P
I, = //KR dzdy.

|z —y|NHep

where I; and I, are defined by

and

The integrand i, (z, y) is given by

Uz, y)P 2 (Imnu(@)] + [mhu() )P lmnu(@) — mhu(y)*O(z, y)
|z —y| NP

(3.13) ir(n,y) =

)

where
U(z,y) == [Un(z,y)| + |U(z,y)| and O(z,y) =n"(z)+n"(y).

Note that we may restrict the domain of integration in I to K7 := K N {U(z,y) > 0},
since U(z,y) = 0 implies that U(z,y) = 0 = Up(x,y). However, the latter means that
u(z) = u(y) and u(x + h) = u(y + h), so that |7,u(x) — Thu(y)| = 0. Joining the lower
bound for I from above with the identity I = —2T, we find

I, <C[I, +|T],
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where C' = C(p)29. Next, we treat the integral Ip. Using |n(z) —n(y)|P < (R T)p
and Lemma 2.5, with 5 = (1 — s)p, we have

q
e L0 T (el inutg g,
Kr

|z —y|N-(-o)p

q
< C( )/ |Thu| de
RSP \R —r Bp 1—s

for a constant C' = C (N, p)2¢. Next, we deal with the non-local tail term T that we write
in the form

T [ Vi) @) d,

B
3 (R+m)

where

Ve ()~ w) ~ Voo (u(e) — uy)
= [ o — g e

forany z € By (g,,. From Lemma 3.2 we have

C / R \N+so+1[|h|
<
[t} < sRSP(R—r> [

for any € By (g4, and with T := T(u; 2o, R + d) and C' = C(N,p). As a result of
this estimate we obtain

T [ @l

3 (R+7)
h
| |Tp 1/ |Thu\q_”+1dx—|—/ |Thu|?de |,
Br Br

where C' = C(N, p). Now we estimate the integral of |7;,u|?PT! such that it merges into
the integral of |7, u|? except for a term containing . This can be done by first apply—

T o).

< S]gsp (Rﬂi )N+sz>+1

1ng Holder’s inequality and subsequently Young’s inequality with the exponents —4 and
=11~ This way we obtain
h h q—p+1
g / a7+ da < g ezt [ / | Tl dx}
R Br R B

a—p+1

||

= oM pNga"T U Thu|qu}
R .

[ |h| N }
§C/ Thul?dx + 'RNg4
_BR‘” (R)

LN
§C/ Thu|? dr + RNV
BR"" (R)

where C' = C'(N). To obtain the last line we used 7 = q. Therefore, we get

< < ( R )N+Sp+1:/BR |Thu|qu+<|h|) RN,

SRSP \R —r

Now we substitute the inequalities for I and |T| into those for I;. We also take into
account the special structure of the constants in the previous inequalities, as well as p <
N + sp + 1 to homogenize the exponents of L. We obtain

C R \N+spt+1 |Thul? |7 N
.14 I, < q
G19 l_sRSP(Rfr) [/BR1sd JF(R)R‘z ’
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where C' = C(N, p)4¢
Our next aim is to deduce a lower bound for I;. Using Lemma 2.2 with v =
a = Thu(z), and b = Thu(y), we obtain (note that Cy = v = %)

i // Vi (mule) - Vs

= |J}— |N+(1 e)(1-5)p+spk

co ff Ume)] +mul) ) ) — m)P
Iz — y|N+<1—a)<1—§>p+sp§

// if(z,y) - 5% (e,y) dady.

P
To obtain the last line we rewrote the integrand as the product of 47 - 51~ % with

j(ay) = U(z,y)? (|!E7'h_u?53|c]3]|+—(kl|_‘l:)z:(y))q i

=

(3.15) =

'U\»Q

and 4, defined in (3.13). Note that O(x,y) = 2 for (x,y) € K,, sincen = 1 in B,. We
now distinguish between different cases. We start with the case p < 2. We apply to the
right-hand side of (3.15) Holder’s inequality with the exponents - 2 and 23—1) to obtain

_P

sl [ i) | [ semiea]

U/ N E’L“‘%LE'Z’;?W ]

If ¢ = p, the second integral on the right-hand side of (3.16) is considerably more simple,
because the second factor in the nominator, i.e. the one with power ¢ — p reduces to 1.
Recalling the definitions of U/, U, and U, we have

Slf{// ot ;’fﬁ'@lﬂ;@ )

{// u@P . dy}l
Kyta |x—y|N+(1 5)19

2
If g > p we apply to the right-hand side in (3.16) Holder’s inequality with exponents %
and Takmg also into account the definitions of Uy, and U, this yields

(Jun (@) — un(y)] + u(z) — uly)))? a(s)
|:// ‘Jj‘ _ y|N+q—sp dl’dy
(|hu@)] + [rhuly)])? g
[// P dady
. u(y)|? Dy
< I2 24
S5 { //Hd |x_y|N+q Epd dy}
|Thu(z Y
[Zq// y|N = dady

3.18) < CI? [u@) = ul)l* 4 4 AR aq ey
G189 ' [//,+d Iz—y\N”*E” ! y} [sp /BTTM 4 ’

where C' < 2q. To obtain the last line we applied Lemma 2.5 with § = ep to bound the
second integral. At this point, it must be noted that (3.17) can be obtained from (3.18)
by letting ¢ | p. This is possible, since the constant in (3.18) is stable as ¢ | p. In the
case p = 2, (3.15) reduces to J < %qu and no further estimation of I is necessary. We

|/\
SRS

’“w\v

(3.16)

'U\»Q

[NS]

’_'N\‘d

(3.17) 251

'-‘ V]

J<

’B\Q
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can therefore continue with the proof following (3.18). Note also, (3.18),<2 reduces to
the p = 2 estimate as p 1 2, regardless of whether ¢ = p. Therefore, in any case we can
continue with (3.18).

Once reached this point, we have all the estimates at hand to complete the proof of the
energy estimate. Plugging (3.14) into the right-hand side of (3.18) we obtain

p
C R N\ N+sp+l | Thuld |h N z
J< — dx RV
_sRspg(R—r) [/BRl—s +(R)

_r a-pr(1_2
(3.19) // u)” d:vdy ' Rep/ |Thul? da o 2).
Kria ‘x — |N+q+61) Ep B,

Finally, we apply Lemma 2.8 with v = 1 — 2 to estimate the fractional norm of « in terms
of Vu and the standard estimate for difference quotients from Lemma 2.11. In this way,
we obtain

p
C R N+sp+1 |vu|q |h‘ N 2

< q q

= SRP% (R—r) [h| /Bn+d 1—s5 Jr(R) L

ReP 21-% ReP E(1-%)
- { _ / |Vu|qu} [ |h|q/ |Vu|qu} ’
P JB,i4 Bria

- SR[(l—E)(?—%Ha ] (%)q_(l_%) (R}Er)NﬂpH

q g q 1 2
: [ i / |VU|qu+RN‘Zq] {R/ |qudx} .
1—s Brid € Br

The constant C has the structure C' (N, p)q49. The integrals on the right-hand side are finite
due to the assumption u € W,"9(Q). O

Under the additional assumption u € C’loo’g( ), the gain in fractional differentiability in

Proposition 3.6 can be improved. Since p € (1, 2], the resulting fractional differentiability
v —%(y—s)p = 3ps+ (1 — 5p)y is obviously a convex combination of s and 7, and thus

between 0 and 1.

Corollary 3.7. Letp € (1,2], s € (0,1), ¢ € [p,00), and v € (0,1). There exists a
constant C = C(N,p, s,q) such that whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic
function in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

u € Wied (Q) N Cl (),

loc loc

then for every 0 < r < R, d := Z(R — 1), Bryd = Brta(z,) € Q, and every step size
0 < |h| < d we have

2
[Vazgea ()] Wwm3-or2(p,)

C /lhN1y R \N+spt+l RY
< p q Neq
*Rsp(R) (R—r) [u]cols By 1—S/BMW| de + RTZ),

where T := T(u; xo, R + d). Moreover, the constant C has the form C(N,p)q?49/s.

Proof. The starting point is inequality (3.14) from the proof of Proposition 3.6. Taking
into account that ©(x,y) = 2 for (z,y) € K, and that the integrand of I in (3.14) is
non-negative, we have

Ty - ] Mo o) ) inute) ~null o,

|z —y| NP

<t m(zs) |, B e (7) e
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(@)q( R )N+sp+1|: R1 /BR+d|vu|qu+RN‘zq ’

2
(3.20) R R—r 1—s

~ SRep
where C' = C/(N, p)47 and

Uz, y) = [Un(z,y)| + U (2, y)| = [un(x) = un(y)| + [u(z) — u(y)|-
From the second to last line we used the standard estimate for difference quotients from
Lemma 2.11. As observed in the proof of Proposition 3.6, we may restrict the domain of
integration in I; to K7 := K, N {U(x,y) > 0}.
To complete the proof it remains to bound Tl from below. In view of the assumption
€ CY7(Q) we have

loc
U(x = (Jun(x) — un(y)| + |u(z) — u(y)Dp
|z — y‘v(p—2)

-2

> 2 [ulgn’ 5, )

for any (z,y) € K. Using this inequality and Lemma 2.2 applied with v = H;%z >1,

a = Thu(x), and b = Tru(y) (note that Cy = v = %ﬁ'z) in the preceding estimate, we
find

_ 2
2y (|Tnu()] + [Thu(y)])?P|Thu(z) — Thu(y)|
L > 22l 5, // lz — y|NFop ) dzdy

Qp |Vq TJ+2 Thu )) - Vq_p+2 (Thu(y))|2
o7 CO */(BR // dzdy

- ( —p |N+€p+7(2 )
1
(G212 g [l (g [Vage2 (mu)]www w2,y
In combination with the upper bound for fl, we conclude the proof. O

In contrast to Corollary 3.7, we now additionally assume u € V[/11+0’q(§2). This allows
us to apply the higher order tail estimate from Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4. If 6 is large
enough, we end up with a larger exponent of the increment £ than in Corollary 3.7.

