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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]. It is shown that (s, p)-harmonic functions are weakly differentiable and that
the weak gradient is locally integrable to any power q ≥ 1. As a result, (s, p)-harmonic
functions are Hölder continuous to arbitrary Hölder 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 W 2,2-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) (−∆p)
su = 0 in Ω.

Here, we denoted a bounded domain Ω in RN , N ≥ 2. Local solutions to (1.1) are
termed (s, p)-harmonic functions in Ω; see Definition 2.1. In our previous work [10], we
considered the case p ∈ [2,∞), 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 Ω exists and belongs to Lq

loc(Ω) for any q ∈ [p,∞). As a
result, (s, p)-harmonic functions are locally Hölder continuous in Ω with an arbitrary
Hölder exponent γ ∈ (0, 1). In addition, we establish the fractional differentiability
of the gradient in any Lq-scale, namely, ∇u ∈ Wα,q

loc (Ω) for any q ∈ [2,∞) and any
α ∈ (0,max{ sp

q ,
1−(1−s)p

q−1 }). In particular, letting q = 2 and s ↑ 1, we formally re-
cover the well-known W 2,2-regularity of p-harmonic functions, cf. [54, 3]. All claimed
regularity properties are confirmed by explicit local estimates that are stable as s ↑ 1.

A first decisive result on the gradient regularity for (s, p)-harmonic functions belongs
to Brasco & Lindgren [12]. They established ∇u ∈ Lp

loc(Ω) in the case p ∈ [2,∞)

and s ∈ (p−1
p , 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 ∈ (p−2

p , 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 ∇u has been upgraded to any finite number q.

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 ∈ (p−1

p , 1); see [13] for p ∈ [2,∞) and [36] for p ∈ (1, 2].
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FIGURE 1. Threshold: s = (p−2)+
p

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 Calderón-
Zygmund-type theory of ∇u.

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. 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 ∇u ∈ Lp
loc(Ω) for the

same range of s and p as ours. In addition, it is shown that when p ∈ (1, 2), ∇u possesses
any order of fractional differentibility less than max{ 1

2sp, 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

u ∈W 1,p
loc (Ω).

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s), such that for any ball BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐
Ω we have

∥∇u∥Lp(B 1
2
R
) ≤

C

R

[
Rs(1− s)

1
p [u]W s,p(BR) +R

N
p
(
∥u∥L∞(BR) +Tail(u;R)

)]
.

The constant C is stable as s ↑ 1 and blows up as p ↓ 1.

The second result upgrades the integrability of ∇u to any exponent q > p.

Theorem 1.2 (Lq-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

u ∈W 1,q
loc (Ω) for any q ∈ [p,∞).

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s, q), such that for any ball BR ≡
BR(xo) ⋐ Ω the quantitative Lq-gradient estimate

∥∇u∥Lq(B 1
2
R
) ≤ CR

N
q −1

[
Rs−N

p (1− s)
1
p [u]W s,p(BR) + ∥u∥L∞(BR) +Tail(u;R)

]
holds true. The constant C is stable in the limit s ↑ 1 and blows up as p ↓ 1.

The classical Morrey-type embedding states that any W 1,q function with q > N is
locally Hölder continuous with exponent 1− N

q . Therefore, a direct consequence of Theo-
rem 1.2 is that any (s, p)-harmonic function is Hölder continuity for any Hölder 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 u in the sense of Definition 2.1, we have

u ∈ C0,γ
loc (Ω) for any γ ∈ (0, 1).

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s, γ), such for any ballBR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω
we have

[u]C0,γ(B 1
2
R
) ≤

C

Rγ

[
Rs−N

p (1− s)
1
p [u]W s,p(BR) + ∥u∥L∞(BR) +Tail(u;R)

]
.

The constant C is stable as s ↑ 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,∞). Then, for any locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function u in the sense of
Definition 2.1, we have

∇u ∈Wα,q
loc (Ω) for any α ∈ (0, β), where β := max

{
sp
q ,

1−(1−s)p
q−1

}
.

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s, q, α) such that for any ball BR ≡
BR(xo) ⋐ Ω, we have

[u]Wα,q(B 1
2
R
) ≤

CR
N
q

R1+α

[
Rs−N

p (1− s)
1
p [u]W s,p(BR) + ∥u∥L∞(BR) +Tail(u;R)

]
.

The constant C is stable as s ↑ 1 and blows up as p ↓ 1.
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Remark 1.5. The application of Theorem 1.4 with q = 2 ensures that any locally bounded
(s, p)-harmonic function satisfies

∇u ∈Wα,2
loc (Ω) for any α ∈ (0, β), where β := max

{
sp
2 , 1− (1− s)p

}
.

In turn, we conclude that

∇u ∈Wα,q
loc (Ω) for any α ∈ (0, β) and any q ∈ [1, 2].

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 [6, 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
Calderón-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 Hölder 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 Calderón-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 Hölder continuity of (s, p)-harmonic functions
with a qualitative Hölder exponent. The proofs in [17, 21] are based on either De Giorgi’s
or Moser’s approach. Similar to the local case, Hölder continuity with a quantitative Hölder
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 > p−1

p . Later, higher Hölder 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−2

p . At the same time we improved the level of integrability for
the gradient to any exponent q ≥ p, together with the fractional differentiability Wα,q

loc for
any α ∈

(
0, sp−(p−2)

q

)
. As a consequence, we also improved the higher Hölder 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 q = p.

For the case p < 2, Garain & Lindgren obtained a quantitative higher Hölder estimate
in [36]. When it comes to higher Sobolev regularity, [25] showed that the weak gradient
exists in Lp

loc, and meanwhile admits a certain fractional differentiability. However, the
quantitative integrability of the weak gradient does not go beyond Lp. The present paper –
independent of [25] – establishes the existence of the weak gradient, its higher integrability
at any Lq level with q ≥ 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 s,p-regularity to
W 1,p-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 |∇u|) and exploits the Sobolev embedding to acquire a
reverse Hölder estimate:(

−
ˆ
B1

|∇u|
Nq

N−2 dx

)N−2
Nq

≤ C(q)

(
−
ˆ
B2

|∇u|q dx
) 1

q

provided ∇u ∈ Lq
loc for some q ≥ p. Then, starting from ∇u ∈ Lp

loc one iteratively
improves the integrability of ∇u. When it comes to (s, p)-harmonic functions, we exploit
a similar idea at a discrete level, derive ∇u ∈ Wα,q

loc for some quantified α = α(s, p, q)
assuming that ∇u ∈ Lq

loc for some q ≥ p, and use the fractional Sobolev embedding to
obtain a reverse Hölder estimate:(

−
ˆ
B1

|∇u|
Nq

N−αq dx

)N−αq
Nq

≤ C(q)

[(
−
ˆ
B2

|∇u|q dx
) 1

q

+T(u; 2)

]
.

The quantity T, 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 Hölder estimates thanks to the Morrey embedding. We stress that, this way of
obtaining higher Hölder 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 ∇u. Conceivably, one should be able to formally recover the classical
W 2,2-regularity of p-harmonic functions as s ↑ 1. Indeed, we improve and establish that
∇u ∈ Wα,q

loc for any q ≥ 2 and α < β := max
{

sp
q ,

1−(1−s)p
q−1

}
. This task is taken on

in the final part of the paper. In particular, we exploit the Hölder 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. Finally, we note that in [25] the authors
established ∇u ∈Wα,p

loc (Ω) for any α ∈ (0,max{ sp
2 , 1− (1− s)p}), which follows from

Theorem 1.4 as described in Remark 1.5.

Acknowledgments. N. Liao is supported by the FWF-project P36272-N On the Stefan
type problems. G. Molica Bisci and R. Servadei have been funded by the European Union
- NextGenerationEU within the framework of PNRR Mission 4 - Component 2 - Invest-
ment 1.1 under the Italian Ministry of University and Research (MUR) program PRIN
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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 = C(N, p, s) if C depends on N, p and s. Next, we denote BR(xo) ⋐ RN as a ball
with radius R centered at xo in RN . We also define

KR(xo) := BR(xo)×BR(xo) ⊂ RN × RN .

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

Let Ω ⊂ RN be a bounded open set and α ∈ (0, 1). For a function w : Ω → R we un-
derstand by w ∈ C0,α

loc (Ω) that for any ball BR(xo) ⋐ Ω we have that w ∈ C0,α
(
BR(xo)

)
holds. Moreover, we denote the semi-norm

[w]C0,α(BR(xo)) := sup
x ̸=y∈BR(xo)

|w(x)− w(y)|
|x− y|α

.

We also introduce the fractional Sobolev space W γ,q(Ω,Rk), k ∈ N, with some q ∈
[1,∞) and γ ∈ (0, 1). A measurable function w : Ω → Rk belongs to the fractional
Sobolev space W γ,q(Ω,Rk) if and only if

∥w∥Wγ,q(Ω,Rk) := ∥w∥Lq(Ω,Rk) + [w]Wγ,q(Ω,Rk) <∞,

where the semi-norm is defined as

[w]Wγ,q(Ω,Rk) :=

[¨
Ω×Ω

|w(x)− w(y)|q

|x− y|N+γq
dxdy

] 1
q

.

If the dimension k is clear from the context, we write [w]Wγ,q(Ω) instead of [w]Wγ,q(Ω,Rk)

for the sake of simplicity. In particular, if w = ∇v is the gradient of a scalar function
v : Ω → R, we will write [∇w]Wγ,q(Ω) instead of [∇w]Wγ,q(Ω,RN ). 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 Ω ⊂ RN be a bounded open set, p ∈
(1,∞) and s ∈ (0, 1). A function u ∈ W s,p

loc (Ω) is called (s, p)-harmonic in Ω if and only
if

(2.1)
ˆ
RN

|u(x)|p−1

(1 + |x|)N+sp
dx <∞,

and

(2.2)
¨

RN×RN

|u(x)− u(y)|p−2(u(x)− u(y))(φ(x)− φ(y))

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy = 0

for every φ ∈W s,p(Ω) compactly supported in Ω and extended to 0 outside Ω.

Whenever u satisfies (2.1), we say u belongs to the weighted Lebesgue space
Lp−1
sp (RN ). For xo ∈ Ω and ϱ > 0 such that BR(xo) ⊂ Ω use the nonlocal quantity

Tail(u;xo, R) :=

(
Rsp

ˆ
RN\BR(xo)

|u(x)|p−1

|x− xo|N+sp
dx

) 1
p−1

.
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Moreover, we abbreviate

(2.3) T(u;xo, R) := ∥u∥L∞(BR(xo)) +Tail(u;xo, R).

When xo = 0 or when the context is clear, we omit it from the notation.

2.2. Algebraic inequalities. For γ ∈ (0,∞) define

Vγ(a) := |a|γ−1a, for a ∈ R.

If a = 0 we set Vγ(a) = 0 also for γ ∈ (0, 1). The first algebraic lemma concerning bounds
from above and below for the difference of Vγ can be retrieved from [3, Lemma 2.1] for
the case γ ∈ (0, 1), respectively in [37, Lemma 2.2] for the case γ ∈ (1,∞).

Lemma 2.2. For any γ > 0, and for all a, b ∈ R, we have

C1(|a|+ |b|)γ−1|b− a| ≤ |Vγ(b)− Vγ(a)| ≤ C2(|a|+ |b|)γ−1|b− a|,

where

C1 =

{
γ, if γ ∈ (0, 1),

21−γ , if γ ∈ (1,∞),
C2 =

{
21−γ if γ ∈ (0, 1]

γ if γ ∈ [1,∞).

Lemma 2.3. Let p ∈ (1, 2] and δ ≥ 1. Then, for any a, b, c, d ∈ R and any e, f ∈ R≥0,
we have(
Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)

)(
Vδ(a− c)ep − Vδ(b− d)fp

)
≥ p−1

2δ+1

(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2(|a− c|+ |b− d|
)δ−1∣∣(a− c)− (b− d)

∣∣2(ep + fp
)

−
(
2δ+1

p−1

)p−1(|a− c|+ |b− d|
)p+δ−1|e− f |p.

Proof. We first rewrite the left-hand side of the desired inequality in the form
1
2

(
Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)

)(
Vδ(a− c)− Vδ(b− d)

)(
ep + fp

)
+ 1

2

(
Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)

)(
Vδ(a− c) + Vδ(b− d)

)(
ep − fp

)
=: I+ II.

The first summand is non-negative due to the monotonicity; cf. [13, Lemma A.5]. This
means that the multiplicative factors Vp−1(a− b)−Vp−1(c−d) and Vδ(a− c)−Vδ(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 δ) to
conclude

(p− 1)
(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2|(a− c)− (b− d)| ≤ Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)

≤ 22−p
(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2|(a− c)− (b− d)|(2.4)

and

21−δ
(
|a− c|+ |b− d|

)δ−1|(a− c)− (b− d)| ≤ Vδ(a− c)− Vδ(b− d)

≤ δ
(
|a− c|+ |b− d|

)δ−1|(a− c)− (b− d)|.(2.5)

This leads to the following lower bound for the first term

I ≥ p−1
2δ

(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2(|a− c|+ |b− d|
)δ−1∣∣(a− c)− (b− d)

∣∣2(ep + fp
)

=: p−1
2δ

Ĩ.

In order to bound the second term from above, we use the upper bound for Vp−1 and obtain

|II| ≤ 21−p
(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2|(a− c)− (b− d)|
(
|a− c|δ + |b− d|δ

)
|ep − fp|

≤
(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2|(a− c)− (b− d)|
(
|a− c|+ |b− d|

)δ|ep − fp|.
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By Lemma 2.2 applied with γ = p we have

|ep − fp| ≤ p(e+ f)p−1|e− f | ≤ p(ep + fp)
p−1
p |e− f |.

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

p−1 and
p. In this way we obtain

|II| ≤ p
(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)(p−2)( p−1
p + 1

p )|(a− c)− (b− d)|2
p−1
p + 2−p

p

·
(
|a− c|+ |b− d|

)(δ−1) p−1
p + p+δ−1

p (ep + fp)
p−1
p |e− f |

≤ ε Ĩ+ ε−(p−1)
(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2|(a− c)− (b− d)|2−p

·
(
|a− c|+ |b− d|

)p+δ−1|e− f |p

≤ ε Ĩ+ ε−(p−1)
(
|a− c|+ |b− d|

)p+δ−1|e− f |p.

Choosing ε = p−1
2δ+1 we conclude the claimed inequality. □

Lemma 2.4. Let p ∈ (1, 2] and δ ≥ 1. Then, for any a, b, c, d ∈ R and any e, f ∈ R≥0,
we have(

Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)
)(
Vδ(a− c)e2 − Vδ(b− d)f2

)
≥ 2(p−1)

2δ

(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2(|a− c|+ |b− d|
)δ−1∣∣(a− c)− (b− d)

∣∣2ef
+
(
Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)

)(
Vδ(a− c)e+ Vδ(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(

Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)
)(
Vδ(a− c)− Vδ(b− d)

)
ef

+
(
Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)

)(
Vδ(a− c)e+ Vδ(b− d)f

)
(e− f)

≥ p−1
2δ−1

(
|a− b|+ |c− d|

)p−2(|a− c|+ |b− d|
)δ−1∣∣(a− c)− (b− d)

∣∣2ef
+
(
Vp−1(a− b)− Vp−1(c− d)

)(
Vδ(a− c)e+ Vδ(b− d)f

)
(e− f).

This is the claimed inequality. □

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

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 < β < N . Then, for any BR(xo) ⊂ RN and any x ∈ RN we haveˆ
BR(xo)

1

|x− y|N−β
dy ≤ N |B1|

β
Rβ .

If β ≥ N , then for any x ∈ BR(xo) we haveˆ
BR(xo)

1

|x− y|N−β
dy ≤ N |B1|

β
(2R)β .

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,∞) and s ∈ (0, 1). Then, for any u ∈ Lp−1
sp (RN ), any ball

BR ≡ BR(xo), and any r ∈ (0, R), we have

Tail(u; r)p−1 ≤ C(N)
(R
r

)N(
Tail(u,R) + ∥u∥L∞(BR)

)p−1
.

Remark 2.7. Let the assumptions of Lemma 2.6 be satisfied. Recalling the definition of
T(·) in (2.3), Lemma 2.6 ensures that

T(u; r)p−1 ≤ C(N)
(R
r

)N

T(u;R)p−1.
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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
W 1,q ↪→W γ,q .

Lemma 2.8. Let q ≥ 1 and γ ∈ (0, 1). Then for any w ∈W 1,q(BR) we have

(1− γ)

¨
BR×BR

|w(x)− w(y)|q

|x− y|N+γq
dxdy ≤ 8ωN

q
R(1−γ)q

ˆ
BR

|∇w|q dx.

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

Lemma 2.9. Let q ≥ 1, γ ∈ (0, 1), such that γq < N . Then, for any w ∈ W γ,q(BR) we
have[
−
ˆ
BR

|w|
Nq

N−qγ dx

]N−qγ
Nq

≤ 2q−1

[
CqRqγ

ˆ
BR

−
ˆ
BR

|w(x)− w(y)|q

|x− y|N+qγ
dxdy +−

ˆ
BR

|w|qdx
] 1

q

where C = C(N, q, γ). Moreover, for γ ∈ [ 12 , 1) we have

C(N, q, γ) =

[
C(N)(1− γ)

(N − γq)q−1

] 1
q

.