Proposition 3.8 (Energy inequality for W'*+%4-solutions). Let p € (1,2], s € (0,1),
q € [p,00), and 0,y € (0,1). Then there exists a constant C = 5'(N,p, q)/s such that
whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1
that satisfies

we WEPQ) N et (),

loc loc
then for every 0 < r < R, d := (R — 1), Brya = Brya(z,) € Q. and every step size
0 < |h| < d we have

2
[VQ*TW (Thu)] W‘Y*%('Y*S)PVQ(BT)

C (|h|ya—p+146 R \N+sptl .,
< 7 (7) (=) oo ()
R1+6)q q R
. [ 1—s [VU]Ws,q(BIHd) +m

/ \Vaul|?dz + RN T (u; R + d)?
Bryd

Note that the constant C' remains stable as p 1 2 and blows up as p | 1.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.6 we omit the reference to the center x,. We
consider 7 € 3, r and proceed exactly as in the proof of Proposition 3.6 up to iden-
tity (3.12). The only difference consists in the fact that we replace n? by 7? in the
choice of the test function. We also use the abbreviations Uy (x,y) := up(x) — up(y)
and U(z,y) := Up(z,y) and U(z, y) := |Up(z,y)| + |U(x,y)|. In this way, we obtain

I=-2T,
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where I and T are defiend by

(e [] o) s WD) (i) Vit )
Kn |z — y|N+ep v
_ (Vo 1(Un(2,9)) = Vo i (U(,9))) [Vs (Thu)n?] (2) .

() X (RY\BR)

with 6 = ¢ — p + 1 > 1. The local integral I is estimated from below using Lemma 2.4
with a = up(x), b = up(y), ¢ = u(z), d = u(y), e = n(z), and f = n(y). In fact, we
have

I>2 Sa= pll + I,

where I; and I, are defined by
p—2 q—p _ 2
. // e,y ()| + ()7 imu(e) = Tl Pan) o
Kr

|z —y|NHep
an
L // 1(Un(@,y)) = Vo1 (U(2,9))) (Vs (Thw)n] (z) + [Vs(Thu)nl(y))
Knr |z —y|NHep
< (n(@) = n(y)) dady.
Joining the estimate from below for I with the identity I = —2T, we obtain
I, < 22 (|| + |T]].

To estimate \T| we use Lemma 3.3, while to estimate |I3| we use Lemma 3.4. This implies

(\h|) p+1+9( R )N+sp+1

~ sRSP\ R R—r

R(1+0)q R4
. - q Nea
|: 1_8 [VU]WGQ(BR+d)+ 9(1_8) LR+4|VU| dx+R ‘I ’

for a constant C' = C(N, p, ¢). At this point it remains to estimate I; from below. Since
n = 1in B,, we may decrease the domain of integration to K, and omit 7 in the integrand,
so that I; > Il, where 11 is defined in (3.20) from the proof of Corollary 3.7. In view of
the regularity assumption u € C’loC (Q), we subsequently may use inequality (3.21) from
the proof of Corollary 3.7 to obtain

2
~ 1 ’Vq p+2 Thu( )) — Vapi2 (T}{U(Zl/))’
Il 2 Il = 22 p 2 CO V(Br+h)// 2 dxdy
1

|z — \N+8p+7(2fp)

2
= 22 pq [ }Z’O Y (BR) [Vq p+2 (ThU)] W”‘iw s)p,Q(Br).
Together with the upper bound for I this proves the energy inequality. O

3.3. Energy inequality for 1719 P-solutions. In this subsection we prove the final en-
ergy inequality. It can be seen as a variant of Proposition 3.6 for the case ¢ = p and in
a situation where the existence of a weak derivative is not apriori assumed. In fact, this
energy inequality will be used in Section 4 to show that (s, p)-harmonic functions have a
weak gradient in L} . This is achieved by improving the fractional differentiability step
by step in an iteration process.

Proposition 3.9 (Energy inequality for W**+9P_solutions). Letp € (1,2], s € (0,1), and
0 € [0,1 — s). There exist a constant C' = C(N,p)/s such that whenever u is a locally
bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

uwe WETP(Q),

loc
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then for every 0 < r < R, d := i(R — 1), Brtd = Brta(z,) € Q, and every step size
0 < |h| < d we have

[Thu]”

C R N+4sp+1 p(l—g)
o < — (7> [ ]
wete 2),1)(3,,') R5P3 -Tr

Ws+6.p(Bg)

2

| ThulP Al N . P
/BR T da +(R) R¥S(w; R + d)

Proof. The starting point is the inequality (3.19) from the proof of Proposition 3.6, applied
withq = pande = 6 — (1 — s) € (0,1). Note that the assumption u € Wlicq(Q) in
Proposition 3.6 has not been used up to this point. The inequality takes the form

) |Thu(z) — Thu(y)|P
J = // N0 dady
N+sp+1 u(y)|P 1-%
< — dxd
= SRE (P_T [// |x—y\N+<s+9>p ’ y}
| Thul? LIS
. dx RYZP
|:‘/BR 1-s + ( R)

D
C R N+sp+1 p(1—2 |Thu‘p |h| N 2
< 3 !
= sR% (R—r) [U]WS”“”(BR)[/BR T +(R> e

where C' = (N, p). This proves the claimed inequality. (]

4. WLP_ESTIMATES

In this section we prove that (s,p)-harmonic functions possess a gradient Vu in
LY (£, RY). The main ingredient is the energy inequality from Proposition 3.9, which

is applied in the next lemma in order to obtain an estimate of the second finite difference
of win LP.

Lemma 4.1. Letp € (1,2], s € (0,1), and § € [0,1 — s). Then, there exists a constant

c=C (N, p)/s such that whenever w is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the
sense of Definition 2.1, which satisfies

ue WP,

loc

we have

/BT |7 (Thu)|P do < C<|h\)(s+9(1**)) (R]E T)N+sp+1

(NS

17
. {R(H—e)p(l - 5)[u]€vs+9m(33) + RNHUHZI)/C’O(BR)}

. UBR Pz + (' |) RN‘Z(u;R)”]g

for any two concentric balls B, C Br € Q,0 <r < R,andany0 < |h| < d := 1(R—r).

Proof. We apply the energy estimate from Proposition 3.9 with § € [0,1—s), © (57“ +
2R) and R = 1(r+6R) instead of r and R Then d=+ (R —7)=1(R— ) Moreover,
R

o apart from a multiplicative factor. With

these ch01ces, the energy inequality becomes (note that R + d = R)

and

C R N+sp+1 _p
(s

[ThU]WS+9(177) 2 (Bj) Rspg Ws+0.7(Bg)

R—r
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‘Thu|p m PN . P :
@.1) UBR 1_de+(R) RNT(u; R)?| |

where C' = a(N ,p)/s. In order to estimate the left-hand side of the above inequality
from below we apply Lemma 2.12 with w, ¢, 7, R, d replaced by T,u, p, s + 6(1 — £), 7,
d = (R — r). With a constant C' = C(N, p) we obtain

/ |72 (Thu) [P da < C|)\|(s+6(17%))20 {( 1—(s+06(1- g)))[Thu];,sw(l—g),p i
Bi_g4 (Br)

<l-s

1 R \P »

+ g () 1lsgs, |
forany 0 < |A] < dand any 0 < |h| < d. To obtain the last line from the application of
Lemma 2.12, we used s + 6(1 — §) < 1 and

F1—s—0(1-%))p 1 C(p) R \»
' o e ()
dr (s+0(1— 2))ds+00-5)p = gR(+00-5)» \ R

-Tr

In the above inequality for |7 (7hu)|P, we use (4.1) to bound the fractional semi-norm of
Thu on the right-hand side and obtain

/ |7 (Thu)|P dz
Bi_a

A\ GH00-8)p , R\ Ntspti
(%) (=)

<
¢ R—r

2

1-£ Thul|P h|\P
(1 _ S) |:R(s+9)p[u]€VS+9’i”(BR)i| |:/B % dx + (%) RN‘I(U, R)p:|
R

el

A\ (s+0(=5)p R\ N+sp+1
ﬁ) (R — r)

pa
2

- 17
. R(s+0)p(1 - s)[u]ﬁvws,p(BR) + /B~ [T ul? dx}

R

[ hI\P x
. pd R .RP
_/BR|7'hu| T+ (R) T(u; R) ,

where C' = C/(N, p)/s. Letting A = h and observing that 7 — d > r as well as

/ mvul? dz < 22 RN Jull)

R
we conclude the proof. (]

The next lemma is the core element for the proof of the W!:P-regularity. The underly-
ing idea is to apply Lemma 4.1 in an iteration argument in order to increase the order of
fractional differentiability.

Lemma4.2. Letp € (1,2] and s € (0,1). Then, there exists a constant C' > 1 depending
on N, p and s, such that whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the
sense of Definition 2.1, Br = Br(z,) € , and r € (0, R) we have

|h|\P/ R (Q+5)N+sp+1)

. P < It p
4.2) /Br|7'hu dx*C(R) (R—r) K
for any h € RN \ {0} with |h| < R — r, where
(4.3) K= RP (1= s)[ullyn g, + B F(u; R)P.

Moreover, the constant C'is stable as s 1 1.
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Proof. For i € Ny we define sequences

T 1 .
Qi ‘=T + W and g ‘= zSpt.

First, we apply Lemma 2.12 to (u,p, s,d = (R —7), 0,) instead of (w, ¢,7, d, R). Note
that g, + 3 (R — r) = R. With a constant C' = C(N, p), Lemma 2.12 shows that

rval dz < I (L= )y + (B + 2l
h = We?(Br) dp sdsp L?(Br)

Qo

e ()
(4.4) <C, (‘Z’)”(%)pﬁpv

for any 0 < |h| < 2(R — r). To obtain the last line we used the definitions of d and K.
The constant C,, has the form C(N, p)/s.

Next, we apply Lemma 4.1 for given ¢ € Ny with R = ¢;, r = 0,41, d; = %(Qz —
0i+1) = =57z(R—7),and § = o € [0,1 — s) to be chosen later. This is only possible if
the condition u € W*t7P(B,,.) is fulfilled, which we will assume for the moment. With a
constant C' = C(N, p) /s, the application of Lemma 4.1 yields

/J;; |7 (Thu)|P dz < O(ZLJ) sto(1-% )p(L)NJrSPJrI

eiit Qi — Qi+1
S+0 1_§
L TS o S 1 P
b
4.5) : |TnulP do + ( ) N (u; 0:)P
B Qi

Qi

for any h € RV \ {0} with |h| < d;. Observing that

RZQi—i—FT( .1)> R

2i+1 2i+1 21417

and

R—1r

Qi — Qi+1 = itz

we have

1 0i N-+sp+1 - C(N,p)2WN+2r+1)i R\ N+spt1
QES—‘FU(l_%))p (Q’L — Ql+l) - R(S+‘7(1_%))p (R — ’l”)
and by Remark 2.7 we have
N N R\NT7T 2o oo (i+1) pN
N T’ <o [CN)(2) |7 T Ry < C(N)FT2 T YRV S (g R
0i

With these remarks, (4.5) immediately becomes

/B |7 () |P dz < C; (|I};|> 5+0(1*§))p(R? 7ﬂ)NJrSpH

Qi+1

_p
2

1
. {R(”")p(l _ 5)[U]€Vs+op(3 )+ﬁp}

(4.6) {/B \Thu|1’dm+(| |) ]

Q4
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for any h € RV \ {0} with |h| < d;, provided thatu € W**9P(B,,), where o € [0,1—s),
and with a constant C; of the form

C; = cb™,  wherec = c(N,p,s) = CW.p) ,b=>b(N,p) = 2T H3p+L,

S

Later in the proof, we will iterate inequality (4.6). However, we start by considering the
inequality for 7 = 0. In fact, we apply (4.6);—o with ¢ = 0. This is possible, since the
regularity assumption u € W*P(B,, ) is granted. Subsequently, we use inequality (4.4),
the definition of K in (4.3) and the fact that % < 1, which allows us to reduce the exponent
from p to sp. In this way, we obtain

/ |7 (Thu)|P da
B

o1
< OO(%)SP<R}E T)N+sp+1

P
2

{/B | ulP de + (I}Q)pﬁp} z

Qo

1—
(RO = )W, ) R

<RP

<o (7)" (75" (7)) (R

~ <|h|)5p(1+%)(Ri)ﬂN—&-sp—i-l)ﬁp

47 <B,

R

)
- T

for every 0 < |h| < d,, and with a constant 20050% < 261)60 =: EO.

We now choose i, € N, such that s + 0;, > 1and s 4+ 0;,_1 < 1. The precise value of
1o 18
(4.8) iy = [M]

sp

Note that o; € [0,1 — s) forany ¢ € {0,...,4, — 1}. Moreover, i, only depends on p and
s. In order to examine the stability of our estimates as s 1 1 we consider two cases, namely
i, = 1, which corresponds to s € [s,, 1), and i, > 2, which corresponds to s € (0, s,),
where s, := ﬁ.

First, we deal with the case i, = 1. In this case we have s € [s,, 1). From (4.7) we

have
~ r|h|\sP(+5) 1 R\ 2(N4sptl)
p < p
/ |7 (Thu)| dx_Bo(R) (R—r) AP,

o1
forevery 0 < |h| < d,, where EO = 2cb50. For the exponent of % we compute

4+ 2p D
s(1+5)>s0(1+5) 1+p +4+p_ + 3
Therefore, we can apply inequality (2.8) from Lemma 2.14 with (¢, v, r, R, d) replaced by

(p’ S(]‘ + 5)7 01, Qo, dl) and with

B, (RR )2(N+sp+1)ﬁp

P _
MY = Rsp(1+%)

- T

and obtain

/ |Thul? do
B

Q1
M P (s(1+B)—1) 1
SC(P)h|p[(S(1+;2))_1) dy er@ B ul? d
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(s(1+5)-1)p N
~ d 2 R 2(N+sp+1) 2 R p

< hlP | B, — L P

< C(p)|hl [ (=) + (2718( )) }ﬁ

%Rsz)(l-i-%) —r RP R—r
—_—————
<7
~ |h| P R 2(N+sp+1)
<o (B ()"

for every 0 < |h| < d;. Observe that the constant remains stable as s | s, and s T 1.
Moreover, it blows up as p | 1 and remains stable as p 1 2. Since g; > 7, this proves
inequality (4.2) in the case i, = 1 forany 0 < |h| < d;.

Next, we consider the case i, > 2, where s € (0, s,). In this range, no stability problem
arises, since s is bounded away from 1. Now, let

1—s
o= .
o, + 3SP
Since 0;, > 1 — s, we have
1—
4.9) A< — <1
1—s+3sp

On the other hand, since 0, = 0,1 + $sp < 1 — s + 1 sp and and the fact that [0, 1] >

S — 1;53 is decreasing, we have
lfs+gsp

1—s 1—s 1—s,
>

4.10 o> = - - =
(+-10) 1—5—&—%8}9—!—%3}) 1—s—|—§sp71—so+§sop

(Sl

Next, we estimate the distance from s + ao;, to 1. Using in turn the definition of ¢, i.e.
1—5=a(o;, + §sp) and (4.10), we find

4.11) stao, =1—(1-s)+ac;, =1—fspa <1— 55sp.

Similarly, we can estimate the distance from s+ao;, 41 to 1. In fact, from (4.11) and (4.10)
we have

(4.12) s+ oo, 4+1 = s+ ao;, + ispoz =1- %spa + %spa =1+ %spoz >1+ 2—1Osp.

Recall that we are dealing with the case 7, > 2. By induction we show for any ¢ €
{1,...,i, — 1} that

/ |ThulP dz
B

53

. L~ hl\ (s+aoit1)p (i4+1)(N+sp+1)
(4.13) < 2cipl Rt 210, (u) ’ ( R ) /P
R R—r
=C;
forany 0 < |h| < d;, and
1 R\ (1) (N+sp+1)

P _ P

1) e, ) < O marass ( = T) &

=:9;
The constant C, is defined by

C(p) C(N
C, = 28P2V 1 max {(m, (’Z))}7
sP s
where C'(p) stands for the constant in (2.7) from Lemma 2.14, and C(N, p) for the one
from Lemma 2.13.

Let us start by considering the case ¢ = 1. From (4.7) we have

~ |h| sp(1+5) R 2(N+sp+1)
P < P
/B [ (mne)] dx—B"<R> (R—r) "

e1
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)

%> (s+ao2)p (R}E T)Q(N+sp+1)ﬁp

for every 0 < |h| < d,, where B, = 2¢bC,. In the transition to the last line we used
oy = s5 and a < 1; cf. (4.9). Note that the exponent s + aoy of |h] is strictly less
than 1. In fact, we have s + aoy < s+ ao;, < 1 — %sp; cf. (4.11). Inequality (4.15)
plays the role of assumption (2.6),~1 in Lemma 2.14 and permits us to apply (2.7) with
(p, s + a0z, 01, 00, do) in the place of (q,7,7, R, d) and with

(4.15) < EO(

B R\ 2(N+sp+1)

y o P

MP = R(s+w2)p(R_r) /

Using again the L*-bound for u, the lower bound 1 — (s + aog) > %s, the fact that
s+ aoy <1< N + sp+ 1, the definition of &, and d, = ﬁ(R —r), we obtain for every

0 < |h| < d, that

M\? 1
P (s+ao2)p P
/B |Thul? dz < C(p)|h| 2 {( T s> + oo /B |u dx]

01 20

(o] Qo
- ZSPCE)p)éo ( % )(s+aa2>p
s
R\ 2(N+sp+1) R (s+ao2)p
. P N pN P
[(Rr) ® +(R—r) 28R ull M(BR)}
28P2NHLCO(p) ~ /|h|\(stao2)p R\ 2(N+sp+l)
<=2 AV i} P
<—— b(F) (F=) 8
<C.