2.5. Finite differences and fractional Sobolev spaces. For an open set Ω ⊂ RN , and
a vector h ∈ RN , define Ω|h| := {x ∈ Ω: dist(x, ∂Ω) > |h|}. By τh : L

1(Ω,Rk) →
L1(Ω|h|,Rk) we denote the finite difference operator

τhw(x) := w(x+ h)− w(x) ≡ wh(x)− w(x) for x ∈ Ω|h|.

If the direction is a fixed unit vector e ∈ RN , we write

τ
(e)
h w(x) := w(x+ he)− w(x),

where h ∈ 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 < q < ∞, M > 0, and 0 < d < R. Then, any w ∈ Lq(BR) that
satisfies ˆ

BR−d

∣∣τ (e)
h w

∣∣q dx ≤Mq|h|q for any 0 < |h| ≤ d

is weakly differentiable in direction e on BR−d. Moreover, we haveˆ
BR−d

|Dew|q dx ≤Mq.

Lemma 2.11. Let 1 ≤ q < ∞ and 0 < d < R. Then, for any w ∈ W 1,q(BR), and any
0 < |h| ≤ d, we have ∥∥τ (e)

h w
∥∥
Lq(BR−d)

≤ |h| ∥Dew∥Lq(BR).

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

Lemma 2.12. Let q ∈ (1,∞), γ ∈ (0, 1), and 0 < d < R. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(N, q) such that for any w ∈W γ,q(BR), we have
ˆ
BR−d

|τhw|q dx ≤ C |h|γq
[
(1− γ)[w]qWγ,q(BR) +

(
R(1−γ)q

dq
+

1

γdγq

)
∥w∥qLq(BR)

]
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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 Lq-
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 q ∈ [1,∞), γ ∈ (0, 1], M ∈ [1,∞), and d ∈ (0, R). Then, there exists
a constant C = C(N, q) such that whenever w ∈ Lq(BR+d) satisfiesˆ

BR

|τhw|q dx ≤Mq|h|γq for any h ∈ RN \ {0} with |h| ≤ d,

then w ∈W β,q(BR) whenever β ∈ (0, γ). Moreover, we have¨
BR×BR

|w(x)− w(y)|q

|x− y|N+βq
dxdy ≤ C

[
d(γ−β)q

γ − β
Mq +

1

βdβq
∥w∥qLq(BR)

]
.

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 q ∈ [1,∞), γ > 0, M ≥ 0, 0 < r < R, and 0 < d ≤ 1
2 (R − r). Then,

there exists a constant C = C(q) such that whenever w ∈ Lq(BR) satisfiesˆ
Br

|τh(τhw)|q dx ≤Mq|h|γq, for any h ∈ RN \ {0} with |h| ≤ d,(2.6)

then in the case γ ∈ (0, 1) we have for any 0 < |h| ≤ 1
2d that

ˆ
Br

|τhw|q dx ≤ C(q)|h|qγ
[( M

1− γ

)q

+
1

dqγ

ˆ
BR

|w|q dx

]
,(2.7)

while in the case γ > 1 there holdsˆ
Br

|τhw|q dx ≤ C(q)|h|q
[( M

γ − 1

)q

d(γ−1)q +
1

dq

ˆ
BR

|w|q dx
]
.(2.8)

In the limiting case γ = 1 we have for any 0 < β < 1 thatˆ
Br

|τhw|q dx ≤ C(q)|h|qβ
[( M

1− β

)q

d(1−β)q +
1

dβq

ˆ
BR

|w|q dx
]
.

In the case γ > 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|γ−1 is lost. This part can be used to
show that the gradient ∇w 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 q ∈ [1,∞), γ ∈ (0, 1), M > 0, R > 0, and d ∈ (0, R). Then, for any
w ∈W 1,q(BR+6d) that satisfies

(2.9)
ˆ
BR+4d

∣∣τh(τhw)∣∣q dx ≤Mq|h|q(1+γ) ∀ 0 < |h| ∈ (0, d],

we have
∇u ∈W β,q(BR) for any β ∈ (0, γ).

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

[∇w]q
Wβ,q(BR)

≤ Cdq(γ−β)

(γ − β)γq(1− γ)q

[
Mq +

(R+ 4d)q

βdq(1+γ)

ˆ
BR+4d

|∇w|q dx
]
.
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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 ⊂ Rk be an open set, F ∈ L1(E), ξ ∈ C1
0 (E), and h ∈ Rk with

0 < |h| < dist(spt ξ, ∂E). Then, we have
ˆ
E

ξ(x)τhF (x) dx = −
ˆ
E

ˆ 1

0

F (x+ th) dt∇ξ(x) · hdx.

Remark 2.17. If F ∈ Lq(E) for some q > 1, the claim of Lemma 2.16 also holds for any
ξ ∈ W 1,q′(E) with spt ξ ⋐ E, where q′ = q

q−1denotes the Hölder conjugate of q. This
can be shown by approximation.

Remark 2.18. We apply Lemma 2.16 in the situation where E = E1 × E2 ⊂ RN × RN

and F ∈ L1(E1×E2). Then, for any ξ ∈ C1
0 (E1×E2) and any h = (h1, h2) ∈ RN ×RN

that satisfies 0 < |h| < dist(spt ξ, ∂(E1 × E2)) we have
¨

E1×E2

ξ(x, y)τ(h1,h2)F (x, y)dxdy

= −
¨

E1×E2

ˆ 1

0

F (x+ th1, y + th2)dt
[
∇xξ(x, y) · h1 +∇yξ(x, y) · h2

]
dxdy.

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

Lemma 2.19. Let q ≥ 1 such that q > N . Then there exists a constant C = C(N, q) such
that for any w ∈W 1,q(BR) we have

[w]
C

0,1−N
q (BR)

≤ C∥∇w∥Lq(BR).

3. ENERGY INEQUALITY

At various stages, it is appropriate to consider the corresponding localized variants ητhu
respectively ηVq(τhu) with a cut-off function η instead of τhu or Vq(τhu). To avoid having
constantly to explain the choice of the cut-off function η, we fix it in advance.

Definition 3.1. Given xo ∈ RN and radii 0 < r < R, by Zr,R(xo) we denote the class of
functions η ∈ C1

0

(
B 1

2 (R+r)(xo), [0, 1]
)

that satisfy η = 1 in Br(xo) and

∥∇η∥L∞(B 1
2
(R+r)

(xo)) ≤
C

R− r
.

Similarly, Z̃r,R(xo) denotes the class of all cut-off functions η ∈ C2
0

(
B 1

2 (R+r)(xo), [0, 1]
)

that satisfy η = 1 in Br(xo) and

∥∇η∥L∞(B 1
2
(R+r)

(xo)) ≤
C

R− r
and ∥∇2η∥L∞(B 1

2
(R+r)

(xo)) ≤
C

(R− r)2
.

Here C stands for a universal constant.

Moreover, to simplify the notation, we will use for u : Ω → R, x, y ∈ Ω, and h ∈
RN \ {0} such that x+ h, y + h ∈ Ω the following abbreviations

(3.1) U(x, y) = u(x)−u(y) and Uh(x, y) = uh(x)−uh(y) ≡ u(x+h)−u(y+h).

Finally, we recall the definition of T(·) 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 |τhu| that appear in
the tail estimate determine the gain in fractional differentiability for τhu.

Lemma 3.2 (Tail estimate). Let p ∈ (1, 2] and s ∈ (0, 1). There exists a constant C =
C(N, p, s) such that whenever u ∈ Lp−1

sp (RN ), xo ∈ RN , R > 0, r ∈ (0, R), and
d ∈ (0, 14 (R − r)], we have for any x ∈ B 1

2 (R+r)(xo) and any h ∈ RN \ {0} with
0 < |h| ≤ d that∣∣∣∣ˆ

RN\BR(xo)

Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

|x− y|N+sp
dy

∣∣∣∣
≤ C

Rsp

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[
|τhu(x)|p−1 +

|h|
R

T(u;xo, R+ d)p−1

]
.

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

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

RN\BR(h)

Vp−1(uh(x)− u(y))

|x+ h− y|N+sp
dy −

ˆ
RN\BR

Vp−1(u(x)− u(y))

|x− y|N+sp
dy

=

ˆ
RN\(BR(h)∪BR)

[
Vp−1(uh(x)− u(y))

|x+ h− y|N+sp
− Vp−1(u(x)− u(y))

|x− y|N+sp

]
dy

+

ˆ
BR\BR(h)

Vp−1(uh(x)− u(y))

|x+ h− y|N+sp
dy −

ˆ
BR(h)\BR

Vp−1(u(x)− u(y))

|x− y|N+sp
dy.

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

Estimating I2 and I3 is exactly the same as in [10, Lemma 3.1]. Namely,

I2 ≤ C|h|RN−1

(R− r)N+sp
∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR)

and

I3 ≤ C|h|RN−1

(R− r)N+sp
∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d)

for some C = C(N, p).
To estimate I1, we proceed as follows. First, observe that since |x| < 1

2 (R + r) and
|y| > R, for any ξ ∈ B|h| with 0 < |h| ≤ d ≤ 1

4 (R− r), we have

|x+ ξ − y|
|y|

≥ 1− |x|
|y|

− |ξ|
|y|

≥ 1− R+ r

2R
− d

R
≥ R− r

4R
.(3.2)

Then, the mean value theorem applied to the function [0, 1] ∋ t 7→ |x + th − y|−N−sp

gives some t ∈ [0, 1], such that∣∣∣∣ 1

|x+ h− y|N+sp
− 1

|x− y|N+sp

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (N + sp)|h|
|x+ th− y|N+sp+1

≤ |h|
( 4R

R− r

)N+sp+1 N + p

|y|N+sp+1
.

Here, we used (3.2), which is possible since th ∈ B|h|. Now, we use the above observation
together with Lemma 2.2 (choosing b = uh(x)− u(y), a = u(x)− u(y), γ = p− 1 ≥ 1,
C2 = p− 1) to estimate the integrand of the first integral by

Vh :=

∣∣∣∣Vp−1(uh(x)− u(y))

|x+ h− y|N+sp
− Vp−1(u(x)− u(y))

|x− y|N+sp

∣∣∣∣
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≤
∣∣Vp−1(uh(x)− u(y))

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

|x+ h− y|N+sp
− 1

|x− y|N+sp

∣∣∣∣
+

1

|x− y|N+sp

∣∣Vp−1(uh(x)− u(y))− Vp−1(u(x)− u(y))
∣∣

≤ C|h|
( R

R− r

)N+sp+1 |uh(x)− u(y)|p−1

|y|N+sp+1

+ C
|τhu(x)|

|x− y|N+sp

(
|uh(x)− u(x)|+ |u(x)− u(y)|

)p−2
(3.3)

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

|τhu(x)| ≤ |uh(x)− u(y)|+ |u(x)− u(y)|;

we obtain

Vh ≤ C|h|
( R

R− r

)N+sp+1 |uh(x)|p−1 + |u(y)|p−1

|y|N+sp+1
+ C

( R

R− r

)N+sp |τhu(x)|p−1

|y|N+sp

for some C = C(N, p). Plugging this into I1 we get

I1 ≤ C|h|
( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
ˆ
RN\(BR(h)∪BR)

|uh(x)|p−1 + |u(y)|p−1

|y|N+sp+1
dy

+ C
( R

R− r

)N+sp

|τhu(x)|p−1

ˆ
RN\(BR(h)∪BR)

1

|y|N+sp
dy

≤ C|h|
( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
ˆ
RN\BR

∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR) + |u(y)|p−1

|y|N+sp+1
dy

+ C
( R

R− r

)N+sp

|τhu(x)|p−1

ˆ
RN\BR

1

|y|N+sp
dy

≤ C
|h|

Rsp+1

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1[
∥u∥L∞(BR) +Tail(u;R)

]p−1

+
C

sp

( R

R− r

)N+sp |τhu(x)|p−1

Rsp

≤ C
|h|

Rsp+1

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Tp−1 +
C

sp

( R

R− r

)N+sp |τhu(x)|p−1

Rsp
.

The last line followed from Remark 2.7. Collecting all these estimates concludes the proof.
□

When additional regularity is known, the tail estimate can be improved. The follow-
ing lemma deals with the case u ∈ W 1+θ,q

loc (Ω). If θ 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), q ∈ [p,∞), θ ∈ (0, 1)
and δ := q − p+ 1. There exists a constant C = C(N, s, q) such that: whenever

u ∈W 1+θ,q
loc (Ω) ∩ Lp−1

sp (RN ) ∩ L∞
loc(Ω),

then for each 0 < r < R, each d ∈ (0, 18 (R − r)], each BR+d ≡ BR+d(xo) ⋐ Ω, each
η ∈ Zr,R(xo), and each h ∈ RN \ {0} with 0 < |h| ≤ d, we have∣∣∣∣¨

B 1
2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

[
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

][
Vδ(τhu)η

2
]
(x)

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy

∣∣∣∣



14 V. BÖGELEIN, F. DUZAAR, N. LIAO, G. MOLICA BISCI, AND R. SERVADEI

≤ C

Rsp

( |h|
R

)δ+θ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(1+θ)q[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR)
+
Rq

θ
∥∇u∥qLq(BR) +RNT(u;R+ d)q

]
.(3.4)

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

Proof. For ε ∈ (0, d) and ϱ > 2R we choose a cut-off function ψε,ϱ ∈ W 1,∞
0 ([0,∞),R)

such that ψε,ϱ ≡ 1 in [R + ε, ϱ], ψε,ϱ ≡ 0 in [0, R] ∪ [2ϱ,∞) and linearly interpolating
otherwise. With the abbreviations

F (x, y) := Vp−1(U(x, y)) and G(x, y) :=
[Vδ(τhu)η

2](x)

|x− y|N+sp

the integral on the left-hand side of (3.4) can be re-written as

T :=

¨
B 1

2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

τ(h,h)F (x, y)G(x, y) dxdy = lim
ϱ→∞

lim
ε↓0

Tε,ϱ,

where

Tε,ϱ :=

¨
B 1

2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

τ(h,h)F (x, y)G(x, y)ψε,ϱ(|y|) dxdy.

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

Tε,ϱ = −
¨

B 1
2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

ˆ 1

0

F (x+ th, y + th) dtH(x, y) dxdy,

where

H(x, y) = (h, h) · ∇(x,y)

(
G(x, y)ψε,ϱ(|y|)

)
= h · ∇xG(x, y)ψε,ϱ(|y|) + h · ∇y

(
G(x, y)ψε,ϱ(|y|)

)
= h ·

[
∇xG(x, y) +∇yG(x, y)

]
ψε,ϱ(|y|) +G(x, y)h · ∇yψε,ϱ(|y|).

For the term in [. . . ] of the last display, we compute

∇xG(x, y) +∇yG(x, y) =
∇xVδ(τhu(x))η

2(x)

|x− y|N+sp
+
Vδ(τhu(x))∇xη

2(x)

|x− y|N+sp

+ Vδ(τhu(x))η
2(x)

[
∇x

1

|x− y|N+sp
+∇y

1

|x− y|N+sp

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

=
∇xVδ(τhu(x))η

2(x)

|x− y|N+sp
+
Vδ(τhu(x))∇xη

2(x)

|x− y|N+sp

≡ G(x)

|x− y|N+sp
,

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

H(x, y) =

[
G(x)ψε,ϱ(|y|) + Vδ(τhu(x))η

2(x)∇ψε,ϱ(|y|)
]
· h

|x− y|N+sp
≡ h(x, y) · h

|x− y|N+sp
,

and

Tε,ϱ = −
¨

B 1
2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

ˆ 1

0

F (x+ th, y + th)

|x− y|N+sp
dt h(x, y) · hdxdy.
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Next, in the integrand of Tε,ϱ we replace |x − y| with |y + th| for any t ∈ [0, 1] and
0 < |h| ≤ d ≤ 1

8 (R− r). In fact, since |x| < 1
2 (R+ r) and |y| > R, we have

|x− y|
|y + th|

≥ 1− |x+ th|
|y + th|

≥ 1− |x|+ |h|
|y| − |h|

≥ 1−
1
2 (R+ r) + d

R− d

=
1
2 (R− r)− 2d

R− d
≥

1
2 (R− r)− 2d

R
≥ R− r

4R
.

Therefore, inserting this back to the previous identity of Tε,ϱ, 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

|Tε,ϱ| ≤ 4N+sp|h|
( R

R− r

)N+sp[
I+ IIε,ϱ

]
,

where

I :=

ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

[ˆ
RN\BR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|y + th|N+sp

dtdy

]
|G(x)|dx,

IIε,ϱ :=

ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

[ˆ
RN\BR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|y + th|N+sp

|∇ψε,ϱ(|y|)|dtdy
]
|τhu(x)|δ dx.

To obtain the last line we used |Vδ(τhu(x))| = |τhu(x)|δ and the fact that |η(x)| ≤ 1 on
B 1

2 (R+r). Let us deal with these two terms separately. Fubini’s theorem, the set inclusion
BR−|h| ⊂ BR(th), Lemma 2.6, and R − |h| ≥ 3

4R allow us to estimate the inner integral
[. . . ] of I by ˆ

RN\BR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|y + th|N+sp

dtdy

≤
ˆ
RN\BR

ˆ 1

0

|u(x+ th)|p−1 + |u(y + th)|p−1

|y + th|N+sp
dtdy

≤
ˆ 1

0

ˆ
RN\BR

∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR) + |u(y + th)|p−1

|y + th|N+sp
dydt

=

ˆ 1

0

ˆ
RN\BR(th)

∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR) + |u(z)|p−1

|z|N+sp
dzdt

≤
ˆ
RN\BR−|h|

∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR) + |u(z)|p−1

|z|N+sp
dz

=
N |B1|
sp

∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR)

(R− |h|)sp
+

Tail(u;R− |h|)p−1

(R− |h|)sp

≤ C(N)

spRsp
Tp−1.

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

|I| ≤ C(N)

spRsp+1
Tp−1

ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

R|G(x)|dx.

Arguing in a similar way as above and taking also into account the properties of ψε,ϱ we
obtain for the inner integral [. . . ] of IIε,ϱ (note that |y+th| ≥ |y|−d ≥ R− 1

8 (R−r) ≥ 1
2R

for y ∈ RN \BR and ε < d)ˆ
RN\BR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|y + th|N+sp

|∇ψε,ϱ(|y|)|dtdy
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≤
ˆ 1

0

[
1

ϱ

ˆ
B2ϱ\Bϱ

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|y + th|N+sp

dy +
1

ε

ˆ
BR+ε\BR

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|y + th|N+sp

dy

]
dt

≤ 1

ϱ

ˆ 1

0

ˆ
RN\BR

|u(x+ th)|p−1 + |u(y + th)|p−1

|y + th|N+sp
dydt

+
1

ε

ˆ 1

0

ˆ
BR+ε\BR

|u(x+ th)|p−1 + |u(y + th)|p−1

|y + th|N+sp
dydt

≤ 1

ϱ

ˆ
RN\B 1

2
R

∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR) + |u(y)|p−1

|y|N+sp
dy + C(N)∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d+ε)

|BR+ε \BR|
εRN+sp

≤ C(N)

ϱspRsp

(
∥u∥L∞(BR) +Tail(u;R)

)p−1
+
C(N)

Rsp+1
∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d+ε)
.

The first term on the right-hand side disappears as ϱ→ ∞, while the second one converges
to C(N)R−sp−1∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d)
as ε ↓ 0. Therefore, we get

lim sup
ϱ→∞

lim sup
ε↓0

IIε,ϱ ≤ C(N)

spRsp+1
∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d)

ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

|τhu(x)|δ dx.

Combining these estimates, we end up with

|T| ≤ C(N)|h|
spRsp+1

( R

R− r

)N+sp

Tp−1

ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

[
R|G(x)|+ |τhu(x)|δ

]
dx.

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

|G(x)| ≤ |∇xVδ(τhu(x))|η2(x) + |τhu(x)|δ|∇xη
2(x)|

≤ δ|τhu(x)|δ−1|τh∇u(x)|+ C
R−r |τhu(x)|

δ.

Inserting this to the previous estimate gives

|T| ≤ C(N)|h|
spRsp+1

( R

R− r

)N+sp

Tp−1

ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

[
δR|τhu|δ−1|τh∇u|+ R

R−r |τhu|
δ
]
dx.

In order to estimate the above integral containing |τh∇u|, we apply Lemma 2.12 with
(γ,R, d) replaced by (θ, 12 (R+ r), d = 1

2 (R− r)) and find thatˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

|τh∇u|q dx

≤ C|h|θq
[
(1− θ)[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR)
+

(
R(1−θ)q

dq
+

1

θdθq

)
∥∇u∥qLq(BR)

]

≤ C
( |h|
R

)θq( R

R− r

)q
[
Rθq[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR)
+

1

θ
∥∇u∥qLq(BR)

]
,

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

B 1
2
(R+r)

[
δR|τhu|δ−1|τh∇u|+ |τhu|δ

]
dx

≤ δR|BR|1−
δ
q

[ ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

|τhu|q dx
] δ−1

q
[ ˆ

B 1
2
(R+r)

|τh∇u|q dx
] 1

q
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+ |BR|1−
δ
q

[ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

|τhu|q dx
] δ

q

≤ δ|BR|1−
δ
qR1−θ|h|δ−1+θ

( R

R− r

)[ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] δ−1

q

·
[
Rθq[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR)
+

1

θ

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] 1

q

+ |BR|1−
δ
q |h|δ

[ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] δ

q

≤ q|BR|1−
δ
q

( |h|
R

)δ−1+θ( R

R− r

)[
R(1+θ)q[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR)
+
Rq

θ

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] δ

q

,

where from the second-to-last line we used |h|δ ≤ R1−θ|h|δ−1+θ, since θ < 1. Substitut-
ing this back to the estimate of |T|, recalling δ = q − p+ 1, and further applying Young’s
inequality with exponents q

p−1 and q
q−p+1 we reach

|T| ≤ C(N, q)

spRsp

( |h|
R

)δ+θ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1(
|BR|

p−1
q Tp−1

)
·
[
R(1+θ)q[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR)
+
Rq

θ

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] δ

q

≤ C(N, q)

spRsp

( |h|
R

)δ+θ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(1+θ)q[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR)
+
Rq

θ

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx+RNTq

]
.

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 u ∈ W 1+θ,q

loc (Ω) allows us to get the same power of the
increment h as in Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ [p,∞), θ ∈ (0, 1) and δ := q − p + 1. There
exists a constant C = C(N, q) such that: whenever

u ∈W 1+θ,q
loc (Ω) ∩ Lp−1

sp (RN ) ∩ L∞
loc(Ω),

then for each 0 < r < R, each d ∈ (0, 18 (R − r)], each BR+d ≡ BR+d(xo) ⋐ Ω, each
h ∈ RN with 0 < |h| ≤ d, and each C2-cut-off function η ∈ Z̃r,R(xo) we have∣∣∣∣¨

KR

[
Vp−1

(
Uh(x, y)

)
− Vp−1

(
U(x, y)

)][
Vδ(τhu)η

]
(x)

(
η(x)− η(y)

)
|x− y|N+sp

dxdy

∣∣∣∣
≤ C

Rsp

( |h|
R

)δ+θ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(1+θ)q

1− s
[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+

Rq

θ(1− s)
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

+RN∥u∥qL∞(BR+d)

]
.

Proof. For ε ∈ (0, d) we choose a cut-off function ψε ∈ W 1,∞([0,∞),R), such that
ψε ≡ 1 in [0, R− ε], ψε ≡ 0 in [R,∞) and linearly interpolated otherwise. Moreover, we
abbreviate

F (x, y) := Vp−1

(
U(x, y)

)
and

G(x, y) := [Vδ(τhu)η](x)
(
η(x)− η(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

L :=

¨
KR

τ(h,h)F (x, y)G(x, y)

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy = lim

ε↓0
Lε,

where

Lε :=

¨
KR

τ(h,h)F (x, y)G(x, y)ψε(|x|)ψε(|y|)
|x− y|N+sp

dxdy.

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

Lε = −
¨

KR

ˆ 1

0

F (x+ th, y + th) dtH(x, y) dxdy,

where

H(x, y) = (h, h) · ∇(x,y)

[
G(x, y)ψε(|x|)ψε(|y|)

|x− y|N+sp

]
.(3.5)

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 diagonalKR∩{x = 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(x, y) =
h ·

[
∇xG(x, y) +∇yG(x, y)

]
ψε(|x|)ψε(|y|)

|x− y|N+sp

+
G(x, y)h ·

[
∇xψε(|x|)ψε(|y|) + ψε(|x|)∇yψε(|y|)

]
|x− y|N+sp

+G(x, y)ψε(|x|)ψε(|y|)
[
∇x

1

|x− y|N+sp
+∇y

1

|x− y|N+sp︸ ︷︷ ︸
=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 · ∇xψε(|x|)ψε(|y|) also vanishes due
to the definition of G(x, y), spt(η) ⊂ B 1

2 (R+r) and spt(∇xψε) ⊂ BR \ BR−ε. Applying
a similar cancellation argument to the remaining part in the second term, we have that

G(x, y)ψε(|x|)h · ∇yψε(|y|) = Vδ(τhu(x))η
2(x)ψε(|x|)h · ∇yψε(|y|)

Hence, using these simplifications and plugging the above expression of H(x, y) in the
definition of Lε, we estimate

|Lε| ≤ |h|
[
I+ IIε

]
,(3.6)

where we introduced

I :=

¨
KR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|x− y|N+sp

dt |G(x, y)|dxdy

with

G(x, y) := ∇xG(x, y) +∇yG(x, y)

and

IIε :=

¨
KR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
|x− y|N+sp

dt |τhu(x)|δ|∇yψε(|y|)|dxdy.
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We estimate I and IIε separately. First, by Hölder’s inequality with exponents q
p−1 and

q
q−p+1 we have

|I| ≤
[¨

KR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
q

p−1

|x− y|N+sq
dtdxdy

] p−1
q

·
[¨

KR

|G(x, y)|
q

q−p+1

|x− y|N+s q
q−p+1

dxdy

] q−p+1
q

.(3.7)

By a change of variable, the definition of Vp−1, and an application of Lemma 2.8 the first
integral of (3.7) can be bounded by¨

KR

ˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|
q

p−1

|x− y|N+sq
dtdxdy =

ˆ 1

0

¨
KR(th)

|u(x)− u(y)|q

|x− y|N+sq
dxdy dt

≤
¨

KR+|h|

|u(x)− u(y)|q

|x− y|N+sq
dxdy

≤ C(N)
(R+ |h|)(1−s)q

(1− s)q

ˆ
BR+|h|

|∇u|q dx

≤ C(N, q)

Rsq

Rq

1− s

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx.(3.8)

To further estimate the second integral in (3.7), we write G(x, y) more explicitly according
to the definition of G(x, y). Namely, we have

G(x, y) = ∇
[
Vδ(τhu)η

]
(x)

(
η(x)− η(y)

)
+

[
Vδ(τhu)η

]
(x)

(
∇η(x)−∇η(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 η ∈ Z̃r,R satisfies |η(x)−η(y)| ≤ C

R−r |x−y| and moreover
|∇xη(x) − ∇yη(y)| ≤ C

(R−r)2 |x − y|. This leads to the exponent N − (1 − s) q
q−p+1 of

|x− 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,¨

KR

|G(x, y)|
q

q−p+1

|x− y|N+s q
q−p+1

dxdy

≤ C

¨
KR

|∇[Vq−p+1(τhu)η](x)|
q

q−p+1 |η(x)− η(y)|
q

q−p+1

|x− y|N+s q
q−p+1

dxdy

+ C

¨
KR

|τhu(x)|q|∇η(x)−∇η(y)|
q

q−p+1

|x− y|N+s q
q−p+1

dxdy

≤ C

(R− r)
q

q−p+1

¨
KR

|∇[Vq−p+1(τhu)η](x)|
q

q−p+1

|x− y|N−(1−s) q
q−p+1

dxdy

+
C

(R− r)
2q

q−p+1

¨
KR

|τhu(x)|q

|x− y|N−(1−s) q
q−p+1

dxdy

≤ C

(1− s)Rs q
q−p+1

( R

R− r

) q
q−p+1

ˆ
BR

|∇[Vq−p+1(τhu)η]|
q

q−p+1 dx

+
C

(1− s)R(1+s) q
q−p+1

( R

R− r

) 2q
q−p+1

ˆ
BR

|τhu|q dx,

with C = C(N, q). 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 u is locally bounded):

|∇[Vq−p+1(τhu)η]| ≤ |∇[Vq−p+1(τhu)]|η + |τhu|q−p+1|∇η|



20 V. BÖGELEIN, F. DUZAAR, N. LIAO, G. MOLICA BISCI, AND R. SERVADEI

≤ (q − p+ 1)|τhu|q−p|τh∇u|+ C
R−r |τhu|

q−p+1.

Substituting this back to the previous estimate, we obtain[¨
KR

|G(x, y)|
q

q−p+1

|x− y|N+s q
q−p+1

dxdy

] q−p+1
q

≤ C

(1− s)
q−p+1

q Rs

( R

R− r

)[ ˆ
BR

|τhu|
(q−p)q
q−p+1 |τh∇u|

q
q−p+1 dx

] q−p+1
q

+
C

(1− s)
q−p+1

q R1+s

( R

R− r

)2
[ ˆ

BR

|τhu|q dx
] q−p+1

q

.(3.9)

The second integral in (3.9) is estimated by Lemma 2.11 with d = 1
2 (R− r). Namely,[ˆ

BR

|τhu|q dx
] q−p+1

q

≤ |h|q−p+1∥∇u∥q−p+1
Lq(BR+d)

=
( |h|
R

)q−p+1[
Rq∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

] q−p+1
q

.

To deal with the first integral on the right-hand side of (3.9), we use Hölder’s inequality
with exponents q−p+1

q−p and q − p + 1, followed by Lemma 2.12 and Lemma 2.11 with
d = 1

2 (R− r). In this way, we obtain[ˆ
BR

|τhu|
(q−p)q
q−p+1 |τh∇u|

q
q−p+1 dx

] q−p+1
q

≤
[ ˆ

BR

|τhu|q dx
] q−p

q
[ ˆ

BR

|τh∇u|q dx
] 1

q

≤ C|h|q−p

[ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx
] q−p

q

· |h|θ
[
(1− θ)[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+

(
(R+ d)(1−θ)q

dq
+

1

θdθq

)
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

] 1
q

≤ C|h|q−p∥∇u∥q−p
Lq(BR+d)

·
( |h|
R

)θ( R

R− r

)[
(1− θ)Rθq[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+

1

θ
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

] 1
q

≤ C

R

( |h|
R

)q−p+θ R

R− r

[
Rq(1+θ)[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+
Rq

θ
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

] q−p+1
q

,

where C = C(N, q). Substituting these estimates to (3.9) yields[¨
KR

|G(x, y)|
q

q−p+1

|x− y|N+s q
q−p+1

dxdy

] q−p+1
q

≤ C

(1− s)
q−p+1

q R1+s

( |h|
R

)q−p+θ( R

R− r

)2

·
[
R(1+θ)q[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+
Rq

θ
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

] q−p+1
q

+
C

(1− s)
q−p+1

q R1+s

( |h|
R

)q−p+1( R

R− r

)2[
Rq∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

] q−p+1
q
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≤ C

(1− s)
q−p+1

q R1+s

( |h|
R

)q−p+θ( R

R− r

)2

·
[
R(1+θ)q[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+
Rq

θ
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

] q−p+1
q

,(3.10)

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

|I| ≤ C

(1− s)Rsp+1

( |h|
R

)q−p+θ( R

R− r

)2

·
[
R(1+θ)q[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+
Rq

θ
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

]
.

This finishes the analysis of I.
Next, we turn our attention to the term IIε. Using the definition of F , we have for the

inner integralˆ 1

0

|F (x+ th, y + th)|dt ≤
ˆ 1

0

[
|u(x+ th)− u(y + th)|p−1

]
dt ≤ 2∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d)

for a.e. x, y ∈ BR, so that

|IIε| ≤ 2∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR+d)

¨
KR

|τhu(x)|q−p+1|∇yψε(|y|)|
|x− y|N+sp

dxdy

≤ 4

ε
∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d)

¨
BR×(BR\BR−ε)

|τhu(x)|q−p+1

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy.

To get the last line we used that |∇yψε(|y|)| ≤ 1
ε on BR \ BR−ε. In addition, for x ∈

B 1
2 (R+r) and y ∈ BR \BR−ε we have

|x− y| ≥ R− ε− 1
2 (R+ r) = 1

2 (R− r)− ε ≥ 1
4 (R− r).

This allows us to estimate the kernel from above and obtain

|IIε| ≤
4N+sp+1

(R− r)N+sp
∥u∥p−1

L∞(BR+d)

|BR \BR−ε|
ε︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤N |B1|RN−1

ˆ
BR

|τhu|q−p+1 dx

≤ C(N)

Rsp+1

( R

R− r

)N+sp

∥u∥p−1
L∞(BR+d)

|h|q−p+1

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q−p+1 dx

≤ C(N)

Rsp+1

( |h|
R

)q−p+1( R

R− r

)N+sp

·
[
Rq

1− s

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx+ (1− s)RN∥u∥qL∞(BR+d)

]
.

To obtain the second line we applied Lemma 2.11 with d = 1
2 (R − r), whereas the last

line follows from Hölder’s inequality to raise the power of |∇u| from q − p + 1 to q and
then Young’s inequality with exponents q

p−1 and q
q−p+1 . Inserting the estimates for I and

IIε in (3.6), we end up with

|Lε| ≤
C

Rsp

( |h|
R

)q−p+1+θ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(1+θ)q

1− s
[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+

Rq

θ(1− s)
∥∇u∥qLq(BR+d)

+RN∥u∥qL∞(BR+d)

]
,

where C = C(N, q). This proves the claim. □

Remark 3.5. Instead of
G(x, y)ψε(|x|)ψε(|y|)

|x− y|N+sp
,
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we consider the function
G(x, y)ψε(|x|)ψε(|y|)

|x− y|N+sp
ϕσ(|x− y|)

with a cut-off function ϕσ ∈ W 1,∞([0,∞),R), which disappears on the interval [0, σ], is
identical 1 on [2σ,∞) and is linearly interpolated in [σ, 2σ]. Instead of Lε we would have
Lε,σ 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) · ∇(x,y), this construction results in three terms in which the cut-off function
ϕσ appears as a multiplicative factor and one further term in which ϕσ is differentiated.
However, this term disappears as

(h, h) · ∇(x,y)ϕσ(|x− y|) = 1
σχ(σ,2σ)(|x− y|)h ·

[
∇x|x− y|+∇y|x− y|

]
= 0.

In the following calculations, we therefore only have to take into account a multiplicative
factor ϕσ(|x− y|) ≤ 1 in all integrals, which however does not create any problem, as all
integrals exist.