This proves (4.13);—; with the constant C’*EO = 2ch*50 = €. To obtain the asser-
tion (4.14);—1, we apply Lemma 2.13 with (q,~, 8, R, d) replaced by (p, s+ aoa, s +
ao1, 01,d,) and

Q:l R 2(N+sp+1)
\11’ — p
T R(st+aga)p (R ) R

—r
Then, 8 — v = a0z — 01) = ash > 155p > {55; cf. (4.10). In this context, Lemma 2.13

and s + coyp > s imply that

[U}a/waul,p(Bm)
asfp
2 MP 4 /
58 (s+a01)d(()s+agl)p B
287 - 2NC(N,p) 1
<
— s R(s-l—aal)p
. X R(s+a01)P(R_T)(XSzP( R )2(N+sp+1)+( R )(s+a01)p o
R(stao2)p R R—r

<C(N,p)

|u|P dx}

Q1

- T

<1
poN+1 2(N+sp+1
<28 28O (N, p) < ( R )( P )ﬁp
- s R(stao)p \ R —
<C.
O*Q:l ( R )2(N+Sp+1)ﬁp
— R(staoci)p \ R

—r
In turn we used (s 4+ ao)p < 2(N + sp + 1) to homogenize the exponents of 72— and
the definitions of K& and C\,. This proves (4.14);—; with the constant C',&; = ;.

For the induction step, we assume that (4.13) and (4.14) hold true for some ¢ €
{1,...,4, — 2}, and show they continue to hold for ¢ + 1. To this end, applying (4.6);
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with o = ao;, which is possible since (4.14); ensures that u € W*+t*?i-P(B, ), we obtain

/B 74 (Thw)|P dz < C; (|Z|)(°+O‘”l(1 ))p(R]E T)N+sp+1

2it1

S T4 17%
] [R(‘ +a 1)1)(1 — s)[u]ﬁ,swoi P(B ) + ﬁp}

: [/B | mnul? + (|h|) & dz }

1(IZI> staoi(1- ))p(R}E T>N+sp+1ﬁp

' [@i(]%}%_r)(i+1)(N+sp+l) N 1]

[a(®) )T G

for every 0 < |h| < d;. Here, to obtain the last line we used (4.13); and (4.14);. Since

s+aoiy1 < s+ao;,—1 < 1, we may reduce the exponent of % form p to (s + ao;11)p.
This leads to

/ |7 (Thu)|P dz
B

Qi+1

<

-4

< 20‘91_g€:§ (@)[S+a0i(1*§)+(5+a0i+1)§h’( R )(i+2)(N+5P+1)ﬁp
= 1~q 7 R—r
=8,
Note that
(4.16) B, = 205[C.¢,]'78C? < C,0;¢; = 2¢iHLpIFHHHIHIFD C2i0

For the exponent of % we have
s+aoi(l—=5)+ (s +acip1)f >s+aoi(l—5)+ (s +aoy)b
=s+ao; + s
=s+aocio+s5(1—a)
> S+ qoiqa.
Therefore, we find for every 0 < |h| < d; that
/ |7 () |P dz < 9B, (
B

Qi+1

|]};|> s+acit2)p (Rf_{ T) (i+2)(N+sp+1)ﬁp

Note that the exponent of | A/ is still strictly less than p. Indeed, since i + 2 < 4,, we have
st+aociyas<s+ao, <1-— %sp,

where we used (4.11). For this reason we are able to apply (2.7) from Lemma 2.14 with

(7:q,7, R, d) replaced by (s + aoit2,p, 0it1, 0i, di) and

B; ( R )(i+2)(N+Sp+1)ﬁp
R

P .
M= R(staoiy2)p

)
-T

to obtain

/ |Thul? da
B

Q41

< C(p)|n|®* ‘“’)p[(ls) +d(s+am2>p/3 |updfc]

20 i 24
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|h| (s+aoit2)p
< i}
C(p)<R)
B, R (i4+2)(N+sp+1) R (staoit2)p
5 (7=5) o ) B
(205) r 7 7z ( r)
28PC(p)2N /|h|\ (stacita)p /RN (+2)(N+sp+1) ,
<= - (1 ) ip | @P
<= (&) (7=7) REEUE
<2%;
28P2NFLC (p)B; /|h|\ (staoip2)p /RN ((42)(N+sp+1)
< == (1 P
<—— (&) (7=) 8
| g —

<CuB;<Ciqr

for every 0 < |h| < d;. Here, we also used (4.11) to bound 1 — s — o1 o from below
by %s, the definition of d; to replace di by ﬁ, the L°°-bound for u, the definition of
R, and the fact that (s + ao;;2)p < p < 2 < 2N. Moreover, we used that 2?7 < B; by
(4.16). This proves (4.13);11.

The completion of the induction step now consists in establishing (4.14);,. To do this,
we apply Lemma 2.13 with (¢, v, 8, R, d) replaced by (p, staoito, staoit, 0it+1, di-i—l)
and with

MP Civ1 ( R )(i+2)(N+SP+1)ﬁp

R(staocit2)p \ R
Then, v — 8 = a(0iy2 — 0441) = ash > %sp by (4.10). Using also the L°°-bound
for u to estimate the integral of |u|P on B, , in terms of K”, the definition of M?, the
relation between ;2 and o1, the definition of d; 1, and (s + ac;11)p <p < 2 < 2N

to increase the exponent of - from (s + aoiq1)pto (i + 2)(N + sp + 1) we get

- T

4esar 1
P < it Py —— !
[U]Wﬁaaiﬂ,p(BQiH) <C(N,p) [ %8 MP + Sdz(‘fl_agﬁl)p ‘/E‘H»l ful” dz

.91 +3\ (s+ao;
< M |:10RasipMp + <7 2 >( + +1)P2Nﬁp:|
S R—1r

28P2NO(N3 p) ashparp 20+Dp D
< I ROSTPfP 4 (R = r)GFarr

28p2NC(N, D) R\ (42)(N+sp+1) (i+1)p7] @p

sR(staoit)p <R — r) (Ci1 +2 |8
< 282N IO(N,p) i ( R )(i+2)(N+sp+1)ﬁp
- s R(staoivi)p \ R —

CiCit1q ( R )(i+2)(N+SP+1)Rp

— R(staciyi)p \ R —

In turn we used 20+1P < ¢ 1. Since C, €1 = D, this proves the claim (4.14);,1.
At this point, it remains to establish inequality (4.2) in the case 7, > 2. By (4.14);,_1

we have [u]ys+ac,,_1.» (Bo, ) < 0O which is the requirement for the application of

(4.6);,—1 on BQ%?1 with ao;, 1 instead of 0. According to (4.6);, 1 we have

N ks

I °T

||\ (s+aoic—1(1=5)p , R\ N+sp+l
Pdr < (. 1
/B |7 (Thu)| dx_Clo,l(R) (Rfr)

for any h € RY \ {0} with |h| < d;, 1. Here we abbreviated

I i= RO (1 = )

I, ::/ |ThulP do + (‘h|)ﬁp.

+ 8,

97'0—1)

R

Cip—1
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To estimate I; we use (4.14);, _1, which implies
R io(N+sp+1)
) R+ R/
R—r
R io(N+sp+1)
K/P
R — r)

I, < Diafl(

< 29%4(
With (4.13);,_1 we estimate I by

L < [Qic_l(g>(S+wio)p(£>iow+w+l) N (@)p}ﬁp

<26, . (%)(eraaio)p(Rf_{ r)io(N‘FSP“rl)ﬁp

Here, to obtain the last line we used (4.11), i.e. s + ao;, < 1, in order to reduce the

exponent of %. Plugging these estimates back and recalling that ©,, _; = C.&; _1, we
get

/ |7 (Thw)|P de
B

Qio

< 20 C _1©1O_1 (
\/—/h/—/

<1 <&,

\h|) S+a0¢o—1(1—%)+(s+wio)%)p( R )(io+1)(N+sp+1)ﬁp
R R—r

The exponent of ‘—Zl can be simplified. In fact, we have
s+aci,1(1-5)+(s+ac;,)t =s+ac;,_1(1—8)+ (s+ao,_1 +atsp)?
>s+ao;, -1+ %sp
> s+ o, 41-
Therefore, for any h € RY \ {0} with |h| < d;, 1 we get
(4.17) /B () |? dz < &,

24,

@) (S+0¢U1:0+1)P< R )(io+1)(N+SP+1)ﬁp
R R—r
Recall that the exponent s + ao;, 41 satisfies (4.12), i.e.

s+aoj,+1>1+ %sp.

Therefore, we can apply (2.8) from Lemma 2.14 on B,,,, i.e. the case in which the exponent
o is greater than 1, with (p, s + ao;_y1, 0i,—1, 0i,, d;, ) instead of (q,~, R, r,d) and with
MP <, ( R )(io+1)(N+sp+1)ﬁp

R(staois+1)p \ R —
Note that (4.17) plays the role of the hypothesis (2.6),~1 in Lemma 2.14. Using also the

L*>°-bound for u to estimate the integral of |u|P on B,, in terms of &”, the definition of
d;,,and p < (i, + 2)(N + sp + 1) we get

M P (staci,i1— 1
/ |Thul? dz < C(p)|h)? [() dz(o+ io+1—1)p 4 dT/ |u|? dx]
B i, J B

y s+ aoci,+1—1 o
io to

Mp s+ao; _ 7'2i°+2 p
C(p”h'p{(lsp)pR( e 1)p+( R—r ) QNRP}
20

< B GY ()
<28p2N+1C ¢1n(| > (

SCQO(@) (RR ) (N+sp+1)ﬁp

(@, + 2P| ’P

2 (N+sp+1)
;) s
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for every 0 < |h| < d;,. Here, to obtain the second last line we used i, + 1 < %, which
follows from (4.8), since

4(1 — 4 4-2 4
-s) oy 4 A2
sp p sp

The constant in the final estimate above has the form

o +1<

CL€, = Dy, = 2eiop 2T o020, < 265 15 (H- V2T VG — O(N,p, 5).
We denote this constant by C'. Note that C' blows up as s | 0. Moreover, C' blows up as
p | 1 and remains stable as p 1 2. It is also stable as s 1 s,. Taking into account that
0i, > r, this proves inequality (4.2) in the case i, > 2 forany 0 < |h| < d;, .

Finally, it remains to establish (4.2) when d; < |h| < R — r. However, in this case we
have % < % = 7-2%+2 - and hence

[ o < =y < 20 (Y () s

where C' = C(N). Recalling that p < (N + sp + 1) and i, < 5 — 1 this proves (4.2)
and finishes the proof of Lemma 4.2. (|

o

Combination of Lemma 4.2 with the standard estimate for difference quotients from
Lemma 2.10 immediately yields that (s, p)-harmonic functions are of class VVl(ljf (Q). The-

orem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of Corollary 4.3 applied with the choice r = %R.

Corollary 4.3 (W'P-regularity). Let p € (1,2] and s € (0,1). Then, whenever u is a
locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

ue WhP(Q).

loc

Moreover; there exists a constant C = C (N, p, s) such that for any Bg = Bg(z,) € ()
and r € (0, R) the quantitative WP-estimate

A (N+sp+1)
/|Vu|pdx<£( i )p T gr
B

~— RP\R-—7r

holds true, where K is defined in (4.3). Moreover, the constant C is stable as s T 1. It
blowsupass]Oorpl 1

5. HIGHER GRADIENT REGULARITY

In the previous section we established that the weak gradient of (s, p)-harmonic func-
tions exists in LV . The aim in this section is to improve the integrability of the gradient
Vu to any exponent ¢ > p. This will be achieved by a Moser-type iteration argument. The

following lemma is the first step in this direction.
Lemma 5.1. Letp € (1,2], s € (0,1), and q € [p, ). For any
(5.1 e€(0,1—s)

there exists a constant C = C(N,p, s, q,€) such that whenever w is a locally bounded
(s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

uwe WhiQ),

loc

then for any ball Bg = Bgr(x,) € Q and any r € (0, R) we have

/ IThThU|q dx < C(%)HSP%*SPU*% (R]j T>N+sp+1ﬁq’

r

where

(5.2) KT = R Vulll, 5, + BV T(u; R)?.
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The constant C' has the form

o CN'(N,p,q)(l—s)lfg.

S 9

(5.3)

Proof. We apply the energy mequahty from Proposition 3.6 with r, R, d replaced by T =
1(5r+2R), R = (r—|—6R) d—f( —7) = L(R—r). Note that R+ d = Rand =%

and % apart from a multiplicative factor. Wlth

these choices Proposition 3.6 ylelds

I:.= [Vq (Thu)]w(l D0-Hr+sbpip

< memge (7))

where the constant C' has the form

—7r ’
C(N,p,q)
s(1 —s)5e(t=2)"
Note that C' blows up as p | 1. Now, we apply Lemma 2.12 to w = Va (1,u) on B with
g=p.d=1(R—r) and ’
7= -1 -H)+sh=1-(1-9)f el

(M

);

to deduce that

/ ] |7 (V% (Thu)) ‘p dz

- R(-7p 1 ,
<opela-nr+ (£ +W>/B;\v;<rhu>| ai]

N T A

for any 0 < |A| < d, where C = C(N, p) stands for the constant from Lemma 2.12. We
reduce the domain of integration on the left-hand side from B;_4 to B,.. Using (5.1) we
have v > s and hence 1 — v < 1 — s. Moreover, we use the estimate for I from above and
the standard estimate for difference quotients from Lemma 2.11 and the definition of K. In
this way, we obtain for any 0 < |A| < d that

/|T)\(V%(Thu))|pd$
B,
\)\| P 1—s |h| g—(1-%)p R N+sp+1
<c(%) {(1—3)551 5(x) () W

S G, e

CR)ES)TT 1;15 SR (R)'

‘
<y Ty

where C' = C'(N, p, q). In turn, we also used p < N + sp + 1. Here we choose A = h and
compute the exponent

wra—(1-8)p=[1-(-9%—e(1-8)|pra—(1-B)p=q+spf—ep(1-§).

Since % > 1, we have

IN

|74 (Va ()| > |mu(mau)| 7 in By,
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so that
C /1 —s\1=% /|h|\atspE—er(1=5) , R \N+spt+l
e () (R) () &
/Br Il de < s\ € R R—r
which proves the claim. (]

The next proposition is an application of Lemma 5.1. The estimate for second finite
differences is translated into fractional differentiability of the gradient.

Proposition 5.2. Lerp € (1,2] and s € (0,1) and q € [p,00). Then, whenever u is a
locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

u e ngcq(Q)v
we have
Vue Wai(Q)  foranya € (0,0), where § := £ - £,

loc q
Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N,p, s,q,«) such that for any ball B =
Br(z,) € Q and for any r € (0, R), we have
C R \N+atsp
_ - q
[VU]W” »4(By) < R(1+a)q (R ) R

)
- T

where K is defined in (5.2) and the constant is of the form C' = wﬁqgg‘%
Proof. We apply Lemma 5.1 with r replaced by 7 = ﬁ(?r + 4R). We leave the larger

radius R unchanged in the application. Taking into account R — 7 = 11 (R —r), we obtain

1
forany € € (0,1 — s) that

(5.4) / |70 ()| d ( )‘”SPTEP (1- (R}E T)N+sp+1ﬁq7

forany 0 < |h| < d = $(R —7) = £ (R — r), and where C has the same structure as the
constant in (5.3) from Lemma 5.1. We choose some « € (0, 5) and let

e=min{1(1-s), 5t pg(ﬂfa)},

7

so that ~

sph —ep(1—5) > $(a+ B)g =: Bq.
Reducing the exponent of |h| in (5.4) if necessary, which is allowed due to the inequality
|h| < R, we find

hly\ (148 R\ N+sp+1
(5.5) / ‘Th Thu’ dx<C’1(|R|) q(R—r) : R

4

The constant C takes the form

01:5(1\7719,(1)( 1-s )1 ?_CW.p.q)
s min {3 1—8),%%(6—0&)} ~ s(B—a)
Estimate (5.5) plays the role of assumption (2.9) in Lemma 2.15 with

C1~ ( R )N‘*‘ST"*‘lﬁq
RA+B)a \R —r
which we apply on Bj; note that 7 = r+4d. The other parameters of Lemma 2.15 are fixed
byy=8,q=¢qd= H<R r). Finally, « takes the role of 3; we have 5 —a = %(B—a).

The application is allowed due to the assumption W;>:7(€2). Lemma 2.15 ensures that
Vu € W*4(B,) with the quantitative estimate

[vu]?/va’q (Br)

(B—a)q 7q
<- C(N7Q)~d _ |:Mq_~_74~/ |VU|de:|
G- ap- gyl adte s,

q._

)
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< C(N, q) Cld(ﬂ_fl)q ( R )N+sp+1 g 1 -
T af-a)Bi(l—a)?| RO+As \R—r d(+a)g
< C(N,q) C ( R )N+sp+1 L g
T off—a)pi(l — )t [RO+I\R —r d(+a)g
C(N,q)C4 R\ N+sp+1 R\ (+a)g

< q
~ af—a)pi(1 — a)rR(+)a [(Rr) + (Rfr) R
< C(N,q)Cy ( R )N+Q+Spﬁq

a(f—a)Bi(1l — a)tRAI+a \ R —

— RQ+a)q
Here to obtain the second-to-last line we used (1 + )¢ < N + sp + ¢. Note that the
constant C5 takes the form

e (Ri)quﬂpﬁq

-Tr

C(N,p,q)
sa(f —a)?B9(1 —a)t’

This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

Csy =

By the Sobolev embedding for fractional Sobolev spaces the fractional differentiability
of the gradient obtained in Proposition 5.2 leads to higher integrability of the gradient.