3.2. Energy inequalities for W 1,q-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 W 1,q

loc for some q ≥ 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 C0,γ

loc -regularity in addition toW 1,q
loc -regularity is available. This enables us to use large

parts of the proof of the first energy inequality. However, the assumption of Hölder 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 W 1+θ,q

loc -regularity, where
θ means the fractional differentiability of the gradient. In Section 6 this will lead in the
fractional context to the analogue of the W 2,2

loc -regularity from the local case.

Proposition 3.6 (Energy inequality for W 1,q-solutions). Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1),
q ∈ [p,∞). 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 ∈W 1,q
loc (Ω),

then for every 0 < r < R, d := 1
4 (R− r), BR+d ≡ BR+d(xo) ⋐ Ω, every ε ∈ (0, 1), and

every step size 0 < |h| ≤ d we have[
V q

p
(τhu)

]p
W (1−ε)(1− p

2
)+s

p
2
,p(Br)

≤ C

R[(1−ε)(1− p
2 )+s p

2 ]p

( |h|
R

)q−(1− p
2 )p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
Rq

1− s

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx+RNT(u;R+ d)q
] p

2
[
Rq

ε

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
]1− p

2

.

The constant C has the form C̃(N, p)q4q/s.

Proof. Consider xo ∈ Ω, 0 < r < R and d = 1
4 (R − r) such that BR+d(xo) ⋐ Ω. Since

xo is fixed we omit the reference to the center xo and write Bϱ and Kϱ instead of Bϱ(xo)
and Kϱ(xo). Let h ∈ RN \ {0} with |h| ≤ d. Testing (2.2) with φ−h(x) := φ(x − h)
instead of φ, where φ ∈ W s,p(BR) with sptφ ∈ B 1

2 (R+r), we conclude by discrete
integration by parts that also uh satisfies (2.2). Subtracting (2.2) with u from (2.2) with
uh, we obtain¨

RN×RN

(
Vp−1(uh(x)−uh(y))− Vp−1(u(x)−u(y))

)
(φ(x)−φ(y))

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy = 0(3.11)
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for any φ ∈W s,p(BR) with sptφ ∈ B 1
2 (R+r). In (3.11) we now choose

φ := Vδ(τhu)η
p,

with δ = q − p + 1 ≥ 1 and η ∈ Zr,R. Since u is locally bounded, one can verify that
φ ∈W s,p(BR). Decomposing RN into BR and its complement RN \BR we obtain

0 =

¨
KR

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

)(
[Vδ(τhu)η

p](x)− [Vδ(τhu)η
p](y)

)
|x− y|N+sp

dxdy

+

¨
B 1

2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

)
[Vδ(τhu)η

p](x)

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy

−
¨

(RN\BR)×B 1
2
(R+r)

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

)
[Vδ(τhu)η

p](y)

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy.

Here, we used the abbreviations U(x, y) and Uh(x, 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

I :=

¨
KR

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

)(
[Vδ(τhu)η

p](x)− [Vδ(τhu)η
p](y)

)
|x− y|N+sp

dxdy,

and

T :=

¨
B 1

2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

)
[Vδ(τhu)η

p](x)

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy.

The local integral I, more precisely the integrand appearing in I, is estimated from below
using Lemma 2.3 with a = uh(x), b = uh(y), c = u(x), d = u(y), e = η(x), and
f = η(y). In fact, with a constant C = C̃(p)2δ+1 ≤ C̃(p)2q we have

I ≥ 1
C I1 − CI2,

where I1 and I2 are defined by

I1 :=

¨
KR

i1(x, y) dxdy,

and

I2 :=

¨
KR

(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q|η(x)− η(y)|p

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy.

The integrand i1(x, y) is given by

i1(x, y) :=
U(x, y)p−2(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q−p|τhu(x)− τhu(y)|2Θ(x, y)

|x− y|N+sp
,(3.13)

where

U(x, y) := |Uh(x, y)|+ |U(x, y)| and Θ(x, y) = ηp(x) + ηp(y).

Note that we may restrict the domain of integration in I1 to K+
R := KR ∩ {U(x, y) > 0},

since U(x, y) = 0 implies that U(x, y) = 0 = Uh(x, y). However, the latter means that
u(x) = u(y) and u(x+ h) = u(y + h), so that |τhu(x)− τhu(y)| = 0. Joining the lower
bound for I from above with the identity I = −2T, we find

I1 ≤ C
[
I2 + |T|

]
,
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whereC = C̃(p)2q . Next, we treat the integral I2. Using |η(x)−η(y)|p ≤ C(p)
(R−r)p |x−y|

p,
and Lemma 2.5, with β = (1− s)p, we have

I2 ≤ C(p)

(R− r)p

¨
KR

(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q

|x− y|N−(1−s)p
dxdy

≤ C

Rsp

( R

R− r

)p
ˆ
BR

|τhu|q

1− s
dx

for a constant C = C̃(N, p)2q . Next, we deal with the non-local tail term T that we write
in the form

T =

ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

t(x)Vq−p+1(τhu(x))η
p(x) dx,

where

t(x) :=

ˆ
RN\BR

Vp−1

(
uh(x)− uh(y)

)
− Vp−1

(
u(x)− u(y)

)
|x− y|N+sp

dy,

for any x ∈ B 1
2 (R+r). From Lemma 3.2 we have

|t(x)| ≤ C

sRsp

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[
|h|
R

Tp−1 + |τhu(x)|p−1

]
,

for any x ∈ B 1
2 (R+r) and with T := T(u;xo, R + d) and C = C(N, p). As a result of

this estimate we obtain

|T| ≤
ˆ
B 1

2
(R+r)

|t(x)||τhu(x)|q−p+1 dx

≤ C

sRsp

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[
|h|
R

Tp−1

ˆ
BR

|τhu|q−p+1 dx+

ˆ
BR

|τhu|q dx

]
,

where C = C(N, p). Now we estimate the integral of |τhu|q−p+1 such that it merges into
the integral of |τhu|q except for a term containing T. This can be done by first apply-
ing Hölder’s inequality and subsequently Young’s inequality with the exponents q

p−1 and
q

q−p+1 . This way we obtain

|h|
R

Tp−1

ˆ
BR

|τhu|q−p+1 dx ≤ C
|h|
R

Tp−1RN p−1
q

[ˆ
BR

|τhu|q dx
] q−p+1

q

= C
|h|
R

[
RNTq

] p−1
q

[ˆ
BR

|τhu|q dx
] q−p+1

q

≤ C

[ˆ
BR

|τhu|q dx+
( |h|
R

) q
p−1

RNTq

]
≤ C

[ˆ
BR

|τhu|q dx+
( |h|
R

)q

RNTq

]
,

where C = C(N). To obtain the last line we used q
p−1 ≥ q. Therefore, we get

|T| ≤ C

sRsp

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[ˆ

BR

|τhu|q dx+
( |h|
R

)q

RNTq

]
.

Now we substitute the inequalities for I2 and |T| into those for I1. 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 R

R−r . We obtain

I1 ≤ C

sRsp

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[ˆ

BR

|τhu|q

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)q

RNTq

]
,(3.14)
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where C = C̃(N, p)4q .
Our next aim is to deduce a lower bound for I1. Using Lemma 2.2 with γ = q

p ≥ 1,
a = τhu(x), and b = τhu(y), we obtain (note that C2 = γ = q

p )

J :=

¨
Kr

∣∣V q
p
(τhu(x))− V q

p
(τhu(y))

∣∣p
|x− y|N+(1−ε)(1− p

2 )p+sp p
2

dxdy

≤ q
p

¨
Kr

(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q−p|τhu(x)− τhu(y)|p

|x− y|N+(1−ε)(1− p
2 )p+sp p

2

dxdy

= q
p2

− p
2

¨
Kr

i
p
2
1 (x, y) · j1−

p
2 (x, y) dxdy.(3.15)

To obtain the last line we rewrote the integrand as the product of i
p
2
1 · j1−

p
2 with

j(x, y) :=
U(x, y)p(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q−p

|x− y|N+(1−ε)p

and i1 defined in (3.13). Note that Θ(x, y) = 2 for (x, y) ∈ Kr, since η ≡ 1 in Br. We
now distinguish between different cases. We start with the case p < 2. We apply to the
right-hand side of (3.15) Hölder’s inequality with the exponents 2

p and 2
2−p to obtain

J ≤ q
p

[¨
Kr

i1(x, y) dxdy

] p
2
[¨

Kr

j(x, y) dxdy

]1− p
2

≤ q
pI

p
2
1

[¨
Kr

U(x, y)p(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q−p

|x− y|N+(1−ε)p
dxdy

]1− p
2

.(3.16)

If q = 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 q − p reduces to 1.
Recalling the definitions of U , U , and Uh we have

J ≤ I
p
2
1

[¨
Kr

(|uh(x)− uh(y)|+ |u(x)− u(y)|)p

|x− y|N+(1−ε)p
dxdy

]1− p
2

≤ 2
3
2 I

p
2
1

[¨
Kr+d

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|N+(1−ε)p
dxdy

]1− p
2

.(3.17)

If q > p we apply to the right-hand side in (3.16) Hölder’s inequality with exponents q
p

and q
q−p . Taking also into account the definitions of Uh and U , this yields

J ≤ q
pI

p
2
1

[¨
Kr

(|uh(x)− uh(y)|+ |u(x)− u(y)|)q

|x− y|N+q−εp
dxdy

] p
q (1−

p
2 )

·
[¨

Kr

(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q

|x− y|N−εp
dxdy

] q−p
q (1− p

2 )

≤ q
pI

p
2
1

[
2q
¨

Kr+d

|u(x)− u(y)|q

|x− y|N+q−εp
dxdy

] p
q (1−

p
2 )

·
[
2q
¨

Kr

|τhu(x)|q

|x− y|N−εp
dxdy

] q−p
q (1− p

2 )

≤ CI
p
2
1

[¨
Kr+d

|u(x)− u(y)|q

|x− y|N+q+εp
dxdy

] p
q (1−

p
2 )
[
Rεp

εp

ˆ
Br

|τhu|q dx
] q−p

q (1− p
2 )

,(3.18)

where C ≤ 2q. To obtain the last line we applied Lemma 2.5 with β = εp to bound the
second integral. At this point, it must be noted that (3.17) can be obtained from (3.18)
by letting q ↓ p. This is possible, since the constant in (3.18) is stable as q ↓ p. In the
case p = 2, (3.15) reduces to J ≤ 1

2qI1 and no further estimation of I1 is necessary. We
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can therefore continue with the proof following (3.18). Note also, (3.18)p<2 reduces to
the p = 2 estimate as p ↑ 2, regardless of whether q = 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

J ≤ C

sRsp p
2

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[ ˆ

BR

|τhu|q

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)q

RNTq

] p
2

·
[¨

Kr+d

|u(x)− u(y)|q

|x− y|N+q+εp
dxdy

] p
q (1−

p
2 )
[
Rεp

εp

ˆ
Br

|τhu|q dx
] q−p

q (1− p
2 )

.(3.19)

Finally, we apply Lemma 2.8 with γ = 1−εpq to estimate the fractional norm of u in terms
of ∇u and the standard estimate for difference quotients from Lemma 2.11. In this way,
we obtain

J ≤ C

sRsp p
2

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[
|h|q
ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)q

RNTq

] p
2

·
[
Rεp

εp

ˆ
Br+d

|∇u|q dx
] p

q (1−
p
2 )
[
Rεp

εp
|h|q
ˆ
Br+d

|∇u|q dx
] q−p

q (1− p
2 )

=
C

sR[(1−ε)(1− p
2 )+s p

2 ]p

( |h|
R

)q−(1− p
2 )p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
Rq

1− s

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx+RNTq

] p
2
[
Rq

ε

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
]1− p

2

.

The constantC has the structure C̃(N, p)q4q . The integrals on the right-hand side are finite
due to the assumption u ∈W 1,q

loc (Ω). □

Under the additional assumption u ∈ C0,γ
loc (Ω), the gain in fractional differentiability in

Proposition 3.6 can be improved. Since p ∈ (1, 2], the resulting fractional differentiability
γ− 1

2 (γ− s)p = 1
2ps+(1− 1

2p)γ is obviously a convex combination of s and γ, and thus
between 0 and 1.

Corollary 3.7. Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ [p,∞), and γ ∈ (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 ∈W 1,q
loc (Ω) ∩ C

0,γ
loc (Ω),

then for every 0 < r < R, d := 1
4 (R − r), BR+d ≡ BR+d(xo) ⋐ Ω, and every step size

0 < |h| ≤ d we have[
V q−p+2

2
(τhu)

]2
Wγ− 1

2
(γ−s)p,2(Br)

≤ C

Rsp

( |h|
R

)q( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

[u]2−p
C0,γ(BR)

[
Rq

1− s

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx+RNTq

]
,

where T := T(u;xo, R+ d). Moreover, the constant C has the form C̃(N, p)q24q/s.

Proof. The starting point is inequality (3.14) from the proof of Proposition 3.6. Taking
into account that Θ(x, y) = 2 for (x, y) ∈ Kr and that the integrand of I1 in (3.14) is
non-negative, we have

Ĩ1 :=

¨
Kr

U(x, y)p−2(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q−p|τhu(x)− τhu(y)|2

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy

≤ I1 ≤ C

sRsp

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[ ˆ

BR

|τhu|q

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)q

RNTq

]
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≤ C

sRsp

( |h|
R

)q( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[
Rq

1− s

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx+RNTq

]
,(3.20)

where C = C̃(N, p)4q and

U(x, y) = |Uh(x, y)|+ |U(x, y)| = |uh(x)− uh(y)|+ |u(x)− 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 Ĩ1 to K+

r := Kr ∩ {U(x, y) > 0}.
To complete the proof it remains to bound Ĩ1 from below. In view of the assumption

u ∈ C0,γ
loc (Ω) we have

U(x, y)p−2 =
(
|uh(x)− uh(y)|+ |u(x)− u(y)|

)p−2

≥ 2p−2[u]p−2
C0,γ(Br+d)

|x− y|γ(p−2)

for any (x, y) ∈ K+
r . Using this inequality and Lemma 2.2 applied with γ = q−p+2

p ≥ 1,
a = τhu(x), and b = τhu(y) (note that C2 = γ = q−p+2

p ) in the preceding estimate, we
find

Ĩ1 ≥ 2p−2[u]p−2
C0,γ(Br+d)

¨
Kr

(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q−p|τhu(x)− τhu(y)|2

|x− y|N+sp+γ(2−p)
dxdy

≥ 2p

(q − p+ 2)2
[u]p−2

C0,γ(BR)

¨
Kr

∣∣V q−p+2
2

(τhu(x))− V q−p+2
2

(τhu(y))
∣∣2

|x− y|N+sp+γ(2−p)
dxdy

≥ 1

22−pq2
[u]p−2

C0,γ(BR)

[
V q−p+2

2
(τhu)

]2
Wγ− 1

2
(γ−s)p,2(Br)

.(3.21)

In combination with the upper bound for Ĩ1, we conclude the proof. □

In contrast to Corollary 3.7, we now additionally assume u ∈ W 1+θ,q
loc (Ω). This allows

us to apply the higher order tail estimate from Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4. If θ is large
enough, we end up with a larger exponent of the increment h than in Corollary 3.7.

Proposition 3.8 (Energy inequality for W 1+θ,q-solutions). Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1),
q ∈ [p,∞), and θ, γ ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists a constant C = C̃(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

u ∈W 1+θ,q
loc (Ω) ∩ C0,γ

loc (Ω),

then for every 0 < r < R, d := 1
4 (R − r), BR+d ≡ BR+d(xo) ⋐ Ω, and every step size

0 < |h| ≤ d we have[
V q−p+2

2
(τhu)

]2
Wγ− 1

2
(γ−s)p,2(Br)

≤ C

Rsp

( |h|
R

)q−p+1+θ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

[u]2−p
C0,γ(BR)

·
[
R(1+θ)q

1− s
[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+

Rq

θ(1− s)

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|qdx+RNT(u;R+ d)q
]
.

Note that the constant C remains stable as p ↑ 2 and blows up as p ↓ 1.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 3.6 we omit the reference to the center xo. We
consider η ∈ Zr,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 ηp by η2 in the
choice of the test function. We also use the abbreviations Uh(x, y) := uh(x) − uh(y)
and U(x, y) := U0(x, y) and U(x, y) := |Uh(x, y)|+ |U(x, y)|. In this way, we obtain

I = −2T,
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where I and T are defiend by

I :=

¨
KR

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))−Vp−1(U(x, y))

)(
[Vδ(τhu)η

2](x)−[Vδ(τhu)η
2](y)

)
|x− y|N+sp

dxdy,

T :=

¨
B 1

2
(R+r)

×(RN\BR)

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

)
[Vδ(τhu)η

2](x)

|x− y|N+sp
dxdy,

with δ = q − p + 1 ≥ 1. The local integral I is estimated from below using Lemma 2.4
with a = uh(x), b = uh(y), c = u(x), d = u(y), e = η(x), and f = η(y). In fact, we
have

I ≥ p−1
2q−p I1 + I2,

where I1 and I2 are defined by

I1 :=

¨
KR

U(x, y)p−2(|τhu(x)|+ |τhu(y)|)q−p|τhu(x)− τhu(y)|2η(x)η(y)
|x− y|N+sp

dxdy,

and

I2 :=

¨
KR

(
Vp−1(Uh(x, y))− Vp−1(U(x, y))

)(
[Vδ(τhu)η](x) + [Vδ(τhu)η](y)

)
|x− y|N+sp

·
(
η(x)− η(y)

)
dxdy.