Lemma 5.3. Let p € (1,2] and s € (0,1) and q € [p,00). There exists a constant C
depending on N, p, s and q, such that whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic
function in the sense of Definition 2.1, that satisfies

u e Wl’q(BR)
for some B = Bgr(z,) € Q, then for any r € (0, R) we have

{]{9,« |Vu|NIX73xq dx} . . O(?)N(RIE T>N+q+spmq7

where o = % and
i
M = {][ |Vu|? dx} + =% (u; R).
The constant C' has the form C = C(ﬁ;’i’”

Proof. We apply Proposition 5.2 with the choice a = % € (0,8), where 8 = % and
infer that Vu € W,2?(£2). Moreover, the quantitative estimate
R N+qg+sp
R — r)
holds. Note that &7 < C(N)RNT49t%, where £ is defined in (5.2) and the constant is of
the form

N—«
[Vuliyas,) < C2R q(

C(N,p,q) < CWN.p.q)
saBi(B—a)P(l—a) = st
By the Sobolev embedding for fractional Sobolev spaces from Lemma 2.9 — note that the

Cy =

N
application is permitted since N — a.qg > 0 — we conclude that Vu € L~ —aq (B,) together
with the quantitative estimate

{][ [Vu| LT dx}

r

< Csop {TQQN[VU]%VM(BT) +]{9,, [Vul® dff}

SCSob|:C2(R)N_aq( R )N+q+sp+<R)N:|mq

r R—r r
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R>N( R )N+q+spmq

<204,
< CSbC2< 7,

r
The constant 2Cs,, C has the structure

C(NaQ)(l_a) . C(N?p7q) < C(Napaq)

(N — aq)Q*l gat4 - gat+4
To obtain the last line we used N —ag = N — isp2 > N —1 > 1. This proves the claimed
inequality. t

2050, Co =

Lemma 5.3 allows to set up a Moser-type iteration scheme that improves for any given
q € [p, 00) the regularity of an (s, p)-harmonic function from W,2?(Q) to W2 %(Q).

loc loc

Theorem 5.4 (W!9-gradient regularity). Let p € (1,2] and s € (0,1). Then, whenever u
is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

u € VVliCq(Q) forany q € [p, o).

Moreover, for any q > p there exists a constant C = C(N,p, s, q), such that on any ball
Br = Bgr(z,) € Q the quantitative L1-gradient estimate

{][ [Vul? dx} ' <C
Bry2

holds true. The constant C'is stable as s T 1. It blows up as p | 1.

o1
[][ [Vul? dx} + =% (w; R)
Br R

Proof. In view of Theorem 1.1 we know that u € W,\”(Q). Based on the quantitative
higher integrability from Lemma 5.3 we set up an iteration argument in order to iteratively
increase the integrability exponent. To this end, we define a sequence (g;);en, of expo-

nents, a sequence (0;);en, of radii, and the associated sequence of shrinking concentric

balls (Bi)ieNo by
Qo =D ¢ = Na =< N )ip
o I 2 N _ isp2 N _ ispz I
R R
0i ::§+W’ B; = B,,.
Clearly g; > p is an increasing sequence and ¢; — o0 as ¢ — oo. For ¢ € N we apply

Sp2

% . This amounts to
qi—1

Lemma 5.3 withr = g;, R = 0;—1,¢ = gi—1, and o =

N+sp+1

(5.6) []{E} V| % dx} g k= (Qg‘l)N (Qi_gf‘j QZ_) U,

where we abbreviated

9:7’(1-_1 = |:][ |VU
B; 1

To proceed further, we estimate the numerical factors and the tail term in the above in-
equality. Indeed, we have

di-1 dx} +

‘IU; i—1)-
0i1 (u; 0i—1)

1 1
i sR+ 5 R R R
e o Iy y <2 — 1 s =2
0i §R+ WR Qi—1 §R+ gR
and ) )
Oi—1 R+ 3R

= — =23 + &) <272
0i-1—0i 3R—3#TR 202
Moreover, by Remark 2.7 we have

0R )’)%‘I(u;R) < C(N,p)Z(u; R).

T(u; 0i-1) < C(N)<
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Using these estimates in (5.6);, we obtain for any ¢ € N that

1

[][ |Vl dx] "
B;

1 N, ., Nisp rr—y N
< quil 24@1i1 (2Z+2) a1 T1 “:f |vu|(h71 d$:| ! + C( 7p) ‘I(u, R)
Bi_1

< o, 2l e

<2(N+2)(i-1)

B;_1

Recalling that

1 = 1
ek [][ [Vu|9i-2 dx} + =% (u; R)
Bi—1 R

1

rredl |
9i-1 dx} + EI(U; R)|.

~ J ~
C(N7p7qi71> 9i-1 < C(N7p7qi71)
SQi—1+4 - 55

C‘h‘l—l = |:

)

we obtain that C;_; has the structure

2<N+2>(i71)5(Na Dy qi—1)

Ci1= e

Iterating (5.7) results in

{][ [Vl dx} " <C
B

i

S
[][ |Vul? dx} + =%(w; R) |,
Br R

where C' = z]_[;;é C;. Since q; — oo as ¢ — oo there exists i, € N, such that ¢;, 1 <
g < g;,. This fixes i, € N in dependence on N, p, s, and ¢. Enlarging the domain of
integration from B 1pto B;_ and using Holder’s inequality, we finally get

{][ Vu|qd1:] <24{][ [Vu
B B,

I
[][ |Vul|P dx] + =% (u; R) |,
Br R

1
4,

dio dz]

1
R

<C

where C' = C(N, p, s,q). O

At this point Theorem 1.2 can be achieved by combining Theorem 4.3 and Proposi-
tion 5.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. First we apply Theorem 5.4 on the balls B% r and B% R» Which is
possible after slightly changing the radii. Subsequently we use Corollary 4.3 to estimate
the LP norm of Vu and Lemma 2.6 to increase in the tail term the radius %R to R. In this
way, we get

[Vullacpnn) < CRY R IVull ooy ) + 5T (w 3R)]
N [ s N 1
< CR% 1[3 (1= 8) 5 [Ulwer (s + Tu; )}
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2. (]

By Morrey embedding the W +9-regularity from Theorem 1.2 immediately implies that
(s, p)-harmonic functions are Holder continuous for any Holder exponent v € (0, 1). This
is exactly the content of Theorem 1.3.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. From Theorem 5.4 we know that u € Wli)cq(Q) for any ¢ > p.
Therefore, by Morrey embedding, Lemma 2.19, we conclude that v € C&g (Q) for any

v € (0,1). Now, fix some v € (0,1) and consider a ball Br = Bgr(z,) € . Applying
in turn Lemma 2.19 with the choice ¢ = -~= and Theorem 5.4, we obtain the quantitative

1—y
estimate
[ulco(ay ) = [U]Co,l_%(B%R) < ClIVullzas, )
N_q s— N 1
<CR« " |R™ 7 (1=58)7 [ulws»(Bg) + T(u; R)|.
Recalling the choice of ¢, we conclude the claimed inequality. t

6. FRACTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF THE GRADIENT

In this section we prove, as stated in Theorem 1.4, that the gradient of (s, p)-harmonic
functions exhibits a certain fractional differentiability at each L9-scale with ¢ > 2. Par-
ticularly, for ¢ = 2 we have Vu € W.%2(Q) forany 0 < a < min{isp,1 — (1 — s)p}
with a quantitative local estimate which remains stable as s 1 1. It is straightforward to
check that the upper bound of « tends to 1 as s T 1. Therefore, we formally recover
the WW?22-regularity obtained in [54] and [3] for p-harmonic functions in the singular case
p € (1,2).

We start with two preparatory lemmata. The first one ensures that Vu € W2 for any
g>pand a < %.

Lemma 6.1. Letp € (1,2], s € (0,1), ¢ € [2,00), ¢ € (0,min{l — s, 3sp}], and
£ € (0, %sp). Whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of
Definition 2.1, we have

Vu e W2(Q) where f:= e
q

€
o € (0,1).
Moreover, there exists C = C(N,p, s, q, &), such that for every ball Bg = Bgr(x,) € Q
and r € (0, R), we have

)

! C (RR >N+q+1ﬁq

Wh-a(B;) S R(1+B)q —7r

where

/I — RN+(1_€)"[U]QCO,175(BR) + Rq”VUH%Q(BR) + RN (u; R)%.

Proof. By Theorem 1.2 we have u € lef(ﬂ) Moreover, from Theorem 1.3 we know
that u € C21 () for any € € (0,1). For ¢ as in the statement, we set y := 1 — & for

loc

ease of notation. Fix 0 < r < R and introduce 7 = % (5r + 2R), R = 1(r+6R), and
d = {(R—7) = £(R — r). First of all, by Holder’s inequality, we have

qtp—2

2 N(2—p)

©.1) / Vul™ 2 dg < C(N)R™S / V7 do
Br Br

Next, we apply Corollary 3.7 with (7, RY,q+p—2,1— ¢) in place of (r, R, 0, q,). Note

that R + d = R and that EIE - and % can be bounded in terms of R’f —and % apart from a

multiplicative factor, use (6.1), and the definition of K to obtain that

2
I:= [V% (Thu)} W’y—%('y—s)p,2(B’F)

< o () () W
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gtp—=2
. lRN(qu)+q+p_2[/ |Vu|qu} ’ —|—RN‘I(U;R)‘HP2]
Br

S () )

N(2 p)

[WEh 5B T R

Estimating [u]co.~(Bj,) in terms of R™(TT) R, we obtain

C [AlotP=2 R \NtS
. < n q.
(6.2) I< (1_8)R8p+’7(2—P)(R> (R—r) .

Here, the constant C' has the form C' = C(N, p, q)/s. Let us apply Lemma 2.12 to w =
Vi (Tpu) on Bi with (¢, d, ) in that lemma replaced by (2,d = 1(R—r),7), where

)i
(6.3) Y=v—3(y—s)p=(1—3p)y+ 3ps € [3ps,],
and deduce that

/ ’7’)\ (V% (Thu)) |2 dz

Bi_a
_ 72(1-7) 1
2 ~ r 2
C(N)|A| v[(l -+ < T+ Wd27> /B |V (Thu)| dx]

forany 0 < [A] < d. Since e < 1 — s we have
(6.4) 1-3=14p(1—s)+(1-ipe<1—s.

Moreover, we observe 7 — d = r + d. Therefore, the last inequality yields

/ |T)\(V% (Thu))|2dl’
Br+d

1 R \2
2y—(y—s)p _ q
< C(N)|A [(1 Nt e () / [l dx}
The integral on the right-hand side is estimated by Lemma 2.11, that is

/B |Thul? do < <| |> /B |Vu|? de < (|Z|)Q+p 2ﬁq7

while I is bounded by (6.2). Consequently, we obtain

/B [7a (Vg (Thu)) ? de < %(%)Spw@—p) (%)q+p_2(R}E T)NH-@‘I,

r+d

where C = C(N,p,q). In the above estimate, we choose A = h. Furthermore, since
q > 2, we have

q
2

’Th (Vg (Thu))’ > |mh(Thu)| in Byg4.

ﬁq

Therefore, for any 0 < |h| < d we arrive at
h|\ ¢tp—2+sp+v(2-p) , R \N+3
/ [Th(Thu)|* do < — (| ‘) ( )
Brta s\ R R—r

C |h‘ g+sp—e(2—p) R N+3 q
-5 (%) (7=) =
< g(m)qﬁ-sp—a—%é( R >N+3Rq
s\ R R—r
where C' = C(N, p, q). Apply Lemma 2.15 with ~y replaced by

~ sp—¢€— %5

5=
q

i
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and with
s Ri1+B8) \R —r
and id in place of d. Moreover, in the application we fix /3 by
sp—e—¢€
Bi=F——,
q

such that § € (0,5) and B - B = 2%. In this setup, Lemma 2.15 yields that Vu €
W#4(B,) with the quantitative estimate

C(N, q)d13=5) (r + d)*
€ Welvsaw = G550 5 s Baii+5) /B vl

To simplify the estimate (6.5), we note that » + d < R and use the elementary inequalities

sp q—sp+%§>€

E 2 a0 1- B Z = 5
4q q 2q
so that the denominator of the first factor in (6.5) can be bounded from below by
~ ~ ~ E/sp\9/ €4 ~q+1
B-p)Bra -8y ==(32) () = Clwa)stert.
G-mpa-pr= (1) (5) =Cwo

Inserting this in the W 79-estimate (6.5) will result in

C R N+q+1
q o~ q
[Vulwe.os,) < R(1+8)q (R ) .

)
—r

where the constant C' has the structure

C(N,p,q)
gatlzq+1 :

This is the desired estimate. Note that the constant C' blows up as p | 1, but remains stable
for p = 2. Moreover, the constant remains stable as s 1 1. U

In contrast to Lemma 6.1, in the next result we additionally assume that u € I/Vﬁ;e’q(Q)
for some 6 € (0,1). If 0 is large enough and s > @, this leads to an improvement
in fractional differentiability. Nevertheless, we state the lemma for the larger range s €
(%, 1). In this larger range, it is guaranteed that the parameter 3, which expresses the

fractional differentiability, is positive.

—1 . 1
Lemma6.2. Letp € (1,2], s € (5=,1), ¢ € [2,00), 0 € (0,1), € € (0, min{1—s, 5[1-
(1 —s)p]}], and & € (0, 30]. Whenever w is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in
the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

uwe WEH(Q),

loc
we have
1-(1—-s)p+0—c—¢ c
q

Moreover; there exists C = C(N, p, s, q,0,€), such that for every ball Br = Br(z,) € ()
andr € (0, R), we have

Vu e W29(Q) where :=

loc

(0,1).

C R\ N+g+1
[vu]?ﬂ/ﬂ,q(Br) < RO+8)q (R _ r) R

where
RI .— RN+(1_E)Q[U]qu,175(BR) +R(1+0)q[vu];1/w7q(BR) +Rq||vu||%q(33) + RNz1
and ¥ := ¥ (u; R).
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Proof. By Theorem 1.3 we have u € CI%CI “(£2). To keep some of the exponents as simple

as possible, we use the abbreviations v := 1 — ¢ and ¢ := 0 — %é. Let0 <7 < Rand
abbreviate 7 = 1 (57 + 2R), R = 1 (r + 6R),andd = $(R — #) = 1(R — r). First of all,
we note that for p € (1, 2) and since ¥ € (0, ), by Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.5 we

have

q+p—2 [Vu(z Vu(y )|q+p_2
[v ]Wo a+p=2(Bpg) //KR ‘xi |N+19(q+p 2) dxdy

2-p
|[Vu(z) — Vu(y)|? } [// dzdy -
dzdy
[//KR |£L’* |N+0q K |z —y|N- = Natr=3)

C(Na q) N(2 ) 2
< E R ¢ H(O=-9)(gtp— 2)[Vu]?;§’q(3 )

If p = 2, the argument is simpler, since |z — y|9(°=?) is bounded by [2R]4(?~?), and thus
the exponent of |« — y| can be increased from N + g to N + fq. In any case, the last
two inequalities are valid for any p € (1,2]. Apply Proposmon 3.8 with (r R, q+p—2
in place of (r, R, 0, q) and with v = 1 — ¢, note that R+ d = R and == and l can be

bounded in terms of ﬂ and 1 % apart from a multiplicative factor. Subsequently, we use
Holder’s inequality as in (6.1), the above estimate, and the definition of K to obtain

2
I:= [Vg (Thu)] Wﬂ,fé(vfs)p,z(B;)

C (@)q71+ﬂ< R >N+sp+1 2 p

~ (1-s)RP\R R—r Ucor(Br)
(140) (q4+p—2) [y7,,]4+P—2 R a+p—2 Nega+p—2
R [v ]Wﬂ q+p— Z(BR) + 19 |Vu| d$+R ‘I
L Br
C |n|\a=149 , R \N+3
e O (IR A
(1-s)R?\ R R—r 7(Br)
r._N(2—p)
R t(+6)(gtp-2)
[vu]?’;—g)q(QBR)
) RN(%;ZJ) +qtp—2 q+2—2
+ - [/ |Vu|? dx} + RNgatr—2
> Br
c |h|\a—1+9 R \N+3_ o N iy o
—m(ﬁ) (R—r) [Wleot BT &

1& = 3&. Keeping in mind that [u]co.~ (5, can be

In turn, we used ¢ = 6 — %é > 26 —
estimated by R_[%"”Y]ﬁ, we obtain

C 1 (|h|)q71+19( R )N+3
~ (1 —5)é RSP\ R R—r

(6.6) K7

The constant C has the structure C' = C (N,p,q)/s and C is stable as p 1 2 and blows up

as p | 1; see Proposition 3.8.
Let us apply Lemma 2.12 to w = Vi (7,u) on By with (¢,d, ) replaced by (2,d =

1(R —r),7), where 7 is defined in (6. 3) and deduce that

[, (it

<o aomry (U, 1 2
= ( )‘)‘| (1_’7)I+ T—‘FW 5 ‘V%(Thu)| dx
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forany 0 < |A] < d. Sincee < 1 —swehave 1 —5 < 1 — s; see (6.4). Moreover,
7 — d = 1 + d. Therefore, the last inequality yields

/ |T,\ (V% ('rhu)) |2 dz

r4d

s 1 R \2
< C(N)AP-0 ‘)p[(l—s)u SRSPM(?_}?)(R_T) /jhul"dx}

The integral on the right-hand side is estimated by Lemma 2.11, that is

[ iz < (F) 'R [ vupras < () s
B

T R

while I is bounded by (6.6). We obtain

/B |T,\(Vq - )| do < §<%)sp+v(2 p)<|]f;\)q Hﬂ(R]jr)Nﬁﬁq,

r+d

where C' = C(N, p, q). Here we choose A = h. Since ¢ > 2, we have
| Th (V% (Thu))| > |74 ()| 2 in Byiq.