Joining the estimate from below for I with the identity I = −2T, we obtain

I1 ≤ 2q−p

p−1

[
|I2|+ |T|

]
.

To estimate |T| we use Lemma 3.3, while to estimate |I2| we use Lemma 3.4. This implies

I1 ≤ C

sRsp

( |h|
R

)q−p+1+θ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(1+θ)q

1− s
[∇u]q

W θ,q(BR+d)
+

Rq

θ(1− s)

ˆ
BR+d

|∇u|q dx+RNTq

]
,

for a constant C = C(N, p, q). At this point it remains to estimate I1 from below. Since
η = 1 inBr, we may decrease the domain of integration toKr and omit η in the integrand,
so that I1 ≥ Ĩ1, where Ĩ1 is defined in (3.20) from the proof of Corollary 3.7. In view of
the regularity assumption u ∈ C0,γ

loc (Ω), we subsequently may use inequality (3.21) from
the proof of Corollary 3.7 to obtain

I1 ≥ Ĩ1 ≥ 1

22−pq2
[u]p−2

C0,γ(Br+h)

¨
Kr

∣∣V q−p+2
2

(τhu(x))− V q−p+2
2

(τhu(y))
∣∣2

|x− y|N+sp+γ(2−p)
dxdy

=
1

22−pq2
[u]p−2

C0,γ(BR)

[
V q−p+2

2
(τhu)

]2
Wγ− 1

2
(γ−s)p,2(Br)

.

Together with the upper bound for I1 this proves the energy inequality. □

3.3. Energy inequality for W s+θ,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 q = 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 Lp

loc. This is achieved by improving the fractional differentiability step
by step in an iteration process.

Proposition 3.9 (Energy inequality for W s+θ,p-solutions). Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1), and
θ ∈ [0, 1 − s). There exist a constant C = C̃(N, p)/s such that whenever u is a locally
bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

u ∈W s+θ,p
loc (Ω),
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then for every 0 < r < R, d := 1
4 (R − r), BR+d ≡ BR+d(xo) ⋐ Ω, and every step size

0 < |h| ≤ d we have

[τhu]
p

W s+θ(1− p
2
),p(Br)

≤ C

Rsp p
2

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

[u]
p(1− p

2 )

W s+θ,p(BR)

·

[ ˆ
BR

|τhu|p

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)p

RNT(u;R+ d)p

] p
2

.

Proof. The starting point is the inequality (3.19) from the proof of Proposition 3.6, applied
with q = p and ε = θ − (1 − s) ∈ (0, 1). Note that the assumption u ∈ W 1,q

loc (Ω) in
Proposition 3.6 has not been used up to this point. The inequality takes the form

J :=

¨
Kr

|τhu(x)− τhu(y)|p

|x− y|N+[s+θ(1− p
2 )]p

dxdy

≤ C

sRsp p
2

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[¨

Kr+d

|u(x)− u(y)|p

|x− y|N+(s+θ)p
dxdy

]1− p
2

·
[ˆ

BR

|τhu|p

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)p

RNTp

] p
2

≤ C

sRsp p
2

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

[u]
p(1− p

2 )

W s+θ,p(BR)

[ ˆ
BR

|τhu|p

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)p

RNTp

] p
2

,

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

4. W 1,p-ESTIMATES

In this section we prove that (s, p)-harmonic functions possess a gradient ∇u in
Lp
loc(Ω,RN ). 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 u in Lp.

Lemma 4.1. Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1), and θ ∈ [0, 1 − s). Then, there exists a constant
C = C̃(N, p)/s such that whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the
sense of Definition 2.1, which satisfies

u ∈W s+θ,p
loc (Ω),

we haveˆ
Br

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ C
( |h|
R

)(s+θ(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(s+θ)p(1− s)[u]p

W s+θ,p(BR)
+RN∥u∥pL∞(BR)

]1− p
2

·
[ˆ

BR

|τhu|pdx+
( |h|
R

)p

RNT(u;R)p
] p

2

for any two concentric ballsBr ⊂ BR ⋐ Ω, 0 < r < R, and any 0 < |h| ≤ d := 1
7 (R−r).

Proof. We apply the energy estimate from Proposition 3.9 with θ ∈ [0, 1−s), r̃ = 1
7 (5r+

2R), and R̃ = 1
7 (r+6R) instead of r and R. Then, d = 1

4 (R̃− r̃) = 1
7 (R− r). Moreover,

R̃

R̃−r̃
and 1

R̃
can be bounded in terms of R

R−r and 1
R apart from a multiplicative factor. With

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

[τhu]
p

W s+θ(1− p
2
),p(Br̃)

≤ C

Rsp p
2

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

[u]
p(1− p

2 )

W s+θ,p(BR̃)
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·
[ ˆ

BR̃

|τhu|p

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)p

RNT(u;R)p
] p

2

,(4.1)

where C = C̃(N, p)/s. In order to estimate the left-hand side of the above inequality
from below we apply Lemma 2.12 with w, q, γ, R, d replaced by τhu, p, s+ θ(1− p

2 ), r̃,
d = 1

7 (R− r). With a constant C = C(N, p) we obtainˆ
Br̃−d

|τλ(τhu)|p dx ≤ C|λ|(s+θ(1− p
2 ))p

[(
1− (s+ θ(1− p

2 ))︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤ 1−s

)
[τhu]

p

W s+θ(1− p
2
),p(Br̃)

+
1

sR(s+θ(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)p

∥τhu∥pLp(Br̃)

]
,

for any 0 < |λ| ≤ d and any 0 < |h| ≤ d. To obtain the last line from the application of
Lemma 2.12, we used s+ θ(1− p

2 ) < 1 and

r̃(1−s−θ(1− p
2 ))p

dp
+

1

(s+ θ(1− p
2 ))d

(s+θ(1− p
2 ))p

≤ C(p)

sR(s+θ(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)p

.

In the above inequality for |τλ(τhu)|p, we use (4.1) to bound the fractional semi-norm of
τhu on the right-hand side and obtainˆ

Br̃−d

|τλ(τhu)|p dx

≤ C
( |λ|
R

)(s+θ(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·

[
(1− s)

[
R(s+θ)p[u]p

W s+θ,p(BR)

]1− p
2

[ˆ
BR

|τhu|p

1− s
dx+

( |h|
R

)p

RNT(u;R)p
] p

2

≤ C
( |λ|
R

)(s+θ(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(s+θ)p(1− s)[u]p

W s+θ,p(BR)
+

ˆ
BR̃

|τhu|p dx
]1− p

2

·
[ˆ

BR

|τhu|p dx+
( |h|
R

)p

RNT(u;R)p
] p

2

,

where C = C̃(N, p)/s. Letting λ = h and observing that r̃ − d ≥ r as well asˆ
BR̃

|τhu|p dx ≤ 2pRN∥u∥pL∞(BR),

we conclude the proof. □

The next lemma is the core element for the proof of the W 1,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.

Lemma 4.2. Let p ∈ (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(xo) ⋐ Ω, and r ∈ (0, R) we haveˆ

Br

|τhu|p dx ≤ C
( |h|
R

)p( R

R− r

)(1+ 4
sp )(N+sp+1)

Kp(4.2)

for any h ∈ RN \ {0} with |h| ≤ R− r, where

Kp := Rsp(1− s)[u]pW s,p(BR) +RNT(u;R)p.(4.3)

Moreover, the constant C is stable as s ↑ 1.
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Proof. For i ∈ N0 we define sequences

ϱi := r +
R− r

2i+1
and σi :=

1
4spi.

First, we apply Lemma 2.12 to
(
u, p, s, d = 1

2 (R− r), ϱo
)

instead of
(
w, q, γ, d,R

)
. Note

that ϱo + 1
2 (R− r) = R. With a constant C = C(N, p), Lemma 2.12 shows that

ˆ
Bϱo

|τhu|p dx ≤ C|h|sp
[
(1− s)[u]pW s,p(BR) +

(R(1−s)p

dp
+

1

sdsp

)
∥u∥pLp(BR)

]
≤ C

( |h|
R

)sp
[
Rsp(1− s)[u]pW s,p(BR) +

(Rp

dp
+
Rsp

sdsp

)
RN∥u∥pL∞(BR)

]
≤ C̃o

( |h|
R

)sp( R

R− r

)p

Kp,(4.4)

for any 0 < |h| ≤ 1
2 (R − r). To obtain the last line we used the definitions of d and K.

The constant C̃o has the form C̃(N, p)/s.
Next, we apply Lemma 4.1 for given i ∈ N0 with R = ϱi, r = ϱi+1, di = 1

7 (ϱi −
ϱi+1) =

1
7·2i+2 (R − r), and θ = σ ∈ [0, 1− s) to be chosen later. This is only possible if

the condition u ∈W s+σ,p(Bϱi
) is fulfilled, which we will assume for the moment. With a

constant C = C̃(N, p)/s, the application of Lemma 4.1 yieldsˆ
Bϱi+1

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ C
( |h|
ϱi

)(s+σ(1− p
2 ))p

( ϱi
ϱi − ϱi+1

)N+sp+1

·
[
ϱ
(s+σ)p
i (1− s)[u]pW s+σ,p(Bϱi

) + ϱNi ∥u∥L∞(Bϱi
)

]1− p
2

·
[ˆ

Bϱi

|τhu|p dx+
( |h|
ϱi

)p

ϱNi T(u; ϱi)
p

] p
2

(4.5)

for any h ∈ RN \ {0} with |h| ≤ di. Observing that

R ≥ ϱi =
R

2i+1
+ r

(
1− 1

2i+1

)
>

R

2i+1
,

and

ϱi − ϱi+1 =
R− r

2i+2
,

we have

1

ϱ
(s+σ(1− p

2 ))p
i

( ϱi
ϱi − ϱi+1

)N+sp+1

≤ C(N, p)2(N+2p+1)i

R(s+σ(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

and by Remark 2.7 we have

ϱNi T(u; ϱi)
p ≤ ϱNi

[
C(N)

(R
ϱi

)N
] p

p−1

T(u;R)p ≤ C(N)
p

p−1 2
N

p−1 (i+1)RNT(u;R)p.

With these remarks, (4.5) immediately becomesˆ
Bϱi+1

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ Ci

( |h|
R

)(s+σ(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(s+σ)p(1− s)[u]pW s+σ,p(Bϱi

) +Kp
]1− p

2

·
[ ˆ

Bϱi

|τhu|p dx+
( |h|
R

)p

Kp

] p
2

(4.6)
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for any h ∈ RN \{0} with |h| ≤ di, provided that u ∈W s+σ,p(Bϱi
), where σ ∈ [0, 1−s),

and with a constant Ci of the form

Ci = c bi+1, where c = c(N, p, s) = C̃(N,p)
s , b = b(N, p) = 2

Np
p−1+3p+1.

Later in the proof, we will iterate inequality (4.6). However, we start by considering the
inequality for i = 0. In fact, we apply (4.6)i=0 with σ = 0. This is possible, since the
regularity assumption u ∈ W s,p(Bϱo

) is granted. Subsequently, we use inequality (4.4),
the definition of K in (4.3) and the fact that |h|

R ≤ 1, which allows us to reduce the exponent
from p to sp. In this way, we obtainˆ

Bϱ1

|τh(τhu)|p dx

≤ C0

( |h|
R

)sp( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
Rsp(1− s)[u]pW s,p(Bϱo )︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤Kp

+Kp
]1− p

2

[ˆ
Bϱo

|τhu|p dx+
( |h|
R

)p

Kp

] p
2

≤ C02
1− p

2

( |h|
R

)sp( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[
C̃o

( |h|
R

)sp( R

R− r

)p

+
( |h|
R

)p
] p

2

Kp

≤ B̃o

( |h|
R

)sp(1+ p
2 )
( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp,(4.7)

for every 0 < |h| ≤ do and with a constant 2C0C̃
p
2
o ≤ 2cbC̃o =: B̃o.

We now choose io ∈ N, such that s+ σio ≥ 1 and s+ σio−1 < 1. The precise value of
io is

(4.8) io =
⌈4(1− s)

sp

⌉
.

Note that σi ∈ [0, 1− s) for any i ∈ {0, . . . , io − 1}. Moreover, io only depends on p and
s. In order to examine the stability of our estimates as s ↑ 1 we consider two cases, namely
io = 1, which corresponds to s ∈ [so, 1), and io ≥ 2, which corresponds to s ∈ (0, so),
where so := 4

4+p .
First, we deal with the case io = 1. In this case we have s ∈ [so, 1). From (4.7) we

have ˆ
Bϱ1

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ B̃o

( |h|
R

)sp(1+ p
2 )
( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp,

for every 0 < |h| ≤ do, where B̃o = 2cbC̃o. For the exponent of |h|
R we compute

s(1 + p
2 ) ≥ so(1 +

p
2 ) =

4 + 2p

4 + p
= 1 +

p

4 + p
≥ 1 + 1

5 .

Therefore, we can apply inequality (2.8) from Lemma 2.14 with (q, γ, r, R, d) replaced by(
p, s(1 + p

2 ), ϱ1, ϱo, d1
)

and with

Mp =
B̃o

Rsp(1+ p
2 )

( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp

and obtainˆ
Bϱ1

|τhu|p dx

≤ C(p)|h|p
[( M

s(1 + p
2 )− 1

)p

d
(s(1+ p

2 )−1)p
1 +

1

dp1

ˆ
Bϱo

|u|p dx
]
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≤ C(p)|h|p
[
B̃o

d
(s(1+ p

2 )−1)p
1
1
5R

sp(1+ p
2 )︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ 5
Rp

( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

+
2N

Rp

( R
1
28 (R− r)

)p
]
Kp

≤ C(N, p)B̃o

( |h|
R

)p( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp

for every 0 < |h| ≤ d1. Observe that the constant remains stable as s ↓ so and s ↑ 1.
Moreover, it blows up as p ↓ 1 and remains stable as p ↑ 2. Since ϱ1 ≥ r, this proves
inequality (4.2) in the case io = 1 for any 0 < |h| ≤ d1.

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

α :=
1− s

σio +
1
8sp

.

Since σio ≥ 1− s, we have

(4.9) α ≤ 1− s

1− s+ 1
8sp

< 1.

On the other hand, since σio = σio−1 +
1
4sp < 1− s+ 1

4sp and and the fact that [0, 1] ∋
s 7→ 1−s

1−s+ 3
8 sp

is decreasing, we have

α >
1− s

1− s+ 1
4sp+

1
8sp

=
1− s

1− s+ 3
8sp

≥ 1− so

1− so +
3
8sop

= 2
5 .(4.10)

Next, we estimate the distance from s + ασio to 1. Using in turn the definition of α, i.e.
1− s = α(σio +

1
8sp) and (4.10), we find

s+ ασio = 1− (1− s) + ασio = 1− 1
8spα < 1− 1

20sp.(4.11)

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

s+ ασio+1 = s+ ασio +
1
4spα = 1− 1

8spα+ 1
4spα = 1 + 1

8spα > 1 + 1
20sp.(4.12)

Recall that we are dealing with the case io ≥ 2. By induction we show for any i ∈
{1, . . . , io − 1} thatˆ

Bϱi

|τhu|p dx

≤ 2cib1+2+···+iC2i−1
∗ C̃o︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Ci

( |h|
R

)(s+ασi+1)p( R

R− r

)(i+1)(N+sp+1)

Kp(4.13)

for any 0 < |h| ≤ di, and

[u]p
W s+ασi,p(Bϱi

)
≤ C∗Ci︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Di

1

R(s+ασi)p

( R

R− r

)(i+1)(N+sp+1)

Kp.(4.14)

The constant C∗ is defined by

C∗ := 28p2N+1 max

{
C(p)

sp
,
C(N, p)

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 i = 1. From (4.7) we haveˆ
Bϱ1

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ B̃o

( |h|
R

)sp(1+ p
2 )
( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp
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≤ B̃o

( |h|
R

)(s+ασ2)p( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp,(4.15)

for every 0 < |h| ≤ do, where B̃o = 2cbC̃o. In the transition to the last line we used
σ2 = sp2 and α < 1; cf. (4.9). Note that the exponent s + ασ2 of |h| is strictly less
than 1. In fact, we have s + ασ2 ≤ s + ασio < 1 − 1

20sp; cf. (4.11). Inequality (4.15)
plays the role of assumption (2.6)σ<1 in Lemma 2.14 and permits us to apply (2.7) with(
p, s+ ασ2, ϱ1, ϱo, do

)
in the place of

(
q, γ, r, R, d

)
and with

Mp :=
B̃o

R(s+ασ2)p

( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp.

Using again the L∞-bound for u, the lower bound 1 − (s + ασ2) ≥ 1
20s, the fact that

s+ασ2 < 1 < N + sp+1, the definition of K, and do = 1
7·4 (R− r), we obtain for every

0 < |h| ≤ do thatˆ
Bϱ1

|τhu|p dx ≤ C(p)|h|(s+ασ2)p

[(
M
1
20s

)p

+
1

d
(s+ασ2)p
o

ˆ
Bϱo

|u|p dx
]

≤ 28pC(p)B̃o

sp

( |h|
R

)(s+ασ2)p

·
[( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp +
( R

R− r

)(s+ασ2)p

2NRN∥u∥pL∞(BR)

]
≤ 28p2N+1C(p)

sp︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤C∗

B̃o

( |h|
R

)(s+ασ2)p( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp.

This proves (4.13)i=1 with the constant C∗B̃o = 2cbC∗C̃o = C1. To obtain the asser-
tion (4.14)i=1, we apply Lemma 2.13 with (q, γ, β,R, d) replaced by

(
p, s + ασ2, s +

ασ1, ϱ1, do
)

and

Mp :=
C1

R(s+ασ2)p

( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp.

Then, β− γ = α(σ2 −σ1) = αsp4 ≥ 1
10sp >

1
10s; cf. (4.10). In this context, Lemma 2.13

and s+ ασ1 > s imply that

[u]p
W s+ασ1,p(Bϱ1

)

≤ C(N, p)

[
d
αs p

4 p
o

1
10s

Mp +
1

(s+ ασ1)d
(s+ασ1)p
o

ˆ
Bϱ1

|u|p dx

]

≤ 28p · 2NC(N, p)
s

1

R(s+ασ1)p

·
[
C1

R(s+ασ1)p(R− r)αs
p
4 p

R(s+ασ2)p︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤1

( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

+
( R

R− r

)(s+ασ1)p
]
Kp

≤ 28p2N+1C(N, p)

s︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤C∗

C1

R(s+ασ1)p

( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp

≤ C∗C1

R(s+ασ1)p

( R

R− r

)2(N+sp+1)

Kp.

In turn we used (s + ασ1)p < 2(N + sp + 1) to homogenize the exponents of R
R−r and

the definitions of K and C∗. This proves (4.14)i=1 with the constant C∗C1 = D1.
For the induction step, we assume that (4.13) and (4.14) hold true for some i ∈

{1, . . . , io − 2}, and show they continue to hold for i + 1. To this end, applying (4.6)i
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with σ = ασi, which is possible since (4.14)i ensures that u ∈W s+ασi,p(Bϱi
), we obtainˆ

Bϱi+1

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ Ci

( |h|
R

)(s+ασi(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

·
[
R(s+ασi)p(1− s)[u]p

W s+ασi,p(Bϱi
)
+Kp

]1− p
2

·
[ ˆ

Bϱi

|τhu|p +
( |h|
R

)p

Kp dx

] p
2

≤ Ci

( |h|
R

)(s+ασi(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kp

·
[
Di

( R

R− r

)(i+1)(N+sp+1)

+ 1

]1− p
2

·
[
Ci

( |h|
R

)(s+ασi+1)p( R

R− r

)(i+1)(N+sp+1)

+
( |h|
R

)p
] p

2

for every 0 < |h| ≤ di. Here, to obtain the last line we used (4.13)i and (4.14)i. Since
s+ασi+1 ≤ s+ασio−1 < 1, we may reduce the exponent of |h|

R form p to (s+ασi+1)p.
This leads toˆ

Bϱi+1

|τh(τhu)|p dx

≤ 2CiD
1− p

2
i C

p
2
i︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:Bi

( |h|
R

)[s+ασi(1− p
2 )+(s+ασi+1)

p
2 ]p

( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

Kp.

Note that

Bi = 2Ci[C∗Ci]
1− p

2 C
p
2
i ≤ C∗CiCi = 2ci+1b1+2+···+i+(i+1)C2i

∗ C̃o.(4.16)

For the exponent of |h|
R we have

s+ ασi(1− p
2 ) + (s+ ασi+1)

p
2 > s+ ασi(1− p

2 ) + (s+ ασi)
p
2

= s+ ασi + sp2
= s+ ασi+2 + sp2 (1− α)

> s+ ασi+2.

Therefore, we find for every 0 < |h| ≤ di thatˆ
Bϱi+1

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ Bi

( |h|
R

)(s+ασi+2)p( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

Kp.

Note that the exponent of |h| is still strictly less than p. Indeed, since i+ 2 ≤ io, we have

s+ ασi+2 ≤ s+ ασio < 1− 1
20sp,

where we used (4.11). For this reason we are able to apply (2.7) from Lemma 2.14 with
(γ, q, r, R, d) replaced by (s+ ασi+2, p, ϱi+1, ϱi, di) and

Mp :=
Bi

R(s+ασi+2)p

( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

Kp,

to obtainˆ
Bϱi+1

|τhu|p dx

≤ C(p)|h|(s+ασi+2)p

[(
M
1
20s

)p

+
1

d
(s+ασi+2)p
i

ˆ
Bϱi

|u|p dx
]
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≤ C(p)
( |h|
R

)(s+ασi+2)p

·

[
Bi

( 1
20s)

p

( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

+
( R

1
7·2i+2 (R− r)

)(s+ασi+2)p

2NRN

]
Kp

≤ 28pC(p)2N

sp

( |h|
R

)(s+ασi+2)p( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)[
Bi + 2ip︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤2Bi

]
Kp

≤ 28p2N+1C(p)Bi

sp︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤C∗Bi≤Ci+1

( |h|
R

)(s+ασi+2)p( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

Kp

for every 0 < |h| ≤ di. Here, we also used (4.11) to bound 1 − s − ασi+2 from below
by 1

20s, the definition of di to replace 1
di

by 1
R−r , the L∞-bound for u, the definition of

K, and the fact that (s + ασi+2)p < p ≤ 2 ≤ 2N . Moreover, we used that 2ip ≤ Bi by
(4.16). This proves (4.13)i+1.

The completion of the induction step now consists in establishing (4.14)i+1. To do this,
we apply Lemma 2.13 with (q, γ, β,R, d) replaced by

(
p, s+ασi+2, s+ασi+1, ϱi+1, di+1

)
and with

Mp :=
Ci+1

R(s+ασi+2)p

( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

Kp.

Then, γ − β = α(σi+2 − σi+1) = αsp4 ≥ 1
10sp by (4.10). Using also the L∞-bound

for u to estimate the integral of |u|p on Bϱi+1
in terms of Kp, the definition of Mp, the

relation between σi+2 and σi+1, the definition of di+1, and (s+ ασi+1)p < p ≤ 2 ≤ 2N
to increase the exponent of R

R−r from (s+ ασi+1)p to (i+ 2)(N + sp+ 1) we get

[u]p
W s+ασi+1,p(Bϱi+1

)
≤ C(N, p)

[
d
αs p

4 p
i+1
1
10s

Mp +
1

sd
(s+ασi+1)p
i+1

ˆ
Bϱi+1

|u|p dx

]

≤ C(N, p)

s

[
10Rαs p

4 pMp +
(7 · 2i+3

R− r

)(s+ασi+1)p

2NKp

]
≤ 28p2NC(N, p)

s

[
Rαs p

4 pMp +
2(i+1)p

(R− r)(s+ασi+1)p
Kp

]
≤ 28p2NC(N, p)

sR(s+ασi+1)p

( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)[
Ci+1 + 2(i+1)p

]
Kp

≤ 28p2N+1C(N, p)

s

Ci+1

R(s+ασi+1)p

( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

Kp

≤ C∗Ci+1

R(s+ασi+1)p

( R

R− r

)(i+2)(N+sp+1)

Kp.

In turn we used 2(i+1)p ≤ Ci+1. Since C∗Ci+1 = Di+1 this proves the claim (4.14)i+1.
At this point, it remains to establish inequality (4.2) in the case io ≥ 2. By (4.14)io−1

we have [u]W s+ασio−1,p(Bϱio−1
) < ∞, which is the requirement for the application of

(4.6)io−1 on Bϱio−1 with ασio−1 instead of σ. According to (4.6)io−1 we haveˆ
Bϱio

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ Cio−1

( |h|
R

)(s+ασio−1(1− p
2 ))p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

I
1− p

2
1 I

p
2
2

for any h ∈ RN \ {0} with |h| ≤ dio−1. Here we abbreviated

I1 := R(s+ασio−1)p(1− s)[u]p
W s+ασio−1,p(Bϱio−1

)
+Kp,

I2 :=

ˆ
Bϱio−1

|τhu|p dx+
( |h|
R

)
Kp.
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To estimate I1 we use (4.14)io−1, which implies

I1 ≤ Dio−1

( R

R− r

)io(N+sp+1)

Kp +Kp

≤ 2Dio−1

( R

R− r

)io(N+sp+1)

Kp.

With (4.13)io−1 we estimate I2 by

I2 ≤
[
Cio−1

( |h|
R

)(s+ασio )p
( R

R− r

)io(N+sp+1)

+
( |h|
R

)p
]
Kp

≤ 2Cio−1

( |h|
R

)(s+ασio )p
( R

R− r

)io(N+sp+1)

Kp.

Here, to obtain the last line we used (4.11), i.e. s + ασio < 1, in order to reduce the
exponent of |h|

R . Plugging these estimates back and recalling that Dio−1 = C∗Cio−1, we
getˆ

Bϱio

|τh(τhu)|p dx

≤ 2C
− p

2
∗︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤ 1

Cio−1Dio−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤Cio

( |h|
R

)(s+ασio−1(1− p
2 )+(s+ασio )

p
2 )p

( R

R− r

)(io+1)(N+sp+1)

Kp.

The exponent of |h|
R can be simplified. In fact, we have

s+ ασio−1(1− p
2 ) + (s+ ασio)

p
2 = s+ ασio−1(1− p

2 ) + (s+ ασio−1 + α 1
4sp)

p
2

> s+ ασio−1 +
1
2sp

> s+ ασio+1.

Therefore, for any h ∈ RN \ {0} with |h| ≤ dio−1 we getˆ
Bϱio

|τh(τhu)|p dx ≤ Cio

( |h|
R

)(s+ασio+1)p( R

R− r

)(io+1)(N+sp+1)

Kp.(4.17)

Recall that the exponent s+ ασio+1 satisfies (4.12), i.e.

s+ ασio+1 > 1 + 1
20sp.

Therefore, we can apply (2.8) from Lemma 2.14 onBϱi , i.e. the case in which the exponent
σ is greater than 1, with (p, s+ ασio+1, ϱio−1, ϱio , dio) instead of (q, γ,R, r, d) and with

Mp :=
Cio

R(s+ασio+1)p

( R

R− r

)(io+1)(N+sp+1)

Kp.

Note that (4.17) plays the role of the hypothesis (2.6)σ>1 in Lemma 2.14. Using also the
L∞-bound for u to estimate the integral of |u|p on Bϱio

in terms of Kp, the definition of
dio , and p ≤ (io + 2)(N + sp+ 1) we getˆ

Bϱio

|τhu|p dx ≤ C(p)|h|p
[( M

s+ ασio+1 − 1

)p

d
(s+ασio+1−1)p
io

+
1

dpio

ˆ
Bϱio

|u|p dx
]

≤ C(p)|h|p
[

Mp

( 1
20sp)

p
R(s+ασio+1−1)p +

(7 · 2io+2

R− r

)p

2NKp

]
≤ 28p2NC(p)

sp

( |h|
R

)p( R

R− r

)(io+1)(N+sp+1)[
Cio + 2iop

]
Kp

≤ 28p2N+1C(p)Cio

sp

( |h|
R

)p( R

R− r

) 4
sp (N+sp+1)

Kp

≤ C∗Cio

( |h|
R

)p( R

R− r

) 4
sp (N+sp+1)

Kp
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for every 0 < |h| ≤ dio . Here, to obtain the second last line we used io + 1 < 4
sp , which

follows from (4.8), since

io + 1 <
4(1− s)

sp
+ 2 =

4

sp
− 4− 2p

p
≤ 4

sp
.

The constant in the final estimate above has the form

C∗Cio = Dio = 2ciob1+2+···+ioC2io
∗ C̃o ≤ 2c

4
sp−1b

2
sp (

4
sp−1)C

2( 4
sp−1)

∗ C̃o =: C(N, p, s).

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 ↑ 2. It is also stable as s ↑ so. Taking into account that
ϱio ≥ r, this proves inequality (4.2) in the case io ≥ 2 for any 0 < |h| ≤ dio .

Finally, it remains to establish (4.2) when dio < |h| ≤ R− r. However, in this case we
have R

|h| <
R
dio

= 7 · 2io+2 R
R−r and hence

ˆ
Br

|τhu|p dx ≤ CrN∥u∥L∞(Br) ≤ 2ioC
( |h|
R

)p( R

R− r

)p

Kp,

where C = C(N). Recalling that p ≤ 4
sp (N + sp+ 1) and io < 4

sp − 1 this proves (4.2)
and finishes the proof of Lemma 4.2. □

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 classW 1,p

loc (Ω). The-
orem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of Corollary 4.3 applied with the choice r = 1

2R.

Corollary 4.3 (W 1,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

u ∈W 1,p
loc (Ω).

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s) such that for any BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω
and r ∈ (0, R) the quantitative W 1,p-estimateˆ

Br

|∇u|p dx ≤ C

Rp

( R

R− r

) 4
sp (N+sp+1)

Kp

holds true, where K is defined in (4.3). Moreover, the constant C is stable as s ↑ 1. It
blows up as s ↓ 0 or p ↓ 1.

5. HIGHER GRADIENT REGULARITY

In the previous section we established that the weak gradient of (s, p)-harmonic func-
tions exists in Lp

loc. The aim in this section is to improve the integrability of the gradient
∇u to any exponent q ≥ p. This will be achieved by a Moser-type iteration argument. The
following lemma is the first step in this direction.

Lemma 5.1. Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1), and q ∈ [p,∞). For any

(5.1) ε ∈ (0, 1− s)

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

u ∈W 1,q
loc (Ω),

then for any ball BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω and any r ∈ (0, R) we haveˆ
Br

|τhτhu|q dx ≤ C
( |h|
R

)q+sp p
2−εp(1− p

2 )
( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq,

where

Kq := Rq∥∇u∥qLq(BR) +RNT(u;R)q.(5.2)
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The constant C has the form

(5.3) C =
C̃(N, p, q)

s

(1− s

ε

)1− p
2

.

Proof. We apply the energy inequality from Proposition 3.6 with r,R, d replaced by r̃ =
1
7 (5r+ 2R), R̃ = 1

7 (r+ 6R), d = 1
4 (R̃− r̃) = 1

7 (R− r). Note that R̃+ d = R and R̃

R̃−r̃

and 1

R̃
can be bounded in terms of R

R−r and 1
R apart from a multiplicative factor. With

these choices Proposition 3.6 yields

I :=
[
V q

p
(τhu)

]p
W (1−ε)(1− p

2
)+s

p
2
,p(Br̃)

≤ C

R[(1−ε)(1− p
2 )+s p

2 ]p

( |h|
R

)q−(1− p
2 )p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq,

where the constant C has the form

C =
C̃(N, p, q)

s(1− s)
p
2 ε(1−

p
2 )
.

Note that C̃ blows up as p ↓ 1. Now, we apply Lemma 2.12 to w = V q
p
(τhu) on Br̃ with

q = p, d = 1
7 (R− r), and

γ = (1− ε)(1− p
2 ) + sp2 = 1− (1− s)p2 − ε(1− p

2 ),

to deduce thatˆ
Br̃−d

∣∣τλ(V q
p
(τhu)

)∣∣p dx
≤ C|λ|γp

[
(1− γ)I+

(
R̃(1−γ)p

dp
+

1

γdγp

)ˆ
Br̃

∣∣V q
p
(τhu)

∣∣p dx]
≤ C

( |λ|
R

)γp
[
(1− γ)RγpI+

1

γ

( R

R− r

)p
ˆ
Br̃

|τhu|q dx
]
,

for any 0 < |λ| ≤ 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 Br̃−d to Br. Using (5.1) we
have γ > s and hence 1− γ < 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 < |λ| ≤ d thatˆ

Br

∣∣τλ(V q
p
(τhu)

)∣∣p dx
≤ C

( |λ|
R

)γp
[

1− s

s(1− s)
p
2 ε(1−

p
2 )

( |h|
R

)q−(1− p
2 )p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq

+
1

s

( |h|
R

)q( R

R− r

)p

Rq

ˆ
Br̃+d

|∇u|q dx
]

≤ C

s

( |λ|
R

)γp( R

R− r

)N+sp+1
[
(1− s)(1−

p
2 )

ε(1−
p
2 )

( |h|
R

)q−(1− p
2 )p

Kq +
( |h|
R

)q

Kq

]
≤ C

s

(1− s

ε

)1− p
2
( |λ|
R

)γp( |h|
R

)q−(1− p
2 )p

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq,

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

γp+ q−
(
1− p

2

)
p =

[
1− (1− s)p2 − ε

(
1− p

2

)]
p+ q−

(
1− p

2

)
p = q+ spp

2 − εp
(
1− p

2

)
.

Since q
p ≥ 1, we have ∣∣τh(V q

p
(τhu)

)∣∣ ≥ |τh(τhu)|
q
p in Br,
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so thatˆ
Br

|τhτhu|q dx ≤ C

s

(1− s

ε

)1− p
2
( |h|
R

)q+sp p
2−εp(1− p

2 )
( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq,

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. Let p ∈ (1, 2] and s ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [p,∞). Then, whenever u is a
locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

u ∈W 1,q
loc (Ω),

we have
∇u ∈Wα,q

loc (Ω) for any α ∈ (0, β), where β := sp
2 · p

q .

Moreover, there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s, q, α) such that for any ball BR ≡
BR(xo) ⋐ Ω and for any r ∈ (0, R), we have

[∇u]qWα,q(Br)
≤ C

R(1+α)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+sp

Kq,

where K is defined in (5.2) and the constant is of the form C = C̃(N,p,q)
sαβq(β−α)2(1−α)q .