Therefore, for any 0 < |h| < d we get

|h‘ q—1+9+sp+~v(2—p) R N+3
< 2() (=) =
/]3T+d|Th(Thu) * SE\R R—1r

for a constant C' = C(N, p, q). Recallingy =1—cand ¥ = 6 — %E, the above estimate
can be re-written as

?

|h‘ q+1—(1—s)p+6—(2—p)e—1& R N+3
q < q
/» |7 (Thu)|? dz ss(R) (R—r) !

R—d

As before, we have C' = C(N, p, q). Apply Lemma 2.15 with ~ replaced by

B_l—(l—s)p—&-@q (2—pe— 3¢

and

e L ( R )N+3ﬁq
S€ RA(+B) \R —r
and d = ;d. Moreover, we fix 3 in the application by
1-(1—-s)p+0—c—¢
p .

Note that 5 € (0 B) and 8 — 8 = % Qi Lemma 2.15 yields Vu € W#4(B,)
with the quantitative estimate

C(N. q)d4(B—8) d)4
67 [Vullyup, < = (N, q)d"7 7 [Mq L redf / IVl dx} .
(B—B)B11—pB)e Ba1+A) Jp,
Noting that » + d < R and using the elementary inequalities
~ 0 ~ —-1-40
/6 > /6 2 Y 1- 5 Z q77
2q q
the denominator of the first factor in (6.7) can be bounded from below by
€ /0N1g—1—-0\a9 £E0%(qg—1-0)1
S (L) (1120 |
( B =F) 2q \2q q C(q)
Inserting this in the W 59-estimate (6.7) will result in
C R\ N+g+1
I L q
Wous = o (—r)

B

[Vuly
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where the constant C' has the structure

___ CWNp9)
s€209t1 (g — 6 — 1)e°

This is the desired estimate. O

Remark 6.3. We stress that the constant C in the previous lemmas eventually blows up as
€ | 0. However, it is independent of € which is required to be less than 1 — s. Therefore,
C remains stable as s T 1.

Now, we have all prerequisites at hand to give the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Note that

-1
P ifs < q(p ),
q p
6.8) B =
1—(1— 1
( S)p7 ifs>q(p )
q—1 D

We proceed in three steps.
Step 1: Almost W{’q—regularity. This step involves Lemma 6.1 only and applies to all
s € (0,1). To begin with, let « € (0, %). From Theorem 5.4 we have u € W,-%(Q) for

loc
any ¢ > p, while from Theorem 1.3 we know that u € C&Q(Q) for any v € (0, 1). This
allows to fix in Lemma 6.1 the parameters € and € by

e=min{l1—s,3(sp—aq)} € (0,min{l — s, Lsp}]
and
£=1(sp—ag) € (0,1sp].
The application of the Lemma 6.1 results in the fractional differentiability of Vu in the

sense that
Vu e W(Q), where 8 = SP_TE_& € (o, 1).

loc

The lower and upper bounds for S are a direct consequence of the choices of ¢ and &.
Moreover, we have the quantitative estimate

)

C R N+q+1

q q
[VU]Wﬂ,q(BT) < RA+8)q (R _ r) g
for every ball B = Bgr(x,) € Qandr € (0, R) and with a constant C = C(N, p, s, q, @)
of the form

__ CWV.p,q)
- Sq-‘rl(% _a)q+1.
q

Here we have used the abbreviation

K= RNTOD L+ RVl g, + BYE(u; R)

Recall that 8 > «, so that Vu € W, 24(£2) and

loc

< Q(B*a)qr(ﬁfa)q[u]%vﬁ‘q(BT)

C R\ N+g+1
- q
= R(1+a)q (R ) K

[U]nga.q( B,)
(6.9) —_—
—r
Note that (6.9) holds for any s € (0,1). In particular, we have proved the qualitative
assertion of Theorem 1.4 in the range s < @, in which we have 3 = %, cf. (6.8).

1—(1—s)p . _ .
Step 2: Almost W™ a=1 -regularity for s > 2e=D I this step we concentrate on

P
the case s > @ and employ Lemma 6.2 together with an iteration scheme to upgrade
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the differentiability to any number less than 8 = 171(11%5)17. To this end, let 8, = % and
consider « € (6,, 3). Moreover, we fix ¢ and £ by

e=min{l—s,1(B—-a)(g—1)} € (0,min{l—s,3[1—(1—s)p|}]
and
€ = min {%0()’ %(6 - Oé)(q - 1)} € (07 %00}5
such that the requirements on € and € imposed in Lemma 6.2 are satisfied. For i € Ny

introduce
1-(1—-s)p+0,—c—¢

91‘_;,_1: 9
q
R—r
Qi:’r“rw, BZ:BQi'
By iteration we have
1 1 1-(1—-8)p—ec—¢ 0,
9i=(1++---+ 1-1) (1= s)p + 2
q q q q
:i 00_1—(1—5);0—5—5 +1—(1—8)p—6—§.
q' q—1 qg—1
Since
1—(1—s)p—e—¢
g, L= <0,—B+2(F—a)=0,— 13— 2a < 1(6,— B) <0,

qg—1
the sequence (6;);en, is strictly increasing and

lim 6; = l-(-s)p-c-¢ > Q.
1—00 q—l

From Step 1, in particular from inequality (6.9) applied with the choice ;—Z =40, for o, we
already know that Vu € W&:’q (€2), with the quantitative estimate

R N+4q+1
(146,)q q q
(6.10) R Vo0, < C(R—r) I
The constant C' has the structure
C(N,p,q)
C= $2a+2

Therefore, we are allowed to apply Lemma 6.2 with (0,, 61, 01, 0,) in place of (9, 5, r, R)
and with € as above in order to improve the fractional differentiability of Vu to order 61,
ie. Vu € WlL9(9Q).

For the induction step : — ¢ + 1 let us now assume that we have already established
Vu € W%4(B;) for some i € Ny. Sincee < 1[1 — (1 —s)p] and &€ < 16, < 16; all
assumptions of Lemma 6.2 are fulfilled. The application with (;,6;11, 0i+1, 0;) in place
of (0, 8, r, R) and with the above choices of ¢ and ¢ yields

(14+6: 1) 0i Ntatlr (149,
Qi+1 +1 q[Vu]?zVeHl,q(BiH) S Cl<m) |:Qz q[vur{]/[/einq(Bi) +ﬁ3],

where
N4(1—
RI = o] ( s)q[u]‘éo,l,g(&) + Q?HVUH%Q(BI_) + 0N T (u; 0)7.

The constant C; has the structure

C(N,p,q) < CW.pa) _ C(N,p,q)

— — =: C,.
8529;-1+1(q — 0, — 1>q - gqt2gqt2 — s2q+4(5 _ a)q+2
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2 — _ —_—e - .
To obtain the last inequality we used - < 0; < 1(1;#. To further simplify the
previous recursive estimate, observe that

R 1 R
R> o= g +r(1-gm) >

and
R—r
Qi — Qi+1 = itz

such that we have
( 0i )N“’+1 < O(N, q)2(N+q+1)z'( R )NJ””I.
0i — Oi+1 - R—r
In addition, we have

1— N -
Q»E e)q+ [u]qCO,I*E(Bi) < R E)Q+N[u](é0,lfs(BR)7

and
gg/ |Vu\qdm§Rq/ [Vul? dz.
i Br

Moreover, Remark 2.7 yields
R N ﬁ Ngq .
() < o o) (1) sty < O p 2 RV S

Consequently, ; is estimated by & with a multiplicative factor thanks to the last three
estimates, and we arrive at a simpler recursive estimate which reads as

1+6; i B OANNTOHT (14,
ol “)Q[V“]‘évml«qwm) s b (R—r) {‘Q’E VU + R

b .= oN+at+l+

N
Here, we denoted = Iterating this inequality and taking into account that

b > 1and C, > 1 we obtain

(146,)q
9; [vuw/{/epq(gi)
] i R\ i(N+q+1)
S bt (R - r) {R(H%)q[w]%veo«(BR) + ﬁq}
o s RO\ GHD(N+g+D)
< g 1424 +i i q
< ib ci ( = r) A9,

where from the second to last line we used inequality (6.10). In order to conclude, we only
need to take ¢, € N to be the first index satisfying

- -sp-3E+d)

01'0 = =«
qg—1
i.e.
o In (1 + HO(Q*l);_[:g(lfs)P])
fo = Ing '

Note that i, only depends on p, s, g, and «. It is stable as s T 1 and blows up as s | 0 and
a T 5. Hence,

74(1+a)q[,141‘1/‘/(“(1(]&) < 2(9io*a)q7~(1+0io)Q[u]f/veio‘q(Bei :
o (i0+1)(N+q+1)
6.11) < 984, b2+ o (R}E r) Y
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Step 3: Almost W5 4-regularity. By combining Step I and Step 2, in particular (6.9)
and (6.11), we have established that Vu € W24 (Q2) for every a € (0, 3) together with
the quantitative estimate

[u}(‘l/va’q(B%R)

C

SB@HWJRNHP@qu +RY |Vmwm+RNz@&Ry}

CO,I*E B-
( %R) B%R

Finally, we use Theorem 1.2, Theorem 1.3, and Lemma 2.6 to further estimate the terms in
the bracket on the right-hand side. After slightly adjusting the radii we obtain

CRN [ . n 1 a
W, < sy B (1= ) ldwer o + T B)]

This finishes the proof of the theorem. O
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