Proof. We apply Lemma 5.1 with r replaced by r̃ = 1
11 (7r + 4R). We leave the larger

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

for any ε ∈ (0, 1− s) thatˆ
Br̃

∣∣τh(τhu)∣∣q dx ≤ C
( |h|
R

)q+sp p
2−εp(1− p

2 )
( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq,(5.4)

for any 0 < |h| ≤ d = 1
7 (R− r̃) = 1

11 (R− r), and where C has the same structure as the
constant in (5.3) from Lemma 5.1. We choose some α ∈ (0, β) and let

ε := min
{

1
2 (1− s), 1

2−p
q
p (β − α)

}
,

so that
spp

2 − εp(1− p
2 ) ≥

1
2 (α+ β)q =: β̃q.

Reducing the exponent of |h| in (5.4) if necessary, which is allowed due to the inequality
|h| ≤ R, we findˆ

Br̃

∣∣τh(τhu)∣∣q dx ≤ C1

( |h|
R

)(1+β̃)q( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq.(5.5)

The constant C1 takes the form

C1 =
C̃(N, p, q)

s

(
1− s

min
{

1
2 (1− s), 1

2−p
q
p (β − α)

})1− p
2

≤ C̃(N, p, q)

s(β − α)
.

Estimate (5.5) plays the role of assumption (2.9) in Lemma 2.15 with

Mq :=
C1

R(1+β̃)q

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq,

which we apply onBr̃; note that r̃ = r+4d. The other parameters of Lemma 2.15 are fixed
by γ = β̃, q = q, d = 1

11 (R−r). Finally, α takes the role of β; we have β̃−α = 1
2 (β−α).

The application is allowed due to the assumption Wα,q
loc (Ω). Lemma 2.15 ensures that

∇u ∈Wα,q(Br) with the quantitative estimate

[∇u]qWα,q(Br)

≤ C(N, q) d(β̃−α)q

1
2 (β − α)β̃q(1− β̃)q

[
Mq +

r̃q

αd(1+β̃)q

ˆ
Br̃

|∇u|q dx
]
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≤ C(N, q)

α(β − α)βq(1− α)q

[
C1d

(β̃−α)q

R(1+β̃)q

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

Kq +
1

d(1+α)q
Kq

]

≤ C(N, q)

α(β − α)βq(1− α)q

[
C1

R(1+α)q

( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

+
1

d(1+α)q

]
Kq

≤ C(N, q)C1

α(β − α)βq(1− α)qR(1+α)q

[( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

+
( R

R− r

)(1+α)q
]
Kq

≤ C(N, q)C1

α(β − α)βq(1− α)qR(1+α)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+sp

Kq

≡ C2

R(1+α)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+sp

Kq.

Here to obtain the second-to-last line we used (1 + α)q < N + sp + q. Note that the
constant C2 takes the form

C2 =
C̃(N, p, q)

sα(β − α)2βq(1− α)q
.

This finishes the proof of the proposition. □

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,∞). 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 ∈W 1,q(BR)

for some BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω, then for any r ∈ (0, R) we have[
−
ˆ
Br

|∇u|
Nq

N−αq dx

]N−αq
N

≤ C
(R
r

)N( R

R− r

)N+q+sp

Mq,

where α = sp2

4q and

M :=

[
−
ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] 1

q

+
1

R
T(u;R).

The constant C has the form C = C̃(N,p,q)
sq+4 .

Proof. We apply Proposition 5.2 with the choice α = sp2

4q ∈ (0, β), where β = sp2

2q and
infer that ∇u ∈Wα,q

loc (Ω). Moreover, the quantitative estimate

[∇u]qWα,q(Br)
≤ C2R

N−αq
( R

R− r

)N+q+sp

Mq

holds. Note that Kq ≤ C(N)RN+qMq , where K is defined in (5.2) and the constant is of
the form

C2 =
C̃(N, p, q)

sαβq(β − α)2(1− α)q
≤ C̃(N, p, q)

sq+4
.

By the Sobolev embedding for fractional Sobolev spaces from Lemma 2.9 – note that the
application is permitted since N −αq > 0 – we conclude that ∇u ∈ L

Nq
N−αq (Br) together

with the quantitative estimate[
−
ˆ
Br

|∇u|
Nq

N−αq dx

]N−αq
N

≤ CSob

[
rαq−N [∇u]qWα,q(Br)

+−
ˆ
Br

|∇u|q dx
]

≤ CSob

[
C2

(R
r

)N−αq( R

R− r

)N+q+sp

+
(R
r

)N
]
Mq
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≤ 2CSobC2

(R
r

)N( R

R− r

)N+q+sp

Mq.

The constant 2CSobC2 has the structure

2CSobC2 =
C(N, q)(1− α)

(N − αq)q−1
· C̃(N, p, q)

sq+4
≤ C̃(N, p, q)

sq+4
.

To obtain the last line we usedN−αq = N− 1
4sp

2 ≥ N−1 ≥ 1. This proves the claimed
inequality. □

Lemma 5.3 allows to set up a Moser-type iteration scheme that improves for any given
q ∈ [p,∞) the regularity of an (s, p)-harmonic function from W 1,p

loc (Ω) to W 1,q
loc (Ω).

Theorem 5.4 (W 1,q-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 ∈W 1,q
loc (Ω) for any q ∈ [p,∞).

Moreover, for any q ≥ p there exists a constant C = C(N, p, s, q), such that on any ball
BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω the quantitative Lq-gradient estimate[

−
ˆ
BR/2

|∇u|q dx
] 1

q

≤ C

[[
−
ˆ
BR

|∇u|p dx
] 1

p

+
1

R
T(u;R)

]
holds true. The constant C is stable as s ↑ 1. It blows up as p ↓ 1.

Proof. In view of Theorem 1.1 we know that u ∈ W 1,p
loc (Ω). 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 (qi)i∈N0

of expo-
nents, a sequence (ϱi)i∈N0

of radii, and the associated sequence of shrinking concentric
balls (Bi)i∈N0 by

qo := p, qi =
Nqi−1

N − 1
4sp

2
=

(
N

N − 1
4sp

2

)i

p,

ϱi :=
R

2
+

R

2i+1
, Bi = Bϱi

.

Clearly qi ≥ p is an increasing sequence and qi → ∞ as i → ∞. For i ∈ N we apply
Lemma 5.3 with r = ϱi, R = ϱi−1, q = qi−1, and α = 1

4
sp2

qi−1
. This amounts to[

−
ˆ
Bi

|∇u|qi dx
] 1

qi

≤ C
1

qi−1

(ϱi−1

ϱi

) N
qi−1

( ϱi−1

ϱi−1 − ϱi

)N+sp
qi−1

+1

Mi−1,(5.6)

where we abbreviated

Mi−1 :=

[
−
ˆ
Bi−1

|∇u|qi−1 dx

] 1
qi−1

+
1

ϱi−1
T(u; ϱi−1).

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

ϱi−1

ϱi
=

1
2R+ 1

2iR
1
2R+ 1

2i+1R
< 2,

R

ϱi−1
=

R
1
2R+ 1

2iR
≤ 2,

and
ϱi−1

ϱi−1 − ϱi
=

1
2R+ 1

2iR
1
2iR− 1

2i+1R
= 2i+1( 12 + 1

2i ) ≤ 2i+2.

Moreover, by Remark 2.7 we have

T(u; ϱi−1) ≤ C(N)
( R

ϱi−1

) N
p−1

T(u;R) ≤ C(N, p)T(u;R).
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Using these estimates in (5.6)i, we obtain for any i ∈ N that[
−
ˆ
Bi

|∇u|qi dx
] 1

qi

≤ C
1

qi−1 2
N

qi−1
(
2i+2

)N+sp
qi−1

+1

[[
−
ˆ
Bi−1

|∇u|qi−1 dx

] 1
qi−1

+
C(N, p)

R
T(u;R)

]

≤ C(N, p) 2

[
N+sp
qi−1

+1
]
(i−1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤2(N+2)(i−1)

C
1

qi−1

[[
−
ˆ
Bi−1

|∇u|qi−1 dx

] 1
qi−1

+
1

R
T(u;R)

]

=: Ci−1

[[
−
ˆ
Bi−1

|∇u|qi−1 dx

] 1
qi−1

+
1

R
T(u;R)

]
.(5.7)

Recalling that

C
1

qi−1 =

[
C̃(N, p, qi−1)

sqi−1+4

] 1
qi−1

≤ C̃(N, p, qi−1)

s5
,

we obtain that Ci−1 has the structure

Ci−1 =
2(N+2)(i−1)C̃(N, p, qi−1)

s5
.

Iterating (5.7) results in[
−
ˆ
Bi

|∇u|qi dx
] 1

qi

≤ C

[[
−
ˆ
BR

|∇u|p dx
] 1

p

+
1

R
T(u;R)

]
,

where C = i
∏i−1

j=0 Cj . Since qi → ∞ as i → ∞ there exists io ∈ N, such that qio−1 <
q ≤ qio . This fixes io ∈ N in dependence on N , p, s, and q. Enlarging the domain of
integration from B 1

2R
to Bio and using Hölder’s inequality, we finally get[

−
ˆ
B 1

2
R

|∇u|q dx
] 1

q

≤ 2
N
q

[
−
ˆ
Bio

|∇u|qio dx
] 1

qio

≤ C

[[
−
ˆ
BR

|∇u|p dx
] 1

p

+
1

R
T(u;R)

]
,

where C = C(N, p, s, q). □

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 1
2R

and B 3
4R

, which is
possible after slightly changing the radii. Subsequently we use Corollary 4.3 to estimate
the Lp norm of ∇u and Lemma 2.6 to increase in the tail term the radius 3

4R to R. In this
way, we get

∥∇u∥Lq(BR/2) ≤ CR
N
q

[
R−N

p ∥∇u∥Lp(B 3
4
R
) +

1
RT

(
u; 3

4R
)]

≤ CR
N
q −1

[
Rs−N

p (1− s)
1
p [u]W s,p(BR) +T(u;R)

]
.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2. □

By Morrey embedding the W 1,q-regularity from Theorem 1.2 immediately implies that
(s, p)-harmonic functions are Hölder continuous for any Hölder exponent γ ∈ (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 ∈ W 1,q
loc (Ω) for any q ≥ p.

Therefore, by Morrey embedding, Lemma 2.19, we conclude that u ∈ C0,γ
loc (Ω) for any

γ ∈ (0, 1). Now, fix some γ ∈ (0, 1) and consider a ball BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω. Applying
in turn Lemma 2.19 with the choice q = N

1−γ and Theorem 5.4, we obtain the quantitative
estimate

[u]C0,γ(B 1
2
R
) = [u]

C
0,1−N

q (B 1
2
R
)
≤ C∥∇u∥Lq(B 1

2
R
)

≤ CR
N
q −1

[
Rs−N

p (1−s)
1
p [u]W s,p(BR) +T(u;R)

]
.

Recalling the choice of q, we conclude the claimed inequality. □

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 Lq-scale with q ≥ 2. Par-
ticularly, for q = 2 we have ∇u ∈ Wα,2

loc (Ω) for any 0 < α < min{ 1
2sp, 1 − (1 − s)p}

with a quantitative local estimate which remains stable as s ↑ 1. It is straightforward to
check that the upper bound of α tends to 1 as s ↑ 1. Therefore, we formally recover
the W 2,2-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 ∇u ∈ Wα,q
loc for any

q ≥ p and α < sp
q .

Lemma 6.1. Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ [2,∞), ε ∈ (0,min{1 − s, 12sp}], and
ε̃ ∈ (0, 12sp). Whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in the sense of
Definition 2.1, we have

∇u ∈W β,q
loc (Ω) where β :=

sp− ε− ε̃

q
∈ (0, 1).

Moreover, there exists C = C(N, p, s, q, ε̃), such that for every ball BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω
and r ∈ (0, R), we have

[∇u]q
Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C

R(1+β)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+1

Kq,

where

Kq := RN+(1−ε)q[u]qC0,1−ε(BR) +Rq∥∇u∥qLq(BR) +RNT(u;R)q.

Proof. By Theorem 1.2 we have u ∈ W 1,q
loc (Ω). Moreover, from Theorem 1.3 we know

that u ∈ C0,1−ε
loc (Ω) for any ε ∈ (0, 1). For ε as in the statement, we set γ := 1 − ε for

ease of notation. Fix 0 < r < R and introduce r̃ = 1
7 (5r + 2R), R̃ = 1

7 (r + 6R), and
d = 1

4 (R̃− r̃) = 1
7 (R− r). First of all, by Hölder’s inequality, we have

(6.1)
ˆ
BR

|∇u|q+p−2 dx ≤ C(N)R
N(2−p)

q

[ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] q+p−2

q

.

Next, we apply Corollary 3.7 with (r̃, R̃, ϑ, q+p−2, 1−ε) in place of (r,R, θ, q, γ). Note
that R̃ + d = R and that R̃

R̃−r̃
and 1

R̃
can be bounded in terms of R

R−r and 1
R apart from a

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

I :=
[
V q

2
(τhu)

]2
Wγ− 1

2
(γ−s)p,2(Br̃)

≤ C

(1− s)Rsp

( |h|
R

)q+p−2( R

R− r

)N+3

[u]2−p
C0,γ(BR)
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·

[
R

N(2−p)
q +q+p−2

[ ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] q+p−2

q

+RNT(u;R)q+p−2

]

≤ C

(1− s)Rsp

( |h|
R

)q+p−2( R

R− r

)N+3

[u]2−p
C0,γ(BR)R

N(2−p)
q Kq+p−2.

Estimating [u]C0,γ(BR) in terms of R−(N
q +γ)K, we obtain

I ≤ C

(1− s)Rsp+γ(2−p)

( |h|
R

)q+p−2( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq.(6.2)

Here, the constant C has the form C = C̃(N, p, q)/s. Let us apply Lemma 2.12 to w =
V q

2
(τhu) on Br̃ with (q, d, γ) in that lemma replaced by (2, d = 1

7 (R− r), γ̃), where

(6.3) γ̃ = γ − 1
2 (γ − s)p =

(
1− 1

2p
)
γ + 1

2ps ∈ [ 12ps, γ],

and deduce thatˆ
Br̃−d

∣∣τλ(V q
2
(τhu)

)∣∣2 dx
≤ C(N)|λ|2γ̃

[
(1− γ̃)I+

(
r̃2(1−γ̃)

d2
+

1

γ̃d2γ̃

)ˆ
Br̃

∣∣V q
2
(τhu)

∣∣2 dx]
for any 0 < |λ| ≤ d. Since ε < 1− s we have

(6.4) 1− γ̃ = 1
2p(1− s) + (1− 1

2p)ε ≤ 1− s.

Moreover, we observe r̃ − d = r + d. Therefore, the last inequality yieldsˆ
Br+d

∣∣τλ(V q
2
(τhu)

)∣∣2 dx
≤ C(N)|λ|2γ−(γ−s)p

[
(1− s)I+

1

sRsp+γ(2−p)

( R

R− r

)2
ˆ
Br̃

|τhu|q dx
]
.

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

|τhu|q dx ≤
( |h|
R

)q

Rq

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx ≤
( |h|
R

)q+p−2

Kq,

while I is bounded by (6.2). Consequently, we obtainˆ
Br+d

∣∣τλ(V q
2
(τhu)

)∣∣2 dx ≤ C

s

( |λ|
R

)sp+γ(2−p)( |h|
R

)q+p−2( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq,

where C = C(N, p, q). In the above estimate, we choose λ = h. Furthermore, since
q ≥ 2, we have ∣∣τh(V q

2
(τhu)

)∣∣ ≥ |τh(τhu)|
q
2 in Br+d.

Therefore, for any 0 < |h| ≤ d we arrive atˆ
Br+d

|τh(τhu)|q dx ≤ C

s

( |h|
R

)q+p−2+sp+γ(2−p)( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq

=
C

s

( |h|
R

)q+sp−ε(2−p)( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq

≤ C

s

( |h|
R

)q+sp−ε− 1
2 ε̃
( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq,

where C = C(N, p, q). Apply Lemma 2.15 with γ replaced by

β̃ =
sp− ε− 1

2 ε̃

q
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and with

Mq =
C

s

1

Rq(1+β̃)

( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq

and 1
4d in place of d. Moreover, in the application we fix β by

β :=
sp− ε− ε̃

q
,

such that β ∈ (0, β̃) and β̃ − β = ε̃
2q . In this setup, Lemma 2.15 yields that ∇u ∈

W β,q(Br) with the quantitative estimate

[∇u]q
Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C(N, q)dq(β̃−β)

(β̃ − β)β̃q(1− β̃)q

[
Mq +

(r + d)q

βdq(1+β̃)

ˆ
Br+d

|∇u|q dx
]
.(6.5)

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

β̃ ≥ sp

4q
, 1− β̃ ≥

q − sp+ 1
2 ε̃

q
≥ ε̃

2q
,

so that the denominator of the first factor in (6.5) can be bounded from below by

(β̃ − β)β̃q(1− β̃)q ≥ ε̃

q

(sp
4q

)q( ε̃

2q

)q

= C(p, q)sq ε̃q+1.

Inserting this in the W β,q-estimate (6.5) will result in

[∇u]q
Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C

R(1+β)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+1

Kq,

where the constant C has the structure

C =
C̃(N, p, q)

sq+1ε̃q+1
.

This is the desired estimate. Note that the constant C̃ blows up as p ↓ 1, but remains stable
for p = 2. Moreover, the constant remains stable as s ↑ 1. □

In contrast to Lemma 6.1, in the next result we additionally assume that u ∈W 1+θ,q
loc (Ω)

for some θ ∈ (0, 1). If θ is large enough and s > q(p−1)
p , this leads to an improvement

in fractional differentiability. Nevertheless, we state the lemma for the larger range s ∈
(p−1

p , 1). In this larger range, it is guaranteed that the parameter β, which expresses the
fractional differentiability, is positive.

Lemma 6.2. Let p ∈ (1, 2], s ∈ (p−1
p , 1), q ∈ [2,∞), θ ∈ (0, 1), ε ∈ (0,min{1−s, 12 [1−

(1− s)p]}], and ε̃ ∈ (0, 12θ]. Whenever u is a locally bounded (s, p)-harmonic function in
the sense of Definition 2.1 that satisfies

u ∈W 1+θ,q
loc (Ω),

we have

∇u ∈W β,q
loc (Ω) where β :=

1− (1− s)p+ θ − ε− ε̃

q
∈ (0, 1).

Moreover, there exists C = C(N, p, s, q, θ, ε̃), such that for every ball BR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω
and r ∈ (0, R), we have

[∇u]q
Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C

R(1+β)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+1

Kq,

where

Kq := RN+(1−ε)q[u]qC0,1−ε(BR) +R(1+θ)q[∇u]q
W θ,q(BR)

+Rq∥∇u∥qLq(BR) +RNTq

and T := T(u;R).
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Proof. By Theorem 1.3 we have u ∈ C0,1−ε
loc (Ω). To keep some of the exponents as simple

as possible, we use the abbreviations γ := 1 − ε and ϑ := θ − 1
2 ε̃. Let 0 < r < R and

abbreviate r̃ = 1
7 (5r+ 2R), R̃ = 1

7 (r+ 6R), and d = 1
4 (R̃− r̃) = 1

7 (R− r). First of all,
we note that for p ∈ (1, 2) and since ϑ ∈ (0, θ), by Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 2.5 we
have

[∇u]q+p−2
Wϑ,q+p−2(BR)

=

¨
KR

|∇u(x)−∇u(y)|q+p−2

|x− y|N+ϑ(q+p−2)
dxdy

≤
[¨

KR

|∇u(x)−∇u(y)|q

|x− y|N+θq
dxdy

] q+p−2
q

[¨
KR

dxdy

|x− y|N− q(θ−ϑ)(q+p−2)
2−p

] 2−p
q

≤ C(N, q)

ε̃
R

N(2−p)
q +(θ−ϑ)(q+p−2)[∇u]q+p−2

W θ,q(BR)
.

If p = 2, the argument is simpler, since |x− y|q(θ−ϑ) is bounded by [2R]q(θ−ϑ), and thus
the exponent of |x − y| can be increased from N + ϑq to N + θq. In any case, the last
two inequalities are valid for any p ∈ (1, 2]. Apply Proposition 3.8 with (r̃, R̃, ϑ, q+ p− 2

in place of (r,R, θ, q) and with γ = 1 − ε, note that R̃ + d = R and R̃

R̃−r̃
and 1

R̃
can be

bounded in terms of R
R−r and 1

R apart from a multiplicative factor. Subsequently, we use
Hölder’s inequality as in (6.1), the above estimate, and the definition of K to obtain

I :=
[
V q

2
(τhu)

]2
Wγ− 1

2
(γ−s)p,2(Br̃)

≤ C

(1− s)Rsp

( |h|
R

)q−1+ϑ( R

R− r

)N+sp+1

[u]2−p
C0,γ(BR)

·

[
R(1+ϑ)(q+p−2)[∇u]q+p−2

Wϑ,q+p−2(BR)
+
Rq+p−2

ϑ

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q+p−2 dx+RNTq+p−2

]

≤ C

(1− s)Rsp

( |h|
R

)q−1+ϑ( R

R− r

)N+3

[u]2−p
C0,γ(BR)

·

[
R

N(2−p)
q +(1+θ)(q+p−2)

ε̃
[∇u]q+p−2

W θ,q(BR)

+
R

N(2−p)
q +q+p−2

ε̃

[ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx
] q+p−2

q

+RNTq+p−2

]

≤ C

(1− s)ε̃Rsp

( |h|
R

)q−1+ϑ( R

R− r

)N+3

[u]2−p
C0,γ(BR)R

N(2−p)
q Kq+p−2.

In turn, we used ϑ = θ − 1
2 ε̃ ≥ 2ε̃ − 1

2 ε̃ = 3
2 ε̃. Keeping in mind that [u]C0,γ(BR) can be

estimated by R−[Nq +γ]K, we obtain

I ≤ C

(1− s)ε̃

1

Rsp+γ(2−p)

( |h|
R

)q−1+ϑ( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq.(6.6)

The constant C has the structure C = C̃(N, p, q)/s and C̃ is stable as p ↑ 2 and blows up
as p ↓ 1; see Proposition 3.8.

Let us apply Lemma 2.12 to w = V q
2
(τhu) on Br̃ with (q, d, γ) replaced by (2, d =

1
7 (R− r), γ̃), where γ̃ is defined in (6.3) and deduce thatˆ

Br̃−d

∣∣τλ(V q
2
(τhu)

)∣∣2 dx
≤ C(N)|λ|2γ̃

[
(1− γ̃)I+

(
r̃2(1−γ̃)

d2
+

1

γ̃d2γ̃

)ˆ
Br̃

∣∣V q
2
(τhu)

∣∣2 dx]
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for any 0 < |λ| ≤ d. Since ε < 1 − s we have 1 − γ̃ ≤ 1 − s; see (6.4). Moreover,
r̃ − d = r + d. Therefore, the last inequality yieldsˆ

Br+d

∣∣τλ(V q
2
(τhu)

)∣∣2 dx
≤ C(N)|λ|2γ−(γ−s)p

[
(1− s)I+

1

sRsp+γ(2−p)

( R

R− r

)2
ˆ
Br̃

|τhu|q dx
]
.

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

|τhu|q dx ≤
( |h|
R

)q

Rq

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx ≤
( |h|
R

)q−1+ϑ

Kq,

while I is bounded by (6.6). We obtainˆ
Br+d

∣∣τλ(V q
2
(τhu)

)∣∣2 dx ≤ C

sε̃

( |λ|
R

)sp+γ(2−p)( |h|
R

)q−1+ϑ( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq,

where C = C(N, p, q). Here we choose λ = h. Since q ≥ 2, we have∣∣τh(V q
2
(τhu)

)∣∣ ≥ |τh(τhu)|
q
2 in Br+d.

Therefore, for any 0 < |h| ≤ d we getˆ
Br+d

|τh(τhu)|q dx ≤ C

sε̃

( |h|
R

)q−1+ϑ+sp+γ(2−p)( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq,

for a constant C = C(N, p, q). Recalling γ = 1 − ε and ϑ = θ − 1
2 ε̃, the above estimate

can be re-written asˆ
BR̃−d

|τh(τhu)|q dx ≤ C

sε̃

( |h|
R

)q+1−(1−s)p+θ−(2−p)ε− 1
2 ε̃
( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq.

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

β̃ =
1− (1− s)p+ θ − (2− p)ε− 1

2 ε̃

q

and

Mq =
C

sε̃

1

Rq(1+β̃)

( R

R− r

)N+3

Kq

and d̄ = 1
4d. Moreover, we fix β in the application by

β :=
1− (1− s)p+ θ − ε− ε̃

q
.

Note that β ∈ (0, β̃) and β̃ − β =
(p−1)ε+ 1

2 ε̃

q > ε̃
2q . Lemma 2.15 yields ∇u ∈ W β,q(Br)

with the quantitative estimate

[∇u]q
Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C(N, q)dq(β̃−β)

(β̃ − β)β̃q(1− β̃)q

[
Mq +

(r + d)q

βdq(1+β̃)

ˆ
Br+d

|∇u|q dx
]
.(6.7)

Noting that r + d ≤ R and using the elementary inequalities

β̃ > β ≥ θ

2q
, 1− β̃ ≥ q − 1− θ

q
,

the denominator of the first factor in (6.7) can be bounded from below by

(β̃ − β)β̃q(1− β̃)q ≥ ε̃

2q

( θ

2q

)q(q − 1− θ

q

)q

=
ε̃θq(q − 1− θ)q

C(q)
.

Inserting this in the W β,q-estimate (6.7) will result in

[∇u]q
Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C

R(1+β)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+1

Kq,
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where the constant C has the structure

C =
C̃(N, p, q)

sε̃2θq+1(q − θ − 1)q
.

This is the desired estimate. □

Remark 6.3. We stress that the constant C in the previous lemmas eventually blows up as
ε̃ ↓ 0. However, it is independent of ε which is required to be less than 1 − s. Therefore,
C remains stable as s ↑ 1.

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

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Note that

(6.8) β =


sp

q
, if s ≤ q(p− 1)

p
,

1− (1− s)p

q − 1
, if s >

q(p− 1)

p
.

We proceed in three steps.
Step 1: Almost W

sp
q ,q-regularity. This step involves Lemma 6.1 only and applies to all

s ∈ (0, 1). To begin with, let α ∈ (0, spq ). From Theorem 5.4 we have u ∈ W 1,q
loc (Ω) for

any q ≥ p, while from Theorem 1.3 we know that u ∈ C0,γ
loc (Ω) for any γ ∈ (0, 1). This

allows to fix in Lemma 6.1 the parameters ε and ε̃ by

ε = min
{
1− s, 12 (sp− αq)

}
∈
(
0,min{1− s, 12sp

}]
and

ε̃ = 1
2 (sp− αq) ∈

(
0, 12sp

]
.

The application of the Lemma 6.1 results in the fractional differentiability of ∇u in the
sense that

∇u ∈W β,q
loc (Ω), where β = sp−ε−ε̃

q ∈ (α, 1).

The lower and upper bounds for β are a direct consequence of the choices of ε and ε̃.
Moreover, we have the quantitative estimate

[∇u]q
Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C

R(1+β)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+1

Kq,

for every ballBR ≡ BR(xo) ⋐ Ω and r ∈ (0, R) and with a constantC = C(N, p, s, q, α)
of the form

C =
C̃(N, p, q)

sq+1( spq − α)q+1
.

Here we have used the abbreviation

Kq := RN+(1−ε)q[u]qC0,1−ε(BR) +Rq∥∇u∥qLq(BR) +RNT(u;R)q.

Recall that β ≥ α, so that ∇u ∈Wα,q
loc (Ω) and

[u]qWα,q(Br)
≤ 2(β−α)qr(β−α)q[u]q

Wβ,q(Br)

≤ C

R(1+α)q

( R

R− r

)N+q+1

Kq.(6.9)

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 ≤ q(p−1)

p , in which we have β = sp
q , cf. (6.8).

Step 2: Almost W
1−(1−s)p

q−1 ,q-regularity for s > q(p−1)
p . In this step we concentrate on

the case s > q(p−1)
p and employ Lemma 6.2 together with an iteration scheme to upgrade
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the differentiability to any number less than β = 1−(1−s)p
q−1 . To this end, let θo = sp

2q and
consider α ∈ (θo, β). Moreover, we fix ε and ε̃ by

ε = min
{
1− s, 13 (β − α)(q − 1)

}
∈
(
0,min

{
1− s, 12 [1− (1− s)p]

}]
and

ε̃ = min
{

1
2θo,

1
3 (β − α)(q − 1)

}
∈
(
0, 12θo

]
,

such that the requirements on ε and ε̃ imposed in Lemma 6.2 are satisfied. For i ∈ N0

introduce 
θi+1 =

1− (1− s)p+ θi − ε− ε̃

q
,

ϱi = r +
R− r

2i+1
, Bi = Bϱi .

By iteration we have

θi =

(
1 +

1

q
+ · · ·+ 1

qi−1

)
1− (1− s)p− ε− ε̃

q
+
θo
qi

=
1

qi

[
θo −

1− (1− s)p− ε− ε̃

q − 1

]
+

1− (1− s)p− ε− ε̃

q − 1
.

Since

θo −
1− (1− s)p− ε− ε̃

q − 1
≤ θo − β + 2

3 (β − α) = θo − 1
3β − 2

3α <
1
3 (θo − β) < 0,

the sequence (θi)i∈N0
is strictly increasing and

lim
i→∞

θi =
1− (1− s)p− ε− ε̃

q − 1
> α.

From Step 1, in particular from inequality (6.9) applied with the choice sp
2q = θo for α, we

already know that ∇u ∈W θo,q
loc (Ω), with the quantitative estimate

R(1+θo)q[∇u]q
W θo,q(Br)

≤ C
( R

R− r

)N+q+1

Kq.(6.10)

The constant C has the structure

C =
C̃(N, p, q)

s2q+2
.

Therefore, we are allowed to apply Lemma 6.2 with (θo, θ1, ϱ1, ϱo) in place of (θ, β, r, R)
and with ε as above in order to improve the fractional differentiability of ∇u to order θ1,
i.e. ∇u ∈W θ1,q

loc (Ω).
For the induction step i → i + 1 let us now assume that we have already established

∇u ∈ W θi,q(Bi) for some i ∈ N0. Since ε ≤ 1
2 [1 − (1 − s)p] and ε̃ ≤ 1

2θo ≤ 1
2θi all

assumptions of Lemma 6.2 are fulfilled. The application with (θi, θi+1, ϱi+1, ϱi) in place
of (θ, β, r, R) and with the above choices of ε and ε̃ yields

ϱ
(1+θi+1)q
i+1 [∇u]q

W θi+1,q(Bi+1)
≤ Ci

( ϱi
ϱi − ϱi+1

)N+q+1[
ϱ
(1+θi)q
i [∇u]q

W θi,q(Bi)
+Kq

i

]
,

where

Kq
i := ϱ

N+(1−ε)q
i [u]qC0,1−ε(Bi)

+ ϱqi ∥∇u∥
q
Lq(Bi)

+ ϱNi T(u; ϱi)
q.

The constant Ci has the structure

Ci =
C̃(N, p, q)

sε̃2θq+1
i (q − θi − 1)q

≤ C̃(N, p, q)

sq+2ε̃q+2
≤ C̃(N, p, q)

s2q+4(β − α̃)q+2
=: C∗.
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To obtain the last inequality we used sp2

4q ≤ θi <
1−(1−s)p−ε−ε̃

q−1 . To further simplify the
previous recursive estimate, observe that

R ≥ ϱi =
R

2i+1
+ r

(
1− 1

2i+1

)
>

R

2i+1
,

and

ϱi − ϱi+1 =
R− r

2i+2
,

such that we have( ϱi
ϱi − ϱi+1

)N+q+1

≤ C(N, q)2(N+q+1)i
( R

R− r

)N+q+1

.

In addition, we have

ϱ
(1−ε)q+N
i [u]qC0,1−ε(Bi)

≤ R(1−ε)q+N [u]qC0,1−ε(BR),

and

ϱqi

ˆ
Bi

|∇u|q dx ≤ Rq

ˆ
BR

|∇u|q dx.

Moreover, Remark 2.7 yields

ϱNi T(u; ϱi)
q ≤ ϱNi

[
C(N)

(R
ϱi

)N
] q

p−1

T(u;R)q ≤ C(N, p, q)2
Nq
p−1 iRNT(u;R)q.

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

ϱ
(1+θi+1)q
i+1 [∇u]q

W θi+1,q(Bi+1)
≤ C∗b

i
( R

R− r

)N+q+1[
ϱ
(1+θi)q
i [∇u]q

W θi,q(Bi)
+Kq

]
.

Here, we denoted b := 2N+q+1+ Nq
p−1 . Iterating this inequality and taking into account that

b ≥ 1 and C∗ ≥ 1 we obtain

ϱ
(1+θi)q
i [∇u]q

W θi,q(Bi)

≤ ib1+2+···+iCi
∗

( R

R− r

)i(N+q+1)[
R(1+θo)q[∇u]q

W θo,q(BR)
+Kq

]
≤ ib1+2+···+iCi

∗

( R

R− r

)(i+1)(N+q+1)

Kq,

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

θio ≥
1− (1− s)p− 3

2 (ε+ ε̃)

q − 1
≥ α,

i.e.

io =

⌈
ln
(
1 + θo(q−1)−[1−(1−s)p]

ε+ε̃

)
ln q

⌉
.

Note that io only depends on p, s, q, and α. It is stable as s ↑ 1 and blows up as s ↓ 0 and
α ↑ β. Hence,

r(1+α)q[u]qWα,q(Br)
≤ 2(θio−α)qr(1+θio )q[u]q

W θio
,q(Bϱio

)

≤ 2qiob
1+2+···+ioCio

∗

( R

R− r

)(io+1)(N+q+1)

Kq.(6.11)
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Step 3: Almost W β,q-regularity. By combining Step 1 and Step 2, in particular (6.9)
and (6.11), we have established that ∇u ∈ Wα,q

loc (Ω) for every α ∈ (0, β) together with
the quantitative estimate

[u]qWα,q(B 1
2
R
)

≤ C

R(1+α)q

[
RN+(1−ε)q[u]qC0,1−ε(B 3

4
R
) +Rq

ˆ
B 3

4
R

|∇u|qdx+RNT
(
u; 3

4R
)q]

.

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

[u]qWα,q(B 1
2
R
) ≤

CRN

R(1+α)q

[
Rs−N

p (1− s)
1
p [u]W s,p(BR) +T(u;R)

]q
.

This finishes the proof of the theorem. □
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